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ABSTRACT. We classify closed convex ancient α-curve shortening flows for sub-affine-
critical powers α ≤ 1

3 . In addition, we show that closed convex smooth finite entropy
ancient α-curve shortening flows with 1

3 < α are shrinking circles. After rescaling, the
ancient flows satisfying the above conditions converge exponentially fast to smooth closed
convex shrinkers as the time goes to negative infinity. In particular, when α = 1

k2−1 with
3 ≤ k ∈ N, the round circle shrinker has non-trivial Jacobi fields, but the ancient flows
asymptotic to shrinking circles do not evolve along the Jacobi fields.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We call a family of complete convex embedded curves Γt ⊂ R2 the α-curve shortening
flow (α-CSF) if the position vector X(·, t) of Γt satisfies

∂
∂t
X(p, t) = κα(p, t)N(p, t), (1.1)
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where κ is the curvature and N is the inward pointing unit normal vector of Γt. In particular,
if a flow Γt exists for t ∈ (−∞, T ) for some T ∈ R ∪ {+∞}, then Γt is an ancient flow.

Among the α-curve shortening flows, the 1
3
-CSF is known as the affine normal flow, be-

cause the flow remains as a solution to (1.1) with α = 1
3

under volume-preserving affine
transformations of R2. This affine-critical case α = 1

3
indeed plays a crucial role in studying

ancient flows and singularities of the α-CSFs, because their asymptotic behaviors dramati-
cally change at the critical case.

In the super-affine-critical case α > 1
3
, Daskalopoulos-Hamilton-Sesum showed in [29]

that a convex closed ancient CSF (α = 1) must be a shrinking circle or an Angenent oval.
This result was extended for α ∈ (2

3
, 1) in [14] by Bourni-Clutterbuck-Nguyen-Stancu-Wei-

Wheeler.

In the affine-critical case α = 1
3
, Chen [18] showed that an ancient closed convex affine

normal flow must be a shrinking ellipse. See an alternate proof by Ivaki [33]. See also the
higher dimensional analogue by Loftin and Tsui in [35].

Therefore, if a convex closed ancient flow with α = 1
3

or α ∈ (2
3
, 1] converges to a closed

shrinker after rescaling as t→ −∞, then it is a self-shrinking flow.

On the other hand, the authors recently [21] discovered infinitely many non-homothetic
convex closed ancient flows with sub-affine-critical powers α < 1

3
, which converge to closed

shrinkers as t→ −∞ after rescaling.

Theorem 1.1 (Choi-Sun [21]). Given 1
k2−1

≤ α < 1
(k−1)2−1

with 3 ≤ k ∈ N, there exist, up
to rigid motions and dilation, a (2k− 5)-parameter family of closed convex ancient α-curve
shortening flows converging to shrinking circles as t → −∞ and a (2m − 4)-parameter
family of closed convex ancient α-curve shortening flows converging to shrinking m-fold
symmetric flows1 as t→ −∞, for each m ∈ [3, k) ∩ N.

The main goal of this paper is to show that ancient flows in Theorem 1.1 are the only
convex closed ancient α-CSFs in the sub-affine-critical case.

Theorem 1.2. A convex closed ancient α-curve shortening flow with α < 1
3

must be one of
the flows listed in Theorem 1.1.

To prove Theorem 1.2, we recall the entropy Eα of the α-CSF from Andrews-Guan-Ni [9].
See Section 2 for its definition and more discussion. In the sub-critical case, it is important to
use the fact in Proposition 2.7 that a convex closed ancient α-CSF Γt with α ≤ 1

3
has finite

entropy, namely
lim
t→−∞

Eα(Γt) <∞, (1.2)

which is not available for α > 1
3
. In the super-critical case, we can establish an analogous

theorem under the finite entropy condition.

1See Remark 2.1 for the definition of the m-fold symmetry, and see Andrews [7] for the classification
of smooth strictly convex closed shrinkers to the α-curve shortening flows for all α > 0. Readers are also
encouraged to take a look at the illustrations in the authors’ previous paper [21].
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Theorem 1.3. A convex closed smooth2 finite entropy ancient α-curve shortening flow with
α > 1

3
must be a shrinking circle.

We remind that Theorem 1.2 says that a closed ancient flow with α ≤ 1
3

must converge
to a shrinker as t → −∞ after rescaling. In the super-affine-critical case α ≥ 1

3
, a closed

convex α-CSF must converge to a round circle after rescaling at its singularity by the results
in [2, 4, 7, 30, 37]. (See the analogous theorem in higher dimensions [2, 5, 9, 17, 22, 31].) We
can describe this property shortly as follows: closed convex ancient α-CSFs with α ≤ 1

3
are

Type I ancient flows, while closed convex α-CSFs with α ≥ 1
3

develop Type I singularities.
For readers’ convenience, we recall the definition of Type I singularities and ancient flows.

Definition 1.4. Given a closed α-curve shortening flow ∂Ωt, we denote byA(Ωt) and P(Ωt)
the area and the perimeter of the convex set Ωt ⊂ R2, respectively. We say that an α-CSF
∂Ωt develops a Type II singularity at the singular time t = T if

lim sup
t→T

P(Ωt)
2/A(Ωt) = +∞. (1.3)

Otherwise, we say that it develops a Type I singularity. Similarly, we call an ancient flow
∂Ωt a Type II ancient flow if

lim sup
t→−∞

P(Ωt)
2/A(Ωt) = +∞. (1.4)

Otherwise, it is a Type I ancient flow.

We will show in Proposition 2.11 that the isoperimetric ratio P2(Ω)/A(Ω) is bounded
from above by the entropy Eα(Ω) with α > 1

3
. Hence, we can restate Theorem 1.3 as

follows.

Corollary 1.5. A convex closed smooth Type I ancient α-curve shortening flow with α > 1
3

must be a shrinking circle.

Notice that strictly convex closed smooth Type II ancient α-CSFs with α ∈ (1
2
, 1] were

discovered in [12, 14]. The Type II ancient flows in [12, 14] are asymptotic to two parallel
lines, and they converge to translators at their ends.

For α ∈ (1
3
, 1

2
], it has been conjectured that there are strictly convex closed Type II ancient

flows sweeping the entire plane, because the translators are entire graphs when α ∈ (1
3
, 1

2
].

We remind that the translators with α > 1
2

are graphs defined on finite intervals.

For α > 1, the translators are not smooth. To be specific, the translators for α > 1
are of class C2 and they have two flat sides as in Figure 1. See also Urbas [39] and [20,
Remark 1.3]. Therefore, we can simply obtain ancient flows with flat sides by gluing two
translators as in Figure 1, which look like paper clips. Clearly, these ancient paper clips
with α > 1 are not smooth as the translators. In higher dimensions, the flows with flat sides

2By [4], a weakly convex closed curve immediately becomes strictly convex and smooth under the α-CSF
with α ≤ 1. Hence, a convex closed ancient α-CSF with α ≤ 1 is always strictly convex and smooth. However,
for α > 1 there exists an ancient flow which is neither strictly convex nor smooth. See Figure 1.
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have been studied to understand the shape of worn stones as a free boundary problem. See
[24, 27, 28, 32, 34].

FIGURE 1. Ancient paper clips.

Open problems

By Theorem 1.2, the convex closed ancient flows in the sub-affine-critical case are com-
pletely understood. Here, we summarize some conjectures for super-affine-critical powers.

Conjecture 1. There exists a one-parameter family (up to rigid motions and dilations) of
strictly convex closed smooth Type II ancient α-curve shortening flows with α ∈ (1

3
, 1

2
]

sweeping the entire plane. Moreover, these flows are the only strictly convex closed smooth
Type II ancient flows.

Conjecture 2. The oval-shaped ancient flows in [14] are the only strictly convex closed
smooth Type II ancient flows with α ∈ (1

2
, 2

3
].

Conjecture 3. The ancient paper clips in Figure 1 are the only convex closed Type II ancient
flows with α > 1 in a weak sense. In particular, there is no smooth closed convex Type II
ancient flow.

Outline of the paper

In Section 2, we provide some preliminaries on the entropy and the support function. In
particular, we will show the sub-sequential convergence of rescaled ancient flows to shrinkers
as the time goes to negative infinity. Moreover, the backward limit shrinker is unique up to
rotations. In addition, we prove Theorem 1.3.

In Section 3, we consider the difference of v between the support ū of the rescaled an-
cient flow and the support h of a nearby shrinker. The linearized operator L of the evolution
equation of v has the spectral decomposition, and therefore we can decompose the associ-
ated L2-space with the norm ‖ · ‖h by the spaces spanned by unstable, neutral, and stable
eigenfunctions. We consider the projection P−, P∗, P+ of v into the unstable, neutral, stable
spaces, respectively. Then, we will study basic dynamics of ‖P−v‖h, ‖P+v‖h, ‖P∗v‖h by
using the ODE method employed in recent researches of ancient geometric flows [10, 11,
13, 16, 15, 19, 25, 23, 26].

In Section 4, we consider the flows converging to the round circle. The linearized operator
has the kernel spanned by sin kθ and cos kθ if α = 1

k2−1
. We will study the dynamics of

projections Ak(τ) = (v(θ, τ), cos kθ)h, Bk(τ) = (v(θ, τ), sin kθ)h, and some minor terms
A0(τ), A2k(τ), B2k(τ), to derive a contradiction for the case ‖P−v‖h+‖P+v‖h = o(‖P∗v‖h)
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considered in Theorem 3.5. Hence, we obtain ‖P−v‖h + ‖P∗v‖h ≤ C‖v‖C4‖P+v‖h so that
we can show the exponential decay of ‖v(·, τ)‖h.

Notice that the linearized operators in previous researches of geometric flows [11, 10, 23,
26] have only one non-trivial neutral eigenfunction up to normalization factors. Hence, one
can reduce the dynamics of projections to a single ODE. However, we deal with the dynamics
of five projections in this paper.

In Section 5, we consider the ancient flows subsequentially converging to non-radial
shrinkers. The kernel of the linearized operator is generated by rotations of the limit shrinker.
Hence, by modifying the method of Allard-Almgren for minimal surfaces [1], we can show
the uniqueness of the tangent flow and the exponentially fast convergence in the rescaled
time parameter τ .

In Section 6, we classify all convex closed ancient α-curve shortening flows with α < 1
3

so that we prove Theorem 1.2.

Acknowledgements. The authors are grateful to Shibing Chen, Beomjun Choi, Mohammad
Ivaki, John Loftin, and Christos Mantoulidis, for fruitful discussions and comments. K. Choi
is supported by KIAS Individual Grant MG078901.

2. UNIQUENESS OF TANGENT FLOW AT INFINITY

2.1. Preliminary. Suppose Γ is a convex closed curve. It is the boundary of a bounded
convex domain Ω ⊂ R2, namely Γ = ∂Ω. The support function of Γ in the direction
(cos θ, sin θ) with respect to some fixed point z0 ∈ R2 is defined by

uz0(θ) := max
z∈Ω
〈(cos θ, sin θ), z − z0〉. (2.1)

When z0 is the origin, we write uz0 = u for the purpose of simplicity.

If Γ is closed and differentiable, then each p ∈ Γ has a unique inward pointing unit normal
N(p). We say that θ the normal angle of p ∈ Γ if N(p) = −(cos θ, sin θ). Since Γ is strictly
convex, there is a one-to-one map between the point in Γ and the normal angle module 2π.
Hence, we can parametrize Γ by the normal angle, namely we denote the position vector
by X(θ) ∈ Γ, the normal vector by N(θ) = −(cos θ, sin θ), and the tangent vector by
T(θ) = (− sin θ, cos θ). Then, we can parametrize the support function of strictly convex
closed differentiable curve Γ as

u(θ) = −〈N(θ),X(θ)〉. (2.2)

We can derive uθ = 〈T,X〉 from (2.2), and directly calculate

uθθ + u = 〈 d
dθ
X,T〉 = 〈 ds

dθ
T,T〉 = κ−1, (2.3)

where s is the arc-length parameter of Γ.
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Now, we consider an evolution Γt which moves by (1.1). Then, by using (2.3) we can
obtain the evolution equation of the support function u(θ, t) of Γt that

ut = −κα = −(uθθ + u)−α. (2.4)

Also, differentiating (2.4) by t yields the quasilinear parabolic equation

(κα)t = α(κα)1+ 1
α (κα)θθ + α(κα)2+ 1

α (2.5)

of the positive speed κα.

Next, from (2.4) we can deduce that given a self-similarly shrinking flow Γ′t there exist
z0 ∈ R2, t0 ∈ R, and a static curve Γ

′
satisfying Γ′t = z0 + (t0− t)−

1
α+1 (Γ

′− z0). Therefore,
given an ancient α-CSF Γt, we define the rescaled flow Γτ by

Γτ = (1 + α)−
1

1+α (−t)−
1

1+αΓt, where τ = − 1
1+α

log(−t). (2.6)

Then, the rescaled position vector X̄ = (1 + α)−
1

1+α (−t)−
1

1+αX satisfies

∂τX̄ = κ̄αN + X̄, (2.7)

where κ̄(·, τ) = (1 + α)
1

1+α (−t)
1

1+ακ(·, t) denotes the curvature of Γτ . Hence, we multiply
the normal vector −N on both sides so that we obtain the evolution equation

ūτ = −κ̄α + ū (2.8)

of the support function ū(·, τ) of the rescaled flow Γτ . If the rescaled flow Γτ is a static
curve, then its support function h(θ) = ū(θ, τ) satisfies

hθθ + h = h−1/α. (2.9)

Hence, we say that a smooth strictly convex curve Γ is a shrinker for the α-curve shortening
flow if its support function h satisfies (2.9).

Remark 2.1. Since we consider embedded flows, if a shrinker is closed, its support function
h is a 2π-periodic solution to the ODE (2.9). There, unless h ≡ 1, there exists some k ∈
N such that 2π/k is the fundamental period of h, and we say that the shrinker is k-fold
symmetric. Also, if the fundamental period of a convex closed curve is 2π/k, then we say
that the curve has the k-fold symmetry.

We recall an important classification result of Ben Andrews [7].

Theorem 2.2 (Andrews [7]). Given a power α ∈ (0, 1
8
) and an integer k ∈ [3,

√
1 + 1/α ),

the α-curve shortening flow has a unique (up to rotation) closed k-fold symmetric shrinker
embedded in R2.

If 0 < α 6= 1
3
, then a closed embedded shrinker for the α-curve shortening flow must be

the unit circle or a k-fold symmetric shrinker with 3 ≤ k <
√

1 + 1/α.

If α = 1/3, then a closed embedded shrinker must be an ellipse.

Definition 2.3. We denote by Γαk the k-fold symmetric shrinker for the α-curve shortening
flow whose support function attains its maximum at θ = 0.
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Remark 2.4. Notice that the unit circle is a shrinker. Hence, we frequently denote the unit
circle by Γα∞ to emphasize its role of the shrinker.

Now, we recall from [9] the entropy functional Eα(Ω) of convex domains Ω defined by

Eα(Ω) := sup
z0∈Ω
Eα(Ω, z0) (2.10)

where

Eα(Ω, z0) =


α

α− 1
log

(
1

2π

ˆ
S1

u
1− 1

α
z0 (θ)dθ

)
− 1

2
log
A(Ω)

π
if α 6= 1,

1

2π

ˆ
S1

log uz0(θ)dθ − 1

2
log
A(Ω)

π
if α = 1,

(2.11)

where A(Ω) denotes the area of Ω.

