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UNIQUENESS OF CONVEX ANCIENT SOLUTIONS TO

MEAN CURVATURE FLOW IN HIGHER DIMENSIONS

SIMON BRENDLE AND KYEONGSU CHOI

Abstract. In this paper, we consider noncompact ancient solutions
to the mean curvature flow in R

n+1 (n ≥ 3) which are strictly convex,
uniformly two-convex, and noncollapsed. We prove that such an ancient
solution is a rotationally symmetric translating soliton.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper, we fix an integer n ≥ 3. Our goal in this paper is
to classify all noncompact ancient solutions to mean curvature flow in R

n+1

which are convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncollapsed in the sense of
Sheng and Wang [12]:

Theorem 1.1. Let Mt, t ∈ (−∞, 0], be a noncompact ancient solution of
mean curvature flow in R

n+1 which is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex,
and noncollapsed. Then Mt is a rotationally symmetric translating soliton.

If we evolve a closed, embedded, two-convex hypersurface by mean curva-
ture flow, then it is well known that any blow-up limit is an ancient solution
which is weakly convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncollapsed (see [7],
Theorem 1.10, or [14],[15]). If we combine this result with Theorem 1.1, we
obtain the following result:

Corollary 1.2. Consider an arbitrary closed, embedded, two-convex hyper-
surface in R

n+1, and evolve it by mean curvature flow. At the first singular
time, the only possible blow-up limits are shrinking round spheres; shrinking
round cylinders; and the unique rotationally symmetric translating soliton.

In a recent paper [2], we obtained a classification of noncompact ancient
solutions in R

3 which are convex and noncollapsed. The proof of Theorem
1.1 draws on similar techniques. In Section 2, we derive asymptotic estimates
for the solution in the cylindrical region. These estimates tell us that, for

−t large, the rescaled surface (−t)− 1
2 Mt ∩ B5n(0) is O((−t)− 1

2 )-close to a

cylinder of radius
√

2(n − 1). In Section 3, we combine this estimate with a
barrier argument in the spirit of [1] to conclude that lim inft→−∞Hmax(t) >
0, where Hmax(t) denotes the supremum of the mean curvature of Mt.
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In Section 4, we establish a higher-dimensional version of the Neck Im-
provement Theorem in [2]. This step requires significant modifications in
the higher-dimensional setting. In order to formulate the Neck Improvement
Theorem, we need a notion of ε-symmetry in higher dimensions, which gen-
eralizes the one introduced in [2]. We say that a point (x̄, t̄) in spacetime is
ε-symmetric if there exists a collection of normalized rotation vector fields

K = {Kα : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 } (all having a common axis of rotation) such that

|Kα|H ≤ 10n at (x̄, t̄) and |〈Kα, ν〉|H ≤ ε in the parabolic neighborhood

P̂(x̄, t̄, 10, 100). The main difference between the two-dimensional case and
the higher-dimensional case is that, instead of a single rotation vector field
in ambient space, we need to consider a collection of normalized rotation
vector fields which share a common axis. The statement of the Neck Im-
provement Theorem can be summarized as follows: if (x̄, t̄) lies on a neck
and every point in a sufficiently large parabolic neighborhood of (x̄, t̄) is
ε-symmetric, then the point (x̄, t̄) itself is ε

2 -symmetric.
In Section 5, we iterate the Neck Improvement Theorem to conclude that

any ancient solution which satisfies the assumption of Theorem 1.1 is rota-
tionally symmetric. Finally, in Section 6, we classify ancient solutions with
rotational symmetry, thereby completing the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. Asymptotic analysis as t→ −∞
Suppose that Mt, t ∈ (−∞, 0], is a noncompact ancient solution of mean

curvature flow in R
n+1 which is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and

noncollapsed. We consider the rescaled flow M̄τ = e
τ
2 M−e−τ . The hyper-

surfaces M̄τ move with velocity −(H − 1
2 〈x, ν〉)ν.

Proposition 2.1 (cf. Haslhofer-Kleiner [7], Theorem 1.11). Consider a se-
quence τj → −∞. After passing to a subsequence, the rescaled hypersurfaces

M̄τj converge in C∞
loc to a cylinder of radius

√

2(n − 1) with axis passing
through the origin.

Proof. This is proved in [7] on p. 533. We briefly sketch the argument
for the convenience of the reader. Let tj := −e−τj . A standard barrier

argument implies dist(0,Mtj ) ≤ C(n) (−tj)
1
2 for j sufficiently large. By the

speed limit lemma (cf. Lemma 3.4 in [7]), there exist a time t̄j ∈ [tj ,
tj
2 ] and a

point p̄j ∈ Mt̄j such that |p̄j| ≤ C(n) (−tj)
1
2 and H(p̄j , t̄j) ≤ C(n) (−tj)−

1
2 .

Using the global curvature estimate in [7] we conclude that, after passing

to a subsequence, the rescaled hypersurfaces M̄τj = (−tj)−
1
2 Mtj converge

in C∞
loc to a smooth limit. By Huisken’s monotonicity formula [9], the limit

must be a self-similar shrinker. Results of Colding and Minicozzi [3] then

imply that the limit is either a sphere of radius
√
2n centered at the ori-

gin or a cylinder of radius
√

2(n− 1) with axis passing through the origin.
Since the ancient solution Mt is noncompact, the backward limit cannot be
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a sphere. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.1.

In the following, we denote by Σ = {x ∈ R
n+1 : x21 + . . .+ x2n = 2(n− 1)}

the cylinder of radius
√

2(n − 1) around the xn+1-axis.

Proposition 2.2. For each τ , we have
∫

M̄τ

e−
|x|2
4 ≤

∫

Σ
e−

|x|2
4 .

Proof. Let us consider an arbitrary sequence tj → −∞. The local
version of Huisken’s monotonicity formula [9] implies that, for each j and
each r > 0, the function

t 7→ (−t)−n
2

∫

Mt

e
− |x|2

(−4t)

(

1− |x|2 + 2nt

(−r2tj)
)3

+

is monotone decreasing for t ∈ [tj , 0) (see [4], pp. 64–65). This gives

(−t)−n
2

∫

Mt

e
− |x|2

(−4t)

(

1− |x|2
(−r2tj)

)3

+

≤ (−tj)−
n
2

∫

Mtj

e
− |x|2

(−4tj )

(

1 +
2n

r2
− |x|2

(−r2tj)
)3

+

for each t ∈ [tj, 0) and each r > 0. We now send j → ∞, keeping t and r
fixed. By the monotone convergence theorem,

lim
j→∞

(−t)−n
2

∫

Mt

e
− |x|2

(−4t)

(

1− |x|2
(−r2tj)

)3

+
= (−t)−n

2

∫

Mt

e
− |x|2

(−4t) .

Moreover,

lim
j→∞

(−tj)−
n
2

∫

Mtj

e
− |x|2

(−4tj)

(

1+
2n

r2
− |x|2
(−r2tj)

)3

+
=

∫

Σ
e−

|x|2
4

(

1+
2n

r2
− |x|2
r2

)3

+

by Proposition 2.1. Thus, we conclude that

(−t)−n
2

∫

Mt

e
− |x|2

(−4t) ≤
∫

Σ
e−

|x|2
4

(

1 +
2n

r2
− |x|2

r2

)3

+

for each t and each r > 0. Sending r → ∞, we obtain

(−t)−n
2

∫

Mt

e
− |x|2

(−4t) ≤
∫

Σ
e−

|x|2
4 .

This completes the proof of Proposition 2.2.

Lemma 2.3. We can find a smooth function ρ(τ) and a function Q(τ)
taking values in SO(n+ 1) with the following properties:

• limτ→−∞ ρ(τ) = ∞.
• −ρ(τ) ≤ ρ′(τ) ≤ 0.
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• In the ball B2ρ(τ)(0), the rotated surface Q(τ)M̄τ can be written as a

graph over the standard cylinder Σ, and the C4-norm of the height
function is less than ρ(τ)−8.

Proof. We can find a smooth function Q(τ) taking values in SO(n + 1)
such that the rotated surfaces Q(τ)M̄τ converge to the standard cylinder Σ
in C∞

loc. Hence, we can find a function ρ̄(τ) with the following properties:

• limτ→−∞ ρ̄(τ) = ∞.
• In the ball B2ρ̄(τ)(0), the rotated surface Q(τ)M̄τ can be written as

a graph over the standard cylinder Σ, and the C4-norm of the height
function is less than ρ̄(τ)−8.

We define a function ρ(τ) by ρ(τ) := infτ ′ max{eτ ′−τ , 1} ρ̄(τ ′). Clearly,
ρ(τ) ≤ ρ̄(τ) for each τ , and ρ(τ) → ∞ as τ → −∞. Moreover, the function
τ 7→ ρ(τ) is monotone decreasing, and the function τ 7→ eτ ρ(τ) is monotone
increasing. This gives −ρ(τ) ≤ ρ′(τ) ≤ 0. Finally, a standard convolution
argument allows us to replace the function ρ(τ) by a smooth function. This
completes the proof of Lemma 2.3.

As in [2], it is necessary to fine tune the choice of the rotation matrix.
Let ϕ ≥ 0 be a smooth cutoff function such that ϕ = 1 on [−1

2 ,
1
2 ] and ϕ = 0

outside [−2
3 ,

2
3 ].

Proposition 2.4. Let ρ(τ) be chosen as in Lemma 2.3. We can find a
function S(τ) taking values in SO(n+ 1) with the following properties:

• In the ball B2ρ(τ)(0), the rotated surface M̃τ := S(τ)M̄τ can be writ-
ten as a graph over the standard cylinder Σ of some function u(·, τ);
that is,

{x+ u(x, τ)νΣ(x) : x ∈ Σ ∩B2ρ(τ)(0)} ⊂ M̃τ ,

where νΣ denotes the unit normal to Σ and ‖u(·, τ)‖C4(Σ∩B2ρ(τ)(0)) ≤
ρ(τ)−4.

• The function u(·, τ) satisfies the orthogonality relations
∫

Σ∩Bρ(τ)(0)
e−

|x|2
4 〈Ax, νΣ〉u(x, τ)ϕ

(xn+1

ρ(τ)

)

= 0

for every matrix A ∈ so(n+ 1).
• The matrix A(τ) := S′(τ)S(τ)−1 ∈ so(n+1) satisfies A(τ)ij = 0 for
i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proof. Given any unit vector ω ∈ Sn, we consider the rotated cylinder
Σω := {x ∈ R

n+1 : |x − 〈x, ω〉ω| =
√

2(n− 1)}. Note that Σω = Σ if
ω = (0, . . . , 0, 1). For each ω ∈ Sn, we denote by πω : Rn+1 → Σω the radial
projection to Σω. In other words,

πω(y) = 〈y, ω〉ω +
√

2(n − 1)
y − 〈y, ω〉ω
|y − 〈y, ω〉ω| .
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For each ω ∈ Sn, we define a vector Iτ (ω) ∈ R
n+1 by

Iτ (ω) :=

∫

M̄τ

e−
2(n−1)+〈y,ω〉2

4

(

|y − 〈y, ω〉ω| −
√

2(n − 1)
)

ϕ
(〈y, ω〉
ρ(τ)

)

· detD(πω|M̄τ
)(y) · 〈y, ω〉 y − 〈y, ω〉ω

|y − 〈y, ω〉ω| .

Clearly, Iτ (ω) is orthogonal to ω.
Let Q(τ) be the rotation matrix defined in Lemma 2.3, and define ζ(τ) ∈

Sn by Q(τ) ζ(τ) = (0, . . . , 0, 1). Using Lemma 2.3, we obtain

|Iτ (ζ(τ))| ≤ C ρ(τ)−8.

