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Entropy and a convergence theorem for
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Abstract. We prove uniform regularity estimates for the normalized Gauss curvature flow in higher
dimensions. The convergence of solutions in C°°-topology to a smooth strictly convex soliton as
t goes to infinity is obtained as a consequence of these estimates together with an earlier result of
Andrews. The estimates are established via the study of an entropy functional for convex bodies.
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1. Introduction

The Gauss curvature flow was introduced by Firey [14] to model the changing shape of
a tumbling stone subjected to collisions from all directions with uniform frequency. Sup-
pose that {M,} c R**! is a family of smooth compact strictly convex hypersurfaces with
t € [0,T). Denote by X (x, ) and K (x, t) the position vector and the Gauss curvature
of M. The family {M,} is a solution of the Gauss curvature flow if X (x, ¢) satisfies the
equation

0X(x,1t)

ot

where v(x, t) is the unit exterior normal of the hypersurface M;.

Assuming the existence, uniqueness and regularity of the solution, Firey proved that
if the initial convex surface (Mo C R3) is symmetric with respect to the origin (abbrevi-
ated as centrally symmetric), then the flow (1.1) contracts the initial surface to a point in
finite time and the evolving surface becomes spherical in shape in the process. The last
statement can be rephrased as saying that the normalized flow (with the enclosed volume
preserved) converges to a round sphere. Firey conjectured that the result holds in gen-
eral. After this initial work, the existence and uniqueness of the Gauss curvature flow in
any R"*! was established by Chou [19]. In the same paper it was also proved that the
Gauss curvature flow contracts the initial convex hypersurface to a point in finite time.

= —K(x,)v(x,1), (L.1)
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More than a decade later, in a breakthrough work [5], Andrews proved that the normal-
ized flow in R3 converges to a round sphere, that is, evolving surfaces become spherical
in the process, hence proving the conjecture of Firey. The proof of Andrews [5] relies on
a pinching estimate, whose proof seems to work only in dimension 2. There is an exten-
sive literature devoted to the study of the Gauss curvature flow. Chow [10] established
an important differential Harnack inequality (also known as the LYH type estimate) and
an entropy monotonicity; Hamilton [15] obtained upper bounds of the support function
and the Gauss curvature of the normalized flow; and Daskalopoulos and Hamilton [11]
studied the Gauss curvature flow with flat sides. The interested reader may consult [9, 3,
4, 6, 12] for further references on the flow by Gauss curvature and its powers.

In this paper, we establish uniform regularity of the solution of the normalized Gauss
curvature flow. By Chou’s work, the convex hypersurfaces M; (and the enclosed con-
vex body €2;) shrink to a point along the Gauss curvature flow at a finite time 7. If we
choose this limiting point as the origin and normalize M, so that the enclosed volume (the
Lebesgue measure |€2;]) is the volume of the unit ball, the normalized Gauss flow satisfies
the equation

0X(x,1)
ot
where u(x,t) = (X (x,t), v(x, t)) is the supporting function.

The following is the main result of this paper.

=(—K&x,t)+ulx,t)vix,t), (1.2)

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that My is a compact strictly convex hypersurface in R"*! such
that the volume of the enclosed convex body is that of the unit ball B1(0) C R"*!. Assume
that the origin is the contracting point of the un-normalized flow (1.1). Let {$2;} be the
convex bodies enclosed by {M,}, the solution to the normalized flow (1.2) with the above
normalization. Then there exists a positive constant A > 1 depending only on n and My
such that

Bi/a(0) C Q2; C BA(0), V0=t <oo. (1.3)

Moreover, for any integer k > 1, there is a constant C(n, k, My), depending on n, k and
the initial hypersurface My, such that

IMillcx = Cn, k, Mo). (1.4)

Finally, the flow (1.2) converges in C°°-topology to a smooth strictly convex soliton M,
satisfying
Kx)=u(x) withK(x)=>1/A. (1.5)

As mentioned before, Hamilton [15] obtained upper bounds of the diameter and the Gauss
curvature for the normalized flow. In view of the Blaschke selection theorem and a gen-
eral C*°-convergence result of Andrews [4] which assumes the regularity of the limiting
soliton, the contribution of this paper consists mainly in uniform CZ?-estimates for the
normalized Gauss curvature flow. The C2-estimate relies on a C%-estimate on the support
function u(x, t) (particularly a uniform lower bound, which is new and essential) and a
uniform lower estimate on the Gauss curvature. To prove that the support function u(x, )
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of a solution to (1.2) is uniformly bounded from below by a positive constant, we need
to study an entropy functional £(€2;) for the enclosed convex body €2;, which is different
from Chow’s [10].

Let  be a bounded closed convex body such that 0 € @ € R**! and M := 9. For
any zo € €2, one can define the support function with respect to zq as

Uz (x) :=max (x, z — 20).
ZeQ
Define an entropy functional £(S2) by

E(Q):= sup E(R,z9) with &(,z0) :=L/ log u,,(x)do(x).
NA

zo€Int(2) wWp

Here w, is the area of S”, and d6 is the induced surface measure. (Later we shall show
that given a non-degenerate, that is, full-dimensional, convex body, the entropy can in
fact be attained by a positive support function.) It is easy to see that £(£2) is finite. The
quantity £(£2, zp) was introduced by Firey [14] for centrally symmetric convex bodies.
The functional £(£2) was first considered by Andrews [4]. Our contribution here consists
in deriving a lower estimate of the entropy via the Blaschke—Santal6 inequality, which is
a new way of using this functional in deriving the lower estimates of the support function
and the Gauss curvature along the flow.

Since non-negativity is a defining property of the entropy concept in physics [13], the
following result, as well as later monotonicity of £(£2) under the Gauss curvature flow,
partially justifies the use of the terminology.

Proposition 1.1. Let Q be a bounded convex body in R with V(Q) = V(B(1)) (here
V (2) denotes the volume of 2). Let z; € Q2 be the Santalo point of 2. Let ug be the
support function with respect to 7. Then

1
— [ logu, =0, (1.6)
Wy Jsn

and equality holds if and only if Q2 is a round ball centered at 7. In particular £(2) > 0,
and the inequality is strict unless 2 is a round ball centered at z;. Moreover, for a general
convex body 2 without the volume normalization, we have

log V() — log V(B(1))

e n+1

(1.7)
Before the proof, we recall the definition of the Santal6 point of 2. Given 2 and any
zo € Int(L2) define Qjo, the polar dual of €2 with respect to zg, to be the set {y + zo |
max;cq(y,z — zo) < 1}. The Santaloé point is the unique point z; such that QZ has
the minimum volume among all polar duals with zgp € €2 (in fact it suffices to consider
zo € Int(£2), the interior of €2). When z; is the Santal6 point we also denote QZ by QF,
and let €2 be the translation of Q2 by —z;.
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Proof of Proposition 1.1. Let Q2§ be the polar dual of € with respect to z,, the Santalé
point. Its volume can be computed [17] as

1 1
V(Q)) = do.
( s) n+1 /S” MISH—I

Then by Jensen’s inequality ,

V expl — (0) =V expl| — ogug |.
s n+1 P Wy n g M’SH_I P wy s s

Since V (2) = V(B(1)), together with the Blaschke—Santal6 inequality [18]
V(QV(Q)) < V(B()? (1.8)

we obtain

1 . V(B(1))?
/S" logus) < V() < W

This implies (1.6). The estimate (1.7) follows similarly. If equality holds, Jensen’s in-
equality in the first step of the proof is an equality. Since e* is strictly convex, 1/ ug’“ and
hence u; must be a constant. The latter constant must be 1 as V(2§) = V(B(1)). Hence
2 is a ball centered at zy.

