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A CONSTRAINED MEAN CURVATURE FLOW ON CAPILLARY
HYPERSURFACE SUPPORTED ON TOTALLY GEODESIC
PLANE

XTAOXIANG CHAI AND YIMIN CHEN

ABSTRACT. We prove a new Minkowski type formula for capillary hypersur-
faces supported on totally geodesic hyperplanes in hyperbolic space. It leads
to a volume-preserving flow starting from a star-shaped initial hypersurface.
We prove the long-time existence of the flow and its uniform convergence to
a f-totally umbilical cap. Additionally, we establish that a #-totally umbilical
cap is an energy minimizer for a given enclosed volume.

1. INTRODUCTION

Mean curvature flow has a rich history, dating back to significant works such as
Huisken . Huisken showed that a convex and closed hypersurface will flow to a
sphere under the properly rescaled mean curvature flow. A constrained curvature
flow is a flow which preserves some geometric quantities. In R?, Gage used a
constrained curve shortening flow to prove an isoperimetric inequality. In higher
dimensions, a constrained mean curvature flow was applied to prove the isoperimet-
ric inequality by Huisken . This constrained flow preserves the enclosed volume
while decreasing the area of the hypersurface.

An alternative approach to create a flow that preserves the enclosed volume is
by employing the Minkowski formula on the hypersurface. This has been explored
in @, which investigated such flows in space forms. Furthermore, this approach
has been extended to warped product spaces in , where they considered the flow
r:(Rx N,g) = (M,g=dr? + ¢*(r)gn) satisfying

% = (n¢' —uH)v.
Under appropriate assumptions on the metric g, the flow is expected to converge
to a level set of ¢. See for example , , , ﬂgﬂ and for various types of fully
nonlinear curvature flow and anisotropic curvature flow in different ambient spaces.

In recent years, there has been considerable interest in geometric flows of capil-
lary hypersurfaces, for instance, inverse mean curvature flow with free boundary in
the Euclidean unit ball .

Diving into the main topic of this paper, constrained curvature flow on capillary
hypersurfaces has yielded significant results. These include: constrained inverse
mean curvature type , and mean curvature type flow , for capil-
lary hypersurfaces in the Euclidean unit ball; curvature flows , and in
capillary hypersurfaces in Euclidean half space; mean curvature type flow in
geodesic ball in space forms.
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A Constrained Mean Curvature Flow 2

In this paper, we consider a new constrained mean curvature type flow for cap-
illary hypersurfaces, which are supported on totally geodesic hyperplanes in hyper-
bolic space H" 1. We use the well-known Poincaré half space model (H"*1 (- .)) =

(Rﬁ“ (., ->5)7 where 41 is the (n+ 1)-th coordinate, (-,-)s is the Euclidean

Y
metric and R := {z € R"*! 2,1 > 0} Let P:={z e H"*! : 2y =0} be a
totally geodesic hyperplane. Denote by z the position vector in R and {E;}I 4
the coordinate basis of (R™*1 (- -)5).
Throughout the paper, we consider 2o : M — H"t! as an immersion of hyper-
surface in H" L. If &3 = x(M) satisfies that
i ity =z(int M) C Py :={x e H" "' : 2 > 0},
ii. 0¥ =z2(0M) C {x e H"*' : 2y =0} = P,
iii. ¥ and P contacts at a constant angle § on 90X = X N P,
we call ¥ a 0-capillary hypersurface supported on P, and P the supporting hyper-
surface.
On a O-capillary hypersurface supported on totally geodesic hyperplane P, we
introduce a novel condition called star-shapedness with respect to cEy 1.

Definition 1. Let x : M — Py C H" ! be a 0-capillary hypersurface supported on
P. We say X is star-shaped with respect to cEy, 1 if it satisfies that

(x — cEpy1,v) > 0.

We consider a flow, defined as a family of embeddings x : M x [0,T) — H"*+!
with (0%, ) C P, such that

Q) = g, in M x [0,T);
(1) (v,Noz) = —cosb, ondM x [0,T);
z(-,0) = x0("), on M,

where the normal velocity q. is given by
ne

Ge = —nccos0(Ey, vy — H{x — cE,y1,v).

Tn+1

We denote by « the principal curvature of an umbilical hypersurface C. Umbilical
hypersurfaces in hyperbolic space can be classified into three types depending on
as depicted in the figure. In the case of kK = 0, it is a totally geodesic hyperplane;
in the case of kK > 1, it is a geodesic sphere, and for 0 < k < 1, it is an equidistant
hypersurface, and if k = 1, it is a horosphere. In the Poincaré half space model,
C can be represented as a plane or sphere with respect to the Euclidean metric.
It is easy to see that compact umbilical f-capillary hypersurface, can be part of a
geodesic sphere, a horosphere and an equidistant hypersurface.

To state our main theorem, we need the following definition.

Definition 2. We define the §-umbilical cap Cc ro as follows
(2)  Cepela)={z e H"" : |z — RcosOF; —a— cE,11]s < R,z1 > 0},
where a is a constant vector perpendicular to both Ei and E,41.

For a #-umbilical cap, we define a constant Ky(c, R, 6) by

c— Rsin@ 0<m/2
Kfe. o) ={ £ s
2
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FIGURE 1. (1, equidistant hypersurface; Cy, geodesic ball; Cs, horosphere.

Note that Ko(c, R,0) > 0 if and only if the C. g g(a) is compact. Combining with
Remark [2, we know that its principal curvature k = & > sin#.

Now we are ready to state our main theorem.

Theorem 1. Let xg : M — Py C H"! be an embedding of a compact capillary
hypersurface Yo = xo(M), supported on the totally geodesic plane P with constant
contact angle 6. Suppose there exist constants ¢, R such that Ky(c,R,0) > c¢(n —
1)/4n, and %o is contained in the cap C.ro(a) and star-shaped with respect to
cE,1+1. We assume that in addition, 0 satisfies that

dnKo(c, R,0) — c¢(n — 1)
AnKo(c,R,0) +c(n—1)
Then the flow exists globally with uniform C*-estimates. Moreover, x(-,t)

uniformly converges to an umbilical cap in C* topology as t — oo, with the same
volume of its enclosed domain as Y.

