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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 > 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**1

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

Theorem 1.1. Let My, t € (—00,0], be a noncompact ancient solution of
mean curvature flow in R which is strictly convex, uniformly two-convet,
and noncollapsed. Then My 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 [I4],[15]). If we combine this result with Theorem [[LI] we
obtain the following result:

Corollary 1.2. Consider an arbitrary closed, embedded, two-convex hyper-
surface in R™, 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? which are convex and noncollapsed. The proof of Theorem
[CTldraws 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)_% M; N Bsy,(0) is O((—t)_%)-close to a
cylinder of radius y/2(n — 1). In Section [8] we combine this estimate with a
barrier argument in the spirit of [1] to conclude that liminf;, o Hpax(t) >
0, where Hpax(t) denotes the supremum of the mean curvature of M.
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In Section [, 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 e-symmetry in higher dimensions, which gen-
eralizes the one introduced in [2]. We say that a point (Z,) in spacetime is
e-symmetric if there exists a collection of normalized rotation vector fields
K={K,:1<a< %} (all having a common axis of rotation) such that
|Ko| H < 10n at (Z,t) and [(Kas,v)| H < € in the parabolic neighborhood
ﬁ(i, t,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 (Z,?) lies on a neck
and every point in a sufficiently large parabolic neighborhood of (Z,t) is
e-symmetric, then the point (Z,7) itself is §-symmetric.

In Section Bl we iterate the Neck Improvement Theorem to conclude that
any ancient solution which satisfies the assumption of Theorem [I.1] is rota-
tionally symmetric. Finally, in Section [0, we classify ancient solutions with
rotational symmetry, thereby completing the proof of Theorem [Tl

2. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS AS t — —00

Suppose that My, t € (—o0,0], is a noncompact ancient solution of mean
curvature flow in R"*! which is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and
noncollapsed. We consider the rescaled flow M, = ez M__—.. The hyper-
surfaces M, move with velocity —(H — § (z,v))v.

Proposition 2.1 (cf. Haslhofer-Kleiner [7], Theorem 1.11). Consider a se-
quence T; — —oo. After passing to a subsequence, the rescaled hypersurfaces

> to a cylinder of radius \/2(n — 1) with axis passing

M, converge in CYy,

through the origin.

Proof. This is proved in [7] on p. 533. We briefly sketch the argument
for the convenience of the reader. Let t; := —e™™. A standard barrier
argument implies dist(0, My;) < C(n) (—tj)% for j sufficiently large. By the
speed limit lemma (cf. Lemma 3.4 in [7]), there exist a time ¢; € [t;, %] and a
point p; € My, such that |p;[ < C(n) (—tj)% and H(pj,t;) < C(n) (—tj)_%.
Using the global curvature estimate in [7] we conclude that, after passing
to a subsequence, the rescaled hypersurfaces M. .= (—tj)_% My, converge
in CfX. 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 v/2n centered at the ori-
gin or a cylinder of radius /2(n — 1) with axis passing through the origin.
Since the ancient solution M; 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 ¥ = {z € R"*1 : 22 + ... + 22 =2(n — 1)}
the cylinder of radius y/2(n — 1) around the x,-axis.

Proposition 2.2. For each 7, we have

1= _l=?
e 4 < e 4.
M b))

Proof. Let us consider an arbitrary sequence t; — —oo. The local
version of Huisken’s monotonicity formula [9] implies that, for each j and
each r > 0, the function

n _ e 2 4 ont\3
t— (_t)—g/ e (=49 <1_ m#)
M, (=r2t;) /+

is monotone decreasing for ¢ € [t;,0) (see [4], pp. 64-65). This gives

n [ P 2 \3
(—t) 2/ e 1 <1— 72)
My (_T tJ) +

n —ﬁ 2n |IE|2 3
S Rl P (O
7 r2 o (=r¥ty)/+

J

for each t € [t;,0) and each r > 0. We now send j — oo, keeping ¢ and r
fixed. By the monotone convergence theorem,

. n _ el lz|? \3 n _lef?
lim (—t)" 2 / e (-4t <1 — 72) = (—t)" 2 / e (—4t)
j—o0 M, (—r2t;)/ + M,

Moreover,

. _del? 2 2 \3 21 2 2\3
lim (—tj)_2/ e 19 (1+—Z—$) 2/6_ z <1+—Z—%)
J=roo M, r2 (=) /v s 22y

J

by Proposition 2.1l Thus, we conclude that

n _ =l |12 2 2\3
(—t)‘2/ e Tm s/e‘4 <1+—Z—@>
M, ) T r +

for each t and each r > 0. Sending r — oo, we obtain

n _ ‘1‘2 x\z
(—=t) 2 e 1) < e 4,
My p)

This completes the proof of Proposition 2.2

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

o lim, , o p(7) = 0.

e —p(r) <p(r) <0.
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e In the ball Byy+y(0), the rotated surface Q(1) M, can be written as a
graph over the standard cylinder ¥, and the C*-norm of the height
function is less than p(T)~%.

Proof. We can find a smooth function Q(7) taking values in SO(n + 1)
such that the rotated surfaces Q(7)M, converge to the standard cylinder
in CX.. Hence, we can find a function p(7) with the following properties:

o lim,,_ o p(7) = o0.
e In the ball Byy(-(0), the rotated surface Q(7)M, can be written as
a graph over the standard cylinder ¥, and the C*-norm of the height
function is less than p(7)~%.
We define a function p(7) by p(r) := inf. max{e” ~7,1} p(7'). Clearly,
p(7) < p(7) for each 7, and p(7) — o0 as T — —oo. Moreover, the function
T+ p(7) is monotone decreasing, and the function 7 +— e” p(7) is monotone
increasing. This gives —p(7) < p/(7) < 0. Finally, a standard convolution
argument allows us to replace the function p(7) 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 ¢ > 0 be a smooth cutoff function such that o =1 on [—%, %] and ¢ =0
outside [—%, %]

Proposition 2.4. Let p(7) be chosen as in Lemma [2.3. We can find a
function S(7) taking values in SO(n + 1) with the following properties:
e In the ball By,+)(0), the rotated surface M, := S(7)M, can be writ-
ten as a graph over the standard cylinder ¥ of some function u(-,7);
that is,

{z+u(z,m)vs(z) 1 2 € BN Byyr)(0)} C M,,
where vy denotes the unit normal to 32 and ||u(-, )| ca (5B, (0) <

p(T)
e The function u(-,7) satisfies the orthogonality relations

mz Tpal
e” Az, vs)u(x, 7)o —=) =0
/anp(T)(o) < =) ( p(7) )

for every matriz A € so(n+ 1).
e The matriz A(t) := S'(1)S(1)~! € so(n+1) satisfies A(t);; =0 for
i,7€{1,...,n}.

Proof. Given any unit vector w € S™, we consider the rotated cylinder
Yo = {r € R" . |z — (z,w)w| = /2(n —1)}. Note that ¥, = X if
w=(0,...,0,1). For each w € S™, we denote by 7, : R**! — %, the radial
projection to X,. In other words,

Yy — <y7 w>w

Tw(y) = (Y, w)w + /2(n — 1) = ol
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For each w € S", we define a vector I,(w) € R"*! by

IT(w):z/ et (ly = (wwhol 2(n—1)><p<<y’w>>

M
y = (y,ww
~det D(my| v ) (y) - {y,w) —F———.
( |M.,-)( ) < > |y_ <y,w>w|
Clearly, I-(w) is orthogonal to w.
Let Q(7) be the rotation matrix defined in Lemma 23], and define {(7) €
S™ by Q(7)((1) = (0,...,0,1). Using Lemma [2.3] we obtain

11 (C(m)] < Cp(r) "

Moreover, an analysis of the linearization of the function I.(w) near the
point ((7) gives

(7 (w) = Ir(@) + ¢(n) (w = @) < o(1) |w — &

if |w —¢(7)] < p(r)7% and |@ — ¢(7)| < p(7)78. Here, c(n) is a non-zero
constant that depends only on n. We now apply a standard fixed point

I (w)+e(n) w n
W e sm. Hence,

if —7 is sufficiently large, then we can find a vector ((7) € S™ such that

1¢(1) = ¢(1)| < C p(r)~8 and

L)+ _
[17(¢(7)) + e(n) ¢(7)]
Since I,((7)) is orthogonal to ¢(7), we conclude that I,(((7)) = 0. More-
over, () depends smoothly on 7.

In the next step, we choose a smooth function S(7) taking values in
SO(n+1) such that S(7) {() = (0,...,0,1). Moreover, we can choose S(7)
in such a way that the matrix A(7) := S'(7)S(7)™! € so(n + 1) satisfies
A(7)ij = 0 for i,j € {1,...,n}. (Otherwise, we replace S(7) by R(7)S(7),
where R(7) € SO(n) C SO(n + 1) is a rotation which fixes the z,11-axis.)

