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TOPOLOGY OF CLOSED HYPERSURFACES OF SMALL ENTROPY

JACOB BERNSTEIN AND LU WANG

ABSTRACT. We use a weak mean curvature flow together with a surgeregte to
show that all closed hypersurfacesRfi with entropy less than or equal to that$f x R,
the round cylinder iiR%, are diffeomorphic t&3.

1. INTRODUCTION

If ¥ is a hypersurface, that is, a smooth properly embedded erdiimn-one submani-
fold of R™*!, then theGaussian surface areaf ¥ is

(1.1) FIy)] = / O dH" = (47)"% / e B ann,
b b
whereH" is n-dimensional Hausdorff measure. Following Colding-Mowei [11], define
theentropyof 3 to be
AX] = sup FlpX +yl.

(y,p)ER* 1 xR+
That s, the entropy of is the supremum of the Gaussian surface area over all ttemmsla
and dilations of.. Observe that the entropy of a hyperplane is onel |in [3], vesvahat,
for 2 < n < 6, the entropy of a closed (i.e. compact and without boundaypersurface
in R™*! is uniquely (modulo translations and dilations) minimizsdS™, the unit sphere
centered at the origin. This verifies a conjecture of Coldinganen-Minicozzi-White
[10, Conjecture 0.9] (cfl[26]). We further show, inl [4, Cbapy 1.3], that surfaces in
R3 of small entropy are topologically rigid. That is, ¥f is a closed surface iR? and
A[Z] < A[St x R], thenX is diffeomorphic tdS?.

In this article, we use a weak mean curvature flow (sek [12a48][8]) to obtain new
topological rigidity for closed hypersurfaceslit of small entropy. This generalizes a re-
sult of Colding-limanen-Minicozzi-Whité [10] for close@l§-shrinkers to arbitrary closed
hypersurfaces and contrasts with the methods of bhoth [1d]4nCorollary 1.3], which
both use only the classical mean curvature flow.

Theorem 1.1. If ¥ C R* is a closed hypersurface with[>X] < A[S? x R], thenX is
diffeomorphic tas3.

One of the key ingredients in the proof of Theorlem 1.1 is a egfient of [4, Theorem
0.1] about the topology of asymptotically conical selfiskers of small entropy. Recall,
a hypersurfac& is said to beasymptotically conicalf it is smoothly asymptotic to a
regular cone; i.elim, o pX = C(X) in Ci2(R™T1\ {0}) for C(X) a regular cone. A

self-shrinker ¥, is a hypersurface that satisfies

1

(1.2) Hy + % — o,
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whereHs, = —Hyny = Axx is the mean curvature vector &f andx= is the normal
component of the position vector. Let us denote the set bbeinkers inR™** by S,, and
the set of asymptotically conical self-shrinkers¢S,,. Self-shrinkers generate solutions
to the mean curvature flow that move self-similarly by salifhat is, if® € S, then

{Zehie(—o00) = {\/__tz}te(foo,())

moves by mean curvature. Important examples are the mayisyahmetric self-shrinking
cylinders withk-dimensional spine,

SETF X RF = {(x,y) e R*"F x RF =R""!: x| =2(n— k)},

where0 < k < n. AsS"* x RF are self-shrinkers, their Gaussian surface area and
entropy agree (cfL.[11, Lemma 7.20]). Thatis,

A = A[S"] = F[S"] = FIS" x R = \[S" x RY].

Hence, a computation of Storie [33], gives that
3
2>)\1>5>)\2>...>)\n>...—>\/§.

Theorem 1.2. LetX € ACS,, forn > 2. If A\[X] < \,_1, thenX is contractible and
L(X), the link of the asymptotic cori¥Y.), is a homology(n — 1)-sphere.

Remarkl.3. We always consider homology with integer coefficients.
Forn = 3, the classification of surfaces and Alexander’s theorengilids
Corollary 1.4. LetY € ACS3. If \[X] < \g, thenX: is diffeomorphic taR3.

To prove Theorem 111 we first establish a topological decaitipa, i.e., Theorem 415,
constructed from the weak mean curvature flow associated fiogether with Corollary
this allows one to perform a surgery procedure which igiately gives the result.
Both these steps require= 3. Forn > 4, one can use Theordm IL.2 and this surgery pro-
cedure to show a (strictly weaker) extension of Thedrem alitl in any dimension where
the two hypotheses below are satisfied. These hypothesa®ehe existence of topolog-
ical decomposition. Specifically, they ensure that if thiregpy of an initial hypersurface
is small enough, then tangent flows at all singularities apeeted by self-shrinkers that
are either closed or asymptotically conical.

In order to state these hypotheses, first9¢tdenote the set of non-flat elements$f
and, for anyA > 0, let

Sa(A) = {S €8, : \[Z] < A} andS? (A) = S N Su(A).

Next, letRMC,, denote the space ofgular minimal conein R™*!, that isC € RMC,,

if and only if it is a proper subset @' andC\ {0} is a hypersurface ii®"*!\ {0} that

is invariant under dilation abotand with vanishing mean curvature. LRMC;, denote

the set of non-flat elements & MC,, — i.e., cones whose second fundamental forms do
not identically vanish. For any > 0, let

RMC,(A) ={C € RMC,, : \[C] < A} andRMC},(A) = RMC; N RMC,(A).
Let us now fix a dimension > 3 and a value\ > 1. The first hypothesis is

(*n.a) Forall3 < k < n, RMCj(A) = 0.
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Observe that all regular minimal conesRA consist of unions of rays and $aMC; = 0.
Likewise, as great circles are the only geodesi& iR MC; = (). The second hypothesis
is

(oxn,a) no1(A) =0.
Obviously this holds only if\ < \,,_;. We then show the following conditional result:

Theorem 1.5. Fix n > 4 andA € (An, Ap—1]. If (*m.a) and (%, a) both hold and® is a
closed hypersurface iR"+! with A\[Y] < A, thenX is a homology:-sphere.

Remarkl.6. If (z.2) and hold for A < \,,, then it follows from Huisken’s mono-
tonicity formula and the results dfl[3] and [10] that there=dpnot exist a closed hypersur-
faceX so that\[X] < A unlessA = )\, andX is a round sphere. Thus, we requike> )\,

in order to make Theorem 1.5 non-trivial.

For generah andA € (\,, \n—1], neither the validity ofi; ) nor that of
is known. However, both can be established/foe= 3 andA = \;. First, as part of

their proof of the Willmore conjecture, Marques-Neves gavewer bound on the density
of non-trivial regular minimal cones iR*. In particular, it follows from[[27, Theorem
B] that if C € RMC3, thenA[C] > Ay and so(xs.»,) holds. Furthermore, it follows
from [4, Corollary 1.2] thatS; (\2) = 0 and so(xx3 »,) holds.

Forn > 4, some partial results suggest tf@i () and hold forA = \,,_1. For
instance, llmanen-Whité [25, Theorem 1*], have shown thét € RMC;, and is area-
minimizing and topologically non-trivial, theAh[C] > \,,_1. Additionally, [10, Theorem
0.1] says that the self-shrinking sphere has the lowesbpytamong all compact self-
shrinkers and [10, Conjecture 0.10] posits that, », _,) holds forn < 7. It is important
to note that there exist many topologically trivial elemeat RMC}.. Indeed, the work
of Hsiang [17] 18] and Hsiang-Sterling [19], shows that ¢hexist topologically trivial
elements ofR MC;, for n = 5,7 and for all evem > 4.

The paper is organized as follows. In Secfibn 2, we introcatation and recall some
basic facts about the mean curvature flow. In Sedfion 3, wev giegularity of self-
shrinking measures of low entropy. In Sect[dn 4, we studystingcture of the singular
set for weak mean curvature flows of small entropy. Impolyawe give a topological de-
composition, Theorei 4.5, of the regular part of the flow Whicthe basis of the surgery
procedure. In Sectidi 5, we prove Theoilenj 1.2 and Cordllaty Finally, in Sectiof6,
we carry out the surgery procedure and prove Theofems 1[1.8nd

2. NOTATION AND BACKGROUND

In this section, we fix notation for the rest of the paper améitesome background on
mean curvature flow. Experts should feel free to consultsiion only as needed.

2.1. Singular hypersurfaces. We will use results from[[22] on weak mean curvature
flows. For this reason, we follow the notation [of [22] as clgses possible.
Denote by

o M(R™) = {4 : pis a Radon measure &'} (see[[31, Section 4]);

o IM(R™) = {u: pis an integek-rectifiable Radon measure &'} (see
[22, Section 1]);

o IV, (R™*!) = {V : Vis an integer rectifiablé-varifold onR" ! } (see[[22, Sec-
tion 1] or [31, Chapter 8]).
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The spaceM (R" 1) is given the weak* topology. That is,
i = p = /fdui — /fduforallf € CYR"*).

