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CLASSIFICATION OF NONCOLLAPSED TRANSLATORS IN R*

KYEONGSU CHOI, ROBERT HASLHOFER, OR HERSHKOVITS

AssTrRACT. In this paper, we classify all noncollapsed singularity models for the mean curvature flow of
3-dimensional hypersurfaces in R* or more generally in 4-manifolds. Specifically, we prove that every
noncollapsed translating hypersurface in R* is either R x2d-bowl, or a 3d round bowl, or belongs to the

one-parameter family of 3d oval bowls constructed by Hoffman-Ilmanen-Martin-White.
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1. INTRODUCTION
A hypersurface M" = R"*! is called a translator if its mean curvature vector satisfies
(1) H=1"

for some 0 # v € R"*!. Solutions of () correspond to selfsimilarly translating solutions {M; = M +1tv} g

of the mean curvature flow,
) (0)" = H(x).

Translators model the formation of type II singularities under mean curvature flow, see e.g. [Ham95,
HS99 WhiO3]]. We recall that Huisken and Hamilton grouped singularities of the mean curvature flow at
some time 7 into type I and II, depending on whether (T — t)|A|? stays bounded or not [Hui90, Ham93].
Type I singularities are modelled on shrinkers, and are easier to analyze than type II singularities. For
example it is known in any dimension that the round cylinders R* x S”~* are the only mean-convex
shrinkers [Hui93,IWhiO3|], and also the only stable shrinkers [CM12]. In an attempt to get a grasp on type
II singularities, translators have received a lot of attention over the last 25 years, but despite these efforts
no general classification result has been obtained for n > 3, not even for convex graphs.

For n = 2, there is by now a very precise understanding of translators. Altschuler-Wu [AW94] con-
structed a translator that is the graph of an entire rotationally invariant function, called the bowl. In
[Wan11l], Wang proved that the bowl is the unique (up to rigid motions and scaling) convex translator in
R3 that is an entire graph. More recently, a complete classification of graphical translators in R? has been
obtained by Hoffman-Ilmanen-Martin-White [HIMW19], building on important prior work of Spruck-
Xiao [SX20]. Namely, they proved that any such translator is either a bowl, or a grim reaper surface, or
belongs to the one-parameter family of A-wings discovered by Ilmanen. See [Ngu09|, [HMW22al] and
[HMW?22b] for other examples of translators, and [HIMW21] for a survey article about translators in R>.
See also [CCK21] for a recent classification of translators of the @-Gauss curvature flow in R3.

For n > 3, in his pioneering work [Wan11]], Wang constructed graphical convex translators that are not
rotationally symmetric, addressing a conjecture of White [WhiO3l]. The only instances for n > 3 where
some classification has been obtained are the uniformly 2-convex case [Has15, [BL17,[SS21]] and the case
of solutions contained in strip regions [BLT20], which both very much behave like the 2-dimensional case.

1.1. Main results. In the present paper, we address the classification problem for translators in R*. We
focus on the situation most relevant for singularity analysis, namely the noncollapsed case. We re-
call that a hypersurface M is called noncollapsed if it has positive mean curvature and there is some
@ > 0 such that at every point p € M the inscribed radius and exterior radius is at least &/H(p), see
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FiGURE 1. The oval bowls M, are 3-dimensional translating hypersurfaces in R*, whose
level sets look like 2-dimensional ovals in R3. It is a one-parameter family of translators,
whose principal curvatures at the tip are (k, %, %) For k = 1/3 it is the round bowl

(with round spherical level sets), while for k — 0 one has convergence to R x 2d-bowl.

[SWO09, [And12, [HK17]. It is known since the work of White [WhiO0, (Whi03|] that all blowup limits of
any mean-convex mean curvature flow are noncollapsed. In fact, one can take @ = 1, see [Brel5, HK15].
More generally, by Ilmanen’s mean-convex neighborhood conjecture [[Im03)], which has been proved re-
cently in the case of neck-singularities in [CHH22,I(CHHW?22], it is expected even without mean-convexity
assumption that all blowup limits near any cylindrical singularity are ancient noncollapsed flows.

Let us first review the known examples of noncollapsed translators in R*: Two examples that have
been known for quite a while are R x Bowl, - the product of the line with the 2-dimensional bowl
from from Altschuler-Wu [AWO94], and Bowl; - the 3d round bow! constructed by Clutterbuck-Schniirer-
Schulze [[CSS07]. More recently, Hoffman-Ilmanen-Martin-White [HIMW 19]] constructed examples that
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are not rotationally symmetric. Specifically, for every triple (ki,k>,k3) of nonnegative numbers with
k1 + ko + k3 = 1 they proved that there exists at least one unit-speed graphical translator with tip principal
curvatures (ki,kp, k3). Moreover, they showed that when one takes k; < ky = k3 then one always gets
a translator that is an entire graph and has circular symmetry in the last two variables. It is not hard to
show that these entire graphical translators are in fact noncollapsed (see Theorem [4.2). Hence, for ev-
ery k € (0, %) there exists at least one noncollapsed translators M; — R* that is noncollapsed and circular
symmetric and whose principal curvatures at the tip are (k, %k, %k) The HIMW-translators {Mj }e(0,1/3)
interpolate between My = R x Bowl, and M3 = Bowls. Furthermore, as we will see later, the HIMW-
translators have oval level sets, as illustrated in Figure[Il and we thus refer to them as the oval bowls.

Our main classification theorem shows that any noncollapsed translators in R* in fact must be equal, up
to rigid motion and scaling, to one of the examples from the literature that we reviewed above:

Theorem 1.1 (classification of noncollapsed translators). Every noncollapsed translator in R* is, up to
rigid motion and scaling,

e cither R x Bowl,,

e or the 3d round bowl Bowls,

e or belongs to the one-parameter family of 3d oval bowls {Mk}ke(o,l /3) constructed by Hoffman-
llmanen-Martin-White.

In particular, our main theorem provides a complete classification of singularity models for the mean
curvature flow of embedded mean-convex hypersurfaces in R* or more generally also in 4-manifolds
(observe that even for general ambient 4-manifolds the blowup limits always live in Euclidean space). To
discuss this, recall that for mean-convex flows all blowup limits are noncollapsed and convex [Whi0O0,
Whi03, [HS99, [HK17]]. In particular, for type I singularities one can always pass to a type I blowup limit
that is a shrinker by Huisken’s monotonicity formula [Hui90l], while for type II singularities one can
always pass to a type II blowup limit that is a translator by Hamilton’s Harnack inequality [Ham95]].

Corollary 1.2 (classification of singularity models). For the mean curvature flow of closed embedded
mean-convex hypersurfaces in R* (or more generally in a 4-manifold), every type I blowup limit (ala
Huisken) is

e cither a round shrinking S 3
e ora round shrinking R x §2,
e or a round shrinking RZx S

and every type 1l blowup limit (ala Hamilton) is

e cither R x Bowl,,

e or the 3d round bowl Bowls,

e or belongs to the one-parameter family of 3d oval bowls {Mk}ke(o, 1/3) constructed by Hoffman-
llmanen-Martin-White.
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In particular, our corollary seems to be the first general classification result of singularity models in
higher dimensions. Recall that while singularities for mean curvature flow in R? and for three-dimensional
Ricci flow are by now well understood, the classification of singularities in higher dimensions, without
special assumptions such as two-convexity or positive isotropic curvature, is widely open.

Our main classification result is related to a recent breakthrough by Angenent-Daskalopoulos-Sesum
[ADS19, [ADS20], who proved that every compact ancient noncollapsed flow in R* (or more generally in
R"*+! assuming uniform 2-convexity) is either a round shrinking sphere or an ancient oval. The ancient
ovals, whose existence has been proved in [Whi03} [HH16|], are compact ancient solutions that for t — 0
converge to a round point, but for 1 — —o0 look very oval, namely like a cylinder with two bowl-like caps.

Let us now discuss some major challenges that arise in establishing our main classification result:

First, the round bowl has a neck-tangent flow at —oo, i.e.
(3) lim AM,-2, = R x S2(\/—41),
but oval bowls have a bubble-sheet tangent flow at —oo, i.e.
(4) lim AM, -2, = R? x S1(+v/=21).

While the case of neck-singularities has been analyzed extensively over the last 20 years culminating
in the recent classification from [[ADS19, |[ADS20, BC19, IBC21| (CHH22, (CHHW?22]| (see also [Bre20),
ABDS?22,[BDS21] [LZ18, BN20, BDNS23]| for corresponding classification results for the Ricci flow), the
classification of bubble-sheet singularities up to now seemed to be a problem out of reach.

Second, the classification of ancient ovals from the recent breakthrough by Angenent-Daskalopoulos-
Sesum [ADS19, [ADS20]] crucially relies on the property that eventually all such ovals agree up to rigid
motion and scaling. In contrast, the examples from [HIMW19] for different values of k are genuinely
distinct, and furthermore it is not known a-priori whether or not the HIMW-family is unique and depends
continuously on k. Even though this may sound like a more technical point, this actually causes the fol-
lowing fundamental issue: In the spectral analysis one cannot kill the neutral and unstable modes in any
straightforward way.

Third, the classification of round bowl and ancient ovals crucially relies on the fact that they are ro-
tationally symmetric. In contrast, the oval bowls from [HIMWI19] are only SO(2)-symmetric but not
SO(3)-symmetric. In particular, this increases the number of independent variables, and thus precludes
the direct use of ODE techniques or techniques from 1+1 dimensional parabolic equations.
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1.2. Key results and outline of the proofs. Let us now outline the main steps of our argument. Roughly
speaking, our main classification result will follow by combining the following five key results:

e Theorem (blowdown and circular symmetry),

e Theorem (uniform sharp asymptotics),

e Theorem (spectral uniqueness),

e Theorem [I.7] (existence with prescribed eccentricity),
e Theorem [L.8] (monotonicity and analyticity).

We will now discuss these five key results in turn. For the rest of this outline, we denote by M = 0K
any noncollapsed translator in R*, where we normalize without loss of generality such that it translates
with unit speed in positive x;-direction. Assuming that M is neither R x2d-bowl nor a 3d round bowl, the
ultimate goal is to show that it is an oval bowl M, and is uniquely determined by the tip curvature k.

In Section 2] we discuss coarse asymptotics and circular symmetry. The key to get started is:

Theorem 1.3 (blowdown and circular symmetry, c.f. [CHH21, [Zhu22l)). The blowdown of M = 0K is
always a halfline, more precisely

(5) ﬂlirr%)/lK ={e; |1 =0}
In particular, M has a unique tip point and is SO(2)-symmetric.

The result about the blowdown has already been established in our previous paper [CHH21]]. To prove
this we had to rule out the potential scenario of noncollapsed wing-like translators, which we did via fine-
bubble sheet analysis. In particular, the blowdown directly yields the existence of a unique tip point where
x1 is minimized. It then follows from a recent result by Zhu [Zhu22] that M is SO(2)-symmetric. Zhu’s
proof was based on a bubble-sheet version of the Brendle-Choi neck improvement theorem [BC19, BC21]].
Exploiting the fact that the blowdown is a halfline, we found a shorter proof of Zhu’s result, which is based
instead on methods from [Brel3)|Has15]] and which we include for convenience of the reader.

Theorem also yields further important information about the coarse asymptotics of the level sets
(6) =M~ {x; = h}.
Exploiting the more quantitate information from the proof we show that for every 6 > 0 we have

. diam(z")
(7) lim —=

hooo  fl/2+6 =0.

Moreover, using the vanishing asymptotic slope property, which follows again from Theorem we
show that the level sets move almost like a mean curvature flow of surfaces in R?. Namely, we show that

(8) |H — H"| < CH?,

where H is the mean curvature of M, and H" is the mean curvature of " < {x; = h}.
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In Section 3] we establish uniform sharp asymptotics. Loosely speaking, our result shows that the level
sets M n {x; = —t} have the same sharp asymptotics as the ones from Angenent-Daskalopoulos-Sesum
[ADS19] for the 2-dimensional ancient ovals in R3, and moreover these sharp asymptotics hold uniformly
for certain families of translators. In more detail, we establish uniform sharp asymptotics for the profile
function of the level sets. Specifically, assuming without loss of generality that the SO(2)-symmetry from
above is in the x3x4-plane centered at the origin, we can express the level sets as

) = {(—t, X, x3,x4) €RY: —d™ (1) < x <d (1), (55 + xﬁ)l/2 = V(x, t)} :

The profile function V(x, 1) is defined for all 7 « 0 and all x on a maximal interval [—d~ (), d™ (r)]. We

also consider the renormalized profile function v defined by

(10) v(y, 1) = eV (e 2y, —e ).

Moreover, in the tip regions we define Y (-, 7) as the inverse function of v(-, 7), and let
(11) Z(p,7) = |7|'/? (Y(\T\*l/zp, 7) — Y(0, T)) .

As we will see, in the central region there is an inwards quadratic bending of the form

= _y2—2 o(l7|!
(12) v(y,7) = V2 N (I77h).

It will be crucial that our uniform sharp asymptotics in all regions hold for all times where the function v
behaves approximately like (I2)) in an Gaussian L?-sense. To describe this, let us discuss some background

and notation. The evolution of v is governed by the one-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator
(13) e=0,-30,+ 1.

Recall that € is a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space $ := L*(R, e/ 4dy), and that

(14) H=9+DHDdH-,

where 9 is spanned by the unstable eigenfunctions | = 1 and ¥, = y, and H is spanned by the neutral
eigenfunction ¥y = y*> — 2. We write p4 and py for the orthogonal projections on $ and $,. Moreover,
we fix a small constant 8 > 0, and consider the cylindrical profile function

(15) ve = ¢c(v)v,

where ¢ is a suitable cutoff function that localizes in the cylindrical region C = {v > %0}. Finally, given
any 79 « 0 after a suitable shift in the xjx;-plane we can assume that

(16) P+ (veo(ro) — V2) = 0.

Definition 1.4 (k-quadratic). We say that M (normalized as above and centered as in (16)) is k-quadratic
at time 7 if its cylindrical profile function v¢ satisfies

-2
V8|70l

K

ve(y,70) — V2 + < m,
5 0

(17)
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and for every 7 € |27, 79| the renormalized hypersurface M, = e~ 72M_ - can be expressed locally as
a graph of a function u(yy, y2, 7) over the cylinder R? x S'(1/2) with the estimate
(18) sup (-, 7) s (o2 1100y < |70 T
7€[270,70]
Here, the small parameter « > 0 measures the deviation from (I2)) in the Gaussian L?>-norm. The con-
dition involving the bubble-sheet function u is more technical and can be ignored at first reading.

Using these notions, we can now precisely state our uniform sharp asymptotics:

Theorem 1.5 (uniform sharp asymptotics). For every € > 0 there exists k > 0 and T, > —o0, such that if
M is k-quadratic at time T for some Tg < Ty, then for every T < 1 the following holds:

(i) Parabolic region: The renormalized profile function satisfies
2

v(,7) — V2 (1 Y _2>‘ < |i Iyl <&™h).

" ECINE

(ii) Intermediate region: The function v(z,7) := v(|t|"/%z, 1) satisfies

(20) P(z,7) — V2 —2%| < &,
on [—ﬁ—ks, \/5—8].
(iii) Tip regions: We have the estimate
(21) 1Z(-,7) = Zo ()| cro0B0.e—1)) < &
where Zy(p) is the profile function of the 2d-bowl with speed 1/ ~/2.

Moreover, for every T < 1y the renormalized hypersurface M, = e "/*M _e—t can be expressed locally as
a graph of a function u(yy,ys, ) over the cylinder R> x S'(/2) with the estimate

—1/5
(22) Julcspo.te1n0) < 171717
Finally, given any k > 0, after suitable recentering every M is k-quadratic at time 1y, provided Ty =
T0(M, k) > —00 is sufficiently negative.
In particular, the uniform sharp asymptotics imply that the level sets X" satisfy the estimate
d*(h)
A/2hlogh

Also, while we initially only assumed that we have the graphical radius |T|1/ 100 for 279 < 7 < 70, the

(23)

l|<e.

theorem shows that we actually get the improved graphical radius |7 1710 for all T < 7.

To prove the uniform sharp asymptotics, we carry out a fine bubble-sheet analysis, which generalizes
the fine neck analysis from [ADS19]. Roughly speaking, this can be done by carefully analyzing the
evolution of u(yy,ys,7), which is governed by the two-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator

2 2y :
(24) L=0 +0, =50 —30,+1.
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The most challenging part is to establish that the estimates are in fact uniform for all M that are x-quadratic
at time 7. To this end, remembering Definition[I.4] (k-quadratic) we have to (i) upgrade information at the
single time 7 to information for all T < 7, and (ii) upgrade information about profile function v(y, ) in
the Hilbert space $ to information about the bubble-sheet graph function u(y;, y2, 7) in the larger Hilbert
space H =~ H ® H. To accomplish (i) we use Merle-Zaag type arguments. To accomplish (ii) we exploit
the fact that |0y, | is exponentially small on our bubble-sheet thanks to the translator equation.

Our next key result says that noncollapsed translators in R* are uniquely characterized by the spectral
projection of their cylindrical profile function to the unstable and neutral space:

Theorem 1.6 (spectral uniqueness). There exist k > 0 and T, > —0o0 with the following significance: If
M" and M? are noncollapsed translators in R* (normalized and centered as before) that are k-quadratic
at time 1o, where 79 < Ty, and if their cylindrical profile functions vé, and vé satisfy

(25) Py (Vé(To) — vé(‘ro)) =0 (equal spectral center),
and

(26) po(vé(ro) - vé(ro)) =0 (equal spectral eccentricity),
then

27) M' = M.

The statement of Theorem (spectral uniqueness) is similar to the main technical result of [ADS20].
Some important technical differences are that Theorem [L.6lis uniform across all x-quadratic solutions and
that instead of simply truncating the difference of profile functions, we use the intrinsic localization (13)).
This is crucial to ensure that having equal spectrum is manifestly an equivalence relation.

The biggest difference, however, is how these theorems can be applied. For the ancient ovals it was
shown in [ADS20, Section 4] that by a suitable rigid motion and scaling one can always arrange that the
truncated difference of the profile functions satisfies the conditions p. (w¢(79)) = 0 and po(we(79)) = 0.
This of course was only possible since the ancient ovals are — at the end of the day — unique up to rigid
motion and scaling. In contrast, the HIMW translators are a genuinely distinct one-parameter family of
solutions. While an easy shift in the x;x;-plane still allows us to impose our usual centering condition
(L6), which in particular implies (23)), dealing with the spectral eccentricity is far more subtle. In particu-
lar, since it is not known a priori whether or not the HIMW family is unique and continuous, while all tip
curvatures k are realized, it is highly nonobvious whether or not all spectral eccentricities are realized.

In Section 4] we overcome the above difficulties and complete the proof of the main classification
theorem, modulo the proof of the spectral uniqueness theorem, which will be proven in the last section. A

key point is to show that the Hoffman-Ilmanen-Martin-White construction in fact realizes all eccentricities.

1
3
h < oo, there exists an SO(2)-symmetric translator-with-boundary M%", with tip at the origin and whose

To describe this, recall from [HIMW19] that for every ellipsoidal parameter a € [0, 3] and every height
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boundary lies at height x; = / and is an ellipse of the form a*x3 + (1;2")2x§ + (52)2x2 = R%, where

R = R(a, h). We then define the HIMW class A as the collection of all possible limits, namel
(28) A= {.lim M%"i | g; € [0,1/3] and h; — oo} .
1—00

We first establish some basic properties of this class and show that every member of A is noncollpased.
Hence, the above results apply to the class A. Also, given any 7, it is easy to see that there is a unique
shift in x;-direction such that our centering condition (I6) holds. We denote this shifted class by A’

We then consider the eccentricity map

(29) E A SR, M~ <Vg(7'0),2 — y2>5.

Observe that the expected value of & for translators satisfying the sharp asymptotics at time 7 is

4/ 2n

(30) ey = .
|7o|

Our next theorem shows that in fact all values in a neighborhood of definite size are realized:

Theorem 1.7 (existence with prescribed eccentricity). There exist a constants k > 0 and T, > —o0 with
the following significance. For every 1o < T, and every x € R with |x — eg| < — there exists a shifted

10]7o|
HIMW translator M € A’ that is k-quadratic at time 7y and satisfies
(31) EM) = x.

The theorem, applied in combination with the other key results from above, has the following two
fundamental consequences:

(A) Every noncollapsed translator in R* is, up to rigid motion and scaling, a member of the HIMW
class A.

(B) The space A is homeomorphic to an interval.

Let us sketch how these two fundamental facts follow: Given any noncollapsed translator M — R* that is
neither a 3d bowl nor splits off a line, by Theorem [L.3] (uniform sharp asymptotics), choosing 7y « 0, nor-
malizing and shifting, we can arrange that the centering condition (I6) holds and that M is 1{5-quadratic
at time 7(. Then, by Theorem[I.7] (existence with prescribed eccentricity) we can find a k-quadratic shifted
HIMW translator M’ € A’ with E(M’) = E(M). Finally, Theorem [L.6] (spectral uniqueness) implies that
M = M’, which yields [(A)] Moreover, a similar argument, now also using the fact that our sharp asymp-
totics are uniform, in fact shows that every point in A has a neighborhood that is homeomorphic to an
interval, which yields

Let us now explain our strategy to prove Theorem [[.71 We fix 79 « 0 and denote by B, the set of all
translators M € A’ that are k-quadratic at time 7¢. By Theorem (spectral uniqueness) the restricted

A priori this slightly generalizes the construction from Hoffman-Ilmanen-Martin-White, but a posteriori it will be equivalent.
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eccentricity map &|g, : B, — R is injective. Our goal is to show that the image of &|g, contains the
interval

K K
32 I := - — — .
(32) {‘30 10/ % " 10|TO|]

We choose a reference translator M that is 1g—o-qualdratic at time 79. Observe that (M) is contained

in the interior of /. Also recall that we can express My as a limit of a sequence M; of shifted HIMW
translators-with-boundary with ellipsoidal parameters c; and height ;.
We then run a continuity argument as follows: For each i, we choose the maximal interval [a;, b;] con-
taining ¢; such that for every a € [a;, b;] the shifted HIMW translators-with-boundary M with ellipsoidal
parameters a and height A; satisfies, roughly speaking, the following two properties:

(i) M is k-quadratic at time 7o, and

(i) &(M{) e I.
Since the HIMW construction at any finite height 4; depends continuously on the ellipsoidal parameter, it
is not hard to see that 0 < a; < ¢; < b; < % We then argue that for all large i the endpoint elements are
mapped to the endpoints of the interval, i.e.

(33) EMP)edl and EMP)edl.

To show this, we have to exclude the possibility that ()| gets saturated at the endpoint elements, which we
do using Theorem (uniform sharp asymptotics) together with the fact that E(M¢') € I . For this step,
it is crucial that our notion of x-quadraticity only depends on the behaviour of the cylindrical profile func-
tion at the single time 7y, and that our sharp asymptotics are uniform among such x-quadratic solutions.
Furthermore, invoking in addition a Rado-type argument that will be discussed further below, we show
that

(34) (M) # EMP).

Hence, by the intermediate value theorem for each x € [ there exists some d; € [a;, b;| with S(M?" ) = x.
Finally, passing to a subsequential limit, we get the desired translator M € B, satisfying E(M) = x.

Having established the two fundamental facts [(A)|and [(B)} our final key step is:

Theorem 1.8 (monotonicity and analyticity, c.f. [CHHI). The tip curvature map k : A — [0,1/3] is
monotone and analytic.

Since every monotone analytic function is strictly monotone, this is indeed sufficient to conclude our
main classification theorem (Theorem [I.1)) and its corollary (Corollary [1.2).

To establish monotonicity we use a Rado-type argument. This method, going back to [Rad51], is
traditionally used in the study of 2-dimensional surfaces see e.g. [Gul73l |Che76, MY82, [Ros93, Brel6),
HIMW19]. Here, we observe that the method can be adapted to our setting of 3-dimensional hypersurfaces
with circular symmetry. Finally, analyticity follows from Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction and a linearized
version of the estimates from Section |3l This proof of analyticity is rather standard but also rather lengthy,
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and will thus be given in a separate technical paper [CHH]E

Finally, in Section [5 we prove Theorem (spectral uniqueness), by adapting the argument from
[ADS20] — with some important differences and additional steps — to our setting. To explain the underlying
mechanism, recall that by equation (8)) the level sets almost evolve by mean curvature flow. More precisely,
the profile function V of the level sets of our translator satisfies the equation

1+ VOV + (1 + VAV, =2V, V,V, 1

35 Vi = - —=.
33) ' 14+ V24 V2 4

For comparison, the profile function U of the ancient ovals in R would satisfy

U x 1

36 U, = .
(36) "1+ U2 U

Heuristically, thanks to the vanishing asymptotic slope one hopes that the functions U and V behave quite
similarly. However, while (36)) is an uniformly parabolic PDE, equation (33)) is an elliptic PDE with de-
generating coefficients, so some careful arguments are needed to make these heuristics precise.

In terms of the renormalized profile function our evolution equation takes the form

% 1
2 v

Vyy
37) py =—2 —§W+ N,

_l—l—v§

where N is a certain nonlinear error term, involving second derivatives with respect to both y and 7. Our

inverse profile function satisfies

Y, 1 1
Z =Y, + = (Y —vY,) + e M[Y],

38 Y. =

for another nonlinear term M, which we also view as error term.