Let M, := S(7) M,. Using Lemma 23 and the estimate |¢(7) — {(7)] <
C p(7)~%, we conclude that the surface M, can be written as a graph over the
standard cylinder ¥ of some function u(-, 7), where |lu(-, 7')”04(20320(7)(0)) <

p(T)~%. Finally, the identity I,({(7)) = 0 gives
_2(n71)z<y,w>2 B B — (y,w)
/1\7[ e (\y (y, w)w| 2(n 1)) gp( o) >
y—yww
‘y - <y7w>w’

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

2(7L71)+x%
/ e~ T u(x) gp(w) Tpi1x; =0
by p(T)

theorem to the map which sends w € S™ to

- det D(T('w’MT)(y) (y,w)
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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 [I]. By [1], the union
of all the leaves in this foliation contains a truncated cone of the form {z €
R 2 |zpg1| > 20, 23 + ... + 22 < Bz2 ) for some large constant 2o
and some small constant by > 0. We denote by v, the unit normal vector
field to this foliation. Moreover, we denote by A, the region in between the
cylinder ¥ and the surface M, .

Proposition 2.5. There exists a constant Ly such that for all L € [Lg, p(7)]

_l=? _l=? _l=?
_ R e > - e 1 [(w, Vo)
Mr{|zn41|>L} En{lzns1[>L} Arn{|znt1|=L}
Here, w = (0,...,0,1) denotes the vertical unit vector in R"1,

||

Proof. This follows from the identity div(e™ 4 vg,) = 0 together with
the divergence theorem. See [2], Proposition 2.2, for details.

Proposition 2.6. There exists a constant Lg such that

s
/ e” 4 [Viu(z,7)? < C e 1 u(z,T)?
S{|znt1|<L} S{|zns1<5}

and

- 2
/ e~ u(z,7)? < C’L_z/ e~ u(z,T)?
SN{5<leni1|<L} Sn{lzn1l<5}
for all L € [Ly, p(7)].

Proof. Let w = (0,...,0,1) denote the vertical unit vector in R"*1.
Lemma 4.11 in [1] implies that |(w,vo)| < CL7 |23 + ... + 22 —2(n — 1)|
for each point x € A; N {|zp41] = L}. This gives

e
/Afﬂ{xNH:L}

||
SC’L_l/ e” A |zt . a2 —2(n—1)]
Arn{|zns1]=L}

2
||

1 (w, Vtol) |

2|2
< CL_l/ e_% u?.
E0{|zn+1|=L}
Combining this estimate with Proposition yields

2 2
_=® |z

/~ e 1 —/ e > —C’L_l/ e~ 1 .
Mr{|zng1|>L} E{lznt1|>L} En{|zn+1|=L}
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We next observe that

_l=? _l=?

oo Lo

Mr{|zn41|<L} SN{|zns1|<L}

L 2 [ _aDrw?

([t o
Snfl

—L

: \/( 200 — 1) +u)? (1+ (%)2) + VS g2
e 2(n — 1)n_1} > dz.

By assumption, the height function u satisfies |u| + |%| + V5" ) < o(1)
for |xp41| < L. From this, we deduce that

2 2
B _ L=

o L
Mr0{|@n41|<L} S{lent1|<L}
L 20 (/2 D+w?
2/ </ e T {e_ 1 (v2(n —1) +u)"!
Sn—1

—-L

n—1

—e 2 /2(n— 1)n_1 + é quﬂ) dz

>/L / e [—0u2+i|v2u|2] dz
- —L Snfl C

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

_lei? _lef? _lei? s, 1 oy
e — [ e A > e [—C’u + — |[VZu| ]
i S £ o1l <L} ¢

- 2
—CL™! / 6_% u?.
SN{|zn41|=L}

Combining this estimate with Proposition 2.2, we deduce that

CICR
e 1 |V¥u|
EN{|zn+1/<L}

|2 |2 |22

<C e” 4 u?+ CL‘l/ e” 4 ul,
E0{|zn1|<L} E0{|ent1/=L}

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

|| ||

L/ e” 4 ul= / divg (e + u? ztm)
S0{|enta1|=L} E0{|zn 41 |<L}
= / e
S{|zn41]<L}

4 1
S/ e 1 <u2—1x%+1u2+4|vzu|2>,
S0{|zn41]<L}
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and consequently

2 —ﬁ _ﬁ 2
L e 2 u '+ L e u
EN{|lznt1|<L} EN{|zn+1|=L}
EETGR St 2 _l=z? 4
<C e 4 |[VZu|*+CL e A ut.
EN{|zn+1]1<L} S{|znt1|< 5}

To summarize, we have shown that

_ﬁ > 2
e 1 |V*ul
EN{|zn+1/<L}
_lz)?

|22
< CL‘Q/ e” 4 [VEu2 4O e 4 Ul
S0{lens1|<L}

S {lenii|<L)

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

_l? s o9 _le2
e & |V3u* <C e 4 ul.
S0{|zn41]<L} Enf{lznt1]< 5}

This proves the first statement. Using the inequality

x2
0§/ e <u2—1$%+1u2—|—4|vzu|2>,
Sn{len41|<L} 4

the second statement follows. This completes the proof of Proposition

Let us denote by H the space of all functions f on ¥ such that
_lzf?
1= [ 72 <.

We define an operator £ on the cylinder ¥ by
1
Lf=Asf—5 (@™, VEf) + .

This operator can be rewritten as

H? 1

1 0
Ef:@f—'_mAS"*lf_EZ&f—i_f

Let Y,, be a basis of eigenfunctions of Agn-1, and let \,, denote the corre-
sponding eigenvalues. We assume that the eigenfunctions Y;,, are normalized

so that fS"71 Y (0)2df = % |S"~1|. Note that \g =0, \{ = ... = A\, = n—1,
and A\,11 = 2n. Moreover, Yy(6) = ﬁ, Yi(0) = 04,...,Y,(0) = 6, for

6 € S"!, where 61,...,60, denote the Cartesian coordinates of 6.
The eigenfunctions of £ are of the form Hl(g) Y., where H; denotes the
Hermite polynomial of degree [. The corresponding eigenvalues are given

by 1 — % — 2(2721). Thus, there are n + 2 eigenfunctions that correspond to
positive eigenvalues of £, and these are given by 1,z,41,21,...,Zn, Up to

scaling. The span of these eigenfunctions will be denoted by H,. Moreover,
there are n+ 1 eigenfunctions of £ with eigenvalue 0, and these are given by
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:1:%+1—2, T1Tpa1, - - - TnZnil, Up to scaling. The span of these eigenfunctions
will be denoted by Hg. The span of all remaining eigenfunctions will be
denoted by H_. With this understood, we have

CF P> S IFIR for f € M,
<£f7f>7‘l:0 fOI‘fE?‘[(),
(Lf, fHlu < —ﬁ I £113, for feH_.

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

0
Eu =Lu+ E+ (A(1)x,vs),

where E is an error term satisfying |E| < O(p(7)™") (Ju| + |VZu| + |A(T))]).
We next define @(z, 7) = u(z, 7) ¢(22). The function a(z,T) satisfies

p(7)
0

N N A Tn+1
—a=Lu+ E+ (A(T)z,v < nt >,
2 (Ao ) o (24
where E is an error term satisfying ||E|lz < O(p(7)™1) (|alls + |A(7)]) (cf.
[2], Lemma 2.5). Moreover, the orthogonality relations in Proposition 2.4]
imply that the function @(z, 7) is orthogonal (with respect to the inner prod-
uct on H) to the function (Ax, vy) for every 7 and every matrix A € so(n+1).

Lemma 2.7. We have |A(7)| < O(p(7)™1) ||@||3 and

|- cal, < 06 ™)

Proof. Analogous to [2], Lemma 2.6.

We now define
Ui (7) o= [|Pa(- )|,
Uo(7) := || Po(-, )3,
U_(7) = [|P-a(-,7)|1%,

where P, Py, P_ denote the orthogonal projections to H 4, Hg, H_, respec-
tively. Using Lemma [27] we obtain

LU () 2 UL (r) ~ O(p(r) ™) (U4 (7) + V() + U-(7)),

L 0y(r)| < 0p(r) ™) U () + Uilr) + U- (),
LU () < ——2< U (1) + O(p(r) ™) (U () + Uo(r) + U~ ().
Clearly, Uy () + Uo(7) + U_(7) = ||@||3, = 0 as 7 — —oo.

Lemma 2.8. We have Uy(1) + U_(7) < o(1)U4 (7).
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Proof. The ODE lemma of Merle and Zaag (cf. Lemma 5.4 in [I] or
Lemma A.1 in [1I]) implies that either Up(7) + U_(7) < o(1)Us(7) or
Us(1) +U_(1) < o(1)Up(7).

We now explain how to rule out the second case. If Uy(r) + U_(71) <

o(1)Uy(7), then ”Jé,(";gfm converges with respect to || - || to the subspace

Ho = span{xiﬂ — 2,21Tp41,y -+ -, TnTpt1}. The orthogonality relations
in Proposition 2.4] imply that (-, 7) is orthogonal to (Az,vs) for each
A € so(n +1). In other words, @(-,7) is orthogonal to z1Zp41, ..., TnTni1-

a(-,7)
The;efore, IFeslE

of x| — 2.

converges (with respect to || - || ) to a non-zero multiple

Let Q, denote the region enclosed by M., and let A(z,7) denote the area
of the intersection Q. N {x,+1 = z}. By the Brunn-Minkowski inequality,
the function z — .A(Z,T)% is concave. Since M, is noncompact, it follows
that the function z — A(z, T)% is monotone for each 7.

