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6 TOPOLOGY OF CLOSED HYPERSURFACES OF SMALL ENTROPY

JACOB BERNSTEIN AND LU WANG

ABSTRACT. We use a weak mean curvature flow together with a surgery procedure to
show that all closed hypersurfaces inR4 with entropy less than or equal to that ofS2 ×R,
the round cylinder inR4, are diffeomorphic toS3.

1. INTRODUCTION

If Σ is a hypersurface, that is, a smooth properly embedded codimension-one submani-
fold of Rn+1, then theGaussian surface areaof Σ is

(1.1) F [Σ] =

∫

Σ

Φ dHn = (4π)−
n
2

∫

Σ

e−
|x|2

4 dHn,

whereHn isn-dimensional Hausdorff measure. Following Colding-Minicozzi [11], define
theentropyof Σ to be

λ[Σ] = sup
(y,ρ)∈Rn+1×R+

F [ρΣ + y].

That is, the entropy ofΣ is the supremum of the Gaussian surface area over all translations
and dilations ofΣ. Observe that the entropy of a hyperplane is one. In [3], we show that,
for 2 ≤ n ≤ 6, the entropy of a closed (i.e. compact and without boundary)hypersurface
in Rn+1 is uniquely (modulo translations and dilations) minimizedby Sn, the unit sphere
centered at the origin. This verifies a conjecture of Colding-Ilmanen-Minicozzi-White
[10, Conjecture 0.9] (cf. [26]). We further show, in [4, Corollary 1.3], that surfaces in
R3 of small entropy are topologically rigid. That is, ifΣ is a closed surface inR3 and
λ[Σ] ≤ λ[S1 × R], thenΣ is diffeomorphic toS2.

In this article, we use a weak mean curvature flow (see [12–15]and [8]) to obtain new
topological rigidity for closed hypersurfaces inR4 of small entropy. This generalizes a re-
sult of Colding-Ilmanen-Minicozzi-White [10] for closed self-shrinkers to arbitrary closed
hypersurfaces and contrasts with the methods of both [10] and [4, Corollary 1.3], which
both use only the classical mean curvature flow.

Theorem 1.1. If Σ ⊂ R4 is a closed hypersurface withλ[Σ] ≤ λ[S2 × R], thenΣ is
diffeomorphic toS3.

One of the key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is a refinement of [4, Theorem
0.1] about the topology of asymptotically conical self-shrinkers of small entropy. Recall,
a hypersurfaceΣ is said to beasymptotically conicalif it is smoothly asymptotic to a
regular cone; i.e.,limρ→0 ρΣ = C(Σ) in C∞

loc(R
n+1 \ {0}) for C(Σ) a regular cone. A

self-shrinker, Σ, is a hypersurface that satisfies

(1.2) HΣ +
x⊥

2
= 0,
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whereHΣ = −HΣnΣ = ∆Σx is the mean curvature vector ofΣ andx⊥ is the normal
component of the position vector. Let us denote the set of self-shrinkers inRn+1 bySn and
the set of asymptotically conical self-shrinkers byACSn. Self-shrinkers generate solutions
to the mean curvature flow that move self-similarly by scaling. That is, ifΣ ∈ Sn, then

{Σt}t∈(−∞,0) =
{√

−tΣ
}

t∈(−∞,0)

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

S
n−k
∗ × R

k =
{

(x,y) ∈ R
n−k+1 × R

k = R
n+1 : |x|2 = 2(n− k)

}

,

where0 ≤ k ≤ n. As Sn−k
∗ × Rk are self-shrinkers, their Gaussian surface area and

entropy agree (cf. [11, Lemma 7.20]). That is,

λn = λ[Sn] = F [Sn∗ ] = F [Sn∗ × R
l] = λ[Sn × R

l].

Hence, a computation of Stone [33], gives that

2 > λ1 >
3

2
> λ2 > . . . > λn > . . .→

√
2.

Theorem 1.2. Let Σ ∈ ACSn for n ≥ 2. If λ[Σ] ≤ λn−1, thenΣ is contractible and
L(Σ), the link of the asymptotic coneC(Σ), is a homology(n− 1)-sphere.

Remark1.3. We always consider homology with integer coefficients.

Forn = 3, the classification of surfaces and Alexander’s theorem [1]gives

Corollary 1.4. LetΣ ∈ ACS3. If λ[Σ] ≤ λ2, thenΣ is diffeomorphic toR3.

To prove Theorem 1.1 we first establish a topological decomposition, i.e., Theorem 4.5,
constructed from the weak mean curvature flow associated toΣ. Together with Corollary
1.4 this allows one to perform a surgery procedure which immediately gives the result.
Both these steps requiren = 3. Forn ≥ 4, one can use Theorem 1.2 and this surgery pro-
cedure to show a (strictly weaker) extension of Theorem 1.1 valid in any dimension where
the two hypotheses below are satisfied. These hypotheses ensure the existence of topolog-
ical decomposition. Specifically, they ensure that if the entropy of an initial hypersurface
is small enough, then tangent flows at all singularities are modeled by self-shrinkers that
are either closed or asymptotically conical.

In order to state these hypotheses, first letS∗
n denote the set of non-flat elements ofSn

and, for anyΛ > 0, let

Sn(Λ) = {Σ ∈ Sn : λ[Σ] < Λ} andS∗
n(Λ) = S∗

n ∩ Sn(Λ).

Next, letRMCn denote the space ofregular minimal conesin Rn+1, that isC ∈ RMCn

if and only if it is a proper subset ofRn+1 andC\ {0} is a hypersurface inRn+1\ {0} that
is invariant under dilation about0 and with vanishing mean curvature. LetRMC∗

n denote
the set of non-flat elements ofRMCn – i.e., cones whose second fundamental forms do
not identically vanish. For anyΛ > 0, let

RMCn(Λ) = {C ∈ RMCn : λ[C] < Λ} andRMC∗
n(Λ) = RMC∗

n ∩RMCn(Λ).

Let us now fix a dimensionn ≥ 3 and a valueΛ > 1. The first hypothesis is

(⋆n,Λ) For all3 ≤ k ≤ n, RMC∗
k(Λ) = ∅.
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Observe that all regular minimal cones inR2 consist of unions of rays and soRMC∗
1 = ∅.

Likewise, as great circles are the only geodesics inS2,RMC∗
2 = ∅. The second hypothesis

is

(⋆⋆n,Λ) S∗
n−1(Λ) = ∅.

Obviously this holds only ifΛ ≤ λn−1. We then show the following conditional result:

Theorem 1.5. Fix n ≥ 4 andΛ ∈ (λn, λn−1]. If (⋆n,Λ) and (⋆⋆n,Λ) both hold andΣ is a
closed hypersurface inRn+1 with λ[Σ] ≤ Λ, thenΣ is a homologyn-sphere.

Remark1.6. If (⋆n,Λ) and (⋆⋆n,Λ) hold forΛ ≤ λn, then it follows from Huisken’s mono-
tonicity formula and the results of [3] and [10] that there doesnot exist a closed hypersur-
faceΣ so thatλ[Σ] ≤ Λ unlessΛ = λn andΣ is a round sphere. Thus, we requireΛ > λn
in order to make Theorem 1.5 non-trivial.

For generaln andΛ ∈ (λn, λn−1], neither the validity of (⋆n,Λ) nor that of (⋆⋆n,Λ)
is known. However, both can be established forn = 3 andΛ = λ2. First, as part of
their proof of the Willmore conjecture, Marques-Neves gavea lower bound on the density
of non-trivial regular minimal cones inR4. In particular, it follows from [27, Theorem
B] that if C ∈ RMC∗

3, thenλ[C] > λ2 and so(⋆3,λ2) holds. Furthermore, it follows
from [4, Corollary 1.2] thatS∗

2 (λ2) = ∅ and so(⋆⋆3,λ2) holds.
Forn ≥ 4, some partial results suggest that (⋆n,Λ) and (⋆⋆n,Λ) hold forΛ = λn−1. For

instance, Ilmanen-White [25, Theorem 1*], have shown that if C ∈ RMC∗
n and is area-

minimizing and topologically non-trivial, thenλ[C] ≥ λn−1. Additionally, [10, Theorem
0.1] says that the self-shrinking sphere has the lowest entropy among all compact self-
shrinkers and [10, Conjecture 0.10] posits that(⋆⋆n,λn−1) holds forn ≤ 7. It is important
to note that there exist many topologically trivial elements ofRMC∗

n. Indeed, the work
of Hsiang [17, 18] and Hsiang-Sterling [19], shows that there exist topologically trivial
elements ofRMC∗

n for n = 5, 7 and for all evenn ≥ 4.
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introducenotation and recall some

basic facts about the mean curvature flow. In Section 3, we show regularity of self-
shrinking measures of low entropy. In Section 4, we study thestructure of the singular
set for weak mean curvature flows of small entropy. Importantly, we give a topological de-
composition, Theorem 4.5, of the regular part of the flow which is the basis of the surgery
procedure. In Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.4. Finally, in Section 6,
we carry out the surgery procedure and prove Theorems 1.1 and1.5.

2. NOTATION AND BACKGROUND

In this section, we fix notation for the rest of the paper and recall some background on
mean curvature flow. Experts should feel free to consult thissection 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 closely as possible.

Denote by

• M(Rn+1) =
{

µ : µ is a Radon measure onRn+1
}

(see [31, Section 4]);
• IMk(R

n+1) =
{

µ : µ is an integerk-rectifiable Radon measure onRn+1
}

(see
[22, Section 1]);

• IVk(R
n+1) =

{

V : V is an integer rectifiablek-varifold onRn+1
}

(see [22, Sec-
tion 1] or [31, Chapter 8]).
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The spaceM(Rn+1) is given the weak* topology. That is,

µi → µ ⇐⇒
∫

f dµi →
∫

f dµ for all f ∈ C0
c (R

n+1).

And the topology onIMk(R
n+1) is the subspace topology induced by the natural inclu-

sion intoM(Rn+1). For the details of the topologies considered onIVk(R
n+1), we refer

to [22, Section 1] or [31, Chapter 8]. There are natural bijective maps

V : IMk(R
n+1) → IVk(R

n+1) andµ : IVk(R
n+1) → IMk(R

n+1).

The second map is continuous, but the first is not. Henceforth, write V (µ) = Vµ and
µ(V ) = µV .

If Σ ⊂ Rn+1 is ak-dimensional smooth properly embedded submanifold, we denote
by µΣ = Hk⌊Σ ∈ IMk(R

n+1). Given(y, ρ) ∈ Rn+1 × R+ andµ ∈ IMk(R
n+1), we

define the rescaled measureµy,ρ ∈ IMk(R
n+1) by

µy,ρ(Ω) = ρkµ
(

ρ−1Ω+ y
)

.

