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TYPE II SMOOTHING IN MEAN CURVATURE FLOW

SIGURD ANGENENT, PANAGIOTA DASKALOPOULOS, AND NATASA SESUM

ABSTRACT. In 1994 Veldzquez [11] constructed a smooth O(4) x O(4) invariant
Mean Curvature Flow that forms a type-II singularity at the origin in space-
time. Stolarski [12] very recently showed that the mean curvature on this
solution is uniformly bounded. Earlier, Veldzquez [3] also provided formal
asymptotic expansions for a possible smooth continuation of the solution after
the singularity.

Here we prove short time existence of Velazquez’ formal continuation, and
we verify that the mean curvature is also uniformly bounded on the continu-
ation. Combined with the earlier results of Veldzquez—Stolarski we therefore
show that there exists a solution {M; C R8 | —tg < t < to} that has an
isolated singularity at the origin 0 € R®, and at t = 0; moreover, the mean
curvature is uniformly bounded on this solution, even though the second fun-
damental form is unbounded near the singularity.

1. INTRODUCTION

We say that a family of hypersurfaces {My},ejo,r) C R™ moves by the mean
curvature flow if
OF =
= _f
ot
where H(-,t) is the mean curvature vector of the hypersurface M;, and F(-,t) :
M — M; C R™*! is a smooth family of parametrizations of the moving hypersur-
face. In the case of closed hypersurfaces, Huisken showed the norm of the second
fundamental form blows up at finite time T' < oo, that is

(MCF)

lim sup max |A| (-, t) = oo.
t—T M

Very often, even in a complete, noncompact setting, mean curvature flow (MCF)
develops a singularity at a finite time T' < oo. It is very natural to ask whether the
mean curvature also needs to blow up at a finite time singularity, or equivalently,
whether a uniform bound on |H| for all ¢ € [0, T) guarantees the existence of smooth
solution past time 7.

For mean convex flows it is well known [5] that the mean curvature bounds the
second fundamental form A, i.e. |A|/|H| attains its maximum at ¢ = 0 and therefore
is uniformly bounded. This implies that for mean convex flows the mean curvature
is never bounded near a singularity. Dropping the assumption of mean convexity,
it was shown in [7, 8, 10] by Lin-Sesum and Le-Sesum, and in [13] by Xu-Ye-Zhao
that for mean curvature flow of closed hypersurfaces the mean curvature needs to
blow up at the first singular time, given some extra assumptions, such as having
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only Type I singularities or being close to a sphere in the L? sense. More recently,
in [9], Li and Wang showed, using a quite involved argument that in the case of
closed surfaces in R? the mean curvature always blows up at the first singular time.
The question of boundedness of the mean curvature on a singular mean curvature
flow is therefore completely settled in the case of compact surfaces in R?, and a
variety of extra assumptions for hypersurfaces in higher dimensions.

For n > 4, in [11] Veldzquez constructed N = 2n — 1-dimensional, O(n) x O(n)
symmetric solutions that converge to the Simons cone at parabolic scales around
the singularity, and converge to a smooth minimal surface desingularizing Simons
cone at the scale at which the norm of the second fundamental form blows up at the
origin. Using formal asymptotic expansions Veldzquez [3] also suggested a way in
which the solution {M;} might be continued smoothly after the singularity, i.e. for
t>0.

It was believed that these complete noncompact solutions should provide exam-
ples of higher dimensional mean curvature flow with the property that the mean
curvature stays bounded at the first singular time. In [12] Stolarski used precise
asymptotics of these solutions together with sophisticated blow up arguments to
rigorously prove that this is indeed the case for ¢ < 0, i.e. he showed that before the
singularity forms the mean curvature on some of Veldzquez’ solutions is uniformly
bounded. (To be precise: he requires the parameter k that appears in Veldzquez’
solutions to be even and not less than 4.)

Here we consider the case n = 4, i.e. the case of 7-dimensional hypersurfaces in
R®. We first prove existence and regularity of Veldzquez’ formal extension of the
Veldzquez—Stolarski solutions and we thereby obtain a solution {M; C R® | —tq <
t < to} of MCF that is smooth everywhere except at the origin (0,0) € R®x (—tq, o)
in space-time, and whose mean curvature is uniformly bounded even though its
second fundamental form blows up near (0,0). In particular, we show that the
singular hypersurface My = lim; »o M; that remains after the Velazquez—Stolarski
solution forms its singularity can be used as initial data for MCF, and that at least
one of the ensuing solutions has uniformly bounded mean curvature.

In [12] Stolarski indicates he expects his result to be true for closed mean cur-
vature flow that can be obtained by compactifying Velazquez examples, but it still
remains open. Another question that remains completely open is what happens
in dimensions 3 < N < 6 where neither an example of a singular solution with
bounded mean curvature nor a theorem proving the impossibility of such an exam-
ple are known.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank J.J.L.Velazquez for helpful
conversations about formal asymptotics and the construction of solutions to MCF.

1.1. Outline. In this paper we consider an O(4) x O(4) symmetric hypersurface
M defined by the profile function

u = up(x)
where ug : (0,00) = R is a smooth function, that near the origin satisfies
(1.1.1) u(x,0) = x4+ Koz?* Y £ oY) (2\,0),

for some integer
k>4
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and some constant Ky > 0. We will also assume that for all x > 0 one has
(11.2) 0<up(z) < Co, (@) <Co,  luf@)] < Coa?t

for some constant Cy > 0. The last assumption implies, after integration, that for
all x > 0 one has

(1.1.3) lup(z) — 1| < C 2?3

for some constant C' > 0, depending on Cj. This implies that for = small enough
we have uj(z) > 3. By rescaling we may assume that

(1.1.4) ug(x) > ¢ >0, for  xz€[0,1].

It turns out that such a function ug(z) is the profile near a singularity (0,0) of
the O(4) x O(4) MCF solution My, —t; < t < 0, for some small ¢; < 0, which was
constructed by Veldzquez in [11]. It was recently shown in [12] that the Veldzquez
solution has bounded mean curvature at the singularity, that is the mean curvature
of M; remains bounded as ¢t — 0~ near (0,0).

Our goal in this paper is to show that the MCF starting at My can be continued
for 0 < t < tg, for some tg > 0 small, with a smooth solution My, ¢ € (0,ty) which
is O(4) x O(4) symmetric. Furthermore, the mean curvature of My as t — 07 will
remain uniformly bounded despite the fact that M is singular at x = 0.

The solution M; will be defined by a profile function u : (0, 00) x (0, t9) — (0, 00),
that satisfies the initial value problem

Uy 3 3
+ —uy — —

(1.1.5a) Uy

- 1+u2 % wu
(1.1.5Db) lin}J Ug(z,t) =0
T—
(1.1.5¢) }gr(l) u(z,t) = up(x).

Note the condition lim,_,o uz(z,t) = 0 assures that ug(z,t) defines a O(4) x O(4)
hypersurface M; that is smooth at the origin and hence everywhere.

We will prove the following Theorem:

1.2. Main Theorem. Assume that My is a O(4) x O(4) symmetric hypersurface
defined by the profile function ug : [0,00) — R which is smooth for x > 0 and at
x = 0 satisfies condition (1.1.1), for some k > 3. Then, there exists to > 0 and
a C*-smooth O(4) x O(4) symmetric MCF solution My, 0 < t < to defined by a
profile function u : (0,00) x (0, to] — (0, 00) which satisfies the initial value problem
(1.1.5a)~(1.1.5¢). Furthermore the mean curvature H(x,t) of the hypersurface M,
satisfies
sup |H (z,t)| < +00
(z,t)€[0,1]x(0,a]

for some 0 < a < tg, i.e., H(x,t) is uniformly bounded near the origin as t — 07
despite the fact that the mean curvature of My is undefined at the origin.

As a corollary of the Main Theorem and the results in [12] we have the following
result.

Corollary 1.2.1. There exists a O(4) x O(4) symmetric complete noncompact
mean curvature flow solution {M;}ie(—ty.t), S0 that My is smooth for all t €
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(—to,to)\{0}, has a Type II singularity at the origin, at time t = 0, and has uni-
formly bounded mean curvature away from t = 0. More precisely, there exists a
uniform constant C' so that
sup |H(x,t)] < C.
Rx (—to,t0)\{0}

The short time existence of a smooth MCF solution starting at My follows by
standard quasilinear parabolic PDE theory. The challenge here is to establish
the uniform bound on H(-,t) near the singularity (0,0). For this purpose we will
construct sharp upper and lower barriers which will capture the exact behavior of
the profile function u(x,t) of our solution M; as (z,t) — (0,0). This will be done
in section 3. In section 4 we will then construct the profile function u(zx,t), namely
a solution of the initial boundary value problem (1.1.5a)-(1.1.5¢). The boundary
condition u,(0,t) = 0 and the fact that u > 0 will guarantee that u(x,t) defines a
smooth MCF solution M; which is O(4) x O(4) symmetric. In section 5 we will show
that H(x,t) remains bounded as t — 0 near the origin. The barrier construction in
section 3 is based on the formal asymptotic expansion of the profile solution u(x, t)
as (z,t) — (0,0). For the convenience of the reader we will start by giving this
expansion in the next section.