From the above it is easy to see £(Q2) > £(R2, z5) > 0. Furthermore £(2) = 0 implies
that Q2 is a ball centered at z;. O

V(B(l))exp(—" +

n

A refined estimate on the monotonicity of entropy along the flow, as well as estimates of
geometric quantities in terms of entropy (as well as the volume of the enclosed body),
play a basic role in the proof of the main theorem. The strategy is the following. We first
bound rough geometric quantities such as the outer and inner radius in terms of entropy,
which in turn can be estimated via refined monotonicity. Then a compactness estimate
and a stability estimate, as well as a refined monotonicity estimate, give the desired lower
bound of the support function. The lower estimate on the support function seems more
subtle and useful than the upper estimate (obtained by Hamilton). By combining the lower
estimate on the support function and Chow’s Harnack estimate, an iteration argument
gives a uniform lower estimate on the Gauss curvature. Once the uniform lower estimate
on the Gauss curvature is established, the full regularity follows from previous work of
[6], [16] on fully nonlinear parabolic equations.

As a by-product of the monotonicity of the entropy functional we deduce that for any
2 with normalized volume, if zo, is the shrinking limit of the Gauss curvature flow then
fSn logu,., > 0. Hence Firey’s entropy with respect to the shrinking limit is nonnegative
for any convex body. This yields a geometric property of the shrinking limit. The above
mentioned upper bounds of Hamilton on the diameter and the Gauss curvature can also
be derived from the uniform lower bound on u(x, ¢) proved here.

There remains an interesting question whether or not the sphere is the only compact
soliton with positive Gauss curvature. Here we prove that the unit sphere is stable among
the admissible variations. We also show that for the solitons with the normalized enclosed
volume, there exists a sharp lower estimate on the volume of the dual body, which im-
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plies Firey’s uniqueness among solitons with central symmetry. In the joint paper [7] the
method of this paper is generalized to flows by powers of Gauss curvature.

2. Basic properties of entropy

We start with a geometric interpretation of the entropy functional, which also implies the
non-negativity of the entropy. For any zo € €2, by the definition, the dual body Q7 is
defined by the equation

Q, —z20={w|(w,z—z0) <1,¥z € Q}.
Writing w in polar coordinates we obtain
Q7 —z0 = {(r, x) [ rugy(x) < 1}. (2.1)

Here u,,(x) is the support function of €2 with respect to zo. This in particular implies that

. L/uzy (%) . 1 1
V(Qr) = " do dr = do.
’ 0 n n—+ 1 §n M?;—l

If we normalize the volume of Q2 to be that of the unit ball, the Blaschke—Santal6
inequality implies that there exists zg € €2 such that |Q’Zk0| < V(B(1)). If Q is not affine
equivalent to the unit ball, such zo’s form an open subset. Now observe the following
geometric interpretation of the quantity |. g loguz.

Proposition 2.1. Ler Q) = QF — zo. Then

1
/ logu,,(x)do(x) = (/ —/ )—Hdw > V(B(1)) — V(Q?O).
sn BANQY, /o \B() |w|" '

Thus fS” log u, is a weighted (and signed) volume of ng A B(1). In particular, for any zg
with |Qj0| < |B(1)|, we have fS" logu,,(x)d0(x) > 0. Moreover, if zg € Int(2) is such
that £(2) = (1/wy,) [gu loguz,, then

/ Y dw=0
w = L.
ng |w|n+1

Thus zq is the center of mass of Qjo with respect to the weighted measure dw /|w|"*!.

Proof. The argument is similar to the above calculation of the dual body volume:

l/uzo(x)l
/loguZO(x)dG(x):—// 2 drd6(x)
S n 1 r
1 l/uz()(x) 1
(e s s L )
fuzg =18 1 fuzg () Huzy<jcst J1 |w]
(A B .
= - — dw.
BONQY,  J0 \B(1) lw|?+!
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This proves the first identity. The inequality holds since 1/|w|"T! > 1 on B(1) \ Q?O and
1/lw™™ < 1Ton Q2 \ B(1).
The last claim can be proved by a similar calculation. O

The following lemma asserts that there exists a unique point z, € €2 such that the en-
tropy £(€2) is attained. It will be called the entropy point.

Lemma 2.1. Given a closed convex body 2, there exists a unique z, € S2 such that
E(Q) = (1/wn) [eu loguc,.
Proof. The quantity (1/w,) [ logu., is a function of —zg = (11, ..., t,41), say

1 n+1
F)=— /8 1og<u(x) n Ztixi) d6/(x).

n i=1

It is easy to see that the convexity of €2 implies that u,, > 0 for any zg € €2, and F(¢)
is a strictly concave function of . Let {p,} be a sequence such that (1/wj) fS" logup,
/" £(R2) as n — oo. Without loss of generality we may assume that p,, — p. Then
by Fatou’s lemma, noting that logu,(x) < logdiam({2) for any z and logu,, (x) —
log u,(x), we have
1 |

— —logu, < —hmmf/—logupn = —-E(Q).

a)n Sn a)n n—oo
On the other hand, by the definition (1/w;) [, logu, < £(S2). Hence (1/wy) [q logu,
= &(L2). The uniqueness follows from the strict concavity of F(¢) (as a function of
t € R"*1) and the convexity of Q. O

We also denote u,, by u.. The next lemma strengthens the above result by asserting that
in fact z, € Int(<2).

Lemma 2.2. If Q is a bounded convex domain with Int(2) # 0, then £(R2) is attained
by a unique support function u, > 0 such that

/ Y d6(x) = 0. (2.2)
S

7t Me(x)
Moreover for any other support function u # u,, £(2) > (1/wy) fSn logu.

Proof. The main claim here is that u, > 0 everywhere. Assuming this, (2.2) follows
easily by the first variation. Namely, we express any support function as

n+1
ux) =u.(x) + thxj.

j=1

By the maximum property of u,, the first variation yields

/ Y d6(x) =0
N Ue(x) -
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Suppose u.(xg) = 0 for some xog € S". Then by the convexity of 2 it is easy to see
that z, must be on the boundary of 2. We may assume z, = 0, the origin. Now we claim
that there is a support hyperplane of 2 at the origin with outer normal 7 such that the line
segment

L ={—tn|0 <t < ty} is inside 2, for some small 7. (2.3)

We now prove this claim.! First recall that for any p € €, the tangent cone TPCQ is
defined as {£ | (¢, p — z1) > O for any z; with dist(zy, Q) = |z1 — p|}. The (outward)
normal cone /\/',,(Q) is then defined as {n | (n,&) < Oforall £ € TPCQ}. Now it is rather
elementary to see that for any support hyperplane H at p, which can be expressed as
the zero set of f(z) = (n,z — p) with f(z) < 0 for all z € 2, we have n € J\/},(Q).
Thus the outer normal of any support hyperplane must lie inside the normal cone. To
prove the claim it suffices to show that —N/,(£2) intersects Int(£2), due to the convexity
of Q. If =N, »(£2) N Int(2) = @, by the separation theorem [18, Theorem 1.3.8] there
exists a hyperplane H through the origin which separates Int(£2) and —/N,(€2). This hy-
perplane must be a support hyperplane. But its outer normal n (with respect to €2) lies
inside NV, (2). Hence —n € —N, (). This is a contradiction since —N\/,(£2) is on the
other (outward) side of H than . The claim (2.3) also follows from [8, Theorem 1.12].