(3) |cosf| <

Remark 1. In [17] and [20], the angle condition |cosf| < 2% is required similar
to our angle condition . By rearranging the terms, we find that the condition

(3) is equivalent to

3n+1—4nsinfR/c

if <7/2;
| cos 6] < 5n—1—4nsinfR/c’ it o</
and
3n+1—4nR/c .
-_— f 2.
|COS€|<5n7174nR/c’ it 0>mn/

Compared to the condition in [17] and [20], our condition is stricter due to R/c.

The following remark is crucial, which shows that some specific umbilical caps
are static along the flow .
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Remark 2. For any r > 0, ¢ is identically zero on umbilical cap C.,g(a). It is
well-known that the mean curvature by conformality can be written as

H = e_w(H(;—i—n@,;w)

1 ~ 1
= NTpy1 | -+ Vslog
r Tn+1

x+rcosbF) — cFEyyq

1 -1
e T

;En+l>§>

r
C

n—,
r

where 7 = r~1 (x+rcosfE; — cE,+1) and we use the fact that the mean curvature
of C. r9(0) with respect to the metric § is Hs = . Hence, we get

ne
¢ = = —n(E1,v)ccosd — H{x — cE,y1,V)
n+1
_ nc -1 - nc = =
= oo new, cost) — BE(—rcosOF + cEny1 + 10 — cEpy1, Tni1V)
= I (—cpcosf+ e lyy)

Tp41

= 0.

Therefore umbilical caps are static along the flow .
Note that the principal curvature of an umbilical cap depends not only on the
radius but also on the last coordinate of its center (in the Euclidean metric sense).

The paper is organized as follows:

In Section [2| we introduce basic notations and definitions of hypersurfaces. In
Section [3] we prove a new Minkowski formula on capillary hypersurface supported
on a totally geodesic hyperplane, comparing to the one in [4]. In Sections and
6], we follow the method in [20] and [16] to study the scalar equation of the flow
, in particular, we prove the C° and C! estimates. In Section [7] we prove the
uniform convergence of the flow.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Juncheol Pyo for helpful comments and
hospitality. X. Chai has been partially supported by National Research Foundation
of Korea grant No. 2022R1C1C1013511. Y. Chen has been supported by National
Research Foundation of Korea grant No. RS-2023-00247299 and partially supported
by National Research Foundation of Korea grant No. NRF-2020R1A01005698.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, we assume that  : M — P, C H"*! is an embedding
of capillary hypersurface along P. We denote the second fundamental form of the
embedding by h;;. Since v is the outer normal field on X, h;; = (Ve,v,e;). Let
k= (K1, ,Kn) be the eigenvalues of (h;;), i.e., the principal curvatures of ¥. The
k-th mean curvature Sy is defined by

1
Sy =~ g R1K2 " Ri,.,

r!
1<ip < <ip<n

and the normalized mean curvature is defined by H, = (:)_1&.
4
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The following so-called Newton transformation defined on the tangent bundle is
essential to our formula:
Ty = id,
Tk; == Skl - Tk,1 (e] h
The following properties are well-known,

() = 0115, = o) ("),

tr(T, o h) = (r+ 1)S,41 = (n — k) <’:> Hyypr.

Let N denote the outer normal field of P (P, is the interior side), v denote
the outer normal field of the immersed hypersurface 3, 7 denote the outer normal
field of 9% C P and 7 denote the outer conormal field along 0% C ¥. Without loss
of generality, assuming @ as the angle between —v and N, we have the following
relation

(4)

Then the following lemma is widely recognized, and we refer to [22] for its proof.

i =sindN + cos v
v=—cosON + sin v

Lemma 1. Let z : ¥ — P, C H"! be an isometric immersion of a capillary
hypersurface supported on P. Then u is a principal direction of X2, that is,

(5) Vv = h(p, p)p.

This property of capillary hypersurfaces is essential in the proof of the Minkowski
type formula in the next section.

3. MINKOWSKI TYPE FORMULA

In this section, we introduce a new Minkowski type formula, which is based on
the the following properties (see [8]).

Proposition 1. [t satisfies that

(6) vzx = —(Z,En+1>x + <Z,$>En+17
(7) Vz2z = (%, Z)Epi1,
(8) VzEL = —(Z,En1)E1 +(Z,E1)Ep 1,
= 1
(9) Vz(—Eny1) = Z,
Tn+1
and
(10) ?Z(—Ernﬁkl) = Z - <En+1, Z>En+1.

These can be directly calculated by the relation between Levi-Civita connections
of the metrics conformal to each other, we refer the proof to [8]. From @, 7 and
@, we can easily see that z, Fq, and E, 11 are conformal Killing vector fields, that
is,

1 — .
(11) (‘ng)(X7Y) = §(<VY‘T7X> +<VX‘T7Y>) =0,
5
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(12) (£2,0)(X.Y) = L(@vELX) + (Tx B0 ¥) =0,
and

["’_En+1 <Xa Y> = %(<VY(_E7I+1)7X> + <§X(_E’n+1)7y>)
(13) — 1 <X, Y>,

for any X,Y € TH"!, where g denotes the metric (-, ).
Restricting the equation to TX, we have

(14) (V2 Erej) = —(e, Enp1)(Er, €5) + (e, E1)(Eny1,€5) — hij(Eyv),

(15) (sz, €j> = —<€i,En+1><ZE, €j> + <61‘,.’E><En+1, ej> - hij <fE,l/>,
and

1
(16) <VZ(_En+1)a€j> = E<€i7€j> - hij<_En+17V>-

Let z : ¥ — (H"L () = (RT‘l, xil - <','>5) be an immersion of #-capillary
hypersurface supported on the hyperplane P. By using the facts above, we can

prove the following Minkowski type formula on .