2. FORMAL ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION OF u(x,t)

We start with Veldzquez’ construction in [3] of a formal asymptotic expansion of
the profile solution u(z, t) for small ¢ > 0. This construction motivates our choice of
barriers in different regions later in order to rigorously prove the existence of a mean
curvature flow past the singular time with the following properties. Our solution
before the singularity at ¢t = 0 coincides with the Veldzquez solution constructed
in [11], it continues as a smooth solution for ¢ € (0,¢1), for some ¢; > 0, and has
uniformly bounded mean curvature for all times ¢t < 0, for which it exists, and all
te (O, tl).

2.1. Outer variables. We can approximate any smooth solution for small ¢ > 0
by using the Taylor expansion u(x,t) = u(z,0) + tu(z,0) + o(t). In view of the
PDE (1.1.5a) this implies that any solution u(x,¢) must satisfy

(2.1.1) w(w,t) = uo(x) + ¢ {“07@ + 3 (@) = =2 )} +o),  (t—0).

1+uj(x)? = uo(x
We will see that under our assumptions (1.1.1)—(1.1.3) on the initial data, the

expansion (2.1.1) holds if 2% > t. To describe possible solutions for z? ~ t we
introduce a new set of coordinates, the intermediate variables.

2.2. Intermediate variables. Consider the function v(y,7) defined by

(2.2.1) u(z,t) = vViv (%,logt) .

It satisfies

v 3y
2.2.2 = (_ _) _v_s
( ) v 1+v§+ y+2 Yy

Assuming that v(y, 7) is close to the cone, we set

o(y,7) =y + f(y,7),
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and compute the equation for f

(2.2.3) f==Lf+N[f],
where L is the linear differential operator
dof 1 3.9 31
(2.2.4) Lf= 2fyy+(y+2> fy+<y2 2) f;
and where
: § 2+
(2.2.5) N 3 fu 5 fufuy

v+ 1+0+1)
collects the nonlinear terms in the equation for f.

If we assume that the nonlinear terms are much smaller than the linear terms
then f should be approximated by a solution of the linear equation f, = Lf. The
outer approximation u(x,t) = uo(x) + O(t) together with the assumption that the
initial function satisfies u(z,0) = z + Koz?*~1 4 ... lead to

(226) 'U(y7 7') =y + Koe(k*%)TyQ(kfl) 4.
for y > e~7/2. This prompts us to look for approximate solutions of the form
(2.2.7) vy, 7) =y + K127 (y)

where ¢y, is a solution of the differential equation

3
Loy = (k - 5) O

It turns out that there are positive and convex solutions of this equation that are
defined for all y > 0. Their asymptotic behavior for small and large values of y is
given by
1+o(1) 1+o() op o
=—" -0 =— — 00).

or(y) " (y—=0),  wry) oY (y — 00)

In appendix 6.1 we present some more details regarding the eigenfunctions ¢y.
This implies that our intermediate solution v(y, 7) from (2.2.7) is given by

-2) y2(k=1)
v(y, ) =y + Kie QTW—’—.“
when y is large’. Comparing with (2.2.6) we see that K and K are related by
(2.2.8) K1 = Ko (2k + 1)L,

2.3. Inner variables. One can only expect the intermediate approximation to

hold if the nonlinear terms are small compared with the linear terms. Since the

linear terms are all of order ~ f/y? and the nonlinear terms are of order f2/y> we

see that the nonlinear terms are dominated by the linear terms if |f/y| < 1.
When y is small we have f(y,7) ~ e~ (+=3/27y=2 5o | f/y| < 1 holds if

b DTy s 1 e y<eliTI)T =7

where we abbreviate

w| =
N

’Y:

In the original (z,t) coordinates we have y = €77 exactly if z = t#/3.

INotation: (2k+1)!'=1-3-5---(2k —1) - (2k + 1)
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This leads us to introduce the new variable
z=ye VT =gt F/3

and a new function w(z,7) defined by

(2.3.1) v(y,7) =" w(ye 7, 7).
The equation (2.2.2) is equivalent to
Wy 3 3 oy k

For 7 — —oo we assume the terms on the right vanish so it is natural to look for
an approximate solution of the form

(2.3.3) w(z, 7; Ka) = KoW (Ki> + correction terms
2
where W (z) is Alencar’s solution® of the minimal surface equation
W'z 3 3
2.34 ——— + —W'(2) — =0.
(2:34) FweE T2V T

By scaling invariance of the minimal surface equation, KW (z/K), with K > 0 an
arbitrary constant, is always a solution of (2.3.4) if W is one. We choose W so that
it is normalized by

1
(2.3.5) W(z)=z+—5+ o(z7?) (z = o0).

z
The matching condition for the inner solution w(z,7) = KoW(z/K2)+ - - - with the
intermediate solution v(y,7) = y + K1e*~ )7 (y) + - - - is then

w(z,7)~e Tu(e 2z, 7),

i.e.
KB (k7§)‘r -3~ K
Z—|——22—|—~-~:Z—|—K1%+-~ =24 21 4.
z z z
Hence the constants K7 and K are related by
(2.3.6) K3 =K, =Koy (2k+1)!!

and our approximate inner solution is given by
w(z,T) = Kll/gW(Kfl/gz).
3. BARRIERS

3.1. The three regions. Our goal in this section is to construct upper and lower

barriers for

 Ugg 3 3

14wl + 2T

that are valid for all € (0,400) and 0 < ¢t < ?¢, for some small enough ¢ > 0.
To do this we modify the approximate solutions from Section 2 in each of the

three regions and glue the resulting locally defined barriers into one set of globally

defined upper and lower barriers.

(1.1.5a) Ut

2Alencar considered SO(m) x SO(m) invariant minimal surfaces of this type in [1], although
he mostly considered the cases m = 2,3 in that first paper. Veldzquez dealt with the case m > 4
in [11], and later Alencar, Barros, Palmas, Reyes, and Santos gave a complete classification in [2].
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First we define the three regions. In what follows we regard the three regions
as subsets of space time and use the different sets of coordinates (z,t), (y,7), and
(z,7) on space time to describe them.

e For any given M > 0 we define the outer region to be
Onm ={(z,t) |z > MVt, 0<t<M?}.

We will assume that M > 1.
e For any R > 0 and 7, € R we define the intermediate region to be

Mg, = {(y,r) |Re"™ <y < 677/2,7' < 7'*}.

Since y = x/Vt =z e~7/2 the intermediate region is defined up to « = 1, hence
the intermediate and outer regions clearly overlap.
e Finally, we declare the inner region to be

Zgr ={(z71)]|0<2<Z,7<7}.
Since z = e~ 7"y we see that the intermediate and inner regions overlap if
Z > R.
In section 4 we will construct a nested sequence of barriers

- - + +
uy  <uy <uy <uy

where §,, = 27§y, for some §p > 0. These barriers will be defined for all 7 < 75,
where 75, — —00 as §, — 0. As a result we will see that we need to take Z = Zs,
and 7* = 75, in the definitions of the intermediate and inner regions above. In
addition we will see that Zs5, — +o00 as 6, — 0.

3.2. Fixing the parameters. From here on we fix the parameters k£ > 3 and
Ky > 0, and we let Ky, K> be defined by (2.3.6). In all our estimates ¢ and C
will be generic constants that can depend only on k, Ky, K1, and Ks. We use C in
upper bounds, and ¢ in lower bounds.

3.3. Barriers in the outer region.

Lemma 3.3.1. For sufficiently large M > 0 the functions
(3.3.1) u®(2,t) = ugp(x) £ Mtmin{1, 22*~1}
are super-solution or sub-solution in the outer region Oyy.