Moreover, an analysis of the linearization of the function Iτ (ω) near the
point ζ(τ) gives

|Iτ (ω)− Iτ (ω̃) + c(n) (ω − ω̃)| ≤ o(1) |ω − ω̃|
if |ω − ζ(τ)| ≤ ρ(τ)−6 and |ω̃ − ζ(τ)| ≤ ρ(τ)−6. Here, c(n) is a non-zero
constant that depends only on n. We now apply a standard fixed point

theorem to the map which sends ω ∈ Sn to Iτ (ω)+c(n)ω
|Iτ (ω)+c(n)ω| ∈ Sn. Hence,

if −τ is sufficiently large, then we can find a vector ζ̃(τ) ∈ Sn such that

|ζ(τ)− ζ̃(τ)| ≤ C ρ(τ)−8 and

Iτ (ζ̃(τ)) + c(n) ζ̃(τ)

|Iτ (ζ̃(τ)) + c(n) ζ̃(τ)|
= ζ̃(τ).

Since Iτ (ζ̃(τ)) is orthogonal to ζ̃(τ), we conclude that Iτ (ζ̃(τ)) = 0. More-

over, ζ̃(τ) depends smoothly on τ .
In the next step, we choose a smooth function S(τ) taking values in

SO(n+1) such that S(τ) ζ̃(τ) = (0, . . . , 0, 1). Moreover, we can choose S(τ)
in such a way that the matrix A(τ) := S′(τ)S(τ)−1 ∈ so(n + 1) satisfies
A(τ)ij = 0 for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. (Otherwise, we replace S(τ) by R(τ)S(τ),
where R(τ) ∈ SO(n) ⊂ SO(n+ 1) is a rotation which fixes the xn+1-axis.)

Let M̃τ := S(τ) M̄τ . Using Lemma 2.3 and the estimate |ζ(τ) − ζ̃(τ)| ≤
C ρ(τ)−8, we conclude that the surface M̃τ can be written as a graph over the
standard cylinder Σ of some function u(·, τ), where ‖u(·, τ)‖C4(Σ∩B2ρ(τ)(0))

≤
ρ(τ)−4. Finally, the identity Iτ (ζ̃(τ)) = 0 gives

∫

M̃τ

e−
2(n−1)+〈y,ω〉2

4

(

|y − 〈y, ω〉ω| −
√

2(n − 1)
)

ϕ
( 〈y, ω〉
ρ(τ)

)

· detD(πω|M̃τ
)(y) · 〈y, ω〉 y − 〈y, ω〉ω

|y − 〈y, ω〉ω| = 0

if ω = (0, . . . , 0, 1) is the vertical unit vector. This finally implies
∫

Σ
e−

2(n−1)+x2n+1
4 u(x)ϕ

(xn+1

ρ(τ)

)

xn+1 xi = 0
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for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. From this, the desired orthogonality relations follow.
This completes the proof of Proposition 2.4.

We next recall the shrinker foliation constructed in [1]. By [1], the union
of all the leaves in this foliation contains a truncated cone of the form {x ∈
R
n+1 : |xn+1| ≥ z0, x

2
1 + . . . + x2n ≤ b20x

2
n+1} for some large constant z0

and some small constant b0 > 0. We denote by νfol the unit normal vector
field to this foliation. Moreover, we denote by ∆τ the region in between the
cylinder Σ and the surface M̃τ .

Proposition 2.5. There exists a constant L0 such that for all L ∈ [L0, ρ(τ)]
∫

M̃τ∩{|xn+1|≥L}
e−

|x|2
4 −

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≥L}
e−

|x|2
4 ≥ −

∫

∆τ∩{|xn+1|=L}
e−

|x|2
4 |〈ω, νfol〉|.

Here, ω = (0, . . . , 0, 1) denotes the vertical unit vector in R
n+1.

Proof. This follows from the identity div(e−
|x|2
4 νfol) = 0 together with

the divergence theorem. See [2], Proposition 2.2, for details.

Proposition 2.6. There exists a constant L0 such that
∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 |∇Σu(x, τ)|2 ≤ C

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L
2
}
e−

|x|2
4 u(x, τ)2

and
∫

Σ∩{L
2
≤|xn+1|≤L}

e−
|x|2
4 u(x, τ)2 ≤ CL−2

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L
2
}
e−

|x|2
4 u(x, τ)2

for all L ∈ [L0, ρ(τ)].

Proof. Let ω = (0, . . . , 0, 1) denote the vertical unit vector in R
n+1.

Lemma 4.11 in [1] implies that |〈ω, νfol〉| ≤ CL−1 |x21 + . . . + x2n − 2(n − 1)|
for each point x ∈ ∆τ ∩ {|xn+1| = L}. This gives

∫

∆τ∩{|xN+1|=L}
e−

|x|2
4 |〈ω, νfol〉|

≤ CL−1

∫

∆τ∩{|xn+1|=L}
e−

|x|2
4 |x21 + . . .+ x2n − 2(n − 1)|

≤ CL−1

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|=L}
e−

|x|2
4 u2.

Combining this estimate with Proposition 2.5 yields
∫

M̃τ∩{|xn+1|≥L}
e−

|x|2
4 −

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≥L}
e−

|x|2
4 ≥ −CL−1

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|=L}
e−

|x|2
4 u2.



ANCIENT SOLUTIONS TO MEAN CURVATURE FLOW IN HIGHER DIMENSIONS 7

We next observe that
∫

M̃τ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 −

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4

=

∫ L

−L

(
∫

Sn−1

e−
z2

4

[

e−
(
√

2(n−1)+u)2

4 (
√

2(n − 1) + u)n−2

·
√

(
√

2(n − 1) + u)2
(

1 +
(∂u

∂z

)2)

+ |∇Sn−1
u|2

− e−
n−1
2

√

2(n− 1)
n−1

])

dz.

By assumption, the height function u satisfies |u| + |∂u
∂z
| + |∇Sn−1

u| ≤ o(1)
for |xn+1| ≤ L. From this, we deduce that

∫

M̃τ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 −

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4

≥
∫ L

−L

(
∫

Sn−1

e−
z2

4

[

e−
(
√

2(n−1)+u)2

4 (
√

2(n− 1) + u)n−1

− e−
n−1
2

√

2(n − 1)
n−1

+
1

C
|∇Σu|2

]

)

dz

≥
∫ L

−L

(
∫

Sn−1

e−
z2

4

[

− Cu2 +
1

C
|∇Σu|2

]

)

dz

where C is a large constant that depends only on n. Putting these facts
together, we conclude that

∫

M̃τ

e−
|x|2
4 −

∫

Σ
e−

|x|2
4 ≥

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4

[

− Cu2 +
1

C
|∇Σu|2

]

− CL−1

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|=L}
e−

|x|2
4 u2.

Combining this estimate with Proposition 2.2, we deduce that
∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 |∇Σu|2

≤ C

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 u2 + CL−1

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|=L}
e−

|x|2
4 u2.

On the other hand, using the divergence theorem, we obtain

L

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|=L}
e−

|x|2
4 u2 =

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
divΣ(e

− |x|2
4 u2 xtan)

=

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4

(

u2 − 1

2
x2n+1 u

2 + 2u 〈xtan,∇Σu〉
)

≤
∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4

(

u2 − 1

4
x2n+1 u

2 + 4 |∇Σu|2
)

,
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and consequently

L2

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 u2 + L

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|=L}
e−

|x|2
4 u2

≤ C

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 |∇Σu|2 + CL2

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L
2
}
e−

|x|2
4 u2.

To summarize, we have shown that
∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 |∇Σu|2

≤ CL−2

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 |∇Σu|2 + C

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L
2
}
e−

|x|2
4 u2.

If L is sufficiently large, we can absorb the first term on the right hand side
into the left hand side. This gives

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4 |∇Σu|2 ≤ C

∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L
2
}
e−

|x|2
4 u2.

This proves the first statement. Using the inequality

0 ≤
∫

Σ∩{|xn+1|≤L}
e−

|x|2
4

(

u2 − 1

4
x2n+1 u

2 + 4 |∇Σu|2
)

,

the second statement follows. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.6.

Let us denote by H the space of all functions f on Σ such that

‖f‖2H =

∫

Σ
e−

|x|2
4 f2 <∞.

We define an operator L on the cylinder Σ by

Lf = ∆Σf − 1

2
〈xtan,∇Σf〉+ f.

This operator can be rewritten as

Lf =
∂2

∂z2
f +

1

2(n − 1)
∆Sn−1f − 1

2
z
∂

∂z
f + f.

Let Ym be a basis of eigenfunctions of ∆Sn−1 , and let λm denote the corre-
sponding eigenvalues. We assume that the eigenfunctions Ym are normalized
so that

∫

Sn−1 Ym(θ)2 dθ = 1
n
|Sn−1|. Note that λ0 = 0, λ1 = . . . = λn = n−1,

and λn+1 = 2n. Moreover, Y0(θ) = 1√
n
, Y1(θ) = θ1, . . . , Yn(θ) = θn for

θ ∈ Sn−1, where θ1, . . . , θn denote the Cartesian coordinates of θ.
The eigenfunctions of L are of the form Hl

(

z
2

)

Ym, where Hl denotes the
Hermite polynomial of degree l. The corresponding eigenvalues are given
by 1− l

2 − λm
2(n−1) . Thus, there are n+ 2 eigenfunctions that correspond to

positive eigenvalues of L, and these are given by 1, xn+1, x1, . . . , xn, up to
scaling. The span of these eigenfunctions will be denoted by H+. Moreover,
there are n+1 eigenfunctions of L with eigenvalue 0, and these are given by
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x2n+1−2, x1xn+1, . . . , xnxn+1, up to scaling. The span of these eigenfunctions
will be denoted by H0. The span of all remaining eigenfunctions will be
denoted by H−. With this understood, we have

〈Lf, f〉H ≥ 1

2
‖f‖2H for f ∈ H+,

〈Lf, f〉H = 0 for f ∈ H0,

〈Lf, f〉H ≤ − 1

n− 1
‖f‖2H for f ∈ H−.

As in Lemma 2.4 in [2], we can show that the function u(x, τ) satisfies

∂

∂τ
u = Lu+ E + 〈A(τ)x, νΣ〉,

where E is an error term satisfying |E| ≤ O(ρ(τ)−1) (|u| + |∇Σu|+ |A(τ)|).
We next define û(x, τ) = u(x, τ)ϕ

(xn+1

ρ(τ)

)

. The function û(x, τ) satisfies

∂

∂τ
û = Lû+ Ê + 〈A(τ)x, νΣ〉ϕ

(xn+1

ρ(τ)

)

,

where Ê is an error term satisfying ‖Ê‖H ≤ O(ρ(τ)−1) (‖û‖H + |A(τ)|) (cf.
[2], Lemma 2.5). Moreover, the orthogonality relations in Proposition 2.4
imply that the function û(x, τ) is orthogonal (with respect to the inner prod-
uct onH) to the function 〈Ax, νΣ〉 for every τ and every matrix A ∈ so(n+1).

Lemma 2.7. We have |A(τ)| ≤ O(ρ(τ)−1) ‖û‖H and
∥

∥

∥

∂

∂τ
û− Lû

∥

∥

∥

H
≤ O(ρ(τ)−1) ‖û‖H.

Proof. Analogous to [2], Lemma 2.6.

We now define

U+(τ) := ‖P+û(·, τ)‖2H,
U0(τ) := ‖P0û(·, τ)‖2H,
U−(τ) := ‖P−û(·, τ)‖2H,

where P+, P0, P− denote the orthogonal projections to H+,H0,H−, respec-
tively. Using Lemma 2.7, we obtain

d

dτ
U+(τ) ≥ U+(τ)−O(ρ(τ)−1) (U+(τ) + U0(τ) + U−(τ)),

∣

∣

∣

d

dτ
U0(τ)

∣

∣

∣
≤ O(ρ(τ)−1) (U+(τ) + U0(τ) + U−(τ)),

d

dτ
U−(τ) ≤ − 2

n− 1
U−(τ) +O(ρ(τ)−1) (U+(τ) + U0(τ) + U−(τ)).