And the topology oz M, (R™*1) is the subspace topology induced by the natural inclu-
sion into M (R™*1). For the details of the topologies considereddf, (R"*1), we refer
to [22, Section 1] or[31, Chapter 8]. There are natural tijeanaps

Vi IMp(R™) = IV (R™ ) andp : TV (R™ ) — ZM,(R™H).

The second map is continuous, but the first is not. Hencefertite V() = V,, and
n(V) = pv.

If ¥ c R"*!is ak-dimensional smooth properly embedded submanifold, wetden
by us = H* |2 € IM,(R*1). Given(y, p) € R*L x Rt andu € TM,(R"*1), we
define the rescaled measyré? € ZM(R"*1) by

Q) =p"u(p ' +y).

This is defined so that if is a k-dimensional smooth properly embedded submanifold,
then

1" = pp(ny)-

One of the defining properties pfe ZM,,(R™+!) is that foru-a.e.x € R™*!, there is an
integerd,,(x) so that

lim p™? = elt(x)upa

pP—r00
where P is a k-dimensional plane through the origin. When suglexists, we denote it
by T 1 the approximate tangent plane at The valued,,(x) is themultiplicity of 1 at x
and by definition,(x) € N for py-a.e.x. Notice that ify = px, thenTyp = TxX and
0,(x) = 1. Given au € ZM,,(R"*1), set

reg(spt(p)) = {x € spt(p) : 3p > 0s.t. B,(x) Nspt(x) is a hypersurface,

andsing(spt(x)) = spt(u) \ reg(spt(u)). HereB,(x) is the open ball ilR"*! centered
atx with radiusp. Likewise,

reg(p) = {x € reg(spt(un)) : 6,(x) = 1} andsing(u) = spt(u) \ reg(n).

For € M, (R™1), we extend the definitions af and X in the obvious manner,
namely,

Flu) = FIV) = [ duand\ =NV = sup Fluv]

(¥.0) ERPHIxRH

2.2. Gaussian densities and tangent flowsHistorically, the first weak mean curvature
flow was the measure-theoretic flow introduced by BrakkeTh]s flow is called 8Brakke
flow. Brakke’s original definition considered the flow of varilsl We use the (slightly
stronger) notion introduced by limanen [22, Definition 6.Bdr our purposes, the Brakke
flow has two important roles. The first is the fact that Huiskemonotonicity formulal[20]
holds also for Brakke flows; see [23, Lemma 7]. The secondaspthwerful regularity
theory of Brakkel[5] for such flows. In particular, we will eft refer to White's version of
Brakke'’s local regularity theorem [35]. We emphasize théiité/s argument is valid only
for a special class of Brakke flows, but that all Brakke flowssidered in this paper are
within this class.
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A consequence of Huisken’s monotonicity formula is thatBrakke flow/C = {Ht}tzto
has bounded area ratios, th€mas a well-define@aussian densitgt every pointy, s) €
R 1 x (tg,00) given by

@(y_’s) (IC) = lim (I)(y,s) (X, t) diig (X),

t—s—

where
|x—y|?2

(I)(y,s) (x,1) = (47r)_%em .
Furthermore, the Gaussian density is upper semi-contsiuou
Combining the compactness of Brakke flows (cf.l[22, 7.1]hvtite monotonicity for-
mula, one establishes the existence of tangent flows. FoakkBflow/C = {u.},-,, and
apoint(y, s) € R**! x (tg,00), define a new Brakke flow
o §(ves)e
Kss)p — {ut }t2p2(t0—8) )

where
ng-ﬁ)yp

= :uzfpfzt-

Definition 2.1. Let K = {u},-, be an integral Brakke flow with bounded area ratios. A
non-trivial Brakke flow7” = {1}, is atangent flowto K at (y, s) € R™*! x (o, 00),

if there is a sequence; — oo so that¥-*)»i — T. Denote byTan, ,)K the set of
tangent flows tdC at (y, s).

The monotonicity formula implies that any tangent flow is kaardly self-similar.

Theorem 2.2( [23, Lemma 8]) Given an integral Brakke flowiC = {s},., with
bounded area ratios, a poitty, s) € R" ! x (tg, c0) with Oy ,)(K) > 1, and a sequence

pi — oo, there exists a subsequenge and a7 € Tan(y, K SO thatiC™*) P — T
Furthermore, 7 = {1}, is backwardly self-similar with respect to parabolic rekca
ing about(0,0). Thatis, for allt < 0 andp > 0,

0,0),
VtZVt(')p.

Moreover,V,_, is a stationary point of thé” functional and
O(y,s)(K) = Flv_1].

2.3. Level set flows and boundary motions.We will also need a set-theoretic weak mean
curvature flow called the level-set flow. This flow was firstdséa in the context of nu-
merical analysis by Osher-Sethian|[29]. The mathematieaiy was developed by Evans-
Spruck[12E16] and Chen-Giga-Gotd [8]. For our purposdmstthe important advantages
of being uniquely defined and satisfying a maximum principle

A technical feature of the level-set flow is that the levebsetl'y) = {T';},., may
develop non-empty interiors for positive times. This phaeoa is called fattening and is
unavoidable for certain initial sef%, and is closely related to non-uniqueness phenomena
of weak solutions of the flow. We say(Ty) is non-fatteningif eachT'; has no interior.

It is relatively straightforward to see that the non-fatibgncondition is generic; see for
instancel[2R2, Theorem 11.3].

In [22], llmanen synthesized both notions of weak flow. Intigatar, he showed that
for a large class of initial sets, there is a canonical waystpaiate a Brakke flow to the
level-set flow, and observed that this allows, among othieigth for the application of
Brakke's partial regularity theorem. For our purposes; itiportant that the Brakke flow
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constructed does not vanish gratuitously. A similar sysithhenay be found in[15]. The
result we need is the following:

Theorem 2.3([22, Theorem 11.4])If & is a closed hypersurface R"+! and the level-
set flowL(Xy) is non-fattening, then there is a st ¢ R"*! x R and a Brakke flow
K = {ut};>, so that:

(1) E = {(x,t) : u(x,t) > 0}, whereu solves the level set flow equation with initial
dataug that satisfiely = {x : ug(x) > 0} andoEy = {x : up(x) = 0} = Xo;

(2) eachE, = {x: (x,t) € E} is of finite perimeter andi, = H"|0*E,, where
0*Ey is the reduced boundary d@f;.

3. REGULARITY OF SELF-SHRINKING MEASURES OFSMALL ENTROPY

We establish some regularity properties of self-shrinkimgasures of small entropy
whenn > 3. We restrict ton. > 3 in order to avoid certain technical complications coming
from the fact that\; > 2.

3.1. Self-shrinking measures.We will need a singular analog d,,. To that end, we
define the set of self-shrinking measures®tsh! by

SM,, = {p € IM,(R"") : V, is stationary for the” functional spt () # 0} .

Clearly, if ¥ € S,,, thenuy € SM,,. There are many examples of singular self-shrinkers.
For instance, any element 6fe¢ RMC,, satisfiesuc = H"|C € SM,,. Foru € SM,,,
we define theassociated Brakke flo¥d = {1}, 5 by

0 t>0
He = pOvV=t ¢ <0.
One can verify that this is a Brakke flow. Givédn> 0, set
SMu(A) ={p e M, : Mu] < A} andSM,[A] = {pn € SM,, : A[u] < A}.

3.2. Regularity and asymptotic properties of self-shrinking measures of small en-
tropy. A u € ZM,,(R*""1)is acone if u%? = u. Likewise,u € ZM,,(R" 1) splits off
a line, if, up to an ambient rotation &"*!, u = i x ug for i € ZM,,_1(R™). Observe
that if » € SM,, is a cone, thelV,, is stationary (for area). Similarly, ji € SM,, splits
off a line, theni € SM,,_1 andA[u] = A[4].

Standard dimension reduction arguments give the following

Lemma 3.1. Fixn > 3 andA < 3/2 and suppose thd;, a) holds. Ify € SM,,(A)isa
cone, then: = up for some hyperplan®.

Proof. We will prove this by showing that if%; z) holds, then for alB < m < n, if
€ SM,,(A) is a cone, them = up for a hyperplane in R™+1,

We proceed by induction om. Whenm = 3, note thatA < % and so we have that
u = uc for someC € RMC; by [3, Proposition 4.2]. Hence, by the assumption that
RMC5(A) = 0, we must have that is a hyperplane through the origin. To complete the
induction argument, we observe that it suffices to show thaté SM,,(A) is a cone,
theny = pe for someC € RMC,,(A). Indeed, such & must be a hyperplane because
holds and so, by definitiortR MC;, (A) = () for 3 < m < n.