Proof. We only consider the upper barrier u™. Similar arguments apply to the
lower barrier.
When x > 1 we have u™(x,t) = ug(z) + Mt so that for t € (0, M~2) one has
ut(z,t) > infy>1 up(z) =: c¢. This implies
Jr

_ Yaw §u;r — i <C

T+ (ud)? = ut
for all z > 1 and ¢t < M~2. Here C does not depend on M. On the other hand
uf = M, so for large enough M we get

+
u > ur . 3t 3
- )
T+ (uf)? =" uf
i.e. uT is an upper barrier for z > 1.
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If 2 > M+/t and x < 1, we have ut(x,t) = ug(z) + Mt 2%*~*, so that
lut,| < |uo.wel + CMt 2?76 < O 2® =4 4 OMt 2?76 < 02?14,
Similar estimates hold for u} — 1 and u™(x,t) — z, namely,

2 ut |+ zluf — 1|+ jut — ] < Ca? 2

Hence
|u-zi_z < C$2k_4
L+ (ug)? — ’
and also ut |
3 3 3 ut —x
S 4+ 9 O+ 2k—4
“Ug ~ T _$|um 1143 - < Cx .
Together we get
+
Uy g 3 + 3 2k—4
— T 4 - — | <C
ST B

where C' does not depend on M. On the other hand, u;” = M x?*~%. Hence, it now
follows that ug(x) + Mt x2%~* is an upper barrier if M is large enough.

Finaly we observe that at the point # = 1 the function u™(z,t) has a concave
corner, so that ™ (z,t) = ug(z) + Mt min{1, 22*~*} is indeed an upper barrier for
all z > MVt t < M2

Similar arguments show that u™(x,t) = ug(z) — Mt min{1,2%*~4} is a lower
barrier in the same region. The only difference is that one now uses for x > 1,
t € (0, M~2) the lower bound u™(,¢) > infy>q ug(x) — Mt > 1 ¢, for M sufficiently
large, where ¢ := inf,>q ug(x).

]

3.4. Barriers in the intermediate region. We model the upper and lower bar-
riers in the intermediate region on the approximate solution v(y,7) = y + f(y,7)
from § 2.2, where f is assumed to be a small function that satisfies (2.2.3), i.e. f, =
Lf+ N][f]. A function f defines an upper barrier for (2.2.3) in Mg ., if

(3.4.1) fr = Lf > NIf]

holds throughout Mg .. For a lower barrier the reverse inequality must hold.

It turns out that the approximate solution fo(y,7) = Ke3'7pi(y) is neither
a sub- nor super-solution for any choice of the constant K. To obtain barriers
we therefore add a small correction term fi(y,7). While the resulting function
foly,7)+ f1(y, ) does provide a barrier, it does not match the barrier we construct
later in the inner region. To remedy this we add a second correction term fa(y, 7).
The resulting barriers fo+ f1+ f2 will contain a small parameter § > 0. By choosing
0 > 0 smaller we get more accurate barriers, but we also have to reduce the time
interval —oo < 7 < 75 on which they are defined. In the end this will allow us to
prove convergence as T — —oo of the actual solution that we construct using our
barriers.

Our construction uses an auxiliary function g : (0, 00) — R, which is the solution
of the following boundary value problem:

6vg(y) — Lg(y) =y "+ y*7 (0 <y <o),
(3.4.2) 9(y) = —%y’5 +o(y™?) (y —0),

g(y) _ y4k77 +O(y4k77) (y N OO)
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The choice of forcing term in the equation for g above will become apparent in
what follows. In § 6.2 we prove:

Lemma 3.4.1. The equations (3.4.2) have a unique solution g : (0,00) — R.

Assuming that Lemma 3.4.1 holds, we look for barriers in the following family
of functions,

(3.4.3) vi(y, ) =y + £y, 1)

where

(344) fgt(yv T) = fét(vav 5) + {fl (va) + fQ(va)}
and

15 (., 6) = (K1 £6)e® pr(y)

(3.4.5) fily,7) = BK{e7g(y)

faly,m) = PTITy P,
Here, as in § 3.2, we have K1 = (2k + 1)!'Ky, while B,6 > 0 and p € (2,3) are
parameters.

Proposition 3.4.2. There exist By, R«, and 7. that only depend on k, Ky such
that for all 6 € (0,3K1), p € (2,3), the functions fE defined in (3.4.4)-(3.4.5)
are upper and lower barriers in the intermediate region Mg, .. It follows that the
functions véi defined in (3.4.3) are upper and lower barriers for equation (2.2.2) in

MR* T *
We begin with two lemmas that will simplify the proof of Proposition 3.4.2.
Lemma 3.4.3. Wherever f(y,7) > 0 holds, one has

M| < 173
where, by definition, for any function F(y,T) we define
(3.4.6) [Fla(y,7) = |F(y, 7)| + [y Fy(y, )] + [y Fyy (5, 7).
Proof. Using 2|1 + z| < 1+ (1 + x)? one finds for all z € R
24z | _ 1 1+al _3

I+(142)?| " 1+(1+2)?2 1+(1+x)?2 2
Using f(y,7) > 0 this implies

| 3£ 2+ fy
M= |y~ Trae pefvdv
2
<355+ 3t
< y—?;{ﬂ 1y fl 192 Fuul}
gy—?;[f]%
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Lemma 3.4.4. For any B there exist R(B) > 0 and 7(B) € R such that if 0 <
§ < $K1, then £ as defined in (3.4.4)~(3.4.5), satisfies

ff(y,T) >0
and
]N[ff]] < O (y T+ y4k77)
in the intermediate region R(B)e"™ <y < e T2 1< 7(B).

As promised in section 3.2, the constant C, only depends on the constants k, K
but not on B.

Proof. Recall the notation from (3.4.6). The explicit expression (6.1.2) for ¢
implies
[or]e < Cy~2 (1 +y°),
and the construction of the auxiliary function g implies
[gla <Oy~ (1 +y*2).
We also have for all y > 0
[y Py =y P +py P +p+ 1)y " = (p+ 1)’y " <16y,
because 2 < p < 3. Hence the three terms f; in (3.4.5) that add up to f(;jE satisfy
[f0]2 S 06377y72(1 4 ka)
(il < CBe Ty~ (144" 72)
[fa]2 < Oe(zﬂrl)wy—p7

assuming that 0 < § < %Kl.
If Re"™ <y < e~7/2, then we can estimate f(;jE as follows

e3T 67 7 e(p+1)'y7-
[fzﬂz <C Y2 (1+y2k) +0B e (1+y* ?) +CT

e3NT e3NT ~ B e(P—=2)v7
< 07(1 ) {1 +B + Be* Ty 4 7}

B y? yr—2
e 2k -3 T —(p—2)
<Oty ){1+BR +Be” + R~ }

where in estimating the third term in the bracket we used 3y = k — 3/2. Thus, if
we require

(3.4.7) R > max{1, B3} and 7 < 7(B) := —log B
then 1+ BR™3 + Be™ + R~P=2) < 4 and so
[fgl:]2 < 06377y72(1 +y2k)
Combined with Lemma 3.4.3 this yields
3 .o 2 X yr —
|N[f§t]| < 50667 yt(1+y™) <0y (1 +y*F)

in the intermediate region, provided that we verify f[;i > 0 when Re?’” <y < e 7/2,
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To prove f;t > 0 in the intermediate region we recall the assumption § < %K 1,
which implies

1 B
5y, ) > 5K on(y) - {BK?eGVTlg(y)I + Pty p}'

Use the lower bound ¢y, (y) > cy~2(14y*F), and the upper bound |g(y)| < Cy~°(1+

y**=2) to arrive at
3yT 6y (p+1)y7
+ ¢ 2k ¢ 4k—2 ¢
) 2 e () = {eB S eyt e S
which, because 11szy <1+ y for all z,y > 0, implies
2 ,—3~yT 3yT 1 (p—2)y1
ye + € 2k—2 €
- >1-CB 1 —
c(1 +y2k)f6 (y,7) = 3 (1+y™77) o1+ y2F) yp2
In the region Re'™ <y < e~ /2 we get
2 ,—3vyT CB 1
y-e + T
ge >1- == —(OBe” — ———.
c(1+y?) fs ) 2 R3 CBe cRP—2
We adjust our choice of R(B),7(B) in (3.4.7) to
(3.4.8) R(B) = Cmax{1,B'3},  7(B) = —1log(CB)
for large enough C' > 1. Then, for y > R(B) and 7 < 7(B), we have
2y%e 3T 1
ve >2>0
C(l + yzk) f(i (y7 T) = 2 > )
and thus fi(y,7) > 0. O

Proof of Proposition 3.4.2. We consider the case of upper barriers, where we have
(3.4.9) @O = L)f5 = 0 = L)fe + (0 = L) fr + (0 = L) fo.

The first term vanishes because fOi is a solution of the linear equation f; = Lf.
For the last term in (3.4.9) we note that for any r € R one has

Ly = %(r +2)(r+3)y" 2+ %(T -1y
Hence, if p € (2, 3) then Lly™?] < 0 for all y > 0. It follows that
(0r—L)f2>0:f2=(p+1)vf2 > 0.
The middle term in (3.4.9) satisfies
(0r — L) f1 = BK7e"7 (679 — Lg) = BK{e® (y™7 +y*7).

