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SURFACES OF CO-DIMENSION TWO PINCHED BY NORMAL
CURVATURE

CHARLES BAKER AND HUY THE NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. We prove that codimension two surfaces satisfying a nealicurvature
condition depending on normal curvature are smoothly deéar by mean curvature
flow to round points.

1. INTRODUCTION

We consider two dimensional surfaces of codimension two ensed in Euclidean
four-space, which includes, for example, the Clifford sowhen viewed as a subman-
ifold of R*. The main theorem we present asserts that surfaces sagjsfycurvature
pinching depending on normal curvature are deformed by teamturvature flow to
round points. In contrast to hypersurfaces, very littlegpess has been made on mean
curvature flow in high codimension owing to the nontriviabsture of the normal bun-
dle. The best result to date is due to Andrews and Beker [ABiere it is shown
that, for suitable values of a constdntiepending on dimension but not codimension,
submanifolds satisfying the pinching conditig¥? < k|H |2 evolve under the mean cur-
vature flow to round points, which can be considered a higlneedsion analogue of
Huisken’s seminal result on mean curvature flow of hypeesi@s$ [H2]. In this pa-
per we show for the first time that inclusion of normal curvatin the pinching cone
provides improved geometric estimates, expanding thes dasurfaces known to be
diffeomorphic to round spheres.

The submanifold estimates are much more difficult than thwgorersurface counter-
parts, being complicated by the presence of normal cureatlihe main theorem of
[AB] is optimal for submanifolds of dimension four and greafindependent of the
codimension), where the ta$"1(g) x §(1) C R" x R? are obstructions to improving
the pinching constant beyond (h — 1). The theorem is suboptimal in dimensions two
and three, with pinching constakt= 4/(3n), because of unfavourable reaction terms.
With the inclusion of normal curvature, the new pinchingdition turns out to be opti-
mal for the reaction terms, but the gradient terms still lzdtthe attainment of optimal
pinching, similar to the flow of hypersurfaces in a spher@tkground [H3]. The main
result we obtain in this article is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Suppos&g = Fy(3?) is a closed surface smoothly immersedih If

3o satisfies|H|min > 0 and |A]2 + 2y|K+| < k|H|?, wherey = 1 —4/3k and k< 29/4o,

then the mean curvature flow b has a uniqgue smooth soluti@g on a finite maximal
1
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time interval te [0, T). There exists a sequence of rescaled mean curvature flpws F
¥2 % lj — R* containing a subsequence of mean curvature flows (also&uttex j) that
converges to a limit mean curvature flow FZ2 x (—o,0] — R* on compact sets of
R*x R as j— . Moreover, the limit mean curvature flow is a shrinking sgher

This theorem improves the pinching constant of [AB] frgfaito 3/4 — 1/40, which is,
similar to the hypersurface theory, almost the best cohdtanght to be achievable with
the mean curvature flow. The inclusion of normal curvaturéhenpinching condition
cancels the unfavourable reaction terms encountered iij, [A®vever, the gradient of
the normal curvature prohibits pushing the pinching cantséd the way to3/4. We
conjecture that the Clifford torus viewed as a two-surfateaslimension two inR*
is the true obstruction to the theorem, corresponding toimal pinching constant
of k= 1. The Clifford torus is still intrinsically flat but no longeninimal in R* and
satisfiegA|? = |H|?.

We take this opportunity to announce another new resultagpendent interest, dis-
covered in the course of estimating the nonlinearity in tlred®s identity (see Propo-
sition[5.1). Obtaining a positive lower bound on the nordirity in Simons’ identity is
a crucial step in the integral estimates used to prove cgemee to a round point. In
the case of two-surfaces of codimension two (in this casedrsad in a Euclidean
background), it is possible to compute the nonlinearitycdyawith the result that
Z= 2K|,&|2 — 2|K+|2. The Simons identity plays a key role in a series of classifica
tion results, initiated in a famous paper by Chern, do Carnmbkobayashi, [CdCK],
where it is proved that if a-dimensional submanifold of @ + p)-dimensional sphere
satisfies|/A|> < n/(1—1/p), then the submanifold is totally geodesic, or if the equal-
ity holds identically, then it is the Clifford torus or Verese surface. With our refined
understanding of the Simons identity nonlinearity we ale &bprovide a new classifi-
cation result depending not on the length of the second fued#al form, but rather on
a pointwise pinching of the intrinsic and normal curvatures

Theorem 1.1. Suppose a two surfac® minimally immersed i8* satisfiesK+|? <
K|A|2. Then either

) |A]?=0and the surface is a geodesic sphere; or

i) |A]?# 0, in which case either
(@) [K+| =0, and the surface is the Clifford torus, or
(b) K+ £ 0and it is the Veronese surface.