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

µy,ρ
Σ = µρ(Σ−y).

One of the defining properties ofµ ∈ IMk(R
n+1) is that forµ-a.e.x ∈ Rn+1, there is an

integerθµ(x) so that

lim
ρ→∞

µx,ρ = θµ(x)µP ,

whereP is ak-dimensional plane through the origin. When suchP exists, we denote it
by Txµ theapproximate tangent plane atx. The valueθµ(x) is themultiplicity ofµ at x
and by definition,θµ(x) ∈ N for µ-a.e.x. Notice that ifµ = µΣ, thenTxµ = TxΣ and
θµ(x) = 1. Given aµ ∈ IMn(R

n+1), set

reg(spt(µ)) = {x ∈ spt(µ) : ∃ρ > 0 s.t.Bρ(x) ∩ spt(µ) is a hypersurface} ,
andsing(spt(µ)) = spt(µ) \ reg(spt(µ)). HereBρ(x) is the open ball inRn+1 centered
atx with radiusρ. Likewise,

reg(µ) = {x ∈ reg(spt(µ)) : θµ(x) = 1} and sing(µ) = spt(µ) \ reg(µ).
For µ ∈ IMn(R

n+1), we extend the definitions ofF andλ in the obvious manner,
namely,

F [µ] = F [Vµ] =

∫

Φ dµ andλ[µ] = λ[Vµ] = sup
(y,ρ)∈Rn+1×R+

F [µy,ρ].

2.2. Gaussian densities and tangent flows.Historically, the first weak mean curvature
flow was the measure-theoretic flow introduced by Brakke [5].This flow is called aBrakke
flow. Brakke’s original definition considered the flow of varifolds. We use the (slightly
stronger) notion introduced by Ilmanen [22, Definition 6.3]. For our purposes, the Brakke
flow has two important roles. The first is the fact that Huisken’s monotonicity formula [20]
holds also for Brakke flows; see [23, Lemma 7]. The second is the powerful regularity
theory of Brakke [5] for such flows. In particular, we will often refer to White’s version of
Brakke’s local regularity theorem [35]. We emphasize that White’s argument is valid only
for a special class of Brakke flows, but that all Brakke flows considered in this paper are
within this class.
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A consequence of Huisken’s monotonicity formula is that if aBrakke flowK = {µt}t≥t0

has bounded area ratios, thenK has a well-definedGaussian densityat every point(y, s) ∈
Rn+1 × (t0,∞) given by

Θ(y,s)(K) = lim
t→s−

∫

Φ(y,s)(x, t) dµt(x),

where

Φ(y,s)(x, t) = (4π)−
n
2 e

|x−y|2

4(t−s) .

Furthermore, the Gaussian density is upper semi-continuous.
Combining the compactness of Brakke flows (cf. [22, 7.1]) with the monotonicity for-

mula, one establishes the existence of tangent flows. For a Brakke flowK = {µt}t≥t0
and

a point(y, s) ∈ Rn+1 × (t0,∞), define a new Brakke flow

K(y,s),ρ =
{

µ
(y,s),ρ
t

}

t≥ρ2(t0−s)
,

where
µ
(y,s),ρ
t = µy,ρ

s+ρ−2t.

Definition 2.1. Let K = {µt}t≥t0
be an integral Brakke flow with bounded area ratios. A

non-trivial Brakke flowT = {νt}t∈R
is a tangent flowto K at (y, s) ∈ Rn+1 × (t0,∞),

if there is a sequenceρi → ∞ so thatK(y,s),ρi → T . Denote byTan(y,s)K the set of
tangent flows toK at (y, s).

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

Theorem 2.2 ( [23, Lemma 8]). Given an integral Brakke flowK = {µt}t≥t0
with

bounded area ratios, a point(y, s) ∈ Rn+1×(t0,∞) withΘ(y,s)(K) ≥ 1, and a sequence

ρi → ∞, there exists a subsequenceρij and aT ∈ Tan(y,s)K so thatK(y,s),ρij → T .
Furthermore,T = {νt}t∈R

is backwardly self-similar with respect to parabolic rescal-
ing about(0, 0). That is, for allt < 0 andρ > 0,

νt = ν
(0,0),ρ
t .

Moreover,Vν−1 is a stationary point of theF functional and

Θ(y,s)(K) = F [ν−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 first studied in the context of nu-
merical analysis by Osher-Sethian [29]. The mathematical theory was developed by Evans-
Spruck [12–15] and Chen-Giga-Goto [8]. For our purposes, ithas the important advantages
of being uniquely defined and satisfying a maximum principle.

A technical feature of the level-set flow is that the level sets L(Γ0) = {Γt}t≥0 may
develop non-empty interiors for positive times. This phenomena is called fattening and is
unavoidable for certain initial setsΓ0 and is closely related to non-uniqueness phenomena
of weak solutions of the flow. We sayL(Γ0) is non-fattening, if eachΓt has no interior.
It is relatively straightforward to see that the non-fattening condition is generic; see for
instance [22, Theorem 11.3].

In [22], Ilmanen synthesized both notions of weak flow. In particular, he showed that
for a large class of initial sets, there is a canonical way to associate a Brakke flow to the
level-set flow, and observed that this allows, among other things, for the application of
Brakke’s partial regularity theorem. For our purposes, it is important that the Brakke flow
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constructed does not vanish gratuitously. A similar synthesis may be found in [15]. The
result we need is the following:

Theorem 2.3( [22, Theorem 11.4]). If Σ0 is a closed hypersurface inRn+1 and the level-
set flowL(Σ0) is non-fattening, then there is a setE ⊂ Rn+1 × R and a Brakke flow
K = {µt}t≥0 so that:

(1) E = {(x, t) : u(x, t) > 0}, whereu solves the level set flow equation with initial
datau0 that satisfiesE0 = {x : u0(x) > 0} and∂E0 = {x : u0(x) = 0} = Σ0;

(2) eachEt = {x : (x, t) ∈ E} is of finite perimeter andµt = Hn⌊∂∗Et, where
∂∗Et is the reduced boundary ofEt.

3. REGULARITY OF SELF-SHRINKING MEASURES OFSMALL ENTROPY

We establish some regularity properties of self-shrinkingmeasures of small entropy
whenn ≥ 3. We restrict ton ≥ 3 in order to avoid certain technical complications coming
from the fact thatλ1 > 3

2 .

3.1. Self-shrinking measures.We will need a singular analog ofSn. To that end, we
define the set of self-shrinking measures onR

n+1 by

SMn =
{

µ ∈ IMn(R
n+1) : Vµ is stationary for theF functional, spt(µ) 6= ∅

}

.

Clearly, ifΣ ∈ Sn, thenµΣ ∈ SMn. There are many examples of singular self-shrinkers.
For instance, any element ofC ∈ RMCn satisfiesµC = Hn⌊C ∈ SMn. Forµ ∈ SMn,
we define theassociated Brakke flowK = {µt}t∈R

by

µt =

{

0 t ≥ 0

µ0,
√
−t t < 0.

One can verify that this is a Brakke flow. GivenΛ > 0, set

SMn(Λ) = {µ ∈ SMn : λ[µ] < Λ} andSMn[Λ] = {µ ∈ SMn : λ[µ] ≤ Λ} .
3.2. Regularity and asymptotic properties of self-shrinking measures of small en-
tropy. A µ ∈ IMn(R

n+1) is acone, if µ0,ρ = µ. Likewise,µ ∈ IMn(R
n+1) splits off

a line, if, up to an ambient rotation ofRn+1, µ = µ̂ × µR for µ̂ ∈ IMn−1(R
n). Observe

that if µ ∈ SMn is a cone, thenVµ is stationary (for area). Similarly, ifµ ∈ SMn splits
off a line, thenµ̂ ∈ SMn−1 andλ[µ] = λ[µ̂].

Standard dimension reduction arguments give the following:

Lemma 3.1. Fix n ≥ 3 andΛ ≤ 3/2 and suppose that(⋆n,Λ) holds. Ifµ ∈ SMn(Λ) is a
cone, thenµ = µP for some hyperplaneP .

Proof. We will prove this by showing that if (⋆n,Λ) holds, then for all3 ≤ m ≤ n, if
µ ∈ SMm(Λ) is a cone, thenµ = µP for a hyperplaneP in Rm+1.

We proceed by induction onm. Whenm = 3, note thatΛ ≤ 3
2 and so we have that

µ = µC for someC ∈ RMC3 by [3, Proposition 4.2]. Hence, by the assumption that
RMC∗

3(Λ) = ∅, we must have thatC is a hyperplane through the origin. To complete the
induction argument, we observe that it suffices to show that if µ ∈ SMm(Λ) is a cone,
thenµ = µC for someC ∈ RMCm(Λ). Indeed, such aC must be a hyperplane because
(⋆n,Λ) holds and so, by definition,RMC∗

m(Λ) = ∅ for 3 ≤ m ≤ n.
To complete the proof, we argue by contradiction. Suppose that spt(µ) is not a regular

cone. Then there is a pointy ∈ sing(µ) \ {0} . As Vµ is stationary, andµ ∈ IMm with
λ[µ] < Λ, we may apply Allard’s integral compactness theorem (see [31, Theorem 42.7
and Remark 42.8]) to conclude that there exists a sequenceρi → ∞ so thatµy,ρi → ν and
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Vν is a stationary integral varifold. Moreover, it follows from the monotonicity formula
[31, Theorem 17.6] thatν is a cone; see also [31, Theorem 19.3].

As µ is a cone,ν splits off a line. That is,ν = ν̂ × µR, whereν̂ ∈ IMm−1 andVν̂ is a
stationary cone and sôν ∈ SMm−1. Moreover, by the lower semi-continuity of entropy,

λ[ν̂] = λ[ν̂ × µR] ≤ λ[µ] < Λ.

Thus, it follows from the induction hypotheses thatν̂ = µP̂ , whereP̂ is a hyperplane
in Rm and soVν is a multiplicity-one hyperplane. Hence, by Allard’s regularity theorem
(see [31, Theorem 24.2]),y ∈ reg(µ), giving a contradiction. Therefore,µ = µC for a
C ∈ RMCm(Λ). �

As a consequence, we obtain regularity for elements ofSMn(Λ) under the hypothesis
that (⋆n,Λ) holds.

Proposition 3.2. Fix n ≥ 3 andΛ ≤ 3/2 and suppose that(⋆n,Λ) holds. Ifµ ∈ SMn(Λ),
thenµ = µΣ for someΣ ∈ Sn(Λ).