Remark 2.5. Here the definition of Eα(Ω, z0) is a little bit different from that in [9], because
we incorporate the term involving A(Ω). By doing so, the entropy here is invariant under
scaling, namely Eα(λΩ) = Eα(Ω) holds for any λ > 0.

We remind that a closed convex curve Γ is the boundary of a convex set Ω ⊂ R2. Then,
the following property explains the reason that we call Eα the entropy.

Proposition 2.6 (monotonicity). Given a smooth closed α-curve shortening flow Γt = ∂Ωt,
the entropy Eα(Ωt) is strictly decreasing, unless ∂Ωt is a self-similarly shrinking flow.

Proof. See [3] or [9, Theorem 3.1]. �

We will frequently use the notation Eα(Γt) to denote the entropy of the region bounded by
the convex curve Γt, and define

Eα(Γt) = lim
t→−∞

Eα(Γt) ∈ R ∪ {+∞}, Eα(Ωt) = lim
t→−∞

Eα(Ωt) ∈ R ∪ {+∞}. (2.12)

As mentioned in the introduction, we say that a closed ancient α-curve shortening flow Γt
has finite entropy if (1.2) holds, namely Eα(Γt) < +∞.

Indeed, any closed ancient flow with α < 1
3

has a universal entropy bound.

Proposition 2.7. Given α ∈ (0, 1
3
), there exists some constant Cα < +∞ such that

Eα(Ω) < Cα, (2.13)

holds for every bounded convex open set Ω ⊂ R2.

Proof. Since the entropy is invariant under scaling, we may assume A(Ω) = π. Then, there
exists a numeric constant C satisfying ρ−(Ω) ≤ C, where ρ−(Ω) is the inradius of Ω. Hence,
[9, Proposition 2.7. (ii)] implies the desired result. �

Remark 2.8. By [9, Proposition 2.1], we have Eα(Ω) ≤ E1/3(Ω) for α ≤ 1
3
. Then, we can

show Eα(Ω) ≤ log 2 by using the John ellipse. However, Proposition 2.7 is enough for this
paper.
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The following is an analogue of Proposition 2.7 for α > 1
3
.

Proposition 2.9 (Corollary 2.2 [9]). Eα(Ω) ≥ 0 holds for α > 1/3. In addition, the equality
holds if and only if Ω is a round disc.

Next, we recall the entropy point.

Proposition 2.10. There is a unique point ze ∈ Ω (called entropy point) satisfying

Eα(Ω) = Eα(Ω, ze). (2.14)

Also, the entropy and the entropy point are continuous. Namely,

lim
dH(Ω,Ω′)→0

|Eα(Ω)− Eα(Ω′)|+ |ze(Ω)− ze(Ω′)| = 0 (2.15)

holds, where dH(Ω,Ω′) denotes the Hausdorff distance between Ω and Ω′.

Proof. Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.3 in [9]. �

Proposition 2.11 (isoperimetric ratio). Let ∂Ωt be a closed ancient finite entropy α-curve
shortening flow with α 6= 1

3
. Then, there exist some constant C > 0 depending on α, Eα(Ωt)

and time T � −1 such that the circumradius ρ+(Ωt) and the inradius ρ−(Ωt) of Ωt satisfy

C−1
√
A(Ωt) ≤ ρ−(Ωt) ≤ ρ+(Ωt) ≤ C

√
A(Ωt), (2.16)

for t ≤ T , and the entropy point ze(Ωt) with t ≤ T satisfies

dist(ze(Ωt), ∂Ωt) ≥ C−1
√
A(Ωt), (2.17)

Proof. If α > 1
3
, [9, Proposition 2.7. (i)] and Proposition 2.9 directly give (2.16) for all t.

In the case α < 1
3
, [9, Proposition 2.7. (ii)] yields a lower bound for ρ−√

A for sufficiently
negative t. Hence, we have an upper bound for ρ+√

A .

Next, we can obtain (2.17) from (2.16) and [9, Lemma 4.4]. �

2.2. Backward convergence. In this subsection, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2.12 (unique backward shape). Let Γτ be a rescaled closed smooth ancient finite
entropy α-curve shortening flow with α 6= 1

3
. Then, there exists a closed embedded shrinker

Γαk (with k ∈ N ∪ {∞}) with the following significance:

Given ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists some rotation function S(τ) : (−∞, T ] → SO(2) with
T � −1 such that for each τ0 ≤ T , the rotated flow S(τ0)Γτ is ε-close to the static shrinker
Γαk in the C [1/ε]-topology for |τ − τ0| ≤ ε−1.

We notice that we can exclude the finite entropy condition when α < 1
3
, thanks to Propo-

sition 2.7. In addition, Theorem 1.3 immediately follows from Theorem 2.12.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By Theorem 2.12 and Theorem 2.2, the rescaled flow Γτ converges
to the unit circle Γα∞ as τ → −∞. Therefore, Proposition 2.6 implies

Eα(Γt) = Eα(Γτ ) ≤ Eα(Γα∞) = 0, (2.18)

for all t. Therefore, Proposition 2.9 yields the desired result. �
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To begin with, given a bounded region Ω, we define a normalized region

Ω̂ = λΩ, where λ = [π/A(Ω)]
1
2 , (2.19)

which will be used only in this subsection. This normalization is useful, because we do not
know yet if the area of the region enclosed by the rescaled flow Γτ is bounded above and
below. However, the normalized region Ω̂t always has the constant area A(Ω̂t) = π.

Similarly, given a closed curve Γ = ∂Ω we define a normalized curve Γ̂ = ∂Ω̂.

Proposition 2.13. Any closed ancient α-curve shortening flow ∂Ωt satisfies

lim
t→−∞

A(Ωt)→ +∞. (2.20)

Proof. Since Ωt monotonically shrinks, if (2.20) fails, then there exists some large ballBR(0)
including Ωt for all t. However, ∂Bρ(t)(0) with ρ(t)α+1 = Rα+1 − (α + 1)(t − T ) is an α-
CSF for any T , and we have ΩT ⊂ Bρ(T )(0). Thus, by the comparison principle, we have
Ωt ⊂ Bρ(t)(0) for t ≥ T , and therefore Ωt = ∅ for t ≥ T + (α + 1)−1Rα+1. Hence, passing
T → −∞ yields a contradiction. �

Lemma 2.14 (C0 estimates). Let ∂Ωt be a smooth closed ancient finite entropy α-curve
shortening flow with α 6= 1

3
. Then, there exist some constant C depending on α, Eα(Ωt) and

time T � −1 such that the support function û(·, t) of the normalized curve ∂Ω̂t satisfies

C ≥ û(·, t) ≥ C−1 > 0, (2.21)

for t ≤ T . Moreover, the entropy point ze(Ω̂t) converges to the origin as t→ −∞.

Proof. First of all, combining the upper bounds for ρ+ in Proposition 2.11 and (2.2) yields

û(·, t) ≤ C. (2.22)

Lower bounds can be obtained in a similar way to the proof of [9, Theorem 4.1]. See also
[31]. To this end, we consider a decreasing sequence {ti}i∈N satisfying ti → −∞ and

inf
S1
û(·, ti) = lim inf

t→−∞
min
S1

u(·, t). (2.23)

Since we have (2.22) and A(Ω̂t) = π, by the Blaschke selection theorem (cf. [38, Theorem
1.8.7]), there exists a subsequence {tim} such that {Ω̂tim

} converges to a convex body Ω̂∗ in
the Hausdorff distance. We can replace tim by ti for simplicity so that {ti} satisfies (2.23)
and Ω̂ti → Ω̂∗. Then, the support function û∗ of Ω̂∗ satisfies

inf
S1
û∗ = lim inf

t→−∞
min
S1

u(·, t), (2.24)

and thus it is enough to show that dist(0, ∂Ω̂∗) ≥ ε0 holds for some ε0 > 0 depending on
the entropy limit and α.

Now, we claim that the origin 0 is the entropy point of Ω̂∗. If the claim is true, then
Proposition 2.11 completes the proof.
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To prove the claim, for each i ∈ N we define the shifted flow

Ωi
t = Ωt − ze(Ωti) (2.25)

where ze(Ωti) denotes the entropy point of Ωti . We consider the normalized curve ∂Ω̂i
t and

its support function ûi(·, t). Then, Proposition 2.6 and A(Ω̂i
t) = π imply

α

α− 1
log

 
S1

(ûi)1− 1
α (θ, tj)dθ = Eα(Ω̂i

tj
, 0) = Eα(Ωi

tj
, 0) ≥ Eα(Ωi

ti
, 0) = Eα(Ωti) (2.26)

for α 6= 1 and tj ≤ ti. Fixing any i, by Proposition 2.13, the normalized shifted flows Ω̂i
tj

also converge to Ω̂∗ as tj → −∞. Equivalently, limj→∞ û
i(θ, tj) = û∗(θ).

lim
j→∞

(
α

α− 1
log

 
S1

(ûi)1− 1
α (θ, tj)dθ

)
=

α

α− 1
log

 
S1

û
1− 1

α
∗ (θ)dθ = Eα(Ω̂∗, 0) (2.27)

holds for α > 1. If α < 1, the Fatou’s lemma yields

lim inf
j→∞

(
log

 
S1

(ûi)1− 1
α (θ, tj)dθ

)
≥ log

 
S1

û
1− 1

α
∗ (θ)dθ =

α− 1

α
Eα(Ω̂∗, 0). (2.28)

Combining the inequalities above implies

Eα(Ωti) ≤ Eα(Ω̂∗, 0) ≤ Eα(Ω̂∗) = lim
t→−∞

Eα(Ω̂t) = Eα(Ωt). (2.29)

When α = 1, combining (2.22) and the Fatou’s lemma leads to

lim inf
j→∞

( 
S1

− log ûi(θ, tj)dθ

)
≥
 
S1

− log û∗(θ)dθ = −E1(Ω̂∗, 0). (2.30)

Therefore, by using Proposition 2.6 and (2.11), we also have (2.29) for α = 1.

Hence, passing ti to −∞ gives us Eα(Ω̂∗, 0) = Eα(Ω̂∗) = Eα(Ωt). Namely. the origin is
the entropy point of Ω̂∗ as we claimed. �

Lemma 2.15 (curvature estimates). Let ∂Ωt be a smooth closed ancient finite entropy α-
curve shortening flow with α 6= 1

3
. Then, there exist some constants C, σ > 0 depending on

α, Eα(Ωt) and T � −1 with the following significance:

Given t0 ≤ T , we consider an α-curve shortening flow Ωµ
t := µΩt0+µ−α−1t with µ =

[π/A(Ωt0)]
1
2 . Then, its support function uµ(·, t) and curvature κµ(·, t) satisfy

C ≥ κµ ≥ C−1, C ≥ uµ ≥ C−1, for t ∈ [−σ, σ]. (2.31)

Proof. The proof is similar to those of Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.2 in [9].

By A(Ωµ
0) = π and Lemma 2.14, for sufficiently negative t0 there exist some r1, r2 > 0

depending on α, Eα(Ωt) such that

r1 ≤ uµ(·, 0) ≤ 1
2
r2. (2.32)

Also, by Proposition 2.13 and Lemma 2.14, there exists some T0 < 0 such that

minuµ(·, T0) = r2. (2.33)
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In addition, by Lemma 2.14, there exists some L depending on α, Eα(Ωt) such that

maxuµ(·, T0) ≤ Lminuµ(·, T0) = Lr2 =: r3. (2.34)

See Figure 2 for illustration.

FIGURE 2. Four circles and time slices.

We observe that the shrinking circle ∂Bρi(t)(0) with ρi(t)α+1 = rα+1
i − (α + 1)t is the

α-CSF for each i = 1, 2, 3. Thus, by the comparison principle we have Bρ1(t)(0) ⊂ Ωµ
t and

Bρ2(t)(0) ⊂ Ωµ
t+T0
⊂ Bρ3(t)(0) for t ≥ 0.

Now, we define σ1 > 0 by ρ1(2σ1) = 1
2
r1. Then, r2 ≥ 2r1 yield

ρ2(2σ1)α+1 = rα+1
2 − rα+1

1 + (1
2
r1)α+1 ≥ 2

(
1
2
r2

)α+1 − rα+1
1 ≥

(
1
2
r2

)α+1
, (2.35)

namely Ωµ
0 ⊂ B 1

2
r2

(0) ⊂ Bρ2(2σ1)(0) ⊂ Ωµ
2σ1+T0

. Hence, we have

T0 ≤ −2σ1,
1
2
r1 ≤ uµ(·, t) ≤ r3, (2.36)

for t ∈ [T0, 2σ1]. Thus, by [6, Theorem 6] there exists some C1 only depending on α, Eα(Ωt)
such that

κµ ≤ C1 (2.37)

holds for t ∈ [−σ1, 2σ1].

To derive lower bounds for κµ, we first define the constant

σ2 := min{σ1,
1
4
C−α1 r2}, (2.38)

which only depends on α, Eα(Ωt). Then, ∂tuµ = −(κµ)α and (2.37) imply

uµ(θ,−σ2) ≤ σ2 max
t∈[−σ1,0]

|uµt (θ, t)|+ uµ(θ, 0) ≤ σ2C
α
1 + 1

2
r2 ≤ 3

4
r2 (2.39)
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for θ ∈ S1. Thus, the Harnack inequality [8, Theorem 14] yields

(κµ)α(θ, t) ≥ uµ(θ, T0)− uµ(θ, t)

(1 + α)(t− T0)
≥

1
4
r2

(1 + α)(2σ1 − T0)
(2.40)

for θ ∈ S1 and t ∈ [−σ2, 2σ1]. Moreover, Bρ1(2σ1)(0) ⊂ Ωµ
2σ1
⊂ Bρ3(2σ1−T0)(0) leads to

rα+1
3 − (1 + α)(2σ1 − T0) = ρα+1

3 (2σ1 − T0) > 0. (2.41)

Namely, (κµ)α ≥ 1
4(1+α)

r2r
−(α+1)
3 . This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 2.12. We consider the un-normalized flow Γt = ∂Ωt and choose any se-
quence {ti}∞i=1 diverging to −∞. We define Ωi

t := µiΩti+µ
−(α+1)
i t

where µi = [π/A(Ωti)]
1
2 .