In a sequel to this paper we investigate submanifolds imedeirs a spherical back-
ground moving by the mean curvature flow, where a proof of tivea theorem more
naturally resides. The argument involves careful exarnonatf the curvature terms and
an application of the strong maximum principle.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

We adhere to the notation of [AB] and in particular use theocdzal space-time
connections introduced in that paper. A fundamental ingredn the derivation of the
evolution equations is Simons’ identity:

The timelike Codazzi equation combined with Simons’ idigmnproduces the evolution
equation for the second fundamental form:

() Og hij = &hij +hij - hpghpg + Nig - haphp; + hig - Pgphpi — 2hip - hjghpg.

The evolution equation for the mean curvature vector is doloyitaking the trace with
Gij:

3) OgH = AH +H - hpghpg.

The evolution equations of the squared lengths of the seftorthmental form and the
mean curvature vector are

(4)

d 2 2

StAP=0IA7-20A 2y (Zhijahijﬁ) +2 5 (Zhipahjpﬁ—hipahipﬁ)
a,B i) i,j,a,B NP

(5)

, L 2
E|H\2:A|H\2—2\DH\2+ZZ (ZHahija) :
N a

The last term in[{4) is the squared length of the normal cureatwhich we denote by
|IRm*-|2. For convenience, we label the reaction terms of the abovieion equations

by

2
1)

a,B

e (g

a

The following existence theorem holds for the mean cureatiow of Zg under the
conditions of Theorer 1.1:

Theorem 2.1. The mean curvature flow @fy exists on a finite maximal time interval
0<t<T <. Moreovermax, |A]> — o ast—T.

The proof that the maximal time of existence is finite follosesily from the evolu-
tion equation for the position vectér: &|F|2 = A|F|2—2n. The maximum principle
implies|F (p,t)|? < R? — 2nt and thusT < R/2n, whereR = max{|Fo(p)|: p< Z}. The
proof of the second part of the theorem can be found in [AB].
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3. EVOLUTION OF NORMAL CURVATURE

In this section we compute the evolution equation for themadrcurvature. The
normal curvature tensor in local orthonormal frames fortdregent{e : i = 1,2} and
normal{vy : a = 1,2} bundles is given by

(6) Rijap = hipahijpg — Njpahipg-

We will often compute in a local orthonormal normal frarfe, : a = 1,2} where
v1 = H/|H|. As the normal bundle is two dimensionalis then determined by, up to
sign. With this choice of frame the second fundamental foecomes

0 H
@ A=A - Hlid
A=A
and
trA; = |H|
trA, =0.

It is also always possible to choose the tangent framei = 1,2} to diagonalise?;.
We often refer to the orthonormal fran{e;, ey, e3,e4} = {€1,er,v1,2}, where{g}
diagonalise$\; andv, = H/|H|, as the ‘special orthonormal frame’. Codimension two
surfaces have four independent components of the secowrental form, which
makes it still tractable to work with individual componenggnilar to the role of prin-
cipal curvatures in hypersurface theory. Working in thecggdeorthonormal frame, we
often find it convenient to represent the second fundamémtal by

b c
(8) hl] = Vi+ |: c —-b :| V2,
so thathi11 = |H|/2+ &, ho1 = |[H|/2—a, h112 = b, hj22 = ¢ and so on. Note that
|A|? = 2a® + 2b? + 2¢2.
Just as a surface has only one sectional curva€ygecodimension two surface also

has only one normal curvature, which we denoteKdy. In the special orthonormal
frame the normal curvature is