Clearly, U+(τ) + U0(τ) + U−(τ) = ‖û‖2H → 0 as τ → −∞.

Lemma 2.8. We have U0(τ) + U−(τ) ≤ o(1)U+(τ).
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Proof. The ODE lemma of Merle and Zaag (cf. Lemma 5.4 in [1] or
Lemma A.1 in [11]) implies that either U0(τ) + U−(τ) ≤ o(1)U+(τ) or
U+(τ) + U−(τ) ≤ o(1)U0(τ).

We now explain how to rule out the second case. If U+(τ) + U−(τ) ≤
o(1)U0(τ), then

û(·,τ)
‖û(·,τ)‖H converges with respect to ‖ · ‖H to the subspace

H0 = span{x2n+1 − 2, x1xn+1, . . . , xnxn+1}. The orthogonality relations
in Proposition 2.4 imply that û(·, τ) is orthogonal to 〈Ax, νΣ〉 for each
A ∈ so(n + 1). In other words, û(·, τ) is orthogonal to x1xn+1, . . . , xnxn+1.

Therefore, û(·,τ)
‖û(·,τ)‖H converges (with respect to ‖ · ‖H) to a non-zero multiple

of x2n+1 − 2.

Let Ω̃τ denote the region enclosed by M̃τ , and let A(z, τ) denote the area

of the intersection Ω̃τ ∩ {xn+1 = z}. By the Brunn-Minkowski inequality,

the function z 7→ A(z, τ)
1
n is concave. Since M̃τ is noncompact, it follows

that the function z 7→ A(z, τ)
1
n is monotone for each τ .

Note that A(z, τ) = 1
n

∫

Sn−1(
√

2(n − 1) + u(·, τ))n for |z| ≤ ρ(τ). Conse-

quently, the function z 7→
∫

Sn−1 [(
√

2(n− 1) + u(·, τ))n −
√

2(n − 1)
n
] dθ is

monotone. In particular, we either have
∫ −1

−3

(
∫

Sn−1

[(
√

2(n− 1) + u(·, τ))n −
√

2(n− 1)
n
]

)

dz

≤
∫ 1

−1

(
∫

Sn−1

[(
√

2(n − 1) + u(·, τ))n −
√

2(n − 1)
n
]

)

dz

≤
∫ 3

1

(
∫

Sn−1

[(
√

2(n− 1) + u(·, τ))n −
√

2(n − 1)
n
]

)

dz

or
∫ −1

−3

(
∫

Sn−1

[(
√

2(n − 1) + u(·, τ))n −
√

2(n − 1)
n
]

)

dz

≥
∫ 1

−1

(
∫

Sn−1

[(
√

2(n− 1) + u(·, τ))n −
√

2(n − 1)
n
]

)

dz

≥
∫ 3

1

(
∫

Sn−1

[(
√

2(n − 1) + u(·, τ))n −
√

2(n− 1)
n
]

)

dz.

On the other hand, we know that sup |u(·, τ)| → 0, and û(·,τ)
‖û(·,τ)‖H converges

(with respect to ‖ · ‖H) to a non-zero multiple of x2n+1 − 2. Consequently,
the function

(
√

2(n − 1) + û(·, τ))n −
√

2(n− 1)
n

‖û(·, τ)‖H
converges (with respect to ‖ · ‖H) to a non-zero multiple of x2n+1 − 2. This
is a contradiction. The proof of Lemma 2.8 is now complete.
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Lemma 2.9. For each ε > 0, we have ‖u(·, τ)‖C4(Sn−1×[−10n,10n]) ≤ o(e
(1−ε)τ

2 )

and |A(τ)| ≤ o(e
(1−ε)τ

2 ).

Proof. Lemma 2.8 gives U0(τ) + U−(τ) ≤ o(1)U+(τ). Substituting this
back into the ODE for U+(τ) gives

d

dτ
U+(τ) ≥ U+(τ)− o(1)U+(τ).

Consequently, for every ε > 0, we have U+(τ) ≤ o(e(1−ε)τ ). Using the
estimate U0(τ) + U−(τ) ≤ o(1)U+(τ), we obtain

‖û‖2H = U+(τ) + U0(τ) + U−(τ) ≤ o(e(1−ε)τ ).

This implies |A(τ)| ≤ o(1) ‖û‖H ≤ o(e
(1−ε)τ

2 ). Moreover, standard inter-

polation inequalities imply ‖u(·, τ)‖C4(Sn−1×[−10n,10n]) ≤ o(e
(1−ε)τ

2 ). This
completes the proof of Lemma 2.9.

It follows from the estimate |A(τ)| ≤ o(e
(1−ε)τ

2 ) that the limit limτ→−∞ S(τ)
exists. Without loss of generality, we may assume that limτ→−∞ S(τ) = id.

Then |S(τ)− id| ≤ o(e
(1−ε)τ

2 ).

Lemma 2.10. We have

sup
M̄τ∩{|xn+1|≤e

− τ
10 }

|x21 + . . .+ x2n − 2(n − 1)| ≤ e
τ
10

if −τ is sufficiently large.

Proof. Lemma 2.9 implies

sup
x∈M̄τ∩B5n(0)

|x21 + . . .+ x2n − 2(n − 1)| ≤ o(e
(1−ε)τ

2 ).

In view of the convexity of M̄τ , it follows that

sup
M̄τ∩{|xn+1|≤e

− τ
10 }

(x21 + . . . + x2n) ≤ 2(n − 1) + e
τ
10

if −τ is sufficiently large. Let

Σa = {x ∈ R
n+1 : x21 + . . .+ x2n = ua(−xn+1)

2, −a ≤ xn+1 ≤ 0}

be the self-similar shrinker constructed in [1]. By Lemma 4.4 in [1], ua(2) ≤
√

2(n− 1)−a−2. Since M̄τ converges to Σ in C∞
loc, the surface M̄τ ∩{xn+1 ≤

−2} encloses the surface Σa∩{xn+1 ≤ −2} if −τ is sufficiently large (depend-
ing on a). On the other hand, the estimate infx∈M̄τ∩B5n(0)(x

2
1 + . . .+ x2n) ≥

2(n−1)−o(e
(1−ε)τ

2 ) guarantees that the boundary M̄τ∩{xn+1 = −2} encloses
the boundary Σa ∩ {xn+1 = −2} provided that −τ is sufficiently large and
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a ≤ e−
(1−ε)τ

4 . By the maximum principle, the surface M̄τ ∩{xn+1 ≤ −2} en-

closes Σa ∩ {xn+1 ≤ −2} whenever −τ is sufficiently large and a ≤ e−
(1−ε)τ

4 .

By Theorem 8.2 in [1], ua(y) ≥
√

2(n− 1)(1 − a−2y2). This gives

inf
M̄τ∩{−e

− τ
10 ≤xn+1≤−2}

(x21 + . . .+ x2n) ≥ 2(n − 1)− e
τ
10

if −τ is sufficiently large. An analogous argument gives

inf
M̄τ∩{2≤xn+1≤e−

τ
10 }

(x21 + . . .+ x2n) ≥ 2(n− 1)− e
τ
10

if −τ is sufficiently large. Putting these facts together, we conclude that

inf
M̄τ∩{|xn+1|≤e−

τ
10 }

(x21 + . . . + x2n) ≥ 2(n − 1)− e
τ
10

if −τ is sufficiently large. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.10.

Lemma 2.11. Let ε0 > 0 be given. If −τ is sufficiently large (depending

on ε0), then every point in M̄τ ∩ {|xn+1| ≤ 1
2 e

− τ
10 } lies at the center of an

ε0-neck. Moreover, the radius of that neck is uniformly bounded from above
and below.

Proof. By Lemma 2.10, the surface M̄τ ∩ {|xn+1| ≤ e−
τ
10 } lies inside the

cylinder {x21+ . . .+x2n = 2(n−1)+e
τ
10 }, and outside the cylinder {x21+ . . .+

x2n = 2(n− 1)− e
τ
10 }. In other words, the surface Mt ∩{|xn+1| ≤ (−t) 1

2
+ 1

10 }
lies inside the cylinder {x21+. . .+x2n = −2(n−1)t+(−t)1− 1

10 }, and outside the

cylinder {x21+ . . .+x2n = −2(n−1)t− (−t)1− 1
10 }. SinceMt bounds a convex

domain, it follows that the surface Mt ∩{|xn+1| ≤ 4
5 (−t)

1
2
+ 1

10 } can be writ-
ten as a graph over the cylinder. Classical estimates of Ecker and Huisken

[5] then imply that H ≤ C (−t)− 1
2 on Mt ∩ {|xn+1| ≤ 3

5 (−t)
1
2
+ 1

10 }. On the

other hand, using the noncollapsing condition, we obtain H ≥ 1
C
(−t)− 1

2

on Mt ∩ {|xn+1| ≤ 3
5 (−t)

1
2
+ 1

10 }. Consequently, the mean curvature of the

rescaled hypersurface M̄τ ∩ {|xn+1| ≤ 3
5 e

− τ
10 } is uniformly bounded from

above and below. Finally, since M̄τ ∩{|xn+1| ≤ e−
τ
10 } is C0-close to a cylin-

der, it follows that every point on M̄τ ∩{|xn+1| ≤ 1
2 e

− τ
10 } lies on an ε0-neck

if −τ is sufficiently large (depending on ε0).

Proposition 2.12. We have

sup
x∈M̄τ∩B5n(0)

|x21 + . . .+ x2n − 2(n − 1)| ≤ O(e
τ
2 ).

Proof. We repeat the argument above, this time with ρ(τ) = e−
τ

1000 .
It follows from Lemma 2.10 that, in the ball B

2e−
τ

1000
(0), the surface M̄τ

can be written as a graph over the cylinder, and the height function has
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C4-norm less than e
τ

100 . Arguing as above, we can construct a new function
S(τ) taking values in SO(n+ 1) with the following properties:

• In the ball B
2e−

τ
1000

(0), the rotated surface M̃τ = S(τ)M̄τ can be

written as a graph over the cylinder of some function u(·, τ); that is,

{x+ u(x, τ)νΣ(x) : x ∈ Σ ∩B
2e−

τ
1000

(0)} ⊂ M̃τ ,

where ‖u(·, τ)‖C4(Σ∩B
2e

− τ
1000

(0)) ≤ O(e
τ

200 ).

• The function u(·, τ) satisfies the orthogonality relations
∫

Σ∩B
e
− τ

1000
(0)
e−

|x|2
4 〈Ax, νΣ〉u(x, τ)ϕ(e

τ
1000 xn+1) = 0

for all A ∈ so(n+ 1).

Moreover, limτ→−∞ S(τ) = id. The function û(x, τ) = u(x, τ)ϕ(e
τ

1000 xn+1)
satisfies

∥

∥

∥

∂

∂τ
û− Lû

∥

∥

∥

H
≤ O(e

τ
1000 ) ‖û‖H.

Hence, if we define

U+(τ) := ‖P+û(·, τ)‖2H,
U0(τ) := ‖P0û(·, τ)‖2H,
U−(τ) := ‖P−û(·, τ)‖2H,

then

d

dτ
U+(τ) ≥ U+(τ)−O(e

τ
1000 ) (U+(τ) + U0(τ) + U−(τ)),

∣

∣

∣

d

dτ
U0(τ)

∣

∣

∣
≤ O(e

τ
1000 ) (U+(τ) + U0(τ) + U−(τ)),

d

dτ
U−(τ) ≤ −U−(τ) +O(e

τ
1000 ) (U+(τ) + U0(τ) + U−(τ)).