To complete the proof, we argue by contradiction. Suppoasesth () is not a regular
cone. Then there is a poigte sing(x) \ {0}. AsV, is stationary, angk € ZM,,, with
Ap] < A, we may apply Allard’s integral compactness theorem (sé&e TBeorem 42.7
and Remark 42.8]) to conclude that there exists a sequgneecc so thatuy-** — v and
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V. is a stationary integral varifold. Moreover, it follows frothe monotonicity formula
[31, Theorem 17.6] that is a cone; see alsp [B1, Theorem 19.3].

As p is a coney splits off a line. Thatisy = © x ur, wherev € ZM,,, 1 andV; is a
stationary cone and sboe SM,,,_;. Moreover, by the lower semi-continuity of entropy,

AlP] = Ao x pr] < Alp] < A

Thus, it follows from the induction hypotheses that= 15, where P is a hyperplane
in R™ and soV,, is a multiplicity-one hyperplane. Hence, by Allard’s reguity theorem
(seel[31, Theorem 24.2}y, € reg(u), giving a contradiction. Thereforg, = ¢ for a
C € RMC,,(A). O

As a consequence, we obtain regularity for elementS.bf,,(A) under the hypothesis
that holds.

Proposition 3.2. Fixn > 3 andA < 3/2 and suppose thd#, z) holds. If € SM,,(A),
thenu = uy, for someX € S, (A).

Proof. Observe that fop, € SM,,(A), the mean curvature df), is locally bounded by
(1.2). Following the same reasoning in the proof of Lenimé iMeny € sing(u), there
exists a sequenge — oo so thatuy-? — v andV, is a stationary cone and soc SM,,.
By the lower semi-continuity of entropy/v] < A[u] < A. Hence, together with Lemma
[33, it follows thatsing() = 0. That is,spt(u) is @ smooth submanifold &"** that,
moreover, satisfie§ (1.2). Finally, the entropy boundidmplies thatu(Bg) < CR™ for
someC > 0 and so, by[[9, Theorem 1.3pt(u) is proper. Thatisy = us for some
Y esS,. O

If, in addition, holds:

Proposition 3.3. Fix n > 3 andA < A,,_; and suppose that botf¥; z) and
hold. If u € SM,,(A), thenu = us, for someX € S,,(A), and eitherX is diffeomorphic
toS"or X € ACS,,.

Proof. First observe that, by Propositibn B2~ iy for someX € S,,(A). If X is closed,
then it follows from [10, Theorem 0.7] that is diffeomorphic toS™. On the other hand,
if 3 is not closed, then it is non-compact.

Let € = {ut},cp be the Brakke flow associated to Note thaty;, = p, ,—y for
t<0. LetX = {y:y#0,04,)(K)>1} c R*"!\ {0}. As¥ is non-compact¥
is non-empty. Indeed, pick any sequence of points X with |y;| — oco. The points
yi = lyil~'yi € |yi|'S. Hence,®, _jy,-2)(K) > 1. As they; are in a compact
subset, up to passing to a subsequence and relabgling; y, and so the upper semi-
continuity of Gaussian density implies thaty o) (K) > 1.

We next show that’ is a regular cone. The fact that is a cone readily follows from
the fact that/C is invariant under parabolic scalings. To see tiag(X) C {0}, we
note that, by([B, Lemma 4.4], for any € X andT € Tany, oy, T = {1}, Splits
off a line. That is, up to an ambient rotatiom, = 7; x ur with {#;},  the Brakke
flow associated to_, € SM,,_1(A). Here we use the lower semi-continuity of entropy.
Note thatA < X\,_;1 < 3/2. Thus, by Propositioh 3.2 and the hypothesis that, )
holds,?_; = ur forT" € S,,_1(A). Hence, as we assume thgeeg a) holds, T is a
hyperplane through the origin. Therefore, it follows fromaBke’s regularity theorem that,
fort < 0 close t00, spt(u;) has uniformly bounded curvature ngaand so/—t ¥ — X
in Ce, (R"1\ {0}), concluding the proof. O
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As a consequence, we establish the following compactnessam for asymptotically
conical self-shrinkers of small entropy.

Corollary 3.4. Fixn > 3, A < A,,—1, andeg > 0. If both (%, a) and (/% a) hold, then
the set

ACS A —eg) ={2: 2 € ACS,, and\[X] < A — ¢}
is compact in the>° (R™ 1) topology.

Proof. Consider a sequendg € ACS,,[A—¢o] and letu; = us, € SM,[A—eo). By the
integral compactness theorem fBrstationary varifolds, up to passing to a subsequence,
wi — w in the sense of Radon measures. Moreover, by the lower semtinaity of the
entropy,u € SM,[A — €y]. Hence, by Propositidn 3.2, = ux for ¥ € S,[A — ] and
so, by Allard’s regularity theorent;; — ¥ in C72 (R"*!). Finally, as eaclt; is non-
compact and connected, sodsand so, by Propositidn 3.3, € ACS,[A — €], proving
the claim. O

Recall thatC (X) denotes the asymptotic cone of a8y ACS,,. Denote the link of the
asymptotic cone by (X) = C(X) N S™.

Proposition 3.5. Fixn > 3, A < A,,—1, andeg > 0. If both (%, a) and (7, a) hold, then
the set

LnA—¢€] ={L(Z): X € ACS,[A — 0]}
is compact in th&>>°(S™) topology.

Proof. Consider a sequendg € L,[A — ¢] and let:; € ACS,,[A — ] be chosen so
that£(3;) = L, (observe that th&; are uniquely determined bl [B4, Theorem 1.3]). By
Corollary(3.4, up to passing to a subsequeites - € ACS,[A — eg]. We claim that
L; — L=L(Z)inC>(S").

To see this, lef,; = px, andu = us be the corresponding elements&i, [A — ]
and letKC; and/C be the associated Brakke flows. Clearly,— p in the sense of measures.
Hence, by construction, th€,; converge in the sense of Brakke flowskio Since

C(E) = {X e R @(x,O)(’C) > 1}
and likewise forC(X;), we have by Brakke’s regularity theorem thiiH®;) — C(¥) in
Cre (R {0}), thatis£(X;) — L(X) in C>(S™) as claimed. O

Let Br denote the open ball IR**! centered at the origin with radiug. Combining
Corollaryl3.%4 and Propositidn 3.5 gives that

Corollary 3.6. Fixn > 3, A < A\,,—1, andeg > 0. Suppose thafx;, ) and . 4) hold.
There is anRy = Ro(n, A, ¢g) andCy = Cy(n, A, €o) so thatifs € ACS,[A — ], then

(1) £\ Bg, is given by the normal graph of a smooth functioaverC(X) \ 2, where
Q is a compact set, satisfying that fore C(X) \ €,

x| )| + 1x(0) [Vers)u@)| + 1x(0) |75y u)| < Cos

(2) givené > 0, thereis ax € (0,1) andR > 1 depending only om, A, ¢ andj so
thatifp € ¥\ Bg andr = x|x(p)|, thenX N B, (p) can be written as a connected
graph of a functiorv over a subset df, X~ with | Dv| < 6.

As such, for any® > Ry, ¥\ By is diffeomorphic taZ(X) x [0, c0).
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Proof. For any sequencE; € ACS,[A — ], by Corollary[3.# and Propositidn 3.5, up
to passing to a subsequengg, — X in 2 (R 1) for someX € ACS,[A — €], and
L(X;) = L(X)in C>°(S"). Let K; andK be the associated Brakke flows¥p and¥,
respectively. AsS € ACS,,, K|(B2 \ B1) x [~1,0] is a smooth mean curvature flow.
Furthermore, sincé’;, — K, it follows from Brakke’s local regularity theorem thak;
have uniform curvature decay, more precisely, there &kjst > 0 so that for all; and

p € 3; \ Br,

2
> Ix(p)| T VE, As, (p)] < C,
k=0

whereAy, is the second fundamental formBf. As theC(X2;) — C(X), by [34, Lemma
2.2] and[[4, Proposition 4.2], there exiBt, C’ > 0 so that Items (1) and (2) in the state-
ment hold for all>2;. This establishes the corollary by the arbitrariness obthe O

Finally, we need the fact that closed self-shrinkers of sardtopy have an upper bound
on their extrinsic diameter.

Proposition 3.7. Fix n > 3, A < A,_1, andey > 0. Suppose that botffF, z) and
hold. Then thereis & = Rp(n, A, ) sothatify € S,,[A — €] is closed, then
Y C BRD-

Proof. We argue by contradiction. If this was not true, then theraldidoe a sequence
of 3; € S,[A — €] with the property that there are poinis € %, with |p;|] — oco. In
particular, for eactk > v/2n, thereis ariy = io(R) so thatifi > io(R), then:;NOBr #
(. Indeed, if this was not the case, then the mean curvature f{QW—_tE}te[ and

—1,0)
{63m}te[_l 0 would violate the avoidance principle.