Note that A(z,7) = [o._1(v/2(n = 1) + u(-, 7)™ for |2| < p(7). Conse-
quently, the function z — [g,_1[(v/2(n — 1) + u(-, 7)™ — \/2(n — 1)"]do is

monotone. In particular, we either have

/_1 </5n1[( 2(n —1) +ul,7)" ~ M"]) dz

-3

< /_11 </Sn1[( 3n—1) + ul-7)" — \/2(n = 1)"]) i

< /13 (/SM[( 30— 1) + ul-, ™))" — \/2(n = 1)"]) i

/ 3 ( [ W a2 1)n]> .

- [ ([ V=Dt - o= 17') ds

-1
> [ [ 0BTy - VBT de

On the other hand, we know that sup |u(-,7)| — 0, and a(-,§|)|H converges

or

”ﬁ('vT
(with respect to || - [|3) to a non-zero multiple of 22, — 2. Consequently,
the function
(v2(n =1) + a(,7)" = /2 =1)"
(-, )l
converges (with respect to || - [|%) to a non-zero multiple of z2,; — 2. This

is a contradiction. The proof of Lemma 2.8 is now complete.
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(1;5)7' )

Lemma 2.9. For eache > 0, we have ||u(-, T)||c4(sn—1 x[~10n,10n])) < 0(€
(1—e)7

and |A(T)| < ole 2z ).

Proof. Lemma 2§ gives Uy(7) + U_(7) < o(1)U4(7). Substituting this
back into the ODE for Uy (7) gives

d

27 U+(1) 2 U (7) = o(1) Us (7).
Consequently, for every ¢ > 0, we have Uy (1) < o(e’=®)7). Using the
estimate Uy(7) + U—_(7) < o(1)U4(7), we obtain

a3, = Us(r) + Uo(r) + U~(7) < o(e 7).

(1—e)T
This implies |A(7)| < o(1) ||@|ly < o(e—2 ). Moreover, standard inter-
(1—e)T
polation inequalities imply [[u(:, 7)||ca(sn-1x[=10n,10n)) < o(e 2 ). This

completes the proof of Lemma 2.9

It follows from the estimate |A(7)| < o(e a5 ) that the limit lim,_, o, S(7)

exists. Without loss of generality, we may assume that lim,_, ., S(7) = id.
(1—e)7

Then |S(7) —id| < o(e™ 2 ).

Lemma 2.10. We have

sup 22 4+ ... 422 —2(n—1)] <el
M|z 41|<e” 10}

if —7 is sufficiently large.
Proof. Lemma implies

(1—e)T

sup  |pi 4. a2 —2n—1)<ole 2 ).
Z‘EMrﬁBsn(O)
In view of the convexity of M, it follows that
sup (2 +... +22)<2(n—1)+ef0

M|z q1|<e” 10}
if —7 is sufficiently large. Let
_ n+1l ., .2 2 _ 2
Yo={r€eR cxi o = ug(—Tnt1)?, —a < zpgq <0}

be the self-similar shrinker constructed in [1]. By Lemma 4.4 in [I], u,(2) <
V/2(n —1)—a~2 Since M, converges to X in C£2, the surface M; N{zp41 <
—2} encloses the surface ¥,N{z,+1 < —2} if —7 is sufficiently large (depend-
ing on a). On the other hand, the estimate inf ¢ 7 g, (o) (22 +... +22)>

(1—e)T _
2(n—1)—o(e 2 ) guarantees that the boundary M,N{x, 11 = —2} encloses

the boundary X, N {z,+1 = —2} provided that —7 is sufficiently large and
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(1—e)T . . . _
a < e~ 7 . By the maximum principle, the surface M, N{x,+1 < —2} en-
. . (1—e)T
closes Xy N{xp4+1 < —2} whenever —7 is sufficiently large and a < e 1

By Theorem 8.2 in [I], uq(y) > 1/2(n — 1)(1 — a—2y?). This gives

inf (22 +...+2%)>2(n—1)—eid
MoN{—e 10 <z, 11 <—2}

if —7 is sufficiently large. An analogous argument gives
inf (22 4. +22)>2(n—1) —eT
MoN{2<en41<e” 10}
if —7 is sufficiently large. Putting these facts together, we conclude that

inf (2 4. . +22)>2(n—1)—eT0
M {|zni1]|<e” 10}

if —7 is sufficiently large. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.10

Lemma 2.11. Let g > 0 be given. If —7 is sufficiently large (depending
on €g), then every point in M, N {|zn11] < %e_%} lies at the center of an
eo-neck. Moreover, the radius of that neck is uniformly bounded from above
and below.

Proof. By Lemma 210, the surface M, N {|z,;1| < e~10} lies inside the
cylinder {22 +... 422 = 2(n—1)+e1 }, and outside the cylinder {z?+...+
22 =2(n—1) —eT}. In other words, the surface M; N {|z,41| < (—t)%+1_10}
lies inside the cylinder {z2+. . .+22 = —2(n—1)t—|—(—t)1_% }, and outside the
cylinder {22 +... +22 = —2(n— 1)t — (—t)l_l_lo }. Since M; bounds a convex
domain, it follows that the surface M; N {|zp41| < 2 (—t)éJr%} can be writ-
ten as a graph over the cylinder. Classical estimates of Ecker and Huisken
[5] then imply that H < C (—t)"2 on M; N {|zp41] < 2 (—t)%+T10}. On the

other hand, using the noncollapsing condition, we obtain H > % (—t)_%

[

on M; N {|zns1] < 2 (—t)%+%}. Consequently, the mean curvature of the
rescaled hypersurface M, N {|z,41] < %e_ll()} is uniformly bounded from
above and below. Finally, since M, N{|zp41| < e} is CO-close to a cylin-

der, it follows that every point on M, N {|2y41]| < 5 e~ } lies on an g-neck
if —7 is sufficiently large (depending on &g).

Proposition 2.12. We have

sup  |zr 4 ...+ 22 —2(n—1) < O(e2).
Z‘EMrﬁBsn(O)

Proof. We repeat the argument above, this time with p(7) = e‘@.
It follows from Lemma 210 that, in the ball B, __-_(0), the surface M,

2e~ 1000
can be written as a graph over the cylinder, and the height function has
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C4-norm less than eT0. Arguing as above, we can construct a new function
S(7) taking values in SO(n + 1) with the following properties:

e In the ball B, _ = (0), the rotated surface M, = S(1)M, can be

written as a graph over the cylinder of some function u(-, 7); that is,

{z+u(z,7)vg(x) ;2 €XNB (0)} C M,

e 1000

where [[u(, T)lcvsnp, _ o) < O(ez).

e The function u(-, ) satisfies the orthogonality relations
=2 r
/ e 4 (Ax,vs)u(z, ) p(eT00 x,11) =0
SNB __z_(0)

for all A € so(n+1).

Moreover, lim,_,_o, S(7) = id. The function @(x,7) = u(x, ) @(e 100 z,, 1)
satisfies

H—u — £ < O(em) |l

Hence, if we define
Ui (7) i= [|Pya(-, )|,
Uo(7) = || Poa(-,7) I3,
U-(7) := [|P-a(- )3,

then
%U#T) > Uy () — O(e10w ) (U (1) + Up(r) + U—(7)),
%UO(T)( < O(emm) (U (1) + Uo(7) + U—(7)),

—U_(1) < =U_(1) + O(e™® ) (Uy (1) + Up(7) + U_(7)).

The ODE lemma of Merle and Zaag (cf. Lemma 5.4 in [1]) implies that
either Up(7)+U—_(7) < o(1)Uy(7) or Uy (1) +U_(1) < o(1)Uy(T). As above,
the latter case can be ruled out. Therefore, Uy(7) + U_(7) < o(1)U4(7).
This gives

dilTUJr(T) > Uy (1) — O(emw ) U, (1),

hence Uy (1) < O(e™). Thus, Uy(1) + U_(1) < o(1) U4+ (1) < O(e™). Con-
sequently, ||illz < O(ez). Arguing as in Lemma 27, we obtain |A(7)] <
O(e?). Since lim,_,_o S(7) = id, we conclude that |S(7) — id| < O(e?).
Finally, u satisfies an equation of the form a%u = Lu + (A(7)z,vs), where
L is an elliptic operator of second order whose coefficients depend on u, Vu,
V2u, and A(1). As 7 — —o0, the coefficients of L converge smoothly to the
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corresponding coefficients of £. Hence, standard interior estimates for para-
bolic equations imply that [[u(-,7)|lc4(sn—1x[—10n,10n)) < O(e?). Combining
this estimate with the estimate |S(7) —id| < O(e?), we conclude that

sup |22 4 ...+ 22 —2(n—1)] < O(e?).
Z‘EMrﬁBsn(O)

3. LOWER BOUND FOR Hp,x(t) AS t — —00

Let My, t € (—o0,0], be a noncompact ancient solution of mean curvature
flow in R™*! which is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncol-
lapsed. For each t, we define Hyax(t) to be the supremum of the mean
curvature of M;.