Then, by Lemma 2.15 their support functions ui and curvatures κi satisfy

C ≥ κi ≥ C−1, C ≥ ui ≥ C−1, (2.42)

for t ∈ [−σ, σ] and sufficiently large i, where C, σ are some positive constants only de-
pending on α and the entropy limit. Hence, the standard interior estimates (cf. [40, Theorem
4.19]) for the quasilinear equation (2.5) yield that given β ∈ (0, 1) there exists some constant
C(α, Eα(Ωt)) satisfying

‖κi‖Cβ(S1×[0,σ]) ≤ C. (2.43)

Since κi = (uiθθ +ui)−1, the sequence {ti} has a subsequence {tim} such that Ωim
t converges

to Ω∗t for t ∈ [0, σ] in the C2,β-topology of the support functions. Hence, ∂Ω∗t is an α-CSF of
class C2,β for t ∈ [0, σ]. Moreover, we have Eα(Ω∗s) = Eα(Ωt) for s ∈ [0, σ], and therefore
Ω∗t is a self-similarly shrinking flow by Proposition 2.6. Namely,

∂Ω∗t = z∗ + (α + 1)
1

α+1 (t∗ − t)
1

α+1 (S∗Γ
α
k − z∗) (2.44)

for some S∗ ∈ SO(2), z∗ ∈ R2, t∗ > σ, and some closed embedded shrinker Γαk with
k ∈ N ∪ {∞}. Since we have A(Ω∗0) = limA(Ωim

0 ) = π, there is a constant Cα
k only

depending on α and Γαk such that t∗ = Cα
k . In addition, we have z∗ = 0, because the entropy

point of Ω∗t is the origin by Lemma 2.14. Moreover, Theorem C.1 says that the shape of
the shrinker is uniquely determined by the entropy Eα(Ω∗0) = Eα(Ωt). Therefore, there exist
rotations Sim ∈ SO(2) such that

lim
im→+∞

Sim∂Ωim
t = (α + 1)

1
α+1 (Cα

k − t)
1

α+1 Γαk , (2.45)

in the C2,β-topology for t ∈ [0, σ]. Here using A(Ωim
0 ) = π, one gets

(α + 1)
2

1+α (Cα
k )

2
1+αA(Γαk ) = π. (2.46)

Switching back to the original flow, as im →∞,

Sim∂Ωt → (α + 1)
1

α+1 [Cα
k µ
−(α+1)
im

+ tim − t]
1

α+1 Γαk , (2.47)

holds for t ∈ [tim , tim + µ
−(α+1)
im

σ]. Since rotations preserve the area, we have

A(Ωt) =(α + 1)
2

α+1 [Cα
k µ
−(α+1)
im

+ tim − t]
2

α+1A(Γαk ) + o(µ−2
im

), (2.48)
d
dt
A(Ωt) =− 2(α + 1)−

α−1
α+1 [Cα

k µ
−(α+1)
im

+ tim − t]−
α−1
α+1A(Γαk ) + o(µα−1

im
), (2.49)
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for t ∈ [tim , tim + µ
−(α+1)
im

σ]. Namely,

d
dt
A(Ωt) = −2A(Ωt)

−α−1
2

[
A(Γαk )

α+1
2 + o(1)

]
(2.50)

for t ∈ [tim , tim + µ
−(α+1)
im

σ], where o(1) depends on µ−1
im

. Since µi → +∞, we have
(2.50) for any subsequence {tim} with the convergent {Ωim

t }, and therefore we have (2.20)
for t ∈ [ti, ti + µ

−(α+1)
i σ]. Moreover, (2.50) holds for any sequence {ti} diverging to −∞,

because limt→−∞A(Ωt) = +∞. Hence

lim
t→−∞

d
dt
A(Ωt)

α+1
2 = −(α + 1)A(Γαk )

α+1
2 . (2.51)

Simple integration reveals that A(Ωt) = (1 + α)
2

α+1A(Γαk )|t|
2

1+α + o(|t|
2

1+α ) as t → −∞.
Since µim = [π/A(Ωtim

)]1/2, the identity (2.46) implies

lim
i→∞

Cα
k µ
−(α+1)
im

/tim = −1. (2.52)

Hence, by the rescaling in (2.6), the convergence (2.47) infers that

Sim∂Ωτ → [e(1+α)τ (Cα
k µ
−(α+1)
im

+ tim) + 1]
1

α+1 Γαk (2.53)

for τ ∈ [−(1 + α)−1 log(−tim),−(1 + α)−1 log(−tim + µ
−(α+1)
im

σ)].

Hence, by (2.52), there exist some constant σ̄ > 0 depending on σ, α, k and rotations
S(τ) ∈ SO(2) such that S(τ0)∂Ωτ with τ ∈ [τ0, τ0 + 2σ̄] converges to the static shrinker
Γαk as τ0 → −∞. In addition, S(τ0)∂Ωτ gets closer and closer to S(τ0 + σ̄)∂Ωτ for τ ∈
[τ0 + σ̄, τ0 + 2σ̄], namely we can choose S(τ) to satisfy lim

τ→−∞
sup
s∈[0,σ̄]

|S(τ)− S(τ + s)| = 0.

Since |S(τ)−S(τ+mσ̄)| ≤
∑m

l=1 |S(τ+(l−1)σ̄)−S(τ+lσ̄)|, we have lim
τ→−∞

sup
s∈[0,K]

|S(τ)−

S(τ + s)| = 0 for any fixed K � 1. Thus taking τ0 negative enough, one achieves that the
flow S(τ0)∂Ωτ in the fixed amount of time interval |τ − τ0| ≤ 2ε−1 converges to the static
shrinker Γαk in the C2,β-topology. Then, by using the standard higher order regularity theory
for parabolic PDEs, one can easily deduce the desired result. �

Remark 2.16. We notice that the Łojasiewicz-Simon inequality in [3] implies that the rota-
tion S(τ) in Theorem 2.12 has a limit, namely our ancient flow has the unique tangent flow at
backward infinity, but it does not guarantee the exponentially fast convergence. On the other
hand, the Allard-Almgren’s method works for the α-CSFs, and it yields both of the unique-
ness of the tangent flow and the fast convergence. Hence, we will use the Allard-Almgren’s
method in Section 5, not considering the Łojasiewicz-Simon inequality. However, We would
like to quickly explain how to use the inequality for the readers who maybe interested in.

In [3, Proposition 20], the notation there 1
2

logZα/(α−1)
1/α denotes the entropy Eα. In ad-

dition, the entropy is an analytic functional. Thus, one can obtain the Łojasiewicz-Simon
inequality as [3, Proposition 20]. Therefore [3, Proposition 21] implies that the rescaled flow
will stay in a neighborhood of the limit shrinker for the sufficiently negative τ .
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3. SPECTRAL DICHOTOMY

In this section, we establish some lemmas which are needed in the following sections. For
example, we will use Lemma 3.4 in Section 5. Also, we establish a dichotomy Theorem 3.5
and consider each case in Section 4 and in Section 6.

We recall that a rescaled flow Γτ has the support function ū(θ, τ) satisfying

ūτ = −κ̄α + ū. (3.1)

Then, Theorem 2.12 implies that given ε ∈ (0, 1
100

) there exists some T � −1 such that
each τ0 ≤ T has some positive h ∈ C∞(S1) satisfying

hθθ + h = h−1/α, (3.2)

and
sup

|τ−τ0|≤ε−1

‖v(·, τ)‖C20(S1) ≤ ε (3.3)

where v = ū− h. If the rotation S(τ) in Theorem 2.12 is a constant function or h ≡ 1, then
by taking h as the support function of the limit shrinker we have

lim
τ→−∞

‖v(·, τ)‖C20(S1) = 0. (3.4)

Furthermore, the difference v satisfies
vτ =− (hθθ + h+ vθθ + v)−α + (h+ v)

=− (h−
1
α + vθθ + v)−α + h+ v =: Lv + E(v),

(3.5)

where L is the linearized operator at v = 0, namely

Lv = αh1+ 1
α (vθθ + v) + v. (3.6)

We also use LΓαk
for clarification to denote the linearized operator above, when we consider

the operators for different shrinkers.

Thus, the remaining quadratic error term is given by

E(v) = −(h−
1
α + vθθ + v)−α + h− αh1+ 1

α (vθθ + v). (3.7)

We now introduce the space L2
h(S1) = {f : S1 → R : ‖f‖2

h < +∞}, where ‖f‖2
h =´

S1 f
2h−1− 1

α . The space is equipped with the inner product

(f, g)h =

ˆ
S1

fgh−1− 1
αdθ. (3.8)

Since h > 0, this norm is equivalent to the standard L2 norm over S1. More importantly,
L is a self-adjoint operator on L2

h over the compact space S1. Thus we have eigenfunctions
{ϕj}j∈N such that span{ϕ1, ϕ2, · · · } = L2

h, (ϕi, ϕj)h = δij , and Lϕj + λjϕj = 0, where the
eigenvalues {λj}j∈N satisfy λj ≤ λj+1 and limj→+∞ λj = +∞.

Given f : S1 → R, we define projection operators Pj by Pjf = (f, ϕj)hϕj and

P<λ =
∑

{j:λj<λ}

Pj, P=λ =
∑

{j:λj=λ}

Pj, P>λ =
∑

{j:λj>λ}

Pj. (3.9)
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For λ = 0, we will frequently use the following notations for the purpose of brevity.

P+ =
∑

{j:λj<0}

Pj, P∗ =
∑

{j:λj=0}

Pj, P− =
∑

{j:λj>0}

Pj. (3.10)

We denote the projection to the negative eigensapce by P+ instead of P−, because ‖P+v‖h
would increase in time due to its unstability.

Proposition 3.1 (non-vanishing). Let v be a solution to (3.5) for some positive h ∈ C∞(S1)
satisfying (3.2). Then, ‖v(·, τ)‖h > 0 holds for every τ unless v ≡ 0.

Proof. Suppose that ‖v(·, τ0)‖h = 0 at some τ0 ∈ R and denote by Ωτ the region enclosed by
the rescaled flow Γτ . Since the entropy is invariant under rotations, Γτ0 has the same entropy
to the backward limit shrinker, namely

Eα(Ωτ0) = lim
τ→−∞

Eα(Ωτ ). (3.11)

Therefore, Proposition 2.6 implies v ≡ 0. �

Lemma 3.2 (error estimates). Suppose that v and h are solutions to (3.5) and (3.2), respec-
tively, satisfying (3.3) for some τ0 ≤ −1 and ε > 0. Then, there exists some 0 < ε0 � 1
depending on α, h such that if ε ≤ ε0 then for each j ∈ N

|(E,P−v)h|+
∑
λj≤0

|(E,Pjv)h| ≤ C‖v‖C4‖v‖2
h, (3.12)

holds for τ ∈ [τ0−ε−1, τ0 +ε−1] andE defined in (3.7), where C is some constant depending
on α, h and {ϕj : λj ≤ 0}.

Proof. We consider a function f(x) defined by

x2f(x) = −(1 + x)−α + 1− αx. (3.13)

By the Taylor expansion of (1 + x)−α, f(x) is smooth near x = 0 . Hence, by the definition
of E in (3.5), we get E = h1+ 1

α (v + vθθ)
2ρ, where ρ(v) = h

1
αf(h

1
α (v + vθθ)) is a smooth

positive function. Since v → 0 in the C20-topology, there exists a constant C only depending
on h, f such that |∂mθ ρ| ≤ C holds for m = 0, 1, 2, 3 and sufficiently negative τ .

Now, by using E = (v + vθθ)
2h1+ 1

αρ we can obtain

(E, v)h =

ˆ
S1

(vθθ + v)2vρdθ =

ˆ
S1

v2
θθvρ+ v2(v + 2vθθ)ρdθ

=

ˆ
S1

v2
θθvρdθ +O(1)‖v‖C2‖v‖2

h.

(3.14)

Here O(1) denotes a quantity bounded by some numeric constant C for negative enough τ .
In addition, ˆ

S1

v2
θθvρdθ =−

ˆ
S1

vθθθvθvρ+ vθθv
2
θρ+ vθθvθvρθ (3.15)

=−
ˆ
S1

1
2
vθθθ(∂θv

2)ρ+ 1
3
∂θ(v

3
θ)ρ+ 1

2
vθθ(∂θv

2)ρθdθ. (3.16)
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Hence, by using integration by parts we haveˆ
S1

v2
θθvρdθ =

1

3

ˆ
S1

v3
θρθdθ +O(1)‖v‖C4‖v‖2

h

=− 1

3

ˆ
S1

2vθθvθvρθ + v2
θvρθθdθ +O(1)‖v‖C4‖v‖2

h

=− 1

3

ˆ
S1

vθθ(∂θv
2)ρθ + 1

2
vθ(∂θv

2)ρθθdθ +O(1)‖v‖C4‖v‖2
h

=O(1)‖v‖C4‖v‖2
h.

(3.17)

Combine the above inequalities,

|(E, v)h| ≤ C‖v‖C4‖v‖2
h. (3.18)

On the other hand, we have

(E,Pjv)h =

ˆ
S1

(vθθ + v)2Pjvρdθ =

ˆ
S1

v2
θθPjvρdθ +O(1)‖v‖C2‖v‖2

h. (3.19)

Moreover, using integration by partsˆ
S1

v2
θθPjvρdθ =−

ˆ
S1

vθθθvθ(Pjv)ρ+ vθθvθ[(Pjv)ρ]θ dθ

=−
ˆ
S1

vθ[vθθθ(Pjv)ρ] + 1
2
∂θ(v

2
θ)[(Pjv)ρ]θdθ

=

ˆ
S1

v[vθθθ(Pjv)ρ]θ + 1
2
v2
θ [(Pjv)ρ]θθdθ

=O(1)‖v‖C4‖v‖h‖Pjv‖H1 +

ˆ
S1

1
2
v2
θ [(Pjv)ρ]θθdθ.

(3.20)

For the second term, we haveˆ
S1

1
2
v2
θ [(Pjv)ρ]θθdθ

=

ˆ
S1

vθ[
1
2
vθ(Pjv)θθρ+ vθ(Pjv)θρθ + 1

2
vθ(Pjv)ρθθ]dθ

=−
ˆ
S1

v
[

1
2
vθθ(Pjv)θθρ+ 1

2
vθ(Pjv)θθθρ+ 3

2
vθ(Pjv)θθρθ + vθθ(Pjv)θρθ

+3
2
vθ(Pjv)θρθθ + 1

2
vθθ(Pjv)ρθθ + 1

2
vθ(Pjv)ρθθθ

]
dθ

=O(1)‖v‖C2‖v‖h‖Pjv‖H3 .

(3.21)

Thus,
|(E,Pjv)h| ≤ C‖v‖C4‖v‖h‖Pjv‖H3 . (3.22)

We observe that Pjv = (v, ϕj)hϕj gives ∂mθ Pjv = (v, ϕj)h∂
m
θ ϕj , and thus

‖∂mθ Pjv‖2
L2 ≤ Cj‖Pjv‖2

L2 , (3.23)

where Cj only depends on m and ϕj . Therefore,

|(E,Pjv)h| ≤ C‖v‖C4‖v‖h‖Pjv‖H3 ≤ Cj‖v‖C4‖v‖2
h. (3.24)
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Thus, combining (3.18) and the above estimates for all λj ≤ 0 yields

|(E,P−v)h| ≤ C‖v‖C4‖v‖2
h. (3.25)

�

In the special case h ≡ 1, we can leverage the previous method to achieve higher order
estimates.