We first prove that our profile function is almost quadratically concave, namely

(39) Py < .

This is based on the maximum principle, and thus some care is needed to handle the error term as opposed
to the analysis of the ovals in [ADS20], where the profile function was exactly quadratically concave. The

—2 /4

almost quadratic concavity estimate has the important corollary that Y ~ Ce near the tips.

We then consider the difference of the profile functions w := v — v,, as well as its truncated version
(40) we 1= vige(vi) — vagc(va),

2Analyticity is only needed to relate the spectral eccentricity and the tip curvature. Readers who are happy with a classification

of noncollapsed translators in terms of their spectral eccentricity can of course simply skip the paper about analyticity.



NONCOLLAPSED TRANSLATORS IN R* 13

where, as before, ¢¢ localizes in the cylindrical regions C; = {v; > %0}. The difference function w
satisfies an evolution equation of the schematic form

(41) we = 8w + E[w] + e"F[w],

where L is the one-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator. The function w¢ satisfies a related equation
with additional terms coming from the cutoff function. We also work with the difference of inverse profile
functions W := Y| — Y», as well as its truncated version

(42) Wg = o7 - (Y1 — Ya),

where g is a suitable cutoff function that localizes in the tip region 7~ = {v < 26}. The function Wy also
satisfies a related degenerate elliptic PDE, which we again view as parabolic PDE with error terms.

Our energy estimates require certain weighted integral norms, similarly as in [ADS20]. In addition to
the Gaussian L?-norm || ||, one also needs the Gaussian H'-norm

, 1/2
43) M;Umuww@,

and its dual norm || | p+. Moreover, for time-dependent functions this induces the parabolic norms

. 1/2
(4 o= s ([ It
T<To 7—1
where X = 9, D or D*. Furthermore, in the tip region one works with the norm
1 T 26 1/2

(45) |F|2.00 := sup —— (J f F(v, )% gy d0'> ,

r<ro [7]1/4 \Jem1 Jo
where p is a carefully chosen weight satisfying u(v,7) = —in (v,7)% forv = 6/2.

In contrast to [ADS20], we also need exponentially weighted C2-norms to control the higher derivative
terms coming from the nonlinearities ¢* N and e¢” M. Specifically, in the cylindrical region C = C; U C;
we work wit

(46) [ flez, ) == sup <|r|eT sup  (|f] + 15| + 1] + [yl + [fiel + \m)) :
T<T70 y:(y,r)eC
and in the tip region we work with
@) Pl = s (¢ sup (1P 1]+ [Fo] + 1Ful + Pl + 1) )
T<T) v<26

In the cylindrical region we prove the energy estimate

(48) Iwe = powclpew < & (Iweloe + w2 <oy ls.0) + Clwlez, (c)-

. . . . . . . 99
3For technical reasons, in the cylindrical region we use the weight |r]e”. Alternatively, one could use eT007.
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In the tip region we prove the energy estimate

C
(49) IWrlaee < (W20t foco + IWlez )

70
The proofs of these energy estimates are along the lines of [ADS20], but with various additional steps and
technical tweaks necessitated by our intrinsic localization and the nonlinear terms.
We then combine our two energy estimates, taking also into account the equivalence of norms in the
transition region similarly as in [ADS20], to derive the decay estimate

(50) Welpeo + [Wrlaw < € (Iwlez, ) + Wz ) -

exp

For comparison, in the corresponding estimate in [ADS20, Section 8] the right hand side would simply
vanish and one could conclude directly that w and W vanish identically. In our case, however, the estimate
(30) is only half of the story, since the right hand side contains the exponentially weighted error terms
coming from our nonlinearities. While (30) gives control backwards in 7, we also need an estimate that
gives control forwards in 7. To this end, we consider the Hausdorff distance of the level sets, namely

(51) D(h) := duausaort (M"  {x1 = h}, M* ~ {x; = h}).

Note that D(h) is essentially equivalent to the sum of the L* norms of w and W at time 7 = — logh. We

—7'+1

then consider the level /' = e , where 7/ € (—o0, 7] is such that

(52) [wle2

exp exp

@+ Wlea, oy <2¢” (17 1Wllcaie, + 1Wlearr, ) -
Using the comparison principle for translators we show that we have the weighted L™ -estimate

(53) sup  D(h) < 10(log ')'/*D(K') .

hell /e, 1]
Using this weighted L*-estimate control, we can then estimate the weighted C2-norms in terms of the
weighted L?-norms via interior estimates. Specifically, taking also into account that thanks to our sharp
asymptotics the ellipticity of (33)) only degenerates polynomially in log /2, we derive the estimate

(54) w2

exp

© tWle ) < g(wel oo + IWrl2m).

exp

Finally, combining (50) and (54) we infer that w and W vanish identically, i.e. that M' = M?. This
concludes the outline of the proof.
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Choi, Wenkui Du and the anonymous referee for very helpful comments.
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2. COARSE ASYMPTOTICS AND CIRCULAR SYMMETRY

Let M — R* be a noncollapsed translator. Without loss of generality we can assume that it translates
with unit speed in positive x;-direction, namely

1
(55) H=c.

By the convexity estimate [HK17, Theorem 1.10], our translator is convex. If M splits off a line, then it
must be R x2d-bowl by [Has15]]. We can thus assume from now on that M is strictly convex.

2.1. Coarse asymptotics. Let K be the closed domain bounded by M. Consider the blowdown

(56) K := lim AK.
A—0

By the main theorem of our prior paper [CHH21]| the blowdown is a halfline, namely
(57) K ={le;|1>0}.
In the following, we write v for the outwards unit normal.

Proposition 2.1 (asymptotic slope and tip point). We have {e|,v) — 0 as x; — 00. Moreover, there exists
a unique tip point py € M such that x)(po) = inf pepr x1(p).

Proof. By (57) and convexity, the fact that (e, v) — 0 as x; — o0 is clear.
To find a tip point, assume without loss of generality that 0 € M, and consider the infimum

(58) m:= ;g{lxl (p).

Let p; € M be a minimizing sequence. Suppose towards a contradiction that |p;| — 0. Then, up to a
subsequence p;/||pil| — w € S3, and the ray £,, := {Aw |1 = 0} is contained in K, and thus in K. By
(37) this implies w = e, which contradicts the assumption that p; is a minimizing sequence. Thus, there
exists a point py with

(59) x1(po) = inf xi(p).
peM
By strict convexity this tip point is unique. This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Next, by [HK17, Theorem 1.14] and [CM135] the tangent flow to M; = M + te; at time —oo0 is either a
neck or a bubble-sheet, namely either

(60) lim AM -2, = R S2(v/—41),
or
(61) lim AM;—2; = R? x S1(+/=21).

If (60Q)) holds, then M is the round bowl by [Has15]. We can thus assume from now on that (61]) holds.
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Let us now consider the level sets
(62) st = M~ {x; = h).
By strict convexity, the level sets X" are compact and diffeomorphic to the two-sphere.

Proposition 2.2 (diameter growth). The level sets satisfy
. diam(zh) . diam(Z")

for every 6 > 0.

Proof. The first estimate follows from the assumption that we are in case (61). To prove the second
estimate, note that since M is strictly convex, [CHH21, Theorem 1.10] implies that in the fine bubble-
sheet expansion of the renormalized flow M, = e”/>M_,—. the neutral mode is dominant. Hence, we can
apply [CHH21|, Corollary 1.8], which says that given any ¢ > 0 for 7 « 0 we have the estimate

(64) M, ~ {x; = 0} = B(0,¢).

On the other hand, using the translator equation and remembering the renormalization we see that

(65) sh— e (M; n {x; = 0}),

where T = — log h. Combining these facts yields the assertion. O

As a corollary of the proof we also obtain:

Corollary 2.3 (inscribed radius). The maximal inscribed radius of the level sets satisfies

. rin<zh) .
(66) hlg& (2n)1/2 !

Proof. By (6]) the renormalized flow M, for T — —co converges toI' = R? x §'!( \/E) Hence, using the
inwards quadratic bending from [CHH21, Theorem 1.7] we see that the maximal inscribed radius of M,
for 7 — —oo converges to /2. Together with (63), where T = — log A, this implies the assertion. O

The following estimate shows that the mean curvature of the level set is, up to a cubic error term, the

same as the mean curvature H of the translator, when x; is high:

Proposition 2.4 (mean curvature of level sets). There exists a uniform constant C < o0 such that
(67) |H — H"| < CH?,

where H" is the mean curvature of X" = M ~ {x; = h} in P" = {x; = h}.

Proof. On a translator we have —VH = A(e/,—) and —(VH,e;) = AH + |A|*H. Thus,

(68) |A(e],e])| < |AH| + |A*H.

From the local curvature estimate [HK17, Theorem 1.8], we know that |AH| < CH 3 and so

(69) Alef e} )| < CH’.
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Now, given p € =", let {U, V'} be and orthonormal basis to 7),=" and let W := e[ /||e] ||. Then {U, V, W}
is an orthonormal basis to 7, M and

(70) H=AUU)+AWV,V)+AW,W) =A(U,U) +A(V,V) + O(H>).

Now, let ¢ and yy be unit speed curves in X" such that y¢;(0) = p and ¥y(0) = U respectively yy(0) = p
and y},(0) = V. Then

(71) H = +95.v) + O(H?).

On the other hand, the normal to X" in P" is

S v+ Hey

72 =
(72) T

As (U,e;) = 0and (V,e;) = 0, we conclude that
(73) H" =y + 70,V = O + 90w (1 + O(H?)) = (H + O(H))(1 + O(H?)).

This proves the proposition. O

2.2. Circular symmetry. Let M — R* be a strictly convex noncollapsed translator, normalized such that
it translates with unit speed in positive x;-direction, and that the tip is at the origin. Further, suppose that
M is not the round bowl. By Colding-Minicozzi [CM135] the asymptotic cylinder R? x S! is unique. We
can assume without loss of generality that the R?>-factor is in the x;x,-plane. Let R be the rotation vector
field corresponding to the circular symmetry of the asymptotic cylinder, namely

(74) R = x30y, — x40y, .
The goal of this subsection is to give a short proof of Zhu’s theorem:

Theorem 2.5 (circular symmetry). M is SO(2)-symmetric. More precisely, there exists some a € {0} x R?,
such that the recentered translator M — a is invariant under rotations generated by the vector field R.

Note that rotations with center a € {0} x R? are generated by the vector field
(75) Ry = (x3 —a3)0y, — (X4 — a4) 0y, .
Consider the rotation function f, := (R,,v), where v is the outwards unit normal of M. Our goal is to

find some a € {0} x R? such that f, vanishes identically on M.

Proposition 2.6 (weighted estimate, c.f. [Has15l Proposition 3.1]). For all h > 0 we have
Ja

(76) sup
{x1<h}

ﬁ’ < sup
HI o=n

Proof. On our translator, the rotation functions and the mean curvature satisfy
(77) (A+el -V+IAP) fu=0,
(78) (A+el -V+I|AP)H=0.

Hence, the assertion follows from the maximum principle. O
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Proof of Theorem[2.31 Consider the function

79 B(h) := i a
(79) (h):= _min_, max |fal

Case 1: Suppose there is a sequence #; — o0 with B(h;) = 0. For each i, choose g; such that

(80) max _|f,| = 0.
{x1=h;}

Proposition (weighted estimate) implies that f,, = 0 in the region {x; < h;}. Observe that
(81) fa,’ = fO - <Ti5 V>5

where T; = (0,0, —d),,a}). Thus, (T;,v) = f; in the region {x; < h;}. Hence, g; is constant and f,, = 0
everywhere, and we have proven rotational symmetry.

1
Case 2: Suppose now that B(h) > 0 for h large. Fix 7 € (0, 1/4) such that 7~ 21° > 2D, where D < w0 is
the constant from [Has15, Proposition 4.1]. By Proposition 2.2 (diameter asymptotics) we have
(82) B(h) < O(h'/?+9).
Hence, we can then find s#; — o0 such that

1
83 inf B(h) = =7t/**°B(h,).
(83) L (h) 57 ()

Choose a; such that

(84) max |fy| = B(h).
{x1=h;}
Let p; € M n {x; = h;} be a point where the maximum in (84)) is attained, and consider the renormalized
function
(85) fi = B(h)" ",

Recall that the family {M, = M + te| },cr moves by mean curvature flow. If we view f, as a one parameter
family of functions on M;, then equation ({77)) takes the form

(86) ofi = (A+ AP fi.

Set A; := H(p;), and consider the parabolic rescalings

(87) M= (M2, = pi).
and
(88) file ) == A7 x + p A7),

where x € ]\71; . Note that ]\71; moves by mean curvature flow and that ﬁ satisfies the parabolic equation

(89) afi = (A + AP f.
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Observe that 4; — 0 by Proposition 2.1] (asymptotic slope) and the translator equation. On the other hand,
using Corollary [2.3] (inscribed radius) and the sharp noncollapsing estimate from [HK15] we get

(90) liminf (2h;)"22; > 1.

1—00

Thus, by the global convergence theorem [HK17, Thm. 1.12], for i — o0 the mean curvature flows ]\71;
converge (subsequentially) to an ancient noncollapsed mean curvature flow M;’O that splits off a line in
xp-direction. Write 1\2?0 = N; x R. Observe that N, is noncompact by (61). Hence, by the classification
from Brendle-Choi [BC19] the 2d-flow N; must be either (a) a round shrinking cylinder {C;},.; /2, or (b)
a translating bowl soliton B.

Using equation (83]), Proposition 2.6] (weighted estimate), and the knowledge of the mean curvature of
the limiting flow, we see that f,, converges (subsequentially) to a limit f = {f(¢)}, which after splitting of
the R-factor in x;-direction can be viewed as a function on N, solving

1) of = (A, + |AN*) 1,

that in case (a) satisfies | f(z,6,7)| < 4 for ¢ € (0, 1), and in case (b) satisfies |f(z,6,1)| < C(1 +z)~"/2,
where z and 6 denote the height and angle on N,. Moreover, since divgsR = 0 and (R, 0, ) = (R, x,) = 0,
the divergence theorem yields, after splitting off an R-factor in x;-direction, that for every z we have

92) f F(2.0,6)d0 = 0.
Let us first consider case (a). Note that f is independent of z. Hence, [Has15, Proposition 4.1] gives
(93) inf sup|f(1) — fr| <D (3 —1)
TeR? ¢,

for all t € [1/4,1/2), where fr = (T,v) for translations T € R?. On the other hand, we have

inf sup |fi(1—1)~ frl =inf sup |47 —0)~frl=inf s [F(0) s
{x1=0} {x1=nh:} {xi=hi—a7 (-1}
1 B(hi—/l._z(%—T)) 1 1
_ . _ _ i > - /246
{x1=h; A; (G-7)}

for i large enough, where we used ([83)) and (90) in the last step. Taking the limit as i — oo gives

©2) inf sup [f(§ — )~ fr| > 5727,
Cy

7T

Since 77240 > 2D, this contradicts (93). This completes the analysis in case (a).

Finally, in case (b) Proposition (Liouville property) from below gives a contradiction. This finishes
the proof of the theorem. O

In the above proof we have used the following proposition:
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Proposition 2.7 (Liouville property). Suppose f is a solution on the 2d-bowl B of

(96) (A+e] -V+IAP)f =0,
such that for every z we have

97) f £(2.0)d0 — 0.

If

(98) Ifl<Cc(l+2)7 12

for some C < o0, then f = (.

Proof. The argument from [Has15]], which has been written for f = fz but also applies for other solutions
f of satisfying (O8], shows that f = (T, v) for some T € R?. By (O7) we must have T = 0. O

3. UNIFORM SHARP ASYMPTOTICS

Throughout this section, M — R* denotes any noncollapsed translator that is neither the 3d round bowl
nor R x2d-bowl. As before, we normalize such that the translation is in x;-direction with unit speed.

To establish the sharp asymptotics we need suitable inner barriers for the renormalized mean curvature
flow near the cylinder I' = R? x S'!( \/E) To begin with, recall from Angenent-Daskalopoulos-Sesum
[ADS19, Figure 1 and Section 8] that there is some Ly > 1 such that for every a > L there are shrinkers

(99) ¥, = {surface of revolution with profile r = u,(y;),0 < y; < a} c R>.

The parameter a captures where the concave functions u, meet the y;-axis. In our previous paper [CHH21,
Section 3] we constructed a bubble-sheet foliation I', — R* by shifting and rotating the ADS-shrinker
foliation %, — R>. For the present paper, we need the somewhat more general inner barriers

(100) )= {(rcos@,rsin@,y3,y4) 1 0€[0,2n), (r —n,y3,y4) € Za} c RY,
where we now shift by n > 0 instead of by 1.

Proposition 3.1 (barriers). The hypersurfaces T act as an inner barriers for the renormalized mean
curvature flow in the region |(y1,y2)| = 3n7'.

Proof. Being an inner barrier for the renormalized mean curvature flow is equivalent to the condition
1/
(101) Hpr < 553,v).

To show this, note that by symmetry of the hypersurfaces I'), it suffices to compute Hp» in the region
{y» = 0, y1 > 0}, where we can identify points and unit normals in I’} with the corresponding ones in X,
by disregarding the y,-component. The relation between the mean curvature of a surface ¥ < R? and its
(unshifted) rotation I' = R* on points with y, = 0 and y; > 0 is given by

1
(102) Hr = Hy + y—(el,v>.
1
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In our case, the convexity of X, gives {e;,v) = 0, so using (I02)) and the shrinker equation we infer that
1 1 1,
(103) Hpy = §<y —ner,v) + y—1<el,V> < §<y, v,

where in the last inequality, we have used that y; > 25~!. This proves the proposition. O

3.1. Sharp asymptotics in bubble-sheet region. We consider the renormalized mean curvature flow

(104) M, =e*M_, -,
where T = —log(—1). Then, M, converges to
(105) I =R?>x S'(V2)

as T — —o0. Recall that we have circular symmetry (see Theorem 2.3). In particular, this symmetry
must preserve I'. This symmetry must also preserve the positive ej-axis. Hence, after shifting M in the
x3x4-plane, the hypersurfaces M, are left invariant by the rotation vector field

(106) V= X3€4 — X4€3.

Denote by Q. the set of points y = (y1,y2) € R? such that (y, 7 cos 8, 7sin6) € M, for some r > 0. There
exists a unique function u : Q, x R — (—+/2, c0) such that

(107) (v, (V2 + u(y, 7)) cos 6, (V2 + u(y, 7)) sin ) € M,
and
(108) yE%Tu(y, 7) = —V2.

Moreover, there exists an admissible graphical radius function py(t) for T < 74, namely a positive smooth
function pg : (—00, 7] — Ry with lim;—, _o, po(7) = o0 such that

(109) —po(7) < py(7) <0
and
(110) lll s (B0.2p0 (2))) < P0(T) 7

hold for 7 < 1.

Since M, moves by renormalized mean curvature flow, the graph function u satisfies the equation

2
Uy, Uy, 1 1
(111) Uy = (6-~——>ui.——+—<\/§+u—y~Vu>.
' i,jz=:1 YO [Vul2) Y 2w 2
This yields
(112) ur =Lu+ E,
where

(113) L=—+— = -—=— +1,
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and where the error term thanks to (I10) satisfies the pointwise estimate
(114) |E| < Cpy* (|u| + [Vul).

The two-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator £ has 3 unstable eigenfunctions, namely

(115) Lyi,y2,
and 3 neutral eigenfunctions, namely
(116) M =25 = 2.0

Next, we fix a smooth cut-off function y : R™ — [0, 1] such that y(s) = 1 for s < 1 and y(s) = 0 for
s = 2. Then, we define

s\ 2
o o= ([ it () e )
y1<2p0(7) (PO( )) 242m
and
(118) B(r) = sup a(o).
O<T

Arguing similarly as in [CHH22| Proof of Lemma 4.17] we see that the inverse Poincare inequality from
[CHH21, Proposition 4.4] yields that lim,—, _,, B(7) = 0.

Proposition 3.2 (barrier estimate). There are constants ¢ > 0 and C < oo such that
(119) [u(y. 7)| < CB(r)?
holds for ly| < ¢B(t)"% and T < 0.

Proof. By parabolic estimates (see [CHH21, Appendix Al]), there is a constant K < oo such that
(120) lu(y. 7)| < KB(7)

holds for |y| < 2L and 7 « 0, where Ly is the constant from the ADS-foliation (99). Given 7 « 0,
consider the barrier hypersurface I', = I’} from (I00) with parameters n = 1 and

(121) a= __ %

VEBE)
If we choose ¢y small enough, then by [ADS19, Lemma 4.4] the profile function u, of the ADS-shrinker
X, satisfies

(122) ug(Lo — 1) < V2 — KB(%).

Combining this with (I2Q), the inner barrier principle from Proposition B.1limplies that ', is enclosed by
M, for |y| = Lo and 7 < %. Since u,(+/a)? = 2 — 2/a (see e.g. [CHH22, Equation (195)]), this yields

2
(123) (xf2+u(y,%)> >2—2/a
for |y| € [Lo, +/a — 1]. Hence, remembering (IZ1) we conclude that
(124) u(y,7) = —CB(r)

NI—=
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holds for |y| < C,B(T)_% and 7 « 0. Finally, by convexity, using also (I20)), this lower bound implies a
corresponding upper bound. This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

We now define
(125) p(t) == B(r) 3

Then, Proposition [3.2] (barrier estimate) and standard interior Schauder estimates give

(126) Ju( )l s 3y 0y < (T2
for 7 « 0. Moreover, thanks to [CHH21, Theorem 1.10] the neutral eigenfunctions dominateH and we thus
have
d
(127) - 2 = o(a?)
This implies
(128) —p(1) <P (r) <0

for T « 0, i.e. p is an admissible graphical radius function.

We now work with the truncated graph function

(129) iy 7) = u(y, Oy (25)

where p denotes the improved graphical radius from equation (123).
Proposition 3.3 (evolution equation). The function it satisfies

i — i — L2
(130) o0t = Lii Vel +E,

where the error term can be estimated by
|E| <Cxlul® + Cx|Vul*[V2ul + Cl¥'|o™" (|Vul + [y][u])
(131) + Cl" o2 [ul + Cx(1 = x) (Ju* + [V2u[?).
Proof. We compute
(132) |0ct — x| = |yllo0 ™2 ul < Clx'lo™" |yllul,
and
(133) | Lit — yLu| = ‘uAX +2Vu - Vy — %uy . V)(’ < Cl|p! (|Vul + lyllu]) + Cly" o2 |ul.

Moreover, we have

i yu? yu
(134) — + 22— <x(1 —x)u?, ’—‘ < xlul?.
242 242 x(1=x) 4+2+2u Xl

Together with (I12) and (I14)) (with pg replaced by p) this yields the desired result. m|

“4Thanks to the SO(2)-symmetry the fine tuning rotation S (7) from [CHH21] Proposition 4.1] is simply the identity matrix.
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We now consider the neutral eigenfunction
_3 1
(135) Yo =272(%)3(3 —2).

which is normalized with respect to the Gaussian inner product (-, - )¢;. Here, for 6-independent functions
the Gaussian inner product is given by

(136) (Fo gy = f F()g(y)(8m) b ay.
We now define
(137) ag = (i, Yo)H-

Then, by [CHH21| Theorem 1.7] we have
(138) it = aogo + o(|aol)
in H-norm.

Lemma 3.4 (error estimate). The error term E from Proposition (evolution equation) satisfies the

estimate

1

(139) E, woda| < CB(7)*5

fort < 0.

Proof. Using the inverse Poincare inequality from [CHH21|, Proposition 4.4], the argument from [CHH22,
Proof of Proposition 4.21] applies. O

Proposition 3.5 (evolution of expansion coefficient). The coefficient a from the expansion (I138)) satisfies
1

(140) Loy = —(£)4ad + ().

Proof. Using Proposition (evolution equation) and Ly = 0 we see that

(141) Loy = (0t Yoyg = (Lit — z—jﬁaz + E, o)y = —%ﬁaz + E, Yo)n.
Together with (I38) and Lemma[3.4] (error estimate) this implies

(142) Lo = —ﬁcag +0(B?),

where

(143) c= f (8o M ay.

Computing c yields the desired result. O

Theorem 3.6 (inwards quadratic bending). The function it satisfies
%2
2V2

(144) lim |r|a(y, 1) =
T—>—00

in H-norm. In particular, for T < 0 we have

(145) Ja(, )|l = @rfe)3[e|~" + o(le| ).
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Proof. Let
(146) Bo(T) := sup |ao (),

O<T
where « is defined in (I37). By Proposition (evolution of the expansion coeflicient) there is some
T4 > —00 so that for T < 7, we have

1
(147) Lag + (£)1ag| < 56

Suppose that at some 7y < 7, we have By(7o) = |ao(70)|. Then,
1
(148) —Lay(19) = (£)*eg(t0) — 185(t0) = 2ag(to) > 0,
)

implies that there exists some small § > 0 such that @o(7) > a@o(79) holds for 7 € (t9 — 8, 7¢). Since
Bo(to) = |ao(to)| = |ao(7)| for T < 19, we thus have ap(79) < 0.