If we choose B, = C*Kl_2 where C, is the constant from Lemma 3.4.4, and
if we set R. = R(B.), 7« = 7(B«) according to (3.4.8), then we clearly have
(0- = L) f > N[f;] in the intermediate region Mg, ..

We conclude that f(;r is an upper barrier, i.e. equation (3.4.1) holds. With minor
modifications this argument also shows that fy is a lower barrier. ([l

We next show that the barriers f;t form a nested sequence, in the sense of the
lemma below. The nesting of barriers will allow us to construct a solution that is
bounded by all barriers at once and will enable us to prove the convergence of our
solution in the inner region to the Alencar minimal surface, as 7 — —o0.



12 ANGENENT, DASKALOPOULOS, AND SESUM

Lemma 3.4.5. The constant R, from Proposition 3.4.2 can be chosen so that
(3.4.10) 15 ) < f570:7) < Fa(.7) < (0.7)
for all (y,7) with R.e?™ <y.
Proof. We can write the barrier functions f6i as

IFw,7) = K1e™n(y) & {06 on(y) + B3 g(y) + ey e
Since @ (y) > 0 for all y > 0, it is immediately clear that

fs (o) < f3yo(ys7) and fio(y,7) < £ (y,7)
for all y, 7.
To prove the middle inequality we note that fé_/2 (y,7) < f;;2 (y,7) holds if and
only if

0
ST ou(y) + BaKT M g(y) + Ty > 0,

which, in view of ¢y (y) > 0 will certainly hold if

(3.4.11) B.K2e7g(y) 4 P17y =P > 0,

Since g(y) > 0 for large y > 0, there is a constant C; > 0 such that g(y) > —Cyy~>
for all y > 0. Hence (3.4.11) follows from

e(erl)’YTyip - C!JB*KfeG’YT?J?5 >0, ie ye 77 > (CqB*Klz)l/(5_p) .

O

3.5. Barriers in the inner region. In this section we present a family of sub- and
super-solutions to the equation (2.3.2) for w(z,7) in the inner region 0 < z < Z.

We recall our notation from section 2.3 where W(z) denotes the unique Alencar
solution to (2.3.4), normalized so that

(3.5.1) W(z)=z+ Z% + % +0(27°) (z = o0)

holds for certain constant I' € R.
Lemma 3.5.1. For all z > 0 one has Wi (z) > zWj(2).

Proof. The inequality is invariant under rescaling, so we may assume K = 1. The
asymptotics (3.5.1) show that W(z) — zW.(2) — 0 as z — oco. On the other
hand, convexity of W implies (W — 2W,), = —2W,, < 0 for all z > 0. Hence
W(z) — 2W,(2) > limz_,oo W(Z) — ZW,(Z) = 0 for all z > 0. O

Lemma 3.5.2. For any K > 0 function w* (z,7) = Wk(2) is a super-solution of
equation (2.3.2) on [0,00) x R.

Proof. The function w™ satisfies w} =0 and

w} 3 . 3
1+ (wh)? T T

From Lemma 3.5.1 we have w™ — zw} > 0, and thus

k wi 3 3
27 [t o Bt — st ) > e 2 2
e <w7. + 3(w Zw) )> T (wl )2 + L

as claimed. O
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Lemma 3.5.3. There exist D, > 0, ( > 0 such that for all K € (%KQ, 2K5), and
D > D, there is a 7«(D) such that

w”(2,7) = Wi(2) + De®7™
is a sub-solution of (2.3.2) for 0 <z < {e "7, 7 < 1.(D).

Proof. Choose

1 Wik (0)
(D) < —1 .
7(D) < - log

Then 7 < 7,.(D) and z > 0 implies
De® ™ < Wi (0) < Wi(2)

so that
Wk (z) <w™ (z,7) < 2Wgk(2).
If we substitute w = w™ in (2.3.2) and use 2y + 1k = k — 1, then on one hand

e (w; + E(wf — zw;)) =BT ((k —1)De®'™ 4 g(WK — ZWI/{)),

3
and on the other hand,
W, 3 3 Wi 3 3 3 3 3De>"
=z — e = —WI _— = — = — = .
1+ (wz)2 + sz w14 (Wj)? + 2 K w- T Wy w T Wrw—

Hence w™ is a sub-solution if
3D
Wk (2)w™(z,7)
Since W < w™ < 2Wk < C(1 + 2) there is a constant C; such that the terms on
the left are bounded from below by
3D S C1D
Wk (z)w=(z,7) = (14 2)?
The terms on the right in (3.5.2) satisfy

(3.5.2) > (k—1)De®™ + g(WK(z) — 2Wie(2)).

<2
(14 2)2
in the region 1+ z < (e~ 77, and, due to the asymptotic expansion of Wi (z) as
z — oo (which follows from (3.5.1)), they also satisfy
C3

(k—1)e>" < Cy

Wk (z) — 2Wi(2) < e for all z>0.
Hence )
k Ca(*D + C3
2yT
Choose ¢ < 4/C1/2C5, and choose D so large that C3 < %C&D. Then we have
C1D 3D

k
k—1)De*"™ + = (W — 2W;, < ,
(b= DD + 5 (W (&) ==Wie)) < 5558 = Wrtmen)
which implies (3.5.2), and thus that w™ is a lower barrier in the region 14z < (e 7.
Choose 7, so that (e™"™ > 2. Then 1 + 2z < (e™"" holds for all z <1 and 7 < 7,
while for z > 1 it follows from 2z < (e™77 that 1 4+ 2z < (e™ 7.
Thus w™ is a lower barrier in the region z < %Ce‘”, T < Ty O
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3.6. Matching outer and intermediate barriers. We show that upper and
lower barriers constructed in the inner, the intermediate, and the outer regions
match in the overlapping region. We begin here with the overlap of the outer and
intermediate regions.

We start with an M > 0 sufficiently large so that the functions u™*(x,t) =
ug(r)£ Mt min{1, x2*~4} are sub- and super-solutions of (1.1.5a) in the outer region
Oy (see Lemma 3.3.1). In order to match the outer barriers with the barriers in the
intermediate region, we express the outer barriers u = u®(z,t) in the intermediate
variables (v,y, T):

vilt(va yveT)'

In (3.3.1) we defined u*(z,t) = ug(x) £ Mtx?~* for 0 < x < 1. If we write the
assumption (1.1.1) on the initial data in the form

(3.6.1) ug(z) =z + (Ko + 60($))$2k72,

) d:ef 677/211,:‘:(67/2

where € : (0,00) — R satisfies lim,_,q €9(z) = 0, then we get the following expres-
sion for the outer barriers in the intermediate variables:

(362) ’Uzz)tut (y77') =y+ (KO + GO(yeT/2)) 63’YTy2k—2 + M€3’Y7—y2k_4.

The outer barriers only contain the parameter M and thus do not depend on
other parameters such as §, B that appeared in the barriers we constructed for
the intermediate and inner regions.

We now consider the intermediate barriers, continuing to use the conventions
from Section 3.2 which relate the constants Kg, K1, etc.

In Proposition 3.4.2 we found B, R., and 7., such that for any § € (0, %Kl)
and p € (2,3) the functions

vgt (y,7) =y + (K1 £0)e3 " pp(y) £ {e(p"’l)wy_p + B*K%eMTg(y)} ,

are upper and lower barriers in the intermediate region Mg, -, = {R.e’” <y <
e T2 < 1.}
To compare Uoiut and vgt we rewrite them as
6—3’77' (Uc:)tut (yﬂ') _ y) — (KO + 60(y67/2)> y2k—2 + My2k—4
e (05 (y,7) —y) = (K1 £ 6)prly) £ P27y + B.KTe¥ g (y).
We now let 7 — —o0 and conclude that
6—3’77' (U;tut(yv 7_) _ y) N KO y2k—2 + My2k—4
e (vy (y,7) —y) = (K1 £6) oi(y)

uniformly for bounded y.
The explicit expression (6.1.2) for ), implies

(3.6.3)

y2k—2 2k—4
or(y) = m +c(y)y
where
k
c1 Cr—1 _ (j+1)

W=ctG+tam YT gro )
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Substitute this expression for ¢y, in (3.6.3) and keep in mind that K; = (2k+1)!! K.
Then

2
e (vgue (4, 7) = vy (y,7)) — £y {—(2%1)” +M - c(y)} :

The function ¢(y) is clearly bounded for y > 1 so if M is sufficiently large, one can
neglect ¢(y) and conclude that v, (y,7) — vtsi(y, 7) changes sign when
5y B
2k +1)I'
To make this more precise we introduce Y := 2 /(2k + 1)!!1M /6 and compare the
barriers v, (y,7) and vy (y,7) at the endpoints ys(7) € (3V5,Y5).