Proposition 2. For k=1,--- ;n,and c > 0, it satisfies that

1
(17) / [nch_l ( — cos0(En, V>> — Hi{x — cEp 41, V>:| dA =0,
b xn+1

where Hy, s the k-th mean curvature of X.

Proof. Let T, acts on the both side of + ¢(|16]) and integrate. Using divergence
theorem, we have

(nr+1)<Tf1)/z:{HT_1 (xncﬂ) Hr<xcEn+1,z/>} dA

= / din(TTfl(SU — CEn+1))dA
b))

/ Tr—1(x — cEpy1, p)dA
X

= cosl Sr—1;u(x — cEpq1,V)ds,
[2)>
~ where in the last equality we used , the angle relation and the fact that
N = —(En+1E1. B B
Let Z1 pn+1 = (E1,v)Eny1 — (Eny1,v) E1, applying Proposition we have

(Ve Zimy1,€5) = —0i(Ev,v) + hip[(E1, ex)(Ent,e5)

—(Ent1,ex)(E1, €5)].
Let T;-—1 act on both sides, we get

n

r 1>HT1<E171/>.

dive(Ty—1(Zing1)) = —(n —r +1) (
6
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Considering the vector field Z, = g(F1,v)z —g(Z,v)E1, from Propositionwe have

(Ve Z1,ej) = (Engr,v)[(es, B1) (T, e5) — (€5, T)(E1, €5)]
+(E1,v)[(ei, ) (Eny1,e5) — (€ Eng1)(T, ;)]
+hi[(E1, ex)(Z, €5) — (T, ex) (E1, €5)]

@, V) [(Eng1, ei) (B, e5) — (B, ei) (Bngr, e5)]-

Similarly, we have
diVZ(TT_l(Zl)) =0.

Combining all the equations above, we have

(n_k—i_l)(kil)/Z(Cfi_ll —Hk<x—cEn+1,1/>) dA

= cosd Sk—1;u(x — cEpy1,0)ds
ox

= cosf Sk—l;u<Z1 — CZl7n+1,u>d8
)

= cosf Tk-,_l(Zl — CZ177L+1, [L)dS
)

= COSQ/ diVE (Tk—l(Zl chl,n_l))ds
b
= (n—k+1) " COSH/ Hy_1(cE1,v)dA.
k—1 5

Therefore, we obtain the Minkowski type formula . O
Let k = 1, the Minkowski formula becomes

1
(18) / [nc ( —cosO({Eq, V>) — H{x — cEpy1,v)| dA =0,
> :En+1

which holds for any capillary hypersurfaces ¥ supported on totally geodesic hyper-
plane P. Here H = nH; is the mean curvature of X.

Remark 3. The second author and Juncheol Pyo [4] gave another version of Minkowski
type formula on capillary hypersurfaces supported on a totally geodesic plane, which
is presented in Poincaré ball model (H"*!,g) = (B"*+!, W(ﬂ as follows (B"+!

is an Euclidean unit ball and § is the Euclidean metric in B"*1).
(19) [ 1n¥h — ncastg(¥in,v) — Hy(a,v)}dA = .
s

where Y is a f-capillary hypersurface supported on a totally geodesic hypersurface
P = {x € H""! §(z, E,+1) = 0} (in Poincaré ball model), Vo = (1 + |z|*)/(1 —
|z[?), @ is the position vector and Y, 41 = 6(z, Epq1)z — 2(1 + |z[?)Eny1. But
unfortunately, we cannot find any umbilical #-capillary hypersurfaces where the
integrand in is identically zero.

Let 3 denote the domain enclosed by ¥ and P, and |5§]\ be the domain enclosed
by 0¥ on P. The energy functional defined by
Q%) = 13| - C089|8/§:|
7
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is well-known since the critical hypersurface of this functional under any volume
preserving variation is a 6-capillary hypersurface with constant mean curvature,
see [1§] and [22]. Under a flow ¥; = a4(M) with with the given normal velocity
f and capillary boundary condition as in , the following variation formula is
well-known:

d -~
%|Et| = [ fdA
and
d
t v,

From the Minkowski formula , it is evident that the flow described in is a

volume preserving flow.

4. SCALAR EQUATION OF THE FLOW

In this section, we express the flow by a scalar equation of the radius function.
Let = be the position vector defined on M which is represented by

z=cEp1+p(2)z,2€ QCSY,

where p defined on S is the distance between x and cE,, 11 in the Euclidean metric.
Since ¥ is smooth, star-shaped, the function p is well-defined and smooth on €.
Let u = log p, then u € C?(2) N C°(Q). Define v = /1 + [Vul2, where Vu is the
gradient of u with respect to the ordinary metric on S?. From the basic facts for
radial function, it is well-known that

_ 1 ¢—pVu

V=X V= —"—
n+1 v 9

where ( = 0,.

Throughout the paper, we let the indices ¢, j, k range from 1 to n and we will
apply the Einstein convention.