We may, without loss of generality, assume that n = (0, ..., 0, 1), so the north pole
has the property that the associated line segment L defined in (2.3) lies inside Int(£2).
Hence €2 is contained in the half-space x, 11 < 0 and touches the hyperplane at the origin.
For any x = (x1,..., X, Xy41) € S" with x,41 > 0,let N(x) = (x1, ..., Xn, —Xn+1)
be its symmetric image with respect to x,,+1 = 0. By definition, u,(x) = sup,cq(z, x).
Since €2 is closed, for each x € S” there is z(x) € 2 such that u,(x) = (z(x), x). Hence

u.(N(x)) > (z(x), N(x)) > (z(x), x) = u.(x), Vx eS" withx,1; >0.

Here (z(x), n) < 01isused. Since z, = 0 and u.(17) = 0 and obviously u,(N (n)) > 0, the
above inequality is strict for some x € S"” forming a set of positive measure. Consider the
new support function uy(x) = u.(x) + sx,41. As the line segment L defined in (2.3) lies
in the interior of Q, uz(x) > Oforall x € S" and 0 < 5 < fy. On the other hand,

d (/ ) / Xn+1 / Xn+1 / Xn+1
— log us = = +
ds \ Jsn s=0 s Ue(x) {xp11>0} Ue(x) {xp11<0} Ue(x)

:/ <xn+1 _ Xnyl >>O
{x41>0} Ue(X) u.(N(x)) ’

which contradicts the definition of u,. Therefore, u,.(x) > O for all x € S".
The last claim follows from the strict concavity of F(¢) defined in the proof of Lem-
ma 2.1. O

In the rest of this section we derive some geometric estimates in terms of entropy. Let
P+(82) [p—(€2)] be the outer [inner] radius of a convex body 2. By definition, the outer

I We would like thank Gaoyong Zhang to communicating us the proof of claim (2.3).



3742 Pengfei Guan, Lei Ni

radius 1s the radius of the smallest ball which contains €2, and the inner radius is the
radius of the biggest ball which is enclosed by 2. There is also a width function w(x)
which is defined as uz,(x) + uz,(—x), where u,, is the support function with respect
to zo. It is clear that w(x) is independent of the choice of zp. Let w4 and w_ denote the
maximum and minimum of w(x). The following estimates have been known [2]:

pr < % oz (24)
Below we prove a result relating these geometric quantities to entropy.
Corollary 2.1. For a convex body €2,
max{w., p1(Q)} < Cpe® P, (2.5)
where C,, is a dimensional constant. There is also a lower estimate:
min{p_(Q), w_} > C V(Q)e "€, (2.6)

where C, is another dimensional constant.

Proof. The upper estimate can be reduced to the corresponding upper estimate of w in
view of (2.4). Assume that w(xg) = w4. Without loss of generality we may assume that
Uz (x0) > uzy(—x0), 20 = 0. Hence wi < 2up(xp). Assume that ug(xo) = (z1, xo) for
71 € 092. Applying a rotation we may also assume that z; = (0, ..., 0, a), witha = |z1].
Then wy < 2a. By convexity, the line segment 7z; (with 0 < ¢ < 1) lies inside 2. It
is also clear that the support function for this segment with respect to z;/2 is %|(zl, x)|.
Hence it is bounded from above by u, /2 (x). Therefore

onloga - o, log2+ [ loglxuialde(r) = | tog di(zr. 1l doco)
S S

5/ log uz, /2 d0(x) < w,E(RQ).
Sn

Notice that the integral on the left hand side depends only on n. This gives an upper bound
of a, hence an estimate for w. A lower bound on p_ can be derived from this and the
observation that 2 can be enclosed in a cylinder with base a ball of radius p4, and of
height 2w_. Hence

nwp—1p4 - 2w_ > V(Q).

The lower bound of p_ follows from the estimate of p_ in terms of w_. O

3. Gauss curvature flow and entropies

First we recall the relation between the embedding X : M — R"t! of M, a closed convex
hypersurface in R"*!, and the related support function # : S" — R of the enclosed convex
body €2 (here we assume that 0 € Q and u(x) = ugp(x)):

u(x) = (z, X(v™1(2)))
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where v : M — §" is the Gauss map. For convenience we also denote X w1 (x)) by
X (x) (so X (x), for x € S", denotes the embedding reparametrized via the Gauss map).
The following equations are well-known [2]:

X(x) = u(x)-x + Vu, (3.1)
W =g (ViVju + ugi)). (32)

Here W = dv is the Weingarten map, V is the covariant derivative of S" with respect to
the standard induced metric g as the boundary of the unit ball in R**!. It is clear from
(3.1) that changing the reference point zp in the support function amounts to translating
by —zo the embedding X (x), and (3.2) implies that the Weingarten map W is independent
of the choice of zg. Let K (x) = det(W) be the Gauss curvature.

First we derive the following estimate on Chow’s entropy [10] in terms of the entropy
defined in the last section.

Proposition 3.1. Let 2 be a convex body with smooth boundary M = 02 and volume
V() = V(B(1)). Let K be the Gauss curvature of M. Then

Ec(Q) = wi /M KlogK do > £(Q) > 0. (3.3)

n

Here do is the induced surface measure on M. Moreover Ec(2) = E(Q) if and only if
K = u,, and Ec () = 0 if and only if @ = B(1), the unit ball. For general <2,

Ec(R) > E(Q) — 1og(ﬂ).

V(B(1))
Proof. First observe that [,, K log K do = [, log K df. On the other hand, recall
1 1
— —de——/Xu "y,
wn

Hence the estimate via Jensen’s inequality gives, in the case V(Q) = V(B(1)),

ke o) )

This implies that
1
logKdo > — logu déb.

Sn wy Jsn
Since this estimate holds for support functions with respect to any zo € €2, we have the
claimed estimate. The equality case follows from Proposition 1.1. O

Remark 3.1. The non-negativity of £¢ also follows from the affine isoperimetric in-
equality [18]. An alternative argument below, using x — 1 — logx > 0, proves a similar
result with a weaker estimate

! HV(Q _ 1 “_Naor s 1 10 o
_((n+)()_wn)—_/n ran (x)__/Snng (x).

Wy Wp Wp

Hence Ec(Q) — E(Q) > —V(Q)/V(B(1)) + 1.
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Corollary 3.2. Let Q and M be as in Proposition 3.1. Let oy (W) = >, _ . _; Aiy -+ Ay
be the k-th elementary symmetric function of (strictly speaking, eigenvalues {);} of) the
Weingarten map. Then

1 [ K-k 1 [ K- b
L [ Ra=B wae =1, L[ RO w1 Ga

Equality holds in any of these inequalities if and only if 2 = B(1).