K* =Ry = Y (haprhope —hopihapo)
D

(9) = 111212 — ho11h112+ h121h200 — hoothyoo
= (h111—h221)h1224+ h121(h222— h112)
= 2ac.
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Note also thaiRm"|? = 16a%c?. Differentiating () and using equatidn (2) we have
0
ERﬁ'aB = DRjqp —2 (OghipaUghjpg — Oghjpa ghip)
p,r

d d d d
+ % (ahipahjpﬁ +hipa hipg — g Mipalips — hipa&hipﬁ)
or
(10)
7}
5t Rias = BRjap =2 (CahipaTahjps — Dahipaghips)
p,r

+ > (Nipy - hrgyhrga + higy - NaryPrpa + Ny - harytria — 2Niry - hpgyhirga ) hjpp

+ > hipa(Njpy - hrayMrq +Niay - haryNrpg + Npay - Naryhrjg — ey - hpgyNrgp)
— > (Njpy- hrgyhrga + hiay - haryhrpa + hpgy - hgryhrja — 2Njry - hpgyhiga ) hipp
— > Nipa(hipy - MrayMrgp + hiay - haryMrpg +Npay - haryMrig — 2Niry - hpayhigp)-

Using the special orthonormal frame the nonlinearity fatioeension two surfaces sim-
plifies to

%KL:43_C<(@_3_)2_ (ﬂ2|+a) (@— )+2b2+302+ (‘12'+a)2>

— Kt (\A|2+2\,&|2— 2b2> .
For notational convenience we set
CovoK™ == 3" (OghipaOghjps — Oghjpa Dahip)
o
and
Rs =K' (\A|2+2\,&|2— 2b2> .

Substituting the simplifed nonlinearity intb (10) we olstdhe evolution equation for
the normal curvature

0 o
oKL = AR = 20K K (|A|2+ 21A2 - 2b2> ,
and a little more computation shows the length of the normalature evolves by

0 K+
— Kt =AKH —2——
5t K = IKY —2n
We remark that the complicated structure of the gradiemiggsrevents an application
of the maximum principle to conclude flat normal normal bendlpreserved.

ChovoK™ + [K*| (|A|2+2|A|2—2b2) .
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4. PRESERVATION OF CURVATURE PINCHING

The first step towards Theorém 1.1 is to show a certain quadmatvature condition
involving the normal curvature is preserved by the meanature flow. Note that due
to the e in the following proposition, as an automatic corollary vee ghat|H| > 0 is
also preserved along the flow.

Proposition 4.1. If a solution F: = x [0, T) — R* of MCF satisfie$A|? +2y|K*| + € <
k|H|? wherey = 1 — 4/3k and1/2 < k < 29/40 then this remains true forad <t < T.

With exception of the last estimate, the following gradiestimates are well-known;
the third estimate is new.

Proposition 4.1. We have the following gradient estimates:

3
11a OA2> 2 |OH |2
(11a) |OA[“ > n+2| |
(11b) oAz Liom e > 20 oap
n 3n
(11c) I0A]2 > 20Kt ifn=2.

Proof. The first two inequalities are proven in [H2], motivated bgngar estimates in
the Ricci flow [H]. They are established by decomposing thedeJA into orthogonal
componentslihjx = Ejjk + Fjk, where

Eijk = m(gijDkH +okdjH +gj0iH),
from which it follows thaJA|? > |E|? = 35| OH|2. The second estimate follows from
the first. In order to prove the third inequality, we use thel&zi equation to evaluate

Z (Ogh1p20ghzpz — OghopiOghipz) = O1hi1101h2o— O1hg1o02h111+ 201 hooo0oh1a
X
— 20112201222+ 0121020022 — O1hp2o020001.

Writing down all the terms inCJA|? we get
|OA? = (O1h111)? + 3(02h111)% + 3(01h122)?

+3(01h222)? + (O2h221)2 + (O2h222)? + 3(01hoo1)? 4 (O1h112)2,

and the estimate follows by applying the Cauchy-Schwarguaéty and comparing
terms. ]

Proof of Proposition 4.1 Suppose the submanifolds satisfiag + 2y|K+| —k/H|? < 0
at the initial time. As the submanifold is compact and thegiradity is strict, we can
find ane > 0 such thaB := |A|?+2y|K| —k|H|? + £ < 0 also holds at the initial time.
Combining the evolution equations &, [K| and|H |2 we have

0 K

1
52 =00-2 (|DA|2+2yWDeVO|KL — k/OH |2) + 2Ry 4 2yRs — 2KRy.
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We deal with the gradient terms first. Using the the gradistitrates[(11a) and (1l1c)
we have

K+ 4
~2 (|DA|2+ 2yW DevolK - — k|OH \2) < (—2+ 2y+ 2§k) I0A?,

which is less than zero provided< (1—4/3k).
Next we deal with the reaction terms:

d 2 ) ?