Lemma 3.3 (higher order error estimates). Suppose that an ancient solution v to (3.5) with
h ≡ 1 converges to 0 in the C20-topology as τ → −∞. Then, for each m ≤ {0, · · · , 9}
there exists some negative enough T such that the following holds for τ ≤ T .

|(∂mθ E,P−∂mθ v)L2|+
∑
λj≤0

|(∂mθ E,Pj∂mθ v)L2| ≤ C‖v‖Cm+4‖∂mθ v‖L2 , (3.26)

where C is some constant depending on α,m and {ϕj : λj ≤ 0}.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we can consider

E(v) = (v + vθθ)
2f(v + vθθ), (3.27)

where f is a smooth function defined in a neighborhood of 0, which is defined in (3.13). In
addition, for each m ≤ 9 we define a function ρm of vθθ + v by

∂mθ E(v) = (v + vθθ)
2ρm. (3.28)

Then, there exist some constant C and negative time T such that

|∂lθρm| ≤ C, (3.29)

holds for τ ≤ T , m ∈ {0, · · · , 9}, and l ∈ {0, · · · , 3}.
Next, h ≡ 1 implies ∂θL = L∂θ and thus we have

∂τ∂
m
θ v = L∂mθ v + ∂mθ E(v). (3.30)

Hence, as we obtained (3.18) in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we can derive

|(∂mθ E, ∂mθ v)L2| ≤ C‖v‖Cm+4‖∂mθ v‖2
L2 . (3.31)

In addition, for each j we can have

|(∂mθ E,Pj∂mθ v)L2| ≤ C‖v‖Cm+4‖∂mθ v‖L2‖Pj∂mθ v‖H3 . (3.32)

Since ‖Pj∂mθ v‖H3 ≤ Cj‖∂mθ v‖L2 for some constant Cj depending on ϕj , we have

|(∂mθ E,Pj∂mθ v)L2| ≤ Cj‖v‖Cm+4‖∂mθ v‖2
L2 . (3.33)

Therefore, combining (3.31) and (3.33) completes the proof. �

Lemma 3.4. We recall v, h, τ0, ε in Lemma 3.2. Then, there exist some constant C, ε0 de-
pending on h, α such that if ε ≤ ε0 then

d
dτ
‖P+v‖2

h ≥ −2λI‖P+v‖2
h − C‖v‖C4‖v‖2

h, (3.34)∣∣ d
dτ
‖P∗v‖2

h

∣∣ ≤ C‖v‖C4‖v‖2
h, (3.35)

d
dτ
‖P−v‖2

h ≤ −2λJ‖P−v‖2
h + C‖v‖C4‖v‖2

h, (3.36)
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hold for τ ∈ [τ0 − ε−1, τ0 + ε−1], where λI denotes the greatest negative eigenvalue and λJ
denotes the least positive eigenvalue.

Proof. As in [10, Lemma 5.5], by using Lemma 3.2 we have
1
2
d
dτ
‖P+v‖2

h =(P+v, (P+v)τ )h = (P+v, vτ )h = (P+v,Lv + E)h

≥− λI‖P+v(·, τ)‖2
h − C‖v‖C4‖v(·, τ)‖2

h.
(3.37)

In the same manner, we can obtain the other inequalities. �

Theorem 3.5 (spectral dichotomy). Suppose that an ancient solution v to (3.5) with h ≡ 1
converges to 0 in the C20-topology as τ → −∞, and v is not identically zero. Then, there
exist some constant C and negative enough T such that either

‖P−v‖C8(S1) + ‖P+v‖C8(S1) +
∣∣ d
dτ
‖P∗v‖L2(S1)

∣∣ = o(‖P∗v‖L2(S1)), (3.38)

or
‖P−v‖L2(S1) + ‖P∗v‖L2(S1) ≤ C‖v‖C4(S1)‖P+v‖L2(S1) (3.39)

holds for τ ≤ T .

Proof. By the non-vanishing proposition 3.1, we have ‖v‖L2 > 0 for all τ . In addition, we
have the inequalities in Lemma 3.4 for τ ≤ T for some negative enough T � −1. Therefore,
by Lemma B.1, either (3.39) or

‖P−v‖L2(S1) + ‖P+v‖L2(S1) = o(‖P∗v‖L2(S1)), (3.40)

holds. Suppose (3.40) holds. Then, we have ‖P∗v‖L2 > 0 and thus Lemma 3.4 implies∣∣ d
dτ
‖P∗v‖L2(S1)

∣∣ = o(‖P∗v‖L2(S1)). (3.41)

On the other hand, as the proof of Lemma 3.4, (3.30) and Lemma 3.3 give us
d
dτ
‖P+∂

m
θ v‖2

L2 ≥ −2λI‖P+∂
m
θ v‖2

L2 − C‖v‖Cm+4‖∂mθ v‖2
L2 , (3.42)∣∣ d

dτ
‖P∗∂mθ v‖2

L2

∣∣ ≤ C‖v‖Cm+4‖∂mθ v‖2
L2 , (3.43)

d
dτ
‖P−∂mθ v‖2

L2 ≤ −2λJ‖P−∂mθ v‖2
L2 + C‖v‖Cm+4‖∂mθ v‖2

L2 , (3.44)

for each m ∈ {0, · · · , 9} and τ ≤ T , where T � −1 is some negative enough time.

Moreover, we have ‖∂mθ v‖2
L2 > 0 for all τ . If ‖∂mθ v(·, τ0)‖L2 = 0 for some τ0, then v(·, τ0)

is a constant and thus Γτ0 is a circle. So, we can derive a contradiction by using the entropy
as the proof of Proposition 3.1.

In addition, there exists some some constant C depending on m and {ϕj : λj < 0} such
that ‖P+∂

m
θ v‖L2 ≤ C‖P+v‖L2 . Since 1 6∈ kerL, C−1‖P∗v‖L2 ≤ ‖P∗∂mθ v‖L2 ≤ C‖P∗v‖L2

also holds for some constant C depending on m and {ϕj : λj = 0}. Hence, (3.40) implies

‖P+∂
m
θ v‖L2(S1) ≤ C‖P+v‖L2(S1) = o(‖P∗v‖L2(S1)) = o(‖P∗∂mθ v‖L2(S1)). (3.45)

Therefore, Lemma 3.3 yields

‖P−∂mθ v‖L2(S1) + ‖P+∂
m
θ v‖L2(S1) = o(‖P∗∂mθ v‖L2(S1)) = o(‖P∗v‖L2(S1)) (3.46)
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for m ∈ {0, · · · , 9}. Hence, combining the Sobolev inequality and (3.40) leads to

‖P−v‖C8(S1) + ‖P+v‖C8(S1) = o(‖P∗v‖L2(S1)). (3.47)

This completes the proof. �

4. RADIAL ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

In this section, we will show that a rescaled ancient flow with the radial asymptotic behav-
ior converges exponentially fast to the unit circle. We state the goal of this section below.

Theorem 4.1 (fast convergence to the circle). Suppose that a rescaled ancient solution Γτ
smoothly converges to the unit circle Γα∞ as τ → −∞. Then, there exist some C > 0 and
T � −1 such that (3.39) and

‖v(·, τ)‖C4(S1) ≤ Ce−λIτ (4.1)

hold for τ ≤ T , where 1+v(·, τ) is the support function of Γτ and λI is the greatest negative
eigenvalue of the operator L = α∂2

θ + α + 1.

We recall the evolution equation (3.5) of v with h ≡ 1 that

∂τv = Lv + E(v), (4.2)

where
Lv = αvθθ + (α + 1)v, (4.3)

and
E(v) = −(1 + vθθ + v)−α + 1− α(vθθ + v). (4.4)

To show the exponential decay of v, we assume the neutral mode dominance (3.38) in
Theorem 3.5, towards a contradiction. First, we should have kerL 6= ∅ unless v ≡ 0. Thus,
Theorem A.1 implies that there exists some integer k ≥ 3 such that

α = 1/(k2 − 1). (4.5)

Next, we consider the Fourier expansion of v.

v(θ, τ) = A0(τ) +
∞∑
m=1

Am(τ) cosmθ +Bm(τ) sinmθ, (4.6)

where

A0 =
1

2π

ˆ
S1

v(θ, τ)dθ, Am =
1

π

ˆ
S1

v cosmθdθ,Bm =
1

π

ˆ
S1

v sinmθdθ. (4.7)

We also define ρ(τ) and Q(τ) by

ρ = A2
k +B2

k, Q = (A2
k −B2

k)A2k + 2AkBkB2k. (4.8)

In order to exclude the trivial case v ≡ 0, we assume that

lim
τ→−∞

ρ(τ) = 0, but ρ(τ) > 0 (4.9)
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holds for negative enough τ . Moreover, to have the neutral mode dominance (3.38), we
assume that

d
dτ
ρ(τ) = o(ρ), (4.10)

and
‖P−v‖C8 + ‖P+v‖C8 = o(ρ

1
2 ). (4.11)

We will verify in the proof of Theorem 4.1 that these assumptions are required for a contra-
diction argument.

For the convenience of notation, only in this section, we abuse the notation of the pro-
jection operators in (3.10) as P0v = A0 and Pmv = Am cosmθ + Bm sinmθ for m ∈ N∗.
However, we will use the same definition of P+ and P−, namely

P−v =
∑
m>k

Pmv, P+v =
k−1∑
m=0

Pmv. (4.12)

Notice that Pk denotes the projection to neutral space, namely P∗ = Pk. Notice that
‖P∗v‖2

L2 = ρ. Furthermore, we will relabel the eigenvalues of LΓα∞ by

λl = α(l2 − 1)− 1, (4.13)

with l ∈ N∗ ∪ {0} so that Pl denotes the projection to the eigenspace of λl.

In this section, we will show that P2kv and P0v dominate P−v and P+v, respectively.
Thus, we consider the following projections for convenience.

P̃−v := P−v − P2kv, P̃+v := P+v − P0v. (4.14)

We begin by observing the slow decay property of ρ.

Proposition 4.2 (slow decay). If we have (4.10) and (4.9), then

lim
τ→−∞

ρ(τ)e−δτ = +∞ (4.15)

holds for every δ > 0.

Proof. Combining (4.10) and (4.9) yields d
dτ

log ρ = o(1). Hence, given δ > 0 there exists
some T such that d

dτ
log ρ < δ

2
holds for τ ≤ T . Thus,

log(ρ(τ)e−δτ )− C = −
ˆ T

τ

d

ds
log(ρ(s)e−δs)ds ≥

ˆ T

τ

δ

2
ds, (4.16)

yields the desired result. �

Next, we observe the error E(v).

Lemma 4.3. Under the conditions (4.5) and (4.11), we have

E(v) = −
n∑
j=2

(
−α
j

)
(vθθ + v)j +O(ρ

n+1
2 ) (4.17)



ANCIENT SOLUTION TO α-CSF 21

for each n ∈ {2, 3, 4}, where(
−α
n

)
:=

(−α)(−α− 1) · · · (−α− n+ 1)

n!
. (4.18)

Proof. Since v = P−v + Pkv + P+v, the condition (4.11) yields

vθθ + v = (∂2
θ + 1)Pkv + o(ρ

1
2 ). (4.19)

Hence, (∂2
θ + 1)Pkv = −(k2 − 1)Pkv = O(ρ

1
2 ) implies vθθ + v = O(ρ

1
2 ). Thus, by using

the definition of E in (4.4) we can obtain the desired result. �

Lemma 4.4. Under the conditions (4.5) and (4.11), we have

∂mθ E(v) = −1
2
α(α + 1)∂mθ F (θ, τ) + o(ρ), (4.20)

for each m ∈ {0, · · · , 6}, where

F (θ, τ) =
ρ(τ)

2α2
+
A2
k(τ)−B2

k(τ)

2α2
cos 2kθ +

Ak(τ)Bk(τ)

α2
sin 2kθ. (4.21)

Proof. The condition (4.11) and the definition of ρ in (4.8) yield

∂mθ (vθθ + v) = ∂mθ (∂2
θ + 1)Pkv + o(ρ

1
2 ) = O(ρ

1
2 ), (4.22)

for each m ≤ 6. Therefore, we have

∂mθ E = −1
2
α(α + 1)∂mθ (vθθ + v)2 + o(ρ)

= −1
2
α(α + 1)∂mθ [(∂2

θ + 1)Pkv]2 + o(ρ).
(4.23)

Since (4.5) implies
(∂2
θ + 1)Pkv = − 1

α
[Ak cos kθ +Bk sin kθ], (4.24)

we have the desired result. �

Lemma 4.5. Under the conditions (4.5), (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11), we have

|A0|+ |A2k|+ |B2k| = O(ρ), ‖P̃+v‖C5 + ‖P̃−v‖C5 = o(ρ). (4.25)

Proof. By using (4.2) and Lemma 4.3, we have
d

dτ
A0 =

1

2π

ˆ
vτdθ = −λ0A0 +O(ρ). (4.26)

Thus, Proposition 4.2 and Lemma B.6 with ρ̃ = ρ imply |A0| = O(ρ). In the same manner,
we have |A2k|+ |B2k| = O(ρ).

Next, for each m ∈ {1, · · · , 6} we calculate
1
2
d
dτ
‖∂mθ P̃−v‖2

L2 =(∂mθ P̃−v, ∂
m
θ vτ )L2 = (∂mθ P̃−v,L∂mθ v + ∂mθ E(v))L2

≤− λk+1‖∂mθ P̃−v‖2
L2 + ‖∂mθ P̃−v‖L2‖P̃−∂mθ E‖L2 . (4.27)

Since Lemma 4.4 implies P̃−∂mθ E(v) = o(ρ), by using λk+1 > 0 we have
1

λk+1

d
dτ
‖∂mθ P̃−v‖L2 ≤ −‖∂mθ P̃−v‖L2 + o(ρ), (4.28)
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almost everywhere in τ . Therefore, Proposition 4.2 and Lemma B.5 with ρ̃ = ρ imply
‖∂mθ P̃−v‖L2 ≤ o(ρ). Since

´
S1 ∂

m−1
θ P̃−vdθ = 0, the Sobolev embedding theorem yields

‖P̃−v‖C5 = o(ρ). (4.29)

Similarly, we compute
1
2
d
dτ
‖∂mθ P̃+v‖2

L2 ≥ −λk−1‖∂mθ P̃+v‖2
L2 − ‖∂mθ P̃+v‖L2‖∂mθ E‖L2 , (4.30)

and then by using λk−1 < 0 we have
1

λk−1

d
dτ
‖∂mθ P̃+v‖L2 ≤ −‖∂mθ P̃+v‖L2 + o(ρ). (4.31)

Hence, Proposition 4.2 and Lemma B.5 with ρ̃ = ρ imply ‖∂mθ P̃+v‖L2 = o(ρ). Thus,

‖P̃+v‖C5 = o(ρ). (4.32)

This completes the proof. �

Now we can improve the estimates in Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 4.6. Under the conditions (4.5), (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11), we have

∂mθ E(v) = −1
2
α(α + 1)∂mθ F (θ, τ) +O(ρ

3
2 ), (4.33)

for each m ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, where F is defined in (4.21).

Proof. By using Lemma 4.5, as in the proof of Lemma 4.4 we can obtain

∂mθ (vθθ + v) = − 1
α
∂mθ [Ak cos kθ +Bk sin kθ] +O(ρ), (4.34)

for each m ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. Thus, by using (4.17), we can derive the desired result, as done in
(4.23). �

Lemma 4.7. Under the conditions (4.5), (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11), we have

‖P̃+v‖C2 + ‖P̃−v‖C2 = O(ρ
3
2 ). (4.35)

Proof. We repeat the computation in the proof of Lemma 4.5 by using (4.33) to achieve
1

λk+1

d
dτ
‖∂mθ P̃−v‖L2 ≤ −‖∂mθ P̃−v‖L2 +O(ρ3/2), (4.36)

1
λk−1

d
dτ
‖∂mθ P̃+v‖L2 ≤ −‖∂mθ P̃+v‖L2 +O(ρ3/2). (4.37)

Therefore, Proposition 4.2 and Lemma B.3 with ρ̃ = ρ3/2 yield the desired result. �

Proposition 4.8. Under the conditions (4.5), (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11), we have
d
dτ
A0 =− λ0A0 − α+1

4α
ρ+O(ρ2), (4.38)

d
dτ
A2k =− λ2kA2k − α+1

4α
(A2

k −B2
k) +O(ρ2), (4.39)

d
dτ
B2k =− λ2kB2k − α+1

2α
AkBk +O(ρ2), (4.40)

and
1

1+α
d
dτ
Ak =(A0 − 2+α

8α2 ρ)Ak − 4+3α
2α

[AkA2k +BkB2k] +O(ρ
5
2 ), (4.41)

1
1+α

d
dτ
Bk =(A0 − 2+α

8α2 ρ)Bk − 4+3α
2α

[AkB2k −BkA2k] +O(ρ
5
2 ). (4.42)
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Proof. We define I, J,K, V by

V = vθθ + v, I = PkV, J = (P0 + P2k)V, K = (P̃+ + P̃−)V. (4.43)

Then, Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.7 yield

I = − 1
α

[Ak cos kθ +Bk sin kθ] = O(ρ
1
2 ), (4.44)

J = A0 − 4+3α
α

[A2k cos 2kθ +B2k sin 2kθ] = O(ρ), (4.45)

K = (∂2
θ + 1)(P̃+v + P̃−v) = O(ρ

3
2 ). (4.46)

Notice that we used k2 = α−1 + 1. Thus, V = I + J +K yields

1

2π

ˆ
S1

V 2dθ =
1

2π

ˆ
S1

(I2 + 2IJ)dθ +O(ρ2) =
ρ

2α2
+O(ρ2), (4.47)

and
1

2π

ˆ
S1

V 3dθ =
1

2π

ˆ
S1

I3dθ +O(ρ2) = O(ρ2). (4.48)

Since d
dτ
A0(τ) = 1

2π

´
S1 vτdθ, combining the identities above with Lemma 4.3, we get

d

dτ
A0 = −λ0A0 +

1

2π

ˆ
S1

Edθ = −λ0A0 −
(
−α
2

)
ρ

2α2
+O(ρ2) (4.49)

which yields the first equation (4.38).