M —c(y) = M.

Lemma 3.6.1. For any 6 > 0 there is a 7s € R such that for oll T < 75 one has
va (Ys/4,7) > vf (Y5/4,7) and vy, (Ys/4,7) < vy (Y5/4,7).

out

Moreover, we also have

vt (Y, 7) < vf (Ys,7) and v,

out out

(Ys,7) > vg (Y5,7)
for all T < 75.

Proof. We only consider the upper barriers, the other case being nearly identical.
We have found that as 7 — —oo

e T (U:ut(YJ/ZL,T) — v}(Y5/4,T)) — (}/5/4)%_4{ — % + M — C(M)}

Since ¢(y) is bounded for y > 1, given any large M we will still have

%—C(M) > 0.

Hence
lim ™7 (v, (Ys/4,7) — vf (Ys/4,7)) >0,

T——00
which implies that for —7 sufficiently large one has v, (Ys/4,7) > vy (Ys/4,7), as
claimed.
If on the other hand we compare v}, and vy at y = Yj, then we find that for
T — —00

e (0h Vs, 7) — vf (Y5, 7)) = Y2 {—4M + M — ¢(Y5)}
Y BM 4 ()}

Since ¢(y) is bounded for y > 1, it follows that for M large enough we indeed have
vt (Y5, 7) < vf (Ys,7), as 7 — —o0. O

out

3.7. Matching intermediate and inner barriers. For any § € (0, %Kl), p e
(2,3) and B = B, the barriers vtsi(y, T) = y—l—f(;i(y, T) constructed above are defined
in the intermediate region Mg, ;. = {R.e?7™ <y < e T2 1 < T« }. If we assume
that Z > 2R,, then it follows v?(y,r) are defined in parts of the inner region
Zzr. ={(2,7)]0<2z<Z 7<7.}. Define

wE (2,7) = e TvF (772, 7).
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Then

Ki+6 1 B.K?
wf;d(z,T) =2+ 122 (1 + 61(2’,7‘)) + > + = L (1 + 62(2’,7’))

where €;(z,7) are generic functions for which €;(z,7) — 0 as 7 — —oo, uniformly
for 0 < z < Z. In particular, for all z € [0, Z] we have

22 zp 25

. + - na
(3.7.1) rllgloo wig(2,7) =2+ > +

We will now use Lemmas 3.5.2 and 3.5.3 to match wf;d (z,7) with appropriately
chosen barriers wj (z,7) in the inner region 0 < z < Z. For suitable §-dependent
constants K3 € (3 K>, 2K>), with (K»)? = K;, we consider

+ def - def 2yT
wy (2,7) = WK; (2), wy (2,7) = WK; (2)+ De

where D depends on K5 and Z as described in Lemma 3.5.3.

It follows from Lemmas 3.5.2, 3.5.3, that for each K, > 0 and K; > 0, wgr and
wy are upper barrier and lower barriers for (2.3.2) in the inner region. Furthermore
the asymptotics at infinity of the Alencar solution in (3.5.1) imply that

+13 +\4
L _ )T T(KS)
‘rll}riloo wy (z,7) =2+ 2 p

+ +0(EzT?) (2> 1).
Comparing the asymptotic expansions of wid and wf;t we see that they match
when (K. zi)?’ = K £6. However with this choice the barriers wid and wgt may not
intersect. For this reason we choose the constants K5 such that

(K¥)? = Ky +26.
With this choice we then have

K142  T(K;+26)%3
+ +

(3.7.2) lim wi(z,7) =z =

T——00

+0(z7% (z>1).

23
Lemma 3.7.1. Let p € (2,3) be given, and let B = By as in Proposition 3.4.2.
Then there exist 6 > 0 and R = R(B) so that for any 6 € (0,9) and 7 < 75 the
barriers wf;t and wrj;d cross in the interval (%Z(;,Z(;), where Zs := %517%12 n the
sense that

wh (Zs)2,7) > wi (Zs/2,7) and w_,(Z5/2,7) < wy (Z5/2,7).

7

and
wt (Zs,7) <wi (Zs,7)  and w4 (Zs,T) > wy (Zs, T).

Proof. We only consider the upper barriers, the other case being nearly identical.
Proposition 3.4.2 asserts that for § < K7, the function wl (z,7) is an upper
barrier in the intermediate region R, < z < e~ (/37 and it satisfies (3.7.1) with
this choice of constants, that is

Ki+6 1
LS 06T (o)

L Wiha(2,7) = 2+ 52

where the O(z~?) term is uniform in § € (0, $K;). We have also seen that

Ky +26
lim wi(z,71)=2+ S +

T——00 22

0(z7?) (2 = )
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where O(z73) is again uniform in §. Therefore

) 1
: + ot _° -3

Tgrgloo wy (z,7) —w, (2,7) = po- +0(z77) (2= o0).
Consider Zs := %5_13_3. For small enough § > 0 one has Zs > 2R,, so that
wi (z,7) and wi,(z,7) are defined for all z > 1Zs and all 7 < 7,.. We evaluate
these differences at z = Zs and z = §Zs. Eliminating § by using § = (%Z(;)_(p_m
we find

lim_wf (Z,7) —whaZem) = (377 ~1) 47+ 0(Z:°).

For small enough § > 0, Zs is large, and thus the first term dominates the second.
This implies that for small § > 0 there is a 75 < 0 such that

wi (Zs,7) —wl (Zs,7) >0
for all 7 < 75. Similarly, we have
limwf (Z5/2,7) — w}ha(Zs/2,7) = ((g)p’z’ - 1) W7+ O(Z5®).
This implies that if § > 0 is small then there is a 75 < 0 such that
wy (325:7) = wra(3%5,7) <0
for all 7 < 75. [l

3.8. A summary of our construction so far. The initial data uy determines
two constants k > 4 and K. Throughout the paper we let K; = (2k + 1)!!Kj and
Ky = K%,

In section §3.3 we chose a constant M > 0 so that Lemma 3.3.1 holds and
constructed upper and lower barriers u*(x,t) in the outer region Oy.

For any small enough § > 0 we then constructed a family of barriers véi in the
intermediate region defined by R.e?” <y < 677/2, 7 < 15. Here Propositions 3.4.2
and 3.4.5 specify R., while 75 is determined when we match the intermediate and
inner barriers in Lemma 3.6.1.

For small § > 0 we then considered the inner region Zz;, -, = {(z,7) |0 < z <
Zs, T < 15} with Zs := %6717%2 and where 75 is as above. Since § > 0 is small and

R, does not depend on ¢, we have § < (%R*)2_p, which implies Z5 > 2R,. Hence
the intermediate and inner regions overlap at least on %Zg < z<UZs.

Lemma 3.5.2 with K satisfying (K3 )® = K; + 26 defines the upper barrier wy
in the inner region Zz, ., and Lemma 3.5.3 with K satisfying (K5 )* = K1 — 20,
defines the constant D = D(K, ) and the lower barrier wy in Iz, ,.

3.9. The upper and lower barriers U(;r(:zr, t), Us (x,t). In the previous subsec-
tions, we constructed upper barriers u* (z,t), vy (y,7), wy (z,7) and lower barriers
u”(z,t),v5 (y,7),ws (2,7) in the outer, intermediate, and inner regions respec-
tively, and showed that they are correctly ordered in the overlaps between the
three regions. These barriers exist for all 0 < ¢t < t5 or equivalently —oo < 7 < 75.
Therefore, the barrier U ;’ (z,t) constructed by taking the minimum of the upper
barriers when all are expressed in the un-rescaled (x,t) variables, that is

. x x
(3.9.1) Uy (z,t) = min { ut(z,1), t1/2v(§" (W,logt), tk/gwg(m, logt) }
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is a weak supersolution of equation (1.1.5a) and similarly the barrier U; (z,t) con-
structed by taking the maximum of the lower barriers when all are expressed in the
un-rescaled (z,t) variables, that is

_ _ [/ [ x
(3.9.2) Uy (x,t) = max{u (z,t), t+/%v; (m,logt), t*/ 3w (—
is a weak sub-solution of equation (1.1.5a). This is summarized in the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.9.1. There exist a number §g > 0 and a sequence of times t,, \, 0
such that the functions Ui (x,t) given in (3.9.1), (3.9.2) with &, = 27 "dy, define
weak super- and sub-solutions of equation (1.1.5a), for all 0 <t < t,,.

Moreover, one has

(3.9.3) Us. (x,t) <Us.  (x,t) <US  (a,t) <US (2,1)
forallx >0 and 0 <t <t,41.