Proposition 3.1. For each t, Hpax(t) < 00.

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

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

Proof. We first show that Hy.x(t) is continuous in ¢. It follows from
work of Haslhofer and Kleiner [7],[8] that \%H | < CH? for some uniform
constant C. Let us fix a time t and a positive number € > 0. By definition
of Hpax(t), there exists a point on M; where the mean curvature lies in
the interval [(1 — §) Humax(t), Hmax(t)]. If t is sufficiently close to ¢, then
the estimate |%H | < CH? implies that there exists a point on M; where
the mean curvature lies in the interval [(1 — &) Hpax(f), (1 + €) Hmax(?)]. In
particular, Hyax(t) > (1 — €) Hpax(t) if ¢ is sufficiently close to t. Suppose
next that there is a point on M; where the mean curvature is equal to
(1+¢) Hpax(t). If ¢ is sufficiently close to ¢, then the estimate |%H| <CH?
implies that there exists a point on M; where the mean curvature lies in the
interval [(1 + §) Humax(f), (1 4 2¢) Hyax ()], which contradicts the definition
of Huyax(t). Hence, if t is sufficiently close to ¢, there is no point on M
where the mean curvature is equal to (1 + ) Hyax(f). On the other hand,
since M; bounds a convex domain which is not a slab, we know that M; is
connected (cf. [13], Theorem V). Consequently, Hyax(t) < (1 4 €) Huax(f)
if ¢ is sufficiently close to t.

Thus, Hpax(t) is a continuous function of t. In particular, Hpyax(t) is uni-
formly bounded from above on every compact time interval. Consequently,
Hpax(t) is monotone increasing in ¢ by Hamilton’s Harnack inequality [6].
This completes the proof of Proposition
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Proposition 3.3. We have liminf;, o Hpax(t) > 0.
Proof. Proposition 2.12] implies that
sup |22 4 ...+ 22 —2(n—1)] <O((~t)~

2e(—)"2 (MiNB 1 (0))
5n(—t)2

[N

).

Since M, has exactly one end, we can assume without loss of generality that
M; N {zp+1 > 0} is noncompact and My N {z,4+1 < 0} is compact. There
exists a large constant K with the following property: if —t is sufficiently
large, then the cross-section

1
(—t)"2 (My N {xp41 = —2(—t)
lies outside the sphere
(22 4. 422 = (V2(n—1) — K(—t)"2)% 24y = —2}.

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

Yo={z e R"™ 22 +  + 22 =uu(—2n41)?% —a < 2pp1 <0}

NI

)

satisfying H = % (x,v). Consequently, the hypersurfaces
i 2
Yot = (—1)2%X,+(0,...,0,Ka”)
={zeR"™ 2+ 4 a? = (~D) ua((~ 2 + Ka?)(-1)72)%
Ka® - a(—t)% < zpy1 < Ka?}
evolve by mean curvature flow.

As in [2], we can use the hypersurfaces ¥,; N {z,41 < —2(—t)%} as

barriers. As ¢t — —oo, the rescaled surfaces (—t)_% M; converge in CY%, to
the cylinder {z? + ... + 22 = 2(n — 1)}. Furthermore, the rescaled surfaces

(—t)_% (ot {zpnt1 < —2(—t)%}) converge to Xy W7y 41 < —2} ast — —o0.
It follows from Lemma 4.4 in [I] that the set ¥, N{z,+1 < —2} is a compact
subset of {z3+...+22 < 2(n—1)}. Consequently, X ;N {zy11 < —2(—75)%}
lies inside My N {zp41 < —2(—t)%} if —t is sufficiently large (depending on

a).

By our choice of K, the cross-section
1
()72 (My N {zn1 = —2(-1)
lies outside the sphere

(224 . 422 =(V2n—1) — K(—t)"2)%, 2pi1 = —2}.

Moreover, the cross-section

(=) 7% (Say N {wns1 = —2(—1)2})

N

)

is a sphere

{2+ .. 422 = a2+ Ka?(—t)"2)%, wpp1 = —2}.
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Using Lemma 4.4 in [I], we obtain u,(2) < \/2(n — 1) and u4(2) — ua(1l) <
—a~? if a is sufficiently large. Since the function u, is concave, we obtain

Ua(2+ Ka2(—t)72) < ua(2) + Ka(—) "2 (ug(2) — ua(1))
<\2n—-1)-K(-t)2

for —t > 4K?a®. Consequently, the cross-section gt N {Zp1 = —2(—t)%}
lies inside the cross-section My N {x, 11 = —2(—t)%} whenever —t > 4K?a?
and a is sufficiently large. By the maximum principle, the hypersurface
Yot {zne1 < —2(—t)%} lies inside the hypersurface M;N{x,4+1 < —2(—75)%}
whenever —t > 4K?2a? and a is sufficiently large. For —t = 4K?a?, the tip
of ¥4+ has distance a(—t)% — Ka? = Ka* = — 4% from the origin. Conse-
quently, the intersection MyN{z1 =... =2, =0, Tp41 < &} is non-empty
if —t is sufficiently large. In particular, limsup, , ., Hmax(t) > 0. Since
Hax(t) is monotone increasing in ¢, it follows that iminf; o Hpax(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 = {K, : 1 < a < @} be a collection of vector
fields in R™*!. We say that K is a normalized set of rotation vector fields if
there exists an orthonormal basis {J, : 1 < a < @} of so(n) C so(n+1),
a matrix S € O(n + 1) and a point ¢ € R"*! such that

Ko(z) = SJ.S7z — q).

Note that we require that the vector fields K 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 g > 0 with the following property. Let M be a hypersurface in
R with boundary. Assume that, after suitable rescaling, M is eq-close
(in the C*-norm) to a cylinder S"~! x [=5,5] of radius 1. Suppose that

KW = {K&l) 1 <a< %} and K2 = {Kg) 1 <a< w} are two
normalized sets of rotation vector fields with the following properties:
e max,, \K&l)] H < 10n and max, \Kg)\ H < 10n at the point z.
e max, |(K,§}),u>|H < e and max, |<K(g2),1/>| H<c¢eonM.
Then
n(n—1)

n(no1)
inf sup max | KD — Z wagKg)‘ H(z) < Ce.
B=1

weo(n(nzil))BmonH(i)fl(f) @
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Proof. The proof is by contradiction. If the assertion is false, then we
can find a sequence of hypersurfaces M), a sequence of points 7, € M®,

a sequence K1) = {K,gl’l) 1 <a< @}, a sequence K3 = {K(g?’l) :

1<a< @}, and a sequence of positive numbers £; — 0 such that the

following statements hold:
(i) The hypersurfaces M; converge in C* to the standard cylinder ™! x
— of radius 1 around the x,,1-axis.
[—5, 5] of radius 1 d the x,,1-axi
(ii) max, \K&l’l)] < 100 and max, ]K(g?’l)] < 100 at the point Z;.
Eiii; maxe |(K(g1’l),1/>| < g; and max, |(K(g2’l),1/>| < g on MO,
iv) We have

n(n—1)
2
El_l inf sup max K&l,l)_ Z waﬁKg’l) 00
wEO(M) Biooo(Z;) =1

as | — oo.

Let us write
K(l’l)(l‘) _ S(l’l)J(gl’l)(S(l’l))_l(l‘ _ q(l,l))

and
K(g?’l) (LZ') — S(z’l)Jéz’l)(S(z’l))_l(x - q(2,l))'

Here, {J,gl’l) 11 <a< w} and {JS’” 1<a< w} are orthonormal
bases of so(n) C so(n+ 1), S&V, SZD € O(n 4 1), and ¢, ¢(>) € R,

The condition (ii) implies that the axis of rotation of (1Y) has bounded
distance from the origin. It is easy to see that the axis of rotation of
K@D converges to the z,,q-axis as | — oo. Thus, S(l’l)(O,...,O, 1) —
+(0,...,0,1) as I — oco. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
S 5 id as | — co. Similarly, we may assume that S@Y — id as | — oo.
Moreover, we can arrange that g and ¢ are orthogonal to the x,1-
axis. (To achieve this, we add a multiple of S(l’l)(O, ...,0,1) to ¢ and a
multiple of SZ) 0,...,0,1) to ¢®D . This does not change the vector fields
K&l’l) and K(g?’l).) This gives ¢ — 0 and ¢2Y — 0 as | — .