We use polar coordinates (p, 3,7, &) € [0,+00) x [0, 5] x [0,27] x S"~2, where £
is the spherical coordinate on S"~2, and the star-shaped hypersurface ¥ := (M)
can be written as

(20) x—cEni1 = p(2)z = p(B,7,6)z, where z := (3,7,€) € S%,

where 1 = pcos 8 and x,,+1 = psin fcosvy + ¢ = e~™. Then the Euclidean metric
ds? = (-,-)5 can be written as

ds* = dp* + pzasi = dp® 4 p?df* + p? sin® Bdy? + p? sin? Bsin® yoga-2,

and we have
n

,02 = Z‘% + ZZ‘? + ($n+1 - 0)2.
i=2
Now we can represent E;, E,, 41 by the coordinate . Indeed, since

dp T
871;1 - p =C 567
and 2
—SinB% = O(cos B) — 9(z1/p) _ sin 5,
axl (9171 81’1 p
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we can represent Fy by the polar coordinate defined above,

0] ap ap sin 3
21 Bi=—2 =Ly + 9= _ .
(21) 1 90, 90,0 T o, 0 = cos 80, 0s
Similarly, since
aijr] = xn+; —c_ sin 3 cos 7y,
—sin g 96 = O(cos ) = O@1/p) = ! sin 3 cos 3 cos y
0Tn41 0Tn41 0T 11 P
and
Cginy 2 Oleosy) _ O(@nir — o)/ (psing)) _ sin?
O0%p41 041 O0Tpq1 psin 8’
we have
. 1 sin
(22) E,i1= T = sin B cosyd, + ;cosﬁcos v0g — pslinvﬁ -

Denoting ug = o(Vu,dg) and uy = 0(Vu,dy), from and we have

sinﬁa wC—pVu
—dg, eV I——
v v

(23)  (E1,v) = e*"{cos B0, —

and

by = v cos 3 — sin Bug

sin 7y 5 C—p 'V

)

u

1
E,1,0)s =(sin S cosyd, + — cos B cos Y0z — — ,
gy (e g+ p— o, L

1
:;(sinﬁ cosy — cos (3 cos yug + sin B sin yu, ).
By definition, we have

w

—wC=p Yy pet

(25) (@ = cBuya,v) = e (g "L f

Moreover, by the conformality of mean curvature,

i id
o (-2 ] o

(26) [n - ( v u:f) Uig} —n(Ent1,0)s

=- ”’—uluﬂ 5+ (o3 3 ~ sin Bsinyu,) + o
= o gz ) s+ o (cos feosyug —sin fsinquy) + 7,

pvew

)5

nc

where ¢ corresponds to the inverse of the metric on S, u’ = oy, is the i-th
component of Vu (the gradient of u on S§) and wu;; is the (i, j)-th component of

the Hessian V2u on S . Then by calculation,

1
g = nc< C080<E1,I/>> — H{x —cE,41,V)
Tn+1

-1 w(

= nce” —nccosfv cos ) — sin Sug)

1 y J 1
_ (_ (o'l] _ UUZ > wij + ;(cosﬁcos yug — sin Bsinyu,) +

pve®

nc\ pe?
pv) v’
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Writing the flow as a function w of ¢, from the flow , we see that

w

—w 2w C B pilvu > o pte _ Utpew

e = (Oiz,v) = pre” Ve , = =
%= B, 0) = AN T irveE v

Therefore, we obtain the evolution equation of u as follows,

v
U _pCﬁQC
ncv  nccosf 1 i
= - cos B — si + W2 )
0 P (cos B — sin Bug) P (a — >“w
+ 2 (= cos B cosyug + sin Bsinyu,) — —
(27) v pv

_nc|Vul>  nccosf
=
1 o utud n
e (m] _ 112> uij + ;(— cos 5 cos yug + sin B sin yu.,)

::QC(VQU” V’U/7 P ﬁv /7)

As for the boundary condition in ,

(cos B — sin Bug)

—cosf = (v, N)
= e (e D, —e Y Ey)s
C—p~tVu 1
=(>——,-0
( v > [3>5
1
= ——ug.
v B

Therefore we have

(28) ug = pvcos = /14 |Vu|? cosb.

Combining and , we know that the flow can be written as the parabolic
equation of the scalar function u as follows,

Ut = QC(vzua vuapvﬁa7)7 in ST—‘,L- X [O7T)7
(29) ug = /14 |Vu|?cos¥, on 9ISt x[0,T);
u(-,0) = uo(.), on S,
where ug = logpg and py = |xg — cEpnt1|s is the radial function with respect to

cE, 41 of the initial hypersurface 3¢ = xo(M).

The short time existence of the flow can be guaranteed by applying the standard
PDE theory to , due to the assumption on the star-shapedness of X = zo(M).
In the following section, we will show the uniform C° and C'-estimates for the
equation.

Before we start, we need the following calculation.

(30) Qi] — 3QC(A,7/1,P75’7) — 1 ((Tij _ uiuj) ,
) OAij A=V2ugp=vu  PVEY
10
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_0Qc(\ Y, p,B8,7)
Qc,wi T a
Vi A=V2u,p=Vu
ne (2u;  |Vu|?u; Ui 2
=—\—- 3 - QT Ukl — 3a Uk Uk
(31) p v v pe*v pe*’v
0 si i
Ma(ﬁg, e;) + %(f cos f cosyug + sin B sin yu.,)
P v
- %(cos B cosyo(0s,e;) — sin Ssinyo (0, €;)),
o BQC()\7 ,(/)7 P 67 rY)
Qc7p =
dp A=V2u,p=Vu
(32) ’
ne |Vul? . nccosﬂ(cosﬁ sin Bug) Lo
= — —sin fug) — —a"uy;,
p? p? ot
_ 0Qc(\ v, p,B,7)
Qcﬁ = 85
A=V?2u,p=Vu
1 B - |
(33) = —cos S cosya" u;; + nccosf (bmﬁ + cosﬁuﬂ)
v p p
+ %(sinﬁ cos yug + cos fsinyu.,),
o aQC(AJ ¢7 P 67 ’y)
Qcp/ = )
(34) Y A=V2u,h=Vu

1 y n
= ——sinfBsinyau;; + —(cos Bsinyug + sin 5 cos yu ),
v v

where a* = 0% — “=. Now we are ready to prove the C° and C'-estimates.

5. C° ESTIMATE

Wang and Weng [20] proved a C°-estimate for a similar constrained mean cur-
vature type flow of capillary hypersurfaces in the Euclidean unit ball. More specifi-
cally, if the initial surface is bounded by two spherical caps that remains stationary
under a specified constrained mean curvature flow, the flow will remain bounded by
the same two spherical caps. Therefore, a certain pair of spherical caps can be used
as barriers of their designed constrained mean curvature flow. A similar property
holds in the case of geodesic ball in space forms, see [17].