Now, letu; = ux, € SM,[A — €]. By the integral compactness theorem for
stationary varifolds, up to passing to a subsequencgthenvergeto g € SM,,[A—¢g).
By Propositiof 3Ry = uyx for someX € S,[A — ¢;]. Furthermore, up to passing to a
further subspace;; — ¥ in C22 (R™+1). It follows thats N dBg # (0 for all R > v/2n.

In other words,Y is non-compact and so, by Proposition] 33, ACS,,. However,
this implies thats is non-collapsed (cf.[3, Definition 4.6]), while the; are collapsed
by [3, Lemma 4.8]. This contradicts|[3, Proposition 4.10d @ompletes the proof. [

4. SNGULARITIES OF FLOWS WITH SMALL ENTROPY

Given a Brakke flowC = {y:},., and a pointxy, t) € sing(K) with ¢, € I, atangent
flow 7" € Tan(x,,¢,) K is of compact typéf 7 = {11}, _ .. ) andspt(v_1) is compact.
Otherwise, the tangent flow is @on-compact typelf every element oflan , ;) K is
of compact type, therixo, tg) is a compact singularity Likewise, if every element of
Tan x, +,)K is of non-compact type, theixo, to) is anon-compact singularity

For the remainder of this section, we fix a dimension> 3 and constantd\ &
(An, /\n_l]ﬂ andey > 0, and suppose that boti{7) and hold. We further as-
sume thatly € R"*! is a closed connected hypersurface Wity < A — ¢y and with
the property that the level set flal(X) is non-fattening and tha#, K) is the pair given
by Theoreni 23.

1The reader may refer to Rem4rk1L.6 for the reason that weatestiA > A,,.
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Proposition 4.1. Let (xo, to) € sing(K) andT € Tan(x, 1) K. T = {11} (_oo,00) 18
of non-compact type, then ; = uyx for someX € ACS,,. Moreover, there is a constant
R; = Ri(n, A, ¢p) so thatforallR > Ry,

T1(Bisr \ Br) x (—1,1)

is a smooth mean curvature flow. Moreover, forale (R, 16R) andt € (—1,1), 0B,
meetspt (1, ) transversally and B, N spt(v;) is connected.

Proof. First, invoking Theorerh 212 and the monotonicity formufais backwardly self-
similar with respect to parabolic scalings abouit0) andv_; € SM,[A — ey]. Further-
more, by Proposition 3.3, we have; = uy for someX € ACS,[A — ¢o]. Finally, by
Corollan{3.6, the pseudo-locality property of mean cuvaflow [24, Theorem 1.B]and
Brakke’s local regularity theorem, there is & > 0 depending only om, A, g so that
for R > Ry,
TL(BIGR \ BR) X (—1, 1)

is a smooth mean curvature flow. Indeed, fortat (—1,1), spt(v) N (Bier \ Br) is

the graph of a function over a subset@f) the asymptotic cone of with small C?

norm. As such, for alp € (R,16R) andt € (—1,1), 0B, meetsspt(v;) transversally.
As A[Z] < A[Xo] < Ap—1 it follows from [4, Theorem 1.1] thaf (), the link ofC(X), is

connected and, hence, saiB, N spt(1;). O

Next we observe that singularities are either compact orammpact.
Lemma 4.2. Each(xg, tg) € sing(K) is either a compact or a non-compact singularity.

Proof. Suppose thatxg, tp) is not a non-compact singularity. Then there iFa=
{vi}ter € Tan(y,.,)K of compact type. By the monotonicity formula and Theorem
23,v_1 € SM,[A — ¢]. It follows from Propositio 313 that_; = px for some

Y € Sp[A — o] andX is closed. Hence, by [30, Corollary 1.27, is the only element of
Tan x,,+,)C and so(xo, to) is @ compact singularity, proving the claim. O

We further prove that
Theorem 4.3. Given (xg, tg) € sing(K), there existpy = po(x0,t0,K) > 0 anda =
a(n, A, ) > 1sothat:
(1) If (x0,t0) is a compact singularity ang < po, then
K| (Baap(x0) x (to — 40?p?, to + 4a®p*)\ {(x0, t0)})
is a smooth mean curvature flow. Furthermore, for Bll € (%ap, 2ap) and
t € (to — p?,to + p?), spt(pe) N OBRr(x0) = 0.
(2) If (x0,t0) is a non-compact singularity angd< po, then
K[ (Bzap(x0) x (to — 4a”p?, to]\ {(x0,t0)})
and
KL (Baap(%0)\Byap(x0)) % (o = g2 to + p?)
are both smooth mean curvature flows. Furthermore, for@aét (5 ap, 2ap) and

t € (to — p?, to + p?), 0Br(x0) meetspt(u,) transversally and the intersection
is connected.

%The proof of [24, Theorem 1.5] uses the local regularity teeoof White, which is also applicable to the
Brakke flows in Theorern 213 and their tangent flows — sek [351$p7-1488].
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Finally, forall t € (to—p?, to), spt(p) N Bay(xo) is diffeomorphic (possibly as a manifold
with boundary) tol' N B, wherel' € S’[A — €] and, ifT' € ACS,, thenT'\B,, is
diffeomorphic toC(T") x [0, c0).

Proof. Seta = 4max {Ry, Rp, 1} whereR; is given by Proposition 411 anfl, is given
by Propositio 317. Without loss of generality, we may asstinat(x,,t,) = (0, 0).

We establish the regularity near (but not@)0) by contradiction. To that end, suppose
that there was a sequence of poif¥s, ¢;) € sing(K)\ {(0,0)} suchthatx;,¢;) — (0,0).

If (0,0) is a non-compact singularity, we further assume< 0. Letr? = |x;|? + |t;].
Then, up to passing to a subsequence, it follows from The@@rthat/C(®:9)-" — T in

the sense of Brakke flows affd= {v;};cr € Tan(g ) K. Letx; = r; 'x; andt; = r; *t;.
Then|x;|? + |t;| = 1, thatis,(%;, ;) lies on the unit parabolic sphere in space-time. Thus,
up to passing to a subsequen@e, ;) — (Xo, to), where|Xo|? + |o| = 1. Moreover, the
upper semi-continuity of Gaussian density implies gt ;,(7) > 1.

Asv_; € SM,[A — €], Propositior 313 implies thaing(r;) = 0 for ¢ < 0. That
is, (Xo,10) is a regular point off if £, < 0. If (0,0) is a non-compact singularity, then
T is of non-compact type ang < 0. Hence, eithetxg, %) is a regular point oty = 0
and|%,| = 1. However in the later case, Proposition|4.1 applie@t&%)-~ ¢ Tang,0)K
implies that(xo, to) is also a regular point of . If (0,0) is a compact singularity, theft
is of compact type and_; = ur for somel’ € S,,(A) by Propositiod 313. This implies
that7 is extinct at time) andsing(7) = {(0,0)}, again implying that, < 0 and(%o, %)
is a regular point of/. Hence, it follows from Brakke’s local regularity theorehat for
all i sufficiently large,(%;, ;) ¢ sing(K(©:0)7¢), or equivalently(x;, t;) ¢ sing(K). This
is the desired contradiction. Therefore, f§r > 0 sufficiently small, ifp < pf, and(0, 0)
is a non-compact singularity, then

K[ (Bzap x (=4a?p?,0]\ {(0,0)})
is a smooth mean curvature flow, whilepit< p, and(0, 0) is a compact singularity, then
K| (Baap x (—40?p?,40%p%) \ {(0,0)})

is a smooth mean curvature flow.

We continue arguing by contradiction and again considerjaesgce,p;, of positive
numbers withp; — 0 andp; < pj,. Up to passing to a subsequenki??)-»: converges,
in the sense of Brakke flows, to sorfile= {v;}:cr € Tan(g oK. If (0,0) is a compact
singularity, then, asv > 4Rp, 9Br Nspt(ry) = @ for R > fa andt € (—1,1) by
Propositio 3.I7 and the avoidance principle. Hence, thereatf the convergence implies
that, forp; sufficiently largep Br Nspt(u:) = O fort € (—p?, p?) andR € (i, 20p;).

If (0,0) is a non-compact singularity, then Proposifion 4.1, ingptfeat

T1(Bio \ Bya) x (<1.1)

is a smooth mean curvature flow and for Bll€ (3, 4a) andt € (—1,1), 9Br meets
spt(v;) transversally and as a connected set. Thus, by Brakke’sfegalarity theorem,
for all i sufficiently large,

KO0 (Baa \ Byg) x (<1,1)
is a smooth mean curvature flow, and hence so is

’CL(Bzam \B%am) x (=p3, P7)-



12 JACOB BERNSTEIN AND LU WANG

Moreover, for allR € ( ap;, 2ap;) andt € (—p2, p?), 9B meetsy, transversally and as
a connected set. Hence as the sequenees arbitrary, there is g < p{, so that ltems
(1) and (2) hold fop < pj.