Proof. The fact that U, i (x,t), 0 < t < t, define weak super- and sub-solutions
of equation (1.1.5a) follows from Lemma 3.3.1, Proposition 3.4.2, Lemmas 3.5.2 —
3.5.3 and the matching of our barriers in subsections 3.6 and 3.7.

For (3.9.3), we recall that our barriers u™*(z,t) in the outer region do not depend
on 0, hence they are ordered in their common domain and furthermore it is clear
that u™(x,t) < u™(z,t). In Proposition 3.4.2 we proved (3.4.10), which implies
that (3.9.3) holds in the intermediate region for 0 < ¢ < ¢,41. To finish the proof
of (3.9.3) it is sufficient to show that for any 6 < dy the inequalities

(3.9.4) wy (2,7) <wgjp(2,7) < w(;r/z(z,T) <wj(z,7)
hold for all 0 < z < Zs, 7 < 75. This follows from the definition of wgt (z,7)

in
subsection 3.7 by observing that the rescaled Alencar solutions Wk (z) := KW %),
are ordered for K > 0, that is

(3.9.5) K<k = Wg(z) < Wg(z), forallzel0,+00).

To see this, recall the inequality W — zW, > 0, z > 0 which is a consequence of the
convexity of W and was shown in Lemma 3.5.1. This inequality implies that

d d z z z z
(3.9.6) T We(z) = (kW (=) =W(=) == W'(=) >0
i.e. Kk = W, (z) is monotone increasing in k. We conclude that (3.9.4) holds which
finishes the proof of (3.9.3) and the proof of the proposition. O

4. EXISTENCE OF A SMOOTH SOLUTION

4.1. Outline of the existence proof. In this section we return to the O(4) x O(4)
symmetric hypersurface My with profile function ug : [0,00) — R. Recall that wug
is smooth for z > 0 and satisfies conditions (1.1.1) and (1.1.2) for some fixed k > 3
and some constant Cy > 0. In Proposition 3.9.1 we constructed sequences of nested
upper and lower barriers for (1.1.5a). We will show in this section how to use
them to prove the existence of a smooth solution u(x,t) to the initial value problem
(1.1.5a)—(1.1.5¢) defined for all 0 < ¢ < tg, for some tp > 0. Our main result in this
section is as follows.
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Theorem 4.1.1 (Existence of a smooth solution). Assume that My is an O(4) x
O(4) symmetric hypersurface defined by a profile function ug : [0,00) — R which is
smooth for x > 0 and satisfies conditions (1.1.1)—(1.1.2). Then there exists to > 0
and a C*-smooth O(4) x O(4) symmetric MCF solution M;, 0 < t < to defined
by a profile function u : (0,00) x (0,tg] — (0,00) which satisfies the initial value
problem (1.1.5a)—(1.1.5¢). Furthermore, u(x,t) satisfies

(4.1.1) Us (z,t) < ulx,t) <US (z,1), (z,t) € [0,00) x (0,,)

n

where 0, = 27"y and U;':n (x,t), for t € (0,t,) are the upper and lower barriers
constructed in Proposition 3.9.1.
It follows from (4.1.1) that
o —k/3 . (1k/3 _
(4.1.2) gl\?%t u(thPz,t) = Wk, (2)
uniformly for bounded z > 0.

Since the equation (1.1.5a) is singular at uw = 0, we cannot directly apply one
of the standard short time existence results to obtain our solution wu(z,t). Instead,
we will construct it as the limit of a sequence of approximating solutions wu, (z, t),
each of which is defined on some time interval starting at a carefully chosen initial
time s,,, where s,, \, 0. We will define the approximating solutions u,, by choosing
their initial times s,, and values u,(z, s,) in such a way that they satisfy

(4.1.3) Us (%, 80) < un(w,8,) < U;; (x, 8n) for all z > 0,
where §,, := 27"y and where Ugtn(-,t) are the barriers constructed in Proposi-
tion 3.9.1.

The barrier U;  is bounded away from u = 0, and this allows us to invoke a
classical short time existence theorem for the quasilinear parabolic initial value
problem (1.1.5a)—(1.1.5b). The short-time existence theorem guarantees that our
solution exists for s, <t < t,, i.e. until some time t,, > s,,. This time may exceed
the life time ¢,, of the barriers U(i. In fact, by finding a priori estimates for the
solutions uy (z,t) we will show that there is an ng such that for all n > ng we have
tn > tn,y, and that we can extract a convergent subsequence u,, (x,t) whose limit
u(x,t) is a solution of the full initial value problem (1.1.5a)—(1.1.5¢), and which is
defined for x > 0 and 0 <t <t,,.

The first a priori estimate we derive for the u,, follows directly from the maxi-
mum principle applied to the barriers U(i. Since the barriers are ordered by (3.9.3),
the a priori bound (4.1.3) implies that for all ng, n > ng and > 0 one has

(4.1.4) Us., (2,5n) < Uy (2, 8n) < un(x,8,) < U (2,8,) < U(;:LO (x, 8n).
The maximum principle tells us that for all n > ng and = > 0 one has

(4.1.5) Us,, (@) < un(z,t) < U (1)

for all t > s, at which Uio(x,t) and un(x,t) are defined, ie. for s, < t <
min{ty,, tn, }-

Thereafter we establish a priori estimates for the higher order derivatives of
the u,. We conclude this work in the next section 5 by showing that the mean
curvatures H,,(z,t) of the evolving surfaces corresponding to the approximating
solutions uy,(x,t) are uniformly bounded for all z,n,t, and hence that the mean
curvature of the limit solution u(x,t) also is uniformly bounded.
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The simplest choice for the initial value for w,, would be to simply set u,,(z, s,) =

Us. (x, 8n,), but this function is not necessarily smooth in the overlaps between inner,
intermediate, and outer regions, and this complicates the estimation of the higher
derivatives of u,. Furthermore, to prove that the mean curvatures H,(x,t) are
uniformly bounded, it will be important to have H,(z,s,) =0on 0 < z < esn/? for
some small fixed € > 0. For these reasons we will construct u,(z, s,) by smoothly
gluing the lower barrier Uy (7,s,) to an Alencar surface in the inner region z <
es}/ 2 Let us now turn to the details of this construction.
4.2. Short time existence and the comparison principle. Equation (1.1.5a)
for u(z,t) has a singular term at = 0 which is there because we consider radially
symmetric solutions only. To derive short time existence from existing results, it is
more convenient to consider the more general case of hypersurfaces that are only
partially symmetric, i.e. with {1} x O(4) rather than O(4) x O(4) symmetry. For
any positive function r : R* x [0,#9) — R we consider the family of hypersurfaces
parameterized by F : R* x S3 x [0,t9) — R® where

F(z,Q,t) = (z,r(z,1)Q).
A direct computation shows that F' evolves by MCF if and only if r satisfies

ij 3
(421) ’f‘t = g J(DT)T‘LE»L;E]' J— ;,
in which
ii DiDj
i (P) = 0ij + pipj., I(p) = 65 — :
9ij(p) = dij + pip; 9" (p) = 0y T+ P

As long as Dr is uniformly bounded, (4.2.1) is a uniformly parabolic quasilinear
equation. The solutions that interest us are not bounded, so we choose a reference
function R : R* — R that is uniformly bounded from below, has uniformly bounded
derivatives up to third order, and for which R(z) — uo(||z||) is uniformly bounded.

All initial data we prescribe in the following sections are bounded perturbations
of R(xz). We therefore consider solutions of the form r(z,t) = R(x) + a(z,t), and
derive the equation for a:

3

4.2.2 = ¢9(DR+ Da)ay... + g% (DR + Da)Ry . — ———
(4.2.2) at = g7 (DR + Da)ag,s; + g” (DR + Da) Ry, Rra

Since we assume that DR and D?R are uniformly bounded, this equation is uni-
formly parabolic, as long as Da is bounded. By assumption D™ R with m < 3 are
all uniformly bounded, so (4.2.2) is of the form

at = Aij (Ia Da)aacizj + B(IE, a, DCL)

where A;; are uniformly parabolic, and where the functions A;;, B are C* in x € R*
and real analytic in (a, Da).

This implies the existence of a short time solution a(z,t) for any initial a(z,0)
with a(-,0) € C1*(R*), and for which inf, R(z) + a(x,0) > 0. The classical theory
for quasilinear parabolic equations [6, §VI.1] implies that as long as sup,, |a(x, t)]
and sup, |Da(z,t)| are bounded, and as long as inf, R(z) + a(z,t) has a positive
lower bound, one can show that Da(-,t) is uniformly Hélder continuous. This in
turn implies higher derivative bounds, and hence that the solution can be extended
to a larger time interval.
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For such solutions the standard comparison principle also holds: if a4 : R* x
[0,t9) — R are two solutions with Day bounded, for which a_(z,0) < a4 (z,0)
holds for all z € R%, then a_(z,t) < a4 (z,t) for all x € R* and ¢ < .