~ 22 (k- 2) A= 2 (k- 3 e
n n n
o o 2 o © 2
+4<Zhij1hij2) —|—2<Zhij2hij2> +2‘RmL|2
1) 1)
(12) +2y|K*| (|A\2+ 2/AP~ 2b2) :

Written in the terms of the special orthonormal frames, ttazketed terms on the sec-
ond last line above are

2

2
4( S hijlhijz) — 16a%h?, 2< S hijzhijz) = 2(2b% +2¢?)2.
1) 1)
Now suppose, for a contradiction, that there exists a firgttpo time whereQ = 0.

Computing at this point, a8 = 0 we have(k— 1) |H|2 = (|A|2+ 2y|KL| +¢), and
substituting this into(13) to eliminate thid|? terms we obtain after some computation

d,_ 1 212 1 LA 12
dtQ_( k_1/2-1—2)4ab —i—( k—1/2+2)V|K || Aq]

3 L AI2 1 A4
+( k_1/2+6) yIK*[|Az| +( k_1/2+2) |Az|

(13)
(1+2y%) 12
+( 1z T8I
1 s, 28 o 5 3ey|KY £?
£<2+k—1/2) G vy L B vany 7 S e y 3

where we have we useék|2|Ay|? = 4a2b2 + |KL|2. With the exception of theK-|2
term, all terms are negative providi&d< 1, which is the best constant we expect. We
group the remaining terms into two quadratic forms to expleé negative terms to
control the|K|2 term, the most restrictive term. Discarding the negativengenot
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useful in controlling normal curvature, expanding and giag terms we have

So< 402{ <_k_11/2+2) &m <_k—31/2+6) Jad <_%+6) az}
+4IaC|{ (—k_11/2+2) ya? +(1-ny) <—(ifif/yz>+6) |ac]

+(1-m) <_k—31/2+6) ycz}.

We now substitutey = 1—4/3k— d in order to keep the gradient term negative, and use
the parameterg1, N, to shift as much bad normal curvature into the first curly keac

to consume all of the goodf term. As it does not seem possible to re&ch 3/4, we
have been satisfied to numerical explore the parametersjalith the result that the
above term is strictly negative fdr= 29/40. Choosing < 29/40andy=1— %k— o)
ensures that both the gradient and reaction terms of theitgwolequation forQ are
negative, which via the maximum principle provides a cattittion, and we conclude

Q < 0is preserved by the flow.

0

Remarks 4.2. In fact, not taking into account the gradient term so that \aa choose
y and k independently, referring {3), we see the nonlinearity is non-positiveyif=
1,k = 1, which equates t0A|? + 2|K*| < |H|? or equivalentlyK| < K. This estimate
for the nonlinearity is optimal, as the Clifford torus embed inR* satifies as K =0
and|A]2 = |H|2.

5. IMPROVEMENT OF CURVATURE PINCHING

In the previous section we saw that curvature pinching isgmesd by the mean cur-
vature flow. In this section, we prove that curvature pinghastually improves along
the flow. We show that in regions where mean curvature becdangs, the evolving
surface becomes increasingly totally umbilic, ultimatalipwing us to conclude con-
vergence to a sphere.

Theorem 5.1. There exists constantg & c andd > 0 both depending only oBg such
that for all time te [0, T) we have the estimate

(14) A2 4 2y|K*| < colH[?0.

We seek to bound the functiofy := (JA|2 + 2y|KL|)/|H[21-9), whereo > 0 and
small. The reaction terms of the evolution equation fgrcontain a small positive
quantity, impeding the use of the maximum principle to cadel the desired result.
Following Huisken[[H2], we proceed by exploiting a favousgradient term with a
Poincaré-type inequality and boundifigin L by a Stampacchia iteration procedure.
The derivation of the Poincaré-type inequality from ingg Simons’ identity and the
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Stampacchia iteration are well-known in the mean curvédtaveliterature, however, in
our case, we must also control the normal curvature.