In terms of the support function, the Gauss curvature flow (1.1) can be expressed as

du(x,t) B 1

ot _det(gik(@c@ju + ugj))

(3.5)

Since the convexity of M; is preserved along the flow (1.1), the equation (3.5) in terms
of the support function u always makes sense. In [19] the existence of (1.1) has been
proved and it was also shown that the flow will contract a convex hypersurface to a lim-
iting point z~,. The main concern here is to understand what is the limiting shape of the
evolving hypersurfaces M;. To understand the asymptotic behavior of the flow we also
consider the normalized flow:

du(x,t) 1

u(x,t) — ——— - ,
ot det(§*F (Vi Viu + ugp;))

(3.6)

which preserves the enclosed volume V (£2;), provided that initially V (29) = V(B(1)).
By scaling (multiplying the support function u by a factor e”) and reparametrization (t =
—# log(%), with 7' being the terminating time, which equals # under the above
normalization, and relabeling T as t afterwards), the support function with respect to
Zoo yields a long time positive solution to (3.6). Hence the study of the limiting shape
is equivalent to finding the asymptotic of (3.6). When 2 is centrally symmetric it was
shown by Firey that the solution of (3.6) converges to a round sphere. In dimension n = 2,
Andrews [5] proved the same result for any convex surfaces in R3.

In the following we show that the entropy £(£2) is intimately related to the normalized

Gauss curvature flow (3.6). First note that the equilibrium for (3.6) satisfies the equation
u(x,t) - det(@"* (Vi Viu +ugi)) = 1. (3.7)

Such a solution is also called a shrinking soliton of the Gauss curvature flow.

We now consider the first variation of £(£2) under the constraint V(2) = V(B(1)).
For a fixed 2, by Lemma 2.2, there exists a unique z, € Int(2) such that £(Q) =
(1/wy) fsn logu.(x)d6(x). Moreover u, satisfies

/ Yoao)=0, Vji=1,...,n+1. (3.8)
St Ue

Let €2, be a family of convex bodies such that ¢ = 2. In terms of support functions, we
have a family of functions v, € C 2(S™) such that

Ay = ((vydij + (vy)ij) > 0.
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We assume in addition that v,; satisfies (3.8). Hence £(£2;) = (1/w,) fS" log v, d6. Write
vy (x) = ue(x) + p(n, x), where p(0, x) = 0 for all x € S". Below we abbreviate v, by
v, and u, by u. As before, the constraint V (£2,) = V(B(1)) implies

1
— vdet(A,) = 1. (3.9
Wy J§n
Recall that we also have
Xj .
— =0, Vj=1,...,n4+1,Vn, (3.10)
S
1
E(Q)) = —/ logv. 3.11)
Wy Jsn

Proposition 3.2. Ifu, the unique support function which achieves the entropy, is a critical
point of £(RQ), viewed as a functional of 2, under the constraint that V(2) = V(B(1)),
it must be a solution to (3.7), that is, a shrinking soliton. Thus a critical point to £(S2)
must be a shrinking soliton to the Gauss curvature flow. Moreover, the converse is also
true.

Proof. Differentiate (3.9) and (3.11) in n and then set n = 0. By the Lagrangian multiplier
method, for any critical point u there exists a A € R such that (in view of (3.9))

’ o’ / . ,O/Xj .
p det(A,) = A —, Vp', with > = 0,vj=1,...,n+1. (3.12)
n S n U

Here we have used the fact that adaez(:u)@ V; is self-adjoint. Let N}, = span{x;/u |

j=1,...,n+ 1}. Note that

/ det(Au)xj :/ (v, ej) = 0.
ft 02

Since both u(det(A,) — A/u) and p’/u belong to N:-, and p’/u is arbitrary in AV;- and
u > 0, we must have

det(A,) = A/u. (3.13)
As V() = V(B(1l)), we conclude that A = 1. To check the converse, from (3.9) we
conclude that

/ p’ det(A,) =0,

which readily implies that [, p'/u = 0. O

The next result gives a lower estimate on the volume of 7}, the dual of Q with respect to
the origin, when €2 (more precisely u, the support function with respect to the origin) is a
soliton of the Gauss curvature flow.

Proposition 3.3. Assume u is a soliton with associated body Q2 (sou = K). Then:

(1) The origin is the entropy point of 2 and V (2) = V(B(1)).
(ii) The volume of S satisfies
V(Qp) = V(B(1)). (3.14)

In particular, if the origin is the Santalé point of 2 then Q = B(1).
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Proof. Observe that for any 1 < j < n 4+ 1 we have 0 = fM(v(z), ej)do =
Jon (xj/K) dO(x), which implies that [, (xj/u)d6(x) = 0. This shows that the origin
is the entropy point. Similarly V/(Q) = =7 [3,(X,v) = 27 [au & = V(B(1)).

Let X (x) = u(x)x+ Vu(x) be the position vector of M;. Observe that for any support
function u of a convex body,

1 u 1 (X, v) | 1
_ FeE—y d@(x):— —HdG:_ —ndO'ZI
wy Jsr KX wn Jaq |X|" wn JoB(e) €

Here we have used the fact that div(X/| X |1y = 0. The claimed lower estimate on the
dual volume follows, as

V(QS)_I][1>1][ w1
wn n+1Jeut T n4+1 o KIXPH n41°

The last statement follows, since when the origin is the Santal6 point, V(QE‘)) < V(B(1))
by the Blaschke—Santal6 inequality, hence equality holds in the above estimates. In par-
ticular, it implies that | X| = u and Vu = 0, so u is a constant. O

Remark 3.3. One can also prove the estimate (3.14) using the isoperimetric inequality
fn(1/K)dO > 1.

For the normalized Gauss curvature flow (3.6), Chow [10] proved that £c(€2;) is non-
increasing in ¢. A refinement of the following theorem (Lemma 4.3) is of fundamental
importance to the C%-estimate. The monotonicity of £(£2;) first appeared in [4, Corol-

lary 9].
Theorem 3.4. Along the flow (3.6) the entropy £(S2;) is non-increasing. Moreover, for

any t1 < fo,

]
E(Quy) —E(Qy) < / (E(S2) — Ec(§4))dt < 0. (3.15)

I

Proof. Assume that £(£2;)) = (1/w,) fS" log (s at some point 7y, where u,(,) is the
support function with respect to the unique entropy point z.(zp) € Int(£2). Hence for
t < to but very close to 79, one still has u,)(x, 1) := u(x, t) — (exp(t — 10)z.(tp), x) > 0.
If u(x, t) is a solution to (3.6), s0 iS u. () (x, t). Now we calculate

d — K K
—][ logue(,)(x,t):][ WLZI—][
dt Jsn st Ue(r) st Ue(r)

2
T
sn Me(l) K -

This implies that there exists § > 0 such that for ¢ € (tp — §, t9),

E(x) = ]é logueq)(x, 1) = ]é log ute(iy) (x, f0) = E(S2y),
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which proves the first claim. Making use of the above calculation again we arrive at

1) K
E(Qy) — E(Qyy) < / ][ (1 — )d@ dt.
n Js" Ue(r)

Using 1 — x < —logx and some elementary estimates, we establish (3.15) for #; €
(to — 8, tp). The continuity argument can be applied to conclude the same for all | < t.
O

The proof above is a modification of that of Firey [14], in which he introduced the entropy
Er() = fsn logu(x,t) for the centrally symmetric case and showed that it is non-
increasing along the flow. Now we have Ec(£2;) > £(2;) > Er ().

4. CV-estimates

Let u(x, t) be a long time solution to (3.6). By translation we may assume that 7o, = 0.
Combining Corollary 2.1 and Theorem 3.4 we obtain an upper bound of p,, hence an
upper bound of u(x, t), and a lower bound on p_. An upper estimate of u(x, t) was first
proved by Hamilton [15] using a different argument.