Next, we choose any time 7 < 7 satisfying Bo(71) = |o(71)|, and an interval [ = [11,7'] < [71,74]
such that £ (7) < 0 for 7 € I. Since ag(t1) < 0, we have —ay(7) = Bo(t) for all 7 € I. Moreover,
(149) —%cxo > %aé(‘r) > %G(Z)(Tl) >0

holds for all 7 € I. Therefore, if 7 < 7, we can keep extending 7’ until 7/ = 7,.. Namely, —a(7) = Bo(7)
holds for all T € [y, 7«]. Since 7; was arbitrarily, we infer that —ao(7) = Bo(7) for all T < 7. Namely,
we have ag < 0 and

1
(150) Loy = —(£)iag + o(aj),

for all 7 < 7. Integrating this ODE yields

(151) ao(t) = —(2n/e)s + o(1)

7]

for 7 « 1. Together with (I38)) this implies the assertion. i

Recall that in contrast to [ADS19] [ADS20], where only a single solution was considered, we need
estimates for families that are uniform depending only on the quadratic bending in the central region. As
opposed to the introduction, we will first work with the following stronger notion of x-quadraticity:

Definition 3.7 (strongly k-quadratic). We say that a noncollapsed translator M in R*, normalized as above,
that is neither a 3d round bowl nor R x 2d-bowl, is strongly k-quadratic from time 7 if

(i) p(r) = |7|"/1° is an admissible graphical radius function for < ¢, and

(ii) the truncated graph function &(y,7) = u(y, 7)x < %) , satisfies the estimate
2
A y; =2 K
(152) a(y, ) + < —  fort < 1.
220, Il

Corollary 3.8 (strong k-quadraticity). For every k > 0 and every noncollapsed translator M in R?,
normalized as above, that is neither a 3d round bowl nor 2d-bowl xR, there exists T, = Ts(k, M) > —0
such that M is strongly k-quadratic from any time Ty < T.
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Proof. By Theorem (inwards quadratic bending) and the inverse Poincare inequality from [CHH21,
Proposition 4.4] we have 8(t) ~ |r|~!. Together with the above, this implies the assertion. i

Finally, in the parabolic region the L?-estimate from Theorem can be upgraded to an L*-estimate.
Moreover, this estimate kicks in at time 7 and is uniform depending only on «:

Proposition 3.9 (uniform asymptotics in parabolic region). For every € > O there exist constants k > 0
and T, > —00, such that if M is strongly k-quadratic from time 7y < Ty, then we have the estimate

y% -2 &
(153) u(y,7) + 2 AT
fort < tpand|y| <&
Proof. Consider the difference
(154) D(y,7) = a(y,7) — ;3\;

If M is k-quadratic from time 7, then by definition we have
K

(155) Dl <
7]

for every 7 < 79. On the other hand, by Theorem (inwards quadratic bending) and the parabolic
estimates from [CHH21, Theorem A.1] there exist a constant C = C(g) < 00, such that

(156) sup |u(y,7)| < Clr|™!,

ly|<2e~1

for T < 7, provided 79 < 74 (&). Therefore, standard interior estimates give

(157) ID( ) lwse(po.e—1y) < Clr| ™!
for such 7. Applying Agmon’s inequality with (I53)) and (I57) we conclude that
£
(158) ID(s )1 (B(0,6-1)) < T
provided « is sufficiently small. This proves the proposition. O

3.2. Sharp asymptotics in intermediate region. To capture the intermediate region we consider the
function

(159) ¥(z,7) = V2 +u(0, ||z, 7).

We will show that 7(z, 7) converges to /2 — z2 uniformly on each compact interval in (— +/2, 1/2). More
precisely, we make this convergence explicit in the parameter « of strong k-quadraticity:

Proposition 3.10 (intermediate region). For every € > 0 there exist k > 0 and v, > —o0, such that if M
is strongly k-quadratic from time Ty < Ty, then on I = [— V2412 - &| we have

vz, 1) — \/2—22‘ <e.

(160) sup

zel, <1
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Proof. We will adapt the proof from [ADS19, Section 6] to our setting.

Lower bound: By [ADS19, Lemma 4.4], there exist some ay = 1 and an increasing function M :
(ag,0) — (100, c0) with lim M(a) = oo such that the profile function u, of X, satisfies
a—0

2 _
(161) () < Va3

for 0 <y < M(a). Let 6 > 0 be such that % > /2 — &, and define

| 2
(162) a(r) = 1|—+T|6.

Choose 7. such that
(163) 51 < min{M (|7, |?), [r] 27},

and such that

2
(164) ‘«/2 (1—(137)2) —ua(T)(y)‘ <e

hold for every 7 < 7, and |y| < a(r), which is possible in light of [ADST9, Lemma 4.3].
s

()
— R* is compact and enclosed by the cylinder

By Proposition 3.1] (barriers) for each fixed ¥ < 7¢ < 7, the static hypersurface FZ — R* plays the

0

role of an inner barrier in the region |y| > ¢~!. Since 1"2 )

R? x S'(V/2) = lim M,, this yields

T——00
(165) V2 +u(y, 1) = Uaz) (ly| — 306)
fory € Q;\Bs—1(0) and 7 < 7, provided the boundary condition
(166) V2 +u(y,7) = gy (67" — 30)

holds for |[y| = 6! and r < #. To check this boundary condition, note that (I6I) by our choice of
constants implies
[6=1 —36]2 -3 B 62

vaae) 22

Moreover, using also Corollary [3.9] (uniform asymptotics in parabolic region) we see that if our solution

(167) Uar) (671 —36) — V2 < —

is k-quadratic from time 7y < 74, for « sufficiently small, then (after reducing 7, to be the minimum of its
current value and the value from Proposition [3.9) we have

2-2+6 2 -2
o > _ ly| > e

22| 227 2V2[%]
for |yl = 67! and 7 < #. Thus, the boundary condition (I66) indeed holds for |y| = 6! and 7 < #.
Consequently,

(168) u(y.7) >

(169) 3(z%) = V2 + u(0,1#22,7) = uze) (1#]2]2))
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holds for # < 7o and z satisfying |t|776~! < |z| < |#]77a(%). As|#[72a(?) = /1% = V2 — &, while
by the choice ot T, one has || 726~ > [#|~1/1%, we obtain

1
(170) ¥(2,7) = ua() (7))

for |z| € [|T|*ﬁ,2 — &) and T < 7. Thus, by (I64), for every 7 < 7 and |z| € [\T\*ﬁ, V2 — g] we get

2
(a71) Bet) te> 42— 'j'z NCITES
a

Finally, since ¥ is concave in z, we have v(z,7) = min{v(|7|” 00 ,T), V(— |T|100 7)} for |z| < |7]” ™

Putting things together, we conclude that

(172) inf (97 - V2-2) > 2.

lz|<V2—e, <10

Upper bound: Since u is concave, we have

1 1
(173) Uy < — —(\f+u—y Vu)
! V24+u 2
Thus, v(y,7) := (v/2 + u(0,y,7))? — 2 satisfies
1
(174) Ve <V — Eyvy.

Hence, for each @ € R we have

(175) <e*7v(ae%,r)) <0,

YIS

provided 7 is negative enough so that (0, %) € Q.. Thus, for T < 7 we get

Q

(176) v(ae?,T) < e Ty (aege‘%,r —(r— %)) .
Therefore, for o € (0, 1] we obtain
(177) v(y,7) < o 3(oy, T + 2log o).

On the other hand, by Proposition [3.9] (uniform asymptotics in parabolic region), given any A < o0, there
exists k > 0 such that if M is k-quadratic from time 7y < 74, then

(178) vy, 1) < 17T =) + A |
for [y| < A. Thus, for |y| > A we obtain
(179) v(y,7) < (y/A)*v(+A, T — 2log(|y|/A))

(1 —2472)y*

_ -1 . -1

This implies

(181) B(ar) = A2+ vt 22 7) < 2 2(1—2472) + 112
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uniformly for |z| > A|T|_%. In addition, the concavity of v and (I72) yield
(182) 9(z.7) < 20(Alt|72,7) — $(2A|7| " — z,7)
(183) < 2\/2 —2(1 =2A2) + 7|7 V2 = /2 -2+ 2 < V2 — 22 + de.

for |z] < A|T|_%, provided |7| is sufficiently large and A is large enough (which happens for x small

enough). Hence,
(184) sup (V(z,‘r) - \/2—Z2> <de
|zl < V2—e&, <70

This finishes the proof of the proposition. O

3.3. Sharp asymptotics in terms of level sets. Let us now reformulate the results from the previous
subsections in terms of the level sets. Recall that, after re-centering our translator M in the x3.x4-plane, the
level sets =" = M {x; = h} are left invariant by the field x3e4 — x4e3. Hence, we can represent the level
sets as

(185) h— {(h, X2, %3,%4) € RY . —dy(h) < xa < da(h), (B2 + 2)V? = V(xy, —h)} .

The function V(x, t), where t = —h, is called the profile function, and is defined for x = x, € [—d~ (h),d™" (h)].
It vanishes at the endpoints of this interval. We also consider the rescaled profile function v defined by

(186) V(x,t) = vV—tv(y,7)
where
(187) y=— T = —log(—1).

In the tip regions, since dyv # 0, we can define Y (v, 7) as the inverse function of v(y, 7). In addition, to

capture the tips at scale |7|~!/2

(188) Z(p, 1) = |T|1/2 (Y(\T\*l/zp, 7) — Y(0, T)) )

, we consider the function

The following theorem shows that the profile function of the level sets of our translator satisfies ex-
actly the same sharp asymptotics as the profile function of the ancient ovals in [ADS19]. An important
difference with [ADS19], where only a single solution is considered, is that our estimates are uniform:

Theorem 3.11 (uniform sharp asymptotics assuming strong x-quadraticity). For every & > O there exists
k > 0 and T, > —o0, such that if M is strongly k-quadratic from time 7o < Ty, then for every T < 1 the
following holds:

(i) Parabolic region: The renormalized profile function satisfies

v(y,r)—x/§<1—y2_2>‘<i (y <&

(189)
4| 7]
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(ii) Intermediate region: The function ¥(z,7) := v(|7|'/?z, 7) satisfies

(190) P(z,7) — V2 — 22| <&,
on [—\/54—8, \/E—e].

(iii) Tip regions: We have the estimate
(191) |Z(-,7) —Z()(-)Hcl()()(B(o,s—l)) <eg,
where Zy(p) is the profile function of the 2d-bowl with speed 1/ ~/2.

In particular, X" satisfies the estimate

d*(h)
(192) ———-1|<¢
A/2hlogh
Proof. By definition of the level sets, we have
(193) st — (M — hey) m {x; = 0}.
Hence, describing X" amounts to describing the x; = 0 section of the time r = —h slice of the flow

M; = M + tey, which has already been done in the previous subsections. Specifically, observing that
v(y,7) = /2 4 u(0,y,7) and applying Proposition [3.9] (uniform asymptotics in parabolic region) we
obtain

(194)

- VE(1-522 )< 2 i<

alel 1 Il

which proves the first assertion. Next, by Proposition [3.10] (intermediate region) we have

(195) sup sup |¥(z,7) — V2 —Z* <e,

TSTO |7]<V/2-¢
which proves the second assertion. In particular, scaling back to the original surface " this implies
d*(h)

A/2hlogh

Recall that by Proposition 2.1] (asymptotic slope and tip point) we have H = —{ej,v) — 0 as h — 0.

(196) Il <e

Denote by H;-; (h) the mean curvature of M at the point pf at level 4 with maximal respectively minimal
xp-value. Using the above and Hamilton’s Harnack inequality [Ham95]], similarly as in [ADS19, Section
7.2], we get

N 1
(197) | @Hﬁp(h)— i <

< 2e.

Now, suppose towards a contradiction there is a sequence M’ that is x;-quadratic from time 7o; with
ki — 0 and 79; — —o0, but such that at some time 7; < 7¢,; the function Z;(p,7) is not &-close in
C'(B(0,&7")) to Zy(p), the profile function of the 2d-bowl with speed 1/+/2. Let h; = e~ — o0 be
the height of the tips. Using the theory of noncollapsed flows from [HK17] we see that for i — o0 the
sequence of flows that is obtained from M! by shifting ( p;l—:, 0) to the origin and parabolically rescaling by
\/W converges to an ancient noncollapsed flow M} that splits isometrically as M° = R x N/°.
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By construction, N < R3 is a noncompact ancient noncollapsed flow, whose time zero slice is contained
in a halfspace and with mean curvature 1/+/2 at the base point. Hence, the classification by Brendle-
Choi [BC19] implies that N, is the rotationally symmetric translating bowl soliton with speed 1/ V2.
This yields that Z;(p,7) — Zy(t) smoothly and locally uniformly. For i large enough this contradicts the
assumption that Z; is not &-close to Zy, and thus finishes the proof of the theorem. O

3.4. Uniform sharp asymptotics from one time. In this subsection, we show that one can conclude the
sharp asymptotics from information about the cylindrical profile function of the flow at the time 7y itself.
This will be used in the next section in the continuity method along the HIMW class.

Recall that the renormalized profile function u = u(yy,y»,7) from the bubble-sheet analysis and the
renormalized profile function v = v(y, 7) of the level sets M n {x; = e~ "} are related by

(198) vy, 7) = V2 +u(0,y,7).

In the analysis of the function v we work with the Hilbert space $ := L*(R, e/ 4dy), while on the other
hand in the analysis of the function u we worked with the Hilbert space H = H ® 9H.

Definition 3.12 (x-quadratic). We say that a noncollapsed translator M # Bowl3, R x Bowl, in R*,
normalized as above and centered such that p, (ve(1o) — V/2) = 0, is k-quadratic at time T if

(i) the cylindrical profile function ve = vge(v) at time 7y satisfies

NG =2 K
(199) ve(y, 7o) — V2 + 2 V3ol . -
(ii) and the bubble-sheet graph function u satisfies
(200) sup (s - 7) | et (80,27 /100y < 70| 170

T€[270,70]

In contrast to Definition [3.7] (strongly k-quadratic) here we work with the smaller Hilbert space $, and
more importantly we only prescribe the behavior of the function v¢ at the time 7¢ itself as opposed to
prescribing the behavior at all times 7 < 7¢. The main goal of this subsection is to prove:

Theorem 3.13 (x-quadraticity implies strong k-quadraticity). For every k > 0 sufficiently small there
exists T, > —o0 with the following significance. If M is 5-quadratic at time 7 for some 1o < T, then M
is strongly-x quadratic from time 1.

1/10

In particular, by definition of strong k-quadraticity, we get that p(7) = |7| is an admissible graphical

radius for T < 79, so the solution is graphical on a much larger scale than we initially assumed.

To prove Theorem [3.13] we will start with a lemma that upgrades the information of v in $ to informa-
tion about u in H, essentially by exploiting the fact that 0, u is very small on our bubble-sheet. Before
stating the lemma, we recall that we can decompose

(201) H=H, ®Ho®H-,
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according to the positive, neutral and negative eigenspaces of £, and that we denote the corresponding
projections by P, Py and _. Moreover, in the following we work with the truncated function

(202) a(y1,y2,7) = u(yr, 32, )y <‘(i)l(’i)2)‘) ’

where p(7) is a suitable graphical radius function that will be fixed below.

Lemma 3.14 (upgrade to bubble-sheet). For every k > 0 sufficiently small there exists T, > —o0 with the
following significance. If M is 5-quadratic at time T for some To < T4, then

N yz 2 K

(203) u(r ,

(t0) + < I
and

R 1

(204) [P+ a(70) 4 < e 100"
Proof. First observe that the unit normal at
(205) P = (1232, (V2 + u(y1,y2.70)) c0s 6, (V2 + u(y1.y2.70)) sin 6) € M,
is given by

1
(206) (—8y1 u, —0y, U, cos 6, sin 6) .

\/1 + (Oyu)? + (Oy,u)?
Now, if |(y1,¥2)| < 20(70), then (y,u)? + (y,u)* <« 1, hence in particular |0y, u| < 2|(v,e)|. On the
other hand, since p lies on a bubble-sheet, at the point P on the unrescaled translator corresponding to p,
we have H(P) < ¢™/2. Together with the translator equation H = {e;,v) and (Z00) this yields

(207) sup 10y, u] < 2672,
| (y1.y2)[<2|o| /100
Now, remembering (198)) and integrating this gradient estimate we infer that

(208) sup

| ry2) <70l

V2 + a(y1,y2,70) — Vc(yz,To)‘ < eT°/3,

1/100

provided 179 < T, where we also used that u = & and v = v¢ in the region under consideration. On the
other hand, we have the Gaussian tail estimates

2 2
y -2 ,L K
|y‘2%‘m‘1/100 2\/"1_0‘ |TO|100

and

R y2 -2 _M K
(210) a(y1,y2,70) + 4 dyidyr < 7o[100°
0

2\f|To|

Combining the above inequalities and choosing 7, = 7, («) sufficiently negative, we infer that

(To) \/§+ Y

1
jmax{yn |\[y2[} =7 [zo[ /100

1

y;—2 <
( )1/4

2\f|To|

K

211 R
1 " 200

i(to) +
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where the factor W comes from the different normalizations of the two Hilbert spaces. Taking also

into account the assumption that M is §-quadratic at time 7o, this proves (203).

To derive 204)), we first recall that 4 is spanned by the eigenfunctions ¢g = 1,1 = y1,d2 = ya.
Now, thanks to the normalization p, (ve(19) — v/2)) = 0, for every y; and i = 0, 1,2 we have

0 ),2
(212) f (vc(yz,To) — \/5) gie”Tdy, = 0.
— 00
Moreover, using the pointwise estimate (208)) we see that
ity
(213) f ) a(y1,y2,70)pie” 4 dyidy:
max{|yi[.[y2]}< 5 |z /100
- j 1 (ve(y2,70) — \/E)fﬁie 4 dyidyy| < 1100
max{[y1].[ya|}< § [ro[1/100 7ol
Furthermore, similarly as before we have the Gaussian tail estimates
y K
(214) 7o/ sup f | <vc(yz,ro) - \/§> ¢il e Tdyr < g0
i< L o /100 Izl 2170l /10 7ol
and
ke P
(215) f | a(y1,y2.70)pil e & dyrdyr < 55
max{|yi | ly2[}> 75 [rol /1% 7ol
Combining the above equations we infer that
S s 3k
(216) U f w(y1,y2,70)pie” T dyidyr| < — 55
—o0 J—o0 |TO|
In particular, this shows that
. 1
217) [P+a(70)lg < 55
7ol
and thus finishes the proof of the lemma. O

As another preparation, we need some suitable graphical radius to get the argument started:

Lemma 3.15 (initial graphical radius). There exists some universal number q > 0 with the following
significance. For every k > 0 sufficiently small, there exists a constant T, > —o0, such that if M is

k-quadratic at time 1o < Ty, then p(t) = |t|? is an admissible graphical radius function for T < 7.

Proof. We will use the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality from Colding-Minicozzi [CM15] in combination
with (200) and the discussion after Proposition [3.21 Recall that the Gaussian area of a hypersurfaces in
R*, given by

(218) F(M) = (47r)3/2j e,
M
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is decreasing along the renormalized mean curvature flow. Letting I" be the bubble-sheet cylinder, we have
(219) lim F(M;) = F(I).

T—>—00

Using (200) and Taylor expansion, at time T, we can estimate

ly >+ (v2+u) ly[>+2
j' 0 <(\/§+ u)/ 1+ |Vul?e” 4 —V2e 1 >
M)

Together with Gaussian tale estimates and monotonicity this implies

(220)

(221) 0 < F(T) — F(M,) < 50|o|~/>°

for all T < 7¢. Hence, by quantitative differentiation [CHN13], for any & > 0 and R < o0, there exists T4
such that if 7g < 7, then for every 7 < 7 one has that M, is a C>® graph of with norm at most & over
the cylinder in B(0, R). Thus, by [CM15, Theorem 6.1], there exist K < co and € (1/3, 1) such that for
every 7 < 79 — 1 we have

(222) (FT) — F(M.)'"™" < K (F(Mr—y) — F(Mr1)).
Using the discrete Lojasiewicz lemma [CM15, Lemma 6.9] this yields
(223) (F(T) = F(M;)) < C(K,m)[«| 7'/,

for every T < 279, and

0
- 1/2 _
(224) N (F(_j1) — F(M_))"* < C(K.m)J
j=J
for J = , where p = ﬁ — %. Since the renormalized mean curvature flow is the negative gradient

flow of the F-functional this implies

(225) f f L

for 7 < 279. Hence, applying [CM 15, Lemma A.48], we obtain

\qlz

T duy (q)dt < Cle|™P

V2452

(226) u(y1,y2,6,7) e T < Clr| P

L|(YIJ2)|SPO(T)/2}

for T < 271(, where po(7) is our initial choice of graphical radius. Thus, by Proposition [3.2] (barrier
estimate) the quantity 4 from (II8) satisfies 8(7) < C|t|~?/2, so by (I23) the function |7|~?/? is an ad-
missible graphical radius for 7 < 27(. Hence, setting ¢ = min{ < 35 200} together with (200) we conclude
that p(7) := |7|? is an admissible graphical radius for T < 7. This finishes the proof of the lemma. ]

After these preparations, we can now prove the main result of this subsection:
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Proof of Theorem[3.13] Using the graphical radius p(7) = |7|? from Lemma [3.13] (initial graphical ra-
dius), we define the truncated function & as in (202). Remembering (201]) we consider

Ui (7) o= [Pra(n)]3

(227) Uo(7) = |Poi(7) |7,
U_(1) = |P-a(7)] -

Recall from [CHH21! Section 4] that for 7 < 79 we have the differential inequalities

d
%UJF = U+ - C()pi1 (U+ + UO + U,),

(228) Uo‘ < Cop ' (Uy +Up+U),

‘d
dr
d —1

$U_<—U_+C()p (U++U()+U_),

where Cy < oo is a constant. We will first show that U, dominates in the following quantitative sense:
Claim 3.16 (dominant mode). For every T < T we have the inequality

4C,
p(To) U()(T).

Proof. We argue as in the proof of the Merle-Zaag ODE lemma [MZ98]]. Set £ = Cop(7o)~'. Possibly
after decreasing 7,, we can assume that & < 1/100. Now, if at some time 7 < 79 we had the inequality
2¢(Us + Upy) < U_, then by (228) at this time 7 we would get

(229) Ur(t)+U_(7) <

d
e (U- —2e(Us + Up)) < —U_+e(1+4e)(Uy + Up+ U_) —2eU

1
(230) < ~U—+e(l +4e)(1 + 5)U- <0,

Hence, if the inequality 2e(U + Up) < U_ held at some time 7; < 70, then it would hold on (—o0, 7],
contradicting Theorem [3.6] (inwards quadratic bending). Thus, we must have

(231) U_- <2e(Up+Uy)
for every 7 < 7¢. To finish the proof, we will show that
(232) U, < 8eUy.

for all T < 19. Note that by Lemma [3.14] (upgrade to bubble-sheet) this inequality indeed holds at time
T = 19. Now, if the inequality (232)) failed for some at some time less than 7, then at the largest time
T < 19 where it failed we would have U, = 8&U,. Together with (228]) and (231]) this would imply
d
E (SSU() — U+) < 8(88+ 1)(U+ + U() + U_) — U+

<eBe+1)Be+1+2&(1 +8¢))Uy —8cUp < —eUp < 0.

This contradicts the definition of 7, and thus establishes (232)). This concludes the proof of the claim. O
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Now that we know that U dominates, it is important to determine which eigenfunction in
(233) Hy = span{y% — 2,y§ — 2,1}
is the dominated one. The following claim shows that y% — 2 dominates in a quantitative sense:

Claim 3.17 (dominant eigenfunction). For t < o with |ii(7)|# = e ) we have the estimate

(234)

(). Y2 — 2] + (D) y1y2dme] < [%am(ﬂ.

Proof. Lety := y% — 2,4 = y1y and set @; := (@i, ¥, 4. Then, for i = 1,2 we have

nty
liwpile™ 4 dydy,.

AR

(235) ;| < wpie 4 dyidy;

[— Lo
max{[yi[.[y2[}<3p(7) max{[yi[.[y2[}=3p(7)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the inverse Poincare inequality from [CHH21), Proposition 4.4]
we can estimate the second integral by

2
it C

ke
(236) lipile” ~ 4 dyidy, < -
p(7)

fmax{m L ya2ly=%0(r)
To bound the first integral, note that as in the proof of Lemma [3.14] (upgrade to bubble-sheet) we have

(237) sup V2 + u(yr,y2,7) — v(y2,7)| < €3
1
max{|y |.[y2[}<75p(7)
Hence,
RRes
(238) j | u(yr,y2, )ie” 4 dyidy;
max{|y1],|y2|}<5p(7)
y2+y2
_f | (V(yz,T) - \f2> wie T dyidy| < .
max{|y |.[y2[}<75p(7)

Now, since i, is an odd function of y; we clearly have

Vi+y3

(239) (v02.7) = V2) gae™ T dyadys =0,

1
fmax{yn L2ly<z0(7)

To estimate the integral involving i observe that using the identity

o0 2
(240) j Yre  3dy; =0
—00

for every y, we have

ity i+

(241) f L (v = V2) e dyl——f (v = V2)une T an.
yil<3p(7) yi1=3p(7)

This yields

yi+y;

<V(y2,T) — ﬁ) Yre 4 dyidy

(242) <e %0,

fmax{yl,lhl}é%p(ﬂ
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Combining the above equations establishes the claim. O

Continuing the proof of the theorem, we consider the evolution of the coefficient

(243) g (7) := CU(7), Yo)n,
where we now work with the normalized eigenfunction
(244) vo =2""(5)" 03 - 2).
Note that by the above two claims, @ is dominant in a quantitative sense. Specifically, if we write
(245) i(t) = ao(t)do + w(r),
then for all T < 7y with |ag(7)| = e P(*) we have the estimate
246) (@) < =lao(e)
Now, using Proposition 3.3] (evolution equation) and equation we see that
d

20 = — 550 o) + (E,Yoym
1
(247) = _(%) 403 - %QO<W’ '7[’%>(}'{ - ﬁ<w2’ ¢0>(H + <E’ w0>(}'{’
where E satisfies the pointwise estimate (I31)).