To complete the proof, we observe that again arguing by adidtion, there is @, <
pg sothatifp < po, Bao N p~*spt(pu_,2) is a normal graph over a domaéhin I' with
small C? norm for somel’ € S,,[A — ). In particular, by Corollary_31692 is a small
normal graph oved B, NI, S0B,, Nspt (1 02) IS diffeomorphic toB,, NI'. Furthermore,
the choice ofv ensuresthat if € ACS,,, thenI'\ B,, is diffeomorphictal(X) x [0, c0). It
remains only to show thas,,, Nspt(u.) is diffeomorphic toB, NI for ¢ € (—p2,0). This
follows from the fact that, as already established, the flannooth inégap x [—2p2,0)
and, for allt € [—p?,0), eitherdB,, N spt(u:) = 0 (if the singularity is compact) or the
intersection is transverse (if the singularity is non-cawtp. As such, the flow provides a
diffeomorphism betwee#,,, N spt(y;) andB,, N spt(p—,2) — see Appendix A. O

We obtain a direct consequence of Theokem 4.3.
Corollary 4.4. For eacht, > 0, sing, (K) = {x: (x,1o) € sing(K)} is finite.

Given a manifoldM we say a subséf C M is asmooth domaiif U is open andU
is a smooth submanifold.

Theorem 4.5. There is anN = N(X) € N and a sequence of closed connected hyper-
surfacesy!, ..., X% so that:
1 2= Eo,
(2) =¥ is diffeomorphic t&";
(3) Foreachi with1 <i < N —1, there is anm = m(i) € N and open connected
pairwise disjoint smooth domairs, . Um(z) c XtandVy,.. Vm(z) C yitt
so that:
e There are orientation preserving diffeomorphisms

ot xh U vi o i\ U U
e EachU! is diffeomorphic t(BR;,_ NI’ wherel; € ACS;,(A) andl“;-\BR;:_ is
diffeomorphic tal(I'%) x [0, c0).

Proof. Let us denote the set of compact singularitie&dfy sing” (K) and the set of non-
compact singularities bying™“ (K). By LemmdZ.Rsing(K) = sing™“ (K) Using® (K).
We note that ifX e sing™“(K), then, by Proposition 3.3, every elementlinx K is
the flow of an element afACS,, and so the tangent flows are non-collapsed at tinre
the sense of |3, Definition 4.9]. Hence, by [3, Lemma Ssitg® (K) # 0. In fact, if we
define the extinction time df to be

T(K) = sup {t : spt(ue) # 0},
then
0 # {x€R"™ : O () (K) > 1} = {x e R"™ : (x,T(K)) € sing “(K)} .

It follows from Theoreni 413 thating® (K) consists of at most a finite number of points.
Observe that iking(KC) consists of exactly one poidt, then we can takév = 1.
Indeed, by the above discussion, this singularity must epaxt and hence, by Propo-
sition[3.3, there is & € S,,(A) diffeomorphic toS™ so that one of the tangent flows at

X is the flow associated tor. In this case we may writkl = {Mzt}te[O,T()C)) where

{Et}te[O,T(/C)) is a smooth mean curvature flow. By Brakke’s regularity teeorthere is a
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t nearT(K) so that; is a small normal graph ovérand hence&! = 33 is diffeomorphic
to I, verifying the claim.

Now let ST(K) = {t € R: (x,t) € sing(K)} be the set of singular times. Notice
that by Corollary’ 4.} there are at most a finite number of dagpoints associated to
each singular time. We observe that®as = ¥, is smooth, there is & > 0 so that
ST(K) C [0, T(K)]. Furthermore, asing(K) is a closed set, so BT'(K).

For eacht € ST(K), let

p(t) = min {po(x,,K) : x € sing ()} > 0,
where po(x, t, K) is the constant given by Theordm¥.3. This minimum is positig
sing, (K) is a finite set. Observe that by Theorem 4.3,
(41) Bap(t) (X) N Bap(t) (XI) =10

whenx, x’ are distinct elements efng, () anda = a(n, A, €) is given by Theorem 4] 3.
Next, chooser(t) € (0, p*(t)) so that

ICL(R"“\ U Bap(t)(x)) x (t—71(t),t +7(t))

x€sing, (K)

is a smooth mean curvature flow. Such axists asing(K) is a closed set.
As ST(K) is a closed subset ¢, T'(K)], it is a compact set and so the open cover
{t—=7(t),t+7(t) : t € ST(K)}
of ST(K) has a finite subcover. That is, there are a finite number ofstime. ., ¢ty €
ST(K), labeled so that; < t;+1 and chosen so that
N/
ST(K) < | Jti — r(t), ti + 7(t:))-
=1
Furthermore, we can assume that for each
(1) For a”_] >4, t; — T(tz) < tj — T(tj),
(2) Forallj <i,t; +7(t;) > t; + 7(¢;), and
(3) Forallj < i< j, t; + T(tj) <tj — T(tj/).
As otherwise, we could delete; — 7(¢;),t; + 7(¢;)) and still have an open cover. Note
that, by the definition of (¢), one must havey: = T'(K).
By TheoreniZ3 we may choose a sequence of paifits. ., sﬁ with t; € (s;,s;),
s —ti| < 7(t:), si < s;, and so that

N'—1
([O,Sl_] U U [sj,s;rl]) NST(K) = 0.

=1
More concretely, first take; € (t; — 7(t1),t1) with s; > 0 andsy, = tn/ + 37(tn0).
Forl <i< N'—1,let
55 =sup (ST(K) N (t; — 7(t:), ti + 7(t:)))
andfor2 <i < N’, let
§; =inf (ST(K) N (t; — 7(t;), ti + 7(t:))) -

The definition ofr(¢;) and Theorerh 413 imply thaf™ = ¢;. As the set of singular times is
closed and; € ST(K), 5] € ST(K) andt; < 5. We treat two cases. In the first case we

i
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suppose that ;1 — 7(tiy1) < t; +7(t;). Ass;,, = tiy1, there are then no singular times
in the interval(t;41 — 7(ti+1),t: + 7(t;)) and so we may take” = s;, to be the same
point in this interval. In the second case, we supposet;hatr( i) < tit1 — 7(tiy1) and
observe thas! < t; + 7(t;) < tiy1 — 7(tiy1). Infact, 37 < ¢; + 7(¢;) as otherwise in
order to coveST(K) assumption (3) from above would not hold. Pickas some pointin
(57,t; +7(t;)) ands;, , as some pointirit; 11 — 7(t;11),t;). The lack of singular times
in [0, 55 ] and in eachs;", s ;] follows by our choices and assumptions (1) and (3) above.
Forl < i < N’ set¥}, = spt(u,+). By the choice ofsi", each¥, is a closed
hypersurface and, as there are no smgular times bets/eemd s, ,, we have forl <
i < N’ — 1 diffeomorphismsp’ : % — X! coming from the flow and, for the same
reason, a diffeomorphis@® : £ — 21_. Observe that priori, theXY. need not consist
of one component (indeeéﬂf’ is empty). By Corollary 4M4sing, (K) is finite for each
1 < i< N’ and we write

{xll, . ,xfw(i)} = sing, (K)

ie., the(x t;) are the singular points of the flow at tmte Up to relabehng there
isan0 < m(i) < M(i) so that forl < j < m(i), (x},t;) € singVC (K )wh|le for

m(i) < j < M(i), (x] ) e sing® (K). SetR’ = ap(t;) and, for each?, letU] . c X%
be the setBg: (x; ) . By (4.0) for fixedj, these are palrW|se disjoint sets and, by
Theoreni 4.3, these |ntersect|ons are transverse and 8¢ the- 9U , are submanifolds
of ¥%_. Hence, theUﬁjE are smooth pairwise disjoint domains.

Furthermore, by Theoreim 4.3 and fact thét) < p(t), eachU;_f is diffeomorphic to
B, NT for somel’; € S,,. In particular, forj > m(i) we have thal/; _ is a closed con-
nected hypersurface while far< j < m(7), 8U1 is non-empty and connected. Hence,
for j > m(i), U] . = 0, while for1 < j < m( ), OU! . is non-empty and connected.
Furthermore, Theorem 4.3 implies that there are d|ffeorimnsrps (see Appendix A)

M (i)
ED YA U Ul_ =%\ U Ul .

As X! is connected an@’(x') = X!, ¥! is also connected. As eaal) _ is
connected, we obtain that! = ¥ \U ) U} _is connected. Lek! be the con-
nected component ot} that contalnslll(El,). Inductively, letX™ = ®i(%%) and
AR VaEAY UM(Z“) U™ and defineX’! to be the connected componentf™
that contamsIﬂ“(El_“). Here we adopt the convention thatif ™ = §, then=’™ = 0.
It follows inductively that eact’, is connected. Led’ : ¥ — S+ be the diffeomor-

phisms given by restricting the’. To be consistent we also 6t = ! and®® = &°.
Finally let

N:max{1gigN’:i’i;é@foralngkgi}.