The main result of this section is a uniform lower bound of u(x, t). Since we assume
that z~, the limit point which lies inside all €2; evolving by (3.5), is the origin, we have a
solution u(x, t) to (3.6) with u(x, t) > 0 for all (x,) € S" x [0, 00). As p_ is bounded
from below, if one is willing to shift the origin, a lower bound of the support function
would follow. The subtle point here is to bound the support function from below without
shifting for all .

We start with a similar lower bound for the support function with respect to the Santal6
point, which motivates the C%-estimates. This is based on the following gradient estimate
on the support function u of a convex body:

max |Vu| < maxu. “4.1)
N St
This gradient estimate can be proved by the following observation. Due to the positivity
of V; %u + ud;j, one can conclude that Vu = 0 at the maximum point of |Vul? + u?.
Hence maxs» |?u| < maxgr u. Geometrically this is clear since X = Vu + ux is the
position vector with length square | X 12 = |Vu|* + u?, which attains its maximum for
some X parallel to x.

Proposition 4.1. If u; is the support function with respect to the Santalo point of 2, then
ug(x) = c(m)V(Q)e "¢, (42)
where c(n) > 0 is a dimensional constant.

Proof. By the Blaschke—Santal6 inequality,

o1 1 V(B®1))?
V(QS)_H-l-l/Sn e < V)
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Let m = us(xp) be the minimum value of u; (attained at some xp). By (4.1), maxgn | V|
< maxgr us < 2p4. Therefore, in a geodesic ball By, (r) (inside S") with r = m/p, we
have ugz(x) < 2m. In turn,

2 —n
vaeay: 1 / L S mothn @ Pr
V(Q) n—+ 1 §n u?+1 m
The result now follows from Corollary 2.1. O

Now we prove the main result of this section, which is based on establishing a similar
result for u,;) where e(t) is the entropy point of the convex body 2;.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose u(x,t) > 0 is the solution of (3.6) with initial data u(x,0) =
upg(x) > 0, where uo(x) is the support function of Q29 with V() = V(B(1)) and
E(Qy) < A. Then there are € = €(n, £()) > 0 and Ty = T () such that fort > Ty,

u(x,t) >¢e, Vt>0,Vx €§". 4.3)

The proof is built upon several lemmas. For each bounded closed convex body €2, we
denote by e(£2) the unique entropy point of 2. For each p € €, let u,, be the support
function of 2 with respect to p.

Lemma 4.1. For each 2, there is D > 0 depending only on n and the diameter of 2
such that for any p € €2,
1
— [ logu, < £(Q) — Ddist*(p, e()). (4.4)
Wy Jsn
Proof. Since u, is bounded from above by 20, 1/u;, is bounded from below. As in
Lemma 2.1, consider F(t) = (1/w,) [qulogu, = (1/w,) [onlog(ue + (x, e — p)) with
t = e — p. A direct calculation shows that

FF(t) Xi X, "
Y 5 d0(x).
8tl8tj s (e + (x, 1))
By Taylor’s theorem, if we write t = |t|a witha = é:ﬁ s we have

F(t) < F0)—Clt)* | (a,x)*do(x).
Sn

Here C is a constant only depending on the upper bound of p. Now (4.4) follows from
the fact that the integral on the right hand side is a constant depending only on . O

Note that by Corollary 2.1, there exists an upper bound of p; depending only on A, the
upper bound of the entropy.

For any A, B > 0, consider the collection of bounded closed convex sets

Fg ={QC R+ | Qs a closed convex subset, 0 € 2, V(Q2) > B, £(Q) < A}. (4.5)
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Lemma 4.2. Suppose Qi € Fg is a sequence of convex bodies with 0 € Qy for all k.
Suppose limy_, o0 Q2 = Q0. Then

Jlim £() = £(Q).

Moreover, there is (A, B,n) > 0, depending only on n, A, B, such that the entropy
point eq satisfies
dist(eq, 02) > 8(A, B,n), VQ e Fg. (4.6)

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, for all Q2 € Fg, p+(2) < C(n, A) for some C(n, A) > 0.
Since the volume is bounded from below, we also have, for all 2 € Fg, 0—(2) >
c(n,A, B) > 0. By Lemma 2.2, the entropy point eq, is in 2. Therefore, eq, €
for k large. Again by Lemma 2.2,

1 Qo : 1 Q. .
E(QO) = a)_n /Sll 1Og ue(QO) = kll)n;o a)_n \/Sn 10g ME(Q()) S kll)n;o E(Qk) (47)
Here ug" is the support function of €2; with respect to p.

On the other hand, since uf,zk < 20+(Qk) < 2C(n, A) for each p € Qy, log uf,zk is
bounded from above. As 2 € I'4, by estimate (1.7), we have

Q B
1 Uep) log(V(B(l)))
— 1 ——% ) > E(Q) —log(2C(n, A)) > —————2= —1og(2C(n, A)).
on Og(ZC(n,A) > E(k) — log(2C(n, A)) > 1 0g(2C(n, A))
That is,
uSH
/ log( —<%)_ ) < ¢, Vi (4.8)
, 2C(n, A)

s
Let p = limg_ o e(€2;). Noticing that log(%) < 0, by Fatou’s Lemma we get

Q

MQO U,
/ log<+> > limsup/ log<ﬂ>.
s 2C(n, A, B) k—oo Jsn 2C(n, A)

E(Rp) > limsup E(2%). 4.9)

k— o0

This yields

Combining (4.7) and (4.9) proves the first claim of the lemma.
For the second part, suppose that (4.6) is not true. Then there is a sequence {2}
(C I'4}) such that

dist(eq,, 0%) — 0, k — oo.

By the Blaschke selection theorem [18, Theorem 1.8.6], there exists a subsequence
of {Q} in I'4, still denoted by €, that converges to a convex body . Let p =
limy_, oo €(S2¢). By the assumption dist(eg, , 9€2x) — 0, we have p € 9$2. The support
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function u,, of Q¢ vanishes at p. By the first part of the lemma, £(20) = limy_, oo £(S2).
Hence Q2 € Fg. Again, we argue as before using Fatou’s Lemma:

1 Q 1
Qo) = li Q)= lim — [ 1 oy <— [ 1 :
o6 = lim £@0 = tim - [ gl < oo [ ey
This contradicts Lemma 2.2. O

Now consider the positive solution to (3.6). We first observe an easy consequence of the
uniqueness.

Proposition 4.2. For any given convex body 2 with normalized volume, there is at most
one positive solution of (3.6) which exists on S" x [0, 00) such that u(x, 0) is a support
function of Q2.

Proof. Suppose v is another positive solution. Then at r = 0, v(x,0) = u(x,0) —
Z?:ll a;x;. It is easy to check 0(x,t) = u(x,1) — €' Z?:ll a;x; is a solution of the
normalized Gauss curvature flow, so that v, = —K 4+ v. Since A; = A,, we have
W(A,) = W(Ajy). Therefore, v = v. Hence if @ # 0, v cannot be bounded! There-
fore there exists only one positive solution to (3.6) on S" x [0, 00). O

For each €; corresponding to u(x, 1), let £(t) := £(£2;). We know that £(¢) > 0 and £(r)
is decreasing. Let £ 1= lim;_, oo £(2).