Let us write

(ST =1GEY = oxp(eM)yU®),

where U € O(n) ¢ O(n 4+ 1) (in other words, U® is an isometry of
R™*1 which fixes the x,,-axis) and ¢) € so(n + 1) is an anti-symmetric
matrix satisfying ag) =0fori,j € {1,...,n}. Finally, we can find a matrix
wh e O(@) such that

n(n—1)

2
1 1 -
Z w((x% Jéz ) _ (=1 Ly @,
=1
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This gives

n(n 1)

Z 5(2 l)(U(l)) 1J(g1’l)U(l)(S(2’l))_l($ _ q(2,l))

Let 6; := |¢) — @Y | 4 |o®]. Clearly,

n(n 1)
KO Z W

Hence, property (iv) implies El_l 6 — o0 as | — oo. Let

< C(n)d.

sup max
Biooo (%)

n(n—1)

v .= 5! <K(g1,l) _ Z %(x% Kézl)).
p=1

As | — oo, the vector fields va(” converge to a limiting vector field V,, of the
form

Va(x) = _[07 Ja]x — JuC,
where J, := lim;_, J(ll , Ci=limy o 5_ (q(1 b g2 l)) and o := lim;_, o (51_1 o,
Note that {J, : 1 < a < "( } is an orthonormal basis of so(n) C so(n+1),
¢ € R is orthogonal to the z,41-axis, and o € so(n + 1) is an anti-
symmetric matrix satisfying o;; = 0 for 7,7 € {1,...,n}. Moreover, by
definition of §;, we have |¢| + |o| = limy_00 6; ' (Jg) — @] + |0®]) = 1.
Using property (iii), we obtain
sup max |(V), )| < C(n) 6! sup max([(KSM, v)| + [(KEY, v)))
M@ MWD
< C(n) 51_ €l
— 0.

Consequently, the limiting vector fields V,, are tangential to the cylinder
S"=1 x [~5,5]. From this, we deduce that ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 0. This is a
contradiction. This completes the proof of Lemma

Following [10], pp. 189-190, we denote by P(Z,t,r, 7) the set of all points
(z,t) in space-time such that x € By (z,r) and t € [t — 7,¢]. With
this understood, we define P(z,t,L,0) = P(z,t,(n — )L H(z, )L, (n —

1)20 H(z, )~ 2). We say that (Z,%) lies on an e-neck if the parabolic neigh-
borhood P(m £,100,100) is, after rescaling, e-close (in the C1%-norm), to a
family of shrinking cylinders.

Definition 4.3. Let M; be a solution of mean curvature flow. We say
that a point (Z,1) is e-symmetric if there exists a normalized set of rotation
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vector fields K = {K, : 1 < a < @} such that max, |[K,|H < 10n
at the point (Z,t) and max, |(K,,v)| H < ¢ in the parabolic neighborhood
P(7,%,10,100).

Note that the condition that max, |Ky|H < 10n at the point (Z,%) en-
sures that the distance of the point Z from the axis of rotation of K = {K,, :

1<a< @} is at most C(n) H(z,)7!.

Theorem 4.4 (Neck Improvement Theorem). Given n, we can find a large
constant L and a small constant 1 with the following property. Suppose that
M, is a solution of mean curvature flow. Moreover, suppose that (Z,t) is a
point in space-time with the property that every point in ﬁ(a?,f,L,L2) lies
at the center of an e1-neck and is e-symmetric, where € < e1. Then (Z,t) is
5-symmetric.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume ¢ = —1 and H(Z,—1) =

1/ ”T_l We will assume throughout that L is sufficiently large depending on
n, and e7 is sufficiently small depending on L. Note that, in the parabolic
neighborhood 75(:i, t, L, L?), the solution can be approximated by a family of
shrinking cylinders S"~!(y/—2(n — 1)t) x R, up to errors which are bounded
by C(L)e; in the C1%-norm.

Step 1: Given any point (zg,ty) € 75(:3, —1, L, L?), we can find a normal-
ized set of rotation vector fields K (*0:t0) = {K&xo’to) l1<a< %} such
that max, |(K,§f°’t°), V)| H < ¢ on the parabolic neighborhood P (g, to, 10, 100).
Note that the axis of rotation depends on (z, tp). By a repeated application
of Lemma 4.2, we obtain

n(n—1)
2
inf sup max |K®™1 — Z waﬁKéxo’to) <C(L)e
wEO(@)BlonL(O) @ B=1

for each point (zg,tg) € 75(5:, —1, L, L?). Without loss of generality, we may
assume
sup max |K@™Y — gzoh)| < 0(L)e
Bionr(0) ¢
for each point (z0,%) € P(z,—1, L, L?). This implies

max (K™Y, )| < CO(L)e

at each point (xg,t) € 75(37, —1,L, L?).

For abbreviation, we put K := K@~ Without loss of generality, we may
assume that the axis of rotation of K = {K, :1 < a < %} is the zy,41-
axis; that is, K (x) = J, for some orthonormal basis {J, : 1 < a < @}
of so(n) C so(n + 1). Finally, we may assume that the point Z lies in the

hyperplane {x,,11 = 0}.
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Step 2: It will be convenient to write M; as a graph over the z,1-axis,
so that
3L 3L
{(T(Q,z,t)e,z) e s 2 e [— R Z]} C M;.
Note that the function (0, z,t) — (—2(n — 1)t)% is bounded by C(L)e; in
the C1%-norm. A straightforward computation gives

v= ! (9—7*_1 VSnilr,—@),
\/1 42 |VS"71T|2 + (%)2

hence
_ (Ja0, Vsn71r>

(Ka,v) = —
\/1 + 2 VST 2 4+ (4E)2

9

where V5" 'y represents the gradient of the function r with respect to the
angular variables.

We have shown in Step 1 that max, |(K.,v)| < C(L)e on the para-
bolic neighborhood 75(i, —1, L, L?). Moreover, our assumptions imply that
V5" |+ |92| < C(L)e;. This gives V5" 'r| < C(L)e and

(Ko, ) + (Ju, V"' 1)| < C(L)ere.

Moreover, the identity divgn-1(Jo0) = 0 gives divgn-1(7(0, z,t) Jo0) = (Ja0, V5n71r>,
hence
(Ko, ) + divgn-1(r(0, 2, t) Jo8)| < C(L)eie.

Step 3: Let us fix an index o € {1,..., "(nz_l)}. For each point (g, %) €

P(z,—1, L, L?), the vector field K00 gatisfies

[(K#010) )| < Ce (—to)?

on the parabolic neighborhood 75(330,150, 10,100). On the other hand, we

have shown in Step 1 that supp, (o) maxa |Ka — K| < O(L)e. Hence,
there exist real numbers ay,...,a,,b1,...,b, (depending on (xg,ty)) such
that

la1] + ...+ |an| < C(L)e,
1] + ...+ |bp| < C(L)e,
and
(Ko — K& 1)) — (a1601 4 ... + anby) — (b161 + ... + bp0y)z] < C(L)e1e

on the parabolic neighborhood 75(950, to, 10,100). Consequently, the function
u = (Ky,v) satisfies

(0, 2,t) — (@101 + . ..+ anfp) — (b161+ . . . +bpby)z| < Ce (—to)2 + C(L)ere
on the parabolic neighborhood 75(:170, to, 10, 100).
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n(n 1)

Step 4: We again fix an index o € {1,..
(Kq,v) satisfies the evolution equation

8
at"
We have shown in Step 1 that |u| < C(L)e on the parabolic neighbor-

hood 13(53, —1, L, L?). Using standard interior estimates for parabolic equa-
tions, we obtain |Vu| + |V?u| < C(L)e on the parabolic neighborhood

P(z,—1,%, L) This implies

} The function u =

AMtu"" |A|2

120 T

9 9? 1 1

- - —yy - — n_ R — <

2t 52 (—2(n " Agn-1u =0 ul < C(L)eje

for z € [-%, L] and t € [- & 16, —1].
We denote by @ the solution of the linear equation

211 = 8—211 + SR A U+ (0~ L g

ot T 922" T (—2(n—1)t) " T (Can ¢
in the parabolic cylinder {z € [-%, %], t € [-£ 16, 1]} such that @ = u on
the parabolic boundary {|z| = £} U {t = ——} The maximum principle

gives
lu — 11] < C(L )515

in the parabolic cylinder {z € [-£,£] ¢t € [-& 16, —1]}.

Step 5: In order to analyze the PDE for @, we perform separation of
variables. As above, let Y}, be a basis of eigenfunctions of Agn-1, and
let A,, denote the corresponding eigenvalues. We assume that the eigen-
functions Y;,, are normalized so that ‘Sn—”,” fsnfl Y, (0)2d0 = 1. Clearly,

supgegn—1 |Yin(0)] < C ||Vl gn-1(gn-1y < CXl1 for m > 1. Moreover,
Am, Nm% as m — oo. We recallthat M=0X\N=...= X, =n—-1,
and A,41 = 2n. Moreover, Yy(0) = f’ Y1(0) = 64,...,Y,(0) = 0, where

01,...,0, denote the Cartesian coordinates of § € S"~!. Let us write

u(, z,t) vazt (09),

where
n

Um(2,t) = 1571 Jgns

(0, 2,t) Y () d.

Then ,
0 0 n—1-—\,
Elm Um(z,t) = 927 Um(2,t) + 2= 1)) Um(2,1).