Claim 3.18 (error estimate). For all T < 1o with |ay(1)| = e e have the estimate

(248) |ao(w, Ug)w

C
+ [V woda| + KB, wodp| < mwé(r)-

Proof. Using equation the first term is easily controlled as

C
< Clag||w|g < ——a3(7).
ol el < ~ai(n)
To bound the last term, first observe that E from (I3T) is supported in the ball {|y| < 2p(7)}, so in
particular by the definition of admissible graphical radius we have the estimate

1
p(r)*

(249) |lodw, W g

(250) lu| + |Vu| + [VZu| <
Now, for |y| < p(7)'/? we can estimate

251) Ellol < (Cluf + €IV p(e) < = (uf + V).

Together with the inverse Poincare inequality from [CHH21] Proposition 4.4] this yields
Iy

C C
252 E < A7),
2 flyép(Tﬁ' ole p(7) P(T)a()(T)

where in the last step we used the above two claims. In the remaining domain we have the coarse estimate

a3, <

|Eyry| < Cp(1)? so we can bound

Iy

Byl e ¥ < oo

(253) J
p(1)'2<y|<2p(7)
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1/

Hence, for all T < 79 with |a(7)| = e ?®"” we get

(254) [KE, ¥o)w

o
= e 0

Finally, the second term is controlled similarly as in [ADS19, Proof of Lemma 5.14], but since we need to
check that everything works from time 79 we include the details. By Ecker’s weighted Sobolev inequality
[EckO0] we have

(255) W0, W

< Cf“ Pt M < (w2, + [Vw

7)-

2 .
e To this

end, note that projecting the evolution equation for & from Proposition (evolution equation) to the

Since the Gaussian L?>-norm is already controlled by (246), it thus suffices to control |Vw

orthonormal complement of span{i} gives

(256) ow=Lw+g,

where g at all 7 < 7o with |eo(7)| = e~ satisfies the estimate

1 C C

(257) gl < %)|g + |E|lpg < — i) < ——|ao(7)].

&l 2\@\\ I+ |E] R [l p(TO)I o(7)]
Now, given % < 7, using (256)) and integration by parts we compute

di et Twre M = fe%7(2wg —2|Vw[* — w?) e P/

.
(258) < f e T(g? — 2|Vw[2) e WP/,
and
2 [ ame v [ (TP = 2= (L L+ ) €0
-

(259) < f (1w + L(x = 2)g?)) e /4.

For 7 € [t — 1,7] this yields
a
dr
Hence, together with (246)) and (237)) we infer that

(260)

((T —1)|Vw|* + e%;wz) e M4 < fgz e NP/

C
(261) IVw(r)|3, < — sup (7).
p(7o0) e[t r+1]

Finally, using the second Merle-Zaag ODE from (228)) and remembering (246) we see that

(262) sup (7)) < 2a3(7).
T'e[rr+1]

In light of (233), the last estimate is established and the claim follows. m|
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Now, setting y := (%)% and & := Cp(7g)~' by the evolution equation (247) and Claim B.I8]| (error

estimate) we have

d
(263) ’$a0 + ya/% < 8(1’% (1)

for all T < 7o with |ao(7)| = e ("2 Integrating this differential inequality backwards in time gives

1 1

(1) ao(to)

(264) (y—¢g)(t—19) < < (y+¢)(r—10),
as long as |ag| = e " on [7,70]. Regarding the initial condition, observe that by (203) we have

1
— — 7
aO(TO) Y7o

2

K
(265) < %lm\,

2
provided « is sufficiently small. Hence, if 79 < 7. (k) is so that &£ < %~, then we obtain

<

~

2
(266) % 7],

49
as long as |ag| = e " on [1,7o]. Finally, since ﬁ » e~ I71* if follows from continuity that (266) holds
unconditionally. In other words, we have shown that for all 7 < 7y we have

( ) N 1 3k
aol\T — .
0 yr| 47

(267)

Together with the estimate (246)) this shows that |i(7) |4 ~ |r|~! for every T < 7. Hence, similarly as in
(123) we can now upgrade to the new graphical radius p(7) = |r|'/!° for T < (. Furthermore, combining
and (267) also shows that it, now defined with respect to the new graphical radius, satisfies

y; —2
227

Thus, we conclude that M is strongly x-quadratic from time 7. This finishes the proof of the theorem. O

(268) a(t) +

for T < 1.

~
e

As a corollary of the proof, we also obtain the following projection estimate:

Corollary 3.19 (projection estimate). If M is k-quadratic at time Ty < Ty, then

(269) Io—(ve(ro))ls < —=

100|T0| '
Proof. Setting w(yy,y2,7) := ve(y2, T) we compute

(2¢)7*[p—(ve(70))lls = [P (w(zo)) |2« < |P—(w(z0) — t(r0)) |9« + |P—(@(r0)) |«
(270) < |w(to) — V2 — ia(to) | + U_ (7).

Using again a combination of the pointwise estimate (208) and Gaussian tail estimates we get

K

@) I (x0) = V2~ e e < iy
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Moreover, by Claim 3.16] (dominant mode) and the inequality Uy(7)"/? < C|z|~! we have

1/2
C Cc
(272) U_(n)'?<2 ( 0 ) =
p(70) 7|
Taking 7. sufficiently negative, this implies the assertion. O

As a consequence, we now obtain uniform sharp asymptotics depending only on «-quadraticity:

Theorem 3.20 (uniform sharp asymptotics). For every & > 0 there exists k > 0 and T, > —00, such that

if M is k-quadratic at time T( for some Ty < Ty, then for every T < 19 the following holds:
(i) Parabolic region: The renormalized profile function satisfies

vy, 7) — V2 (1 _ yz—‘2>‘ <Z (<)

(273) <
4| 7]

(ii) Intermediate region: The function ¥(z,7) := v(|7|'/?z, 7) satisfies

(274) [P(z,7) — V2 — 22| < &,
on[—vV2+e V2 &l

(iii) Tip regions: We have the estimate
(275) 1Z(-, 1) — Z()(-)HCIOO(B(O,S—I)) < g,

where Zy(p) is the profile function of the 2d-bowl with speed 1/ /2.
Moreover, we have the estimate

K

(276) [p-(ve(ro))lls < 155

Furthermore, for every T < 7 the renormalized hypersurface My = e "/*M _e—r can be expressed locally
as a graph of a function u(yy,y,,7) over the cylinder R* x §'(~/2) with the estimate

(277) lull 2 (B 0.2171110) < 7|15,

Proof. This follows combining Theorem[3.11] (uniform sharp asymptotics assuming strong «-quadraticity),
Theorem [3.13] (k-quadraticity implies strong «x-quadraticity) and Corollary 3.19] (projection estimate). O

4. FROM SPECTRAL UNIQUENESS TO CLASSIFICATION

In this section, we explain how to derive the main classification theorem from spectral uniqueness.
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4.1. The Hoffman-Ilmanen-Martin-White class. In this subsection, we introduce the HIMW class by
slightly generalizing the construction from [HIMW19, Cor. 8.2], and establish some of its basic proper-
ties. We also fix notations that will be used throughout the remaining subsections.

For every a € [0, %] and every R < oo, consider the ellipsoidal domain given by

1—a)’ 1—a)’
(278) Qur = {(xz,x3,x4) ’azx% + ( > a) x% + (Ta> xﬁ < RZ} )
Let u, g be the solution to the upward moving translator equatiorﬁ
Vu 1
(279) div — =0 onQyp,
VIF Va2 ) 1+ |Vul ‘

u=0 ondQ,g.

As shown in [HIMWTI9, Section 9], it follows from the moving plane method that u, g(x2, X3, x4) attains
its minimum & = £(a,R) € (—00,0) at x; = x3 = x4 = 0, and that u, g is SO(2)-symmetric in the x3x4-
plane, and reflection symmetric in the x,-coordinate. Using interior and exterior bowl barriers one easily
sees that £(a,R) — —o0 as R — o0 and &é(a,R) — 0 as R — 0. Observing also that for any fixed a, the
function R — &(a, R) is strictly decreasing, it follows that for every (£, a) there is a unique R = R(¢,a),

depending continuously on (¢, a), such that u, z(0) = £. By abuse of notation, write u, s = UgR(¢.a)-

We also recall that the gradient estimate from [ES91, Theorem 7.4], together with standard higher
derivative estimates, gives uniform estimates (depending only on a bound for R) for all derivatives of
solutions of the problem (279). In particular, this yields smooth compactness for sequences of translators-
with-boundary with bounded R, and also yields locally smooth compactness for sequences along which
R — 0.

We now shift the tip to the origin, namely we consider the translator (with boundary) defined by

(280) M* := graph(u, s — &).

We can now introduce the HIMW class as the collection of all translators that are obtained as limits of
the above translators M+, for any sequences a; € [0, %] and & — —oo:

Definition 4.1 (HIMW class). The HIMW class is

(81) A {lim M 4y € [0,1/3] and & — _oo},

i—00

Note that, inheriting the properties from M“-i, all elements in A are SO(2)-symmetric in the x3x4-
plane, and reflection symmetric in the x,-coordinate. Moreover, the proof of [HIMW19, Theorem 8.1,

3In contrast to [HIMW19], we use the convention that translators move upwards. In particular, we have u, g < 0.
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Corollary 8.2] carries through to our setting, showing that every M € ‘A is an entire graph. Furthermore,
the circular symmetry together with [HIMW 19| Theorem 9.2] implies that

(282) the principal curvatures at the tip 0 € M are equal to (k, 5%, 15%) for some & € [0, 1].

Let us next explain the relationship with the construction from [HIMW19, Cor. 8.2]. To this end, note
first that when a = 0 then M%< splits off the x,-direction by [HIMW19, Theorem 3.2] hence is a piece of
R x2d-bowl, and when a = % then M%< is O(3)-symmetric hence a piece of the 3d round bowl. For each

fixed &, we consider the tip curvature map
(283) F&:[0,4]1 > [0,1], a—k

Observe that F¢ is continuous as a consequence of the uniqueness and the uniform derivative estimates
that we recalled above. It thus follows from the intermediate value theorem that F¢ is surjective.

In the construction from [HIMWI9, Cor. 8.2] one fixes the tip curvature k£ € [0, 1/3] and then for
& — —oo chooses a; with Fé(a;) = k and passes to a limit of M%*i. Here, we slightly generalized the
construction by also allowing that k; — k depends on i, which a priori leads a larger class of translators (a
posteriori it will be the same) and is important for the argument in Section [4.3]

Theorem 4.2 (noncollapsing and convexity). Every M € A is noncollapsed and convex.

Proof. Consider the associated mean curvature flow M, = M +te;. Since M is an entire graph, M, foliates
the entire space and thus by mean-convexity has polynomial volume growth (indeed this follows from a
standard calibration argument as explained e.g. in [HK17, Remark 2.6]). Therefore, the entropy Ent[M]
is finite. Hence, we can let NV, be a tangent flow to M, at —oo. We claim that N, cannot be a hyperplane
(of any multiplicity). To this end, note that [HIMW 19, Theorem 9.3] implies that for every M € A and
height 1 > 0, the level sets = := M n {x; = h} satisfy
(284) max xp = max x3.

xexh xexh
Now, if N, = Q for some hyperplane Q, then clearly e; € Q. Moreover, by counting dimensions we
see that Q n span{es,eq} # {0}. Together with the SO(2)-symmetry this implies Q = span{ey, e3, 4},
contradicting (284). Hence, N is not a hyperplane.

Claim 4.3. N; is a smooth multiplicity-one self-shrinker.

Proof. Since we have already excluded hyperplanes, in particular the ones of multiplicity-two, this follows
from the methods of White [Whi0O0]. Indeed, first observe that every tangent flow to N, has to be a static
or quasi-static hyperplane (with multiplicity one or two), being a one-sided minimizing stationary cone.
Note also that since N; is self-shrinking, quasi-static hyperplanes (of any multiplicities) are excluded by
the clearing out lemma. Now, letting K; be the domain enclosed by »;, the above implies that a point
x € N; is regular with multiplicity-one if and only if x € Cl(IntK;). This is a closed condition, so the
regular set is closed. Also, the regular set is always open by the local regularity theorem. We will next
show that 0 € Int(K;) for r < 0. To this end, note that in addition to (284) the moving plane method also
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yields that max,.ys X3 is attained at a point with x, = x4 = 0, and that X"~ {x4 = 0} " {x2 > 0} n{x3 > 0}
is graphical both over the x;-axis and the x3-axis. Hence, if O was not an interior point of K;, then we
would have x3 = 0 on K,. Together with the circular symmetry this would imply that K, < span{ey, e, },
which is a contradiction. Thus, Int(K;) # . Since N, is connected (being a limit of graphs), we conclude
that all points are regular with multiplicity-one. This proves the claim. O

Thanks to the claim, we can apply Huisken’s classification of smooth mean-convex shrinkers [Hui93]],
which gives that N, must be a generalized cylinder. In particular, we infer that

(285) Ent[M] < Ent[S'] < 2.

It is well known to experts that this implies that M is a-noncollapsed. For convenience of the reader we
provide a short proof using methods from the work of White [Whi03]] (alternatively, one could apply the
recent local noncollapsing estimate from Brendle-Naff [BN21]]). Suppose towards a contradiction that
there is a sequence of points x; € M whose maximal interior tangent ball is of radius r; < J'H(x j)*l.
Consider the sequence of flows th that is obtained from M, by centering at (x;,0) and parabolically

rescaling by r;l .

Passing to a subsequential limit [[Im94) Whi09]], we obtain an ancient, cyclic, unit-
regular, integral Brakke flow M,, with O € spt(M). As the tangent flow to M; at (0,0) is contained in
a half-space, it must be a hyperplane, with multiplicity-one, by the entropy bound. Hence, (0,0) is a
regular point [Whi05]], and H(0,0) = 0. By the strong maximum principle (see Lemma [4.4] below), this
implies that {M,},« is a static hyperplane. For j large, this contradicts the fact that r ; was maximal. This
establishes interior noncollapsing. A similar argument yields exterior noncollapsing. Finally, by [HK17,

Theorem 1.10] the noncollapsing implies convexity. O
In the above proof we have used the following lemma:

Lemma 4.4 (White’s strong maximum principle, c.f. [Whi03, Theorem 6]). Suppose {M,},<¢ is an an-
cient, cyclic, unit-regular, integral Brakke flow in R* with entropy strictly less than two and such that
H > 0 at regular points. If (0,0) is a regular point and H(0,0) = 0, then {M,},<o is a flat hyperplane.

Proof. By the smooth strong maximum principle, there is an & > 0 such that M; n B(0, €) is a smooth
minimal hypersurface ¥ for ¢ € (—&2,0]. Furthermore, the assumptions of the lemma and [Whi97, The-
orem 9] imply that the singular set of {M,},;<o has parabolic Hausdorff dimension at most 2. We claim
that

(286) X < spt(M,), forallte (—0,0].

Indeed, taking any xp € X and #yp < 0, the smallness of the singular set implies that (xo, ) can be
connected to (0,0) by a time-like space-time curve vy that stays in the regular part of the flow. Hence, by
the smooth strong maximum principle we obtain H = 0 along y. This proves (286)). It follows that the
tangent flow to {M,},<o at —oo must be a flat hyperplane. Hence, {M,},<o itself is a flat hyperplane. O
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4.2. Monotonicity of the tip curvature map. Recall that by definition
(287) F%:[0,1/3] > [0,1/3], aw—k,

maps a to the smallest principal curvature k of the tip 0 € M%< = graph(u, ¢ — &). Recall also that since
F¢ is continuous and fixes the endpoints, it must be surjective. The goal of this subsection is to prove:

Theorem 4.5 (monotonicity). F¢ is strictly monotone.

Proof. If not, there exist a; # a, such that M*¢ and M®< agree at the origin to more than second order.
Consider the difference function

(288) W= Uy, & — Ugy ¢,

defined over the intersection of ellipsoidal domains

(289) Q= Q4 R(a1.6) N Qo R(ar.6)-

We will analyze the nodal set

(290) Z :={w = 0}.

To this end, for any p € Z denoting by d = d(p) be the leading order of w around p, we write
(291) w=w,+E,,

where w), is the degree d Taylor polynomial and the error satisfies

(292) E, = O(lx— pl"*"). VE, = O(lx—pl*). V’E, = O(|x— pl*").

Here, d is finite by Almgren’s frequency function argument (see for instance [CM11], Theorem 6.1]). Now,
observe that

Vi a V a
(293) ( AL 1£(P)Vjttay £(p)

V.V.w, = 0.
1+ Vg, £(p)[? > bl

Indeed, using the translator equation (279) and the product rule for differences we see that

_ Vita ¢V juta £ViV jltay g Vilkay ¢V jlla, £ViV jUhar

1+ |V“tll,§‘2 1+ ‘Vuaz,§|2
o V,-ual,gvjual,gvivjw V,-ual,gvjwViVjuaz’g Vinjuaz,gviVjuaz’sc
1+ |V“tll,§‘2 1+ |V”tll,§|2 1+ ‘Vual,§|2
Vk(u &tu ,g)ka
(294) - T Vittar £V jua £ ViV jha &

(1 + [Vutg, ¢[?) (1 + Vg, £]?)
Since Vw = O(|x — p|¢~") this yields

Vitta, ¢V jUa,

295 0ii —
( ) ( J 1+ |Vual,§|2

> ViViw = 0(|x — p|*™").
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Moreover, thanks to (292) replacing w by w,, only introduces an error of size O(|x — p|?~!), and likewise
freezing the coefficients only introduces an error of size O(|x — p|¢~!) as well. We thus obtain

<5_.  Vittay £(P)V jta £(P)
T+ Vg, e(p)P

(296) ) ViVw, = O(|lx — p|i7 1),

which, since V;V jw), has degree at most d — 2, implies (293).

Now, by the circular symmetry it suffices to analyze the set
(297) Z:=Zn {x4 =0}.

Claim 4.6. There exists a neighborhood of 0 where Z consists of d = d(0) smooth curves intersecting
transversally at 0. Moreover, crossing any of the 2d rays, w changes sign.

Proof of the claim. Since 0 lies on the axis of circular symmetry, wy is a spherical harmonic that is invari-
ant under rotations in the x3x4-plane. Thus, in suitable spherical coordinates we have

(298) wy = corde(cos ),

where P, is the d-th Legendre polynomial, and ¢y # O is a constant. As P, has d distinct roots in
(—1,1), we infer that that near p = 0 the set {wo = 0} n {x4 = 0} consists of d curves intersecting
transversally, and that wy changes sign whenever one crosses any of the 2d rays. The corresponding
behavior of {w = 0} N {x4 = 0} now follows from Lemma 4.8 below. o

Next, setting Q := Q n {x4 = 0} we have:
Claim 4.7. There exists a connected component D of CI(Q)\CI(Z) that does not meet 0.

Proof. Writing ; := Qu, R(ar)> Observe that the ellipses o0, and A€, intersect at 4 points. Hence, 0Q
consists of 4 arcs meeting these 4 intersection points pj, ..., ps. Note that w = 0 on those four intersection
points, but w # 0 anywhere else on 6Q by the maximum principle. Hence, CI(Z) n 0Q = {p1,..., ps},
and consequently there are at most 4 connected components of CI(Q)\CI(Z) that meet 0Q.

On the other hand, by Claim around O the set Q\Z looks like 2d sectors. Let q;L, .. q;, qy -4,
be points in those distinct sectors, where the sign is according to the sign of w. Note that d = d(0) > 3,
since M“% and M agree at the origin to more than second order.

Suppose towards a contradiction that all connected components of CI(Q)\C1(Z) meet 6€2. Then, since
2d > 4, by the pigeonhole principle two points of the set {qli} must be in the same connected component
A, and these points moreover must be of the same sign, as otherwise A = (An {w > 0}) u (A~ {w < 0}).
Since open connected sets in R? are path connected, we can assume without loss of generality that there
is a continuous path y from g, to g, in CI(Q)\CI(Z). We can further assume that v is injective. Finally,
let us complete 7y to a simple closed curve ¥ in CI(Q)\CI(Z) u {0} by connecting g, and g, to 0 in the
small neighborhood of 0. Now, by the Jordan curve theorem, ¥ encloses a bounded domain B. Letting
q;r and q; be the points in the two sectors neighboring g, one of them, without loss of generality q;“,
is necessarily in B. But then the connected component D of g; in C1(Q)\CI(Z) does not intersect the
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boundary: If it did, a curve from q;r to the boundary would have had to intersect ¥, which is impossible
by intermediate value theorem. This proves the claim. O

Finally, considering the orbit of the enclosed region D under the SO(2)-symmetry, this implies that
there is a domain D < Q such that w = 0 on D and w > 0 or w < 0 in D. This contradicts the maximum
principle, and thus concludes the proof of the theorem. O

In the above proof we used the following lemma:

Lemma 4.8. Let y(r) = (rcos 6, rsin6f) be a zero ray of wo around 0. Then there exists a correspond-
ing zero curve ¥*(r) = (rcos 6%(r), rsin6*(r)) of w, such that lim,_,o 6*(r) = 6f. Moreover, there exists
some ry > 0 such that all the zeros of w in B(0, o) lie on such a curve.

Proof. Note that there exist ¢ > 0 and C < o0 such that [w(y{(r))| < Cr**™!, and [(Vw(y5(r)). T)| =
cr=1, and |V?w| < Cré2, where T denotes the unit tangent vector to S (0, r). Thus, there exists & > 0
such that [(Vw,T)| = £r*~! on §(0,r) n B(y&(r), &r). It follows that the equation w = 0 has a unique
solution in S (0,r) N B(y4(r),&r), and this solution x must in fact lic in S (0, ) N B(y&(r), Dr?), where
D < oo. The quantitative version of the implicit function theorem gives that the function r — x(r) is
smooth, proving the existence of such asserted zero curve y*(r). Moreover, as [y*(r) — y5(r)| < Dr?, the
curve starts at the same angle, as asserted. Finally, note that there exists § > 0 such that when |x| = r and

(299) x¢U (0,7) N B(yk(r),er))

then |wo(x)| = 6r¢. Choosing ry small enough, this completes the proof of the lemma. o

4.3. The spectral eccentricity of the HIMW class. In this subsection, we prove that the HIMW con-
struction realizes all spectral eccentricities. Together with spectral uniqueness this will immediately yield
that the HIMW class is homeomorphic to an interval. Furthermore, we will also show that the tip curvature
function on the HIMW class is weakly monotone.

Recall that we work with the Hilbert space $ = L*(R, e/ “dy), and that p, denotes the orthogonal
projection to $., which is spanned by the unstable eigenfunctions ; = 1 and ¢, = y. Moreover, recall
from Definition 4.1 (HIMW class) that we work with the class of all HIMW translators,

1—00

(300) A= {hm M | g; € [0,1/3] and & — oo}

We equip A with the smooth topology corresponding to smooth convergence on compact subsets.
Let us first suitably shift these translators so that their spectral center agrees with the one of the cylinder:

Proposition 4.9 (shift map). Given any 19 < 0, for every M € A there exists a unique @ = a(M, 1) € R
such that the cylindrical profile function ve = ¢c(v)v of the shifted translator M + ae, satisfies

(301) p+(ve(to) — V2) =0,
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and setting A' := {M + a(M,1o)e||M € A} endowed with the smooth topology, the shift map
(302) S:A->A, M- M+ a(M,1y)e

is a homeomorphism. Moreover, for every k > 0 there exist K > 0 and T, > —0 such that if 7o < T4 and
M € A is strongly K’ -quadratic from time 1o + 1, then S(M) is k-quadratic at time T.

Proof. Note that for every M € A, every a and Ty, the renormalized profile function v%(7) of (M +
@e) N {x; = e ™} can be viewed as an entire function in y € R, with the convention that it is equal to

zero above the diameter. By reflection-symmetry of the HIMW translators, we always have

(303) e (10), s = 0.

Thus, we only have to analyze the inner product with the constant function 1. To this end, note that
by convexity of M and the definitions of v* and v{,, for every y € R the function o — vg’“(y, 7o) is
monotonically decreasing. Thus, the function

(304) pM(@) == O (10). s

is monotonically decreasing. Note that the monotonicity is strict as long as p™ does not vanish. Moreover,
observe that p(a) = 0 for @ > e~ ™ and p™(a) — oo for @ — —o0. Hence, by strict monotonicity and
continuity there exists a unique @ = (M, 7o) such that p¥ () = (1, v/2). In other words, remembering
(303), this is the unique @ with

(305) Py (V3" (10) — V2) = 0.