Lemma 4.3. Let u(x, t) be the unique positive solution of (3.6). Then

e r K u\2
][ logu(x,t) > Eoo+/ ]L < — = —) , VYt =>0. (4.10)
sn t n u K

In particular, £(t) > Ep(t) > Exo.
Proof. For each Ty > fixed, pick T > Ty. Leta” = (af,...,a], ) be the entropy point
of Qr.Setul =u—e T Z?:ll aiTxi. It can be checked that
ul = —K 4+u’. (4.11)
Since both the origin and the entropy point a” are in Int(Q7),
la’| < 2p%(1) < C.

If T is large enough, u” (x,0) > 0 for all x € S". We also know that u” (x, T) > 0
for all x € S” since the entropy point is an interior point of Q7. If u” (xo, fo) < 0 for
some 0 < fo < T and xg € S”, then (4.11) implies u” (xo, t) < 0 for all t > fy, which
contradicts u” (x, T) > 0. Hence u” (x,#) > Oforall0 <t < T and x € S". By (4.11),
a similar calculation to that in Theorem 3.4 shows

i(/l T t)>__/< XG0 _ ”T(x’t))z VO<t<T. (412
i\ Jo BV =T Wil VK@ ) =t=4
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Hence
K(x,1) ul (x, 1)\ >
— | logu®(x,0)— &) = / /( \/—>
o ° —oJo\VuT )\ K@, )
Since Ty < T,
s K(x,1) ul (x,1)\*
1 T(x,00 = &(T) > — — .
wn Jon OE O ET) = / /n(\/uT<x,r> \/K<x,t>>
Now let T — oosasul (x, 1) — u(x,t) uniformly for 0 <t < Tp, x € S, we obtain

1 K@, fu@.n) 2

Now (4.10), for t = 0, follows directly from (4.13) since Ty is arbitrary. If in the above
we replace O by any ¢+ < T, we obtain (4.10). O

Lemma 4.3 has the following immediate consequence.
Corollary 4.2.
lim Ec(2;) = lim £(2;) =&
1—00 11— 00

Proof. Since Ec(L2;) > £(2), we have lim;— o Ec(2;) > Ex. Assume that the in-
equality is strict. Then there exists § > 0 such that for sufficiently large 7o we have
Ec () — E(Q;) = 8 fort > 1y. This contradicts (3.15). O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 4.1.
Proof of Theorem 4.1. Since £(L2;) — Exo, by (4.10),
Eso < i logu(x,t) < E(Y).
Wy Jsn
That is,
0< &) — L/Snlogu(x,t) — 0 ast— oo.

wWn
As u is the support function of €2; with respect to the origin, by Lemma 4.1, e(2;) — 0
as t — 00. The claimed lower estimate now follows from (4.6) in Lemma 4.2. O

The proof effectively shows that there exists C = C(£2g, n) such that if e(t) = e(£2;) is
the entropy point of €2;, then

le(®)|> < C<S(t) —][ log u(x, z)). (4.14)
Sn

Finally the following corollary summarizes Corollary 2.1, Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 4.1.

Corollary 4.3. Let u(x,t) be as in Theorem 4.1. Then there exists A = A(Q,n) > 0
such that
I/A <u(x,t) <A. (4.15)



3752 Pengfei Guan, Lei Ni

5. C’-estimates and convergence

In this section we derive uniform C2-estimates from the C%-estimate (4.15). The first is
an upper estimate, which was first proved by Hamilton [15].

Theorem 5.1. Suppose u(x,t) > a > 0 is the solution of (3.6) with initial data u(x, 0) =
ug(x), where ug(x) > 0 is the support function of Q2 with V() = V(B(1)). There
exists a constant C = C(a, n) > 0 such that

K(x,t) <C. (5.1

In the Appendix we include an alternative proof of this result using the lower estimate
of u(x, t). For the C?-estimate the key is the following lower bound on the Gauss curva-
ture K (x, t).

Theorem 5.2. Suppose u(x,t) > 0 is a positive solution of (3.6), obtained from the un-
normalized flow (3.5), with initial data u(x, 0) = ug(x), where ug(x) > 0 is the support
Sfunction of Q20 with V(20) = V(B(1)). Then there exists a constant €1 = €(n, 2p) > 0
such that

K(x,t) > €. (5.2)
Proof. For this estimate, it is more convenient to work with the un-normalized flow (3.5).
Let 7 be the terminating time (which is —— by our normalization). Then the claimed

n+1
estimate is equivalent to
K, t)(T — )"/t > ¢ (5.3)

For the proof we recall Theorem 3.7 of [10] under the Gauss map parametrization:
K (x, )"/ < g (x, ¢yt D (5.4)

forany 0 < ¢t <t < T. Since it is sufficient to prove (5.3) for t > T /2, the estimate (5.4)
implies that
K(x,1) <20V g (x, 1. (5.5)

The two-sided C?-estimate (4.15) implies that the un-normalized support function u(x, ¢)
satisfies

1
~(T = HYOHD < y(x, 1) < A(T — 1)1/0HD, (5.6)
Let

2A2 72
Clearly t; — T as j — o0. The estimate (5.6) implies that

Ol:( ) , h~——0[f, lj:T—hj fOI‘j:O,l,_.”

11/ 1/(n+1
u(x, ;) —u(x, tjiy)) > th/(nJr ) _ Ath/r(iH— )

1/(n+1) 1/t
= l(f) T gl A(Z) ey — Ly, (5.7)
A\ 3 2 2N
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The Gauss curvature flow equation implies that for any ¢’ < T,

T
u(x,t/):/ K(x, ) dt,
l/

which in turn yields

lj+1

u(x,t;) —u(x,tjy1) = / K(x,t)dt. (5.8)
fj

Now we claim that there exists s; € [¢;, #j41] such that

1
K T — s:)"/(+1D) - 5.
(x, 57)( sj) > T DA (5.9)

Indeed, otherwise we would have

i 1 lji+1
1 4n+ DA S,

1

T 4+ DA A

hj | L 1w+
/ t_"/(”+)dr§—h. ’
hjv1 4
contradicting (5.7) and (5.8).
Now the claimed estimate (5.3) can be derived from (5.9) and (5.5). First we claim
that

/(n+1) 1 o\ @D
K(x,t; T —ti )"\ > —— [ — . 5.10
(x, ti+1)( i+1) > 4(n+1)A(2> (5.10)

This can be proven via the estimates

K, t;:)(T — tj+1)n/(n+1) > K (x, Sj)hn/(n-i-l)

on/(n+1) J+1
1 n
_ N1/ (1) pn/(n+1)
= Sujorn K& ) hj
o\ D
> (5) K (x, s;)(T — s;)"/ @D

and (5.9). The claimed estimate (5.3) follows by another iteration of the above argument
applying (5.10) instead. Namely for ¢ € [z}, #; 1], we have

1
K(x, ) (T — t)"/(n-i-l) > K (x, 4)(T — t)n/(n—l—l) - K(x, l‘j)hn/(n+1)

— on/(n+1) = on/(n+1) J+1
o\ 1/ @+D
> (§> K (x, t/)(T — ;)" @D,

Hence we conclude that for any ¢ € [#1, T],

a)Zn/(n—H) 1

_ \n/m+1) — —_—
K(x,0)(T —1) Z(z 4n+ 1A’