1 Am
Hence, the rescaled function v,,(z,t) = (—t)2 2= v, (2, t) satisfies

0 0? .
(‘%Um(z t) = 527 Om (2, 1).
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We first consider the case when m > n + 1, so that \,, > 2n. Using the
results in Step 3 and Step 4, we obtain

=

[om (2,1)] < (Ce + C(L)e1e) (=1)7,

and consequently

A m

[6m(2,t)| < (Ce + C(L)ere) (—t)' 20D

in the parabolic cylinder {z € [—%, %], t e [—%,—1]}. Using the solu-

tion formula for the one-dimensional heat equation with Dirichlet boundary

condition on the rectangle [—£, £] x [—%, —1], we obtain

i [T L?
|0 (2,t)| < C'L ]vm(z,—ﬁ)\dz

L

4

t L2 3 L L
=+ _ -3 (15 (L . L
+CL/_L2€ 1000=5) (t —5) 72 <\Um(478)’+\vm( 4,3)\) ds,

16

hence

.2

L
oz 1)] < (Ce+C(D)re) (3
+ (Ce + C(L)€1€)L/ o e 100(i=s) (t — 3)_% (—3)1_% ds
16

t 2 A
+ (Ce + C(L)Elg)L_ﬁ / e QOOI(It—s) (—s) zl(n,l) ds

(14+—=)t 2 1—Aam
™ T 200(i—3) (—S) 2(n—1) (g

e 200(t—s) (—8) 2(n—1) (s

/t L2 1-Am
(

L
Ly 2-2m%
< (Ce+ C(L)ere) <Z)
(Ce+ C(L)ere) L (14 — = (T
+(Ce+ 1€ n—1< +_> e
Vam
Lz\/m 2n—1—Am

+ (Ce + C(L)ere) L™ 7T ¢ 2000 (—) 20D
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for z € [~20n,20n] and t € [-400n2, —1]. This implies

(o (2, 8)| < (Ce + C(L)ere) (i)l_zm”
A= \16(—)
+ (Ce + C(L)ege) LT (1 P )22(53”
(Ce €1¢€) o

_1 _L*am
+ (06 + C’(L)glg)L n—1 ¢ 200(—t)

for z € [~20n,20n] and t € [-400n?, —1]. We now sum over all m > n + 1.
Using the estimate supgegn-1|Yim(0)] < C A%, we obtain

‘ > fum(z,t)Ym(H)‘gC > N o (2,8)] < CL™m1e + O(L)ere
m=n+1 m=n+1

for z € [~20n,20n] and t € [-400n2, —1].
We next consider the case when 1 < m < n, so that A\, = n — 1 and
Y, (0) = 0,,. In this case, the function vy, (z,t) satisfies
0 0?
Evm(z,t) = @vm(z,t).

The results in Step 3 and Step 4 imply that, given any point (zq,t9) €

[—%, %] X [—%, —1], we can find real numbers ay, ..., an, b1, ..., b, (depend-

ing on (zp,tp)) such that

la1| + ... + |an| < C(L)e,

b1 + ...+ [bu| < C(L)e,
and
v (2,) — (@m + bmz)| < Ce(—tg)2 + C(L)ere

for z € [z — (—to)%,zo + (—to)%] and t € [2tg,tp]. Using interior estimates
for the linear heat equation, we obtain

82’0777, —
St ()| < (Ce+ C(L)ere) ()

N

in the parabolic cylinder {z € [—%, %], t e [—%,—1]}. Using the solu-

tion formula for the one-dimensional heat equation with Dirichlet boundary
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condition on the rectangle [—£, 2] x [—%, —1], we obtain
0%v, N -1
W(Z,t)‘ S (05 + C(L)glg) (Z)

t >
+ (Ce + C’(L)sls)L/ P =) (t— S)—% (_s)—% ds
~16

< (Ce +C(D)ere) (g)_l

+ (Ce + C(L)e1e) L2 /_t (—s)_% ds

L2
To
< (Ce+C(L)ere) L1

for z € [-20n,20n] and t € [-400n2, —1]. Consequently, there exist real
numbers Aq,...,A,, B1,..., B, such that

om(2,1) — (Am + Bmz)| < CL™ e + C(L)ere

for 2 € [~20n,20n] and t € [-400n2, —1].
Finally, we consider the case m = 0. By the results in Step 2, the function
u = (K,, ) satisfies

|u(0, z,t) + divgn—1(r(0, z,t) Jo0)| < C(L)ee.

Integrating over # € S"~! gives

/ u(6, z,t) d@‘ < C(L)ere,
Sn—1

hence
lvo(z,t)] < C(L)ere

for z € [~20n,20n] and t € [-400n2, —1].
Putting everything together, we conclude that

60, 2,t)— (A101+. ..+ Anp) — (Brby+. ..+ Bubp)z] < CL™ w14+ C(L)eye

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 a € {1,..., %} we can find real numbers
Aoty Aans Bat, - ., Ba,y such that

|Agi]+ ...+ [Aan] < C(L)e,
|Ba,1| + ...+ |Ban| < C(L)e,

and
lua (8, 2,t) — (Aa161 + ... + Aanbn) — (Ba161 + ... + Banbn)z|
< CL w1e + C(L)e1e

for z € [~20n,20n] and t € [-400n2, —1], where uy (0, 2,t) := (Kq,v).
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Step 7: For each i € {1,...,n}, we define

B = |5:——1| [, r(0.0,-1)0:a0

and
n
e 2 |Sn_1| Sn—1
We have shown in Step 2 that |[VS" 'r| < C(L)e. This implies |E;|, |Fj| <
C(L)e fori € {1,...,n}. By the results in Step 2, the function u, = (Kg, )
satisfies

(6,1, —1) — (8, —1, —1)] ; db.

lua (0, z,t) + divgn-1(r(0, z,t) Jo0)| < C(L)ee.

A direct calculation gives

n

divgn-1(r(0, z,t) Jo0) 0; = divgn—1(r(0, 2,t) 0; Jo0) — r(0, 2, 1) Z Joij 05,

Jj=1

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

‘ua(H, 2080+ divgn 1 (r(8,2,1) 0 Jab) — v(0,2,0) Y Jais 9]-( < O(L)ere
j=1

for all i € {1,...,n}. Integrating over # € S"~! gives

max |Sf—_l| Ua(6,0,-1)8;d6 — Y Jai;B;| < C(L)ese
., Snfl "
7=1
and
n n
max | 5oy . a8, ~1)—ua(6, 1, 1)) 60— JaijFj| < C(L)ere.

i=1

On the other hand, using the estimate for uq (0, z,t) —(Aa, 101+ . . +Aanbn)—
(Ba,101 + ... + Banbp)z in Step 6, we obtain

max % Ua(0,0,~1)0;df — Aay| < CL w1e+ C(L)eie
[e7%) Snfl
and
n
A DY Yy . [ua(0,1,—1) — uq(8,—1,-1)]6; df — Bq;

1
< CL n1e+ C(L)ee.
Putting these facts together, we obtain

n 1
Aa,i — Z Ja,ijEj‘ < (CL n1g+ C(L)€1€
=1

max
[
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and

n
Ba,i — Z Ja,iij‘ <CL wie+ C(L)ee.
j=1

max
%)

Substituting this back into the estimate for u,(0,z,t) — (Aq101 + ... +
Aqnbrn) — (Bajbh + ... + Banby)z in Step 6, we finally conclude

max‘(f(a, I/> — Z Ja,ij(EjGi + FJHZZ)‘ < CL_ﬁ€ + C(L)€1€
ij=1
for z € [~20n,20n] and t € [-400n2, —1].

Step 8: Let us define a vector ¢ € R"*! by ¢; = E; fori € {1,...,n} and
dn+1 = 0. Moreover, let us define an anti-symmetric matrix o € so(n + 1)
by oi; =0 for i,j5 € {1,...,n} and 0;,41 = F; for i € {1,...,n}. Clearly,
lg| < C(L)e and |o| < C(L)e. We define a normalized set of rotation vector
ﬁeldsl@z{f?’azlgag@}by

Ko(z) = 8JaS™ (z — q),
where S := exp(c) € SO(n + 1). Then
max <Ra — Ka, I/> + Z Jaﬂ'j(Ejei + FJHZZ) < C(L)€1€

(64 ..
1,7=1

for z € [~20n,20n] and t € [~400n2, —1]. Combining this estimate with the
estimate in Step 7, we conclude that
max |(Kg, v)| < CL w1e + C(L)e1e
(07

for z € [~20n, 20n] and t € [—-400n2, —1]. Consequently, the point (Z, —1) is
1

(CL™"Te 4+ C(L)eie)-symmetric. In particular, if we choose L sufficiently

large and ¢; sufficiently small (depending on L), then (Z, —1) is §-symmetric.

This completes the proof of the Neck Improvement Theorem.

5. PROOF OF ROTATIONAL SYMMETRY

Let My, t € (—o0,0], be a noncompact ancient solution of mean curvature
flow in R™*! which is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncol-
lapsed. For each t, the hypersurface M; bounds a convex domain which we
denote by ;. As in [2], if —t is sufficiently large, there exists a unique point
pt € M; 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 p; is negative definite, and the hypersurface M; looks like the
bowl soliton near p;.