This defines the shift map S. Since each member of (A, except Bowl, x R, has its unique tip point at the
origin, no two elements of (A are vertical shifts of one another. Hence, S is injective. To establish the
continuity of S, note first that (M, a,y) — vM?(y, 7o) is continuous, and that

(306) lim v/ (y, 1) = 0

a——00

uniformly on compact sets of A x R. Therefore, if M; — M, then the sequence {a(M;, 7o)}, is
bounded, so it converges up to a subsequence to some @ € R. But then, by continuity again, we infer
that p, (v%(19)) = p;(V/2), hence @ = (M, 7o) by uniqueness. As this is true for every converging
subsequence, it follows that a(M;, 79) — @(M,1p), proving the continuity of M — a(M, 1), and thus of
S. Finally, for every M’ € A’ denoting h(M’) the height of the tip of M’, we have the equation

(307) ST\ (M) = M — h(M)e,.

Since the height of the tip is continuous, S~! is continuous as well.

Moreover, if M € A is strongly «’-quadratic from time 7¢ + 1, then in light of the proof of Lemma [3.14]
remembering in particular 208)), for 7 < 79 we get

/

v(r) = V2 (1= yl__2>H5 < c|"—.

308
(508) a7 m
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Since the profile functions of M + @e; and M are related by

(309) vy, ) = (1+a)y (1 —);a’T_ 2log(1 +a)> , where a= VI+ae"—1,

we can expand
v \2
() 2
V8|t —2log(1 + a)|

in $-norm. It follows that for the unique solution of the orthogonality condition (303) we have

(310) v (1.7) = V2 = V2a— (1 +a) +O(K /|7)

(31D) la] < CK/|7].

Thus, choosing «" sufficiently small and 79 < 7, sufficiently negative, we conclude that S(M) is «-
quadratic at time 7. This finishes the proof of the proposition. O

We also need the following version for translators-with-boundary:

Proposition 4.10 (shift map with boundary). Given any 19 < 0, there exists a constant H € (e~ ™, )
with the following significance. For every a € |0, %] and for every ¢ < —H there exists a unique a(a,£) €
[—H /2, H/2] such that the cylindrical profile function vc of M®¢ + ae satisfies

(312) py (ve(to) — V2) = 0.
Moreover; for each fixed &, the function a — a(a, &) is continuous.

Proof. The reasoning is similar as above, but we need to be a tad more careful as we do not know that the
M% are convex. To begin with, let us observe that the same argument as above with /2 replaced by 1
and 2, respectively, yields the existence of two continuous maps a1 : A — R and @ : A — R such that
the cylindrical profile functions of the shifted translators M + a(M)e; and M + a,(M)e; satisfy

(313) p+(vo(ro) —1) =0 and py(vg(ro) —2) = 0.

Since A is compact, we get that ||, |@2| < Hp/2 for some constant Hy < o0.

Now, suppose there was a sequence (a;,&;) with & — —oo such that the asserted a(a;, &;) does not exist.
After passing to a subsequence the translators-with-boundary M%-*i converge to some M € A, and hence
for i large enough the cylindrical profile functions of M%< + a1 (M) and M%*% + a(M, 1) satisfy

(314) P (vg(10) — V2) <0 and py(vE (r9) — V2) > 0.

However, then by the intermediate value theorem, we can find some a(a;, &) between a2 (M) and @ (M)
such that the cylindrical profile function of M%< + a(a;, &;)e; satisfies

(315) Py (vp(r0) — V2) = 0.

Next, to address uniqueness, observe that for every M € A the function p™ from the proof of Proposition
is strictly monotone with nonvanishing derivative whenever p¥ # 0. Therefore, it follows again
from smooth convergence and compactness that for & large enough, the value @(a,¢) is unique. Finally,
continuity of the map a — «a(a, &) follows from uniqueness and boundedness as before. O
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Now, consider the eccentricity map
(316) E:A SR, M- ¥(19),2—ys.

Observe that the expected value of & for translators satisfying the sharp asymptotics at time 7 is

42
317) ey 1= Y
|70

Theorem 4.11 (existence with prescribed eccentricity). There exist constants k > 0 and T, > —0o0 with
the following significance. For every 1o < T, and every x € R with |x — eg| < — there exists a shifted

10]7o|
HIMW translator M € A’ that is k-quadratic at time 7y and satisfies
(318) E(M) = x.

Proof. Letk > 0 and 7, > —o0 be constants such that Theorem [L.6] (spectral uniqueness) applies. Let us
fix 79 < 7, and denote by B, = B,(7) the set of all translators M € A’ that are k-quadratic at time 7.
Note that Theorem [L.6] (spectral uniqueness) implies that the restricted eccentricity map &|g, : B, — R is
injective. Our goal is to show that the image of &|g, contains the interval

K K
319 L. S S
(319) {‘“’ 0/ * 10|TO|]

Possibly after decreasing 7., by Corollary [3.8] (strong «-quadraticity) and Proposition (shift map) for
any 79 < 7, we can find a reference translator Mo € A’ that is {f5-quadratic at time 7¢. In particular,
observe that &(My) € Int(I). Let M; := M4 + a(c;,&)e; be a sequence of shifted HIMW translators-
with-boundary converging to My, where the shift parameters «(c;, &;) are chosen according to Proposition
(shift map with boundary) to ensure that p_ (vi,(t0) — v/2) = 0.

Now, for each i, choose the maximal interval [a;, b;] containing ¢; such that for every a € [a;, b;], the

translator-with-boundary M7 := M + a(a, &)e satisfies:

(i) M is k-quadratic at time 79, and
(i1) we have that

(320) &MY €.

Here, we interpret Definition [3.12] (k-quadraticity) in the setting of translators-with-boundary by demand-
ing that its inequalities must hold literally. This is possible since & — —o0, while 7y and the constant
H from Proposition (shift map with boundary) are fixed. Recall that the HIMW construction at any
fixed level &; depends continuously on the ellipsoidal parameter and interpolates between a piece of the 3d
round bowl and a line times a piece of the 2d bowl. Taking also into account that for any fixed &; the shift
function a — a(a, &) from Proposition (shift map with boundary) is continuous, it follows that

(321) 0<aj<ci<b<i

Claim 4.12 (endpoints). The endpoints elements are mapped to the boundary of the interval I, namely for
all large i we have

(322) EMT),EM") € al.

1
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Proof of the claim. Since the interval [a;, b;] is maximal, either condition (i) or condition (ii) must be
saturated at its endpoints. Suppose towards a contradiction that 8(M§’i ) ¢ oI for increasingly high values
of i. Then, for Mf”' the condition (i) must be saturated, i.e. at least one of the weak inequalities

b:

2
M y =2 K
(323) vol (1, 70) — V2 + —,
¢ VB[zol |l I7ol
and
b; _
(324) sup [ui (-, )l et (B0.217)1/190) < [T0] /30,

7€[270,70]

must be an equality. After passing to a subsequence the Mf’i converge to a limit M € A, which by (323))
and (324)) is k-quadratic at time 7. Thus, by Theorem (k-quadraticity implies strong x-quadraticity),

1/10 is an admissible

the translator M is strongly Sk-quadratic from time 7¢. In particular, p¥ (1) = |7
graphical radius function for 7 < 79, so inequality (324)) is a strict inequality for i large enough. Thus, it

must be the case that

22 K
29 deo) = V2] T
On the other hand, by the centering condition we have
(326) p+ (VM (19) — V2) =0,
and Corollary [3.19] (projection estimate) tells us that
(327) [p-(v¢ (70))lls < ﬁlml’
and the fact that E(M) € I yields
22 6k

(328) (! (10)) = 5 7, < Toeayi¥ols < foreer
Adding these estimates implies that
(329) W) - vae L2 < &

242 |T()| |70l
This contradicts (323)), and thus proves the claim. m]

Now, if along our sequence we have E(M:") # S(Mf’i ) for infinitely many i, then we are done. Indeed,
in this case by the claim and the intermediate value theorem for each x € I we can find some d; € [a;, b;]
such that S(lei") = x. Passing to a subsequential limit, we get a translator M € B, with &(M) = x.

On the other hand, if &(M}") = S(Mf’i ) for all large i, then we argue as follows. After passing to
a subsequence Mf" and M;’i converge to some limits M, M, € B, with E(M,) = E(M,) € JdI. By
Theorem (spectral uniqueness) we see that M; = M,. Then, applying Theorem (monotonicity)
we infer that the tip curvature is constant along the construction, namely k(M) = k(M) for all M that are
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obtained as limit of a sequence M?" with d; € [a;,b;]. Since 0I has only two elements it follows that the
preimage 8|2; Kl (1) realizes at most two different tip curvatures. However, choosing 1g5-quadratic reference
translators Mo, M(,, M such that their tip curvatures k(My), k(M(), k(M) are all distinct, this yields the
desired contradiction, and thus concludes the proof of the theorem. O

As a corollary we obtain that the HIMW class (A is homeomorphic to a closed interval, and that under
any such identification the tip curvature map k : A — [0, 1/3] becomes weakly monotone:

Corollary 4.13 (HIMW class). There exists a homeomorphism  : [0,1] — A, and for any such y the
composed map k oy : [0, 1] — [0, 1/3] is weakly monotone.

Proof. Theorem .11l (existence with prescribed eccentricity) together with Theorem [L.6] (spectral unique-
ness) and Proposition [4.9] (shift map) shows that every M € A° := A — {R x Bowl,, Bowls} has a neigh-
borhood homeomorphic to an interval. Moreover, since every M € A° is 155-quadratic from some time,
it also follows that A° is connected. Observing also that A° is Hausdorft and second countable, we thus
infer that A° is an open interval.

Let us fix a homeomorphism ¢, : (0, 1) — A°. To show monotonicity of koy, it suffices to show, using the
notions introduced in the above proof, that for every 79 < 7, the map F, := ko (8|g,)~! : I — (0,1/3)
is weakly monotone. To this end, recall that by Claim 4.12] (endpoints) and the final paragraph of the
proof of the theorem for i large enough the eccentricity map sends the endpoint elements to the two dif-
ferent boundary points of the interval /. Assume without loss of generality that S(Mf" ) = min[ and
S(Mf”' ) = max . Now, given any s € Int(/) for i large enough choose ¢; with &(M;") = s. Then, for
any ¢ € (s, max I), the intermediate value theorem gives d; € (¢;, b;) with S(M?" ) = t. By Theorem
(monotonicity) the tip curvature of the translators-with-boundary satisfies

(330) k(M) < k(M.

Since the left hand side converges to F,(s) while the right hand side converges to F,(7), this shows that
ko, : (0,1) — (0, 1/3) is weakly monotone. Possibly after adjusting the definition of ¢, we can assume
without loss of generality that k o ¢, : (0,1) — (0, 1/3) is weakly monotone increasing.

Finally, by the above monotonicity, for every sequence t; — 0 or ; — 1 a subsequence of ¥, (;) converges
to a translator in A\A° whose tip curvature k is 0 or 1/3, respectively. Since A\A° consists of two
elements whose tip curvatures are 0 and 1/3, respectively, the subsequential convergence in fact entails
full convergence. We conclude that i, can be extended to a homeomorphism ¢ : [0, 1] — A such that the
composed map k oy : [0, 1] — [0, 1/3] is weakly monotone. i

4.4. Conclusion of the proof. In this subsection, we conclude the proof of the classification theorem,
modulo the proof of the spectral uniqueness theorem. To this end, we first show that every noncollapsed
translator in R* is realized by the HIMW construction:

Theorem 4.14 (representation theorem for noncollapsed translators). Every noncollapsed translator in

R* is, up to rigid motion and scaling, a member of the HIMW class A.
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In essence, this will follow by combining several results from other sections. The only ingredient that
has not been discussed yet, is that we can shift our translator so that it has the same spectral center as
the cylinder. To state this recentering result precisely, recall that for any noncollapsed translator M — R*
(normalized as before) the cylindrical profile function is defined by

(331) ve = @c(v)v,

where v = v(y,7) is the renormalized profile function of M n {x; = e 7}, and ¢¢ is a suitable cutoff
function. Recall also that we work with the Hilbert space $ = Lz(R, e/ 4dy), and that p, denotes the
orthogonal projection to $., which is spanned by the unstable eigenfunctions ¢y = 1 and ¥, =y

Proposition 4.15 (recentering). Given any noncollapsed translator M < R* (normalized as before), with
M # Bowls, Bowl; x R, and « > 0, there exists Ty = Tx(M, k) > —00 so that for any Ty < T, we can find
a, 3 so that the cylindrical profile function v of the shifted translator M® = M + ae| + Pe; satisfies

(332) s (v (o) — V2) =0,

and so that M is k-quadratic at time .

Proof. We will use a mapping degree argument, similarly as in [ADS20, Section 4]. For convenience, we
set

(333) a=+V1+taer—1, b=pe"

Then, the renormalized profile function v for the level sets of M + ae; + e relates to the renormalized
profile function v for the level sets of M by

aff - y b
(334) y (y,T)—(1+a)v<1+a,T

—2log(1 +a)>.

Our goal is to find a suitable zero of the map

(335) (<w1, -V2) (e - >>

where a = a(a,B) and b = b(a,B) are defined via (333), while maintaining x-quadraticity. To this end,
we start with the following estimate:

Claim 4.16. For every k > 0 there exists 7, = 7,(M) > —o0 such that for every T < 7, and all

(a,b) € [—1/|7],1/|7]] x [—1,1] we have

a b
‘< 1H2’ - \F> [<a_4‘7‘ ‘ ‘<¢’2H2’ ﬁ>5_ V2]

Proof. By Corollary [3.8] (strong k-quadraticity), given any ¥’ > 0 the translator M is strongly «’-quadratic

K
< .
100|7]|

from some time 7. In light of the proof of Lemma[3.14] remembering in particular 208)), for 7 < 7, — 1
we get

/

v(r) = V2 (1= y2_2>H5 <ck.

(337)
4| 7]
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Since |a| < 1/|7] and |b| < 1, together with (334) this implies

2
b
Gﬂ) -2

v (y,7) = V2 = V2a— (1 +a) Ja —21og vl O(K/|7])
(338) V- b oW/
V8|t V2|
in $-norm. Choosing K’ « «, together with standard Gaussian tail estimates, the claim follows. O

Now, consider the map

(339) Wo(a, b) = \f2<a— L i)
R 47l 2f]°
By Claim for k small enough, for 7 < 7, the maps ¥ and ¥ are homotopic when restricted to the
boundary of
(340) D:={(a,b) | [t]*a® + b* < 100},

where the homotopy can be chosen through maps avoiding the origin. Because the winding number of
Wo|op around the origin is 1, there exists (a, b) € D with ¥(a, b) = 0. Finally, by the above estimates, the
shifted translator M is k-quadratic at time 7. O

We can now prove the representation theorem:

Proof of Theorem Recall first that by Theorem[2.3](circular symmetry) every noncollapsed translator
in R* is SO(2)-symmetric. Now, let M — R* be a noncollapsed translator that is neither a 3d round bowl
nor the product of a line and a 2d bowl. After a rigid motion and rescaling, we can assume that M translates
with unit speed in positive xj-direction, and that the circular symmetry is in the x3x4-plane centered at the
origin. Furthermore, by Proposition (recentering) given «k > 0 and 7y « 0 after a suitable shift in the
x1x2-plane we can assume that the cylindrical profile function of M satisfies

(341) P+ (ve(ro) = V2) =0,

and that M is jf5-quadratic from time 7o. Let us fix a reference translator My € A’ as in the previous
subsection. Possibly after decreasing 7o we can assume that My is also 1g-quadratic at time 7. Since
both M and M are l’:ﬁo—quadratic at time 7, it follows that

K
(342) |E(M) — &(Mo)| < 0o

Hence, by Theorem [4.17] (existence with prescribed eccentricity) there exists a HIMW translator M’ € A’
that is k-quadratic at time 7o and satisfies

(343) EM') = E(M).

Therefore, remembering also that p., (vgf’/ (10)) = P+ (V2) = py (v (t0)) by construction, we can apply
Theorem [L6] (spectral uniqueness) to conclude that the translators M and M’ coincide. O
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Modulo the spectral uniqueness theorem, which will be established in the next section, we can now
conclude the proof of our main classification result and its corollary, which we restate here:

Theorem 4.17 (classification of noncollapsed translators in R*). Every noncollapsed translator in R* is,
up to rigid motion and scaling, either (i) R x Bowly, or (ii) the 3d round bowl Bowls, or (iii) belongs to
the one-parameter family of 3d oval bowls { M} ke(0,1/3) constructed by Hoffman-Ilmanen-Martin-White.

Proof. By Theorem [4.14] (representation theorem for noncollapsed translators) every noncollapsed trans-
lator in R* that is neither a 3d round bowl nor a line times a 2d bowl, is up to rigid motion and scaling
a member of A° := A — {Bowl3,R x Bowl,}. Hence it suffices to classify members of A°. On the
one hand, we have seen in Corollary (HIMW class) that A° is homeomorphic to an open interval
over which k is weakly monotone. On the other hand, [CHH] shows that A° is analytically equivalent to
an interval over which k is analytic. As any weakly monotone analytic function is strictly monotone, we
conclude that k : A — [0, 1/3] is bijective. This finishes the proof of the classification theorem. ]

5. PROOF OF THE SPECTRAL UNIQUENESS THEOREM

The goal of this section is to prove the spectral uniqueness theorem, which we restate here for conve-
nience of the reader:

Theorem 5.1 (spectral uniqueness). There exist k > 0 and T, > —o0 with the following significance:
Suppose M"' and M? are noncollapsed translators in R* (neither 3d round bowl, nor Rx 2d-bowl, and
normalized and centered as before) that are k-quadratic at time 19 < T.. If their cylindrical profile
functions vé, and vé satisfy

(344) p+(ve(70)) = p+(Va(10))  (equal spectral center),
and

(345) po(ve(10)) = Po(va(7o0))  (equal spectral eccentricity),
then

(346) M' = M?.

We recall that given M — R* (normalized as before, namely such that it translates with unit speed in
positive xj-direction and such that the circular symmetry is in the x3x4-plane centered at the origin), we
denote by V(x, ) the profile function of the level sets M n {x; = —t}, and write

X

7=

(347) V(x,t) = v/—tv(y,t), where y= T = —log(—1).

The cylindrical profile function is defined by

(348) ve(,7) = @c(v(y, T))v(y, 7).
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Here, we fix a sufficiently small constant § > 0 and a smooth cutoff function ¢¢ : Rt — [0, 1], such that

(349) gc(v) =0 ifv< 30, gc(v) =1 ifv= 1o,
and
(350) 0 < ¢ <5/6, el < 25/6, o] < 125/6°.

We also recall that the evolution of v¢ is governed by the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator

2 )
(351) ﬂzay —5(9),4—1,

which is a self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert space $ := L*(R, e/ 4dy), and
(352) H=9+DHDH-,

where 9 is spanned by the unstable eigenfunctions | = 1 and ¥, = y, and H is spanned by the neutral
eigenfunction ¢y = y*> — 2, and that we write p+ and po for the orthogonal projections on $+ and $y.
Finally, we recall that (344]) is in fact automatically satisfied as a consequence of our centering condition

(353) P+ (ve(to) — v2) = 0.
Now, similarly as in [ADS20, Figure 1] we consider the following regions:

Definition 5.2 (regions). Fixing 6 > 0 sufficiently small and L < oo sufficiently large, we call

o C = {v > 36} the cylindrical region,
e 7 = {v < 20} the tip region, which can be decomposed as the union of the soliton region
S = {v < L/+/|7|} and the collar region K = {L/+/|7| < v < 26}.

Observe that the cutoff function ¢¢ from above localizes in the cylindrical region, namely
(354) spt(ve) < C.
To localize in the tip region, we fix a smooth cutoff function ¢4 (v) € [0, 1], such that
(355) pr(v) =1 ifv <, pr(v) =0 ifv=26.
In the tip region, say the one with y > 0, we consider the inverse profile function Y (v, ) defined by
(356) Y(v(y,7),7) =,
and its zoomed in version Z defined by
(357) Z(p.7) = el (Y (|7 Pp.m) — ¥ (0.7) ).

By convention during the whole section 6 is a fixed small constant and L is a fixed large constant. During

the proof one is allowed to decrease 6 and increase L at finitely many instances, as needed or convenient.
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5.1. Evolution equations. In this subsection we compute the evolution equations of the profile functions,
both in the cylindrical region and the tip regions.

As before, we denote by V/(x, ) the profile function of the level set M n {x; = —t} of our translator,
and write
(358) v(y,7) = e?V(e Py, —e ).

Proposition 5.3 (evolution equation for profile function). The profile function V(x,t) and its renormalized
version v(y, T) satis

(L+ VAV + (L+ VIV = 2ViViVy 1

(359) Vi=

1+ V24 V2 v
and
Vyy Yy v 1
(360) Ve =Tv§—§vy~l—§—;+e N|v],
where

361) N[ = (Vy(VT —3)— %)2 )
(Rl (R Ev o b
(14 v ver =2 (ny(ve = §) = ) vy +

1+ vi+ e (ve + 3y —

(1+v3)(vy =)

)2

_|_

< | I

Proof. We parametrize our translator M — R* by

(362) X(x,1,0) = (—t,x,V(x,1) cos 8, V(x,t) sin ).
Setting e, = cos fes + sinfeq and e; = — sin fes + cos feq we can express the tangent vectors as
(363) Xy = ey + Vye,, X; = —e1 + Vie,, Xg = Ve.

Thus, the non-vanishing components of the induced metric are given by
(364)  gu=1+Vi, g =1+V7, gu = ViV, g = V*.

Hence, the non-vanishing components of the inverse metric are

1+ V? 1+ V2 V,V. _
(365) gxx _ 5 t = gtt — 5 X = gxt _ t2 X 5 gee — V 2.
1+ V24V 1+ V24V 1+ V24V
Next, the upwards unit normal equals
(366) N— Vel —Vxez+er‘
A1+ V24 V2
Furthermore, we have
(367) Xox = Ve, Xy = Vuey, Xy = Vye,, Xgp = —Ve,.

®For comparison, the profile function U and renormalized profile function # of a mean curvature flow of surfaces would

Uxx
1+ U2

Yy 2 w_ 1 i
e suy + 5§ — 4, respectively.

satisfy the simpler equations U, = — é and u, =
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Using the above formulas, we can now compute

(14+ VOV + (1 + V)V =2V, V,Vy
1+ Vi+V?

(368) H — (AX,N) — ( - %) (e, N,

Together with the translator equation H = {ej, N) and equation (366), this yields

(1+ VOV + (1 + V2V, =2V, V,Vy, 1

369 Vi = - =,
(569 ' 1+ V2+ V2 v
which proves the first evolution equation.
Next, observing that
(370) V=,
and
1 1 X _ _1 z y v
(371) V, = —5(—t) 2y + 5(—t) by + (=) "2y, = €2 (vT 5y - 5) ,
as well as
(372) Ve = €2vy,,
and
E y y v
(373) Vi=1e2 | Vor +yvry + T + 1)
and
T Y
(374) Vi =€ (e + 30y )
we infer that
3 2 :
. y ] 14 e (v7+%vy—§)2 . (14 v3)e? <vTT+vay+’zvyy+%vy—£)
e |\ Ve + =V — =V | = 2ezvyy~|— >
2 2 1+vi+e (ve 30— 35) L+vi+e (vet+3vy—3%)

(375) — > —
L+vi+e (ve+3vy— %)

2Vy€37T (VT + 3V — %) (VW + %V”’) é
v

Together with the formula

l+b 1 ab
l+a+b 14+a (1+a)(1+a+b)

(376)

this implies

v 1
(377) pp =2 Xy 4 % —~ 4N
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where
vy (ve + 50y — 3)°
378) NlvJ = (L+2) (L4 v+ e (ve + 3vy — 3)?) e
(1+ vf)(vn + Yoy + %Vyy + v — 1) = 20 + 50y — 3)(vey + 3V
L+vi+e(ve + vy — 5)2 '
Grouping together terms proportional to vyy, vz and vy, respectively, this proves the proposition. O

As before, in the tip regions, we consider the inverse profile function Y (v, 7) defined as the inverse
function of v(y, 7), and its zoomed in version Z defined by

(379) Z(p,7) = |7|'/? (Y(\T\*l/zp, 7) — Y(0, T)) .
Proposition 5.4 (evolution equation for inverse profile function). We have
(380) Y L Ly + 1(Y Y,) + e M[Y]
=——4 - —(Y—v e ,
T 1 N Y‘% v v ) v
where
1 v\2
Y —Y)Y, + %
(381) M[Y] = (G b +3) w

(1+Y2)(1+Y2+e (3 —Ye—3Y,)?)
.\ (1+ Y2)Yer + (v + YY, = 21, Y,)Yor + $(1 + Y2)(vY, — ¥)
L+ Y2 +er(Y—Y, —Ly,)? '

Proof. Differentiating y = Y (v(y,7),7) yields

(382) 0=Y:+ Y, I =Y,

Differentiating again gives

(383) 0=Y+2Yr v + wif + Yyvir, 0= wi§ + Yyvyy, 0="Ynvy +Yovyve + Yivg.