Proof. Observe that forµ ∈ SMn(Λ), the mean curvature ofVµ is locally bounded by
(1.2). Following the same reasoning in the proof of Lemma 3.1, giveny ∈ sing(µ), there
exists a sequenceρi → ∞ so thatµy,ρi → ν andVν is a stationary cone and soν ∈ SMn.
By the lower semi-continuity of entropy,λ[ν] ≤ λ[µ] < Λ. Hence, together with Lemma
3.1, it follows thatsing(µ) = ∅. That is,spt(µ) is a smooth submanifold ofRn+1 that,
moreover, satisfies (1.2). Finally, the entropy bound onµ implies thatµ(BR) ≤ CRn for
someC > 0 and so, by [9, Theorem 1.3],spt(µ) is proper. That is,µ = µΣ for some
Σ ∈ Sn. �

If, in addition, (⋆⋆n,Λ) holds:

Proposition 3.3. Fix n ≥ 3 andΛ ≤ Λn−1 and suppose that both(⋆n,Λ) and (⋆⋆n,Λ)
hold. If µ ∈ SMn(Λ), thenµ = µΣ for someΣ ∈ Sn(Λ), and eitherΣ is diffeomorphic
to Sn or Σ ∈ ACSn.

Proof. First observe that, by Proposition 3.2,µ = µΣ for someΣ ∈ Sn(Λ). If Σ is closed,
then it follows from [10, Theorem 0.7] thatΣ is diffeomorphic toSn. On the other hand,
if Σ is not closed, then it is non-compact.

Let K = {µt}t∈R
be the Brakke flow associated toµ. Note thatµt = µ√

−tΣ for
t < 0. Let X =

{

y : y 6= 0,Θ(y,0)(K) ≥ 1
}

⊂ R
n+1 \ {0}. As Σ is non-compact,X

is non-empty. Indeed, pick any sequence of pointsyi ∈ Σ with |yi| → ∞. The points
ŷi = |yi|−1yi ∈ |yi|−1Σ. Hence,Θ(ŷi,−|yi|−2)(K) ≥ 1. As theŷi are in a compact
subset, up to passing to a subsequence and relabeling,ŷi → ŷ, and so the upper semi-
continuity of Gaussian density implies thatΘ(ŷ,0)(K) ≥ 1.

We next show thatX is a regular cone. The fact thatX is a cone readily follows from
the fact thatK is invariant under parabolic scalings. To see thatsing(X ) ⊂ {0}, we
note that, by [3, Lemma 4.4], for anyy ∈ X andT ∈ Tan(y,0)K, T = {νt}t∈R

splits
off a line. That is, up to an ambient rotation,νt = ν̂t × µR with {ν̂t}t∈R

the Brakke
flow associated tôν−1 ∈ SMn−1(Λ). Here we use the lower semi-continuity of entropy.
Note thatΛ ≤ λn−1 < 3/2. Thus, by Proposition 3.2 and the hypothesis that(⋆n,Λ)
holds, ν̂−1 = µΓ for Γ ∈ Sn−1(Λ). Hence, as we assume that (⋆⋆n,Λ) holds,Γ is a
hyperplane through the origin. Therefore, it follows from Brakke’s regularity theorem that,
for t < 0 close to0, spt(µt) has uniformly bounded curvature neary and so

√−tΣ → X
in C∞

loc

(

R
n+1\ {0}

)

, concluding the proof. �
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As a consequence, we establish the following compactness theorem for asymptotically
conical self-shrinkers of small entropy.

Corollary 3.4. Fix n ≥ 3, Λ ≤ Λn−1, andǫ0 > 0. If both (⋆n,Λ) and (⋆⋆n,Λ) hold, then
the set

ACSn[Λ− ǫ0] = {Σ : Σ ∈ ACSn andλ[Σ] ≤ Λ− ǫ0}
is compact in theC∞

loc(R
n+1) topology.

Proof. Consider a sequenceΣi ∈ ACSn[Λ−ǫ0] and letµi = µΣi
∈ SMn[Λ−ǫ0]. By the

integral compactness theorem forF -stationary varifolds, up to passing to a subsequence,
µi → µ in the sense of Radon measures. Moreover, by the lower semi-continuity of the
entropy,µ ∈ SMn[Λ − ǫ0]. Hence, by Proposition 3.2,µ = µΣ for Σ ∈ Sn[Λ − ǫ0] and
so, by Allard’s regularity theorem,Σi → Σ in C∞

loc(R
n+1). Finally, as eachΣi is non-

compact and connected, so isΣ and so, by Proposition 3.3,Σ ∈ ACSn[Λ − ǫ0], proving
the claim. �

Recall thatC(Σ) denotes the asymptotic cone of anyΣ ∈ ACSn. Denote the link of the
asymptotic cone byL(Σ) = C(Σ) ∩ Sn.

Proposition 3.5. Fix n ≥ 3, Λ ≤ λn−1, andǫ0 > 0. If both(⋆n,Λ) and (⋆⋆n,Λ) hold, then
the set

Ln[Λ− ǫ0] = {L(Σ) : Σ ∈ ACSn[Λ− ǫ0]}
is compact in theC∞(Sn) topology.

Proof. Consider a sequenceLi ∈ Ln[Λ − ǫ0] and letΣi ∈ ACSn[Λ − ǫ0] be chosen so
thatL(Σi) = Li (observe that theΣi are uniquely determined by [34, Theorem 1.3]). By
Corollary 3.4, up to passing to a subsequence,Σi → Σ ∈ ACSn[Λ − ǫ0]. We claim that
Li → L = L(Σ) in C∞(Sn).

To see this, letµi = µΣi
andµ = µΣ be the corresponding elements ofSMn[Λ − ǫ0]

and letKi andK be the associated Brakke flows. Clearly,µi → µ in the sense of measures.
Hence, by construction, theKi converge in the sense of Brakke flows toK. Since

C(Σ) =
{

x ∈ R
n+1 : Θ(x,0)(K) ≥ 1

}

and likewise forC(Σi), we have by Brakke’s regularity theorem thatC(Σi) → C(Σ) in
C∞

loc(R
n+1\ {0}), that isL(Σi) → L(Σ) in C∞(Sn) as claimed. �

LetBR denote the open ball inRn+1 centered at the origin with radiusR. Combining
Corollary 3.4 and Proposition 3.5 gives that

Corollary 3.6. Fix n ≥ 3, Λ ≤ λn−1, andǫ0 > 0. Suppose that(⋆n,Λ) and (⋆⋆n,Λ) hold.
There is anR0 = R0(n,Λ, ǫ0) andC0 = C0(n,Λ, ǫ0) so that ifΣ ∈ ACSn[Λ− ǫ0], then

(1) Σ\ B̄R0 is given by the normal graph of a smooth functionu overC(Σ)\Ω, where
Ω is a compact set, satisfying that forp ∈ C(Σ) \ Ω,

|x(p)| |u(p)|+ |x(p)|2
∣

∣∇C(Σ)u(p)
∣

∣+ |x(p)|3
∣

∣

∣
∇2

C(Σ)u(p)
∣

∣

∣
≤ C0;

(2) givenδ > 0, there is aκ ∈ (0, 1) andR > 1 depending only onn,Λ, ǫ0 andδ so
that if p ∈ Σ\BR andr = κ|x(p)|, thenΣ∩Br(p) can be written as a connected
graph of a functionv over a subset ofTpΣ with |Dv| ≤ δ.

As such, for anyR ≥ R0, Σ\BR is diffeomorphic toL(Σ)× [0,∞).
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Proof. For any sequenceΣi ∈ ACSn[Λ − ǫ0], by Corollary 3.4 and Proposition 3.5, up
to passing to a subsequence,Σi → Σ in C∞

loc(R
n+1) for someΣ ∈ ACSn[Λ − ǫ0], and

L(Σi) → L(Σ) in C∞(Sn). Let Ki andK be the associated Brakke flows toΣi andΣ,
respectively. AsΣ ∈ ACSn, K⌊(B2 \ B̄1) × [−1, 0] is a smooth mean curvature flow.
Furthermore, sinceKi → K, it follows from Brakke’s local regularity theorem thatΣi

have uniform curvature decay, more precisely, there existR,C > 0 so that for alli and
p ∈ Σi \BR,

2
∑

k=0

|x(p)|k+1 ∣
∣∇k

Σi
AΣi

(p)
∣

∣ ≤ C,

whereAΣi
is the second fundamental form ofΣi. As theC(Σi) → C(Σ), by [34, Lemma

2.2] and [4, Proposition 4.2], there existR′, C′ > 0 so that Items (1) and (2) in the state-
ment hold for allΣi. This establishes the corollary by the arbitrariness of theΣi. �

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

Proposition 3.7. Fix n ≥ 3, Λ ≤ λn−1, and ǫ0 > 0. Suppose that both(⋆n,Λ) and
(⋆⋆n,Λ) hold. Then there is aRD = RD(n,Λ, ǫ0) so that ifΣ ∈ Sn[Λ− ǫ0] is closed, then
Σ ⊂ B̄RD

.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. If this was not true, then there would be a sequence
of Σi ∈ Sn[Λ − ǫ0] with the property that there are pointspi ∈ Σi with |pi| → ∞. In
particular, for eachR >

√
2n, there is ani0 = i0(R) so that ifi > i0(R), thenΣi∩∂BR 6=

∅. Indeed, if this was not the case, then the mean curvature flows
{√−tΣ

}

t∈[−1,0)
and

{

∂B√
R2−2n(t+1)

}

t∈[−1,0)
would violate the avoidance principle.

Now, let µi = µΣi
∈ SMn[Λ − ǫ0]. By the integral compactness theorem forF -

stationary varifolds, up to passing to a subsequence theµi converge to aµ ∈ SMn[Λ−ǫ0].
By Proposition 3.2,µ = µΣ for someΣ ∈ Sn[Λ − ǫ0]. Furthermore, up to passing to a
further subspace,Σi → Σ in C∞

loc(R
n+1). It follows thatΣ ∩ ∂BR 6= ∅ for all R >

√
2n.

In other words,Σ is non-compact and so, by Proposition 3.3,Σ ∈ ACSn. However,
this implies thatΣ is non-collapsed (cf. [3, Definition 4.6]), while theΣi are collapsed
by [3, Lemma 4.8]. This contradicts [3, Proposition 4.10] and completes the proof. �

4. SINGULARITIES OF FLOWS WITH SMALL ENTROPY

Given a Brakke flowK = {µt}t∈I and a point(x0, t0) ∈ sing(K) with t0 ∈ I̊, a tangent
flow T ∈ Tan(x0,t0)K is of compact typeif T = {νt}t∈(−∞,∞) andspt(ν−1) is compact.
Otherwise, the tangent flow is ofnon-compact type. If every element ofTan(x0,t0)K is
of compact type, then(x0, t0) is a compact singularity. Likewise, if every element of
Tan(x0,t0)K is of non-compact type, then(x0, t0) is anon-compact singularity.