If N < N, then, by construction$}¥ = () andxY = UN_ for somej > m(N).

If N = N’, thenty = T(K) at which all singularities are compact. Thus it follows
from [10, Theorem 0.7] thab? is diffeomorphic toS™. The theorem now follows by
takingXi = 3¢ for2 < i < N and®’ are the diffeomorphisms given if§? o ¥%)~*. [
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5. A SHARPENING OF[4]

In order to prove Theorem 1.2, we begin with an elementaryriam

Lemmab.1. If xq,...,%,4+1 € R is a sequence of points so that
(5.1) Ixi = xip1| < K(1+ |xq]) "

for 1 < i < mand somek > 0, then

(5.2) %1 — Xpmp1| < K(m)(1+ [x1|) "

whereK (m) = (K +1)™ — 1.

Proof. We proceed by induction an. The lemmais obviously true whem = 1. Suppose
(5.2) holds form = m’. Using this induction hypothesis with (5.1) implies that

X1 =X 42| < |1 =X g1 | H X 1= X 42| < K () (1|1 ) 7 B (T X 42 ])
Furthermore, by the induction hypothesis and triangle uradity
[x1| < K (m")(1+ [x1]) 7" + X
As K(m’) > 0and(1 + |x;])~! < 1, this implies that
Lt x| < 14+ K(m') + [ 1] < (14 K (m"))(1 + [Xmr 41)-
That is,
(Lt a1 )7H < (14 K(m) (1 + )
Hence, R
%1 — Xprpo| < (K (m') + K(1 4+ K(m"))(1+ [x;])

and, by the induction hypothesi&;(m’) = (K +1)™ — 1 and so setting

Km' +1)=Km)+K(1+K@m'))=(K+1)"* -1
verifies that[(5.R) holds fom = m’ + 1 and finishes the proof. O

We next observe that the proof of the main resul{ 6f [4, Then®el] actually allows us
to make the following more refined conclusion.

Proposition 5.2. Fixn > 2, if ¥ € ACS,,[A\.—1], then there is a homeomorphic involution
¢ : S™ — S™ which fixesC(X), the link of the asymptotic coné(X), of &, and swaps the
two components &\ L(X).

Proof. By [4, Theorem 0.1], the linkC(X) is connected and separaf#sinto two compo-
nentsQ2, andQ)_. In particular,C(X) = 9Q, = dQ_. In order to construat, it is enough
to show the existence of a homeomorphism(, — Q_ so thaty| (s : L(X) — L(X)
is the identity map. Indeed, if suchyaexists, one defines by

_ [ vl pefy

(b(p) - { 1/)71(1)) pE O
To explain the construction af let us first summarize the main objects used in the proof

of [4, Theorem 0.1]. First, recall that it is shown there thsgociated t& are two smooth
mean curvature flow§l“f}te[_1,0} with T'", the normal exponential graph ovErof a
small positive multiple of the lowest eigenfunction of thedfsshrinker stability operator
of 3 (normalized to be positive) arld”_, to be a small negative multiple of this function.
In particular, by choosing the multiple small enough, one easure both thaf ™, is
the exponential normal graph of some functionlon, and thatl'—, is the exponential
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normal graph of some function di*,. Furthermore, up to relabeling, eatH = F?f
is diffeomorphic toQ* the components &\ £(X). Moreover, these diffeomorphisms,
which we denote byI*, are given by restricting the map

T(p) = x(p)

x(p)

toT+.
We next use the flov{/l“ft}te[_1 0 to construct a natural diffeomorphisén: I't — '™
which has the property that there is a consti@nt- 0 so that
K

(5.3) x(p) —x(¥(p))| < ————.

x(p) =XV £ T
We do so iteratively. Specifically, byl[4, Items (1) and (2)Rsbposition 4.4 and Proposi-
tion 4.5] there is a constanl, > 0 so that
(5.4) sup sup (|Ari| + |Vt Aps |) < Cy.

te[-1,0] T ¢ ¢ ¢
This, together with([4, Item (3) of Proposition 4.4], imdi¢hat there is @ > 0 so that
for eacht € [—1,0], 7,(I') is a regular tubular neighborhoodBf . It follows from this
and [5.4) that there is& > 0 so that ift;,t2 € [—1,0] and|t; — t2| < 4, thenl“ft1 is a
normal exponential graph ové};‘; and vice versa. As such, for all, t; € [—1,0] with
|t1 — t2| < 4, there is a diffeomorphism
Ui, i TE - TE
defined by nearest point projection frd}ﬁ to Fi. Pick M € NsoMd > 1 and choose
0=s59 > 5 >...> sy = —1sothat|s; — s;11| < ¢ and define a diffeomorphism
v—:T”, - T by
V" =v_ " oW  __o---oW_

50,81 81,82 SM—1,8M"*
Likewise, define a diffeomorphisi™ : T+ — I'*| by
+_ gt + +
T = qjsl\/fysM—l © \PSM—lysM—2 -0 \1151750

and lett ™~ : T'", — T'", be given by nearest point projection. By construction, iis
also a diffeomorphism and so the map

U=U oUhH oPt

is a diffeomorphismb : 't — I'~.
By construction, ift;, t2 € [—1,0] and|t; — t2| < §, then for allp € Ffj,

(5.5) x(p) — x(VE ,,(p))| < p-

Furthermore,[T4, ltem (1) of Proposition 4.4] implies that f € [—1,0] eachT{ is
smoothly asymptotic t6(%). In particular, there is & > 0 and functions;® onC(X)\ Bx
whose normal exponential graph ogdE) sits inside of';* and containg';*\ B, . More-
over, by [4, Item (2) of Proposition 4.2] and [4, Lemma 4.3rhis a constark”’ > 0 so
that forp € C(X)\ Bk,
i (p)| < K'(1+ [x(p)) .

Hence, for anyy, ¢, € [-1,0],if p € Fi \Bzr., then there is a point’ € C(X)\Bgr so

that

(5.6) x(p) = x(p")] < K'(1+ [x(p)) 7
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and also a point” € T'E so that
(5.7) [x(p") — x(p")] < K'(1+ x(p"))) "
Hence, if|t; — t2| < §, then 519113;1el is given by nearest point projection,
[x(p) = x(3; 1, (0)] < |x(p) —x(p")]
< [x(p) = (@) + x(p') — x(p")]
<2K'(1+ [x(p))) 7
As K’ > 0andl + |x(p')| > 1, (5.8) implies that
L+ xE)) ™ < A+ K) A+ [x@)) 7
and so
[x(p) = x(Wig ¢, (M) < 2K'(1+ K')(1 + |x(p))) "
Combining this with[(5.6) one obtains that for alk Ff,
[x(p) = x(¥i5., ()] < K1+ [x(p)])~"
whereK = 2K'(1 4+ K’) + p(1 + 2R). By the same arguments, for alke T+,
[x(p) = (¥~ (p)| < K(1+ [x(p)) "
Hence, it follows from Lemm@a®l 1, that
[x(p) = x(¥(p)| < K(1+ x(p)))~"

whereK = (1 + K)?M+2 1,
To complete the proof set

o = { @O pens

We claim that) is a homeomorphism. First, note that, by [4, Item (3) of Psijan 4.4],

there is ank > 1 andC; > 1 so that ifp € T\ Bg, then

Cr ' x(p)* < distgas (p,C(%)) < Cilx(p)| ™!
wherey < —1. Hence,
(5.8) Cx(p)[* 7 < distgn (T (p), L(2)) < Clx(p)|

17

whereC > Ci. Hence, forg € Q, with distg. (¢, £(X)) sufficiently small, if we set
_1(
q

¢ = (II") ) € I't, then
[x(q)| > C7 distgn (g, £(%)) 77
By 5.3).
(¥ (q")] = [x(d)]] < [x(T(q")) —x(q)]
< KC™ 7 Tdistgn (g, £()) "2 7.
Hence, fordists- (¢, £(3)) sufficiently small,
distsn (g, 4(q)) < 4KC™ 51 disten (g, £(2)) 21 [x(¢)| 7"
Using [5.8), again gives
dists (q,%(q)) < 4KC™ 7 T distgn (g, L(S)) 7 7.
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As u < —1, for anyqy € £(X), the right hand side goes fbasq — ¢o. By the triangle
inequality

dlStS" (QO7 U)(q)) < diStSn (Qa 7/1(‘1)) + diStS" (Qa qO)

and so the right hand side goesit@asq — ¢o. Hence.) is continuous. Finally, aQ.,
is compact and_ is Hausdorff, is a closed map and hence,:ass a bijection, it is a
homeomorphism. O

Theoreni 1R is a standard topological consequence of Ptimpds.2.