The ODE lemma of Merle and Zaag (cf. Lemma 5.4 in [1]) implies that
either U0(τ)+U−(τ) ≤ o(1)U+(τ) or U+(τ)+U−(τ) ≤ o(1)U0(τ). As above,
the latter case can be ruled out. Therefore, U0(τ) + U−(τ) ≤ o(1)U+(τ).
This gives

d

dτ
U+(τ) ≥ U+(τ)−O(e

τ
1000 )U+(τ),

hence U+(τ) ≤ O(eτ ). Thus, U0(τ) + U−(τ) ≤ o(1)U+(τ) ≤ O(eτ ). Con-

sequently, ‖û‖H ≤ O(e
τ
2 ). Arguing as in Lemma 2.7, we obtain |A(τ)| ≤

O(e
τ
2 ). Since limτ→−∞ S(τ) = id, we conclude that |S(τ) − id| ≤ O(e

τ
2 ).

Finally, u satisfies an equation of the form ∂
∂τ
u = L̃u + 〈A(τ)x, νΣ〉, where

L̃ is an elliptic operator of second order whose coefficients depend on u, ∇u,
∇2u, and A(τ). As τ → −∞, the coefficients of L̃ converge smoothly to the
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corresponding coefficients of L. Hence, standard interior estimates for para-
bolic equations imply that ‖u(·, τ)‖C4(Sn−1×[−10n,10n]) ≤ O(e

τ
2 ). Combining

this estimate with the estimate |S(τ)− id| ≤ O(e
τ
2 ), we conclude that

sup
x∈M̄τ∩B5n(0)

|x21 + . . .+ x2n − 2(n − 1)| ≤ O(e
τ
2 ).

3. Lower bound for Hmax(t) as t→ −∞
LetMt, t ∈ (−∞, 0], be a noncompact ancient solution of mean curvature

flow in R
n+1 which is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncol-

lapsed. For each t, we define Hmax(t) to be the supremum of the mean
curvature of Mt.

Proposition 3.1. For each t, Hmax(t) <∞.

Proof. Let us fix a time t and a small number ε > 0. It follows from
Proposition 3.1 in [8] that every point in Mt which lies outside some large
compact set must lie at the center of an ε-neck. Hence, if Hmax(t) = ∞,
then the surface Mt contains a sequence of ε-necks with radii converging to
0, but this cannot happen in a convex hypersurface.

Proposition 3.2. The function Hmax(t) is continuous and monotone in-
creasing in t.

Proof. We first show that Hmax(t) is continuous in t. It follows from
work of Haslhofer and Kleiner [7],[8] that | ∂

∂t
H| ≤ CH3 for some uniform

constant C. Let us fix a time t̄ and a positive number ε > 0. By definition
of Hmax(t̄), there exists a point on Mt̄ where the mean curvature lies in
the interval [(1 − ε

2)Hmax(t̄),Hmax(t̄)]. If t is sufficiently close to t̄, then

the estimate | ∂
∂t
H| ≤ CH3 implies that there exists a point on Mt where

the mean curvature lies in the interval [(1− ε)Hmax(t̄), (1 + ε)Hmax(t̄)]. In
particular, Hmax(t) ≥ (1 − ε)Hmax(t̄) if t is sufficiently close to t̄. Suppose
next that there is a point on Mt where the mean curvature is equal to
(1+ε)Hmax(t). If t is sufficiently close to t̄, then the estimate | ∂

∂t
H| ≤ CH3

implies that there exists a point on Mt̄ where the mean curvature lies in the
interval [(1 + ε

2)Hmax(t̄), (1 + 2ε)Hmax(t̄)], which contradicts the definition
of Hmax(t̄). Hence, if t is sufficiently close to t̄, there is no point on Mt

where the mean curvature is equal to (1 + ε)Hmax(t̄). On the other hand,
since Mt bounds a convex domain which is not a slab, we know that Mt is
connected (cf. [13], Theorem V). Consequently, Hmax(t) ≤ (1 + ε)Hmax(t̄)
if t is sufficiently close to t̄.

Thus, Hmax(t) is a continuous function of t. In particular, Hmax(t) is uni-
formly bounded from above on every compact time interval. Consequently,
Hmax(t) is monotone increasing in t by Hamilton’s Harnack inequality [6].
This completes the proof of Proposition 3.2.
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Proposition 3.3. We have lim inft→−∞Hmax(t) > 0.

Proof. Proposition 2.12 implies that

sup

x∈(−t)−
1
2 (Mt∩B

5n(−t)
1
2
(0))

|x21 + . . . + x2n − 2(n− 1)| ≤ O((−t)− 1
2 ).

SinceMt has exactly one end, we can assume without loss of generality that
Mt ∩ {xn+1 ≥ 0} is noncompact and Mt ∩ {xn+1 ≤ 0} is compact. There
exists a large constant K with the following property: if −t is sufficiently
large, then the cross-section

(−t)− 1
2 (Mt ∩ {xn+1 = −2(−t) 1

2})
lies outside the sphere

{x21 + . . .+ x2n = (
√

2(n − 1)−K(−t)− 1
2 )2, xn+1 = −2}.

We now recall the self-similar shrinkers constructed in [1]. For a > 0 large,
there exists a self-similar shrinker

Σa = {x ∈ R
n+1 : x21 + . . .+ x2n = ua(−xn+1)

2, −a ≤ xn+1 ≤ 0}
satisfying H = 1

2 〈x, ν〉. Consequently, the hypersurfaces

Σa,t := (−t) 1
2 Σa + (0, . . . , 0,Ka2)

= {x ∈ R
n+1 : x21 + . . . + x2n = (−t)ua((−xn+1 +Ka2)(−t)− 1

2 )2,

Ka2 − a(−t) 1
2 ≤ xn+1 ≤ Ka2}

evolve by mean curvature flow.

As in [2], we can use the hypersurfaces Σa,t ∩ {xn+1 ≤ −2(−t) 1
2 } as

barriers. As t → −∞, the rescaled surfaces (−t)− 1
2 Mt converge in C∞

loc to
the cylinder {x21 + . . .+ x2n = 2(n− 1)}. Furthermore, the rescaled surfaces

(−t)− 1
2 (Σa,t∩{xn+1 ≤ −2(−t) 1

2}) converge to Σa∩{xn+1 ≤ −2} as t→ −∞.
It follows from Lemma 4.4 in [1] that the set Σa∩{xn+1 ≤ −2} is a compact

subset of {x21+ . . .+x2n < 2(n−1)}. Consequently, Σa,t∩{xn+1 ≤ −2(−t) 1
2 }

lies inside Mt ∩ {xn+1 ≤ −2(−t) 1
2 } if −t is sufficiently large (depending on

a).
By our choice of K, the cross-section

(−t)− 1
2 (Mt ∩ {xn+1 = −2(−t) 1

2})
lies outside the sphere

{x21 + . . .+ x2n = (
√

2(n − 1)−K(−t)− 1
2 )2, xn+1 = −2}.

Moreover, the cross-section

(−t)− 1
2 (Σa,t ∩ {xn+1 = −2(−t) 1

2 })
is a sphere

{x21 + . . . + x2n = ua(2 +Ka2(−t)− 1
2 )2, xn+1 = −2}.
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Using Lemma 4.4 in [1], we obtain ua(2) ≤
√

2(n− 1) and ua(2) − ua(1) ≤
−a−2 if a is sufficiently large. Since the function ua is concave, we obtain

ua(2 +Ka2(−t)− 1
2 ) ≤ ua(2) +Ka2(−t)− 1

2 (ua(2) − ua(1))

≤
√

2(n − 1)−K(−t)− 1
2

for −t ≥ 4K2a2. Consequently, the cross-section Σa,t ∩ {xn+1 = −2(−t) 1
2 }

lies inside the cross-section Mt ∩ {xn+1 = −2(−t) 1
2 } whenever −t ≥ 4K2a2

and a is sufficiently large. By the maximum principle, the hypersurface

Σa,t∩{xn+1 ≤ −2(−t) 1
2} lies inside the hypersurfaceMt∩{xn+1 ≤ −2(−t) 1

2 }
whenever −t ≥ 4K2a2 and a is sufficiently large. For −t = 4K2a2, the tip

of Σa,t has distance a(−t) 1
2 −Ka2 = Ka2 = − t

4K from the origin. Conse-

quently, the intersection Mt∩{x1 = . . . = xn = 0, xn+1 ≤ t
4K } is non-empty

if −t is sufficiently large. In particular, lim supt→−∞Hmax(t) > 0. Since
Hmax(t) is monotone increasing in t, it follows that lim inft→−∞Hmax(t) > 0.

4. The neck improvement theorem

In this section, we show that a neck becomes more symmetric under the
evolution.

Definition 4.1. Let K = {Kα : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 } be a collection of vector

fields in R
n+1. We say that K is a normalized set of rotation vector fields if

there exists an orthonormal basis {Jα : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 } of so(n) ⊂ so(n+1),

a matrix S ∈ O(n+ 1) and a point q ∈ R
n+1 such that

Kα(x) = SJαS
−1(x− q).

Note that we require that the vector fields Kα all have a common axis of
rotation, but we do not require that the axis of rotation passes through the
origin.

Lemma 4.2. For each n, we can find a large constant C and a small
constant ε0 > 0 with the following property. Let M be a hypersurface in
R
n+1 with boundary. Assume that, after suitable rescaling, M is ε0-close

(in the C4-norm) to a cylinder Sn−1 × [−5, 5] of radius 1. Suppose that

K(1) = {K(1)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)

2 } and K(2) = {K(2)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)

2 } are two
normalized sets of rotation vector fields with the following properties:

• maxα |K(1)
α |H ≤ 10n and maxα |K(2)

α |H ≤ 10n at the point x̄.

• maxα |〈K(1)
α , ν〉|H ≤ ε and maxα |〈K(2)

α , ν〉|H ≤ ε on M .

Then

inf
ω∈O(

n(n−1)
2

)

sup
B100nH(x̄)−1 (x̄)

max
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

K(1)
α −

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ωαβK
(2)
β

∣

∣

∣

∣

H(x̄) ≤ Cε.
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Proof. The proof is by contradiction. If the assertion is false, then we
can find a sequence of hypersurfaces M (l), a sequence of points x̄l ∈ M (l),

a sequence K(1,l) = {K(1,l)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)

2 }, a sequence K(2,l) = {K(2,l)
α :

1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 }, and a sequence of positive numbers εl → 0 such that the

following statements hold:

(i) The hypersurfacesMl converge in C
4 to the standard cylinder Sn−1×

[−5, 5] of radius 1 around the xn+1-axis.

(ii) maxα |K(1,l)
α | ≤ 100 and maxα |K(2,l)

α | ≤ 100 at the point x̄l.

(iii) maxα |〈K(1,l)
α , ν〉| ≤ εl and maxα |〈K(2,l)

α , ν〉| ≤ εl on M
(l).

(iv) We have

ε−1
l inf

ω∈O(
n(n−1)

2
)

sup
B1000(x̄l)

max
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

K(1,l)
α −

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ωαβK
(2,l)
β

∣

∣

∣

∣

→ ∞

as l → ∞.

Let us write

K(1,l)
α (x) = S(1,l)J (1,l)

α (S(1,l))−1(x− q(1,l))

and

K(2,l)
α (x) = S(2,l)J (2,l)

α (S(2,l))−1(x− q(2,l)).

Here, {J (1,l)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)

2 } and {J (2,l)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)

2 } are orthonormal

bases of so(n) ⊂ so(n+ 1), S(1,l), S(2,l) ∈ O(n+ 1), and q(1,l), q(2,l) ∈ R
n+1.

The condition (ii) implies that the axis of rotation of K(1,l) has bounded
distance from the origin. It is easy to see that the axis of rotation of
K(1,l) converges to the xn+1-axis as l → ∞. Thus, S(1,l)(0, . . . , 0, 1) →
±(0, . . . , 0, 1) as l → ∞. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
S(1,l) → id as l → ∞. Similarly, we may assume that S(2,l) → id as l → ∞.
Moreover, we can arrange that q(1,l) and q(2,l) are orthogonal to the xn+1-
axis. (To achieve this, we add a multiple of S(1,l)(0, . . . , 0, 1) to q(1,l), and a

multiple of S(2,l)(0, . . . , 0, 1) to q(2,l). This does not change the vector fields

K
(1,l)
α and K

(2,l)
α .) This gives q(1,l) → 0 and q(2,l) → 0 as l → ∞.