According to the discussion in Remark [2| the umbilical caps defined by can
be regarded as barriers of the flow . Then we have a similar corresponding
CP-estimate.

Proposition 3. Let xo(M) be an initial star-shaped hypersurface with respect to
cE,+1 which satisfies that

x2o(M) CCe r, .0\Ce,Rs,0
for some Ry > Ry > 0, where C. g is defined in . Then it holds that
x(M,t) C Ce.r,,0\Ce,Rs.0

for all t along the flow . In particular, if u(x,t) solves the initial boundary
value problem on [0,00), then for any T > 0,
11
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[ullcosn xjo,17) < C,
where C = C(ug, Vug, Vuq).

Proof. Let ¢ be the defining logarithmic radial function of C; g, ¢. Then, ¢ is a
static solution of the equation of , we have

at(u - 90) = QC(Vzua V'LL, euv 57 ’7) - QC(V2@7 VCP, 690’ 67’7)
AV ij(u—p) +V - (u—); + Blu—¢),

where

1
AY = / QI (V(su+ (1 = 5)p), V(su+ (1= s)p), e 1792 5, ~)ds,
0

1
by = / Qep, (V2(su+ (1= 8)p), V(su+ (1 — s)p), e 1=V 8 y)ds
0
and
1
B= / Qeo(V2(su+ (1= 8)p), V(su+ (1 — s)p), e T g y)esuti=a)v gy,
0

Since @¢,, has no singular point if p # 0, B is bounded and we can denote A =
— Supgy (o, | Bl We get
0 (u— ) = M(AYV5(u— ) + - (u—p); + (B + M) (u—¢)).

Let (yo,to) be the point where e*(u — ) attains its nonnegative maximum value.
By maximum principle, (yo,to) can only be located on the parabolic boundary, say
(yo,to). That is,

M (u(z,t) — p(z)) < sup {0, (u(, 1) — p(x))}.
osh x[0,T)ush x{0}

If yo € OS, by Hopf Lemma we have
VP (u =) (Yo, t0) = 05 Vin(u —9)(yo, t0) <0,

where V% denotes the gradient of a function on 9S", and V,, is the normal
derivative on 9S7}. Then we have

IVt u(yo, to)| = |V (o, to)| := k, and V,u(yo,to) < Vap(yo, to)-

From the boundary condition in ,
Vnu Vn(P

= —cosf = ,
V1+ k2 +|V,ul? V31+E2+ | Vapl?
which is a contradiction to V,u(yo,to) < Vi, (yo,to) by monotonicity of the

function g(x) = z/v1 + k2 + a2.
Therefore we can only have ty = 0, that is,

M(u(y,t) — oy, 1)) < uo(yo) — ¢(yo) <0, V (y,t) € ST x [0,T7,

which gives u an upper bound by the umbilical cap C¢ gr,¢’s defining function ¢.

Similarly, the desired lower bound can be obtained. We have finished the proof of

Proposition O
12
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6. C1-ESTIMATE

In this section, we prove a C'-estimate of the flow . Inspired by [20], we use
the similar auxiliary function. Let d : neigh(dS) — R be a nonnegative smooth
function on neigh(9S") C S} defined by

d(z) := disty (z, 0ST).
Indeed, the function is well defined on a neighborhood of S7 but it can be extended
to the whole S} and satisfies that
d>0, |Vd <1, in S},
The following C'-estimate is essential for the flow .

inKo(c,R,0)—c(n—1)

Proposition 4. If 6 satisfies that |cosf] < TnRe(c RO Ten=1)" for any (z,t) €

St x [0,T] (T < T*), we have

|Vul(z,t) < C,
for some positive constant C = C(V?ug, Vug, ug).

Proof. Define an auxiliary function inspired by [20],
U := (1+ Kd)v+ cosfc(Vu,Vd)

where K is a constant to be determined later. Let (yo,t0) € S’_ﬁ x [0, t] be the point
where ¥ attains its maximum. We will discuss case by case to prove the theorem.
Case 1: (yo,tp) € OS x [0,T]. At the point zq € JS}, we choose a local
coordinate {y1,---,yn} near yo, such that 0%1 = —0p is an inner normal vector
of dS%, and {yz}f:; be the geodesic coordinate near y, € IS along y; = t,
(0 < t < ¢) in the neighborhood of xg. Under this coordinate, Biyl = Vd on 0S'.
First of all, from the boundary condition of , we know that u; :=V_pg u =
— cos v, denote V'u = Vu — uy, then from 1+ |V'u|? = v? — u? = sin §v? we have,

Ulosn =v— veos? 0 = /1 + |V'ul2 + u?sin® 0 = | sin0]/1 + |V/ul2.

Applying the Gauss-Weingarten equation, we have

n
- ViuViiu - Zi:Q ViuViu
v v

Vv —cosfViu

1 — - as™
- E Uil + E uihij+uj —cosOVi1u
i=2 j=2

n
Ui Uj1
= g ——— —cosfViu,
v

i=2
where we have used the fact that h?jgi = 0 since OS7 is totally geodesic in S'}.
Then, from Hopf Lemma we have,
0> V19¥(z9) = Viv+ KoVid + Vi (ugdy) cos

= Vv + KvVid + Viiudy cos 0 + u, Viid cos 0

(35) n
1

= - E u;u1; + Kv 4+ up Viidcosf,
v

i=2
13
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and for i > 2, we have
ViW(xo) = v; + uq; cos .
Differentiating the boundary condition , together with the fact above we have
u1; = —V'(cos Ov) = cos® uy;,
therefore we know

(36) ’U,h‘:O, Vlgign—l.

Then applying to 7 we have

sin® 0

0> Kv+upViidcost > \Il< K —C’1> ,

where C; is a universal constant which satisfies % < (1. Then K can be

chosen large enough so that it comes to a contradiction.
Case 2: If (x9,t9) € S’} x {0}, then

\I/((E,t) S \I/({I?(),O) = (]. + Kd)\/ 1 + |V’LL()‘2 + COSHU(VUO,Vd) S 02.