Similarly, we can calculate

1

π

ˆ
S1

V 2 cos 2kθdθ =
A2
k −B2

k

2α2
+O(ρ2), (4.50)

1

π

ˆ
S1

V 2 sin 2kθdθ =
AkBk

α2
+O(ρ2), (4.51)

and ˆ
S1

V 3 cos 2kθdθ =

ˆ
S1

V 3 sin 2kθdθ = O(ρ2). (4.52)

Thus, we obtain (4.39) and (4.40) in the same manner.

To derive equation (4.41), we observeˆ
S1

I2 cos kθdθ =

ˆ
S1

J2 cos kθdθ =

ˆ
S1

IK cos kθdθ = 0. (4.53)

We notice that we obtain the last identity above by using

I cos kθ ∈ span{1, cos 2kθ, sin 2kθ}. (4.54)

Therefore, we have
1

π

ˆ
S1

V 2 cos kθdθ =
2

π

ˆ
S1

IJ cos kθdθ +O(ρ
5
2 )

= − 2
α
A0Ak + 4+3α

α2 [AkA2k +BkB2k] +O(ρ
5
2 ).

(4.55)
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Also, we can obtain
1

π

ˆ
S1

V 3 cos kθdθ =
1

π

ˆ
S1

(I3 + 3I2J) cos kθdθ +O(ρ
5
2 ) = − 3

4α3
Akρ+O(ρ

5
2 ), (4.56)

and ˆ
S1

V 4 cos kθdθ =

ˆ
S1

I4 cos kθdθ +O(ρ
5
2 ) = O(ρ

5
2 ). (4.57)

Thus, combining the identities above with Lemma 4.3 implies (4.41). Similarly, we can
obtain

1

π

ˆ
S1

V 2 sin kθdθ = − 2
α
A0Bk + 4+3α

α2 [AkB2k −BkA2k] +O(ρ
5
2 ),

1

π

ˆ
S1

V 3 sin kθdθ = − 3
4α3Bkρ+O(ρ

5
2 ), (4.58)

ˆ
S1

V 4 sin kθdθ = O(ρ
5
2 ).

Therefore, we have the last equation (4.42). �

Proposition 4.9. Under the conditions (4.5), (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11), we have
1

1+α
d
dτ
ρ = (2A0 − 2+α

4α2 ρ)ρ− 4+3α
α
Q+O(ρ3) (4.59)

and the quantity Q = (A2
k −B2

k)A2k + 2AkBkB2k in (4.8) satisfies
1

1+α
d
dτ
Q = (2A0 − α+2

4α2 ρ)Q− 4+3α
α
ρ[A2

2k +B2
2k]− λ2k

1+α
Q− 1

4α
ρ2 +O(ρ3). (4.60)

Proof. For the purpose of brevity, we define the operator

Dm = 1
1+α

d
dτ
−m(A0 − 2+α

8α2 ρ) (4.61)

for m = 1, 2. Then, we can rewrite (4.41) and (4.42) as follows.

D1Ak =− 4+3α
2α

[AkA2k +BkB2k] +O(ρ
5
2 ), (4.62)

D1Bk =− 4+3α
2α

[AkB2k −BkA2k] +O(ρ
5
2 ). (4.63)

Therefore, we can obtain the first equation (4.59) from the following

D2ρ = D2(A2
k +B2

k) = −4+3α
α
Q+O(ρ3). (4.64)

Next, by using (4.62) and (4.63), we have

D2(A2
k −B2

k) = −4+3α
α
ρA2k +O(ρ3), (4.65)

D2(AkBk) = −4+3α
2α

ρB2k +O(ρ3). (4.66)

Thus, combing the equations above with (4.39) and (4.40) yields

D2Q = −4+3α
α
ρ(A2

2k +B2
2k) + 1

1+α
[(A2

k −B2
k)A

′
2k + 2AkBkB

′
2k] +O(ρ3). (4.67)

This completes the proof. �
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Proposition 4.10. Under the conditions (4.5), (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11), we have
d
dτ
ρ = O(ρ2), Q = −k2−1

12
ρ2 +O(ρ3). (4.68)

Proof. Combining Lemma 4.5 and (4.60) yields
d
dτ
Q = −λ2kQ− α+1

4α
ρ2 +O(ρQ) +O(ρ3). (4.69)

Since we have Q = o(1) and ρ = o(1), we can reduce (4.69) to
1
λ2k

d
dτ
Q = −Q+ o(ρ). (4.70)

Hence, Proposition 4.2 and Lemma B.5 with f = Q and ρ̃ = ρ yields ±Q ≤ o(ρ), namely
Q = o(ρ). Therefore, (4.69) implies

d
dτ
Q = −λ2kQ+O(ρ2). (4.71)

Thus, Proposition 4.2 and Lemma B.6 with ρ̃ = ρ2 yields Q = O(ρ2). Then, Lemma 4.5
and (4.59) lead to d

dτ
ρ = O(ρ2). Combining these facts with the equation of Q above yields

d
dτ

(Qρ−2) = −λ2kQρ
−2 − α+1

4α
+O(ρ). (4.72)

Hence, Proposition 4.2 and Lemma B.6 with f = Qρ−2 + α+1
4αλ2k

imply

Qρ−2 + α+1
4αλ2k

= O(ρ). (4.73)

Therefore, combining with λ2k = α(4k2−1)−1 = 4+3α−1 = 3(α+1) and α−1 = k2−1
yields the desired result. �

Proposition 4.11. There exists no smooth ancient solution v to (4.2) satisfying the conditions
(4.5), (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11).

Proof. We begin by combining (4.38), Lemma 4.10, and Lemma 4.5 to obtain
d
dτ

(A0ρ
−1) = −λ0A0ρ

−1 − α+1
4α

+O(ρ). (4.74)

Thus, combining Proposition 4.2, Lemma B.6 with f = A0ρ
−1 + α+1

4αλ0
, λ0 = −α − 1, and

α−1 = k2 − 1 yields

A0 = − α+1
4αλ0

ρ+O(ρ2) = k2−1
4
ρ+O(ρ2). (4.75)

Hence, (4.59) and Proposition 4.10 imply
α

1+α
d
dτ
ρ = 1

2
ρ2 − 2+α

4α
ρ2 + 4+3α

12α
ρ2 +O(ρ3) =

(
1
2
− 1

6α

)
ρ2 +O(ρ3). (4.76)

Therefore, α−1 = k2 − 1 and k ≥ 3 yield

1
k2

d
dτ
ρ =

(
1
2
− k2−1

6

)
ρ2 +O(ρ3) ≤ −5

6
ρ2 +O(ρ3). (4.77)

Thus, there exists some T � −1 satisfying d
dτ
ρ ≤ 0 for τ ≤ T , namely ρ(τ) ≥ ρ(T ) holds

for τ ≤ T . This contradicts the condition (4.9). �
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. We may assume that v is not identically zero. Towards a contradic-
tion, we suppose that (3.38) holds. Then, Proposition 3.1 implies that ‖P∗v‖L2 > 0 holds for
sufficiently negative τ , and thus kerL 6= ∅. Therefore, Theorem A.1 says that (4.5) holds for
an integer k ≥ 3.

Since ρ = ‖P∗v‖2
L2 , we have (4.9) by Proposition 3.1. In addition, (3.38) already guaran-

tees (4.10) and (4.11). This contradicts Proposition 4.11.

Now, by Theorem 3.5 we have the unstable dominance (3.39)

‖P−v‖L2(S1) + ‖P∗v‖L2(S1) ≤ C‖v‖C4(S1)‖P+v‖L2(S1) (4.78)

for negative enough τ . So, Proposition 3.1 implies ‖P+v‖L2 ≥ (1− o(1))‖v‖L2 > 0. Thus,
we can divide the inequality (3.34) by ‖P+v‖2

L2 so that we have
d
dτ

log ‖P+v‖L2(S1) ≥ −λI − C‖v‖C4(S1). (4.79)

Hence, we have d
dτ

log ‖P+v‖L2 ≥ −1
2
λI for sufficiently negative τ . This yields

‖P+v‖L2 ≤ Ce−
1
2
λIτ , (4.80)

and consequently ‖v‖L2 ≤ Ce−
1
2
λIτ . Now, we remind that (4.2) can be considered as a linear

equation
vτ = (α + b)vθθ + (α + 1 + b)v, (4.81)

where ‖b‖C3 = o(1). Therefore, the standard interior regularity theory for parabolic PDEs
leads to ‖v‖C4 ≤ Ce−

1
2
λIτ . Thus, by using

d
dτ

log ‖P+v‖L2(S1) ≥ −λI − Ce−
1
2
λIτ , (4.82)

we can obtain
‖v‖L2(S1) ≤ (1 + o(1))‖P+v‖L2(S1) ≤ Ce−λIτ . (4.83)

Therefore, we apply the interior parabolic regularity theorems to the linear equation (4.81)
so that we complete the proof. �

5. NON-RADIAL ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

In this section, we will show that a rescaled ancient flow asymptotic to k-fold shrinkers
converges exponentially fast.

We recall the kernel kerLΓαk
= span{hθ} from Theorem A.1. Since hθ corresponds to the

rotation of Γαk , the shrinker Γαk is an integrable critical point of the entropy Eα. This notion
of integrability and the fast convergence were pioneered by Allard and Almgren [1] in their
study of tangent cones of minimal surfaces with isolated singularities.

Definition 5.1 (ε-shrinking flow). We say that a rescaled ancient flow Γτ with the support
function ū(θ, τ) is ε-close to Γαk with the support function h (up to rotation) at time τ0 if there
exists some θ0 ∈ [0, 2π) such that

‖ūθ0(·, τ)− h‖C4,β(S1) ≤ ε, (5.1)

holds for τ ∈ [τ0 − 1, τ0 + 1], where ūθ0(θ, τ) = ū(θ0 + θ, τ) and β = 1
2
.
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Lemma 5.2. Suppose that a rescaled flow Γτ converges to the shrinker Γαk with k ≥ 3 up to
rotations as τ → −∞ in C4,β-sense where β = 1

2
. Then, there exist some L� 1, T � −1,

and 0 < ε0 � 1 such that if ū(·, τ) is ε-close to Γαk at every τ ≤ T0 for some ε ≤ ε0 and
T0 ≤ T , then ū(·, τ) is ε

2
-close to Γαk at every τ ≤ T0 − L.

Proof. By our assumption ū is ε-close to Γαk up to rotations for τ ≤ T0, namely there exist
some θ0, θ1 such that

‖ū(·, s)− h−θ0‖C4,β < ε, s ∈ [τ − 1, τ + 1], (5.2)

‖ū(·, s)− h−θ1‖C4,β < ε, s ∈ [τ − 3, τ − 1], (5.3)

where h−θi(θ) = h(θ − θi) and h is the support function of Γαk . This means

‖h−θ0 − h−θ1‖C4,β < 2ε, (5.4)

and thus we have

‖ū(·, s)− h−θ0‖C4,β < 3ε, s ∈ [τ − 3, τ + 1]. (5.5)

Since ‖ū(·, s) − h−θ0‖C4,β = ‖ūθ0(·, s) − h‖C4,β , iterating this process yields that given
integer L� 1 and vθ0 := ūθ0 − h,

‖vθ0(·, s)‖C4,β < (1 + 2L)ε, (5.6)

holds for s ∈ [τ−1−2L, τ+1]. We denote x = ‖P∗vθ0‖2
h, y = ‖P−vθ0‖2

h, and z = ‖P+vθ0‖2
h.

Then, by Lemma 3.4 we have

z′ − 2λz ≥ −Cσ(x+ y),

|x′| ≤ Cσ(x+ y + z),

y′ + 2λy ≤ Cσ(x+ z),

(5.7)

for sufficiently negative τ , where λ = min{|1
2
λj| : λj 6= 0} and σ(τ) = ‖vθ0(·, τ)‖C4,β .

Notice that we used the fact σ(τ)� λ for τ � −1. Therefore, combining (5.6) and Lemma
B.2 yields

‖P+vθ0(·, s)‖h + ‖P−vθ0(·, s)‖h ≤CLε‖P∗vθ0(·, s)‖h + Ce−
λ
8
Lε, (5.8)

for s ∈ [τ − L− 2, τ − L+ 1]. Since ‖P∗vθ0‖h ≤ ‖vθ0‖h ≤ ‖vθ0‖C4,β ,

‖P+vθ0(·, s)‖h + ‖P−vθ0(·, s)‖h ≤ CL2ε2 + CLe−
λ
8
Lε, (5.9)

holds for s ∈ [τ − L− 2, τ − L+ 1].