Let us write

(S(1,l))−1S(2,l) = exp(σ(l))U (l),

where U (l) ∈ O(n) ⊂ O(n + 1) (in other words, U (l) is an isometry of

R
n+1 which fixes the xn+1-axis) and σ(l) ∈ so(n + 1) is an anti-symmetric

matrix satisfying σ
(l)
ij = 0 for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Finally, we can find a matrix

ω(l) ∈ O(n(n−1)
2 ) such that

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ω
(l)
αβ J

(2,l)
β = (U (l))−1J (1,l)

α U (l).
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This gives

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ω
(l)
αβK

(2,l)
β (x) = S(2,l)(U (l))−1J (1,l)

α U (l)(S(2,l))−1(x− q(2,l))

= S(1,l) exp(σ(l))J (1,l)
α exp(−σ(l))(S(1,l))−1(x− q(2,l)).

Let δl := |q(1,l) − q(2,l)|+ |σ(l)|. Clearly,

sup
B1000(x̄l)

max
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

K(1,l)
α −

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ω
(l)
αβK

(2,l)
β

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(n) δl.

Hence, property (iv) implies ε−1
l δl → ∞ as l → ∞. Let

V (l)
α := δ−1

l

(

K(1,l)
α −

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ω
(l)
αβK

(2,l)
β

)

.

As l → ∞, the vector fields V
(l)
α converge to a limiting vector field Vα of the

form

Vα(x) = −[σ, Jα]x− Jαζ,

where Jα := liml→∞ J
(1,l)
α , ζ := liml→∞ δ−1

l (q(1,l)−q(2,l)), and σ := liml→∞ δ−1
l σ(l).

Note that {Jα : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 } is an orthonormal basis of so(n) ⊂ so(n+1),

ζ ∈ R
n+1 is orthogonal to the xn+1-axis, and σ ∈ so(n + 1) is an anti-

symmetric matrix satisfying σij = 0 for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Moreover, by

definition of δl, we have |ζ|+ |σ| = liml→∞ δ−1
l (|q(1,l) − q(2,l)|+ |σ(l)|) = 1.

Using property (iii), we obtain

sup
M (l)

max
α

|〈V (l)
α , ν〉| ≤ C(n) δ−1

l sup
M (l)

max
α

(|〈K(1,l)
α , ν〉|+ |〈K(2,l)

α , ν〉|)

≤ C(n) δ−1
l εl

→ 0.

Consequently, the limiting vector fields Vα are tangential to the cylinder
Sn−1 × [−5, 5]. From this, we deduce that ζ = 0 and σ = 0. This is a
contradiction. This completes the proof of Lemma 4.2.

Following [10], pp. 189–190, we denote by P(x̄, t̄, r, τ) the set of all points
(x, t) in space-time such that x ∈ Bg(t̄)(x̄, r) and t ∈ [t̄ − τ, t̄]. With

this understood, we define P̂(x̄, t̄, L, θ) = P(x̄, t̄, (n − 1)LH(x̄, t̄)−1, (n −
1)2θH(x̄, t̄)−2). We say that (x̄, t̄) lies on an ε-neck if the parabolic neigh-

borhood P̂(x̄, t̄, 100, 100) is, after rescaling, ε-close (in the C10-norm), to a
family of shrinking cylinders.

Definition 4.3. Let Mt be a solution of mean curvature flow. We say
that a point (x̄, t̄) is ε-symmetric if there exists a normalized set of rotation
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vector fields K = {Kα : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 } such that maxα |Kα|H ≤ 10n

at the point (x̄, t̄) and maxα |〈Kα, ν〉|H ≤ ε in the parabolic neighborhood

P̂(x̄, t̄, 10, 100).

Note that the condition that maxα |Kα|H ≤ 10n at the point (x̄, t̄) en-
sures that the distance of the point x̄ from the axis of rotation of K = {Kα :

1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 } is at most C(n)H(x̄, t̄)−1.

Theorem 4.4 (Neck Improvement Theorem). Given n, we can find a large
constant L and a small constant ε1 with the following property. Suppose that
Mt is a solution of mean curvature flow. Moreover, suppose that (x̄, t̄) is a

point in space-time with the property that every point in P̂(x̄, t̄, L, L2) lies
at the center of an ε1-neck and is ε-symmetric, where ε ≤ ε1. Then (x̄, t̄) is
ε
2-symmetric.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume t̄ = −1 and H(x̄,−1) =
√

n−1
2 . We will assume throughout that L is sufficiently large depending on

n, and ε1 is sufficiently small depending on L. Note that, in the parabolic
neighborhood P̂(x̄, t̄, L, L2), the solution can be approximated by a family of

shrinking cylinders Sn−1(
√

−2(n− 1)t)×R, up to errors which are bounded
by C(L)ε1 in the C10-norm.

Step 1: Given any point (x0, t0) ∈ P̂(x̄,−1, L, L2), we can find a normal-

ized set of rotation vector fields K(x0,t0) = {K(x0,t0)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)

2 } such

that maxα |〈K(x0,t0)
α , ν〉|H ≤ ε on the parabolic neighborhood P̂(x0, t0, 10, 100).

Note that the axis of rotation depends on (x0, t0). By a repeated application
of Lemma 4.2, we obtain

inf
ω∈O(n(n−1)

2
)

sup
B10nL(0)

max
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

K(x̄,−1)
α −

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ωαβK
(x0,t0)
β

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(L)ε

for each point (x0, t0) ∈ P̂(x̄,−1, L, L2). Without loss of generality, we may
assume

sup
B10nL(0)

max
α

|K(x̄,−1)
α −K(x0,t0)

α | ≤ C(L)ε

for each point (x0, t0) ∈ P̂(x̄,−1, L, L2). This implies

max
α

|〈K(x̄,−1)
α , ν〉| ≤ C(L)ε

at each point (x0, t0) ∈ P̂(x̄,−1, L, L2).

For abbreviation, we put K̄ := K(x̄,−1). Without loss of generality, we may

assume that the axis of rotation of K̄ = {K̄α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 } is the xn+1-

axis; that is, K̄α(x) = Jαx for some orthonormal basis {Jα : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 }

of so(n) ⊂ so(n + 1). Finally, we may assume that the point x̄ lies in the
hyperplane {xn+1 = 0}.
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Step 2: It will be convenient to write Mt as a graph over the xn+1-axis,
so that

{

(r(θ, z, t) θ, z) : θ ∈ Sn−1, z ∈
[

− 3L

4
,
3L

4

]}

⊂Mt.

Note that the function r(θ, z, t) − (−2(n − 1)t)
1
2 is bounded by C(L)ε1 in

the C10-norm. A straightforward computation gives

ν =
1

√

1 + r−2 |∇Sn−1
r|2 + (∂r

∂z
)2

(

θ − r−1∇Sn−1
r,−∂r

∂z

)

,

hence

〈K̄α, ν〉 = − 〈Jαθ,∇Sn−1
r〉

√

1 + r−2 |∇Sn−1
r|2 + (∂r

∂z
)2
,

where ∇Sn−1
r represents the gradient of the function r with respect to the

angular variables.
We have shown in Step 1 that maxα |〈K̄α, ν〉| ≤ C(L)ε on the para-

bolic neighborhood P̂(x̄,−1, L, L2). Moreover, our assumptions imply that

|∇Sn−1
r|+ |∂r

∂z
| ≤ C(L)ε1. This gives |∇Sn−1

r| ≤ C(L)ε and

|〈K̄α, ν〉+ 〈Jαθ,∇Sn−1
r〉| ≤ C(L)ε1ε.

Moreover, the identity divSn−1(Jαθ) = 0 gives divSn−1(r(θ, z, t)Jαθ) = 〈Jαθ,∇Sn−1
r〉,

hence

|〈K̄α, ν〉+ divSn−1(r(θ, z, t)Jαθ)| ≤ C(L)ε1ε.

Step 3: Let us fix an index α ∈ {1, . . . , n(n−1)
2 }. For each point (x0, t0) ∈

P̂(x̄,−1, L, L2), the vector field K
(x0,t0)
α satisfies

|〈K(x0,t0)
α , ν〉| ≤ Cε (−t0)

1
2

on the parabolic neighborhood P̂(x0, t0, 10, 100). On the other hand, we

have shown in Step 1 that supB10nL(0) maxα |K̄α−K(x0,t0)
α | ≤ C(L)ε. Hence,

there exist real numbers a1, . . . , an, b1, . . . , bn (depending on (x0, t0)) such
that

|a1|+ . . .+ |an| ≤ C(L)ε,

|b1|+ . . .+ |bn| ≤ C(L)ε,

and

|〈K̄α −K(x0,t0)
α , ν〉 − (a1θ1 + . . .+ anθn)− (b1θ1 + . . . + bnθn)z| ≤ C(L)ε1ε

on the parabolic neighborhood P̂(x0, t0, 10, 100). Consequently, the function
u = 〈K̄α, ν〉 satisfies

|u(θ, z, t)− (a1θ1+ . . .+anθn)− (b1θ1+ . . .+ bnθn)z| ≤ Cε (−t0)
1
2 +C(L)ε1ε

on the parabolic neighborhood P̂(x0, t0, 10, 100).
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Step 4: We again fix an index α ∈ {1, . . . , n(n−1)
2 }. The function u =

〈K̄α, ν〉 satisfies the evolution equation

∂

∂t
u = ∆Mtu+ |A|2u.

We have shown in Step 1 that |u| ≤ C(L)ε on the parabolic neighbor-

hood P̂ (x̄,−1, L, L2). Using standard interior estimates for parabolic equa-
tions, we obtain |∇u| + |∇2u| ≤ C(L)ε on the parabolic neighborhood

P̂(x̄,−1, L2 ,
L2

4 ). This implies

∣

∣

∣

∂

∂t
u− ∂2

∂z2
u− 1

(−2(n − 1)t)
∆Sn−1u− 1

(−2t)
u
∣

∣

∣
≤ C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [−L
4 ,

L
4 ] and t ∈ [−L2

16 ,−1].
We denote by ũ the solution of the linear equation

∂

∂t
ũ =

∂2

∂z2
ũ+

1

(−2(n− 1)t)
∆Sn−1 ũ+

1

(−2t)
ũ

in the parabolic cylinder {z ∈ [−L
4 ,

L
4 ], t ∈ [−L2

16 ,−1]} such that ũ = u on

the parabolic boundary {|z| = L
4 } ∪ {t = −L2

16 }. The maximum principle
gives

|u− ũ| ≤ C(L)ε1ε

in the parabolic cylinder {z ∈ [−L
4 ,

L
4 ], t ∈ [−L2

16 ,−1]}.
Step 5: In order to analyze the PDE for ũ, we perform separation of

variables. As above, let Ym be a basis of eigenfunctions of ∆Sn−1 , and
let λm denote the corresponding eigenvalues. We assume that the eigen-
functions Ym are normalized so that n

|Sn−1|
∫

Sn−1 Ym(θ)2 dθ = 1. Clearly,

supθ∈Sn−1 |Ym(θ)| ≤ C ‖Ym‖Hn−1(Sn−1) ≤ Cλn−1
m for m ≥ 1. Moreover,

λm ∼ m
2

n−1 as m → ∞. We recall that λ0 = 0, λ1 = . . . = λn = n − 1,
and λn+1 = 2n. Moreover, Y0(θ) =

1√
n
, Y1(θ) = θ1, . . . , Yn(θ) = θn, where

θ1, . . . , θn denote the Cartesian coordinates of θ ∈ Sn−1. Let us write

ũ(θ, z, t) =

∞
∑

m=0

vm(z, t)Ym(θ),

where

vm(z, t) =
n

|Sn−1|

∫

Sn−1

ũ(θ, z, t)Ym(θ) dθ.