For the remainder of this section, we fix a dimensionn ≥ 3 and constantsΛ ∈
(λn, λn−1]

1 andǫ0 > 0, and suppose that both (⋆n,Λ) and (⋆⋆n,Λ) hold. We further as-
sume thatΣ0 ⊂ Rn+1 is a closed connected hypersurface withλ[Σ0] ≤ Λ − ǫ0 and with
the property that the level set flowL(Σ0) is non-fattening and that(E,K) is the pair given
by Theorem 2.3.

1The reader may refer to Remark 1.6 for the reason that we restrict to Λ > λn.
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Proposition 4.1. Let (x0, t0) ∈ sing(K) andT ∈ Tan(x0,t0)K. If T = {νt}t∈(−∞,∞) is
of non-compact type, thenν−1 = µΣ for someΣ ∈ ACSn. Moreover, there is a constant
R1 = R1(n,Λ, ǫ0) so that for allR ≥ R1,

T ⌊
(

B16R \ B̄R

)

× (−1, 1)

is a smooth mean curvature flow. Moreover, for allρ ∈ (R, 16R) and t ∈ (−1, 1), ∂Bρ

meetsspt(νt) transversally and∂Bρ ∩ spt(νt) is connected.

Proof. First, invoking Theorem 2.2 and the monotonicity formula,T is backwardly self-
similar with respect to parabolic scalings about(0, 0) andν−1 ∈ SMn[Λ − ǫ0]. Further-
more, by Proposition 3.3, we haveν−1 = µΣ for someΣ ∈ ACSn[Λ − ǫ0]. Finally, by
Corollary 3.6, the pseudo-locality property of mean curvature flow [24, Theorem 1.5]2 and
Brakke’s local regularity theorem, there is anR1 > 0 depending only onn,Λ, ǫ0 so that
for R > R1,

T ⌊
(

B16R \ B̄R

)

× (−1, 1)

is a smooth mean curvature flow. Indeed, for allt ∈ (−1, 1), spt(νt) ∩
(

B16R \ B̄R

)

is
the graph of a function over a subset ofC(Σ) the asymptotic cone ofΣ with smallC2

norm. As such, for allρ ∈ (R, 16R) andt ∈ (−1, 1), ∂Bρ meetsspt(νt) transversally.
As λ[Σ] ≤ λ[Σ0] < λn−1 it follows from [4, Theorem 1.1] thatL(Σ), the link ofC(Σ), is
connected and, hence, so is∂Bρ ∩ spt(νt). �

Next we observe that singularities are either compact or non-compact.

Lemma 4.2. Each(x0, t0) ∈ sing(K) is either a compact or a non-compact singularity.

Proof. Suppose that(x0, t0) is not a non-compact singularity. Then there is aT =
{νt}t∈R ∈ Tan(x0,t0)K of compact type. By the monotonicity formula and Theorem
2.2, ν−1 ∈ SMn[Λ − ǫ0]. It follows from Proposition 3.3 thatν−1 = µΣ for some
Σ ∈ Sn[Λ − ǫ0] andΣ is closed. Hence, by [30, Corollary 1.2],T is the only element of
Tan(x0,t0)K and so(x0, t0) is a compact singularity, proving the claim. �

We further prove that

Theorem 4.3. Given(x0, t0) ∈ sing(K), there existρ0 = ρ0(x0, t0,K) > 0 andα =
α(n,Λ, ǫ0) > 1 so that:

(1) If (x0, t0) is a compact singularity andρ < ρ0, then

K⌊
(

B2αρ(x0)× (t0 − 4α2ρ2, t0 + 4α2ρ2)\ {(x0, t0)}
)

is a smooth mean curvature flow. Furthermore, for allR ∈ (12αρ, 2αρ) and
t ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0 + ρ2), spt(µt) ∩ ∂BR(x0) = ∅.

(2) If (x0, t0) is a non-compact singularity andρ < ρ0, then

K⌊
(

B2αρ(x0)× (t0 − 4α2ρ2, t0]\ {(x0, t0)}
)

and
K⌊

(

B2αρ(x0)\B̄ 1
2αρ

(x0)
)

× (t0 − ρ2, t0 + ρ2)

are both smooth mean curvature flows. Furthermore, for allR ∈ (12αρ, 2αρ) and
t ∈ (t0 − ρ2, t0 + ρ2), ∂BR(x0) meetsspt(µt) transversally and the intersection
is connected.

2The proof of [24, Theorem 1.5] uses the local regularity theorem of White, which is also applicable to the
Brakke flows in Theorem 2.3 and their tangent flows – see [35, pp. 1487–1488].
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Finally, for all t ∈ (t0−ρ2, t0), spt(µt)∩B̄αρ(x0) is diffeomorphic (possibly as a manifold
with boundary) toΓ ∩ B̄α, whereΓ ∈ S∗

n[Λ − ǫ0] and, if Γ ∈ ACSn, thenΓ\Bα is
diffeomorphic toL(Γ)× [0,∞).

Proof. Setα = 4max {R1, RD, 1} whereR1 is given by Proposition 4.1 andRD is given
by Proposition 3.7. Without loss of generality, we may assume that(x0, t0) = (0, 0).

We establish the regularity near (but not at)(0, 0) by contradiction. To that end, suppose
that there was a sequence of points(xi, ti) ∈ sing(K)\ {(0, 0)} such that(xi, ti) → (0, 0).
If (0, 0) is a non-compact singularity, we further assumeti ≤ 0. Let r2i = |xi|2 + |ti|.
Then, up to passing to a subsequence, it follows from Theorem2.2 thatK(0,0),ri → T in
the sense of Brakke flows andT = {νt}t∈R ∈ Tan(0,0)K. Let x̃i = r−1

i xi andt̃i = r−2
i ti.

Then|x̃i|2 + |t̃i| = 1, that is,(x̃i, t̃i) lies on the unit parabolic sphere in space-time. Thus,
up to passing to a subsequence,(x̃i, t̃i) → (x̃0, t̃0), where|x̃0|2 + |t̃0| = 1. Moreover, the
upper semi-continuity of Gaussian density implies thatΘ(x̃0,t̃0)

(T ) ≥ 1.
As ν−1 ∈ SMn[Λ − ǫ0], Proposition 3.3 implies thatsing(νt) = ∅ for t < 0. That

is, (x̃0, t̃0) is a regular point ofT if t̃0 < 0. If (0, 0) is a non-compact singularity, then
T is of non-compact type and̃t0 ≤ 0. Hence, either(x̃0, t̃0) is a regular point or̃t0 = 0
and|x̃0| = 1. However in the later case, Proposition 4.1 applied toT (0,0),α ∈ Tan(0,0)K
implies that(x̃0, t̃0) is also a regular point ofT . If (0, 0) is a compact singularity, thenT
is of compact type andν−1 = µΓ for someΓ ∈ Sn(Λ) by Proposition 3.3. This implies
thatT is extinct at time0 andsing(T ) = {(0, 0)}, again implying that̃t0 ≤ 0 and(x̃0, t̃0)
is a regular point ofT . Hence, it follows from Brakke’s local regularity theorem that for
all i sufficiently large,(x̃i, t̃i) /∈ sing(K(0,0),ri), or equivalently,(xi, ti) /∈ sing(K). This
is the desired contradiction. Therefore, forρ′0 > 0 sufficiently small, ifρ < ρ′0 and(0, 0)
is a non-compact singularity, then

K⌊
(

B2αρ × (−4α2ρ2, 0] \ {(0, 0)}
)

is a smooth mean curvature flow, while, ifρ < ρ′0 and(0, 0) is a compact singularity, then

K⌊
(

B2αρ × (−4α2ρ2, 4α2ρ2) \ {(0, 0)}
)

is a smooth mean curvature flow.
We continue arguing by contradiction and again consider a sequence,ρi, of positive

numbers withρi → 0 andρi < ρ′0. Up to passing to a subsequence,K(0,0),ρi converges,
in the sense of Brakke flows, to someT = {νt}t∈R ∈ Tan(0,0)K. If (0, 0) is a compact
singularity, then, asα ≥ 4RD, ∂BR ∩ spt(νt) = ∅ for R ≥ 1

2α and t ∈ (−1, 1) by
Proposition 3.7 and the avoidance principle. Hence, the nature of the convergence implies
that, forρi sufficiently large,∂BR∩spt(µt) = ∅ for t ∈ (−ρ2i , ρ2i ) andR ∈ (12αρi, 2αρi).
If (0, 0) is a non-compact singularity, then Proposition 4.1, implies that

T ⌊
(

B4α \ B̄ 1
4α

)

× (−1, 1)

is a smooth mean curvature flow and for allR ∈ (14α, 4α) andt ∈ (−1, 1), ∂BR meets
spt(νt) transversally and as a connected set. Thus, by Brakke’s local regularity theorem,
for all i sufficiently large,

K(0,0),ρi⌊
(

B2α \ B̄ 1
2α

)

× (−1, 1)

is a smooth mean curvature flow, and hence so is

K⌊
(

B2αρi
\ B̄ 1

2αρi

)

× (−ρ2i , ρ2i ).
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Moreover, for allR ∈ (12αρi, 2αρi) andt ∈ (−ρ2i , ρ2i ), ∂BR meetsµt transversally and as
a connected set. Hence, as the sequenceρi was arbitrary, there is aρ′′0 < ρ′0 so that Items
(1) and (2) hold forρ < ρ′′0 .

To complete the proof, we observe that again arguing by contradiction, there is aρ0 <
ρ′′0 so that ifρ < ρ0, B2α ∩ ρ−1 spt(µ−ρ2) is a normal graph over a domainΩ in Γ with
smallC2 norm for someΓ ∈ Sn[Λ − ǫ0]. In particular, by Corollary 3.6,∂Ω is a small
normal graph over∂Bα∩Γ, soB̄αρ∩spt(µ−ρ2 ) is diffeomorphic toB̄α∩Γ. Furthermore,
the choice ofα ensures that ifΓ ∈ ACSn, thenΓ\Bα is diffeomorphic toL(Σ)×[0,∞). It
remains only to show that̄Bαρ∩spt(µt) is diffeomorphic toB̄α∩Γ for t ∈ (−ρ2, 0). This
follows from the fact that, as already established, the flow is smooth inB̄2αρ × [−2ρ2, 0)
and, for allt ∈ [−ρ2, 0), either∂Bαρ ∩ spt(µt) = ∅ (if the singularity is compact) or the
intersection is transverse (if the singularity is non-compact). As such, the flow provides a
diffeomorphism between̄Bαρ ∩ spt(µt) andB̄αρ ∩ spt(µ−ρ2) – see Appendix A. �

We obtain a direct consequence of Theorem 4.3.

Corollary 4.4. For eacht0 > 0, singt0(K) = {x : (x, t0) ∈ sing(K)} is finite.