Now, we want to rotate Γτ−L a little bit so that the neutral mode of the rotated curve is
small. We define

θ′0 = θ0 + (vθ0(·, τ − L), hθ)h‖hθ‖−2
h . (5.10)

We recall kerLΓαk
= span{hθ}, which implies

P∗vθ0(·, τ − L) =
(
vθ0(·, τ − L), hθ

‖hθ‖h

)
h

hθ
‖hθ‖h

= (θ0 − θ′0)hθ. (5.11)

On the other hand, (5.6) yields

|θ′0 − θ0| ≤ ‖vθ0(·, τ − L)‖h ≤ CLε. (5.12)
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Now, given θ1 ∈ [0, 2π) and s ∈ [τ − L− 2, τ − L+ 1], we have∣∣(ūθ′0(θ1, s)− ūθ0(θ1, s)
)
− (h(θ1 + θ′0 − θ0)− h(θ1))

∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ θ1+θ′0−θ0

θ1

∂
∂θ

[ūθ0(θ, s)− h(θ)]dθ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |θ′0 − θ0|‖vθ0(·, s)‖C1 .
(5.13)

Moreover, we have

(h(θ1 + θ′0 − θ0)− h(θ1))− (θ′0 − θ0)hθ(θ1) (5.14)

=

ˆ θ1+θ′0−θ0

θ1

hθ(θ)− hθ(θ1)dθ =

ˆ θ1+θ′0−θ0

θ1

ˆ θ

θ1

hθθ(ω)dωdθ, (5.15)

which implies

|(h(θ1 + θ′0 − θ0)− h(θ1))− (θ′0 − θ0)hθ(θ1)| ≤ ‖h‖C2|θ0 − θ′0|2. (5.16)

Therefore, combining the above inequalities with (5.6), (5.12), and (5.13) implies

‖ūθ′0(·, s)− ūθ0(·, s)− (θ′0 − θ0)hθ‖L∞ ≤ CL2ε2. (5.17)

Since kerLΓ̄αk
= {hθ} implies P+hθ = P−hθ = 0, combining the inequality above with

ūθ′0 − ūθ0 = vθ′0 − vθ0 yields

‖(P+ + P−)
(
vθ0(·, s)− vθ′0(·, s)

)
‖h ≤ CL2ε2, (5.18)

Thus, by (5.9), for s ∈ [τ − L− 2, τ − L+ 1] we obtain

‖P+vθ′0(·, s)‖h + ‖P−vθ′0(·, s)‖h ≤ C0L
2ε2 + C0Le

−λ
8
Lε. (5.19)

In the same manner, by using P∗hθ = hθ we have

‖P∗(vθ0(·, s)− vθ′0(·, s))− (θ′0 − θ0)hθ‖h ≤ CL2ε2, (5.20)

for s ∈ [τ − L− 2, τ − L+ 1]. Hence, (5.11) implies

‖P∗vθ′0(·, τ − L)‖h ≤ CL2ε2. (5.21)

Let x̂(s) = ‖P∗vθ′0(·, s)‖2
h. We recall from Lemma 3.4 that

|x̂′| ≤ C‖vθ′0‖C4‖vθ′0‖
2
h, (5.22)

and thus (5.6) yields

|x̂′| ≤ CLε
(
x̂+ ‖P+vθ′0‖

2
h + ‖P−vθ′0‖

2
h

)
. (5.23)

Thus, (5.19) implies
|x̂′| ≤ CLε(x̂+ L4ε4 + L2e−

λ
4
Lε2), (5.24)

namely ∣∣∣ dds log(x̂+ L4ε4 + L2e−
λ
4
Lε2)

∣∣∣ ≤ CLε (5.25)

holds for s ∈ [τ − L− 2, τ − L+ 1]. Therefore, by using (5.21) we integrate the inequality
above from τ − L to s so that we have

‖P∗vθ′0(·, s)‖2
h ≤ eCLε(CL4ε4 + L2e−

λ
4
Lε2) (5.26)
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for s ∈ [τ − L− 2, τ − L+ 1]. Hence, combining with (5.19) gives

‖vθ′0(·, s)‖h ≤ C(1 + eCLε)(L2ε2 + Le−
λ
8
Lε) (5.27)

for s ∈ [τ − L− 2, τ − L+ 1]. Since (3.5) can be written as

∂τvθ′0 = −((vθ′0)θθ + vθ′0)−α + (hθθ + h)−α + vθ′0 , (5.28)

by (5.6) with L � ε−1, there are a smooth function a(θ, τ) and some constant Λ > 0 only
depending on α, h such that ‖a‖C2,β ≤ Λ, a ≥ Λ−1, and

∂
∂τ
vθ′0 = a ∂2

∂θ2vθ′0 + (a+ 1)vθ′0 , (5.29)

hold for τ ∈ [τ − 1 − 2L, τ + 1]. Therefore, the L2 bound (5.27) and the standard interior
regularity theory for linear parabolic PDEs yield

‖vθ′0(·, s)‖C4,β ≤ C(1 + eCLε)(L2ε+ Le−
λ
8
L)ε, (5.30)

for s ∈ [τ − L− 1, τ − L+ 1]. Therefore, by choosing large enough L and small enough ε0

we can obtain the desired result that

‖vθ′0(·, s)‖C4,β ≤ 1
2
ε, (5.31)

for s ∈ [τ − L− 1, τ − L+ 1]. �

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that the rescaled flow Γτ converges to the shrinker Γαk with k ≥ 3
up to rotations as τ → −∞ in C4,β-sense, where β = 1

2
. Then, there exist some δ > 0,

T � −1, and a fixed rotation S0 ∈ SO(2) such that

‖ū(·, τ)− h̄‖C4,β ≤ eδτ (5.32)

holds for τ ≤ T , where ū(·, τ) and h̄ are the support functions of Γτ and S0Γαk , respectively.

Proof. We recall L, ε0, T in Lemma 5.2 and choose T0 ≤ T such that ū(·, τ) is ε0-close to
Γαk up to rotations at every τ ≤ T0. Then, we apply Lemma 5.2 repeatedly so that we can
obtain a sequence {θi}i∈N satisfying

‖ū(·, τ)− h−θi‖C4,β ≤ 2−iε0 (5.33)

holds for τ ≤ τ0− iL, where hµ(θ) := h(θ+ µ). Because the symmetry of h, the angle θi is
determined up to 2π/k. Hence, h−θi is a Cauchy sequence in C4,β-sense as follows;

‖h−θi − h−θi+j‖C4,β ≤
i+j∑
l=i

2−lε0 ≤ 2−i+1ε0. (5.34)

Thus, modulo 2π/k, {θi}i∈N has the limit θ̄ and we have

‖ū(·, τ)− h−θ̄‖C4,β ≤ 2−i+2ε0, (5.35)

for τ ≤ τ0 − iL. Choosing δ := (2L)−1 log 2 and applying the inequality above for τ ∈
[τ0 − (i+ 1)L, τ0 − iL] yield

‖ū(·, τ)− h−θ̄‖C4,β ≤ 2−i+2ε0 = 2ε0e
−2(i+1)Lδ ≤ 2ε0e

2δ(τ−τ0). (5.36)

Therefore, by choosing negative enough T we complete the proof. �
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6. CLASSIFICATION OF ANCIENT SOLUTIONS

6.1. Summary for small powers. To begin with, we summarize the results in previous
sections to show the exponential convergence of ancient rescaled flows with small powers.

Proposition 6.1. Let Γτ be a rescaled closed smooth ancient α-curve shortening flow with
α ∈ (0, 1

3
). Then, there exists a fixed rotation S ∈ SO(2) such that SΓτ converges exponen-

tially fast to a shrinker Γαk in the C10-topology as τ → −∞, where k ∈ {∞} ∪ {3, 4, · · · }.
Moreover, there exist some constants C, δ > 0 and negative time T such that the difference
v = ū(·, τ)− h satisfies

‖v‖C4(S1) ≤ Ceδτ (6.1)

for τ ≤ T , where ū(·, τ) and h are the support functions of SΓτ and Γαk , respectively.

Proof. Combining Theorem 2.12 and Theorem 5.3 yields the convergence of the rescaled
flow Γτ to a shrinker. So, there are a rotation S and k ∈ {∞} ∪ {3, 4, · · · } such that SΓτ
converges to Γαk . Then, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 5.3 imply the exponential convergence of
ū(·, τ) to h. �

We recall that the difference v = ū− h satisfies (3.5)

vτ = Lv + E(v), (6.2)

where

E(v) = −(h−
1
α + vθθ + v)−α + h− αh1+ 1

α (vθθ + v). (6.3)

We also recall the eigenfunctions {ϕi}i∈N and the eigenvalues {λi}i∈N such that (ϕi, ϕj)h =
δij , span{ϕi}i∈N = L2

h, Lϕi + λiϕi = 0, λi ≤ λi+1, and limi→+∞ λi = +∞. Finally, we
recall the projections Pif = (f, ϕi)hϕi and

P<λ =
∑
{i:λi<λ}

Pi, P=λ =
∑
{i:λi=λ}

Pi, P>λ =
∑
{i:λi>λ}

Pi. (6.4)

Notation. We introduce some notations which will be used in this section 6.

(1) {λ̄i}i∈N is the strictly increasing sequence satisfying

{λ̄i : i ∈ N} = {λi : i ∈ N}. (6.5)

(2) Ī ∈ N is defined by λ̄Ī = λI , where I denotes the Morse index of L.
(3) di denotes the dimension of the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue λ̄i. In

addition, we define Di =
∑i

m=1 dm.
(4) We define vector valued eigenfunctions {~ϕi}i∈N by

~ϕi = (ϕ1+Di−1
, · · · , ϕDi). (6.6)

(5) For each i ≤ Ī , the projection π̄i : RI → RI is defined by

π̄i(a) = (0, · · · , 0, a1+Di−1
, · · · , aI), (6.7)

where a = (a1, · · · , aI) ∈ RI .
(6) By abuse of notation, we would denote (~a1, · · · ,~aĪ) ∈ RI for ~ai ∈ Rdi . Also, we

denote (~b1,~ai,~b2) ∈ RI for~b1 ∈ RDi−1 , ~ai ∈ Rdi ,~b2 ∈ RĪ−Di .
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Now, we recall the ancient α-curve shortening flow with α < 1
3

constructed in [21].

Proposition 6.2 (Choi-Sun [21]). There is a function S from RI to the set of ancient solutions
to (6.2), a time function T : R+ → R, and β ∈ (0, 1) with the following significance.

(i) S(0) ≡ 0.
(ii) Given a ∈ BI

r (0), S(a) is a smooth ancient solution to (6.2) whose first singular
time is greater than T (r), Namely, S(a)(·, τ) exists for τ ≤ T (r).

(iii) For each r > 0, S|T (r) : BI
r (0) → C2,β(S1 × (−∞, T (r)]) is a continuous map,

where S|T (r)(a) is the restriction of the function S(a) to S1 × (−∞, T (r)].
(iv) If π̄j+1(a) = π̄j+1(b) for some j < Ī , then

lim
τ→−∞

∥∥∥eλ̄jτ [S(a)− S(b)]− (~aj −~bj) · ~ϕj
∥∥∥
h

= 0 (6.8)

holds, where a = (~a1, · · · ,~aĪ) and b = (~b1, · · · ,~bĪ). Namely, S is injective.

Proof. The map S in this proposition is the same map S in [21, Theorems 3.2 & 3.5]. Indeed,
the theorems 3.2 & 3.5 in [21] already imply this proposition, but we explain the reason for
readers’ convenience. To begin with, we recall some notations in [21].

(1) L := bλ1/λIc is the greatest integer less than or equal to λ1/λI .
(2) J (l) := {m : (l + 1)λI < λm ≤ lλI} for l = 1, · · · , L.
(3) δl is any real number satisfying (l + 1)λI < −δl < min{λm : m ∈ J (l)}, and

X(l) := Xδl is the Banach space equipped with the norm ‖ · ‖C2,β,δl defined on the
equation (3.2) in [21]

(4) ι(l)(a) =
∑

j∈J(l) aje
−λjτϕj , where a = (a1, · · · , aI).

We also define a time function

T (r) = 1
2(1+α)

min
{

log
ε20
r2 , 0

}
, (6.9)

by using the equation (3.17) in [21].

Next, we recall some properties of S in [21]. [21, Theorem 3.2] says that given a ∈ BI
ε0

(0)

there exists a sequence of smooth functions {v(l)
a }Ll=1 such that S(a) =

∑L
j=1 v

(j)
a and the

following hold for each 1 ≤ l ≤ L.

(a) v(j)
a is defined on S1 × (−∞, T (|a|)].

(b)
∑l

j=1 v
(j)
a is a solution to (6.2).

(c) v(l)
a − ι(l)(a) ∈ X(l), namely lim

τ→−∞
e−δlτ‖v(l)

a − ι(l)(a)‖h = 0.

(d) lim
τ→−∞

eλmτ (v(l)
a (·, τ), ϕm)h = am for every m ∈ J (l).

Notice that we obtained (a) by (6.9) and |a| ≤ ε0.

For |a| > ε0, one can consider ã = (ã1, · · · , ãI) where ãm = e−λmT (|a|)am as in the
proof of [21, Theorem 3.5]. Then, by using |ã| ≤ ε0 we can find {v(l)

ã }Ll=1 satisfying the
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properties above. Then, v(l)
a (·, τ) = v

(l)
ã (·, τ − T (|a|)) satisfy the desired properties (a)-(d),

and moreover the map S is defined again by S(a) =
∑L

j=1 v
(j)
a .

Now, we are ready to verify this proposition 6.2. First of all, we can easily obtain (ii), (iii)
from [21, Theorem 3.2 & 3.5] and the above properties (a), (b).

Secondly, in order to show (iv), we observe that v(l)
a is uniquely determined by am0 , · · · , aI

where λm0−1 ≤ (l + 1)λI < λm0 . To be specific, as in the proof of [21, Theorem 3.2],
v

(1)
a − ι(1)(a) is the unique solution to the equation (3.7) in [21]. Hence, v(1)

a is uniquely
determined by ι(1)(a). Then, v(l)

a is inductively determined by ι(1)(a), · · · , ι(l)(a) due to the
equation (3.11) in [21]. Therefore, if π̄j0+1(a) = π̄j0+1(b) with (l0+1)λI < λ̄j0 ≤ l0λI , then
we have v(l)

a = v
(l)
b for l < l0. On the other hand, if l ≥ l0, the property (c) and δl > −λj0

yield

0 = lim
τ→−∞

e−δlτ‖v(l)
a − v

(l)
b − ι

(l)(a− b)‖h = lim
τ→−∞

eλ̄j0τ‖v(l)
a − v

(l)
b − ι

(l)(a− b)‖h. (6.10)

Hence, summing them up yields eλ̄j0τ‖S(a)−S(b)−
∑L

l=l0
ι(l)(a− b)‖h → 0. We remind

that π̄j0+1(a) = π̄j0+1(b) implies ai = bi for λi > λ̄j0 . Also, e(λ̄j0−λi)τ (ai− bi)ϕi → 0 holds
for λi < λ̄j0 . Thus, eλ̄j0τ

∑L
l=l0

ι(l)(a − b) → (~aj0 −~bj0) · ~ϕj0 . This completes the proof of
(iv).

Finally, (i) and v(l)
0 ≡ 0 are obvious by ι(l)(0) ≡ 0 and (3.7), (3.11) in [21]. �

Remark 6.3. Given k 6= ∞, the k-fold shrinker is unique up to rotations by [7], and thus
Proposition 6.2 yields an I-parameter family of ancient rescaled α-curve shortening flows
up to rotations. However, [21, Proposition 3.4] says that the first three parameters (a1, a2, a3)
are determined by the choice of the rescaling center. Hence, Proposition 6.2 indeed yields
an (I − 3)-parameter family of ancient non-rescaled flows up to rigid motions and dilation.

Similarly, for k = ∞, there is an (I − 4)-parameter family of ancient non-rescaled flows
up to rigid motions and dilation, because the unit circle Γα∞ is invariant under rotations.

Hence, by remembering Theorem A.1, the rescaled flows obtained from Proposition 6.2
correspond the non-rescaled flows in Theorem 1.1. Therefore, we can prove Theorem 1.2 by
showing that any rescaled α-CSF converging to Γαk has the support function ū = h + S(a)
for some a ∈ RI , where h is the support function of Γαk .

6.2. Asymptotic behavior of difference. In this subsection, our goal is to prove the follow-
ing technical theorem.

Theorem 6.4. Suppose that v1, v2 are smooth ancient solutions to (6.2) undergoing ex-
ponential decay (6.1). Then, there exist a negative eigenvalue λ̄i and a non-zero vector
0 6= ~ai ∈ Rdi such that the difference w = v1 − v2 satisfies

lim
τ→−∞

∥∥∥eλ̄iτw − ~ai · ~ϕi∥∥∥
h

= 0, (6.11)

unless w ≡ 0.
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Since each vi (i = 1, 2) satisfies (6.2), we have

∂τvi − Lvi = E(vi) = h1+ 2
α (∂2

θvi + vi)
2f(h

1
α (∂2

θvi + vi)), (6.12)

where f is given in (3.13). Hence, the difference w = v1 − v2 satisfies

wτ − Lw = E(v1)− E(v2) =: F (w; v1, v2) =: (∂2
θw + w)G(v1, v2)h1+ 1

α , (6.13)

where

G :=h
1
α (∂2

θv1 + v1 + ∂2
θv2 + v2)f(h

1
α (∂2

θv1 + v1))

+ h
2
α (∂2

θv2 + v2)2

ˆ 1

0

f ′(h
1
α (s(∂2

θv1 + v1) + (1− s)(∂2
θv2 + v2)))ds.