Proposition 5.2. For everyo € (0,1) and ¢ := 1 —4/3k — y we have the evolution
equation

ZED

1-0)
(i) Difa>—m

|OA? + 20| A 5.

Proof. Differentiatingfy in time and substituting in the relevant evolution equatioe
get

d A|A? —2|0A”? + 2Ry N 2y (AJK*] 4 2K+ /|K+ | OevoK* + Rs3)

AT P (IH%=e
(15) 1(AH2=2|0H? 4 2R,)
(IH[?)t=e
1—0)(|A]2+2y|K+| —Yn[H|?
_(1-0)( |(|H‘2&)/\20\ /n| \)(A|H|2_2|DH|2+2R2).

After some computation, we find the Laplacianfgfis

(16)
A(JA? + 2y|K+| — L/n|H 2(1-o0)
it = MATEBHE IR _ 220 i + 2|~ 2, M)
([H[?)*¢  (HP)ze
Ao+ 2yKE ) o
(IH[2)z©
L R0 0) (AP 2yK |~ YlHE 2
(IH[2)3- ’
and the gradients satisfy
21-0
(17) —W(D (IAZ+2y|K*| = Yn|H|?), Ti[H[?)
2(1-o0) 2 2(1—0)? 212
="z (GilH|%, Difg) — ~HPE fo|OH|?|.
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With the aid of the last two formulae above, equation (15) lsamanipulated into the
form

0 2(1-o0) 5 20R; {4
EfGZAfU+W<Di|H| ,Dif0>+W
2 Al2 1+ 2y|K+
2 (\DA\2+2vKL/|KL|Eevo|KL _ %\DHF)
(AP H]
o(1-0) yo 20(ARZ+ 2yIKE |~ YaHP)
B (T
2 AR+ 2y|K |
—— R - = Ry.
+<|H\2>10( R e R

We discard the terms on the last two lines as these are notivpasider our pinching
assumption. We estimate the last term on the first linBdy |A|?|H|?, and the gradient
terms on the second line by

2 A2+ 2y|K+
18) (s (10AZ+ 20K o — P 2 o2
21-4k—y) o s DA
——— =A< -20——F—.

O

As devised by Huisken [H2], we exploit the negative gradtenn involvinges with
a Poincaré-type inequality, derived by integrating Sisiadentity. Contracting the
Simons identity[(Il) withA;; we obtain

1
(19) §A|A|2:Aij -Oi0jH +|0A12 4 Z,

where

2
Z= Y Hahipahijghpjs— (Zhi,-ahjiﬁ) — [Rm"|2.
L.pa,B a,B 1)

A lower bound onZ was obtained in_[AB, B] by an inelegant series of estimates th
obscures the dependance of the nonlinearity on the subohdmitrinsic and normal
curvature. Below, we provide a new estimate for surfacesensed inR* that makes
transparent the dependence of the nonlinearity on the subotdhintrinsic and normal
curvature. As alluded to in the introduction, the refinedrf@f the Simons identity is
of interest in the classification of minimal submanifoldspheres.

Proposition 5.1. For a two-dimensional submanifolf immersed inR*, the nonlin-
earity in the contracted Simons identity satisfies

Z = 2K|A]2— 2|K+ |2
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Proof. The nonlinearity in the contracted Simons identity is

2
Z= 2 Hahipahiiﬁhpm—z(Zhﬁiahim) ~ |Rm- 2.

L.pa,B aB \iJ
Splitting the first term on the right into diagonal and ofegonal summations, and using
hijo = 0 fori # j, we get

> Hahipahijghpig = > hiia Zhiia(hiil)er > hiia Zhiia(hiiz)z
i,j,p,a,3 [ 1] | 1]
+ hia ;hiia(him)z‘i‘ > hiia ; hipahijghpjg-
| iZ] [ i#p

The final term on the right is zero, as computing in the spexidlonormal frames we
see