Given a manifoldM we say a subsetU ⊂ M is asmooth domainif U is open and∂U
is a smooth submanifold.

Theorem 4.5. There is anN = N(Σ0) ∈ N and a sequence of closed connected hyper-
surfacesΣ1, . . . ,ΣN so that:

(1) Σ1 = Σ0;
(2) ΣN is diffeomorphic toSn;
(3) For eachi with 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, there is anm = m(i) ∈ N and open connected

pairwise disjoint smooth domainsU i
1, . . . , U

i
m(i) ⊂ Σi andV i

1 , . . . , V
i
m(i) ⊂ Σi+1

so that:
• There are orientation preserving diffeomorphisms

Φ̂i : Σi+1\ ∪m(i)
j=1 V i

j → Σi\ ∪m(i)
j=1 U i

j ;

• EachŪ i
j is diffeomorphic toB̄Ri

j
∩Γi

j whereΓi
j ∈ ACS∗

n(Λ) andΓi
j\BRi

j
is

diffeomorphic toL(Γi
j)× [0,∞).

Proof. Let us denote the set of compact singularities ofK by singC(K) and the set of non-
compact singularities bysingNC(K). By Lemma 4.2,sing(K) = singNC(K)∪singC(K).
We note that ifX ∈ singNC(K), then, by Proposition 3.3, every element ofTanXK is
the flow of an element ofACSn and so the tangent flows are non-collapsed at time0 in
the sense of [3, Definition 4.9]. Hence, by [3, Lemma 5.1],singC(K) 6= ∅. In fact, if we
define the extinction time ofK to be

T (K) = sup {t : spt(µt) 6= ∅} ,
then

∅ 6=
{

x ∈ R
n+1 : Θ(x0,T (K))(K) ≥ 1

}

=
{

x ∈ R
n+1 : (x, T (K)) ∈ sing C(K)

}

.

It follows from Theorem 4.3 thatsingC(K) consists of at most a finite number of points.
Observe that ifsing(K) consists of exactly one pointX0, then we can takeN = 1.

Indeed, by the above discussion, this singularity must be compact and hence, by Propo-
sition 3.3, there is aΓ ∈ Sn(Λ) diffeomorphic toSn so that one of the tangent flows at
X0 is the flow associated toµΓ. In this case we may writeK = {µΣt

}t∈[0,T (K)) where
{Σt}t∈[0,T (K)) is a smooth mean curvature flow. By Brakke’s regularity theorem, there is a
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t nearT (K) so thatΣt is a small normal graph overΓ and henceΣ1 = Σ0 is diffeomorphic
to Γ, verifying the claim.

Now let ST(K) = {t ∈ R : (x, t) ∈ sing(K)} be the set of singular times. Notice
that by Corollary 4.4 there are at most a finite number of singular points associated to
each singular time. We observe that asΣ1 = Σ0 is smooth, there is aδ > 0 so that
ST(K) ⊂ [δ, T (K)]. Furthermore, assing(K) is a closed set, so isST(K).

For eacht ∈ ST(K), let

ρ(t) = min {ρ0(x, t,K) : x ∈ sing t(K)} > 0,

whereρ0(x, t,K) is the constant given by Theorem 4.3. This minimum is positive as
singt(K) is a finite set. Observe that by Theorem 4.3,

(4.1) Bαρ(t)(x) ∩Bαρ(t)(x
′) = ∅

whenx,x′ are distinct elements ofsingt(K) andα = α(n,Λ, ǫ0) is given by Theorem 4.3.
Next, chooseτ(t) ∈ (0, ρ2(t)) so that

K⌊



R
n+1 \

⋃

x∈singt(K)

B̄αρ(t)(x)



 × (t− τ(t), t+ τ(t))

is a smooth mean curvature flow. Such aτ exists assing(K) is a closed set.
As ST(K) is a closed subset of[0, T (K)], it is a compact set and so the open cover

{(t− τ(t), t + τ(t)) : t ∈ ST(K)}
of ST(K) has a finite subcover. That is, there are a finite number of times t1, . . . , tN ′ ∈
ST(K), labeled so thatti < ti+1 and chosen so that

ST(K) ⊂
N ′
⋃

i=1

(ti − τ(ti), ti + τ(ti)).

Furthermore, we can assume that for eachi:

(1) For allj > i, ti − τ(ti) < tj − τ(tj),
(2) For allj < i, ti + τ(ti) > tj + τ(tj), and
(3) For allj < i < j′, tj + τ(tj) < tj′ − τ(tj′ ).

As otherwise, we could delete(ti − τ(ti), ti + τ(ti)) and still have an open cover. Note
that, by the definition ofτ(t), one must havetN ′ = T (K).

By Theorem 4.3 we may choose a sequence of pointss±1 , . . . , s
±
N ′ with ti ∈ (s−i , s

+
i ),

|s±i − ti| < τ(ti), s
+
i ≤ s−i+1 and so that



[0, s−1 ] ∪
N ′−1
⋃

i=1

[s+i , s
−
i+1]



 ∩ ST(K) = ∅.

More concretely, first takes−1 ∈ (t1 − τ(t1), t1) with s−1 > 0 ands+N ′ = tN ′ + 1
2τ(tN ′).

For1 ≤ i ≤ N ′ − 1, let

s̃+i = sup (ST(K) ∩ (ti − τ(ti), ti + τ(ti)))

and for2 ≤ i ≤ N ′, let

s̃−i = inf (ST(K) ∩ (ti − τ(ti), ti + τ(ti))) .

The definition ofτ(ti) and Theorem 4.3 imply that̃s−i = ti. As the set of singular times is
closed andti ∈ ST(K), s̃+i ∈ ST(K) andti ≤ s̃+i . We treat two cases. In the first case we
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suppose thatti+1 − τ(ti+1) < ti + τ(ti). As s̃−i+1 = ti+1, there are then no singular times
in the interval(ti+1 − τ(ti+1), ti + τ(ti)) and so we may takes+i = s−i+1 to be the same
point in this interval. In the second case, we suppose thatti + τ(ti) ≤ ti+1 − τ(ti+1) and
observe that̃s+i ≤ ti + τ(ti) ≤ ti+1 − τ(ti+1). In fact, s̃+i < ti + τ(ti) as otherwise in
order to coverST(K) assumption (3) from above would not hold. Picks+i as some point in
(s̃+i , ti + τ(ti)) ands−i+1 as some point in(ti+1 − τ(ti+1), ti). The lack of singular times
in [0, s−0 ] and in each[s+i , s

−
i+1] follows by our choices and assumptions (1) and (3) above.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ N ′ setΣi
± = spt(µs±

i
). By the choice ofs±i , eachΣi

± is a closed

hypersurface and, as there are no singular times betweens+i ands−i+1, we have for1 ≤
i ≤ N ′ − 1 diffeomorphismsΦi : Σi

+ → Σi+1
− coming from the flow and, for the same

reason, a diffeomorphismΦ0 : Σ1 → Σ1
−. Observe that,a priori, theΣi

± need not consist
of one component (indeed,ΣN ′

+ is empty). By Corollary 4.4,singti(K) is finite for each
1 ≤ i ≤ N ′ and we write

{

x1
i , . . . ,x

M(i)
i

}

= sing ti(K)

i.e., the(xj
i , ti) are the singular points of the flow at timeti. Up to relabeling, there

is an0 ≤ m(i) ≤ M(i) so that for1 ≤ j ≤ m(i), (xj
i , ti) ∈ singNC(K) while for

m(i) < j ≤M(i), (xj
i , ti) ∈ singC(K). SetRi = αρ(ti) and, for eachxj

i , letU i
j,± ⊂ Σi

±
be the setsBRi(xj

i ) ∩ Σi
±. By (4.1) for fixedj, these are pairwise disjoint sets and, by

Theorem 4.3, these intersections are transverse and so theσi
j,± = ∂U i

j,± are submanifolds
of Σi

±. Hence, theU i
j,± are smooth pairwise disjoint domains.

Furthermore, by Theorem 4.3 and fact thatτ(t) < ρ(t), eachŪ i
j,− is diffeomorphic to

B̄α ∩ Γi
j for someΓi

j ∈ Sn. In particular, forj > m(i) we have that̄U i
j,− is a closed con-

nected hypersurface, while for1 ≤ j ≤ m(i), ∂Ū i
j,− is non-empty and connected. Hence,

for j > m(i), Ū i
j,+ = ∅, while for 1 ≤ j ≤ m(i), ∂Ū i

j,+ is non-empty and connected.
Furthermore, Theorem 4.3 implies that there are diffeomorphisms (see Appendix A)

Ψi : Σi
−\

M(i)
⋃

j=1

U i
j,− → Σi

+\
M(i)
⋃

j=1

U i
j,+.

As Σ1 is connected andΦ0(Σ1) = Σ1
−, Σ1

− is also connected. As eachσ1
j,− is

connected, we obtain that̂Σ1
− = Σ1

−\
⋃M(1)

j=1 U1
j,− is connected. Let̃Σ1

+ be the con-

nected component ofΣ1
+ that containsΨ1(Σ̂1

−). Inductively, letΣ̃i+1
− = Φi(Σ̃i

+) and

Σ̂i+1
− = Σ̃i+1

− \⋃M(i+1)
j=1 U i+1

j,− and defineΣ̃i+1
+ to be the connected component ofΣi+1

+

that containsΨi+1(Σ̂i+1
− ). Here we adopt the convention that ifΣ̂i+1

− = ∅, thenΣ̃i+1
+ = ∅.

It follows inductively that each̃Σi
± is connected. Let̃Φi : Σ̃i

+ → Σ̃i+1
− be the diffeomor-

phisms given by restricting theΦi. To be consistent we also setΣ̃1
− = Σ1

− andΦ̃0 = Φ0.
Finally let

N = max
{

1 ≤ i ≤ N ′ : Σ̃k
− 6= ∅ for all 1 ≤ k ≤ i

}

.

If N < N ′, then, by constructions,̂ΣN
− = ∅ and Σ̃N

− = UN
j,− for somej > m(N).

If N = N ′, then tN = T (K) at which all singularities are compact. Thus it follows
from [10, Theorem 0.7] that̃ΣN

− is diffeomorphic toSn. The theorem now follows by
takingΣi = Σ̃i

− for 2 ≤ i ≤ N andΦ̂i are the diffeomorphisms given by(Φ̃i ◦Ψi)−1. �
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5. A SHARPENING OF[4]

In order to prove Theorem 1.2, we begin with an elementary lemma.

Lemma 5.1. If x1, . . . ,xm+1 ∈ Rn+1 is a sequence of points so that

(5.1) |xi − xi+1| ≤ K̂(1 + |xi|)−1

for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and someK̂ ≥ 0, then

(5.2) |x1 − xm+1| ≤ K(m)(1 + |x1|)−1

whereK(m) = (K̂ + 1)m − 1.