The claimed result follows from the above easily. O
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Now the proof of [6, Theorem 10] gives the following estimate. For completeness a proof
is included in the Appendix.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose u(x,t) > 0 is the solution of (3.6) with initial data u(0, x) =
uo(x), where ug(x) > 0 is the support function of Qo with V(29) = V(B(1)). There
exists a constant C > 0, depending on n, 2, such that

trace(V; Vju + ué;;) < C. (5.11)

Moreover the symmetric tensor A has the lower estimate

- _ 1 _
V,‘Vju +ugij = Egij. (5.12)

Combining Corollary 2.1, Theorems 3.4, 4.1, 5.1 and 5.3, as well as the gradient estimate
(4.1), we conclude that there exists a positive constant C depending only on the initial
data such that the unique positive solution to (3.6) satisfies

flue-, t)”cZ(Sn) <C. (5.13)

Since (3.6) is a concave parabolic equation, by Krylov’s theorem [16] and the standard
theory of parabolic equations, estimates (5.13) and (5.12) imply bounds on all (space and
time) derivatives of u(x, t). More precisely, for any k > 3, there exists Cy > 0, depending
only on the initial value, such that for r > 1,

luC, Ollcrsny = C. (5.14)

Now for any T > 0 and any sequence {t;} — oo, consider u;(x, 1) := u(x,t —t;). We
have the following result on sequential convergence.

Proposition 5.1. After passing to a subsequence, on S" x [=T, T], {u;} converges in
C°-topology to a smooth function u~, which is a self-similar solution to (3.7).

Proof. By the proof of Theorem 4.1 we have, fort € [T, T,

1
lim —/ loguj(x,t)do(x) = Ex.

Jj—00 Wy
Hence uoo(x, t) satisfies

1
— loguso(x,1)d0(x) = Exo.
Wy Jsn
U 18 also a solution to (3.6) and positive by Theorem 4.1. Hence by the proof of Theorem

3.4 we conclude that
uOO(x’ Z’) _ K(x’ t)

K(x,1)  us(x, 1)

which implies that (1) (x, ) = 0. Hence we get the claimed result. O
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6. Uniform convergence and the stability of the solitons

Combining [4, Theorem 2] with Proposition 5.1 we obtain the following result.

Theorem 6.1. The normalized GCF (3.6) converges in C°°-topology to a smooth soli-
ton uso (M) which satisfies K (x) > 0 and the soliton equation

u det(u id —|—@2u) =1.

There remains an interesting question whether the round sphere (ball) is the unique com-
pact soliton. For this we consider the following functional for u > 0, with A, being

positive definite:
1 1 2
Ji(u) = logu — log udet(A,) ) + = udet(A,)—1]) .
n n—+ 1 n 2 n

Here fo, = (1/wy) [ou. If v = u + 1p is a variation, then

_ [ P fonpdet(Ay) (7[ 3 )][
T ]é v " o udetAy) +(n+ D f udet(Ay) -1 g pdet(Ay).

Here we have used the fact that

d
%jl(v)

/ oy (A)(A))i; = / poy (A)(Aw)ij =n / p det(Ay),

where a,l;.j'(A) denotes the cofactor of A;; in det(A), which can also be expressed as K wii
with (W) being the Weingarten map. Hence the Euler-Lagrange equation of 77 (u) is

1 det(A,
o1 dertan)

u m + (n+ 1)(]; udet(A,) — 1> det(A,). 6.1)

Multiplying (6.1) by u and integrating on S" we obtain

(udet(A,) — 1)dx =0.
Sn

This together with (6.1) implies u =1/det(A,). Hence we have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. The critical point of the functional Ji(u) over positive smooth func-
tions u with A,, > 0 satisfies the soliton equation u = K.

Similarly we can compute the second variation of the functional J;:

2 on’ (pij + pSij
L e
s U JCS" udet(Ay,)

2
—|—(n+1)2(][ ,odet(Au)> .
Sn

d2
le (vy)

for pdet(A,)\?
Fon u det(Ay) )

n=0
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Hence if u = 1, as u is a critical point with f udet(A,) = 1, we deduce that

2

—][ pz—][ n(Ap+np)+(n+1)(n+2)<][ p)
Sn Sn Sn

2

|V,0| —(n—l—l)][ P +(n+1)(n+2)<f )

This computation, together with the detailed knowledge of the spectrum of the Laplace
operator of the sphere, proves the following stability result.

d2
_jl(vr]) =
dn? n=0

Proposition 6.2. The unit sphere/ball, the soliton with u = 1, is stable among the varia-
tions vy = u + np with p L span{1, x1, ..., x,¢1}.

A similar consideration was applied by Andrews [6] to construct solitons of the flow with
speed being the power of the Gauss curvature.

7. Appendix

1', H_erg we collect some equations related to (3.5) and its normalization. We denote
g’k(Viju + ugk;j) by A (or A, to make clear the dependence), and —1/det(A) by ¥
viewed as a function of the tensor A. It is known that W is —n-concave [1]:

n+1 W(Xx)?
v

When we discuss a solution to (3.6) we always assume that A > 0. The elliptic oper-
ator £ 1= (Wy); JV VJ, written in terms of a normal coordinate of S”, appears in the
linearization of (3.6):

U(X,X) <

(7.1)

0
——L—-KH-1.
ot

If u; and u; are two convex (being the support functions of a convex body) solutions to
(3.6) with u(x, 0) = up(x, 0), then v = u; — u, satisfies, under the normal coordinates,

1
—v—(/ (W (A, ))l,ds> ViVjv +(/ \iJ(As)(éij)ds>v+v
0

with A, = V,-Vjus + usdij and uy = suy + (1 — s)up. Hence u;(x,t) = uz(x,t). The
following evolution equations are also well-known [5, 1].

Proposition 7.1. Under the normalized flow (3.6), the following hold:

(%_£>u:(n+l)\ll+u—u‘~DH, (7.2)
0 2
a_r_ﬁ U =—V"H —ny, (7.3)

<%—£)P =P —WHP +U,4(0, 0). (7.4)
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Here H is the mean curvature of My := 0$%;, P = %, the time derivative of the speed,

that is, the acceleration, and Q = A;.

Noticing that —W H = W4 (id), we see that the above two equations can be written as

(%_c>u=m+nm+u+me& (7.5)
(%—E»P:WMM®—n% (7.6)
(% _ c)p = P+ WAl P + 94(0, ). (1.7)

From these equations it is easy to see that (3.6) preserves the volume of the enclosed body.
Precisely,

S() = i\pwm:/ (X(v, 1), v(y) do(y)
N M,

_ / div(X) iy = (n + HV(Q).
Q2

A direct calculation using (7.2), (7.3) and the divergence structure of the operator £/ y2
yields
(1) =+ D(Z() — wn).

Since X (0) — w, = 0, this implies that X (¢) = w, for all 7.
The evolution equation for A;; := u;; +ud;;, the inverse of the Weingarten map w1,
in the normal coordinates is useful. The equation was first proved in [6].