Therefore v(x,t) < C, for any (z,t) € S x [0,T].
Case 3: In the case of (z0,t9) € int(S}), we have

0 :Vi\ll(xo, to) = (1 + Kd)vl + Kd;v + cos H(dek)z

Vku

37
(37) — ((1 + Kd)~*2 + Vyd cos 9> Viru 4 ViuVied cos 0 + Kdgv.
v

Choose a geodesic coordinate, up to a rotation of the one in Case 1, such that
up = |Vu| >0, and {Vapule<a p<n is diagonal.

Assume u; = |Vu] is large enough such that u1, v = \/1 + u? and ¥ = (1+ Kd)v+
uydy cos f are equivalent. Otherwise, we could obtain the desire C'! estimate for u.
Here we denote d; = 0(Vd, e1) = uy ‘o (Vd, Vu).

Firstly, from by letting i = «, we have

(38) {(1 + Kd)% + cos 9d1} Ulq = — €OS Ougady — cosbuidi, — Kdyv,

and letting ¢ = 1, we have

(39) [(1 + Kd)E -+ cos 9d1} U1 = — co0s Qug1da — cosbuidyy — Kdyv,
v

We can see from the that
(40) Urq = —S 7' cos Ougads — S (cos Ouidiy + Kdyv),

where S = (1+ Kd)*“* +cos0dy, and it is clear that 2+ 7K > S > C(4,0), if there
exists some positive 0 > 0 such that uq(zg,to) > 0. Indeed, if not, we would have

already proved the theorem.
14
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Inserting into ,

up1 = — ST cos Ougrdy — ST (cos Qurdyy + Kdyv)

n

29 & 0d.,
:COS2 azﬂdiuaa + [Z %(cos Ouidie + Kdyw)

S a=2
(41)
— 87 Y(cos Qurdyy + Kdyv)

2 n
- O S" Rt + O).

a=2

Applying the condition of second derivative on (xo, tg), we have

0 < (at - Qijvij_Qc,pivi) ¢

1+ Kd ij
- (1)7)1%(“1@15 — Q ukij — Qe.p, ki)

+ di cos O (ury — QF urij — Qe,p, Uni)
& UULUR U Juiug
(42) +(1+Kd)<Q 3 ;9 . ])
— (2Qijukidkj cos 6 + 2KQéjdﬂJj)
— (Q?ukdkij cos @ + KQijdijv)
— Qe (Kd;v + cos Quydy;)
=Ly + Lo+ L3+ Ly+ Ls + Lg.

Let us examine the term L, and Ly at first. Differentiating the parabolic equation
(29) with respect to ¢, we have

(43) ke = QYuijk + Qepi i + Qe ppu + Q50 (0, 1) + Qeryo(Dy, er).
Ricci identity on S7 gives that
(44) Uijk = WUkij + W05 — W05,
And by definition, we have
2

o n
iy oyt [Vul
ijy. = [ gt —
a Uy = (0¥ — —5 uij—ull"‘g Uaga — —5 U1l
v —= v
(45)

1 n
= 7271/11 + E Uao-
v
a=2

15
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Applying , and to the terms L; and Lo gives,

1+ Kd

L, = w (Ut — Q7 ukij — Qe pi ki)

1+ Kd .
= up(QF (ujoin — ukoij) + Qe ppur + Q30 (03, ex)

+ QC,WO-(&’)M ek))

1+ Kd

T+ Kd _ 5[
—c e |Vul (;uaa)

46 .
(46) e l—i—Kd|v |2<|Vu|2+005981n6uﬁ)
pu p

v 2
<cosﬁcos yug — sin B sin yuy — c| ul > U1
p

1
+(1 +Kd){ 5 (cos B cosyug — sin Bsinyu,) Zuaa
a=2
10 3
W|V I+ (smﬂcosvu,@—l—QCosﬁsm’yuqu
(1—n)(1+Kd)|Vu|2

pery?

}

+ sin 3 cos ’yui) +
= Lq11 + Lo + L13 + Lqg.

It is obvious that L4 = O(v™1) >0 _, taa + O(v). And using we have
(47)

1+ Kd . . Vul? cos2 6
Ly = o (cos,@cosyu[;s1n581n~yu,yc| p| ) ( OzzdzuaomLO(m))

n

=0 ) [taal + O(v7").
a=2
Similarly, the term L, be written as follows,

Lo = dj, c08 0(ugs — Q¥ upij — Qe p, ki)

= cozﬁ (cosﬁcos ~dg — sin Bsinyd, — CO’(VU,Vd)) U1
v
B 0059 (Y, V) Z "
2 .
—nco(Vu, Vd) ('VU| + cos@smﬂuﬁ)
pv p

1 n
+ cos ) l (cos B cosydg — sin B sinyd.) Z Uaa
v a=2

ncosfcosf o(Vu, Vd) + v(smﬁcos'yug + cos Bsinyuy)dg

1
+ %(sinﬁcosvug + cos Bsinyu, )do + (1 — n)p (Vu, Vd))

:= La1 + Lag + La3 + Lag.
16
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And for the same reason, we have Loy = O(v™2) 3" _, |uga| + O(v™!) and Loy =
O (3) Xz taa + O(v).

For the term L3, we have

Ls = (1+ Kd) (Q?ululiukukj _ Qiju”ulj>

v3 v

_ 1+ Kd (aij _ uiuj) (ulu”ukukj B uh—ulj)
v3 v

1+ Kd 1 &
(—Um EERNY

(49)
1+ Kd 1+ Kd <~ 5
T puer 08 v3 Zu1a> 1-e) pv2ev azzu("a
n
e Z
==Lz +L32—|—L

Then we compile the following three terms

1+ Kd
Lig+ Log + L3z = - ( a |Vu|? + cos 0o (Vu, Vd) ) Zuaa
pv a=2
1+ Kd &
- (1 - 8) +2 w ?xa
pve a=2
50 1+Kd -
(50) = f—S|Vu\ Z Una — (1 — perw u?,,
a=2
A(n — 1)6“’52|Vu|2
~ 4p(1—¢)(1+ Kd)
A(n—1)(1+|cosf|)Se” V.