Proof. (of Theoreni 1.R)

Observe that a(X) is connected, by [4, Theorem 0.1], there are exactly two eemp
nents ofS™\ £(X), which we denote by/*. Let : S* — S™ be the homeomorphism
given by Propositiof 512 s¢(U~) = U™. Pick a regular tubular neighborho@dc S™
of £L(X). We letV* = U* UT and observe thdf *, the closure ot/ *, is a retract o/ *
and thatZ(X) is aretractionof = V- N V.

As U™ is a retraction o/ * and£(X) is a retraction ofl", the natural inclusion maps
induce isomorphisms between the reduced homology grélgé +) and H,(V+) and
betweenH (£(X)) andH},(T'). As such, there is a natural mép: Hy(V~) — Hy (V1)
defined by the following diagram,

it ~
[on P

H,(U*

N

wherei® : £(X) — U* andj* : T — V* denote the natural inclusion maps and we
used thatp o i~ = i*. As ¢ is a homeomorphism, both. and® are isomorphisms. This
implies that the map

J=(js, =) He(T) = He(V7) @ Hy (V')

is surjective if and only it (V~) = H,(V*) = {0}. Indeed, if the map is surjective,
then for any element € Hy,(V ) there is an elemertt € Hy(T) so that/(8) = («,0).
Thatis,j; (8) = a andjf(8) = 0. Hence,0 = jI(B) = ®(j; (B8)) = ®(a). In other
words, asb is an isomorphismy € ker(®) = {0} and soH, (V) = {0}. The proof that
Hy(V+) = {0} is the same. The converse is immediate.

We next recall several standard facts about the reduced lbgsnof manifolds and of
manifolds with boundary. First of all, a¥X) is a connected, orientéd — 1)-dimensional
manifold, Hy(L(X)) = Hi(T) = {0} for k = 0 andk > n and H,_,(L(X)) =
Hn,l(T) = Z. Likewise, as thd/* are connected, orientedmanifolds with bound-
ary, H,(U*) = H,(V*) = 0for k = 0 andk > n.

In order to compute the remaining reduced homology groupsise the Mayer-Vietoris
long exact sequence for the reduced homolog§lof, V*,S"). This gives the following
exact sequences fér> 0

(5.9  Hui(SY) —— Hy(T) —1— H,(V™) @ Hy (V') —— Hy(S).
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As H(S") = Z for k = n and is otherwisg0}, (5.8) implies that/ is surjective for) <
k <n — 1. Hence, for these, H,(U*) = H,(VF) = {0} and so thé/* are homology
n-balls as claimed. As sucH,_(5.9) further implies thBt(£(X)) = Hy(T) = {0} for
0 < k < n — 2 completing the verification thal(X) is a homology(n — 1)-sphere.

To conclude the proof, it is enough, by the Hurewicz theorenshow thatr, (U*) =
71 (U*) = {1}. To that end first observe that the mdp$ : S” — U* defined by

U+
Fi _ p pE
w=1{ b heve
are continuous. Now supposeis a closed loop irU*. Asm(S") = {1}, there is a
homotopyH : S x [0,1] — S™ takingy to a point. ClearlyF'* o H : S' x [0,1] — U*
is also a homotopy taking to a point. Thatism (U*) = {1}. O

Proof. (of Corollary[1.4)

By Theoreni5.PL(X) is a homology2-sphere. By the classification of surfaces this
means that (X)) is diffeomorphic taS? and so Alexander’s Theorein [1] implies that both
components of*\ £(X) are diffeomorphic taR?, proving the claim. O

6. SURGERY PROCEDURE
We prove Theoreiin 1.1 using Corolldry1.4 and Thedrem 4.5.

Proof. (of Theoreni 1.11)

We first observe thalxs »,) holds by [27, Theorem B] and thé&txs »,) holds by [4,
Corollary 1.2]. If¥ is (after a translation and dilation) a self-shrinker, they [10, The-
orem 0.7],% is diffeomorphic toS?, proving the theorem. Otherwise, flowfor a small
amount of time by the mean curvature flow (using short timstexkice of for smooth closed
initial hypersurfaces) to obtain a hypersurfakg, diffeomorphic toX and, by Huisken’s
monotonicity formula, with\[X'] < A[X]. On the one hand, if the level set flow Bf is
non-fattening, then we sét, = ¥’. On the other hand, if the level set flow Bf is fat-
tening, then we can take, to be a small normal graph ovEr so that\[Xq] < A[X] and,
because the non-fattening condition is generic, the latdl@w of X is non-fattening.

Hence, the hypotheses of Secfidn 4 hold and we may apply €é®5 unconditionally
to obtain a family of hypersurfacés!, ..., =V in R*. As XV is diffeomorphic toS?, if
N =1, then there is nothing more to show and so we may assuméithatl. We will
now show that:V —! is diffeomorphic tox” and hence t&>.

Letus denoteby = U}”( )VN "and bysV = SN\V and letl = U~ m )Ujv‘l
andSN-1 = 2N-1\[U so N1 ZN — 2N-1 s the orientation preservmg diffeomor-
pism given by Theoreri 4.5. By Corollafy 1.4, each componérit és diffeomorphic
to a closed three-balB3. Hence, each component@E~ ! ando>V is diffeomorphic
to S2. Thatis, forl < j < m(N — 1), 0V;Y~" is diffeomorphic toS? and so, asL™

is diffeomorphic to the three-sphere, Alexanders theofghimplies that eacH/N L
diffeomorphic to the closed three-ball. Hence, there alentation preserving dlffeomor-
phisms¥ N1 : VN N

Denote bybe 1. VN 1 — 9UY~" the diffeomorphism given by restricting™
and, likewise, Iehﬁj 8VN v 8UN ! denote the diffeomorphisms given by re-
stricting \Ifj.vfl. Observe, that the orientation Bf¥ and the orientation oif induce oppo-

site orientations o®V . Likewise, the orientation a£V—! and that ofl/ induce opposite
orientations or@U. By construction, thd>§v_1 preserve the orientations induced fraY



20 JACOB BERNSTEIN AND LU WANG

andx~!. Hence, as the orientations inducedy ~' andU¥ " are opposite to those
induced by> andV -1, theg?)j.v_l also preserve these orientations. The same is true of

they N ' As such£Y ' = (¢ ") 1o N1 € Diff  (9V;V '), whereDiff , (M) is
the space of orientation preserving self-diffeomorphisiren oriented manifold/ (here
we may use the orientation @WjN” induced by eithe¥” or £V). By [28] - see alsd [32]
and [7] — the spacBiff , (S?) is path-connected and so any elemenbiff , (S?) extends

to an element obiff , (B®). Thatis, there are diffeomorphisa} " € Diff, (V,¥ ") that

restrict tog ) ' on V¥ . Thus, the map@ Y ! = ¥V 1o N1 YNt gVt
are diffeomorphisms that agree with" —! on the common boundary.
Defined™N—1 : ¥V — »N-1 py

_ @Nﬁl(p) pE N
q)N 1 _ “ B
() { \Ifjv 1(p) perN 1

By construction, this map is a homeomorphism. However, & sandard procedure to
construct a diffeomorphism betwedH' and =N —! by smoothing this map out (see for
instance[[15, Theorem 8.1.9]). HenceM ! is diffeomorphic toS? and iterating this
argument shows that = X! is diffeomorphic taS? as claimed. O

Theoreni L6 follows from Theordm 1.2, Theolen 4.5 and theévtdfetoris long exact
sequence for reduced homology. For completeness, we meuyrtoof of the following
standard topological fact which we will need to use.

Lemma 6.1. Let M be a closedh-dimensional manifold and C M a closed hyper-
surface. IfM is a homologyn-sphere and is a homology(n — 1)-sphere, then each
component of/\ X is a homology:-ball.

Proof. Our hypotheses ensure that bath and > are connected and oriented. Hence,
¥ is two-sided and there is an opéh” C M so thaty = oU™T. LetU~ = M\U*.
To prove the lemma we will need to compute the Mayer-Viettoigy exact sequence
for (U—,U*, M). Strictly speaking, we should “thicke* andU ~ up with a regular
tubular neighborhood of = 0U* as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, but we leave the details
of this to the reader.

The Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence and the fact Mias a homologyn-sphere
andX is a homologyn — 1)-sphere gives the sequences

Hyi1 (M) —2— Hy(S) ——— Ho(U™) @ Hy(U) —— Hyp(M)

Hi1(S™) —2— Hy (S —— Hy(U™) @ Hy(U+) —— H(S™).
For0 < k < n —2andk > n + 1 this immediately gives thal;,(U.) = {0}. When
k =n — 1, the map) is necessarily generated p\] — [X] where[M] is the fundamental
class ofM and[XY] is the fundamental class &f In particular, this map is an isomorphism
and so we conclude thét, ;(U*) = {0}. For the same reasof,, (U*) = {0}, which
verifies the claim. O

Proof. (of Theoreni 1.b)
Arguing as in the first paragraph of the proof of Theofem 1.4 obtain:?, ... 2V
the hypersurfaces given by Theoreml 4.5. 3 is diffeomorphic taS”, it is a homology
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n-sphere. In particular, iV = 1, then there is nothing further to show. As such, we may
assume thatv > 1.

Let us show thaE¥—! is a homologyn-sphere. First, st = LJ;’;(fV’l)I/'jJ\’*1 and
SN = sM\Vand lety = U VUM andSN -1 = £N-1\U. Next observe that, as
Ut = L(IV~1) for somel'Y ! € ACS,(A), Theoreni IR implies that each compo-
nentofd=Nlisa homology(n — 1)-sphere. Hence, @/ = duN-1 is diffeomorphic
to 92 = 9V, we see that each componentdf = 3V is a homologyn — 1)-sphere
and so LemmB®&l1 implies that each componenif i a homology-ball.

We may now use the Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence to ut&rtpatﬁk(iN) =
{0} fork # n—1andH,_,(2N) = z"(N-1)-1 To see this, consider the Mayer-Vietoris
long exact sequence ¢F, =V, V). This long exact sequence and the fact thids the
union of homologyr-balls gives, fork > 0, the exact sequences

Hip1 (BN) — 2 B(0V) ————— Hy (V) @ Hy(SN) —— Hy(SV)

L N

Hpa(S") —2— @ Hp(S" 1) ———— Hy(SN) ———— Hi(S").

Jj=1
Hence, forl <k <n-2andk >n+1, ﬁk(iN) = {0}. Whenk = n — 1, the map) is
generated by="] — ([0V,"7'],..., [0V, ,)]) where[="] is the fundamental class

of £V and[0V;V "] is the fundamental class f/;¥~". It follows that I,,_; (XV) =
Zm™(N-1-1 and, as this map is injective, thét, (V) = {0}. Finally, as>:" is connected,
Hy(2N) = {0}, which completes the computation.

By TheoreniZbyY is diffeomorphic toSV ! and soH, (SN 1) = 0fork # n —1
andH,_,(SN-1) = zm(N-1)=1_ Fyrthermore, Theorem 1.2 implies that each compo-
nent of U is contractible. Hence, applying the Mayer-Vietoris longa& sequence to
(SN-1U,2N-1) gives, fork > 0,

Hk(aﬁ) —_— I:Ik(U) D ka-(EN_l) — ﬁk(EN_l) —_— Ij[k_l(aU)

i L F o [

@ Hy(S"Y) —— HENY) —— H SV ) — @ Hya(S™).
j=1 j=1
In particular, forl < k < n — 2 andk > n + 1, we obtain that, (V1) = {0}. The
Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence further gives the esagtiences

H, 1(00) —>— H, 1(U) & Hyp_ (SN —— H, (SN~ —— H,_»(00)

Zm(Nfl) % Zm(Nfl)*l _ Hn_l(ZNil) E— {O} .

Hered is givenby(l1, ..., lynn=1)) = (h—=lm(N=1)s - > Im(N=1)=1—lm(n—1)). ASO IS
surjective, it follows thaff,,_, (XN ~1) = {0}. Finally, as=N ! is an oriented, connected
n-dimensional manifoldd,,(N~1) = Z and Hy(X¥~') = {0}. Hence,2V~!is a
homologyn-sphere.

As our argument only used th&at"Y was a homology:.-sphere, we may repeat it to see
that each of th&’ is a homologyr-sphere and so conclude thais one as well. O
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APPENDIXA.

Fix an open subséf ¢ R"*!. A hypersurface ir/, 3, is a proper, codimension-one
submanifold ofU. A smooth mean curvature flow i, S, is a collection of hypersurfaces
inU, {¥:},c;, I aninterval, so that:

(1) Forallty € I andpy, € %, there is arg = 79(po,to) and an intervall, =
Io(po, to) with (po, to) € B (po) x Iy € U x I

(2) There is a smooth map : B} x I, — R"*! so thatF,(p) = F(p,t) : B} —
R™*! is a parameterization @8- (pg) N ;; and

1
) (HF (1) =Hz,(F(p,1)).
Itis convenient to consider thapace-time trackf S (also denoted by):

(A1) S={(x(p),t) eR"™ xR:pe} CUxI.

This is a smooth submanifold of space-time and is transversach constant time hyper-
planeR"™*! x {t,}. Along the space-time track, let % be the smooth vector field

d 0

+ Hs, (p).
(pst)

Itis not hard to see that this vector field is tangen$tand the position vector satisfies

(A.3) %X(p, t) = Hy, (p).

It is a standard fact that if eacly in S is closed, i.e. is compact and without boundary,
then there is a smooth map
F:MxI—R"!

so that eaclt”; = F'(-,t) : M — R™*! is a parameterization &i, a closedz-dimensional
manifold M. As a consequence, eakh is diffeomorphic tod].
We will need the following generalization of this last fagtrhanifolds with boundary.

Proposition A.1. Fix R € (0,00] and let{ By, (x1), ..., Ba,,, (xm)} be a collection of
pairwise disjoint balls inBr C R"*! and letU = Bag\ U;~, By, (x;). If {Zdieern
is a smooth mean curvature flowlnwith the property that
(1) Eachs; = 3, N (Br\ U, Bar (xi)) is compact,
(2) Foreachl < i < m, 0Ba,,(x;) intersectsy, transversally and non-trivially for
allt € (—7,7),
3) If R < oo, thendBpg intersectsy, transversally and non-trivially for alt €
(—7,7),
then, for anyty,ts € (—7,7), it] and 22 are diffeomorphic as compact manifolds with
boundary.
Proof. For simplicity, we consider onf\R = oo, m = 1, x; = 0 andr; = % It
is straightforward to extend the argument to the generad.ca®t.S be the space-time
track of the flow, soS is a smooth hypersurface {R"**\B; ) x (—7,7). As each
¥, intersects) B, transversally, it is clear thaf meetsoB; x (—7,7) transversally. In
particular,S = S\ (B; x (—7, 7)) is a smooth hypersurface with boundary. L&t=
S ={(p,t): pe dB NYy,t € (—7,7)}.
Without loss of generality we may assume that the gitien, satisfyt; < t5. Let
S =80 (R"™! x [t1,t2]) andB = B N (R x [t1,1,]). Observe thab is a compact
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manifold with corners and? is one of its boundary strata. The other two boundary strata
areX;, x {t;} and¥, x {t2}.

As 0B; meets eacly; transversally and3 is compact, there is an> 0 so that, for
(p,t) € B, |x" (p,t)| > 2¢, wherexT is the tangential component of the position vector.
By continuity there is & > 6 > 0 so that, for any € [t1,t5] andp € (Bi4s5\Bi—5) N,
Ix"(p,t)| > e. Now letn € C5°(R"*!) be a smooth function with < 1 < 1,7 = 1 on
OB, andspt(n) C Byys\Bi_s. For(p,t) € S consider the vector

(X(p, t) i HEt (p)) T
V(p, t) - —W(X(Pv t)) |XT(p, t)|2 X (pa t)
and observe this gives a smooth vector field$ihat restricts to a smooth compactly
supported vector field on eadh. Let W = % + V which is a smooth vector field ofl.

We claim thatW is tangent taB and transverse tB,, x {t;} U%,, x {ts}. AsV is
tangent toX; x {t¢}, the transversality oW follows from the transversality 0%. This
transversality follows immediately from the definition%f. To see the tangency note that,

by construction3 = {(p, t)ye S |x(p,t)? = 1}. For(p,t) € B, one computes
W - [x(p, t)|* = 2x(p, t) - Vwx(p, 1)

= 2x(p,t) - Hyx, (p) — 2n(x(p, 1))
=0

(X(p, t) i HEt (p))
x"(p, 1)

X(p, t) ’ XT(pa t)

where the last equality used tHat ) € B son(x(p,t)) = 1. This verifies the claim.

To conclude the proof observe that, $i$s compact andW is tangent taB and trans-
verse ta;, x {t; }UY,, x {t»}, standard ODE theory gives that for aRy = (po, to) € S
the initial value problem

{ Y(s) = W(y(s))
TP, (O) =R

has a unique smooth solutian, : [t1 — to, t2 — to] — S which depends smoothly of,.
These solutions satistyyp, (s)) = s+to and so there is a diffeomorphisp ¥;, — 3,

given by(¢(p)a t2) = 7(p,t1)(t2 - tl) U
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