Solving these equations we obtain

v v o

(384) ve = =Y, 'Y, vy =Y, !
and
(385)  ver = —Y, W 42V, 2 Yo, — YV vy = =Y Y vy = =Y Y + VYT,

Together with the evolution equation for v this yields

v 1
Y, = —Yv< Y %vfl— % -3 +eTN[v]>

1+ v%
Y, 1 1
2+ =Y, 4+ =(Y —vY,) — TNV

386 =
(380) 1+Y2 v 2
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Finally, to express N[v] in terms of ¥, we compute

YN[] (L4 Yy + e (Yr — 3Y + £Y,)%) = VN[ (1 + v§ +e"(ve + vy — 3)?)

(387) = —AwYy — Ay Yir — AccYer — H(1 + YD) (0Y, — ),
where

(388) Are =1+ Y2,

and

(389) Aye = 22V Y:(14+]) =2V, (ny(ve — %) = 3) = 2" Y. + VY + v,

and

(Vy(VT - %) - %)2

390 A, =
(390) (1+ v%)

+ (1 + vi)YT2 +2(nr—3%)—3) Y=

This proves the proposition. O

5.2. Maximum principle estimates. The goal of this subsection is to prove the following a priori esti-
mate:

Proposition 5.5 (almost quadratic concavity). There exist constants k > 0 an T, > —o0 with the following
significance. If M is k-quadratic at time Ty < Ty, then its profile function v satisfies

(391) (P)y < =.
for every T < 1.

To show this, we will adapt the argument from [ADS20, Section 5] to our setting. To begin with, we

have the following cylindrical derivative estimates away from the tip:

Lemma 5.6 (derivative estimates). For every € > 0, there exist k(¢) > 0, Lo(g) < 00 and Tx(g) > —0
so that the profile function V(x,t) of any k-quadratic solution satisfies

(392) Vil + V[Vie| + V2 Virx| + V3 Ve 4+ [VVi + 1| + VA Vie| + V2 Vi | + V[ Vi |
+ |V3Vtt — 1| + V4|an| + V5|anx| <e&

1/2
at all points where V(x,t) = Ly (@) and t < Tk.

Proof. By the sharp asymptotics in the tip region from Corollary [3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics) and
convexity, for every £; > 0 there exist L; < o0 and T > —o0 such that

(393) Vil < e
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1/2
at all points where V(x,1) > Lo (@) andr < T7.
Observe that the left hand side of (392) is scale invariant and vanishes on R? x S'. Now suppose towards
a contraction there are times ¢t; — —o0 and points x; such that

oal 1\ 1/2
(394) (M) V(xi1;) — o0,

—t

but such that the left hand side of (392) is bigger than &. Note also that by Corollary 2.3 (inscribed radius),
letting p; € M;, be a point corresponding to x;, for all large i we have

395 H(pi,ti)) 2 ————.
(395) (pi1:) Vot
Let M be the sequence of flows that is obtained from M, by shifting (p;, #;) to the origin, and parabolically
rescaling by H(p;,#;)~!. By the global convergence theorem [HKI17, Theorem 1.12], we can pass to
a subsequential limit M;°. It follows from (393), (394), (393) and Proposition 2.1 (asymptotic slope)

that M;° splits off two lines. Hence, applying [HK17, Lemma 3.14] we infer that M;° must be a round
shrinking R? x §!. This yields the desired contradiction, and thus proves the proposition. O

After this preparation, we can now establish the main maximum principle estimate:

Lemma 5.7 (maximum principle). Given a sufficiently large L < oo, if max ((vz)yy — eTv*Z) > 0in
{v = L/\/|t]}, then we have 0-((+*)yy, — e'v™?) < 0 at any interior maximum.

Proof of Lemmal[5.7) For this proof it is convenient to work in the (x,7) variables instead of the (y, )
variables. Set Q = V2. We will apply the maximum principle to the function

(396) q) = QXX - Qi1 = (V2)yy - eTviz.
By Proposition (evolution equation for profile function), remembering also (376), the function V
satisfies
(397) Vt = V—xx2 — l + (1 + V)%)ilv)%vtzvxx +2(1 + Z)%)Vtt _ 2Vthth‘
L+vy V 1+ Vi+ Vs
This implies
4 —20?
(398) g = 20220, , ¢
40 + Oy
where
(399) 6 gy IV VAV + (L4 VOV — 2ViVi Ve

1+ VZ+ V2
Differentiating (398)) with respect to x yields

4QQxxx + 4Qx<2 + Qxx)(Q,zy - 2QQxx)

400 =
(300 ¢ 40 + Q? (40 + 0%)?

+ &,
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Differentiating again gives

74QQXXXX + 4Q.XQXXX 16QQXQXX.X(2 + QXX)

Co TTT0v 0l 40+ 0
2 2 2012 _
woy  + 02+ 00) £40.0:] (03 ~200w) | 16032 + 02— 200w) | o
(40 + 03)? (40 + 03)°
In addition, we have
400 —207 2 &  40(07w 607 2 &

(402) (o™ =

— = + = - =
QX40+ Q%) Q* Q° 40+0Q%2 Q40+ ©@* @

Taking the difference of the above equations, we obtain

o 20 ¢ 400w 607 2 160:(2+ 0u)*(Qr — 200u)
L 40+ T 40+ QY Qe+ Q) @ (40 + Q%)
2 _ _
(403) + [4Qxx(2 + Qxx) + 4QxQxxx] (Qx 2QQxx) 16QQxQxxx(2 + Qxx) + é + axx.
(40 + 03)? Q?
Now, at an interior maximum of ® we have
(404) o, <0, and 0=, = Qxxx + Q72QX9
hence
2 2 2(12 _
w5 @« 20 2 16032+ 0:)Q} - 2000
Q*40+01) @ (40 + 07)°
42 xx2 XX _4)24 )25_2 XX 16 )252 XX
| 40702+ 0c) —403] (01 ~2000) + 16002+ 0) | & o
Q*(40 + 07)? 0?
Note that Lemma[3.6] (derivative estimates) implies
2 2 2
406) 200 | 1600%2+ Q) _ Cs?

QX400+ Q%) QX400+ Q3?2 @

for some constant C < oo, provided L is large enough and ¢ < T,. In a similar vain we have:

Claim 5.8 (error estimate). We have

C Ce
(407) &< = and Exl < =
&l 0 |E el 0

for some constant C < oo, provided L is large enough and t < T,.

Proof of the claim. We will repeatedly apply Lemma [5.6] (derivative estimates). To begin with, note that

(1+&)?e Ce
(408) VIVHV,,| < 827‘—/ <75

hence

2\—1y,2y/2
(409) V(1+VX) V)CV[ V)Cx < 9.
1+ V2 +V2 Q
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Moreover, we have

C Ce
(410) (1+ V)|V, < v and V. ViV < L
This yields the estimate
C

(411) &< —.

€l <3
Concerning the first and second derivatives observe that

Ce Ce
(412) (VIViVed < 57 and [(VIVIVI)a| < 5
as well as
413) (ﬂ) <% <(1+—Vz)‘1) <&
1+V2+v2) |~V 1+ V2+VvE) | V2
Together with the product rule this implies
414) <ﬂL”@1%WWﬁ < &8
1+ V24 V2 ol 92
Arguing similarly we see that
2
(415) (v%) < % and (v%) < %
1~|—V[+Vx x 0 1+V1+VX XX 0
We conclude that
Ce

(416) Eal < 52
This finishes the proof of the claim. O

Now, thanks to (@06)) and Claim [3.8] (error estimate), taking also into account the fact that Q » 1 in the
region under consideration, we thus obtain

1 1602(2 + 0.)* (0% — 200.,) . [40%0.:x(2 + Ox) —407] (07 —2001)

417 ;< —— — .
T (40 + 0%)? 0%(4Q + 02)?

Moreover, since Q = V2 and since V is concave, we have

(418) 200 < 07

Thus, considering signs yields

2 2002 _ )
419 @ < L _ 162+ 001 ~200x) | 40u(2+ 0u)(Q: —200u)

02 (40 + 03)° (40 + 03)?
Furthermore, #I8) implies 0,.(40 + 02) < Q%(2 + Q.,), and Lemma [5.6] (derivative estimates) gives
us 2 + Oy, > 0. We thus conclude that

(420) D, < _L _ 12Q%(2 + Qxx)z(Q)zc _ 2QQxx)

02 (40 + Q%)
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Hence, ®; < 0 holds at interior maximum points of ® in {V > L/—t/log(—t)}. This proves the
assertion.

We can now prove the main result of this subsection:

Proof of Proposition [3.3 (almost quadratic convexity). Fix k > 0 small enough and 7, > —o0 negative
enough so that the above results apply. We recall that

(421) D=0, -0 "=, —ev?

By Corollary (uniform sharp asymptotics) in the tip regions we have that Z(p, 7) is e-close to Zy(p),
where Z is the profile function of the bowl soliton. Hence, applying [ADS20, Lemma 4.4] we get that in
the soliton region S we have (vz)” < 0 for 7 < 7. In particular, ® < 0 in the soliton region.

Now, suppose towards a contradiction there is a point (yo, 1), where 79 < 7, with ®(yp, 7o) > 0. It the
follows from the paragraph above, and from (maximum principle) that max ®(-,7) = ®(yp,79) for
every T < 7g. In particular, we have (v?),y(yr,7) > ¢ for some ¢ > 0, whenever v(y;,7) = max ®(-, 7).
Together with (V?)yy = 2wy, + 2v§ < 2v§, which holds by concavity, we infer that v% (yz,T) = ¢/2. This
is in contradiction with v(y;, 7) \/H — oo and the fact that the soliton region converges to a bowl soliton,
and thus proves the proposition. O

—?/4 -

In particular, we see that Y ~ Ce in the collar region:

Corollary 5.9 (almost Gaussian collar). Given & > 0, there exist 6(¢) > 0, Lo(g) < o0, T4(g) > —00
and k(&) > 0 such that if M is k-quadratic at time 179 < Ty, then for T < 7¢ in the collar region

{Lo/ +/|7| < v <26} we have

Yv
422 1 <e.
(422) ‘ + o, £
Proof. Suppose that —7 is large enough so that ® < 0 holds. It is enough to show that
2
%
(423) 1—s<—y(4)y<1+a

First of all, using the description of the intermediate region from Corollary (uniform sharp asymp-
totics) we see that in the region {v < 26} we have

(424) A/ 2T|(1 — 467 — 6) <y < 4/27|(1 +6), T<79

for any M that is (8, #)-quadratic from time 79 < 7.(d,6). By Proposition [5.5] (almost quadratic concav-
ity), after decreasing « and 7, we can assume that —(vz)yy + e™v~2 > 0, from which we infer that

A/2|7|(1+6) |T [(1+6)
425)  —(*)y]y=20 — eTj 2 2 J

vy < — () < —(2),,_
VARI(-4) : Mt VFTT ] aa
In the considered region, we have v=2 < L_2|T| and thus

(426) ~(P)ylm0 = 106L o] < ~(02)y < =)y, + 106°Lg eI
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Finally, using again Corollary [3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics) and arguing similarly as in the proof of
[ADS20, Lemma 5.7] we obtain

(427) — (V) lvmap = 2v2 V1 —262 -6,
Vel

and
242 _
(428) _(V2)>'|V:LO/\/H < ﬁ(l + CL, 1),

for Ly large enough, possibly after decreasing x and 7,. Combining the above inequalities yields the
desired result. ]

5.3. Difference between solutions. Given our translators M' and M2, we consider the difference function
of their renormalized profile functions

429) W=V — Vs,

and its truncated version

(430) we = vige(vi) — vaece(v2),
as well as the difference of the inverse profile functions

(431) W:=Y -7,

and its truncated version

(432) W = Weg(v).

Proposition 5.10 (evolution of difference). The difference function w satisfies the evolution equation

(433) we = 8w + E[w] + € Fw],
with
y
(434) Ly = Wyy — Ewy +w,
and
2
U1y (Viy + vay)vayy 2—vv

(435) S )2 Wyy — )2 : )2} y 22

L+ (L+vi )1 +v3)) 2vivy
and

P[Vl, Vi, W]
436 _Pviw] o .
(436) Tl =g+ Rev] (we — %) + Sy, va]wy

where P,Q, R, S are certain second order differential expressions specified in the proof below.
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Proof. We will denote derivatives by

(437) a;a.lmvl':vl"y...yq-...‘r,
1 m

Using the evolution equations for v; and v, from Proposition (evolution equation for profile function),
a straightforward computation shows that w = v — v, satisfies the claimed evolution equation with

vig(L+v7 )7 iy ne +vae = 3 = F) = y]vayy — iy
(438) R[Vl,vﬂ = Q[v1 Vl]

e"(Wiy +vir +var — 3 — F)P[vi,v2, 2]

Q[vi,v1]Q[v1,v2] ’

and

: 12
(v2r = %) [(Vl,y +vay)(var — %) — y] V2yy = Vllit%vz’y [Vly("lf -3) - %] V2,yy
4

(1 + v%’y)Q[vl, V2]

2(var = Fhvagr | 1y +v2y) [Varr = 30v2y = v2) = N()]
- _|_ s
Q[Vl,VQ] Q[Vl,VQ]
where the functions # and Q are defined by

(439) S[vl,VQ] =

(440) P[p,q.r](y,7) = (1 + 175)71 (P)«(C]T - %) - %)zryy +(1+ 175)’"77

and
(441) Qlp.ql(v.7) = 1+ p} + € (5py +gr — $)°.
This proves the proposition. O

To capture some extra terms from the cutoff, similarly as in [ADS20, Equation (6.11)] we set

(442) E[w,ec(v1)] := (0 — L) (wec(v1)) — ¢c(v1)(0r — Yw + gc(v1)E[w] — E[wpc(v1)].
Moreover, given any scalar function ¢, we write
(443) Dle](y, ) := ¢(v1(y, 7)) — ¢(va(y, 7).
Corollary 5.11 (evolution of the truncated difference). The function we satisfies
(444)  (0: — Lwe = E[we] + E[w, ec(v1)] + eToc(v)F[w]
= &[vaDl¢c]] + Dlgcl(var = vayy + 5v2y) — 2250, Dlec] + v2(0r — 2)Dlec]-

Proof. First observe that

(445) (0 = L) (wec(v1)) = Elwpc(vi)] + E[w, ge(vi)] + "pc(vi)F [w] .

In addition, we have

(446) (0r — 8)(v2Dlec]) = Dlec](var — vayy + %vz,y) — 2v2,0,D[pc] + v2(0r — £)Dlec] .



66 KYEONGSU CHOI, ROBERT HASLHOFER, OR HERSHKOVITS
Using we = wee(vi) + vaD[¢c] and linearity this implies the assertion. O

Proposition 5.12 (evolution of inverse difference). The difference function W satisfies the evolution equa-

tion
W 1 Yo, ,(Y1,+Y 1
(447) ALY (L £ T30 F sk X0 M VAL S T
1477, v 2 (1+ Yl’v)(l + Yz,v) 2
with
PlY1, Y1, W] w
448 W| = ——— + R|Y},Y — — W S|y, Yo|W,,

where P, Q, R, S are certain second order differential expressions specified in the proof below.

Proof. Using the evolution equations for Y; and Y, from Proposition (evolution equation for inverse
profile function), we see that W satisfies the claimed evolution with

(449) F = M[Y,] — M[Y5].
Then, a straightforward computation shows that ¥ can be expressed as claimed with
(1L + 7)Y ((3Y1 = Yie + 3Y2 = Vo) Yiu +v) Yo + 2V1,Ya0r

o[Y1, 1]
e’ (%Yl - Y1+ %Yz - Yo+ VYl,v) P[Yl’ Yy, Y2]

R[Y),Y2] =

(450) — ,
Q[Y1, Y1]0[Y1, Y2]
and
+Yo, 2
(% =20 | (10 + 12)(% = Var) 49| vagy = B2 (41— 2 )Y + 3] Vo
S[Yl,YQ] = ) 2
(1 + Yl,v)Q[Yl, YZ]
(451) I 2(% - YZ,T)YZ,VT n (Yl,v + YZ,V) [YZ,TT + i(VYZ,v - YZ) - M<Y2)]
Q[Y1, Y] 0[Y1, Y] ’

where

_ 2

Plp.q.r](v.7) =1+ p) " (3 —ge)pv + §) 1w
(452) + (L + pP)ree +2((3 = go)pv + %) e + S(1+ p3) (vry — 7).
and
2

(453) Qlp.ql(vit) =1+p;+e ($—q.—%p))".
This proves the proposition. O

To conclude this subsection, we observe that since the cutoff function ¢4 (v) does not depend on 7, the

time derivative of Wy = @5 W is simply

(454) (Wr)e = g7 Wr.
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5.4. Energy estimates in the cylindrical region. The goal of this subsection is to prove the following
energy estimate in the cylindrical region:

Proposition 5.13 (energy estimate in the cylindrical region). For every € > 0 there exist k > 0 and
Ty > —00 with the following significance. If M| and M> are k-quadratic at time Ty < Ty, then

C
(455) [we = powelpe < & ([wellpeo + W 1ig< <) l5,00) + HHWH@XP(C)-

Recall that our definition of xk-quadratic imposes the centering condition p+(vé (t0) — v/2) = 0, and
observe that this in particular implies that

(456) p+(we(to)) = 0.

The norms appearing in the energy estimate have been briefly described in the introduction, but let us
discuss them in more detail now. Similarly as in [ADS20], in addition to the Gaussian L*-norm

i 12
(457) £l = ( [re /4dy) ,

one also needs the Gaussian H'-norm

, 1/2
(458) f@F<ﬂﬁfﬁf”%>,
and its dual norm
(459) 1f]l o= = ” Tlp 1<f, g
gllo<

For time-dependent functions this induces the parabolic norms

<t

o 1/2
(460) |10 (r) = sup ( (IR da) ,
where X = 9, D or D*, and we often simply write

(461) [0 := 11 x.00(70)-

In contrast to [ADS20], we also need exponentially weighted C2-norms to control the higher derivative
terms coming from the nonlinearity ¢”# [w]. Specifically, setting

(462) Cei={y:vi(y7) =3 or wa(y1) > 36},

we define

<1 yeCor

463)  [flez,c)(7) = su (IT’IeT sup (£ + 4]+ el + [l + el + IfTTI)(y,T’)>,
and we often simply write

(464) Ifllez, ) = Iflczy e (7o) -
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To prove Proposition we note that thanks to (436) and [ADS20, Lemma 6.7] we have the general
energy inequality
(465) Iwe — powe| Do < C[(0r — £)we| p* co-

Hence, our task is to estimate (0; — £)w¢ in the parabolic D*-norm. In contrast to [ADS20, Section
6], this will require estimating several new terms coming from the intrinsic cutoff and the nonlinearities.
Specifically, rewriting the conclusion of Corollary [5.11] (evolution of truncated difference) in the form

(466) (0 — Qwe =1+ J+ K+ e pc(v)F[w],
where

(467) I =&[we] + E[w, ec(m)],

(468) J= (VZ’T — Vayy + %Vz’y — 8[v2])D[goc] — 2V2,yayD[goc],
(469) K =&[v:]D[gc] — E[vaDlec]] + va(0r — £)D[ec].

we will now estimate the D*-norm of 7, J, K and ¢¢(v;)¥ [w] in turn. A term similar to / already appeared
in [ADS20, Section 6], but the other three terms are new. Let us recall a few basic facts that will be used
frequently for estimating the D*-norm. By the weighted Sobolev inequality (see e.g. [ADS19, Lemma
4.12]) multiplication with 1 + |y| is a bounded operator from D to $, hence by duality

(470) [T+ YD flox < Clflls -
Consequently, dy and Jf = —0dy + % are bounded operators from D to $ and from $ to D*, in particular
471) | fillox < Clfs -

Also, if g € D and h € W' then by the product rule |hg|p < 2|/|y1.=|g]p, hence by duality

(472) |2 fllox < 2]hlwrel flox -

In the following, we write

(473) Dr:={y: 30 <vi(y,7) < 36 or 30 <w(y,7) < {6}

for the transition region.

Lemma 5.14 (estimate for I). Given € > 0, there exist k > 0 and T, > —o0 such that for T < T, we have
(474) [H(@)]px < e(lwe@lp + [w(D)1p,]s).

Proof. Recall that

(475) I = &lwe] + Elw,oc(n)].-

By Lemmal[3.6] (derivative estimates), given & > 0 there exists 7, > —o0 such that

(476) iyl + izl + Vigy| + Vizyl + Wizel + Wigyy| + Vi + Vizey| + Viere| < &
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holds on C; for T < 7, and i = 1, 2. Using these derivative estimates, similarly as in [ADS20, Lemma 6.8
and Lemma 6.9] for 7 < 7, we get

(477) |Elwc]lp+ < Celwel o,
and
(478) Ew. e, < e W spn<da)], < Co o5

where C = C(6) only depends on 6. Thus, replacing Ce by & completes the proof. O
We next bound the error terms J and K coming from the intrinsic cutoff.

Lemma 5.15 (estimate for J). Given € > 0, there exist x > 0 and T, > —00 such that for T < T, we have

(479) [/(@)]ox < elw(m) 1p,]ls -

Proof. Recall that

(480) J= (var —voyy + %vz,y — &[n2])Dlgc] — 2v2,0,D|gc] -

By Proposition [3.3](evolution equation of profile function) and the pointwise derivative bounds from
we have

(481) ” (V2 + 3Vay — Vagy — 8["2])||W1,oo <C.

By definition of the dual norm, as explained in (472), this yields

(482) | (2 + 3v2y — vayy — EVa])Dlec]| pi < CID[ec] | ps -
By the weighted Sobolev inequality, as explained in (470)), we can estimate
1
(483) Dl¢c <C H—D vc
H [ ]HD* 1_|_|y| [ ]5

Next, note that D[¢c](7) = 0 outside the support of 1p_, while on the support we have

v2(y.7)
(484) Dlec](y.7) = J ¢p(s)ds,
vi(y.7)
hence
(485) [Dlgc]| < Clwlip,
This yields
1
(436) IDl¢c]lps < C H—wl,),
1+ |yl s

Since |y| = |r|!/?

totics), this shows that

on the support of 1p_for sufficiently large —7 by Corollary (uniform sharp asymp-

C
(487) [Dlgcllpx < B [wip.[g -
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To bound the other term in (480), we observe that the derivative bound |v,,| + |v2,,y| < & implies that

(488) [v2,0,Dlecl| pr < Ce|[0sDlgc]| pr -
and compute

(489) AyDlec] = ¢p(vi)wy + vay D[] -

Noting also that

(490) Dlgell = f c(s)ds|1p, < Clwlip,,
i
and
(491) ec(vi)wy = gc(v)(Wip, )y,
arguing similarly as above we can thus estimate
(492) |aDlgc]lpe < C[(wlny| pw + C[Dlgc]pe < Clwln,|g

where we also used (@7Z1)). Putting things together the assertion follows.

Lemma 5.16 (estimate for K). Given € > 0, there exist k > 0 and T, > —o0 such that for T <

(493) K)o+ < elw(z) Ip, s + [vage(vi)e"F[w]|px -
Proof. Recall that
(494) K= S[V2]D[¢C] — 8[\/2D[QDC]] + VQ(aT — Q)D[goc] .

First, using the expression for & from (433)) we compute

2

1,
&ln2]Dlgc] - EvaDlecl] =1 iz (v20; D[] + 2v2,0,D[¢c))
Ly
(Viy +vay)vayy
(495) - ————v»0,D[¢c].
(1+ v%’y)(l + v%,y)
Differentiating (489)), we obtain
(496) 0 Dlec] = ¢c(v)wyy + @G (n1) (Vi +vay)wy +v2,Dlec] +v3 DIeE] -

Combining the above equations, and remembering also (433)) and (489)), we infer that

(497) Em)Dlec] — E[vaDlec]] = —ep(vi)vaE[w] + awy + bw + cD|g;] + dD[¢f]

O

T4 we have
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where
vi
(498) a= l—k—\fz ((pg(vl)vz(vl,y +vaoy) + 24p’c(v1)vz,y) ,
Ly
(499) p— 22
=24 .(vi)m,
Tviv Cc\Vi)v2
2
v
Ly 2 (Viy +vay)vayy
(500) c= (vavayy +2v5) + Vavay
1+ v%’y Y (1 + viy)(l + vg’y)
My
(501) d= 1—’_—‘)2\/2\/2’)} .

Ly
Now, using the pointwise derivative bounds from (476)) and arguing similarly as in the proof of the previous

lemma we see that

awy + eDlge] + dDle¢]| pr < Ce ([wln,)y | + [Plet] | pr + [PL6C] | )

(502) < Ce HWIDTHS .