(6.14)

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that v1, v2 are smooth ancient solutions to (6.2), and given ε > 0 there
is Tε such that the difference w = v1− v2 satisfies ‖v1(·, τ)‖C4 , ‖v2(·, τ)‖C4 ≤ ε for τ ≤ Tε.
Then, there are some constants ε0, C0 only depending on α, h such that

|(F,w)h|(τ) ≤ C0(‖v1‖C4 + ‖v2‖C4) sup
s≤τ
‖w(·, s)‖2

h, (6.15)

holds for τ ≤ Tε0 .

Proof. While ‖v1‖C4 , ‖v2‖C4 are small enough, w solves the linear PDE (6.13)

wτ = Lw + h1+ 1
αG(wθθ + w). (6.16)

Hence, the standard interior regularity theory for linear parabolic PDEs yields

‖w(·, τ)‖H1 ≤ C sup
s≤τ
‖w(·, s)‖h (6.17)

for some constant C only depending on α, h. On the other hand,

(F,w)h =

ˆ
S1

(wθθ + w)wGdθ =

ˆ
S1

−w2
θG− wθwGθ + w2Gdθ, (6.18)

yields
|(F,w)h| ≤ C‖G‖C1‖w‖2

H1 ≤ C(‖v1‖C4 + ‖v2‖C4)‖w‖2
H1 . (6.19)

Therefore, combining the two inequalities above completes the proof. �

Lemma 6.6. Suppose that v1, v2 are smooth ancient solutions to (6.2) undergoing exponen-
tial decay (6.1). Then, for every negative value λ < λ1, the difference w = v1 − v2 satisfies

lim
τ→−∞

eλτ‖w(·, τ)‖h = +∞, (6.20)

unless v1 ≡ v2.

Proof. Suppose that lim supτ→−∞ e
λτ‖w‖h ≤ C holds for some λ < λ1. Then, we have

δ′ = min{δ, λ1 − λ} > 0. We recall ε0, Tε0 in Lemma 6.5, and then we find some C1 and
T1 ≤ Tε0 such that ‖v1‖C4 + ‖v2‖C4 ≤ C1e

δ′τ and eλ1τ‖w‖h ≤ C1e
δ′τ hold for τ ≤ T1.

Hence, Lemma 6.5 yields

|(F,w)h| ≤ C0C1e
δ′τ sup

s≤τ
‖w(·, s)‖2

h. (6.21)
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Since we have
1
2
d
dτ
‖w‖2

h = (w,Lw + F )h ≤ −λ1‖w‖2
h + (w,F )h, (6.22)

combining with (6.21) and eλ1τ‖w‖h ≤ C1e
δ′τ yields

1
2
d
dτ
e2λ1τ‖w‖2

h ≤ C0C1e
(2λ1+δ′)τ sup

s≤τ
‖w(·, s)‖2

h ≤ C0C
3
1e

3δ′τ (6.23)

for τ ≤ T1. Remembering lim
τ→−∞

eλ1τ‖w‖h ≤ lim
τ→−∞

C1e
δ′τ = 0, we have

e2λ1τ‖w‖2
h =

ˆ τ

−∞

d
ds
e2λ1s‖w(·, s)‖2

hds ≤
2C0C

3
1

3δ′
e3δ′τ =

22C0C
3
1

3!δ′
e3δ′τ (6.24)

for τ ≤ T1. We repeat this process so that we have

1
2
d
dτ
e2λ1τ‖w‖2

h ≤ C0C1e
(2λ1+δ′)τ sup

s≤τ
‖w(·, s)‖2

h ≤
22C2

0C
4
1

3!δ′
e4δ′τ , (6.25)

and thus

e2λ1τ‖w‖2
h =

ˆ τ

−∞

d
ds
e2λ1s‖w(·, s)‖2

hds ≤
23C2

0C
4
1

4!(δ′)2
e4δ′τ . (6.26)

By iterating the same process, we obtain

e2λ1τ‖w‖2
h ≤

2k−1Ck−2
0 Ck

1

k!(δ′)k−2
ekδ
′τ (6.27)

for 2 ≤ k ∈ N and τ ≤ T1. Passing k → ∞ yields w ≡ 0 for τ ≤ T1, and therefore w ≡ 0
holds for all τ . �

Lemma 6.7. Suppose that v1, v2 are smooth ancient solutions to (6.2) undergoing exponen-
tial decay (6.1), and the difference w = v1 − v2 satisfies lim supτ→−∞ e

λτ‖w‖h ≤ C for
some C > 0 and λ < 0. Then, there are some constant C depending on α, h and some
T � −1 such that

|(F, P−w)h|+
∑
λj≤0

|(F, P=λjw)h| ≤ Ce(δ−2λ)τ , (6.28)

and ∑
λj≤0

|(F, ϕj)h| ≤ Ceδτ‖w‖h, (6.29)

hold for τ ≤ T and F given in (6.13).

Proof. As (6.18), by using integration by parts, we can obtain

|(F, ϕj)h| ≤
∣∣∣∣ˆ wGϕj + w(Gϕj)θθdθ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖G‖C2‖ϕj‖H2‖w‖h. (6.30)

Since ϕj is a unit eigenfunction with the eigenvalue λj ≤ 0, we have

‖ϕj‖H2 ≤ C(1 + ‖Lϕj‖h) ≤ C(1 + |λj|). (6.31)

Notice that we know ϕ1 = h/‖h‖h and λ1 = −1−α by the Courant nodal domain theorem.
(See also Proposition 2.2 in [21].) Therefore, λj ≤ 0 and implies |λj| ≤ |λ1| = 1 +α. Thus,
combining the inequalities above with ‖G‖C2 ≤ Ceδτ yields (6.29).
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Next, (6.29) implies∑
λj≤0

|(F, P=λjw)h| ≤ Ceδτ‖w‖2
h ≤ Ce(δ−2λ)τ . (6.32)

Hence, combining with Lemma 6.5 completes the proof of (6.28). �

Let v1, v2 be smooth ancient solutions to (6.2) satisfying (6.1). Then, there is λ̄ ∈ [−∞,−δ]
such that the difference w = v1 − v2 satisfies

λ̄ := inf{λ ∈ R : lim sup
τ→−∞

eλτ‖w(·, τ)‖h < +∞}. (6.33)

Suppose that the difference w = v1 − v2 is not identically zero, Then, by Lemma 6.6 there
exists a negative eigenvalue λ̄j < 0 such that

λ̄j ≤ λ̄ < λ̄j+1 ≤ 0. (6.34)

By using λ̄j , we define

W+ := ‖P<λ̄jw‖
2
h, W∗ := ‖P=λ̄jw‖

2
h, W− := ‖P>λ̄jw‖

2
h. (6.35)

Proposition 6.8. Suppose that v1, v2 are smooth ancient solutions to (6.2) satisfying (6.1),
with the difference w = v1 − v2 6≡ 0. We recall λ̄j, λ̄,W+,W∗,W− in (6.33), (6.34), and
(6.35). Then, there are some constants C > 0 and T � −1 such that

d
dτ
W− + 2λ̄j+1W− ≤ Ce( 4

5
δ−2λ̄)τ , (6.36)∣∣ d

dτ
W∗ + 2λ̄jW∗

∣∣ ≤ Ce( 4
5
δ−2λ̄)τ , (6.37)

d
dτ
W+ + 2λ̄j−1W+ ≥ −Ce( 4

5
δ−2λ̄)τ , (6.38)

hold for τ ≤ T .

Proof. By definition of λ̄, ‖w(·, τ)‖h ≤ Ce−(λ̄+ δ
10

)τ holds for some C and sufficiently nega-
tive τ . Next, we observe

1
2
d
dτ
W∗ = (P=λ̄jw,Lw + F )h = −λ̄jW∗ + (P=λ̄jw,F )h. (6.39)

Then, (6.29) yields |(P=λ̄jw,F )h| ≤ Ceδτ‖w‖2
h ≤ Ce( 4

5
δ−2λ̄)τ for sufficiently negative τ .

The other two inequalities can be shown similarly. (See the proof of Lemma 3.4.) �

Lemma 6.9. Suppose that v1, v2 are smooth ancient solutions to (6.2) satisfying (6.1) with
the difference w = v1 − v2 6≡ 0. We recall λ̄, λ̄j in (6.33) and (6.34). Then, we have λ̄ = λ̄j ,
and there are some constants C, δ′ > 0 and T � −1 such that

‖w − P=λ̄jw‖h ≤ Ce(δ′−λ̄j)τ (6.40)

holds for τ ≤ T .
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Proof. Given any δ′ ∈ (0, λ̄j+1 − λ̄], by Proposition 6.8, there are some C, T such that
d
dτ
e(2λ̄+2δ′)τW− ≤ −2(λ̄j+1 − λ̄− δ′)e(2λ̄+2δ′)τW− + Ce( 4

5
δ+2δ′)τ ≤ Ce( 4

5
δ+2δ′)τ (6.41)

holds for τ ≤ T . Since e2λ̄+2δ′W− ≤ e2λ̄+2δ′‖w‖2
h → 0 as τ → −∞, we have

e(2λ̄+2δ′)τW−(τ) =

ˆ τ

−∞

d
ds
e(2λ̄+2δ′)sW−(s)ds ≤

ˆ τ

−∞
Ce( 4

5
δ+2δ′)sds = Ce( 4

5
δ+2δ′)τ . (6.42)

Namely,
‖P>λ̄jw‖h =:

√
W− ≤ Ce( 2

5
δ−λ̄)τ . (6.43)

Next, we consider W+. If λ̄j = λ1 then we have W+ = 0. So, we may assume λ̄j > λ1

and choose any 0 < δ′ ≤ min{λ̄− λ̄j−1,
1
5
δ}. Then, by Proposition 6.8,

d
dτ
e(2λ̄−2δ′)τW+ ≥ 2(λ̄− δ′ − λ̄j−1)e(2λ̄+2δ′)τW+ − Ce( 4

5
δ−2δ′)τ ≥ −Ce( 4

5
δ−2δ′)τ (6.44)

holds for some constant C and negative enough τ . Therefore,

e(2λ̄−2δ′)τW+(τ)− e(2λ̄−2δ′)τ0W+(τ0) ≤
ˆ τ0

τ

Ce( 4
5
δ−2δ′)sds ≤ C. (6.45)

This implies e(2λ̄−2δ′)τW+ ≤ C. Thus,

‖P<λ̄jw‖h =:
√
W+ ≤ Ce(δ′−λ̄)τ . (6.46)

Hence, combining with (6.43) yields (6.40).

Finally, if λ̄ 6= λ̄j , then as (6.46) we can show

‖P=λ̄jw‖h =:
√
W∗ ≤ Ce(δ′−λ̄)τ (6.47)

for some δ′ > 0. This contradicts the definition of λ̄ and (6.40). Thus, λ̄ = λ̄j . �

Corollary 6.10. Suppose that v1, v2 are smooth ancient solutions to (6.2) satisfying (6.1)
with the difference w = v1 − v2 6≡ 0. There exists a constant a0 > 0 satisfying

lim
τ→−∞

eλ̄jτ‖P=λ̄jw‖h = a0, (6.48)

where λ̄j defined in (6.34).

Proof. Proposition 6.8 and λ̄ = λ̄j in Lemma 6.9 imply
d
dτ
e2λ̄jτW∗ = O(e

4
5
δτ ). (6.49)

Then, for any τ ′ < τ , we have

|e2λ̄jτW∗(τ)− e2λ̄jτ
′
W∗(τ

′)| ≤ C

ˆ τ

τ ′
e

4
5
δτ ≤ Ce

4
5
δτ . (6.50)

Therefore, e2λ̄jτW∗(τ) is a Cauchy sequence. Hence, there is a0 ≥ 0 such that

lim
τ→−∞

e2λ̄jτW∗(τ) = a0. (6.51)
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Towards a contradiction, we suppose a0 = 0. Then, (6.50) yields

e2λ̄jτW∗(τ) ≤ Ce
4
5
δτ . (6.52)

Combining with Lemma 6.9 contradicts the definition of λ̄. �

Proof of Theorem 6.4. Using (6.40) and (6.48), we can obtain

‖w(·, τ)‖h ≤ ‖w − P=λ̄jw‖h + ‖P=λ̄jw‖h ≤ 2a0e
−λ̄jτ , (6.53)

for sufficiently negative τ . On the other hand, we have
d
dτ
eλ̄jτ (w, ~ϕj)h = eλ̄jτ (λ̄jw + Lw + F, ~ϕj)h = eλ̄jτ (F, ~ϕj)h. (6.54)

Hence, combining with (6.29) and (6.53) leads to∣∣∣ ddτ eλ̄jτ (w, ~ϕj)h∣∣∣ ≤ Ceδτ+λ̄jτ‖w‖h ≤ Ceδτ . (6.55)

Thus, eλ̄jτ (w, ~ϕj)h has the backward limit ~a ∈ Rdj . Also, (6.48) implies ~a 6= 0. �

6.3. Classification. In this section, we classify convex closed ancient α-curve shortening
flows with α < 1

3
by proving Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose that Γτ is a smooth convex closed rescaled ancient α-CSF
with α < 1

3
. By Proposition 6.1, Γτ converges to a shrinker as τ → −∞. We may rotate

the flow, in order to make it converge to Γαk . Then, as discussed in Remark 6.3, it is enough
to show that there exists a certain a′ = (~a′1, · · · ,~a′Ī) such that ū − h = S(a′) holds for
sufficiently negative time, where ū, h are the support functions of Γτ ,Γ

α
k , respectively.

Since v := ū − h satisfies (6.1), we can apply Theorem 6.4 for w = v − S(0). Notice
that we have S(0) ≡ 0 by Proposition 6.2. Hence, we can find λ̄i < 0 and ~ai 6= 0 satisfying
(6.11), unless v ≡ S(0) ≡ 0. If i = Ī , then we set ~a′

Ī
= ~ai. Otherwise, we set ~a′

Ī
= 0. Then,

we have
lim

τ→−∞
‖eλ̄Īτv − ~a′Ī · ~ϕĪ‖h = 0. (6.56)

Now, we define a′
Ī

= (0, · · · , 0,~a′
Ī
) and consider S(a′

Ī
) =

∑L
l=1 v

(l)(a′
Ī
). Then, (4) and (c)

in Proposition 6.2 imply that

lim
τ→−∞

‖eλ̄ĪτS(a′Ī)− ~a
′
Ī · ~ϕĪ‖h = 0. (6.57)

Combining this with (6.56), we obtain

lim
τ→−∞

eλ̄Īτ‖v − S(a′Ī)‖h = 0. (6.58)

Next, we again apply Theorem 6.4 for w = v − S(a′
Ī
). Then, we can find λ̄i < 0 and

~ai 6= 0 satisfying (6.11), unless v = S(a′
Ī
). In addition, (6.58) implies i ≤ Ī−1. If i = Ī−1

then we set ~a′
Ī−1

= ~ai. Otherwise, we set ~a′
Ī−1

= 0. Then, as above we can obtain

lim
τ→−∞

eλ̄Ī−1τ‖v − S(a′Ī−1)‖h = 0, (6.59)

where a′
Ī−1

= (0, · · · , 0,~a′
Ī−1

,~a′
Ī
).
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We repeat this process at most Ī-times so that we find either v ≡ S(0) ≡ 0, v ≡ S(a′i)
for a certain 2 ≤ i ≤ Ī , or

lim
τ→−∞

eλ̄1τ‖v − S(a′1)‖h = 0. (6.60)

In the last case, Theorem 6.4 with w = v−S(a′1) concludes v ≡ S(a′1). This completes the
proof. �

APPENDIX A. MORSE INDEX AND KERNEL

Theorem A.1 ([21]). Suppose that 0 < α 6= 1
3
. For the linearized operator (3.6), we have

(1) The Morse index of LΓαk
is 2k − 1, and kerLΓαk

= span{hθ}, where h is the support
function of Γαk .