Then
∂

∂t
vm(z, t) =

∂2

∂z2
vm(z, t) +

n− 1− λm

(−2(n − 1)t)
vm(z, t).

Hence, the rescaled function v̂m(z, t) = (−t)
1
2
− λm

2(n−1) vm(z, t) satisfies

∂

∂t
v̂m(z, t) =

∂2

∂z2
v̂m(z, t).
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We first consider the case when m ≥ n + 1, so that λm ≥ 2n. Using the
results in Step 3 and Step 4, we obtain

|vm(z, t)| ≤ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε) (−t)
1
2 ,

and consequently

|v̂m(z, t)| ≤ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε) (−t)1−
λm

2(n−1)

in the parabolic cylinder {z ∈ [−L
4 ,

L
4 ], t ∈ [−L2

16 ,−1]}. Using the solu-
tion formula for the one-dimensional heat equation with Dirichlet boundary

condition on the rectangle [−L
4 ,

L
4 ]× [−L2

16 ,−1], we obtain

|v̂m(z, t)| ≤ C L−1

∫ L
4

−L
4

|v̂m(z,−L
2

16
)| dz

+ C L

∫ t

−L2

16

e
− L2

100(t−s) (t− s)−
3
2

(

|v̂m(
L

4
, s)|+ |v̂m(−L

4
, s)|

)

ds,

hence

|v̂m(z, t)| ≤ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)
(L

4

)2− λm
n−1

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L

∫ t

−L2

16

e
− L2

100(t−s) (t− s)−
3
2 (−s)1−

λm
2(n−1) ds

≤ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)
(L

4

)2− λm
n−1

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L
− 1

n−1

∫ t

−L2

16

e
− L2

200(t−s) (−s)
1−λm
2(n−1) ds

≤ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)
(L

4

)2− λm
n−1

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L
− 1

n−1

∫ (1+ 1√
λm

)t

−L2

16

e
− L2

200(t−s) (−s)
1−λm
2(n−1) ds

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L
− 1

n−1

∫ t

(1+ 1√
λm

)t
e
− L2

200(t−s) (−s)
1−λm
2(n−1) ds

≤ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)
(L

4

)2− λm
n−1

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L
− 1

n−1

(

1 +
1√
λm

)
2n−1−λm
2(n−1)

(−t)
2n−1−λm
2(n−1)

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L
− 1

n−1 e
−L2√λm

200(−t) (−t)
2n−1−λm
2(n−1)
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for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1]. This implies

|vm(z, t)| ≤ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)
( L2

16(−t)
)1− λm

2(n−1)

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L
− 1

n−1

(

1 +
1√
λm

)
2n−1−λm
2(n−1)

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L
− 1

n−1 e
−L2√λm

200(−t)

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1]. We now sum over all m ≥ n+ 1.
Using the estimate supθ∈Sn−1 |Ym(θ)| ≤ C λn−1

m , we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

m=n+1

vm(z, t)Ym(θ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

∞
∑

m=n+1

λn−1
m |vm(z, t)| ≤ CL− 1

n−1 ε+ C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1].
We next consider the case when 1 ≤ m ≤ n, so that λm = n − 1 and

Ym(θ) = θm. In this case, the function vm(z, t) satisfies

∂

∂t
vm(z, t) =

∂2

∂z2
vm(z, t).

The results in Step 3 and Step 4 imply that, given any point (z0, t0) ∈
[−L

4 ,
L
4 ]× [−L2

16 ,−1], we can find real numbers a1, . . . , an, b1, . . . , bn (depend-
ing on (z0, t0)) such that

|a1|+ . . .+ |an| ≤ C(L)ε,

|b1|+ . . .+ |bn| ≤ C(L)ε,

and

|vm(z, t) − (am + bmz)| ≤ Cε(−t0)
1
2 +C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [z0 − (−t0)
1
2 , z0 + (−t0)

1
2 ] and t ∈ [2t0, t0]. Using interior estimates

for the linear heat equation, we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∂2vm

∂z2
(z, t)

∣

∣

∣
≤ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε) (−t)−

1
2

in the parabolic cylinder {z ∈ [−L
4 ,

L
4 ], t ∈ [−L2

16 ,−1]}. Using the solu-
tion formula for the one-dimensional heat equation with Dirichlet boundary
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condition on the rectangle [−L
4 ,

L
4 ]× [−L2

16 ,−1], we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∂2vm

∂z2
(z, t)

∣

∣

∣
≤ (Cε+C(L)ε1ε)

(L

4

)−1

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L

∫ t

−L2

16

e
− L2

100(t−s) (t− s)−
3
2 (−s)− 1

2 ds

≤ (Cε+C(L)ε1ε)
(L

4

)−1

+ (Cε+ C(L)ε1ε)L
−2

∫ t

−L2

16

(−s)− 1
2 ds

≤ (Cε+C(L)ε1ε)L
−1

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1]. Consequently, there exist real
numbers A1, . . . , An, B1, . . . , Bn such that

|vm(z, t) − (Am +Bmz)| ≤ CL−1ε+C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1].
Finally, we consider the case m = 0. By the results in Step 2, the function

u = 〈K̄α, ν〉 satisfies
|u(θ, z, t) + divSn−1(r(θ, z, t)Jαθ)| ≤ C(L)ε1ε.

Integrating over θ ∈ Sn−1 gives
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sn−1

u(θ, z, t) dθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(L)ε1ε,

hence

|v0(z, t)| ≤ C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1].
Putting everything together, we conclude that

|ũ(θ, z, t)−(A1θ1+. . .+Anθn)−(B1θ1+. . .+Bnθn)z| ≤ CL− 1
n−1 ε+C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1].
Step 6: By combining the results in Step 4 and Step 5, we can draw the

following conclusion. For each α ∈ {1, . . . , n(n−1)
2 } we can find real numbers

Aα,1, . . . , Aα,n, Bα,1, . . . , Bα,n such that

|Aα,1|+ . . .+ |Aα,n| ≤ C(L)ε,

|Bα,1|+ . . .+ |Bα,n| ≤ C(L)ε,

and

|uα(θ, z, t)− (Aα,1θ1 + . . .+Aα,nθn)− (Bα,1θ1 + . . .+Bα,nθn)z|

≤ CL
− 1

n−1 ε+C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1], where uα(θ, z, t) := 〈K̄α, ν〉.
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Step 7: For each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we define

Ei =
n

|Sn−1|

∫

Sn−1

r(θ, 0,−1) θi dθ

and

Fi =
n

2 |Sn−1|

∫

Sn−1

[r(θ, 1,−1)− r(θ,−1,−1)] θi dθ.

We have shown in Step 2 that |∇Sn−1
r| ≤ C(L)ε. This implies |Ei|, |Fi| ≤

C(L)ε for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. By the results in Step 2, the function uα = 〈K̄α, ν〉
satisfies

|uα(θ, z, t) + divSn−1(r(θ, z, t)Jαθ)| ≤ C(L)ε1ε.

A direct calculation gives

divSn−1(r(θ, z, t)Jαθ) θi = divSn−1(r(θ, z, t) θi Jαθ)− r(θ, z, t)
n
∑

j=1

Jα,ij θj,

where Jα,ij denote the components of the anti-symmetric matrix Jα. Putting
these facts together, we obtain

∣

∣

∣
uα(θ, z, t) θi + divSn−1(r(θ, z, t) θi Jαθ)− r(θ, z, t)

n
∑

j=1

Jα,ij θj

∣

∣

∣
≤ C(L)ε1ε

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Integrating over θ ∈ Sn−1 gives

max
α,i

∣

∣

∣

∣

n

|Sn−1|

∫

Sn−1

uα(θ, 0,−1) θi dθ −
n
∑

j=1

Jα,ijEj

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(L)ε1ε

and

max
α,i

∣

∣

∣

∣

n

2 |Sn−1|

∫

Sn−1

[uα(θ, 1,−1)−uα(θ,−1,−1)] θi dθ−
n
∑

j=1

Jα,ijFj

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(L)ε1ε.

On the other hand, using the estimate for uα(θ, z, t)−(Aα,1θ1+. . .+Aα,nθn)−
(Bα,1θ1 + . . . +Bα,nθn)z in Step 6, we obtain

max
α,i

∣

∣

∣

∣

n

|Sn−1|

∫

Sn−1

uα(θ, 0,−1) θi dθ −Aα,i

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CL
− 1

n−1 ε+ C(L)ε1ε

and

max
α,i

∣

∣

∣

∣

n

2 |Sn−1|

∫

Sn−1

[uα(θ, 1,−1) − uα(θ,−1,−1)] θi dθ −Bα,i

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CL
− 1

n−1 ε+ C(L)ε1ε.

Putting these facts together, we obtain

max
α,i

∣

∣

∣
Aα,i −

n
∑

j=1

Jα,ijEj

∣

∣

∣
≤ CL

− 1
n−1 ε+C(L)ε1ε
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and

max
α,i

∣

∣

∣
Bα,i −

n
∑

j=1

Jα,ijFj

∣

∣

∣
≤ CL− 1

n−1 ε+ C(L)ε1ε.

Substituting this back into the estimate for uα(θ, z, t) − (Aα,1θ1 + . . . +
Aα,nθn)− (Bα,1θ1 + . . .+Bα,nθn)z in Step 6, we finally conclude

max
α

∣

∣

∣
〈K̄α, ν〉 −

n
∑

i,j=1

Jα,ij(Ejθi + Fjθiz)
∣

∣

∣
≤ CL

− 1
n−1 ε+ C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1].
Step 8: Let us define a vector q ∈ R

n+1 by qi = Ei for i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and
qn+1 = 0. Moreover, let us define an anti-symmetric matrix σ ∈ so(n + 1)
by σij = 0 for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and σi,n+1 = Fi for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Clearly,
|q| ≤ C(L)ε and |σ| ≤ C(L)ε. We define a normalized set of rotation vector

fields K̃ = {K̃α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)
2 } by

K̃α(x) := SJαS
−1(x− q),

where S := exp(σ) ∈ SO(n+ 1). Then

max
α

∣

∣

∣
〈K̃α − K̄α, ν〉+

n
∑

i,j=1

Jα,ij(Ejθi + Fjθiz)
∣

∣

∣
≤ C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1]. Combining this estimate with the
estimate in Step 7, we conclude that

max
α

|〈K̃α, ν〉| ≤ CL
− 1

n−1 ε+C(L)ε1ε

for z ∈ [−20n, 20n] and t ∈ [−400n2,−1]. Consequently, the point (x̄,−1) is

(CL− 1
n−1 ε + C(L)ε1ε)-symmetric. In particular, if we choose L sufficiently

large and ε1 sufficiently small (depending on L), then (x̄,−1) is ε
2 -symmetric.

This completes the proof of the Neck Improvement Theorem.

5. Proof of rotational symmetry

LetMt, t ∈ (−∞, 0], be a noncompact ancient solution of mean curvature
flow in R

n+1 which is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncol-
lapsed. For each t, the hypersurface Mt bounds a convex domain which we
denote by Ωt. As in [2], if −t is sufficiently large, there exists a unique point
pt ∈ Mt where the mean curvature attains its maximum. Moreover, this
is a non-degenerate maximum in the sense that the Hessian of the mean
curvature at pt is negative definite, and the hypersurface Mt looks like the
bowl soliton near pt.

Let ε1 and L be the constants in the Neck Improvement Theorem. Recall
that Hmax(t) is uniformly bounded from below. By Proposition 3.1 in [8],
we can find a large constant Λ such that the following holds. If x is a point
on Mt such that |x − pt| ≥ Λ, then x lies at the center of an ε1-neck and
furthermore H(x, t) |x− pt| ≥ 106 n2L.
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Lemma 5.1. There exists a time T < 0 with the property that d
dt
|x−pt| < 0

whenever t ≤ T , x ∈Mt ∪ Ωt, and |x− pt| ≥ Λ.