Using also the weighted Sobolev inequality we can estimate

503 bw <Cl|l—wl < ———|wl .
(503) vl s < €| 5w, =il

We remark that we do not have to estimate the term ¢ (vi)v2E[w] as it will cancel out later. Next, to
estimate the other term in (#94), using Proposition (evolution of difference) we compute

(504) (0 — €)Dlec] = go(vi) (W + E[w] + e"Fw]) — @a(v1) (viy + vay)wy
- D[QDC] + (VZ,T - V2,yy + %VZ,)') D[‘plc] - V%,yD[‘Plé] .
Arguing as above, we see that

(505)  [vag(vi)W[ e + V28l (V1)(viy + vay)wy| e + (V2D

< Ce|wlp,| -

+ H"Z (VZ,T — Vayy t %Vly) Dlg] ”z)* + HVW%,yD [ec] o

Finally, we observe that when we multiply equation (504) by v,, and add the result to equation (497)) then
the term ¢ (v1)v2E[w] cancels out. Putting things together the assertion follows. i

Finally, we estimate the nonlinear error term:

Lemma 5.17 (estimate for nonlinear error). There exist k > 0 and T, > —00 such that for T < 7, we have
C

(506) [vage(v)e F [w]llpx () + lec(vi)e™F W] px 00 (7) < [ IWlez, ) (7)-

Proof. Observe that

(507) [vaec(v)e"F [wllox + lec(vi)e™F [wl|px < Ce™|F[w]]s -
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Inspecting the expression for ¥ from Proposition [5.10] (evolution of difference) and using the pointwise
derivative bounds from we can estimate

(508) |Fwlls < C SUCP (|W| + |Wy| + [we| + |Wyy| + |WyT| + |WTT|) 7).
YeCr

and the assertion follows. O
Combining the above results we can now conclude the proof of the energy estimate:

Proof of Proposition Recall that the general energy inequality tells us that

(509) Iwe = powellp.o < Cll(0r — L)wel o 0.

Combining the above lemmas, we can estimate

(510) |2 = ©wclonco < Co (Iwclozs + 1w plsoe) + == lwlcz, o)

where D = | J, <, Dr x {7}. Replacing C?g by & this gives

C
(511 [we = powellpo < &([welpw + [Win|sw) + m”wﬂchp(cy
Finally, by Corollary (uniform sharp asymptotics) we have

(512) Ip < 1g2<0 1 <6)-

This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

5.5. Energy estimates in the tip region. In this subsection, we generalize the arguments from [ADS20,
Section 7] to our setting to establish the following energy estimate in the tip region:

Proposition 5.18 (energy estimate in tip region). There exist k > 0 and T, > —o0 with the following
significance. If M| and M, are k-quadratic at time Ty < Ty, then for T < 1o we have
C
(513) Wrloan(r) < 1 (IW g2 L2 () + Wl ) (@) -
For ease of notation, we will always assume that our tip satisfies y > 0 (considering the map y — —y
this implies the estimate for the second tip), and will simply write Y = Y;. In this notation, we have

(514) W=Y-1,.

We recall that W = oW, where ¢g- is the cutoff function from (333)) that localizes in the tip region 7~ =
{v < 26}. The norms appearing in the energy estimate have been briefly mentioned in the introduction.
Let us define them in detail now. To this end, fix a smooth function ¢(v) satisfying 0 < ¢/ < 56! and

(515) {(v)=0 for v<6/4, (v) =1 for v=06)2.

Then, similarly as in [ADS20] we consider the weight function

0 2 2
(516) ul7) =~ 720 + | [5(9) (%)-(1—4(&))12% v

v
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Notice that p(v,7) = —1Y?(v,7) for v > 6/2. Set

26 1/2
(517) |F(-,7)]2 = U F*(v,7) e“(”)dv] :

0
and

1 7/ 20 172
(518) [Pl (r) = sup —— f f F2(r, )0 dvdor |
<t |T/‘ / —1J0
As before, we simply write
(519) |Fll2.00 = [ Fll2.0(70)-
Finally, to capture the higher derivative error terms we consider the exponentially weighted C2-norm
S0 Pl ()= sup (& sup (IF|+1F2] 4 1F7] 4 [Pl + 1Pl + P 07)).
<1 v<20

and we often simply write

(521) HF”chp('r) = | flez, ) (70) -

exp

To prove Proposition (energy estimate in the tip region), we first establish certain a priori estimates
for Y and the weight y. The statements of these a priori estimates are similar to the ones in [ADS20,
Section 7.1], but the proofs are a bit more involved. Once these a priori estimates are established, similarly
as in [[ADS20, Section 7.2], we will obtain a weighted Poincare inequality. Finally, using the weighted
Poincare inequality we will implement the energy method by generalizing [ADS20, Section 7.3].

To control some new error terms we need the following rough estimate:

Lemma 5.19 (rough tip estimate). There exist k > 0, T« > —0o0 and C < o0 such that
s
(522) Y]+ (Vo] + Yz + [Yoo| + [Yor| + [Yee| < Cl2]2

holds for T < 1, and v < 26.

Proof. By the tip region asymptotics from Corollary [3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics) the estimate clearly
holds in the soliton region S = {v < L/+/|7|}. Thus, our task is to establish the estimate in the collar
region K = {L/+/|7| < v < 26}. To this end, note first that by convexity of our translator we have

(523) sup Y, (v, 7)| < [Y,(26, 7).

v<26

Hence, together with Corollary [3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics) we infer that
(524) Y|+ |V < Cle|'2.
Next, recall from the proof of Proposition (evolution equation for inverse profile function) that

(525) Yr = —v. Y, Yy = —vy, Y2
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and
(526) Yo, = _VyVTYvav - V‘erg, Yie = =20 Y7, — VEYVV — vty
Together with Lemma[5.6] (derivative estimates) this implies the desired result. O

We also need the following standard cylindrical estimate:

Lemma 5.20 (cylindrical estimate). Given any n > 0, for L large enough and 7, negative enough in the
collar region we have

Y, Y,
1+ Y? v
Proof. Observe that
VY| _ [vvyy | A

528 - 4
628 NI(1+Y)) 1+vi A&

where A and A, are the principal curvatures of the level set. Since 1;/4; = O on R x §!, arguing as in the
proof of Lemma[3.6] (derivative estimates) the assertion follows. O

After these preparations we can now establish the tip estimates:

Proposition 5.21 (tip estimates, c.f. [ADS20, Lemma 7.4]). Given n > 0, there exist 6 > 0, x > 0 and
Ty > —0o0 such that if M is k-quadratic at time Ty < Ty, then for v < 26 and T < 19 we have

1 Y, Y,
(529) 1 ATl <

v 1
Proof. We will argue similarly as in [ADS20], but we will encounter some new error terms coming from

the fact that our profile function v is only almost quadratically concave and from the nonlinearity.

Since by the tip region asymptotics from Corollary (uniform sharp asymptotics) the zoomed in profile
function Z is arbitrarily close to the profile function Z of the 2d-bowl with speed 1/+/2 in the soliton
region S we get

1—¢
(530) Nz\mg

Next, note that by the intermediate region asymptotics from Corollary [3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics)

9 7
(29,T)<1—0 | |

Together with the fact that the function v — |Y,|/v is almost monotone in the collar region K by Proposi-
tion (almost quadratic concavity), we infer that

(532) i\m < |2 < \m

holds in the whole tip region 7 . Indeed, using the results that we just cited, in the collar region we get

Y, —vY,, + Y V2 T
(533) £ - = Wz - = <2 )yys > 4e T —Cl|rPe’,
v, T 22 = V3

Y,

1%

Y,

< /. Yzl <7
1%

we have

(531) %

Y,

1%
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which, possibly after decreasing 7., yields (532)).
Finally, to check that |Y;| < n|Y,/v| holds in the collar region K as well, we rewrite the evolution
equation from Proposition (evolution equation for inverse profile function) in the form

Yoo Y, vy o 2

534 Y: = — |1 - = "TM[Y].
O3 T+ v( 27, 2>+e Y]
By Lemma[5.20] (cylindrical estimate) choosing L large enough we can ensure that

YVV 77 YV
535 — | < 5|
(435) ‘ L+Y2 4|v
By Corollary (almost Gaussian collar), for 8 small enough we get

vY n

536 1 < -
(536) ’ * 2Y, 4

Since v < 26 in the tip region, possibly after decreasing € we have
2

v n
537 —_ <L
(537) 2 4
And using Lemma[3.19] (rough tip estimates) for T < 7, we get
4 n
538 —|leM[Y]| < .
(538) lemiy) < ]
Combining the above inequalities yields
Y
(539) Yol < =],
which concludes the proof. O

Using the above, we can now establish the following estimates for the weight function:

Proposition 5.22 (weight estimates, c.f. [ADS20, Lemma 7.5]). Given nn > 0, there exist > 0, k > 0
and T, > —o0 such that if M is k-quadratic at time 7o < Ty, then for v < 20 and v < 19 we have

(540) 1—n< <l+n, e < 7.

Proof. We will argue similarly as in [ADS20]], but we will encounter some new error terms coming from
the fact that our profile function v is only almost quadratically concave and from the nonlinearity.
By definition of the weight function y we have

—vYY,
(541) = €0 (T2 ) 4 (- CON 1+ 1),
Hence, to prove the first estimate it suffices to show that for /4 < v < 26 we have
vYY,
542 — + 1 <n
. ‘20 73 ’ !

But this easily follows from Corollary [5.9] (almost Gaussian collar) since in the region under consideration
we have |Y,| » 1.
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To prove the second estimate, using the results that we already established and arguing similarly as in
[ADS20, proof of Lemma 7.5], we can obtain the estimates (7.12), (7.14) and (7.15) therein, hence

0 Y,
(543) Me < cn|t| + 2j (1-2) (7) Yedv'.

v
Yy
v v

Thus, our task is to bound the latter integral by a multiple of +/|7|. Using the almost positivity from (533])
and Proposition (tip estimates) we can estimate the collar region contribution to this integral via

0 :
)
L |\V /), L

v v
To deal with the soliton region, recall first from (337) that

Using Proposition (tip estimates) we can estimate

6 Y., 6
(544) f(l—g) (7) YTdv'<n\/Hf

v

av' .

0
Y, Y,
av' < f <—t) v + Cltfe” < | =
V v

—1(0,7) + C|T|SeT < Cq/l7l.
L v

(546) Y(v,7) = Y(0,7) + || 2Z(|t| v, 7).
Using this, we compute
YVV s YV 2 Z > Z >
(547) (».7) _ (v.7) . oo (0 T) _ o (0. 7) ’ where p = |7]"/2v.
V2 p p*

By Corollary 3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics) the function Z(p, 7) is &-close in C'%(B(0,&e71)) to Zo(p),
the profile function of the 2d-bowl with speed 1/+/2. Thus, given any py > 0, for 7 < 7, we get

Zpp(p, 7) _ Zp (o, 7)
p p*

On the other hand, since the profile function of any surface of rotation satisfies

(548) sup

po<p<L

< C(po) -

(549) 7,(0.7) = 0,
for p < po(1) we can expand
(550) Z(p,7) = ao(7) + ax(7)p” + R(p, 7),

with the estimate

(551) sup
p<po(1)

<|R(£;T)| N IRpif’z,T)l N IRpp(;,T)I

><C(T),

where po(7) > 0 and C(1) < o are constants that might initially depend on 7. This yields

Zpp(p, 7) _ Z,(p,7) Rop(ps7) B Ry (p,7)
p 0’ p p?

(552) sup

p<po(1)

= sup < C(1).

p<po(1)

Now using again Corollary [3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics) we see that for 7 < 7, this estimate in fact
holds with uniform constants po(7) = po > 0 and C(7) = C < o0. Hence,

Zpp(p, 7) _ Z,(ps 7)

(553) sup i
p p

p<L

<C.
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We have thus shown that

Y,
(554) ’(—,) < Clt|
\% v
forv' < L/+/t and 7 < 7,. Integrating gives
(Y,
(555) f ' < t’) dv < Cy/lr.
0 V W
Putting things together, and adjusting 7, this concludes the proof of the proposition. O

Corollary 5.23 (weighted Poincare inequality, c.f. [ADS20, Proposition 7.6]). There are constants Cy <
o, k > 0 and 1, « 0 with the following significance. If M is k-quadratic at time 1y < Ty, then for any
0 <« 1 and all T < 1, we have

% % g2 .
556 F d
(556) L (v)e" |T| f 1+ Y2 Y

for all smooth functions F satisfying F'(0) = 0 and spt(F) < [0, 26].

Proof. Having established Proposition (tip estimates) and Proposition (weight estimates), the
argument from [[ADS20, proof of Proposition 7.6] goes through. O

Having established the weighted Poincare inequality, we can now implement the energy method. Recall
from Proposition 5.12] (evolution of inverse difference) that the function W = Y — Y, satisfies

va 1 1% 1
557 W. = S YD)\ W, oWt W,
. ! 1+Y3+<v 2" ) v W eTW]
where
(558) D=— YZ,V‘/(YV + YZ,V)

(1+Y)(1+7;)

Lemma 5.24 (energy inequality). There exist 0 > 0, k > 0 and v, > —o0 with the following significance.
If M and M? are k-quadratic at time To < T, then for T < T we have

d O, W |2 c(o) (¥

= fw;éeﬂdv S T' v+ fGW[jleﬂdv G er“dv

dr 2 1+7Y |7]

1/2
(559) + e sup (|W]+ [Wy| + [We| + Wi | + [Wie| + [Wie]) (J W,Zreﬂdv) ,
v<26
where
_ . 1 1% My 2Y,Y,,

560 G=(1+Y)G*+1+2u, with G=~-—-— +
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Proof. Using (357)) and integration by parts we compute

X 2 +2 YE f : f V—i— Y V

- — ; 2

2 dr f el'dv f 1 Vze“dv Gy el'dv 172 el'dv
(561) + J (% + uT) W,?—e"dv +e J‘T oWretdy,

where for simplicity we write ¢ = ¢g. Using ab < %az + %bz we can estimate the second term by

2 p 1 [ W] L[ » 2\ 2 i

(562) G WW,et'dv < 2] 1 sze“dv + 3 G (14 Y, )Wre'dv.
Via absorption, and observing also that 0, Wq = W, + ¢, W implies the pointwise identity
(563) W] = (O Wr) = gIW? — 200, WW,
this yields

1d 1 ([oWr|? 1 [ gsW? WW

= jW%e“dv <-—= o Wrl” T|2 dv + = j LAk se'dv — j L dMALT s-edy

2dr 2) 1+7Y; 2)1+4Y; 1+Y;
(564) + f (G (14 Y]) + %+ pr) Wreldv + JTgoWrre"dv.
We can then use

1

(565) —ppWWy = —W(aWr) + gIW? < 2(0Wr)? + 26002,

to absorb the third term into the first two terms. This yields

2
72 @etdv + 2e jT¢W¢e“dv )

d ) 1 [|o,Ws|? N 1%
— | w < —= | 2L dv + | GW. +
(566) I j et dv 3 J " 2 eldv JG Zetdy SJ I

Now, since spt(¢,) < [6,26] and since by Proposition [5.21] (tip estimates), for 6 and « sufficiently small
and 7, sufficiently negative, we have

1 16

567 < ,
(567) sup P

o<v<20 | + Y2(v,7)

we can estimate the third time by

W2 c(o 26
(568) 5 f Spredv < (6) f W2etdy .
1+ Yv |T| 0
Finally, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we can estimate the last term by
1/2 1/2
(569) 2e’ j?apW«re"dV < 2e" <J 7’2<pze"> (j W,%e"dv) .

Note that by Corollary [3.20 (uniform sharp asymptotics) for v < 26 we have the rough estimate

1

(570) M) L et

Hence, remembering the structure of ¥ and applying Lemma[5.19] (rough tip estimate) we get

1/2
(571) 2 <J7ﬂapze“> < sup (W] + [Wy| + [We| + [Wi| + [Wye| + [Wee]) .

v<26
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Putting everything together, this proves the lemma. O
We can now prove the main result of this subsection:

Proof of Proposition Recall that by Lemma [5.24] (energy inequality) we have

d 0, Wq _ C
67 Ljwli< ——f' " v [ Gwetar+ Swtgaglh + Wl 1wl
2) 1472 7]
where
(573) [Wlcar, := sup (W] + [Wo| + [We| + [Wi| + [Wie| + [Wee]) .
v<20

Now for k and 6 sufficiently small, L sufficiently large, and 7. sufficiently negative, similarly as in [ADS20,
Claim 7.7] we can estimate

(574) G < 7l7|.
Moreover, possibly after adjusting the constants, by Proposition (weighted Poincare inequality) we
have
Co [ |o,We)?
575 Wrl3 < = eldy.
( ) ” ‘THZ ‘ T‘ Y‘%

Combining the above facts and taking = ﬁ we infer that

d

C
(576) W[5 < —nlel|Wr 3 + —|HW1[e,ze] I3+ €T IWlcair, | Wr 2.

ks

Using the Peter-Paul inequality the last term can be estimated by

(577) e |Wlcr, [Wrll2 < ITI [Wer |5 + WGy, -

1
21]7]
Hence, setting ¢ = /2 we obtain

d 2 2 ~1 2 —1w|2
(578) I Wrlz < =clel[Wor 3 + Clel ™ [ Wi 2 + Cle T [ We o) (7)

for all T < 71y.

To analyze this differential inequality, similarly as in [ADS20], we define

(579) f) = |wrl3. g(1) = [Wlpagl3.
and
(580) F(r) = f C G(r) — f o(7')de.
7—1 7—1
Then, we obtain
d (7 -1 1 2
(581) EF(T) = L a7 — f(7) dt’ < —c[t|F () + C|t|7'G(7) + Cl1| IIWHCgXP(T)(T)«

We rewrite this as

(‘T2

(552 Sl TR <o (Crom + clr Wi oy (0).
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Observing also that thanks to (570) the functions F(7) and G(7) converge (exponentially fast) to zero as
T — —0o0, we thus infer that

CT2 T 7& .
eTR@ <[ e (WG 4 W, (7)) aF
—00

<t

T CTIZ _ _
(583) <C (foo \T’\erT’> <sup 17| 72G () + |7 ZHWHé?xp(’T) (T))

<t

_e? 3 -1 -
< Ce 7 (‘T‘ 2 sup |T/‘ zG(T’)+ |7] 2”Wégxp(¢)(7')> .

Hence, we conclude that

_1 _ _1 _
(584) |t 2F (1) < C|7| 2TS}£‘T/| 2G(7) + Clt| S/ZHWHégXP(T)(T),
from which
(585) H%Mﬂ>|wwuwmm+wmp@)

readily follows. This finishes the proof of the proposition. O

5.6. Decay estimate. The goal of this subsection is to prove the following estimate:

Proposition 5.25 (decay estimate). There exist k > 0 and T, > —o0 with the following significance. If
M and M? are are k-quadratic from time Ty < Ty, and if we = vigc(v1) — vage(v2) satisfies

(586) piwe(to) =0 and powe(to) =0,
then
(587) weln + IWrlom < € (IWlez, @ + IWlea, i) -

To show this we will adapt the argument from [ADS20, Section 8] to our setting. To begin with,
combining the energy estimates from the previous subsections, and observing also that the norms in the
transition region are equivalent similarly as in [ADS20, Lemma 8.1], we obtain:

Lemma 5.26 (coercivity estimate). For every & > 0 there exist k > 0 and T, > —o0 such that if M' and
M? are k-quadratic form time 1o < Ty, and if the spectral condition (586) holds, then

(588) lwe = powe| D00 + [Wr |20 < &lpowe| D0 + C <HWHchp(C) + HWHchp(fr)) -

Proof. First, using Corollary [3.20 (uniform sharp asymptotics) and arguing similarly as in [ADS20, proof
of Lemma 8.1] we see that for « > 0 small enough and 7 negative enough we get

(589) CO) W) 202 < IW(T) Ligw (ry<2ey |5 < CO)|W(T) 1[5 ]2 -

Now, recall that by Proposition [5.18] (energy estimate in tip region) we have

(590) Wirlaoo(r) < o7 (IW 1 p2nce®) + Wl o) (7)) -

exp
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Together with (589) and the observation that ¢c(vi(-, 7)) = @c(v2(-,7)) = 1 when 6 < v; < 20 by
Corollary (uniform sharp asymptotics) provided « is small enough and 7 is negative enough, this
yields

(591) [Wrlaoo < & (Iwelpon + Wlezr)) -

exp

Next, recall that by Proposition (energy estimate in the cylindrical region) we have

(592) Iwe = powelpee < & (Iwelpoe + 1w lgpen <o) + Clwle, (o) -

Using again (589)), this time with 6 replaced by 6/2, and the fact that ¢7-(v) = 1 for v < 6, this yields
(593) Iwe = vowelp.w < &(welpew + C[Wrlaw) + Clwlez ) -

Finally, by the triangle inequality we clearly have

(594) Iwelpeo < [we = powe|p0 + [IPowe D0 -

Combining the above inequalities, choosing 7, negative enough, and replacing Ce by ¢, the assertion
follows. O

We can now establish the decay estimate:

Proof of Proposition In light of Lemma[5.26] (coercivity estimate) our task boils down to controlling
the expansion coefficient

(595) a(t) = we(1),%0)s »
where ¢ = ¢(y* — 2) with ¢ = [[y* — 2\\;1. To this end, recall from equation that we evolves by

(596) (0 — Qwe = E[we] + E[w. ec()] + J + K + e"pc(vi)F[w].
Using also that Ly = 0, this implies
d —
(597) EG(T) = <8[wc] + 8w, oc] +J + K + eTocF [w], 1//0>5 .
Since (Yo, ¥3) = 8, we can rewrite this as
d 2a(r)
508 4 a(r) = F
(59%) fratn) = 21+ F0)
where
a(t —
59 F(0)i= (el - G200 )+ (Evsclbn) + U+ K+ acln)F [l
bl
Solving the ODE (598)), and using that a(7y) = 0 thanks to the spectral condition (386)), we obtain
1 (™
(600) a(t) = —= F(o)o? do.
™ Jr

In the following, we use the notation

y 1/2
(601) A(t) := sup (J a(cr)2dcr> .

<t -1
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Claim 5.27. For every € > 0, there exist k > 0 and T, > —0, such that assuming k-quadraticity at some
T9 < Ty, the estimate

T £ C
(602) | IF@ldr < Zatm) + = (wleey0

exp
7—1

+ Wiz )
holds for v < T1y.

Proof of the claim. We will adapt the argument from [[ADS20, proof of Claim 8.3] to our setting. During
the proof we will frequently use the bound

(603) Iwe = vowclpoo + [Wr | < 2A(x0) + € (IWlea, o) + IWleayr) )

which follows from Proposition (coercivity estimate).

Let us first estimate the terms that are not present in [ADS20]. To this end, let us fix a smooth cutoff
function y : R™ — [0, 1] such that

(604) x(v) =1 ifve[£06, 24, x(v) =1 ifv[40],

and such that |y'| + [x"| < C(6). Observe that since spt(¢}) = [26, 26] we have

(605) J=x()J, K=x(v)K.

Hence, using Lemma[5.15] (estimate for J) and Lemma[5.16] (estimate for K) we can estimate
[I(T) + K(1).w0)s| < (1D + [K(@) %) [ x(vi (7)ol o

(606) < (elw(m)lgpen<alls + [vage ()eF [wllox) [x(vi (7))o -

Now, considering the support of y — y(vi(y,7)) and using Corollary 3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics)
we see that for T negative enough we get the Gaussian tail estimate

(607) X ())olo < .

Also, similarly as in (389) by the equivalence of norms in the transition region we have

(608) Iw(7) Ligp<m <atlls < C[Wr|2.
Moreover, using Lemma [5.17] (estimate for nonlinear error) we can estimate
C
(609) [vage(vi)e"F W]l px oo (7) + [oc(vi)e™F [W]]px .o (r) < B IWlez ) (7)-

Combining the above inequalities, and remembering also (603), we infer that

T C
6100 | [+ K + e ctT @) og] dr < o) + 1 (Wleeye + Wlez ) -

exp
T—1 | |

Next, arguing similarly as above, and using also (478)), we see that

1) (B cl(r) )| < B el o) low 1 (1ol < I o™
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and consequently, remembering again (603)), that

(612) JT
7—1

Finally, let us estimate the first term on the right hand side of (599). Broadly speaking, we argue

€ C
aw%] do < T2m) + 7 (e + Wleayir) -

similarly as in [[ADS20, proof of Claim 8.3]. However, since there are quite many technical tweaks (and
also to fix some minor glitches in the quoted proof) let us provide full details. Recall from (@33) that
2

( ) 2—vin a(t) , (Viy + vay)Vayy Vi,
613)  &[w " stV o My
[ C] | | 2V1V2 c— 4|T| '700 (1 + V%’y)(l + V%’y) ( C)y 1+ V%’y( C)yy

The inner product of the first term on the right hand side with ¢ can be estimated by

<2—v1va a(r) %’% ‘< AL )(wc—a(r)gbo),wo>

2vivy | 2v1vy

9

(20 potonwe.vo )

2V1V2

614) +la(r w< AL )—ﬂﬂmw%

2viva

9
To estimate the first term on the right hand side of (614) we write

‘<2_VIVZQDC(WC_a(T)l//O)’l//0> < <(\/——v1)(\/_+v1)

2V1V2 % - 2V1V2

(615) |<v1 v clwe — G(T)llfo),l//0>
$ $

Using this decomposition, and observing that v; > 6/2 on the support of ¢¢c(v ) (we—a(t)yo) by Corollary

pc(we — G(T)l//o),l//o>

9

V2 =,

_|_
2\/2

pc(we —a(T)l//o),l//o>

3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics), we can estimate

K 2, )w@—dﬂmxm>

2V1V2

9
2

(616) <X (V2= wpeetn) | e~ atoyn) vl
i=1 9 9

(617) CZH V2= w)ec(vn)| |we = o)l o
where in the last step we used the weighted Sobolev inequality. Now, since the v; are k-quadratic at time
To, we have

C
618) H V2| < E

-

Furthermore, arguing similarly as in the proof of Claim 3.18](error estimate) we see that

C

(619) [viyle]s < =k
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This yields

(620) H( V2 — vi)goc(vl)HD < <

7|
Together with Lemma [5.26] (coercivity estimate), remembering also that ayy = powc, this implies

T

(621)

<2 — VIV2<PC(V1)(WC - d(ff)l//o),l//o>
9

2\/1\/2

£ C
dor < 2A0) + 17 (Wlezy0 + Wleayom) -

7—1

Next, similarly as in [ADS20, Equation (8.20) and (8.21)] we can estimate the contribution from the
second term of the right hand side of (614) by

2—vivy Yo 5
< 2V1V2 QDC(Vl) 4|T|,¢0 s

provided « is small enough and 7 < 7y < 74, with 7, negative enough.