Let 1 and L be the constants in the Neck Improvement Theorem. Recall
that Hpax(t) is uniformly bounded from below. By Proposition 3.1 in [§],
we can find a large constant A such that the following holds. If z is a point
on M; such that |x — p| > A, then z lies at the center of an £;-neck and
furthermore H (x,t) |z — py| > 106n2L.
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Lemma 5.1. There exists a time T < 0 with the property that %|x—pt| <0
whenever t <T, x € My UQy, and |z — p| > A.

Proof. If —t is sufficiently large, then M, looks like the bowl soliton
near the point p;. Hence, if —t is sufficiently large, then the vector %pt is
almost parallel to —v(p¢, t). Moreover, using the convexity of €, we obtain
—(z —pt,v(pt,t)) > |z —p| whenever t < T, x € M UQy, and |x —p¢| > A.
Here, ¢ is a small positive constant. Putting these facts together, we con-
clude that (z — py, %pﬁ > 0 whenever t < T, z € My UQy, and |z — p| > A.
This gives %%]az —pe? = —(x — py, %pﬁ < 0 whenever t < T, x € My Uy,
and |x — p| > A.

Lemma 5.2. Let T be defined as in Lemma [51l. Suppose that t < T, and
T is a point on My satisfying | — pg| > A. Then |T — p¢| > |T — pg| for all
t <L

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that the assertion is false,
and let ¢ := sup{t < ¥ : |Z — p/| < |Z — pg|}. By Lemma BI] we have
%L@ — pth:{ < 0. Consequently, £ < t. Moreover, for each t € [t,t], we
have z € My Uy and |Z — p¢| > |Z — pg| > A. Using Lemma [5.1] we obtain
%L@ —pe| < 0 for all t € [t,f]. Consequently, |z — p;| > |# — pg|. This
contradicts the definition of . This completes the proof of Lemma [5.2]

Proposition 5.3. Let T' be defined as in LemmalZd. Ift <T, x € M; and
|z — py| > 2700 A, then (z,t) is 277 e, -symmetric.

Proof. The proof is by induction on j. It follows from our choice of
A 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 ¢ < T and a point T € Mj; such that
|Z—pz| > 270 A and (Z,) is not 27, -symmetric. By the Neck Improvement
Theorem, there exists a point (x,t) € 75(53, t, L, L?) such that either (z,t) is
not 277 le;-symmetric or (x,t) does not lie at the center of an e1-neck. In
view of the induction hypothesis, we conclude that |z — p| < 92%0 A. Since
t <t <T, Lemmal5.2 gives |Z — pz| < |z — p¢|. Putting these facts together,
we obtain

Z — pi| < |7 — pi
<lz—pl + |z — 2
< 2% A+ 1002L H(z,1)~!

1 1
< 27700 | — pr — |z — pr
< |Z — pi] + 1000 '* il
< |z — pil.
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This is a contradiction.

Theorem 5.4. Let T be defined as in Lemma il Then the hypersurface
M, is rotationally symmetric for each t <T.

Proof. The argument is similar to [2]. We fix a time ¢ < T. For each
7, let Q) be the set of all points (x,t) in space-time satlsfylng t <t and
|z — p| < 270 A. If j is sufficiently large, then H(x,t) > n - 2770 for cach
point (z,t) € e QU). Proposition .3l guarantees that every point (x,t) € 20U
is 27Je;-symmetric. Consequently, given any point (x,t) € o0 we can
find a normalized set of rotatlon vector fields K {K @0 .1 <ac<
"—} such that maxaKKa ,VHH < 279¢; on P(x,t, 10,100). Using
Lemma A2 we are able to control how the axis of rotation of K®* varies
as we vary the point (x,t). More precisely, if (z1,t1) and (x2,t2) are points
in 00 satisfying (9, t2) € P(x1, ), then

n(n 1)

T t
5017t1 _ E Was K( 2,t2)

t.ob L
15 T0n 7 100n2

inf sup max
UJEO(M) B107LH(1'2 ,t2)71 (1'2)

< C2_] H(l’g,tg)_l

Now, if (z2,t2) is a point in 0QU) | then the mean curvature H (o, t2) satisfies

the estimate %2_ﬁ < H(zg,t2) < C. Hence, if (z1,t1) and (z2,t2) are

points in 9N satisfying (x9,t2) € ﬁ(azl,tl, Tom > 100”2) then
et

inf sup max K(g“’t1 — Z wagKéxQ’t2)

weo(™1) By ¢ (x2)

< C2 7t

and consequently

n(n 1)

501,t1 _ E 9627152

inf sup max
weO(M%) B, /0 (w2)

<27,
By a repeated application of this estimate, we can show that, ‘for each j,
there exists a normalized set of rotation vector fields K(7) = {K,gf )1 <a<
w} with the following property: if (z,t) is a point in 9QU) satisfying
f— 210 <t <1 then

inf max |KU) — wagK(m’t) <

weo(n(nzfl)) «
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at the point (z,t).

For each point (z,t) € 902U, we have max, ]_(K&x’t), v)| <277 at the point
(z,1). Consequently, max, |(K(gj V)| < C27% for all points (z,t) € 9NU)
satisfying £ — 2700 < ¢t < . Finally, we note that, for each ¢ € [t — Q%Oﬂ,
the point pt has distance at most C2100 from the point p;. This implies
maxg |<Ka ,v)| < €210 for all points (z,t) € QU Wlth tet— 2165 J 1.

For each « € {1,... "("—1} we define a function f : QU - R by

) <K&j>,u>
H — 92 400

Since max, ](Ka W) < 273 ; for all points (z,t) € 9QU) satisfying # —
2700 < t < t, we conclude that

max | fO(z,t)] < C 277

for all points (z,t) € 90U satisfying £ — 9790 <t <t. The same estimate
holds for all points (z,t) € Q) with ¢ = £ — 275. On the other hand, the
function f(g] ) satisfies the evolution equation

2 )
50— Af9) ¢ — 2 (VH, V) 2 (L_Q—ﬁ> 1),
ot H — 2~ 700 H — 2 100

On the set QU), we have

2 , 2 , ,
L_Q_fﬁ ZEL_Q—JW ZlH_Q_A;]W > 0.
H -2 5% ng-—92 % n
By the maximum principle, we obtain
sup £ (x,1)]
(2,£)eQ), F-2T00 <t<7
S I L ]
(2,4)€890), —2T00 <¢<F (2,)€Q) | t=[—2T00
<co i
for each o € {1,..., =1 (KD, v)| <

C277% for all points (z,t) € QU) with t = £. In particular, the distance of
the point p; from the axis of rotation of KO = {Kéj) 1l <a< w}
is bounded from above by a uniform constant which is independent of j.
Sending j — oo, the sequence KU = {K(gj) 1< a< "("—1} converges
to a normalized set of rotation vector fields which are tangential along Mj.
This completes the proof of Theorem [5.4]
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Once we know that M; is rotationally symmetric for —t sufficiently large,
it follows from standard arguments that M; is rotationally symmetric for all
t € (—00,0] (see [2], Proposition 5.5).

6. UNIQUENESS OF ANCIENT SOLUTIONS WITH ROTATIONAL SYMMETRY

Let M; be an ancient solution to the mean curvature flow in R”*! which
is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncollapsed. We may assume
that M; is symmetric with respect to the x,i-axis. Let us write M; as a
graph of a rotationally symmetric function f on R™. The function f satisfies

the equation

_ Jrr n—1
ft - 1+ fg + r fT"
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) = 2.

Then r(z,t) satisfies the equation

Ty n—1
/)"t = " — — .
1+ 72 r
Since My is convex, we have
r, >0, e < 0, Ty, < 0.

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

As in [2], let ¢: = (0,...,0, f(0,%)) denote the tip of M;, and let Hyip(t)
denote the mean curvature of M; at the tip ¢;. By the Harnack inequality
[6], the function ¢ — Hijp(t) is monotone increasing. Hence, the limit H :=
limy o Hiip(t) exists. Using results in Section [3] we obtain |g¢:| > ¢ (—t)
for —t sufficiently large. This gives H > 0.

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

Proposition 6.1. We have fy(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 f;(r,t) is bounded from below.

Proposition 6.2. We have fi(r,t) > H at each point in space-time. More-
over, for each rg >0,
lim sup fi(r,t) = H.
t——o00 r<ro
Proof. Consider an arbitrary sequence of times ¢; — —oo, and define

Mt(j )= Miyt; —q;. Since the flows Mt(j ) have uniformly bounded curvature,

)

the sequence Mt(j converges in CT° 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 sup |fe(r,t;) —H| =0

J—00 p<pg
for every rg > 0. Since fy(r,t) > 0 by Proposition 6.1} it follows that
fi(r,t) > H for all r and ¢.

In the next step, we show that fi(r,t) is monotone increasing in r.
Proposition 6.3. We have fi,-(r,t) > 0 everywhere.