4p(1 —¢)

To estimate Li3 + Lo3, we need the following arguments. Let ¢y be a constant

4ntKo(c,R,0)—c(n—1)
,4mK8(CR9)+C(n 1)) for some 0 < 7 < 1. Then we

which satisfies ¢y € (| cos |

can assume that

2
(51) [Vul” + cos@sin Bug > (1 — co)|Vul.
Otherwise,
[Vl
1l—cy > 7—|—c05951nﬂ
|V |
> [Vul _ | cos 6]
v

would give an upper bound for |Vul, the required estimate is obtained.
17
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Considering L13 + Lo3 and using 7 we have

1+ Kd 2 0si
L3+ Loz = —nec + |Vu|2 <|VpZ| " cos smﬁuﬁ)

v P

2 .
— necos B0 (Vu, Vd) <|Vu N Cos@smﬁuﬁ>
(52) o ;
2
= —nc|Vulp™! (W + cosasinﬁuﬁ) S
v

< —ne(l —co)p tS|Vul?.

Combining and , we have

Li3+ Loz + Lig + Loy + Laa
2(n —1)(1+ | cosd|)S
41 —e)p
An—-1)(1+ co)>
S|Vul?.
A0 prns ) VY

< —ne(l —co)p tS|Vul* + < e | Vul?

< (—nc(l —co)p M+

w

For the last inequality, Proposition |3| shows that X; C CAQ R,0, and hence e™" =
ZTnt1 > Ko(c, R, 0). Therefore

An—1)1+cp)
41 — e)zpt1
2¢?n(n — 1) 2¢2mnKo(c, R,0)(n — 1)
= drenKo(e,R,0) + (n—1) ' zp1(1 —e)(drenKo(c, R,0) + (n — 1))

—ne(l —¢o) +

= 4TcnK02(Cc2,n}§f€)—ll—)(n —1) < 1 i g> '

Let ¢ = (1 —7)/2 € (0,1), from the C%-estimate in Proposition |3 there is an

uniform lower bound pg on p. Hence letting ag = Trom 1(25(2:1(%"9_)2&:3) = oS, we

have

(53) L13 + L23 + L12 + L22 + L32 < fa0|Vu|2.

Now we consider L4 and Lg. Using , and , we obtain

Ly + Lg
=— (ZQ?ukidkj cos 6 + ZKQijdivj) — Qe (Kd;v + cos Quydy;)

=0 (11)) é [taal +O(1),

and it is easy to see Ly = —(Q¥updy;j cosf + KQ¥d;jv) = O(1).
18
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Then adding all the terms back to , we have

1+ Kd 1 1+ Kd
o R (it B o) oS el -

0 (11)) azr; ltaa] + O ()

1+ Kdg~ ,  Cy & )
_ OW CYZQuW + . O; [taal — agui + Crv
CZPew
< _ 240 e
s Tt Gty T Kd)
This gives an upper bound for u;. O

7. CONVERGENCE OF THE FLOW

The higher order a-priori estimates of u follow from the uniform C° and C*
estimates. The same argument as in [20| gives the following result.

Proposition 5. If u(-,t) solves the boundary value problem on the interval
[0,T*), and the initial hypersurfaces 3o and the contact angle 0 satisfies the same
condition in Theorem[1l Then for any 0 <T < T*, we have

||u(7t)||ck SC; 0<t<T7
where C' = C(k, ug, Vug, V>ug) > 0. In addition, it follows that T* = oco.
Before we prove Theorem [1| we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let Ce, g, 0(a1) and Ce, r,.0(a2) defined by (2). If their enclosed
volume are equal, that is, |Ce, r, 9(a1)] = |Cey.ro.0(az2)|, it holds that

C1 o C2

Rl Ry
that is, the umbilical 0-caps with the same enclosed volume have the same
principal curvature.

Proof. Let x = x2 0 X1 be an isometry composed by two isometries in H" ™!, where
X1 is a translation along the hyperbolic geodesic v = (0,--- ,t) € Riﬂ, such that,
C2

a(xla"' 7xn+1)?

X1(®1, 0 Tpy1) =
and x2 is a translation defined by
X2(Z, Tpt1) = (& + a2 — a1, Zny1).
They are both isometric transformation. Hence
(Cesiz,0(a2)] = |CR, er,0(a1)] = IX(Cry e1,0(a1))] = [Cey ey jer.0(a2)]-
Since |CAcQ} r,0(0)| is monotonically decreasing as R decreasing, so caR1/c; = Re. O

Remark 4. We can see from the proof that, the umbilical caps C; and C5 on totally
geodesic hyperplane with the same enclosed volume is equivalent to the same area
and the same wetting area, which is the area of the domain enclosed by dC; and
0Cs.