€
do < —A(19),
7]

©622) [ tat

7—1

Furthermore, considering the support of (1 — ¢¢(v1))we we can estimate the third term of the right hand

side of (614) by

< Ce |w(T) 124 <o) H55 :

2 _
(623) ‘< 12y —soc<v1)>wC,wo>
b

2V1V2

Together with the equivalence of norms in the transition region, and (603)), this yields

6 [ (520 wetnweo ) |dor < Zatm) + = (W0 + Wle,m)
—@c(vi))we, o< —A(T — (|w .
—1 2\/1 V2 pen ¢ Y0 1 ‘T‘ 0 |T| ngp (C) ngp (7—)
To finish, similarly as in [ADS20, Equation (8.23) and (8.25)] we get
T (viy + vay)va, £
(625) f S (we)y. %o ) | < lwelpeos
|\ T+ ) (1 +33) o I
and
T V%,y e
(626) ——(we)w:¥0 ) | < =lweloeos

provided « is small enough and 7 < 79 < 7, with 7, negative enough. Together with (603) this shows
that

2
T (Viy +vay)v, Vi,
(627) J < 1 y2 ly yzy (we)y, Yo + _1 yz—(WC‘)yy,l//O
=1 [\ (T v )T +v ) $ TV $

£ C
< 100 + 17 (Wlezyio + Wleayom))-

Combining the above inequalities establishes the claim. O
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Now, using the claim we can estimate

JT 2do" < Z f o)|otdo

T

=
+
(628) < (MT) (sA(r0) + CIwlez, 0 + IWlez, )
=T

< |2 (2A(x0) + CIWleayc) + Wlezy )
Remembering (600), this shows that

(629) la(7)| < €A(70) + C(Iwl ez, ) + IWlez, )

for T < 7¢. Choosing & = 1/2 this implies

(630) A1) < € (IWlez o) + IWlezye ) -

Combining this with Lemma[5.26] (coercivity estimate) we conclude that

(631) welow + [Wrlaw < € (IWlea @) + IWleay ) -

This finshes the proof of the proposition. O

5.7. Interior estimates in the cylindrical region. In this subsection, we establish interior C>-estimates
in the cylindrical region starting from bounds for the Gaussian L?>-norm. Specifically, we will first prove
the following weighted L*-estimate.

Proposition 5.28 (L*-estimate in cylindrical region). There exist k > 0, T, > —00 and C < o0, such that
whenever M' and M? are k-quadratic at time Ty < Ty, then for all T < 9 — 1 we have

(632) sup e 7 sup {|w(y, 7)1 vi(0,7) = 86} < Clwelsm(r +1).

<t
And then we prove the following C 2-estimalteJ?]

Proposition 5.29 (C?-estimate in cylindrical region). There exist k > 0 and T, > 0, such that whenever
M" and M? are k-quadratic at time to < Ty, then for all T < t9 — 1 we have

(633) Wz, < e ™ sup {{w(y, o) 1= 1 <7 <7+ v 7) = 16} .
We recall that we use the notation

(634) HW”CZ\CT = sup (|W| + |Wy| + [we| + |Wy>| + |W>T| + |WTT|)

yeCq

where the time 7-slice of the cylindrical region is defined by
(635) Ce = {y:vi(y,7) = 30 or »a(y,7) = 36} .

"The supremum in the C?-estimate is taken over a somewhat larger spatial region than in the L*-estimate, but this does not

cause problems for applications since we will establish corresponding estimates in the tip region in the next subsection.
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Loosely speaking, both estimates follow from standard parabolic estimates for the mean curvature flow
near a bubble-sheet. However, since some care is needed to scale and convert estimates for the bubble-
sheet function to estimates for the profile function of the level sets, we provide the details.

To bring the translator equation back into parabolic form, we define
(636) V(x,s,t) = V(x,s + 1),

and consider the difference

D - -
(637) V2(x,5,1) = Vi(x,5,1) = Va(x, 5,1).
Then, using Proposition (evolution equation for profile function) we see that
14+V? 14V? 2, .V
D 1.x D 1,5 D ViaVis D 1 D
yp T _yD s D _ZViiVis DL 1y
VR AV TSSOV VT 1V VT T,
(Va4 Vo) Vauss =Vau+ 1/V2) =2VisVos 1,0 | (Vi +Vau) (Vo —=V2u+1/V2) =22, Vas 1 ,D
(638) + 14+VE +VE Vit 1+VE + Vi V-

Let us introduce some notation for weighted parabolic Holder norms. Given a € (0, 1), a nonnegative
integer k, and a region U, we set

k—1
(639) [f]l?;/U = sup sup || T
(x,5,0)€U i+ j+2m=k

QLoLar f(x, 5,1)|

and

gt |0L0107 F(X) — Lol f(X)|
(640) f Wa" = sup sup 1 t+7 2 xVsUt xVsU¢ ,
Ui X.X'eU i+j+2m:k|2( ) ld(X, X")|«

where for X = (x,s,7) and X' = (¥/, s', ") we work with the parabolic distance

(641) d(X.X) = \Jle— 2P+ |s — 5P+ | 1.
Then, we can define weighted C ];;,“ norms by
k
(642) Aoy = 1fles @) + Mg where [ fles. oy = DA%
m=0
Moreover, we consider the parabolic cube Q, given by
(643) 0.(x, s, ) ={(x,5,0) : [x=X|<r|s—s|<nl —r*<r<t}).

Lemma 5.30 (interior estimates in cylindrical region). There exist k > 0 and v, > —0, as well as a
constant C < o0, such that whenever M| and M, are k-quadratic at time To < Ty, then
7

C
(644) sup VP < = (VP dxdsdr |
A2
Qa2 (¥,0,1") 0(x'.0.1')
and
D D
(645) HV “Cé‘}“(Q/l/z(X’,O,t’)) < CHV HC‘V’V(QA(x’,O,t’)) ’

hold if A7'x € C_ log(—r) and t' < —e™™, where A = (—t’)%.



NONCOLLAPSED TRANSLATORS IN R* 87
We note that to control the second time derivative w in (634) we need the parabolic C*-norm.

Proof. We consider the rescaling

~ ~ 1 R i f— 1t
(646) V(80 f) = ~VP(n ), where  (f1,52.0) = <¥%7> .

The evolution equation (638]) and Lemma [5.6] (derivative estimates) imply
(647) LVP(£.1) = aij(%, )amj VP(&,7) + bi(£,D) £ VP(R,1) + c(2, 1) VP (%,0),
where for sufficiently large —7 the smooth functions a;;, b;, c satisfy

(643) Z laijll 20, 0) + Z 1Bi]c2a (0, 0)) + clc2e (o, 0)) < G ay€'el = CceP.

Therefore, standard interior L*-estimates yield

1

. R N2

(649) sup |VD\<C<J (VD)zdfcd§dt> ,
01/2(0) 01(0)

and standard interior Schauder estimates yield
(650) 172 lcse 0y 200 < IV ey 0 -

These imply the desired results. O

We can now establish the two estimates stated at the beginning of this subsection:

Proof of Proposition[5.28 For any point (x',0,¢) with (—¢')~/2x' e C_ log(—) denote the corresponding
point in the renormalized flow by (y’,7’). The L?-norm of V? is related to norms of w by

)

\t’ X+ \t’
(VP dxdsdr = J j j (x,s,t)dxdtds
\/j(x’ 0,t') \t’ 21" Jx'— \t’

7+ /17| ||
< C|t’\1/2f f (Vi(x,7) = Va(x, 7)) dxdr
TN RN

T +1 Yy 42 —57
(651) <C|t‘1/2f J e 2 wi(y,7)dydr

T +1 Yy +2 -
< C|t/\7/2f J w(y,7)e2 dydr,
-2 Jy—2

whenever ¢ < —10. Now, for « sufficiently small and 7, sufficiently negative, assuming x-quadraticity at
time 79 < T4, by Corollary [3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics) if v{(y',7') > g@ and 7/ = —log(—7) <
79 — 1, then in the region under consideration we have

(652) wclvi) =1 and y2 < 2.
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Therefore, we obtain

)

7/ +1 2
(VP)? dxdsdr < C\t’\”zf fwé(y, t)e” T dydr < C|¢|"*|welf (7' + 1).
-2

=7 &0.0)
Thus, Lemma[5.30] (interior estimates in cylindrical region) yields
(653) I/ ) < ClY P4 wel s + 1),
from which the result follows. ]

Proof of Proposition Using the definition of V? we see that
(654) 1]72VP (x,0,1) = w(]1| "% x, — log(—1)).

As in the proof of Proposition [3.3] (evolution equation for profile function), this yields

1 y
(655) VP =w, 2V = wy,, [t|VE = wy, + W
and
2
1 y w 3 y y w
(656) [t 2VP = w, + W3 t]2V) = wer + ywry + TVt T

Therefore, Lemma[5.30] (interior estimates in cylindrical region), taking also into account that
(657) I <201+ o(1))l7|

by Corollary (uniform sharp asymptotics), as well as the elementary inequality

(658) —log(—t + [1]'?) < —log(—1) + 155

for t « 0, implies the desired result. O

5.8. Interior estimates in the tip region. In this subsection, we establish interior C2-estimates in the
tip region starting from bounds for the Gaussian L?>-norm. Specifically, we will first prove the following
weighted L*-estimate:

Proposition 5.31 (L*-estimate in tip region). There exist k > 0 and T, > —o0 such that if M' and M?
are k-quadratic at time Ty < Ty, then for any T < 19 — 1 we have

(659) supe%T,sup{|W(v,T v < 150} < [Wrlaw(t+1).

T'<t
And then we prove the following C?-estimate:

Proposition 5.32 (C2-estimate in tip region). There exist k > 0 and T, > —o0 such that if M' and M? are
k-quadratic at time Ty < Ty, then for any T < 79 — 1 we have

(660) W2z, < e 0 sup {[W(v,7)| i1 — 1 <7/ <7+ 135.v <36} .
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We recall that we use the notation

(661) [Wilczpr, == sup (W] + [Wy| + [We| + Wiy + [Wye| + [Wie]) .
v<20

To put the translator equation into convenient form for establishing these interior estimates, for z > 1 we

define positive functions X* by

(662) (h, X*(—h, x3,x4), x3, x4) € MK,
and then define X* by
(663) Xk(xl, X2, X3, t) = Xk()q + 1, X2,X3).

The functions X* satisfy the parabolic equation
Sk X% Sk
(664) Xy = |0i— W Xii»

and the difference X = X' — X? evolves by

511 G192 vD | ¥2%2 vD $292%2 (%1 1 w2\yD
. X!X! L XIRxP L RRXP XXX + K)X!

(665) Xe =\~ T 5% o112 - o112 v202)

1 + |DX'| 1 + |DX'| (14 |DX'?)(1 + |DX?|?)

Similarly as before, writing X = (xy, x2, x3,1) = (x, 1), we set

(666) IV, =sup  sup  [i]'T |0k ad el arp(x)|
XeU i+ j+0+2m=k

and

e |0}, 0,06,07F(X) — 8, 0,04, 0" f(X')]
(667) oy = su su La+)| L2 5 L2 ,

s = 52, 11y 2B 27 EESg
where
(668) dX.X') = Jlx = 2P 4 |1 -1
Then, we work with the weighted ck vf/ norm given by
k

(669) Ve = Wy + Dl where 1l = R

Finally, we denote the parabolic cube Q, by
(670) O, 1)y ={(x0): 1 - r <7, [{x—x,ep| <r foreachi=1,2,3}.

Lemma 5.33 (interior estimates in soliton region). There exist constants k > 0, T, > —0, and C < o0
with the following significance. If M' and M? are k-quadratic at time 1o < T+, then

1

2

< < J (xP)? dxdt) ,
Q.(x ")
and

D 10\ yvD
(672) ”X HCé{,"(Q/l/z(x’,t’)) <|10g(_t,)| HX ||C3V(Q/l(x/,tl))

(671) sup  |XP| <
Qap(¥'.t")

ol
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X'| < AL and —log(—t') < 19 — 1, where A = |log(—t')|~1/2(=1)"/2.

Proof. We consider the rescaled function
A R 1 A
(673) XP(#,1) = ZXD(x’ + A%, 7+ %),

Then, the evolution equation and Corollary (uniform sharp asymptotics) imply that there exist
constants C < o0 and 7, > —00 such that the smooth functions a;; and b; defined by

(674) XP = ai X} + biX}
satisfy
(675) Z laijll 20, o)) + Z |bilc2agoy0) < C aijéiéj = CTEP

at the points and times under consideration. Thus, standard interior L*-estimates yield

(676) sup |XP| < C|XP] 120, 009)
01/2(0)

and standard interior Schauder estimates yield
oD oD
(677) [ X"l cta(g, 00 < CIXT [ eo(04(0))
These estimates imply the assertion. O
Lemma 5.34 (interior estimates in collar region). There exist k > 0 and T, > —o0, as well as positive

integers p,q and a constant C < o0 with the following significance. If M' and M? are k-quadratic at time
T0 < Ty, then

1
C 2
(678) sup  |XP| < —= ( f (XD)zdxdt> :
OQap(¥'.t) A2 Oa(x'.1")
and
(679) 1XPlet 0,y < [108(=E)PIXP o (0, (2.0

hold whenever (x',e) = 0, L|log(—)|"2 < (—)"V2|¥'| < 46, and —log(—t') < 10 — 1, where
A= [log(=1)[79(=1)"/2.
Proof. To take care of the degenerating ellipticity, we set

(680) p = |DX,(X,7)|,

and consider the anisotropic rescaling

N | .
(681) XP(%,1) = EXD(x’1 + (14 p)ARy, Xy + Ao, X5 + A%, 1 + A7)

Using the evolution equation (664) we see that

(682) XP = ai X[ + biX}
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for some coeflicients a;;, b;. Now, by definition of X* we have
(683) XK(t, Vi(x, 1) cos 6, Vi(x, 1) sin ) = x,

and Corollary [3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics) shows that

(684) (Vi)™ < C(L) 4/ |t]~ " log 1]

for some constant C(L) < oo depending only on L. Therefore, applying Lemmal[5.6|(derivative estimates),
we infer that there are a positive integer p’ and a constant C < oo such that

(685) | X ) < Cllog(=)["

et oue

for sufficiently large log(—¢') and sufficiently large g. For the coefficients of the rescaled difference,
possibly after increasing g, this yields

(686) Z Haij — 5ij||C2"’(Q1(O)) + Z ||bi||C2"’(Q1(0)) < C, Zdijgifj = C_1|§|2 .
ij i ij

Thus, similarly as in the proof of the previous lemma, interior L*-estimates and interior Schauder esti-

mates yield the desired result. O

As a final preparation, we need the following bound for the weight function:

Lemma 5.35 (density bound). There exist k > 0 and T, > —0o0 with the following significance. Assuming
k-quadraticity at time 1y < Ty, for 1 < 79 and v < 50 we have

51

(687) e/‘(V»T) > pelon”

Proof. By definition of the weight function we have

2
o = = ZEW), + (1= )

1) <a—§@»n «w> 2
= + (Y )v-

1%

(688)

2vY 4

Since ¥(0,7) = (V2 + o(1))|7]2 by Corollary (uniform sharp asymptotics) and |Y,/v| < /7 by
Proposition (tip estimates), possibly after decreasing 6 and 7., for T < 79 and v < 56 this yields

1 3
(689) o < == (V).
Therefore, we get
1 2 ¢ / / v 1 2 3 2
uv,t) = —=Y(0,7) — | puy(v',7)dv' = log <—> + =Y (60,71) — <Y (v, 7).
4 v 0 8 8
Using again Corollary (uniform sharp asymptotics), this implies the assertion. O

We can now prove the propositions stated at the beginning of this subsection.
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Proof of Proposition By definition of X we have

(690) XP(xy, x0, x3,1) = e_%W(v, 7),
where

. 1
(691) 7= —log(—x; — 1) and V= e2 (x% + x%)2 )

Notice also that

(692) f fdxz dx; = 2me™ T fv dv.

Tl

r
2

Suppose that x' = (0, x}, x}) and ¥ = —e™" satisfy \x’\ez < f0and 7 < 19— 1. Forany R < |7/|~ Ze

we can compute

1 1 (R 7 Xy +R x3+R
—f (XP)? dxdt == f f f f )% dxy doxz dt dxy
R QR(X’,t’) R R J{—R2

, log(—# —x1)
(693) <Ce™ ™ sup j J W2 (v, T)vdvdr.

|x1|<R J—log(—1'—x1)—
Using also Lemma[3.35](density bound) and the fact that ¢ = 1 when v < 0, this yields
1

@9 7] PP axar < et B w4 ).
QR(X t’)

Combining the above inequality with Lemma[5.33] (interior estimates in soliton region) and Lemma[5.34]
(interior estimates in collar region) implies that there exists some positive integer m such that

(695) W, 7)) = e IXP(, )P < e T [Wor |2 (7 + 1).

Namely,

(696) e WO 7)< Wr o (7 + 1)

holds for 7/ < 79 — l and V' < 9. This proves the proposition. O

Proof of Proposition[5.32] By definition of X” we have
(697) W(v,7) = e2XP(0,e 2vcos 6, e 2 vsinf, —e 7).

This implies

(698) W, = XP, Wy = e 3XP, Wye = —3e IXD 4+ e77XD,
where

(699) Xf) = Ccos 0X2D +sin0X?, XD = COS 9XD + ZCosesmeXé)3 + sin 9X3D3
Similarly, we can compute

(700) Wy = teixP? — 3xP + e 3xP,

and

T T 3t
(701) Wee = LedXP — 2D 4 2o ixD _ye™TXD 4 o T XD
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Hence, applying Lemma[5.33] (interior estimates in soliton region) and Lemma[5.34] (interior estimates in
collar region), we obtain the desired result. O

5.9. Conclusion of the proof. In this subsection we conclude the proof of Theorem [3.1](spectral unique-
ness theorem).
Denoting the level sets by 22 = M’ ~ {x; = h}, we consider their HausdorfF distance

(702) D(h) = dHausdorff (2}11 ’ 2%1) '

Proposition 5.36 (Hausdorff-estimate). There exist k > 0 and T > —o0 such that if M' and M?* are
k-quadratic at time Ty < Ty, then for every T < 19 — 1 we have

(703) sup h~ 1 D(h) < [wellsoo(r + 1) + [Worllzo(r +1).

h=e™ 7

Proof. Setting T, = — log h, by definition of the Hausdorft distance we always have
(704) h*%D(h) < max (sup {w, )| s vi(y, ) = 36} sup {{W(v,75)| 1 v < %9}) .

Now, by Proposition [5.28] (L*°-estimate in cylindrical region) and Proposition 5.31] (L*-estimate in tip
region) if the solution are k-quadratic from time 79 < 74, and 75, < 79 — 1, then we can estimate

(705) 7 sup {[w(y, )| : vi(y,7h) = 860} < Clwells0(mn + 1),

and

(706) T Th sup {|w(y, )| i vi(y, Th) = %9} < W |awo(th + 1).

This implies the assertion. O

Proposition 5.37 (C>-estimate). There exist k > 0 and T, > —0 such that if M' and M? are k-quadratic
at time 179 < Ty, then for every T < 79 — 1 we have

(707) Wwlc2ie, + IWle2r, < T sup {D(h): 71— 1< —logh<T7+ 5} .
Proof. Set T, = —logh. Observe first that by Corollary [3.20] (uniform sharp asymptotics), for « suffi-

ciently small and 7., sufficiently negative, and 7;, < 79 — 1, we have

(708) sup {w(y. )| : vi(y. ) = 6/2} < 2h™2D(h).
Our next goal is to show that

(709) sup {|[W(v,74)| : v < 30} < 2(logh)2h~2D(h) .
To this end, considering A; € ZZ N {xs = W2y, x4 = 0} we have

(710) d(A1,A2) = [(A1 — Ag,e2)| = V2 [W(v, 1)) .

Let B € X be a point such that d(B,A;) = d(Z;, A;), and observe that x3(B) = 0 and x4(B) = 0. We
may assume A; # A,. Then, A; # B. So, applying the sine law to triangle spanned by A;, A,, B yields
sin LAlBAz 1

711 d(A1,Ay) = — d(A,B) < ——=D(h
(71D (A1, 42) sin ZA1A>B (A1, B) sin ZA1A>B
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On the other hand, denoting by T the tangent vector to graph(Y>) at v, by convexity we have
1

A/ 1+ Yz’v(v,Th)z‘

Moreover, applying Proposition (tip estimates), with 6 replaced by %9, we can estimate

(712) sin ZA1AyB = sin Z(T, —e;) =

(713) Yo, (v, 7)? < |log h]y?.

Combining the above formulas proves the estimate (Z09).
Having established the sup-bounds (708)) and (709) we can now apply Proposition (C?-estimate in
cylindrical region) and Proposition [5.32] (C?-estimate in tip region) to conclude that

1
(714) wlere, + IWleyr, <e ™0 sup  2(logh) 2k 2D(h).

T 1< <+ g
This implies the assertion. O
To proceed, we denote by K I = R* the convex hull of M, and set
(715) K := K" {x; = h}.
Then, by the comparison principle for translators we have the implication
(716) K, €K, = K,cKjforallh<H,
and similarly with K! and K? interchanged.

Lemma 5.38 (almost congruent levels). There exist k > 0 and T, > —o0 such that if M', M? are k-
quadratic from time 1o < T, and if i’ > e~ satisfies D(I') < 151"V/2, then we have

(717) D(h) < 10 (log /)2 D(I')

forall he [K/e*, I].

Proof. Note first that by Corollary (uniform sharp asymptotics), provided « and 7, are chosen appro-
priately, the mean curvature H = (v, e;) of M satisfies

0.99 1.01 /logh

718 py—— 5 X T = s
(718) m<<ve1><ﬁ h

for h > e~ ™3 (here we observed that the conclusion can be propagated a bit forward in time). Now, if
W > e~ satisfies D(i') < 45h''/2, then

(719) W —2VHD(H) = e W = e ™1
Hence, the lower bound in (7Z18)) implies

(720) (K" +2VI'D(H e ) < K>, .
Thus, by the comparison principle for all 4 < 4’ we get the inclusion

(721) (K' + 2V D(H)ey), < K7,
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and, interchanging the role of X! and K2, also the inclusion
(722) (K> +2VHD(H)er), € K} .
On the other hand, if 4 > ' /e* then h — 2/W'D(I') = e~ ™73, so it follows from the upper bound in
(18} that
. [ 1 i)
(723) diStiausdort (2272 b z;) < 4 (log )ED(H).
Hence, we conclude that
(724) D(h) < 10 (log h)2D(I')
for all & € [h'/e?, ']. This proves the lemma. i

We can now conclude the proof of the spectral uniqueness theorem:

Proof of Theorem Let « be small enough and 7, negative enough such that all the preceding estimates
hold for M' and M? that are k-quadratic from time 79 < 7. Applying Proposition (decay estimate)
and Proposition (Hausdorff-estimate) we see that

_ 16
(725) sup K HD(h) < € (Iwlez, ) + IWlez, ) -

exp exp
h26770+1

On the other hand, by definition of our exponentially weighted norms there exists some 7/ € (—o0, 7¢]
such that

(726) Wz, ) + Wl

exp

oy <2 (I71Wlerie, + Wl )

and by Lemma[5.6] (derivative estimates) and Lemma[3.19] (rough tip estimates), for all T < 7y we have
(727) Iwlczie, + IWleayr, < 17"

In particular, for /' := e 7t this yields

(728) D(H) < W~ .

Hence, we can safely apply Lemma[5.38] (almost congruent levels) to obtain

(729) D(h) < 10(log h')'/>D(K')

for 7 — 1 < —logh < 7’ + 1. Together with Proposition 5.37] (C?-estimates) it follows that
(730) Iwlezic, + IWilajr, < W= D(K) .

In combination with (723) and (726) this yields

(731) W= D(h') < K~ D(I).

Since /' » 1, this implies D(/’') = 0, and consequently

(732) Wlez, ) + IWlez, ) = 0-

Namely,

(733) 3 =37
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holds for 4 > e~™. Finally, applying the comparison principle again we conclude that M' = M?. This

finishes the proof of the spectral uniqueness theorem. O
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