Zhiia ; hipahijﬁhpjﬁ =H ; hiplhijﬁhpjﬁ
[ iZp i#p

sincehjp; = 0 fori # p. We similarly split the second term on the right of Z into chag|
and off-diagonal sums, and putting all terms together wehav

Z= Zhiia Zhiia(hii1)2+ Z hii o Zhiia(hii2)2+ Z hii o ;hiior(hijz)2
| 1] | 1] 1 i#]

2 2 2
- (Zhiilhiia) - (Zhiizhiia) - (;hijzhija)
a I a I a \i#]
-2 Z (Z hijahijB Z hijahijﬁ) — \RmL|2.
a,B \i=] i#]
We estimate these terms in pairs, gathering the first, semotdhird terms of lines one

and two, respectively. Dealing with the first pair of terms, fellow [S2] but keep track
of the normal curvature terms, computing

2
> hiia ) hii o (i) — > <Z hiilhiia) = <K + Z(h12a)2) (h111—h221)?
[ 1] a T a

— K (4a?) + 4a°c?.

We estimate the second pair of terms in the same way, obgginin

2
Z hii g Z hi o (i 2)? — > (Z hiizhiia) = (K + Z(h12a)2) (h112— hog2)?
[ 1] a i a

= K (4b?) + 4b?c?.
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For the third pair of terms, as there are no diagonal termagiyefactor into the intrinsic
curvature, we proceed by computing in the special orthoabframes from the outset:

.Zhiiai; hiia(hijz)z— ; (I; hijzhijor)2

= 4¢? (# —~ cz)

=4c? (ﬁ —a?—b?— cz) +4c%(a + b°)
4

= 4C%K + 4% (a® + b?).

Finally, ashjj; = 0, the only non-zero contribution comes framf = 2 and we get

2%y <Z hijahijp ;hijahijﬁ) = 2( > hijzhijz ; hijzhijz)
a,p N=] I#] =] I#]
= 2(2b%)(2¢?) = 8b’c?.
Collecting all the terms together, and recalliiRin-|?> = 16a?c® = 4|K*|?, we achieve
Z = 2K (2a® 4 2b? + 2¢?) 4 8ac? + 8bc® — 16a°c? — 8b?c?
— 2K|AP? — 2K 2.
0

Proposition 5.2 (cf Lemma 5[[AB]). For a two-dimensional submanifokf immersed
in R?, if the second fundamental form Bf satisfiegA|? < 5/6|H|?, then there exists a

strictly positive constantz depending only oy such that Z> sz(|,&|2 +2y|KE))HI

Proof. We can simply estimatK | < 1/2\,&|2, in which case
o l ]
Z> 2AP(K - 51AP).

For a surfac& = 1/2(|H|2—|A[2), and therefor& — 2|A|2 > 0 so long a$A|? < 5/6|H|2.
The estimate can obviously be optimised by more careful ideginching inequality.
U

The lower bound o furnishes the following Poincaré-type inequality. Thegifrof
this estimate is similar to the proof of the correspondinineste in [H2] AB], except
for the appearance of the Laplacian of the normal curvatie. only show how to
deal with this last term and refer the reader[to [AB] and [B] fllee remainder of the
calculations.
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Proposition 5.3 (cf Proposition 11[[AB]) For every p> 2 and n > 0 we have the
estimate
(20)

—1
DIy |2 (4pn+10) 1 f& 2 3(p—1)/ D=2/ 15 |2
/ZfalH\ g < —— Z|H|2<1,J)\DA\ dug+7sz,7 L fo “10fol"dig.

Proof. Using the contracted form of Simons’ identity, the Laplaca f; can be ex-
pressed as

2 e 2 2,
Af027|H‘2(170) <Aij,DiDjH>—|—7‘H|2(l > |DA| 7“_”2(170)2
201-0 o
— (|H|2 )(Di|H|2,Dif0) (T |>>f0|D|H||2 (1-0)foAH?
2yAIK-|
||_||2(1—a)'

We now multiply by fc?_l and estimate the terms on the first two lines in the same
manner as [AB], the only difference being we estimate in teoh|JA|? instead of
|OH|?, which is easily done as a final step iyH |2 < 4/3|0A|%. We now show how to
deal with the new term on the last line involving the normakeature. In the first step,
we integrate and use Green’s first identity to get

fPIA|KL|
IH|2(1-0) Hg
fp-1
F2200, £ i KL | 18 il DilK |
(21) = (p—l)/ HP2L0) d“9_2<1_0)/ H|21-0)+1 dHg-