Proof. We proceed by induction onm. The lemma is obviously true whenm = 1. Suppose
(5.2) holds form = m′. Using this induction hypothesis with (5.1) implies that

|x1−xm′+2| ≤ |x1−xm′+1|+|xm′+1−xm′+2| ≤ K(m′)(1+|x1|)−1+K̂(1+|xm′+1|)−1.

Furthermore, by the induction hypothesis and triangle inequality

|x1| ≤ K(m′)(1 + |x1|)−1 + |xm′+1|.
AsK(m′) ≥ 0 and(1 + |x1|)−1 ≤ 1, this implies that

1 + |x1| ≤ 1 +K(m′) + |xm′+1| ≤ (1 +K(m′))(1 + |xm′+1|).
That is,

(1 + |xm′+1|)−1 ≤ (1 +K(m′))(1 + |x1|)−1.

Hence,
|x1 − xm′+2| ≤ (K(m′) + K̂(1 +K(m′)))(1 + |x1|)−1

and, by the induction hypothesis,K(m′) = (K̂ + 1)m
′ − 1 and so setting

K(m′ + 1) = K(m′) + K̂(1 +K(m′)) = (K̂ + 1)m
′+1 − 1

verifies that (5.2) holds form = m′ + 1 and finishes the proof. �

We next observe that the proof of the main result of [4, Theorem 0.1] actually allows us
to make the following more refined conclusion.

Proposition 5.2. Fix n ≥ 2, if Σ ∈ ACSn[λn−1], then there is a homeomorphic involution
φ : Sn → Sn which fixesL(Σ), the link of the asymptotic cone,C(Σ), ofΣ, and swaps the
two components ofSn\L(Σ).
Proof. By [4, Theorem 0.1], the linkL(Σ) is connected and separatesSn into two compo-
nentsΩ+ andΩ−. In particular,L(Σ) = ∂Ω̄+ = ∂Ω̄−. In order to constructφ, it is enough
to show the existence of a homeomorphismψ : Ω̄+ → Ω̄− so thatψ|L(Σ) : L(Σ) → L(Σ)
is the identity map. Indeed, if such aψ exists, one definesφ by

φ(p) =

{

ψ(p) p ∈ Ω̄+

ψ−1(p) p ∈ Ω−

To explain the construction ofψ let us first summarize the main objects used in the proof
of [4, Theorem 0.1]. First, recall that it is shown there thatassociated toΣ are two smooth
mean curvature flows

{

Γ±
t

}

t∈[−1,0]
with Γ+

−1 the normal exponential graph overΣ of a
small positive multiple of the lowest eigenfunction of the self-shrinker stability operator
of Σ (normalized to be positive) andΓ−

−1 to be a small negative multiple of this function.
In particular, by choosing the multiple small enough, one can ensure both thatΓ+

−1 is
the exponential normal graph of some function onΓ−

−1 and thatΓ−
−1 is the exponential
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normal graph of some function onΓ+
−1. Furthermore, up to relabeling, eachΓ± = Γ±

0

is diffeomorphic toΩ± the components ofSn\L(Σ). Moreover, these diffeomorphisms,
which we denote byΠ±, are given by restricting the map

Π(p) =
x(p)

|x(p)|
to Γ±.

We next use the flow
{

Γ±
t

}

t∈[−1,0]
to construct a natural diffeomorphismΨ : Γ+ → Γ−

which has the property that there is a constantK > 0 so that

(5.3) |x(p)− x(Ψ(p))| ≤ K

1 + |x(p)| .

We do so iteratively. Specifically, by [4, Items (1) and (2) ofProposition 4.4 and Proposi-
tion 4.5] there is a constant̃C0 > 0 so that

(5.4) sup
t∈[−1,0]

sup
Γ±
t

(

|AΓ±
t
|+ |∇Γ±

t
AΓ±

t
|
)

< C̃0.

This, together with [4, Item (3) of Proposition 4.4], implies that there is aρ > 0 so that
for eacht ∈ [−1, 0], Tρ(Γ±

t ) is a regular tubular neighborhood ofΓ±
t . It follows from this

and (5.4) that there is aδ > 0 so that ift1, t2 ∈ [−1, 0] and|t1 − t2| < δ, thenΓ±
t1 is a

normal exponential graph overΓ±
t2 and vice versa. As such, for allt1, t2 ∈ [−1, 0] with

|t1 − t2| < δ, there is a diffeomorphism

Ψ±
t2,t1 : Γ±

t1 → Γ±
t2

defined by nearest point projection fromΓ±
t1 to Γ±

t2 . PickM ∈ N soMδ > 1 and choose
0 = s0 > s1 > . . . > sM = −1 so that|si − si+1| < δ and define a diffeomorphism
Ψ− : Γ−

−1 → Γ− by

Ψ− = Ψ−
s0,s1 ◦Ψ−

s1,s2 ◦ · · · ◦Ψ−
sM−1,sM .

Likewise, define a diffeomorphismΨ+ : Γ+ → Γ+
−1 by

Ψ+ = Ψ+
sM ,sM−1

◦Ψ+
sM−1,sM−2

◦ · · · ◦Ψ+
s1,s0

and letΨ+,− : Γ+
−1 → Γ−

−1 be given by nearest point projection. By construction, thisis
also a diffeomorphism and so the map

Ψ = Ψ− ◦Ψ+,− ◦Ψ+

is a diffeomorphismΨ : Γ+ → Γ−.
By construction, ift1, t2 ∈ [−1, 0] and|t1 − t2| < δ, then for allp ∈ Γ±

t1 ,

(5.5) |x(p)− x(Ψ±
t2,t1(p))| < ρ.

Furthermore, [4, Item (1) of Proposition 4.4] implies that for t ∈ [−1, 0] eachΓ±
t is

smoothly asymptotic toC(Σ). In particular, there is aR > 0 and functionsu±t onC(Σ)\BR

whose normal exponential graph overC(Σ) sits inside ofΓ±
t and containsΓ±

t \B2R.More-
over, by [4, Item (2) of Proposition 4.2] and [4, Lemma 4.3] there is a constantK ′ > 0 so
that forp ∈ C(Σ)\BR,

|u±t (p)| ≤ K ′(1 + |x(p)|)−1.

Hence, for anyt1, t2 ∈ [−1, 0], if p ∈ Γ±
t1\B2R, then there is a pointp′ ∈ C(Σ)\BR so

that

(5.6) |x(p)− x(p′)| ≤ K ′(1 + |x(p′)|)−1
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and also a pointp′′ ∈ Γ±
t2 so that

(5.7) |x(p′)− x(p′′)| ≤ K ′(1 + |x(p′)|)−1.

Hence, if|t1 − t2| < δ, then asΨ±
t2,t1 is given by nearest point projection,

|x(p)− x(Ψ±
t2,t1(p))| ≤ |x(p)− x(p′′)|

≤ |x(p)− x(p′)|+ |x(p′)− x(p′′)|
≤ 2K ′(1 + |x(p′)|)−1.

AsK ′ > 0 and1 + |x(p′)| ≥ 1, (5.6) implies that

(1 + |x(p′)|)−1 ≤ (1 +K ′)(1 + |x(p)|)−1,

and so
|x(p)− x(Ψ±

t2,t1(p))| ≤ 2K ′(1 +K ′)(1 + |x(p)|)−1.

Combining this with (5.5) one obtains that for allp ∈ Γ±
t1 ,

|x(p)− x(Ψ±
t2,t1(p))| ≤ K̂(1 + |x(p)|)−1

whereK̂ = 2K ′(1 +K ′) + ρ(1 + 2R). By the same arguments, for allp ∈ Γ+
−1,

|x(p)− x(Ψ+,−(p))| ≤ K̂(1 + |x(p)|)−1.

Hence, it follows from Lemma 5.1, that

|x(p)− x(Ψ(p))| ≤ K(1 + |x(p)|)−1

whereK = (1 + K̂)2M+2 − 1.
To complete the proof set

ψ(p) =

{

Π−(Ψ((Π+)−1(p))) p ∈ Ω+

p p ∈ ∂Ω+.

We claim thatψ is a homeomorphism. First, note that, by [4, Item (3) of Proposition 4.4],
there is anR > 1 andC̃1 > 1 so that ifp ∈ Γ±\BR, then

C̃−1
1 |x(p)|2µ < distRn+1(p, C(Σ)) < C̃1|x(p)|−1

whereµ < −1. Hence,

(5.8) C−1|x(p)|2µ−1 < distSn(Π
±(p),L(Σ)) < C|x(p)|−2

whereC ≥ C̃1. Hence, forq ∈ Ω+, with distSn(q,L(Σ)) sufficiently small, if we set
q′ = (Π+)−1(q) ∈ Γ+, then

|x(q′)| ≥ C
1

2µ−1 distSn(q,L(Σ))
1

2µ−1 .

By (5.3),

||x(Ψ(q′))| − |x(q′)|| ≤ |x(Ψ(q′))− x(q′)|
≤ KC− 1

2µ−1 distSn(q,L(Σ))−
1

2µ−1 .

Hence, fordistSn(q,L(Σ)) sufficiently small,

distSn(q, ψ(q)) ≤ 4KC− 1
2µ−1 distSn(q,L(Σ))−

1
2µ−1 |x(q′)|−1.

Using (5.8), again gives

distSn(q, ψ(q)) ≤ 4KC− 2
2µ−1distSn(q,L(Σ))−

2
2µ−1 .
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As µ < −1, for anyq0 ∈ L(Σ), the right hand side goes to0 asq → q0. By the triangle
inequality

distSn(q0, ψ(q)) ≤ distSn(q, ψ(q)) + distSn(q, q0)

and so the right hand side goes to0 asq → q0. Hence,ψ is continuous. Finally, as̄Ω+

is compact and̄Ω− is Hausdorff,ψ is a closed map and hence, asψ is a bijection, it is a
homeomorphism. �

Theorem 1.2 is a standard topological consequence of Proposition 5.2.