Proposition 7.2. In the normal coordinates, for a solution to (3.6) the tensor A;; satisfies

d B . = -
(5 — ﬁ)Aij = —KHAij + Aij + (n — I)Kg,'j + W4 (ViA, VJ'A). (7.8)

Here W = —K and H is the mean curvature, that is, the sum of the eigenvalues of A~

As before, (7.8) can be written as

9 . L
(E-JQAU=—memU+AU—m—qm@U+waAJ@m. (7.9)

Below we derive the corresponding equation for A;; when u is instead a solution of (3.5)
since the corresponding equation readily yields an upper estimate for the Hessian of u,
for the un-normalized solution u. By (3.5) we have %Ai i = V;V;¥ + Wg;;. Now we
compute
Vv =, (V,A),
61'@]'\11 = \pA(@i@jA) + ‘:I}A(ﬁiA, 6]'14),
6i§jAkl = 6i§jﬁkﬁlu + ?ﬁjugkl.
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The commutator formulae yield

6j§kvlu = @k%@lu — Rlpkjﬁpu,
ﬁiﬁjﬁkﬁlu = 6i(6kﬁlﬁju - Iélpkjﬁpu)
= ViViViViu — RipijViVpu — Rjpri Vp Vi — Ripii ViVpu,
ﬁkﬁiﬁlﬁju = 6kﬁlﬁiﬁju — ijli@pﬁku.
Here R; ikl = 8ik8j1 — 8i18jk is the curvature tensor of S". Putting all together we have

ViViViViu = ViViViViu — RjpiiVy Vit — Ripij ViVyu
— Ripki Vp Vit — Ripii Vi Vpu,
Now using (\iJA)kl = K A¥ where (A%) is the inverse of (A;ij), we obtain
ViViw = KA (V;V;ViViu) + KHVVju + V4 (V; A, V; A)
= KA (Vi Vi(Aij — ugi)) — 2K HV;:V; u + 2K A (Vi Viu) g
+KHV;Vju+V4(V;A, V;A)
= KA (Vi V1 Aij) — KHV: V;u + +K A" (ViViu) gi; + Ta(ViA, V; A)
= KAM (Vi V1Aij) — KHA;; +nKgij +Va(ViA, Vi A).
Combining the above we arrive at the following parabolic equation for A;;:
%AU = KAM (Vi ViA;j) — KHA;; 4+ (n — DK gij + Va(Vi A, V,A). (7.10)

The equation (7.8) follows similarly if u satisfies (3.6) instead. Let B;; = \ @ju, the
Hessian of u. Then if u is a solution to (1.1), B satisfies

53,7 = KAM (Vi Vi Bij) — KHB;; +2nKg;; —2uHKgij + Va(V;A, V;A).  (7.11)

An immediate consequence of the above is an upper bound on B;;. Let

Bs(t) = max max X’.Xfﬁ,ﬁju.
xeS" XeT,S", | X|=1

If Bs(ty) = max;c[o,1) Bs(t), using the concavity of U we see that at an extremal point
(xo, o) where Bg(tg) is achieved, by the maximum principle,

HBg(ty) <2n—2uH.
Hence, via the Cauchy—Schwarz estimate H > nK /",
Bs(to) < 2/K'/".

Using infy;, K > infy, K we have the uniform upper bound

(ViVju)(x, 1) < gj(x, 1) + max (ViVju)(x, 0), (7.12)

infMO Kl/”
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which recovers a key CZ-estimate of [19] in the proof of the existence and convergence
to a point for the un-normalized flow.

Making use of the computation above we also have the following evolution equation
for | X|? = |Vu|? + u?:

3 .- ,
(5—£>|X|2 = 2|X |2 =2(W4);; Vi ViuV; Viu+2(n + Duw +2u> (W) (id).  (7.13)

2. Here we give an alternative proof of Theorem 5.1. Consider the quantity Q :=
K /(Q2u — a). The evolution equations (7.2) and (7.3) yield

d K?*H —nK —(n+ 1)K +u+uKH .o
——L)0=—F""—-2K 20V, OV log(2u —
<3t )Q 2u—a Qu —a)? +2W;; Vi QV; log(2u — a)
—aK?H 42 VK2 — Qu —a)nK —2uk o
_—a + (n-i—(; )(2u an u 201, 0% o — a).
u—a

Now apply the maximum principle: if m () = max,cs» Q(x, t) is achieved at (xo, t), then
at that point we have

- —aK?*H 4+2(n + DK? — Qu — a)nK —2uK

- Qu —a)?

<m@®)*(—aH +2(n +1)).

Noting that K < (H/n)", we then deduce that at (xo, 1),

K < <2(n + 1))’1’

na

which in turn implies that

) < <2(n+ 1)) 1
n

an—l—l :

The claimed estimate in Theorem 5.1 follows from the above.

We remark that in [15, Corollary, p. 156], Hamilton obtained the above estimate by
using the sharp differential estimate of Chow (which is also referred to as a differential
Harnack estimate, as well as a Li—Yau—Hamilton type estimate) and the entropy formula
of Chow [10]. Hamilton’s estimate is built upon a lower estimate of u(x,?)/K(x, t).
Our proof of Theorem 5.1 avoids the use of Chow’s entropy formula and his differential
estimate [10], but is based on the C°-lower bound. Below we include a slightly stronger
result lower estimate of u(x,t)/K (x, t).

Proposition 7.3. Let u be a solution to the un-normalized flow (3.5) with the reference
point being the limit point whent — T. Then

uo, 1) (n 4 1)/ D (T 1/ 0D _ 1/ (D (7.14)
K (x,1)
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Since T > ¢, the above (7.14) implies u(x, t)/K (x, 1) > (t/T)"**tD(T — 1), a result of
Hamilton [15].

Proof of Proposition 7.3. By the differential estimate of Chow [10, Theorem 3.7], we
deduce that, with respect the parametrization via the Gauss map,

_ n
(n+ Dt

-V >

Then a direct calculation shows that y(#) = u/(—W) satisfies the estimate

i) < -1+

TS

Noticing that y(¢) — 0 ast — T, integrating the above from ¢ to T yields
—t_"/("+1)y(t) < —(l’l + 1)(T1/(n+1) _ tl/(n+1)).
Hence we have the claimed estimate. O

Note that for the solution u(x, ) to the normalized flow (3.6), the estimate (7.14) implies

u(x,t) > 1 (1 — e~ (=Dryn/(+1) (7.15)
K(x,t) n—+1

which together with Corollary 2.1 and Theorem 3.4 gives another proof of Theorem 5.1.

3. Here we include a proof of Theorem 5.3. We denote by o;(A) (or simply o;) the i-th
symmetric function of the symmetric tensor A;; = v; ?ju + ud;j. The previous result
implies that o, > 1/Cy, where C| is the positive constant from Theorem 5.1. We recall
Newton’s inequality (the function log(oy / C,’f ), with Cfl‘ being the binomial coefficient, is
a concave function of k):

1/(n—1)
On—1 _ (01 /(n & (=2)/(=1) (7.16)
n ~ \n " ' '

The concavity of ¥ together with (7.8) implies that

9 0107—1 nn—1 n+1|VK)?
— — Lo < — — .
Qz )m— ;- tot n K

n On

(7.17)

Let m(f) := max, st 01(x, t). Then at (xq, t) where m(¢) is achieved we have

010 nn—1) o/ =D
0<—— 2_1 +o1+—= < —pP/O=DL___ 45 4 nin—1)Cy
op o/ =D
n n
< —Col"" V4o 4.

Here in the second last inequality we applied (7.16) and the upper estimate of K (x, ), and
in the last inequality we applied the lower estimate of K (x, ) established in Theorem 5.1.
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The claimed result (5.11) follows from the application of the maximum principle to the
above estimate. The estimate (5.12) follows from Theorem 5.1 and (5.11).
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