Proof. If −t is sufficiently large, then Mt looks like the bowl soliton
near the point pt. Hence, if −t is sufficiently large, then the vector d

dt
pt is

almost parallel to −ν(pt, t). Moreover, using the convexity of Ωt, we obtain
−〈x−pt, ν(pt, t)〉 ≥ c |x−pt| whenever t ≤ T , x ∈Mt∪Ωt, and |x−pt| ≥ Λ.
Here, c is a small positive constant. Putting these facts together, we con-
clude that 〈x− pt,

d
dt
pt〉 > 0 whenever t ≤ T , x ∈Mt ∪Ωt, and |x− pt| ≥ Λ.

This gives 1
2

d
dt
|x− pt|2 = −〈x− pt,

d
dt
pt〉 < 0 whenever t ≤ T , x ∈ Mt ∪ Ωt,

and |x− pt| ≥ Λ.

Lemma 5.2. Let T be defined as in Lemma 5.1. Suppose that t̄ ≤ T , and
x̄ is a point on Mt̄ satisfying |x̄ − pt̄| ≥ Λ. Then |x̄ − pt| ≥ |x̄ − pt̄| for all
t ≤ t̄.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that the assertion is false,
and let t̃ := sup{t ≤ t̄ : |x̄ − pt| < |x̄ − pt̄|}. By Lemma 5.1, we have
d
dt
|x̄ − pt|

∣

∣

t=t̄
< 0. Consequently, t̃ < t̄. Moreover, for each t ∈ [t̃, t̄], we

have x̄ ∈ Mt ∪ Ωt and |x̄− pt| ≥ |x̄− pt̄| ≥ Λ. Using Lemma 5.1, we obtain
d
dt
|x̄ − pt| < 0 for all t ∈ [t̃, t̄]. Consequently, |x̄ − pt̃| > |x̄ − pt̄|. This

contradicts the definition of t̃. This completes the proof of Lemma 5.2.

Proposition 5.3. Let T be defined as in Lemma 5.1. If t ≤ T , x ∈Mt and

|x− pt| ≥ 2
j

400 Λ, then (x, t) is 2−jε1-symmetric.

Proof. The proof is by induction on j. It follows from our choice of
Λ that the assertion is true for j = 0. Suppose now that j ≥ 1 and the
assertion holds for j − 1. We claim that the assertion holds for j. Suppose
this is false. Then there exists a time t̄ ≤ T and a point x̄ ∈ Mt̄ such that

|x̄−pt̄| ≥ 2
j

400 Λ and (x̄, t̄) is not 2−jε1-symmetric. By the Neck Improvement

Theorem, there exists a point (x, t) ∈ P̂(x̄, t̄, L, L2) such that either (x, t) is
not 2−j+1ε1-symmetric or (x, t) does not lie at the center of an ε1-neck. In

view of the induction hypothesis, we conclude that |x− pt| ≤ 2
j−1
400 Λ. Since

t ≤ t̄ ≤ T , Lemma 5.2 gives |x̄− pt̄| ≤ |x̄− pt|. Putting these facts together,
we obtain

|x̄− pt̄| ≤ |x̄− pt|
≤ |x− pt|+ |x− x̄|

≤ 2
j−1
400 Λ+ 10n2LH(x̄, t̄)−1

≤ 2−
1

400 |x̄− pt̄|+
1

1000
|x̄− pt̄|

< |x̄− pt̄|.
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This is a contradiction.

Theorem 5.4. Let T be defined as in Lemma 5.1. Then the hypersurface
Mt is rotationally symmetric for each t ≤ T .

Proof. The argument is similar to [2]. We fix a time t̄ ≤ T . For each

j, let Ω(j) be the set of all points (x, t) in space-time satisfying t ≤ t̄ and

|x− pt| ≤ 2
j

400 Λ. If j is sufficiently large, then H(x, t) ≥ n · 2− j
400 for each

point (x, t) ∈ Ω(j). Proposition 5.3 guarantees that every point (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω(j)

is 2−jε1-symmetric. Consequently, given any point (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω(j), we can

find a normalized set of rotation vector fields K(x,t) = {K(x,t)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤

n(n−1)
2 } such that maxα |〈K(x,t)

α , ν〉|H ≤ 2−jε1 on P̂(x, t, 10, 100). Using

Lemma 4.2, we are able to control how the axis of rotation of K(x,t) varies
as we vary the point (x, t). More precisely, if (x1, t1) and (x2, t2) are points

in ∂Ω(j) satisfying (x2, t2) ∈ P̂(x1, t1,
1

10n ,
1

100n2 ), then

inf
ω∈O(

n(n−1)
2

)

sup
B10nH(x2,t2)

−1 (x2)
max
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

K(x1,t1)
α −

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ωαβK
(x2,t2)
β

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C 2−j H(x2, t2)
−1.

Now, if (x2, t2) is a point in ∂Ω
(j), then the mean curvatureH(x2, t2) satisfies

the estimate 1
C
2−

j
400 ≤ H(x2, t2) ≤ C. Hence, if (x1, t1) and (x2, t2) are

points in ∂Ω(j) satisfying (x2, t2) ∈ P̂(x1, t1,
1

10n ,
1

100n2 ), then

inf
ω∈O(

n(n−1)
2

)

sup
B1/C(x2)

max
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

K(x1,t1)
α −

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ωαβK
(x2,t2)
β

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C 2−j+ j
400 ,

and consequently

inf
ω∈O(n(n−1)

2
)

sup
B

2j/20
(x2)

max
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

K(x1,t1)
α −

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ωαβK
(x2,t2)
β

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C 2−j+ j
10 .

By a repeated application of this estimate, we can show that, for each j,

there exists a normalized set of rotation vector fields K(j) = {K(j)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤

n(n−1)
2 } with the following property: if (x, t) is a point in ∂Ω(j) satisfying

t̄− 2
j

100 ≤ t ≤ t̄, then

inf
ω∈O(

n(n−1)
2

)

max
α

∣

∣

∣

∣

K(j)
α −

n(n−1)
2

∑

β=1

ωαβK
(x,t)
β

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C 2−
j
2
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at the point (x, t).

For each point (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω(j), we have maxα |〈K(x,t)
α , ν〉| ≤ 2−j at the point

(x, t). Consequently, maxα |〈K(j)
α , ν〉| ≤ C 2−

j
2 for all points (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω(j)

satisfying t̄ − 2
j

100 ≤ t ≤ t̄. Finally, we note that, for each t ∈ [t̄ − 2
j

100 , t̄],

the point pt has distance at most C 2
j

100 from the point pt̄. This implies

maxα |〈K(j)
α , ν〉| ≤ C 2

j
100 for all points (x, t) ∈ Ω(j) with t ∈ [t̄− 2

j
100 , t̄].

For each α ∈ {1, . . . , n(n−1)
2 }, we define a function f

(j)
α : Ω(j) → R by

f (j)α := exp(−2−
j

200 (t̄− t))
〈K(j)

α , ν〉
H − 2−

j
400

.

Since maxα |〈K(j)
α , ν〉| ≤ C 2−

j
2 for all points (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω(j) satisfying t̄ −

2
j

100 ≤ t ≤ t̄, we conclude that

max
α

|f (j)α (x, t)| ≤ C 2−
j
4

for all points (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω(j) satisfying t̄ − 2
j

100 ≤ t ≤ t̄. The same estimate

holds for all points (x, t) ∈ Ω(j) with t = t̄ − 2
j

100 . On the other hand, the

function f
(j)
α satisfies the evolution equation

∂

∂t
f (j)α = ∆f (j)α +

2

H − 2−
j

400

〈∇H,∇f (j)α 〉−2−
j

400

( |A|2

H − 2−
j

400

−2−
j

400

)

f (j)α .

On the set Ω(j), we have

|A|2

H − 2−
j

400

− 2−
j

400 ≥ 1

n

H2

H − 2−
j

400

− 2−
j

400 ≥ 1

n
H − 2−

j
400 ≥ 0.

By the maximum principle, we obtain

sup

(x,t)∈Ω(j) , t̄−2
j

100 ≤t≤t̄

|f (j)α (x, t)|

≤ max

{

sup

(x,t)∈∂Ω(j), t̄−2
j

100 ≤t≤t̄

|f (j)α (x, t)|, sup

(x,t)∈Ω(j) , t=t̄−2
j

100

|f (j)α (x, t)|
}

≤ C 2−
j
4

for each α ∈ {1, . . . , n(n−1)
2 }. Thus, we conclude that maxα |〈K(j)

α , ν〉| ≤
C 2−

j
4 for all points (x, t) ∈ Ω(j) with t = t̄. In particular, the distance of

the point pt̄ from the axis of rotation of K(j) = {K(j)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)

2 }
is bounded from above by a uniform constant which is independent of j.

Sending j → ∞, the sequence K(j) = {K(j)
α : 1 ≤ α ≤ n(n−1)

2 } converges
to a normalized set of rotation vector fields which are tangential along Mt̄.
This completes the proof of Theorem 5.4.
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Once we know that Mt is rotationally symmetric for −t sufficiently large,
it follows from standard arguments that Mt is rotationally symmetric for all
t ∈ (−∞, 0] (see [2], Proposition 5.5).

6. Uniqueness of ancient solutions with rotational symmetry

Let Mt be an ancient solution to the mean curvature flow in R
n+1 which

is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncollapsed. We may assume
that Mt is symmetric with respect to the xn+1-axis. Let us write Mt as a
graph of a rotationally symmetric function f on R

n. The function f satisfies
the equation

ft =
frr

1 + f2r
+
n− 1

r
fr.

Note that f(r, t) may not be defined for all r.
Conversely, we may write the radius r as a function of (z, t), so that

f
(

r(z, t), t
)

= z.

Then r(z, t) satisfies the equation

rt =
rzz

1 + r2z
− n− 1

r
.

Since Mt is convex, we have

rz > 0, rt < 0, rzz < 0.

Without loss of generality, we assume that the tip of M0 is at the origin. In
other words, f(0, 0) = 0 and r(0, 0) = 0.

As in [2], let qt = (0, . . . , 0, f(0, t)) denote the tip of Mt, and let Htip(t)
denote the mean curvature of Mt at the tip qt. By the Harnack inequality
[6], the function t 7→ Htip(t) is monotone increasing. Hence, the limit H :=
limt→−∞Htip(t) exists. Using results in Section 3, we obtain |qt| ≥ c (−t)
for −t sufficiently large. This gives H > 0.

We first prove that ft(r, t) is monotone increasing in t.

Proposition 6.1. We have ftt(r, t) ≥ 0 everywhere.

Proof. This is a consequence of Hamilton’s Harnack inequality for mean
curvature flow [6]. See [2] for details.

We next show that ft(r, t) is bounded from below.

Proposition 6.2. We have ft(r, t) ≥ H at each point in space-time. More-
over, for each r0 > 0,

lim
t→−∞

sup
r≤r0

ft(r, t) = H.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary sequence of times tj → −∞, and define

M
(j)
t := Mt+tj−qtj . Since the flowsM

(j)
t have uniformly bounded curvature,

the sequence M
(j)
t converges in C∞

loc to a smooth eternal solution, which is
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rotationally symmetric. At each point in time, the mean curvature at the
tip of the limit solution equals H. Consequently, we are in the equality case
in the Harnack inequality. By [6], the limit solution must be a self-similar
translator which is moving with speed H. This gives

lim
j→∞

sup
r≤r0

|ft(r, tj)−H| = 0

for every r0 > 0. Since ftt(r, t) ≥ 0 by Proposition 6.1, it follows that
ft(r, t) ≥ H for all r and t.

In the next step, we show that ft(r, t) is monotone increasing in r.

Proposition 6.3. We have ftr(r, t) ≥ 0 everywhere.