Proof. (of Theorem 1.2)
Observe that asL(Σ) is connected, by [4, Theorem 0.1], there are exactly two compo-

nents ofSn\L(Σ), which we denote byU±. Let φ : Sn → Sn be the homeomorphism
given by Proposition 5.2 soφ(U−) = U+. Pick a regular tubular neighborhoodT ⊂ Sn

of L(Σ). We letV ± = U± ∪T and observe that̄U±, the closure ofU±, is a retract ofV ±

and thatL(Σ) is a retraction ofT = V − ∩ V +.
As Ū± is a retraction ofV ± andL(Σ) is a retraction ofT , the natural inclusion maps

induce isomorphisms between the reduced homology groupsH̃k(Ū
±) andH̃k(V

±) and
betweenH̃k(L(Σ)) andH̃k(T ). As such, there is a natural mapΦ : H̃k(V

−) → H̃k(V
+)

defined by the following diagram,

H̃k(T ) H̃k(V
−)

H̃k(L(Σ)) H̃k(Ū
−) H̃k(V

+)

H̃k(Ū
+)

j−∗

j+∗

Φ
≃

i−∗

i+∗

≃

φ∗
≃

wherei± : L(Σ) → Ū± andj± : T → V ± denote the natural inclusion maps and we
used thatφ ◦ i− = i+. Asφ is a homeomorphism, bothφ∗ andΦ are isomorphisms. This
implies that the map

J = (j−∗ ,−j+∗ ) : H̃k(T ) → H̃k(V
−)⊕ H̃k(V

+)

is surjective if and only ifH̃k(V
−) = H̃k(V

+) = {0}. Indeed, if the map is surjective,
then for any elementα ∈ H̃k(V

−) there is an elementβ ∈ H̃k(T ) so thatJ(β) = (α, 0).
That is,j−∗ (β) = α andj+∗ (β) = 0. Hence,0 = j+∗ (β) = Φ(j−∗ (β)) = Φ(α). In other
words, asΦ is an isomorphism,α ∈ ker(Φ) = {0} and soH̃k(V

−) = {0}. The proof that
H̃k(V

+) = {0} is the same. The converse is immediate.
We next recall several standard facts about the reduced homology of manifolds and of

manifolds with boundary. First of all, asL(Σ) is a connected, oriented(n−1)-dimensional
manifold, H̃k(L(Σ)) = H̃k(T ) = {0} for k = 0 and k ≥ n and H̃n−1(L(Σ)) =

H̃n−1(T ) = Z. Likewise, as thēU± are connected, orientedn-manifolds with bound-
ary,H̃k(Ū

±) = H̃k(V
±) = 0 for k = 0 andk ≥ n.

In order to compute the remaining reduced homology groups, we use the Mayer-Vietoris
long exact sequence for the reduced homology of(V −, V +, Sn). This gives the following
exact sequences fork ≥ 0

(5.9) H̃k+1(S
n) H̃k(T ) H̃k(V

−)⊕ H̃k(V
+) H̃k(S

n).
J
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As H̃k(S
n) = Z for k = n and is otherwise{0}, (5.9) implies thatJ is surjective for0 ≤

k ≤ n− 1. Hence, for thesek, H̃k(Ū
±) = H̃k(V

±) = {0} and so theU± are homology
n-balls as claimed. As such, (5.9) further implies thatH̃k(L(Σ)) = H̃k(T ) = {0} for
0 ≤ k ≤ n− 2 completing the verification thatL(Σ) is a homology(n− 1)-sphere.

To conclude the proof, it is enough, by the Hurewicz theorem,to show thatπ1(U±) =
π1(Ū

±) = {1}. To that end first observe that the mapsF± : Sn → Ū± defined by

F±(p) =

{

p p ∈ Ū±

φ(p) p ∈ U∓

are continuous. Now supposeγ is a closed loop inŪ±. As π1(Sn) = {1}, there is a
homotopyH : S1 × [0, 1] → Sn takingγ to a point. Clearly,F± ◦H : S1 × [0, 1] → Ū±

is also a homotopy takingγ to a point. That is,π1(Ū±) = {1}. �

Proof. (of Corollary 1.4)
By Theorem 5.2,L(Σ) is a homology2-sphere. By the classification of surfaces this

means thatL(Σ) is diffeomorphic toS2 and so Alexander’s Theorem [1] implies that both
components ofS3\L(Σ) are diffeomorphic toR3, proving the claim. �

6. SURGERY PROCEDURE

We prove Theorem 1.1 using Corollary 1.4 and Theorem 4.5.

Proof. (of Theorem 1.1)
We first observe that(⋆3,λ2) holds by [27, Theorem B] and that(⋆⋆3,λ2) holds by [4,

Corollary 1.2]. IfΣ is (after a translation and dilation) a self-shrinker, then, by [10, The-
orem 0.7],Σ is diffeomorphic toS3, proving the theorem. Otherwise, flowΣ for a small
amount of time by the mean curvature flow (using short time existence of for smooth closed
initial hypersurfaces) to obtain a hypersurface,Σ′, diffeomorphic toΣ and, by Huisken’s
monotonicity formula, withλ[Σ′] < λ[Σ]. On the one hand, if the level set flow ofΣ′ is
non-fattening, then we setΣ0 = Σ′. On the other hand, if the level set flow ofΣ′ is fat-
tening, then we can takeΣ0 to be a small normal graph overΣ′ so thatλ[Σ0] < λ[Σ] and,
because the non-fattening condition is generic, the level set flow ofΣ0 is non-fattening.

Hence, the hypotheses of Section 4 hold and we may apply Theorem 4.5 unconditionally
to obtain a family of hypersurfacesΣ1, . . . ,ΣN in R4. As ΣN is diffeomorphic toS3, if
N = 1, then there is nothing more to show and so we may assume thatN > 1. We will
now show thatΣN−1 is diffeomorphic toΣN and hence toS3.

Let us denote byV = ∪m(N−1)
j=1 V N−1

j and byΣ̂N = ΣN\V and letU = ∪m(N−1)
j=1 UN−1

j

andΣ̂N−1 = ΣN−1\U so Φ̂N−1 : Σ̂N → Σ̂N−1 is the orientation preserving diffeomor-
pism given by Theorem 4.5. By Corollary 1.4, each component of Ū is diffeomorphic
to a closed three-ball̄B3. Hence, each component of∂Σ̂N−1 and∂Σ̂N is diffeomorphic
to S2. That is, for1 ≤ j ≤ m(N − 1), ∂V N−1

j is diffeomorphic toS2 and so, asΣN

is diffeomorphic to the three-sphere, Alexander’s theorem[1] implies that each̄V N−1
j is

diffeomorphic to the closed three-ball. Hence, there are orientation preserving diffeomor-
phismsΨN−1

j : V̄ N−1
j → ŪN−1

j .

Denote byφ̂N−1
j : ∂V N−1

j → ∂UN−1
j the diffeomorphism given by restrictinĝΦN−1

and, likewise, letψN−1
j : ∂V N−1

j → ∂UN−1
j denote the diffeomorphisms given by re-

strictingΨN−1
j . Observe, that the orientation ofΣ̂N and the orientation on̄V induce oppo-

site orientations on∂V̄ . Likewise, the orientation of̂ΣN−1 and that ofŪ induce opposite
orientations on∂Ū . By construction, thêφN−1

j preserve the orientations induced from̂ΣN
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andΣ̂N−1. Hence, as the orientations induced byV̄ N−1
j andŪN−1

j are opposite to those

induced byΣ̂N andΣ̂N−1, theφ̂N−1
j also preserve these orientations. The same is true of

theψN−1
j . As such,ξN−1

j = (ψN−1
j )−1 ◦ φ̂N−1

j ∈ Diff+(∂V
N−1
j ), whereDiff+(M) is

the space of orientation preserving self-diffeomorphismsof an oriented manifoldM (here
we may use the orientation on∂V N−1

j induced by either̄V or Σ̂N ). By [28] – see also [32]
and [7] – the spaceDiff+(S

2) is path-connected and so any element ofDiff+(S
2) extends

to an element ofDiff+(B̄
3). That is, there are diffeomorphismΞN−1

j ∈ Diff+(V̄
N−1
j ) that

restrict toξN−1
j on∂V N−1

j . Thus, the mapŝΨN−1
j = ΨN−1

j ◦ ΞN−1
j : V̄ N−1

j → ŪN−1
j

are diffeomorphisms that agree witĥΦN−1 on the common boundary.
DefineΦN−1 : ΣN → ΣN−1 by

ΦN−1(p) =

{

Φ̂N−1(p) p ∈ Σ̂N

Ψ̂N−1
j (p) p ∈ V N−1

j .

By construction, this map is a homeomorphism. However, it isa standard procedure to
construct a diffeomorphism betweenΣN andΣN−1 by smoothing this map out (see for
instance [16, Theorem 8.1.9]). Hence,ΣN−1 is diffeomorphic toS3 and iterating this
argument shows thatΣ = Σ1 is diffeomorphic toS3 as claimed. �

Theorem 1.5 follows from Theorem 1.2, Theorem 4.5 and the Mayer-Vietoris long exact
sequence for reduced homology. For completeness, we include a proof of the following
standard topological fact which we will need to use.

Lemma 6.1. Let M be a closedn-dimensional manifold andΣ ⊂ M a closed hyper-
surface. IfM is a homologyn-sphere andΣ is a homology(n − 1)-sphere, then each
component ofM\Σ is a homologyn-ball.

Proof. Our hypotheses ensure that bothM andΣ are connected and oriented. Hence,
Σ is two-sided and there is an openU+ ⊂ M so thatΣ = ∂U+. Let U− = M\Ū+.
To prove the lemma we will need to compute the Mayer-Vietorislong exact sequence
for (Ū−, Ū+,M). Strictly speaking, we should “thicken”̄U+ andŪ− up with a regular
tubular neighborhood ofΣ = ∂Ū± 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 thatM is a homologyn-sphere
andΣ is a homology(n− 1)-sphere gives the sequences

H̃k+1(M) H̃k(Σ) H̃k(Ū
−)⊕ H̃k(Ū

+) H̃k(M)

H̃k+1(S
n) H̃k(S

n−1) H̃k(Ū
−)⊕ H̃k(Ū

+) H̃k(S
n).

∂

= = = =

∂

For 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 2 andk ≥ n + 1 this immediately gives that̃Hk(Ū±) = {0}. When
k = n− 1, the map∂ is necessarily generated by[M ] 7→ [Σ]where[M ] is the fundamental
class ofM and[Σ] is the fundamental class ofΣ. In particular, this map is an isomorphism
and so we conclude that̃Hn−1(Ū

±) = {0}. For the same reason,̃Hn(Ū
±) = {0}, which

verifies the claim. �

Proof. (of Theorem 1.5)
Arguing as in the first paragraph of the proof of Theorem 1.1, we obtainΣ1, . . . ,ΣN

the hypersurfaces given by Theorem 4.5. AsΣN is diffeomorphic toSn, it is a homology
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n-sphere. In particular, ifN = 1, then there is nothing further to show. As such, we may
assume thatN > 1.

Let us show thatΣN−1 is a homologyn-sphere. First, setV = ∪m(N−1)
j=1 V N−1

j and

Σ̂N = ΣN\V and letU = ∪m(N−1)
j=1 UN−1

j andΣ̂N−1 = ΣN−1\U . Next observe that, as

∂UN−1
j = L(ΓN−1

j ) for someΓN−1
j ∈ ACS∗

n(Λ), Theorem 1.2 implies that each compo-

nent of∂Σ̂N−1 is a homology(n − 1)-sphere. Hence, as∂U = ∂Σ̂N−1 is diffeomorphic
to ∂Σ̂N = ∂V , we see that each component of∂V = ∂Σ̂N is a homology(n− 1)-sphere
and so Lemma 6.1 implies that each component ofV̄ is a homologyn-ball.