Proof. Consider a time ¢y and a radius rg such that f(rg, o) is defined.
Moreover, let ¢t; be a sequence of times such that t; — —oo. For j large, we
denote by Q; the parabolic cylinder Q); = {22+ +22 <rdte [t tol}
It follows from the evolution equations for H and (w, v) that the maximum
supg, H {(w,v)~! must be attained on the parabolic boundary of Q@j. This
gives

sup H (w,v)™?
o2+ +x2 <rdt=to
< max{ sup H{(w,v)7 1, sup H (w,y>_1}.
24 w2 =rd,t;<t<tg x4 +x2 <rdt=t;

Since fi(r,t) = H (w,v)~!, it follows that

sup fi(ryto) < max{ sup filro,t), sup filr,t;)}
r<ro t;<t<to r<ro

= max{ft(To,to) sup fi(r,t; )}

r<rg

Note that in the last step we have used Proposition 6.1l Finally, we pass
to the limit as j — oco. Using Proposition [6.2, we obtain sup,.<,, fi(r,t0) <
max{ f(ro,to), H} = fi(ro,to). This completes the proof of Proposition

By assumption, M; is strictly convex, uniformly two-convex, and noncol-
lapsed. Moreover, Hip(t) is bounded from below by . Hence, there exists
a small constant g € (0, %) and a decreasing function A : (0,e9] — R such
that given any € € (0, ], if |T — ¢¢| > A(e), then (Z,t) is a center of e-neck
(cf. [§], 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 go-neck, rrz = 1= < (1+ 2g9)(n — 1)K~ L

Proof. This follows from the inequality f; > H established in Proposi-
tion 6.2l See [2], Lemma 6.4, for details.



32 SIMON BRENDLE AND KYEONGSU CHOI

Lemma 6.5. There exists a constant Cy > 1 such that r™ | g;ﬂ < Cy
holds for m = 1,2,3 at the center of eg-necks with r > 1.

Proof. Analogous to Lemma 6.5 in [2].

Proposition 6.6. There exist constants C1 and Co with the following prop-
5
erty. If r > Cq, then 0 < —r,,(z,t) < Cor(z,t) 2.

Proof. Analogous to Proposition 6.6 in [2].

For each z < 0, we define a real number 7 (z) by

r(z,t) >0 for t<T(2), lim r(z,t) =0.
t—T(2)
In other words, if ¢ = 7(z), then f(0,t) = z, and the tip of M; 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 — 1)[T(2) — ] < r(2,6)? < 2n — 1) [T(2) — 1] + 8C[T(2) — 1] + C?
if 2 <0 and r(z,t) is sufficiently large.

. — . . 2 _ 2 2z
Proof. Let us fix a point (Z,t). The inequality (r*+2(n—1)t); = % <0
implies
r(z,0)? > 2(n — 1) [T(2) - 1].
Moreover, if r > Cy, then (r2+2(n—1)t); = ﬁ% > —20,r~2 by Proposition
Let £ < T(2) be chosen so that r(Z,%) = C;. Then
t

r(z,0)2 =C¢+2n - 1) 1) — / (r(z,8)% + 2(n — 1)t); dt

t
<C2on—1)(F-b+ 202/ r(z,6)"3 dt
t

This proves the assertion.

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

r(0,8)r,(0,t) > (n — 1) (H~! = 9)

provided that —t is sufficiently large.
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Proof. We may assume that R = r(0,¢t) > C;. Then every point (z,t)
with z,41 = 0 lies at the center of an gg-neck. Consequently, |r(z,t) — R| <
goR for |z| < 2R. Moreover, we have 7, < (1+2¢g) (n —1)H ™! by Lemma
64 and |(r7,).| = |rr.. + 72| < C3R™2 by Proposition Hence, if
R% > 46’35_1, then we have

)
[Pz 072 (2,8) = (0, )r:(0,0)] <2C3R™2 < 2
for all z € [-2R,2R)].

Using Corollary [6.7, we obtain

r(=R,t)*>>2(n - 1)[T(-R) — 1],
r(—2R,t)?> > 2(n — 1) [T(-2R) — 1],

and
r(—2R,1)* < 2(n — 1) [T(~2R) — ] + 8Co[T(—2R) — t}i + C?
< 2(n—1)[T(=2R) — 1] + 8Cor(—2R, t)? + C2
< 2(n—1)[T(=2R) — 1] + 8C>R? + C2,

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(n — 1) [T(=R) — T(~2R)] — 8CyR2 — C2.

On the other hand, using the identity f;(0,t) = Hyp(t), we obtain dilzT(z) =
Hyip(T (2))71. Hence, if R is sufficiently large, then £77(2) > H~! — ¢ for
z € [-2R,—R]. This gives

T(—R) — T(—2R) > (7—[‘1 - g) R

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

4
r(=R,t)?> — r(=2R,t)?> > 2(n — 1) (’H = 5) R,

hence

wp (et = (n—1) (7 = 2)
2€[-2R,—R] 2

if —t is sufficiently large. Thus,
r(0,t)r,(0,t) > (n — 1) (H~! = 9)
if —t is sufficiently large.

Proposition 6.9. Given § > 0, there exists a time t € (—00,0] (depending
on ) such that

Her bz 8) > (0 — 1) (™) — 25),
holds for all z >0 and t < t.
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Proof. Let 9(z,t) denote the solution of the Dirichlet problem for
the one-dimensional heat equation on the half line with initial condition
limy,0 % (2,t) = 1 (see [2], Proposition 6.9). By Lemma [6.8, we can find a
time £ so that 7(0,)r,(0,¢) > (n— 1) (H~! — §) for t <t. Moreover, we can
arrange that r(z,t) > C1 + Cy for z > 0 and ¢t < ¢. Given any s < t, we
define a function 1/%*(z,t) by

1[)6’5(,2, t)=m—1)(H ' =26 —H (22, —5))

for t € (s,7]. We will show that rr, > ¢>* for all 2 > 0 and all ¢ € (s, ].

It is straightforward to verify that r(0,t)r.(0,¢) > (n — 1) (H™' — §) >
limsup,_,o¢%%(z,t) for each t € (s,f]; liminf, ;oo r(z,t)7.(2,t) > 0 >
limsup, . 1**(z,t) foreach t € (s,f]; and r(z, s)r.(2, ) > 0 > limsup,_, , (2, t)
for each z > 0.

On the other hand, for z > 0 and t € (s, t], we have , we have 1+7r7,, > 0,
hence

(rr)ee 2 (L4724 1r.)  (r7))..

L) = — .
(rr2)e 1+ 12 (1+72)2 1+ 72
Moreover,
1 (1)
4,8 4,8 2z
) — — ) < .
W5 = 3 W) <

Using the maximum principle, we conclude that rr, > 9% for all z > 0 and
all t € (s,t]. Sending s — —oo gives the desired result.

Corollary 6.10. We can find a time T € (—o0,0] such that r(z,t)?> >
(n—1H 'z for all z > 0 and t < T. In particular, if t < T, then the
function f(r,t) is defined for all r € [0,00).

Proof. By Proposition [6.9] we can find a time 7" € (—o0,0] such that
r(z,t)r.(z,t) > 3 (n—1)H ! for all z > 0 and all ¢ < T. If we integrate
over z, the assertion follows.

Proposition 6.11. For each t < T, we have lim,_, o (2, t)r.(2,t) = (n —
HHL

Proof. It follows from Lemma [6.4] that limsup,_, . 7(2,t)r.(z,t) < (n —
1)H~!. Hence, it suffices to prove that liminf, oo r(z,t)r.(z,t) > (n —
1)H ! for each t < T. By Proposition[6.9, we know that liminf, o 7(z,t)7r,(2,t) >
(n—1) (H~! —26) if —t is sufficiently large. On the other hand, Lemma [6.5]
gives

Tz TT 522 27’7’27‘22 4(}3
1+r2 1472 (147221~ 2

|(r72)e] = |rery + rrg] =

for r > C;. Using Corollary[6.10], we conclude that the quantity iminf, . 7(z,t)r.(z,t)
has the same value for each ¢ < T'. Putting these facts together, we conclude
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that liminf, o 7(2,t)r.(2,t) > (n — 1) H " for each t < T.

Theorem 6.12. For eacht < T, the solution M, is a rotationally symmetric
translating soliton.

Proof. Since rr, = ﬁ, Proposition [6.11] implies

lim fr(r,t) = L H

r—00 T n—1

for each t < T. Moreover, Lemma gives limsup,_, . 72 (—7,.) < oo,

hence lim sup,_, o, Tzf];T" < 00. Consequently,

I
r—oo 1+ fp(r, t)2
Using the evolution equation for f(r,t), we obtain
-1 t
lim fi(r,t) = lim (GaRdP AGY)
r—00 r—00 r

for each t < T. Using Proposition 6.3, we conclude that fi(r,t) < H for all
r > 0 and all ¢t < T. Therefore, Proposition gives f(r,t) = H for all
r > 0andall t <T. Consequently, M; is a translating soliton for each t < T'.

=H

Once we know that M, is a translating soliton for —t sufficiently large,
it follows from standard arguments that M; is a translating soliton for all
t € (—o0,0] (see [2], Proposition 6.14). This completes the proof of Theorem
L1l
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