19
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Now we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of the Theorem [l Let r = 2 in the Minkowski type formula , we have

/ [Hl ( € _ ccos@(El,u>) — Hy(x — cEnH,u}} dA = 0.
P Tn+1

Let 9% be the domain enclosed by 0¥ on P. The first variation formula of the
energy Q(3,) = L15,] — cos 0]0%|] gives that

ig(t):/ Hl( < —ccos@(El,z/>—H1<x—cEn+1,y>>dA
dt s, Tp+1

:/ Hl( ¢ —ccos@(El,V>—H1<a:—cEn+1,1/)>dA
oM anrl

,/ {Hl< ¢ ccos&(El,l/)> Hg(xcEnH,l/)] dA
)N Tn+1

:/ (H} — Ha)(x — cEyyq,v)dA
P
1
T n2(n-1) Z/ (k5 — £i)* (@ — cBny1,v)dA
i<y /B

o 2 L () ()P,

1<]J
where dg(y) = %dy and x;’s are the principle curvatures at y € S7} identified as a
point on ;. Therefore, the energy Q(X) = Area(X) — cos W(9X) is monotonically

decreasing from Proposition 3] we know that the energy is bounded from above and
below. Then integrating both sides of the equation above on [0, +00), we have

2 /0°° /n (Ri(y, £) = w5 (y: 1)) *dg(y)dt < C.

i<j
From the uniform C* estimate in Proposition [5| we have
. 2 o
thm |ki — k|7 =0.
— 00

Therefore any convergent subsequence of z(-,t) must converge to an umbilical cap
Ce,R..,0(a00) as t — o0o. Hence from the boundary condition in , we know that
they are given by
Corpltoe) = {x € H"™ 1 |2+ R cos0F) — oo — ' Epy1| = R'},
where ao is a constant vector perpendicular to both E; and E, 41.
It remains to show that the limit umbilical cap is unique. We follow the proof

in [17] and [21]. Let Ro > 0 be the unique number such that |3| = [Ce.z. ]-
Denote by R(-,t) the radius of the unique umbilical cap

Cer(iyo =f{z €H" 1|z — R(-,t) cosOE) — cEny1| = R(-, 1)},
passing through the point x(-,t). Let R*(t) = max,en R(z,t) and there exists a
point & attaining R*(¢) by compactness. It then follows that R*(t) is non-increasing
since the C. g+(..1),0 is a barrier of z(-,t) by Proposition [3, We claim that

(54) lim R*() = Rec.

20
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We suppose otherwise, then there exist € > 0 and ¢ large enough, such that
(55) R*(t) > R + ¢,
from the definition of R(-,t), we have
|z 4+ R(-,t) cos0E; — cEpy 1|3 = R*(-, 1),

or equivalently

|z|2 + ¢ — 2¢(z, Epy1)s — 2R(-,t) cos Oz, By)s = R%(-,t)sin” 6.
Taking the derivative of the equation above with respect to t, we have
(56)  (x,2 — cEny1 + R(-,t) cosOE1)s = Ry(-,t)(R(-,t) sin® 6 — cos O(x, E1)s).
Now we evaluate at the point (&, t), since 3; is tangential to Ce.p*(.,1),0 at the point,
then the normal vector at (&,1) is
x4+ R*(t)cos0F; — cEp11

R*(t) '

ﬁ(fta t) - Vcc’p*(t),e (x(gta t)) =
Inserting the flow equation to , we have
(R*(t)sin? @ — cos O(x, Ey)s)0: R* (t)

. |z + R*(t) cos 0By — cEp 1|3 ‘
(57) i R*(t) €

nc
()

From the calculation in Remark we have

—nccosO(Ey, vy — H(&,t){x — cEptq, V>) .

Tn41

ne

(58) Hccyp*(t),g = W?

then

(59) T — necos 0(Eq,v) T — necos 0(E1,v) ne
(x — cEpi1,v) ) (x — cEpi1,v) Rt

Ce,p*(t),0

From , and 7 we can see that for € > 0 small enough, there exist a
T > 0 such that for any ¢t > T, the following
Tpr1 R (t
N
=tnt1(nc— H(&, )R (1)) (z — cEnyr,v)

holds at (&,t).
On the other hand, since x(-,t) converge to Cc, 6(0x) and po is uniquely
determined, we get

nc

(60) —nccosO(Ey, vy — H(&,t){(x — cEpiq, u>)

nc

Jim H(&, 1) = ik
Therefore, for eg = %7 there exists a T' > 0, such that for any ¢t > T,

/
(61) H(&,t) > % — g0 > 0.
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Then from , and , we get
ne
Tp+1 R (1) (

—nccosO{E1,v) — H(&, t){x — cEp41, V>)
Tn+1

<! ( ("C’ s)(R +s)>< Enes, )
=T nc — —_— — xr —cC v
(62) =9 n+1 R 0 00 n+1,

1

nc’
< §$n+1 —ggRo — € ﬁ —&o <$ —cEni1, V>
<0

In the second inequality we have used Proposition On the other hand, since
0 < {(x,E1)s <1—p*(t)cosb, we have

(63) R*(t)sin? 0 — cos 0(x, By) > R*(t)(1 — cosf) > 0,
then combining , and , we have
O R*(t) < 0.

This leads to a contradiction to that lim;_,q %R* (t) = 0. Hence holds. Simi-
larly, we can show

Ji R0 = R
where R, (t) is defined by R.(t) = mingea R(x,t) = R(xt,t) and x; is the point
achieving R, (t). Therefore Co rr 9(@oo) = Ce .. 0, and we obtain the uniqueness of
the limit. (]

Remark 5. In Poincaré half space model of hyperbolic space, the volume of an
umbilical cap is determined not only by its Euclidean radius but also by the location
of its center, particularly the (n + 1)-th coordinate. As indicated by Remark [2] the
location of its center also influences the principal curvatures of the cap. Therefore,
we cannot identity the radius by the volume of the domain bounded by initial
hypersurfaces Y.

Note that all the isometries appearing in the proof of Lemma [2| on Poincaré
half-space model will keep the ratio ¢/R of an umbilical cap C. g g.

From the monotonicity of the energy Q, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Let x : M — H"! be a -capillary hypersurface supported on the
totally geodesic hyperplane P. If

(1) ¥ = x(M) is contained in an umbilical cap C. ro(a) which satisfies that
K(c,R,0) > c(n—1)/4n.

(2) the contacting angle 0 satisfies

4nKo(c,R,0) — c(n — 1)

AnKo(c,R,0) +c(n —1)’

then 6-umbilical caps with the same enclosed volume with ¥ = x(M) are the only

minimaizers of the energy Q.

|cos ] <
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