4.3. The approximating sequence of solutions u, with n > ng. For a fixed
small ¢ > 0 (independent of n) we choose functions ¥, 1, with

@ . 1 0<e<n,
Unle) = ¥( =), e CVR), “@—{0522
We define
(4.3.1) Uon(2) = (@) s5/3 Wi, (xs;k/?’) + (1= (@) Uy (,50)

and let u, : (0,00) X [sn,t,) — (0,00) be the solution to the initial value problem
(1.1.5a)-(1.1.5¢) with initial data w,(-, $5,) = uon(z) instead of ug(x).

We will only consider the initial data for sufficiently large n, i.e. we choose an
no € N, and only consider those solutions u,, with n > ng. Throughout this section
“for all n” will mean “for all n > ng,” and in each Lemma we assume that ng has
been chosen large enough for the statement to hold.

In Corollary 4.8.2 we verify that our chosen initial data are caught between the
barriers, as in (4.1.1). Before doing that we establish some derivative bounds for
Uon ().

Lemma 4.3.1 (Monotonicity and derivative bounds). For large enough ny and any
n > ng there is an s, € (0,t,) such that the sequence {s, : n > no} is decreasing,
and such that u,(x, s,) satisfies the following estimates for all n:

(1) The function © — up(z, sy,) is locally Lipschitz and
(4.3.2) 0 < (un)z(z,8n) < Cq
for almost all x > 0, for some C; >0
ii) The function x — un(x,s,) is C° on the interval 0 < z < Ms}/z, where for
(ii)
7 =2,3, and all n, one has

(4:3:3) (14 5,7%2) " [0, 50)| < € s, 07D,

We present the proof in the following subsections 4.4-4.7. Along the way we
finally choose the initial times s, \, 0, and we use generic constants C' that only
depend on the various parameters defining the barriers, and the fixed small param-
eter €, but not on n.

4.4. Proof of the first derivative bound (4.3.2). We have
(un)a (@, 50) = ¥, 51/ Wiey (ws/®) = Us.
o Wie, (5, ™%) + (1= 4n) (U).
We estimate these terms one by one. P

The terms in (4.4.1) involving ¢/, vanish outside the interval es}l/ 2 <z< 268711
Thus we have
W), (2) s/ S Wi, (s 7/3)] < max W, (z)] - max |sK/3Wi, (xs /%)
x> 2

wSQesiL/

(4.4.1)

<COs;t? 05?2 <,
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where we have estimated Wi, (z) < C(1 + z) for all z > 0.

To estimate the other term involving ], (z) we recall that Uy is defined in (3.9.2)
as the minimum of wy , vy, and u~, appropriately rescaled, and that, according to
Lemmas (3.6.1) and (3.7.1), in the region z > Zs,, y < 1Ys, the function vs, is the

largest of these. If we choose s,, > 0 so small that es,,” > Zs, 45” & then in the

region esn/ <z< 2687/ we have
Us (w,50) = sY 205 (xs71%,10g sp),
and thus also

WAlIUs, | < O /2 |si/2us, (w5, /2, og s0) | < vs, (3, 1og )

where y = x/,/s, lies in the interval [e,2¢]. This implies that 1y, (2)U; (z,s5) is
uniformly bounded.
To estimate the third term we recall that 0 < VVI’<2 (z) < 1, which implies

[ (@)W, (25,"°)| < W () < 1.
Finally, the term (1 — ) (Ué_n)l vanishes for x < €,/s,,. For x > ¢,/s,, we have

S"U(F log sy,) z < 3Y5,\/5n
Us (w,80) = max{ﬁvgn(malog sn), u(2,50)} 1Y, /50 <@ < Y5, \/5n
u”(x, $n) x> Y5, \/Sn

with Y5, = 24/(2k + 1)!I1M/4,, as in Lemma 3.6.1.
It follows that z +— Uy (, s) is a Lipschitz continuous function whose derivative

is almost everywhere given by (vgn)y or u, (z,s,). lfy= 7= € [6,Y5,] then

(p+1)'y
(v5.)y (1 Jogss) = 1+ (KT = 8,) 57k 0) = BE9'(0) + p ™ < .

for a uniform constant C, independent of n and for n > ng, sufficiently big.

On the other hand, u~(z, s,) = uo(z) — M s, min{1, x2*=4}. For z > 1 we have
uy (x, $n) = uj(x), which is uniformly bounded by the assumption (1.1.2), while
for x < 1 we have u; (, s,) = ub(z) — (2k — 4) M 5,22~ which is also uniformly
bounded because we assume k > 4.

Combining all these estimates together with (4.4.1) yields the uniform Lipschitz
bound on u,,.

4.5. Proof of the second derivative estimate (5.3.2). We will show

(4.5.1) () g (2, 80)| < Csy K3 (1 + xs;k/g)_4
for all z € [0, M/5,).
k/3

Writing z = x5,
(n)aw = 5, 58/ Wic, (2) + 20, Wie, (2) + 0 Wi, (2) 5,/
(1 - 7/)n)(U§:l)zz - 21/); (U(;n)z - U)Z U5:L :

, we estimate the terms on the right hand side of

(4.5.2)

For 0 <z < 68111/2 we have

(un)zz (:Z?, Sn) = S;k/SWI/é2 (Z)
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The asymptotic expansion (3.5.1) for W implies that for all z > 0
0< Wi, (2) <CL+2z)"

Hence (4.5.1) holds for z < esy/?.
If 2681/2 <z< Ms}l/2, ie. if 2¢ <y < M, then u,(z,s,) = sgl/%gn (y,log sn)
and thus, using the definition (3.4.3) for v, we find for 2e <y < M,

s> 3y Osﬁk/g
(u")zz('r’ Sn) = 57_7,1/ (1) ) (yvlog Sn) < 05_1/2 < —
5, /YY y4 (1 + xsnk/g)

Finally, if 6571/ 2 <zr< 26571/ 2, then similarly to the previous two cases we get

—4
[n Wiy (2) 577 4 (1= 9) (U5, )aa| < O3 (14 s, *1%)

To bound the remaining terms in (4.5.2) it is enough to estimate
20 lWie, (2) = Us, )al + [0 153/ * Wiy (2) = Us .

Both ¢/, and 1!/ vanish unless 68711/2 <zx< 26571/2. In this region one has ;vs;k/g >1,
and thus our desired upper bound satisfies

é k=2 < gok/3 (1+ xsik/g) < Csh2,
By the asymptotic expansion (3.5.1) of the Alencar solution W for large z, we
have Wi, (z) = z + O(27%) and Wi, (2) = 1+ O(z7?). When esh/? << 2651/2
this implies
sk/?’WK (3;5_’“/3) - = (’)(sﬁaj_2) O(sﬁ_l),
Wi, (wsik/g) 1= (’)(skxfg) (’)(sffgﬂ).
In the region esn/ <z < 26871/2 we have, by definition, and by the asymptotic
expansions of the terms f;, f1, fo in (3.4.5),

(4.5.4) Us (w,5,) = S}L/Qvgn (y,log sn) (where y = x5, 1/?)
_ S711/2y+5711/20(55;3/@72)
=x+ (9(551372).

(4.5.3)

This expansion may be differentiated with respect to x, resulting in

(4.5.5) |(U;), — 1] < Cska™ < Csk=3/2.
The bounds |¢],| = (9(3;1/2) and [¢| = O(s;}) now lead to
—k/3
st/ Wi, (s %) — Uy | < Co b = s < — 0
" (1+ zsn / )4
and also
c ;k/B
[ (Wi, (05, %7%) = (U5, )al < O M/2s572 < 220
(I4+xs, )4

This concludes the proof of stated weighted C? estimate for u,, at time t = s,,.
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4.6. Proof of the third order derivative bound (5.3.2). We outline the argu-
ments, which are similar to those for the second derivative estimate.
For 0 < z < esy/” the definition (4.3.1) of ugn(x) = un(x, s,) directly implies

|(tn)zae (T, sn)| = W, (z)|s;2k/3, where again z = xs;k/g.

Using the asymptotic expansion for W(z) as z — oo one then verifies the third
derivative estimate for z < 6571/ 2

If 26571/2 <z< Ms}/2, ie. if 2¢e <y < M, then
(un)zmw(xa Sn) = (U(;:l)mmm(xa Sn) = 8;1(?)5;);;”(?/710% Sn)a

and the estimate follows from the explicit expression (3.4.3) for vy (y, 7).