Inspection of the formula for the normal curvature (9) réseee can estimatglK | <

4\,&||DA|. We use this last inequality and the Peter-Paul inequaligstimate equation
@I) by

fPIA|KL|
IH|2(1-0) Hg
4p—1) [ p2c 2 f5 ' OA?
< T/ fo “|0fo|"dpg + (4(p—1)n +10) Wdug'
The proposition follows by combining this last estimatehatihe aforementioned esti-
mates of[[AB]. O

The Poincaré-type inequalitiy (20) allows us to prove sigfitty high LP-norms of
fo are non-increasing in time, and crucially, tlmtlecays like 1,/p asp — o.
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Proposition 5.3. There exists constantg and ¢ depending orkq such that if p> c3

ando < % then for all time te [0, T) we have

d p
— < 0.
dt/zf"d“g—o

The following estimate, which states that higher powers eimcurvature can be
absorbed intd 4, depends on the refined decay enabled by the Poincarértggeality.

Proposition 5.4. There exists constantg and ¢ depending only oy such if p> cs
ando < cg//P), then for all time tc [0,T) we have the estimate

2 2

With the last estimate in place, we can proceed by a Stamjzateration argument
to boundf, in L. We refer the reader t0 [H2] for the details.

6. CONVERGENCE TO A ROUND POINT

The estimate of the previous section enables us to chaisectee asymptotic shape
of the evolving submanifolds as— T. We achieve this by performing a type | blowup
and utilising the compactness theorem for mean curvatunedproven in[[B]. The
interested reader may like to compare the following argunaeth the corresponding
argument for the Ricci flow, which can found, for example,Tij. Here the Codazzi
equation performs the same role as the contracted secondiBidentity, and the Co-
dazzi Theorem that of Schur’'s Theorem. For a proof of the €odBheorem we refer
the reader ta [S3].

Theorem 6.1. Let F: 22 x [0, T) — R* be a solution of the mean curvature flow. Assume
that the initial submanifoldy is closed and satisfig#l|min > 0 and |A]2 + 2y|K*| <
k|H|?, wherey = 1 — 4/3k and k< 29/40. Then there exists a sequence of rescaled mean
curvature flows F: 32 x |; — R* containing a subsequence of mean curvature flows
(also indexed by j) that converges to a limit mean curvaton f, : 2 x (—o,0] — R*

on compact sets &% x R as j— «. Moreover, the limit mean curvature flow is a
shrinking sphere.

Proof. Pick any sequence of time$;)jcy such thatt; — T as j — . Proposition
4.1 implies thatA? and |H|? have equivalent blow-up rates, so we can in fact rescale
by [H|2. SinceZ? is assumed to be closed, we can pick a sequence of ANt
defined by

H(py.) = maxH|(p.t;).
pes

For convenience, sétj := [H|(pj,t;) and define a sequence of rescaled and translated
flows by

Fj(q,S) :A,—(F(q,ti —i—S/)\jz) —F(pj,tj)).
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Itis easily checked this is a parabolic rescaling, and oqusietly for eaclj, the rescaled
flow Fj : 22 x [A2T,0] — R* is a solution of the mean curvature flow (in the time vari-
ables). The second fundamental form of the rescaled flows is umifprbounded
above independent of and we can apply the compactness theorem for mean cur-
vature flows (see [B]) to obtain a smooth limit solution of timean curvature flow

Foo : Ma X (—00,0] — R*. Furthermore, by construction of the sequefgethe limit
solution satisfie$H | (-,0) = 1 at some point. The estimate of Theorleni 5.1 rescales as

ALF +2y[K*[j < 0o P IH,
and upon sending— o we find
A2 + 2y|Kt e = 0.

The previous line implies th&l&|§o = 0 and hencé (M, t) is totally umbilic. By the
Codazzi Theoremk(Ma,t) is a plane or a 2-sphere lying in a 3-dimensional affine
subspace oR*. We know the limit solution has positive mean curvature atsgoint
and therefore must be a sphere. O
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