We may now use the Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence to compute thatH̃k(Σ̂
N ) =

{0} for k 6= n−1 andH̃n−1(Σ̂
N ) = Zm(N−1)−1. To see this, consider the Mayer-Vietoris

long exact sequence of(V̄ , Σ̂N ,ΣN ). This long exact sequence and the fact thatV̄ is the
union of homologyn-balls gives, fork > 0, the exact sequences

H̃k+1(Σ
N ) H̃k(∂V ) H̃k(V̄ )⊕ H̃k(Σ̂

N ) H̃k(Σ
N )

H̃k+1(S
n)

m(N−1)
⊕

j=1

H̃k(S
n−1) H̃k(Σ̂

N ) H̃k(S
n).

∂

= = = =

∂

Hence, for1 ≤ k ≤ n− 2 andk ≥ n+1, H̃k(Σ̂
N ) = {0}. Whenk = n− 1, the map∂ is

generated by[ΣN ] 7→ ([∂V N−1
1 ], . . . , [∂V N−1

m(N−1)]) where[ΣN ] is the fundamental class

of ΣN and [∂V N−1
j ] is the fundamental class of∂V N−1

j . It follows that H̃n−1(Σ̂
N ) =

Zm(N−1)−1 and, as this map is injective, thatH̃n(Σ̂
N ) = {0}. Finally, asΣ̂N is connected,

H̃0(Σ̂
N ) = {0}, which completes the computation.

By Theorem 4.5,̂ΣN is diffeomorphic toΣ̂N−1 and soH̃k(Σ̂
N−1) = 0 for k 6= n− 1

andH̃n−1(Σ̂
N−1) = Zm(N−1)−1. Furthermore, Theorem 1.2 implies that each compo-

nent of Ū is contractible. Hence, applying the Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence to
(Σ̂N−1, Ū ,ΣN−1) gives, fork > 0,

H̃k(∂Ū) H̃k(Ū)⊕ H̃k(Σ̂
N−1) H̃k(Σ

N−1) H̃k−1(∂Ū)

m(N−1)
⊕

j=1

H̃k(S
n−1) H̃k(Σ̂

N−1) H̃k(Σ
N−1)

m(N−1)
⊕

j=1

H̃k−1(S
n−1).

= = = =

In particular, for1 ≤ k ≤ n − 2 andk ≥ n + 1, we obtain thatH̃k(Σ
N−1) = {0}. The

Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence further gives the exactsequences

H̃n−1(∂Ū) H̃n−1(Ū)⊕ H̃n−1(Σ̂
N−1) H̃n−1(Σ

N−1) H̃n−2(∂Ū)

Z
m(N−1)

Z
m(N−1)−1 H̃n−1(Σ

N−1) {0} .

δ

= = = =

δ

Hereδ is given by(l1, . . . , lm(N−1)) 7→ (l1−lm(N−1), . . . , lm(N−1)−1−lm(N−1)). Asδ is
surjective, it follows that̃Hn−1(Σ

N−1) = {0}. Finally, asΣN−1 is an oriented, connected
n-dimensional manifoldH̃n(Σ

N−1) = Z and H̃0(Σ
N−1) = {0}. Hence,ΣN−1 is a

homologyn-sphere.
As our argument only used thatΣN was a homologyn-sphere, we may repeat it to see

that each of theΣi is a homologyn-sphere and so conclude thatΣ is one as well. �
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APPENDIX A.

Fix an open subsetU ⊂ R
n+1. A hypersurface inU , Σ, is a proper, codimension-one

submanifold ofU . A smooth mean curvature flow inU , S, is a collection of hypersurfaces
in U , {Σt}t∈I , I an interval, so that:

(1) For all t0 ∈ I andp0 ∈ Σt0 there is ar0 = r0(p0, t0) and an intervalI0 =
I0(p0, t0) with (p0, t0) ∈ Bn+1

r0 (p0)× I0 ⊂ U × I;
(2) There is a smooth mapF : Bn

1 × I0 → Rn+1 so thatFt(p) = F (p, t) : Bn
1 →

Rn+1 is a parameterization ofBn+1
r0 (p0) ∩ Σt; and

(3)
(

∂
∂tF (p, t)

)⊥
= HΣt

(F (p, t)).

It is convenient to consider thespace-time trackof S (also denoted byS):

(A.1) S =
{

(x(p), t) ∈ R
n+1 × R : p ∈ Σt

}

⊂ U × I.

This is a smooth submanifold of space-time and is transverseto each constant time hyper-
planeRn+1 × {t0}. Along the space-time trackS, let d

dt be the smooth vector field

(A.2)
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

(p,t)

=
∂

∂t
+HΣt

(p).

It is not hard to see that this vector field is tangent toS and the position vector satisfies

(A.3)
d

dt
x(p, t) = HΣt

(p).

It is a standard fact that if eachΣt in S is closed, i.e. is compact and without boundary,
then there is a smooth map

F :M × I → R
n+1

so that eachFt = F (·, t) : M → Rn+1 is a parameterization ofΣt a closedn-dimensional
manifoldM . As a consequence, eachΣt is diffeomorphic toM .

We will need the following generalization of this last fact to manifolds with boundary.

Proposition A.1. Fix R ∈ (0,∞] and let
{

B̄2r1(x1), . . . , B̄2rm(xm)
}

be a collection of
pairwise disjoint balls inBR ⊂ Rn+1 and letU = B2R\

⋃m
i=1 B̄ri(xi). If {Σt}t∈(−τ,τ)

is a smooth mean curvature flow inU with the property that

(1) EachΣ̂t = Σt ∩
(

B̄R\
⋃m

i=1B2ri(xi)
)

is compact,
(2) For each1 ≤ i ≤ m, ∂B2ri(xi) intersectsΣt transversally and non-trivially for

all t ∈ (−τ, τ),
(3) If R < ∞, then∂BR intersectsΣt transversally and non-trivially for allt ∈

(−τ, τ),
then, for anyt1, t2 ∈ (−τ, τ), Σ̂t1 andΣ̂t2 are diffeomorphic as compact manifolds with
boundary.

Proof. For simplicity, we consider onlyR = ∞, m = 1, x1 = 0 and r1 = 1
2 . It

is straightforward to extend the argument to the general case. LetS be the space-time
track of the flow, soS is a smooth hypersurface in(Rn+1\B̄1/2) × (−τ, τ). As each
Σt intersects∂B1 transversally, it is clear thatS meets∂B1 × (−τ, τ) transversally. In
particular,S̃ = S\ (B1 × (−τ, τ)) is a smooth hypersurface with boundary. LetB̃ =

∂S̃ = {(p, t) : p ∈ ∂B1 ∩ Σt, t ∈ (−τ, τ)}.
Without loss of generality we may assume that the givent1, t2 satisfy t1 < t2. Let

Ŝ = S̃ ∩
(

R
n+1 × [t1, t2]

)

andB̂ = B̃ ∩
(

R
n+1 × [t1, t2]

)

. Observe that̂S is a compact
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manifold with corners and̂B is one of its boundary strata. The other two boundary strata
areΣ̂t1 × {t1} andΣ̂t2 × {t2}.

As ∂B1 meets eachΣt transversally and̂B is compact, there is anǫ > 0 so that, for
(p, t) ∈ B̂, |x⊤(p, t)| ≥ 2ǫ, wherex⊤ is the tangential component of the position vector.
By continuity there is a12 > δ > 0 so that, for anyt ∈ [t1, t2] andp ∈

(

B̄1+δ\B1−δ

)

∩Σt,
|x⊤(p, t)| ≥ ǫ. Now letη ∈ C∞

0 (Rn+1) be a smooth function with0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η = 1 on
∂B1 andspt(η) ⊂ B̄1+δ\B1−δ. For(p, t) ∈ Ŝ consider the vector

V(p, t) = −η(x(p, t)) (x(p, t) ·HΣt
(p))

|x⊤(p, t)|2 x⊤(p, t)

and observe this gives a smooth vector field onS that restricts to a smooth compactly
supported vector field on eachΣt. LetW = d

dt +V which is a smooth vector field onS.
We claim thatW is tangent toB̂ and transverse tôΣt1 × {t1} ∪ Σ̂t2 × {t2}. As V is

tangent toΣt × {t}, the transversality ofW follows from the transversality ofddt . This
transversality follows immediately from the definition ofd

dt . To see the tangency note that,

by construction,̂B =
{

(p, t) ∈ Ŝ : |x(p, t)|2 = 1
}

. For(p, t) ∈ B̂, one computes

W · |x(p, t)|2 = 2x(p, t) · ∇Wx(p, t)

= 2x(p, t) ·HΣt
(p)− 2η(x(p, t))

(x(p, t) ·HΣt
(p))

|x⊤(p, t)|2 x(p, t) · x⊤(p, t)

= 0

where the last equality used that(p, t) ∈ B̂ soη(x(p, t)) = 1. This verifies the claim.
To conclude the proof observe that, asŜ is compact andW is tangent toB̂ and trans-

verse toΣ̂t1 ×{t1}∪Σ̂t2 ×{t2}, standard ODE theory gives that for anyP0 = (p0, t0) ∈ Ŝ
the initial value problem

{

γ̇(s) = W(γ(s))
γP0(0) = P0

has a unique smooth solutionγP0 : [t1 − t0, t2 − t0] → Ŝ which depends smoothly onP0.
These solutions satisfyt(γP0(s)) = s+t0 and so there is a diffeomorphismφ : Σt1 → Σt2

given by(φ(p), t2) = γ(p,t1)(t2 − t1). �

REFERENCES

[1] J.W. Alexander,On the subdivision of3-space by a polyhedron, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 10 (1924), no. 1, 6–8.
[2] F. Almgren,Some interior regularity theorems for minimal surfaces andan extension of Bernstein’s theorem,

Ann. of Math. (2) 84 (1966), 277–292.
[3] J. Bernstein and L. Wang,A sharp lower bound for the entropy of closed hypersurfaces up to dimension six,

to appear in Invent. Math..
[4] J. Bernstein and L. Wang,A topological property of asymptotically conical self-shrinkers of small entropy,

to appear in Duke Math. J..
[5] K. Brakke, The motion of a surface by its mean curvature, Mathematical Notes 20, Princeton University

Press, Princeton, N.J., 1978.
[6] S. Brendle,Embedded self-similar shrinkers of genus0, Ann. of Math. (2) 183 (2016), no. 2, 715–728.
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