Proof. Consider a time t0 and a radius r0 such that f(r0, t0) is defined.
Moreover, let tj be a sequence of times such that tj → −∞. For j large, we
denote by Qj the parabolic cylinder Qj = {x21 + . . . + x2n ≤ r20, t ∈ [tj , t0]}.
It follows from the evolution equations for H and 〈ω, ν〉 that the maximum
supQj

H 〈ω, ν〉−1 must be attained on the parabolic boundary of Qj. This
gives

sup
x2
1+...+x2

n≤r20,t=t0

H 〈ω, ν〉−1

≤ max
{

sup
x2
1+...+x2

n=r20,tj≤t≤t0

H 〈ω, ν〉−1, sup
x2
1+...+x2

n≤r20,t=tj

H 〈ω, ν〉−1
}

.

Since ft(r, t) = H 〈ω, ν〉−1, it follows that

sup
r≤r0

ft(r, t0) ≤ max
{

sup
tj≤t≤t0

ft(r0, t), sup
r≤r0

ft(r, tj)
}

= max
{

ft(r0, t0), sup
r≤r0

ft(r, tj)
}

.

Note that in the last step we have used Proposition 6.1. Finally, we pass
to the limit as j → ∞. Using Proposition 6.2, we obtain supr≤r0 ft(r, t0) ≤
max{ft(r0, t0),H} = ft(r0, t0). This completes the proof of Proposition 6.3.

By assumption, Mt is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncol-
lapsed. Moreover, Htip(t) is bounded from below by H. Hence, there exists
a small constant ε0 ∈ (0, 1

20 ) and a decreasing function Λ : (0, ε0] → R such
that given any ε ∈ (0, ε0], if |x̄− qt| ≥ Λ(ε), then (x̄, t̄) is a center of ε-neck
(cf. [8], Proposition 3.1). We recall three estimates from [2]. These results
were stated for n = 2 in [2], but the arguments carry over directly to higher
dimensions.

Lemma 6.4. On every ε0-neck, rrz =
r
fr

≤ (1 + 2ε0)(n − 1)H−1.

Proof. This follows from the inequality ft ≥ H established in Proposi-
tion 6.2. See [2], Lemma 6.4, for details.
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Lemma 6.5. There exists a constant C0 ≥ 1 such that rm
∣

∣

∂m

∂zm
r
∣

∣ ≤ C0

holds for m = 1, 2, 3 at the center of ε0-necks with r ≥ 1.

Proof. Analogous to Lemma 6.5 in [2].

Proposition 6.6. There exist constants C1 and C2 with the following prop-

erty. If r ≥ C1, then 0 ≤ −rzz(z, t) ≤ C2r(z, t)
− 5

2 .

Proof. Analogous to Proposition 6.6 in [2].

For each z < 0, we define a real number T (z) by

r(z, t) > 0 for t < T (z), lim
t→T (z)

r(z, t) = 0.

In other words, if t = T (z), then f(0, t) = z, and the tip of Mt is located
at (0, . . . , 0, z). The following result allows us to estimate r(z, t) in terms of
T (z)− t.

Corollary 6.7. We have

2(n− 1) [T (z)− t] ≤ r(z, t)2 ≤ 2(n − 1) [T (z) − t] + 8C2[T (z) − t]
1
4 + C2

1

if z < 0 and r(z, t) is sufficiently large.

Proof. Let us fix a point (z̄, t̄). The inequality (r2+2(n−1)t)t =
2rrzz
1+r2z

< 0

implies

r(z̄, t̄)2 ≥ 2(n − 1) [T (z̄)− t̄].

Moreover, if r ≥ C1, then (r2+2(n−1)t)t =
2rrzz
1+r2z

≥ −2C2r
− 3

2 by Proposition

6.6. Let t̃ ≤ T (z̄) be chosen so that r(z̄, t̃) = C1. Then

r(z̄, t̄)2 = C2
1 + 2(n − 1)(t̃− t̄)−

∫ t̃

t̄

(r(z̄, t)2 + 2(n − 1)t)t dt

≤ C2
1 + 2(n − 1)(t̃− t̄) + 2C2

∫ t̃

t̄

r(z̄, t)−
3
2 dt

≤ C2
1 + 2(n − 1)(t̃− t̄) + 2C2

∫ t̃

t̄

[T (z̄)− t]−
3
4 dt

≤ C2
1 + 2(n − 1)(t̃− t̄)− 8C2[T (z̄)− t̃]

1
4 + 8C2[T (z̄)− t̄]

1
4

≤ C2
1 + 2(n − 1) [T (z̄)− t̄] + 8C2[T (z̄)− t̄]

1
4 .

This proves the assertion.

Lemma 6.8. Let δ be an arbitrary positive real number. Then

r(0, t)rz(0, t) ≥ (n− 1) (H−1 − δ)

provided that −t is sufficiently large.
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Proof. We may assume that R = r(0, t) ≥ C1. Then every point (x, t)
with xn+1 = 0 lies at the center of an ε0-neck. Consequently, |r(z, t)−R| ≤
ε0R for |z| ≤ 2R. Moreover, we have rrz ≤ (1+ 2ε0) (n− 1)H−1 by Lemma

6.4, and |(rrz)z| = |rrzz + r2z | ≤ C3R
− 3

2 by Proposition 6.6. Hence, if

R
1
2 ≥ 4C3δ

−1, then we have

|r(z, t)rz(z, t)− r(0, t)rz(0, t)| ≤ 2C3R
− 1

2 ≤ δ

2

for all z ∈ [−2R, 2R].
Using Corollary 6.7, we obtain

r(−R, t)2 ≥ 2(n − 1) [T (−R)− t],

r(−2R, t)2 ≥ 2(n − 1) [T (−2R)− t],

and

r(−2R, t)2 ≤ 2(n − 1) [T (−2R)− t] + 8C2[T (−2R)− t]
1
4 + C2

1

≤ 2(n − 1) [T (−2R)− t] + 8C2r(−2R, t)
1
2 +C2

1

≤ 2(n − 1) [T (−2R)− t] + 8C2R
1
2 + C2

1 ,

where in the last step we have used the inequality r(−2R, t) ≤ r(0, t) = R.
From this, we deduce that

r(−R, t)2 − r(−2R, t)2 ≥ 2(n − 1) [T (−R)− T (−2R)]− 8C2R
1
2 − C2

1 .

On the other hand, using the identity ft(0, t) = Htip(t), we obtain
d
dz
T (z) =

Htip(T (z))−1. Hence, if R is sufficiently large, then d
dz
T (z) ≥ H−1 − δ

4 for
z ∈ [−2R,−R]. This gives

T (−R)− T (−2R) ≥
(

H−1 − δ

4

)

R

if R is sufficiently large. Putting these facts together, we obtain

r(−R, t)2 − r(−2R, t)2 ≥ 2(n − 1)
(

H−1 − δ

2

)

R,

hence

sup
z∈[−2R,−R]

r(z, t)rz(z, t) ≥ (n− 1)
(

H−1 − δ

2

)

if −t is sufficiently large. Thus,

r(0, t)rz(0, t) ≥ (n− 1) (H−1 − δ)

if −t is sufficiently large.

Proposition 6.9. Given δ > 0, there exists a time t̄ ∈ (−∞, 0] (depending
on δ) such that

r(z, t)rz(z, t) ≥ (n− 1) (H−1 − 2δ),

holds for all z ≥ 0 and t ≤ t̄.
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Proof. Let ψ(z, t) denote the solution of the Dirichlet problem for
the one-dimensional heat equation on the half line with initial condition
limt→0 ψ(z, t) = 1 (see [2], Proposition 6.9). By Lemma 6.8, we can find a
time t̄ so that r(0, t)rz(0, t) ≥ (n− 1) (H−1 − δ) for t ≤ t̄. Moreover, we can
arrange that r(z, t) ≥ C1 + C2 for z ≥ 0 and t ≤ t̄. Given any s < t̄, we
define a function ψδ,s(z, t) by

ψδ,s(z, t) = (n− 1) (H−1 − 2δ −H−1 ψ(2z, t − s))

for t ∈ (s, t̄]. We will show that rrz > ψδ,s for all z ≥ 0 and all t ∈ (s, t̄].
It is straightforward to verify that r(0, t)rz(0, t) ≥ (n − 1) (H−1 − δ) >

lim supz→0 ψ
δ,s(z, t) for each t ∈ (s, t̄]; lim infz→∞ r(z, t)rz(z, t) ≥ 0 >

lim supz→∞ ψδ,s(z, t) for each t ∈ (s, t̄]; and r(z, s)rz(z, s) ≥ 0 > lim supt→s ψ
δ,s(z, t)

for each z > 0.
On the other hand, for z > 0 and t ∈ (s, t̄], we have , we have 1+rrzz ≥ 0,

hence

(rrz)t =
(rrz)zz
1 + r2z

− 2rzrzz(1 + r2z + rrzz)

(1 + r2z)
2

>
(rrz)zz
1 + r2z

.

Moreover,

(ψδ,s)t =
1

4
(ψδ,s)zz ≤

(ψδ,s)zz
1 + r2z

.

Using the maximum principle, we conclude that rrz > ψδ,s for all z ≥ 0 and
all t ∈ (s, t̄]. Sending s→ −∞ gives the desired result.

Corollary 6.10. We can find a time T ∈ (−∞, 0] such that r(z, t)2 ≥
(n − 1)H−1 z for all z ≥ 0 and t ≤ T . In particular, if t ≤ T , then the
function f(r, t) is defined for all r ∈ [0,∞).

Proof. By Proposition 6.9, we can find a time T ∈ (−∞, 0] such that
r(z, t)rz(z, t) ≥ 1

2 (n − 1)H−1 for all z ≥ 0 and all t ≤ T . If we integrate
over z, the assertion follows.

Proposition 6.11. For each t ≤ T , we have limz→∞ r(z, t)rz(z, t) = (n −
1)H−1.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 6.4 that lim supz→∞ r(z, t)rz(z, t) ≤ (n −
1)H−1. Hence, it suffices to prove that lim infz→∞ r(z, t)rz(z, t) ≥ (n −
1)H−1 for each t ≤ T . By Proposition 6.9, we know that lim infz→∞ r(z, t)rz(z, t) ≥
(n− 1) (H−1 − 2δ) if −t is sufficiently large. On the other hand, Lemma 6.5
gives

|(rrz)t| = |rtrz + rrzt| =
∣

∣

∣

rzrzz

1 + r2z
+

rrzzz

1 + r2z
− 2rrzr

2
zz

(1 + r2z)
2

∣

∣

∣
≤ 4C3

0

r2

for r ≥ C1. Using Corollary 6.10, we conclude that the quantity lim infz→∞ r(z, t)rz(z, t)
has the same value for each t ≤ T . Putting these facts together, we conclude
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that lim infz→∞ r(z, t)rz(z, t) ≥ (n− 1)H−1 for each t ≤ T .

Theorem 6.12. For each t ≤ T , the solution Mt is a rotationally symmetric
translating soliton.

Proof. Since rrz =
r
fr
, Proposition 6.11 implies

lim
r→∞

fr(r, t)

r
=

1

n− 1
H

for each t ≤ T . Moreover, Lemma 6.5 gives lim supz→∞ r2 (−rzz) < ∞,

hence lim supr→∞
r2 frr
f3
r

<∞. Consequently,

lim
r→∞

frr(r, t)

1 + fr(r, t)2
= 0.

Using the evolution equation for f(r, t), we obtain

lim
r→∞

ft(r, t) = lim
r→∞

(n− 1) fr(r, t)

r
= H

for each t ≤ T . Using Proposition 6.3, we conclude that ft(r, t) ≤ H for all
r ≥ 0 and all t ≤ T . Therefore, Proposition 6.2 gives ft(r, t) = H for all
r ≥ 0 and all t ≤ T . Consequently,Mt is a translating soliton for each t ≤ T .

Once we know that Mt is a translating soliton for −t sufficiently large,
it follows from standard arguments that Mt is a translating soliton for all
t ∈ (−∞, 0] (see [2], Proposition 6.14). This completes the proof of Theorem
1.1.
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