(2) The Morse index of LΓα∞ is 2d
√

1 + 1/αe − 1.3 If α = 1
k2−1

, then kerLΓα∞ =
span{cos kθ, sin kθ}. Otherwise kerLΓα∞ = ∅.

APPENDIX B. ODE LEMMAS

The following lemma is used in Section 3.

Lemma B.1 ([36, 25, 23]). Suppose that x, y, z : (−∞, T ]→ [0,∞) are absolutely contin-
uous functions satisfying x+ y + z > 0, lim inf

τ→−∞
y(τ) = 0, and

|x′| ≤ ε(x+ y + z),

y′ ≤ −y + ε(x+ z),

z′ ≥ z − ε(x+ y),

(B.1)

for some ε > 0. Then, there exist some positive universal constants ε0, c such that if ε ≤ ε0

then either x+ y ≤ cεz holds on (−∞, T ] or y + z = o(x) as τ → −∞ .

In Section 5, we need a version of the above lemma on a finite interval.

Lemma B.2. Let x, y, z : [−L,L]→ [0, ε) be absolutely continuous functions satisfying

|x′| ≤ σ(x+ y + z),

y′ ≤ −y + σ(x+ z),

z′ ≥ z − σ(x+ y),

for some σ ∈ (0, 1
100

). Then,

y + z ≤ 8σx+ 4εe−
1
4
L, (B.2)

holds for s ∈ [−L/2, L/2].

3dxe denotes the least integer greater than or equal to x.
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Proof. We define β := y − 3σ(x+ z). Then, 0 < σ < 1
100

and x, y, z ≥ 0 imply

β′ ≤ −y + σ(x+ z) + 3σ2(x+ y + z)− 3σ(z − σ(x+ y)) ≤ −1
2
β, (B.3)

namely d
ds

[e
s
2β(s)] ≤ 0. Hence, remembering x, y, z ∈ [0, ε), if s ≥ −L/2, then

β(s) ≤ e−
s
2 e−

L
2 β(−L) ≤ εe−

L
4 , (B.4)

holds. Namely, the following holds for s ∈ [−L/2, L].

y ≤ 3σ(x+ z) + εe−
L
4 . (B.5)

Similarly, γ := z − 3σ(x+ y) satisfies γ′ ≥ 1
2
γ, namely d

ds
[e−

s
2γ(s)] ≥ 0. Thus,

γ(s) ≤ e
s
2 e−

L
2 γ(L) ≤ εe−

L
4 , (B.6)

holds for s ≤ L/2. Namely, the following holds for s ∈ [−L,L/2].

z ≤ 3σ(x+ y) + εe−
L
4 . (B.7)

Since we have σ < 1
100

and y, z ≥ 0, adding (B.5) and (B.7) yields

y + z ≤ 6σx+ 1
10

(y + z) + 2εe−
L
4 , (B.8)

for |s| ≤ L/2. This completes the proof. �

Lemma B.3. ρ̃, f : (−∞, T ]→ R are absolutely continuous functions satisfying

lim
τ→−∞

f(τ) = 0, lim
τ→−∞

ρ̃(τ)e−
|λ|
2
τ = +∞, |ρ̃′| ≤ 1

2
|λ|ρ̃, (B.9)

for some λ 6= 0. Moreover, there exist some constants K > 0 and TK ≤ T satisfying

λ−1f ′ ≤ −f +Kρ̃, (B.10)

for τ ∈ (−∞, TK ]. Then, there exists some T∗ ≤ TK such that

f+ := max{f, 0} ≤ 2Kρ̃ (B.11)

holds for τ ≤ T∗.

Remark B.4. Notice that 0 ≤ |ρ̃′| ≤ 1
2
|λ|ρ̃ implies ρ̃ ≥ 0. However, f is not necessarily

non-negative.

Proof. Towards a contradiction, we suppose that there exists a decreasing sequence {τi}i∈N
satisfying τi ≤ TK , lim τi = −∞, and β(τi) > 0, where β := f − 2Kρ̃. Then,

λ−1β′ = λ−1f ′ − 2λ−1Kρ̃′ ≤ −f + 2Kρ̃ = −β (B.12)

holds for τ ≤ TK , namely
1
λ
d
dτ

[eλτβ(τ)] ≤ 0. (B.13)

Hence, if λ > 0 then (B.13) implies eλτβ(τ) ≥ eλτ1β(τ1) > 0 for τ ≤ τ1. Thus, (B.10) and
β > 0 yield

λ−1f ′ ≤ −f +Kρ̃ = −β −Kρ̃ < 0, (B.14)
for τ ≤ τ1. Therefore, f is decreasing in (−∞, τ1], and this contradicts

0 < β(τ1) ≤ f(τ1) ≤ lim
τ→−∞

f(τ) = 0. (B.15)
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Therefore, we have λ < 0 and thus eλτβ is an increasing function by (B.13). Hence, β(τi) >
0 implies β(τ) > 0 for τ ∈ [τi, TK ]. Since τi diverges to −∞, we have β(τ) > 0 for all
τ ≤ TK . Thus, (B.10) yields

f ′ ≥ −λ(f −Kρ) = |λ|(1
2
f + 1

2
β) > |λ|

2
f. (B.16)

Therefore, for τ ≤ TK we have

e−
|λ|
2
TKf(TK) ≥ e−

|λ|
2
τf(τ) ≥ 2Ke−

|λ|
2
τ ρ̃(τ). (B.17)

This contradicts the assumption that e−
|λ|
2
τ ρ̃→ +∞ as τ → −∞. �

Lemma B.5. ρ̃, f : (−∞, T ] → R are absolutely continuous functions satisfying (B.9) and
λ−1f ′ ≤ −f + o(ρ̃) for some λ 6= 0. Then, f+ = o(ρ̃) holds.

Proof. Given any small ε > 0, we apply Lemma B.3 with K = ε. �

Lemma B.6. ρ̃, f : (−∞, T ] → R are absolutely continuous functions satisfying (B.9) and
f ′ = −λf +O(ρ̃) for some λ 6= 0. Then, we have f = O(ρ̃).

Proof. f ′ = −λf + O(ρ̃) implies |λ−1f ′ + f | ≤ Kρ̃ for some K > 0. Thus, Lemma B.3
implies f ≤ 2Kρ̃ for negative enough τ . In addition, we can apply Lemma B.3 for −f so
that we can obtain −f ≤ 2Kρ̃ for negative enough τ . This completes the proof. �

APPENDIX C. SHRINKERS IN ENTROPY ORDER

In this part, we investigate the entropies of closed shrinkers. Note that the entropy is
invariant under scaling. We will show the following ordering of the entropy.

Theorem C.1. Given α ∈ (0, 1/8), the entropies of closed shrinkers satisfy

0 = Eα(Γα∞) > Eα(Γαk0
) > · · · > Eα(Γα3 ), (C.1)

where k0 = d
√

1 + 1/αe − 1 ≥ 3. Here, dxe denotes the smallest integer that is greater
than or equal to x.

To begin with, we calculate the entropies of shrinkers by using their support functions.

Proposition C.2. The shrinker Γαk with the support function h satisfies

Eα(Γαk ) = − 1 + α

2(1− α)
log

( 
S1

h1−1/α(θ)dθ

)
. (C.2)

Proof. We recall from Proposition 2.10 the unique entropy point ze of Ωα
k , where Γαk = ∂Ωα

k .
If ze 6= 0, then the rotation by 2π/k yields another entropy point due to the symmetry of Γαk .
This contradicts the uniqueness of the entropy point and thus we have ze = 0. Hence, (C.2)
follows from (2.11) and the following identity

A(Ωα
k ) =

1

2

ˆ
S1

h(h+ hθθ)dθ =
1

2

ˆ
S1

h1− 1
α (θ)dθ. (C.3)

�
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Next, we will recall the period function Θ(α, r) from [7, Section 2], and we will also recall
a family of solutions U(α, r, θ) to the shrinker equation (2.9) from the proof of Lemma 7.2
of [7]. In order to explain Θ(α, r) and U(α, r, θ), we begin by considering the solution
u : [0,+∞)→ R+ to the initial value problem

u′′ + u = u−
1
α , u′(0) = 0, u(0) = u+ > 1. (C.4)

Since u′′(0) = u
− 1
α

+ −u+ < 0, there exists some Θ such that u′ < 0 in (0,Θ) and u′(Θ) = 0.
We denote u− = u(Θ) and consider the ratio r = u+

u−
> 1. Then, by (2.4) and (2.6) in [7],

u± and r have the following relation for α 6= 1.

u2
± + 2α

1−αu
1− 1

α
± = E(α, r) :=

(
2α(1−r

α−1
α )

(1−α)(r2−1)

) 2α
α+1 (

r2−r
α−1
α

1−r
α−1
α

)
. (C.5)

As mentioned in [7], E(r) is an increasing function of r for r ≥ 1. In addition, we can

observe that F (u+) := u2
+ + 2α

1−αu
1− 1

α
+ is also an increasing function of u+ for u+ > 1.

Hence, we can consider u+ > 1 as a function of (α, r), and we can parametrize Θ by (α, r)
instead of (α, u+). Indeed, Θ : (0, 1)× (1,∞)→ R satisfies

Θ(α, r) =

ˆ r

1

(
r2−r

α−1
α

1−r
α−1
α
− x2 − r2−1

1−r
α−1
α
x
α−1
α

)− 1
2

dx. (C.6)

Moreover, we denote by U(α, r, θ) the solution to the equation

Uθθ + U = U−
1
α (C.7)

satisfying Uθ(α, r, 0) = 0 and U(α, r, 0) = u+(α, r) > 0. Then, we have

Uθ(α, r,Θ(α, r)) = Uθ(α, r, 0) = 0. (C.8)

In this appendix, we will fix α ∈ (0, 1
3
) so that we can denote Θ(α, r), U(α, r, θ) and

E(α, r) by Θ(r), U(r, θ) and E(r), respectively.

Now, we define
η(θ) = ∂

∂r
U(r, θ). (C.9)

Then, (C.7) implies
ηθθ + η = − 1

α
U−1− 1

αη, (C.10)
and also differentiating (C.8) in r yields

ηθ(Θ(r)) + Uθθ(r,Θ(r))Θr(r) = ηθ(0) = 0. (C.11)

Finally, we define f : (1,∞)→ R by

f(r) =
1

Θ(r)

ˆ Θ(r)

0

U(r, θ)1−1/αdθ. (C.12)

Notice that U(r,Θ(r)) ≤ U(r, θ) ≤ U(r, 0) and r = U(r, 0)/U(r,Θ(r)). Hence,

lim
r→1+

f(r) = 1. (C.13)

Lemma C.3. Given α ∈ (0, 1
3
), f(r) is an increasing function.
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Proof. Taking the derivative of f yields

df(r)

dr
= Θ−1

[
U(r,Θ)1−1/αdΘ

dr
+

ˆ Θ

0

(
1− 1

α

)
U−1/αηdθ

]
−Θ−1dΘ

dr
f. (C.14)

To calculate the integral on the RHS, we combine (C.7) and (C.10) as follows.

(1 + 1
α

)

ˆ Θ

0

U−
1
αη dθ =

ˆ Θ

0

(Uθθ + U)η − (ηθθ + η)U dθ = Uθη − Uηθ
∣∣Θ
0
. (C.15)

Hence, the Neumann conditions (C.8) and (C.11) imply

(1 + 1
α

)

ˆ Θ

0

U−1/αηdθ = U(r,Θ)Uθθ(r,Θ)
dΘ

dr
. (C.16)

Therefore, combining with the first equation yields

f ′ = Θ−1Θ′
[
U(r,Θ)1−1/α + α−1

α+1
Uθθ(r,Θ)U(r,Θ)− f

]
. (C.17)

Using Uθθ = U−1/α − U , we obtain the following identity

U1− 1
α + α−1

α+1
UθθU = α−1

α+1

[
2α
α−1

U1− 1
α − U2

]
. (C.18)

Hence, by the definition (C.5) of E(r), we have

f ′ = Θ−1Θ′
[

1−α
1+α

E − f
]

= 1−α
1+α

Θ−1Θ′
[
E − 1+α

1−αf
]
. (C.19)

On the other hand, by using (C.7) we can obtain
∂
∂θ

(U2 + 2α
1−αU

1− 1
α ) = 2(U − U−

1
α )Uθ = −2UθθUθ = − ∂

∂θ
U2
θ . (C.20)

Therefore,
E(r) = U2

θ (r, θ) + U2(r, θ) + 2α
1−αU

1− 1
α (r, θ), (C.21)

holds for θ ∈ [0,Θ(r)], and thus we have

E(r) =
1

Θ(r)

ˆ Θ(r)

0

U2
θ (r, θ) + U2(r, θ) + 2α

1−αU
1− 1

α (r, θ) dθ. (C.22)

Hence, combining with (C.12) and (C.7) leads to

E − 1 + α

1− α
f =

1

Θ

ˆ Θ

0

U2
θ + U2 − U1− 1

α dθ =
1

Θ

ˆ Θ

0

U2
θ − UUθθ dθ. (C.23)

Therefore, the Neumann condition (C.8) implies

E − 1 + α

1− α
f =

2

Θ

ˆ Θ

0

U2
θ dθ. (C.24)

Thus, (C.19) yields

f ′ =
2(1− α)

1 + α
Θ−2Θ′

ˆ Θ

0

U2
θ dθ. (C.25)

Since dΘ
dr
> 0 holds for α ∈ (0, 1

3
) by [7, Corollary 5.6], we have the desired result. �
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Proof of Theorem C.1. By [7, Theorem 3.1] and [7, Corollary 5.6], for each 3 ≤ k ≤ k0

there exists rk satisfying Θ(rk) = π/k. Moreover, [7, Corollary 5.6] implies

1 < rk0 < · · · < r3 <∞. (C.26)

Hence, (C.13) and (C.3) yield

0 < log f(rk0) < · · · < log f(r3). (C.27)

Now, we recall the definition of Γαk that the support function h(θ) of Γαk attains its maxi-
mum at θ = 0. Then, we have h(θ) = U(rk, θ). Therefore, Proposition C.2 and the k-fold
symmetry of Γαk lead to

Eα(Γαk ) = − 1 + α

2(1− α)
log f(rk). (C.28)

Hence, the inequality above says

Eα(Γα3 ) < · · · < Eα(Γαk0
) < 0. (C.29)

Therefore, we can complete the proof by observing Eα(Γα∞) = 0, because the unit circle Γα∞
has the support function h ≡ 1. �
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