If 68}7,/2 <z< 268}/2, then u,, is given by

un(x,50) = 83/ Wiy (2) + Un (@) {5/ * Wi, (2) = U5 (z,50)} (2 =ws,*/?).

The third derivative of the first term can be estimated exactly as in the region
r < es,lz/ 2 After differentiating the second term three times one ends up with

terms of the form

v (a) (53) (5 Wiy(2) = Uy @)} (0<£<3)

Using the asymptotic descriptions we have for W and Uy , and taking care to cancel
the leading terms in these descriptions when ¢ € {0,1}, we get the third derivative
bounds in (5.3.2). The estimates are similar to the first and second order estimates.

4.7. Proof that  — uy(z, s,) is non-decreasing. We consider four regions: the

region 0 < x < 6571,/2, the region 68711/2 <z< 26871/2 where we glue the inner and

intermediate barriers, the intermediate region 265,1/ P<a< 1, and finally the region
x> 1.

In the region 0 < z < esi/? we have Un (T, Sp) = s/ Wk, (azs;k/s), which is an
increasing function of x, because W is increasing.

In the region 68711/2 <z< 26871/2, we have

(un)a(w,80) =00, (2) (5 Wik, (@57 47%) = Uy, (1))
+ n (@) Wig, (25,%) + (1 = (@) (U, ) (@, 50).
Using (4.5.3), (4.5.4), as well as |9/, (z)| < Csn'/?, we estimate the first term above
by

[ @)l | 5/ Wi, (@5, 1%) = Uy, (@ 50)
Furthermore, (4.5.3) and (4.5.5) imply
}WI’Q(xs;k/?’) — 1’ + ’(U{n)m(x,sn) — 1} < Csfl_?’/z.

It follows that

< Cl(x)|sk~t < Cshm3/2,

|(un)o (2, 80) — 1] < Csk3/2

throughout the region 65711/2 <z< 268711/2. Since s,, = 0, and k > 4,80 k—3/2 > 0,

we see that for large enough n the function x — w,(x,s,) is strictly increasing

when 6571/2 <z< 26571/2.
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Next, in the region 2¢,/s, < x < 1 we have

Un (7, 8n) = Us (7, 8n) = max{ 172y, n(xsgl/z,logsn), uf(a:,sn)}.

if 25,2 < Ys,, and wu,(x,s,) = u (z,s,) otherwise. It is easy to see that
r+— u~(x,8,) is an increasing function. Concerning vy (y,logs,) we recall defini-
tion (3.4.3), i.e

v5 (y.log sp) =y + (K1 — 6)s3r(y) — BK7sS g(y) — sPT7y~r

If we choose s, small enough then the last three terms will be uniformly small in
C' on the fixed interval 2¢ < y < Y;, compared to the leading term vy, so that
y — vs, (y,log s,) is also increasing on the interval 2¢ < y < Yj . It follows that
Z > un(x, $p,) 1s increasing on 268711/2 <z<l.

The very last situation we must consider is where > 1. In this case (1.1.2)
implies

(Us, ), 80) = ug(z) > 0.

Since we have covered all cases, the proof of monotonicity of x — wu,(z,s,) is
complete.

4.8. Proof of (4.1.3). We turn to the proof that the initial data u,(z, s,) is sand-
wiched between the two barriers U(i, as in (4.1.3).

Lemma 4.8.1. If ng is large enough then, for each n > ng, we can choose s, €
(0,t,) so small that

(4.8.1) Us (w,50) < SEBWie, (xs7*/3) < Uy (2, 5n)
holds for 0 < z < 26871/2.

Proof. In this proof we abbreviate y = 1551/2 and z = xsgk/g.
In the region 0 < y < 2¢ the barriers Ui as defined in (3.9.1), (3.9.2) are given
by
U3 (@, 50) = min{ s1/20F (g, Tog su), 5/ Wi ()}
Us (,8n) = max{s,lz/zvgn (y,log sp), sﬁ/SWK; ) (2) + Dsffl}

where K3 (n) = (K3 £ 25n)1/3 (see section 3.8).

1

In Lemma 3.7.1 we defined Z,, := Z;, = %5,’{’2 and showed that the functions
whose max/min define U(i cross in the interval %Zn < z < Z,. To prove (4.8.1)
we therefore must show

(182) Wy 1 (2) + DsE < s Wi, (2) < sE3Wey ) (2)
if0<z2<2,, and
(4.8.3) s}/zvgn (y,1og s,) < s¥/3Wi, (2) < sL/?vf - (y,log sn)

if z > %Zn and y < 2e.

Since K +— Wy (z) = kW (z/k) is strictly increasing (see (3.9.5)) it follows from
K3, = (K3 +25,)"° > K, that Wi, (2) < Wi (ny(2) bolds for all = > 0. Thus
the second inequality in (4.8.2) holds.
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The first inequality in (4.8.2) is equivalent to

Wk, (z) =W (2) > Ds;%ki1 for all z < Z,,.

K3 (n)
By integrating

32VV (2) = —iWH(Z/Ii) <0

okoz " K2
from k = K5 (n) to Ky we see that Wk, (z) — Wi ) (z) is a decreasing function
of z. We therefore must guarantee

2
2k-1

Wiy (Z0) = Wi () (Zn) > D}

This holds for each n provided we choose s,, € (0,t,) small enough.
We now consider (4.8.3), which is equivalent to

(4.8.4) s, vy (s)z,logsn) < Wk, (2) < s;,70) (s)2,l0g s,),

and we must establish these inequalities for %Zn < z < 2es,,7. Both inequalities
can be proved in the same way, and we focus on the one involving vy .

Keeping in mind that Ky = K3, the asymptotics (3.5.1) for the Alencar func-
tion W imply that there is a constant C such that

(4.8.5) 24+ K122 —Ce 3 < Wk, (2) <2+ K127 2+ 0273
for z > 1. On the other hand, the definition (3.4.3) of vy implies
8y, v (s z,1log sp)
=2+ (K1 —6,)s2pn(s12) — 2~ — BK2s57g(s772)
=2+ K152 pp(s)2) — {5nsi'ygpk(slz) + zf(pfl)} — BK3?s2g(s,;,"2).
For y < 2¢ we have
loe(y) —y 2 <C and  g(y)| < Cy~°.
Hence
(4.8.6) s,7vs (sp2,1logs,) >z + K272 - {(5nz_2 + z_(”_l)} —C(s2 +277),
where C is the same for all sufficiently large n € N, and for 1 < z < 2es,7.
If 2 > 1 then 27° < 273, s0 (4.8.5) and (4.8.6) together lead to
(4.8.7) Wik, (2) — Sy Vs (s72,dogs,) > 6z 2 — Cs>7 + 2= (P 073,
Now choose s,, so small that s, < (5nZn/C)1/2V. Then for all z > Z,, one has
Sz 2 =08 > 6,22 — Cs? > 0.
If we also require n to be so large that Z,, > Cl/(4_p), then we have for all z > Z,,
2D 03 > (z4_p — C') 273> (Zf;_p — C) 273> 0.

Applying the last two inequalities to (4.8.7) we conclude that the first inequality
in (4.8.4) holds. A slight modification of these arguments also proves the second
inequality in (4.8.4). O

Corollary 4.8.2. If for each n > ng we choose s, € (0,t,) as in Lemma 4.8.1,
then (4.1.3) holds, i.e. Uy (2,5,) < un(x,sn) < Uy (2, ,) for all x> 0.
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Proof, If x > 255711/2 then u, (;p, Sn) = U(;n (ZE, Sn) and there is nothing to prove.
Ifo<az< 265}/2, then uy,(z,s,) is a convex combination of Us. (z,s,) and

sk 3WK2 (sn K/ 390). We have just shown that this second function lies between the
barriers so the convex combination u,, also lies between the barriers U (i . O

4.9. Monotonicity and uniform C! bound for u,(z,t). In the following lemma
we show that the initial uniform C' bound |uy,(-, s,)|c1 < C persists for as long
as each uy,(z,t) exists, provided that n is sufficiently large.

Lemma 4.9.1. If C; is the upper bound for (un)s(x, $p) from Lemma 4.53.1 then
for sufficiently large n we have 0 < (uy,)z(x,t) < Cy for all (z,t) € [0,00) X [sp, tn)-

In order to prove this Lemma we will apply the maximum principle to the evo-
lution equation of (uy),. For this we first need the following observation.

Lemma 4.9.2. Let M be the same constant as in Lemma 3.3.1. There is an o > 0
such that for all sufficiently large n, so that Us (x,t) > x for all x € [0,a] and all
t e (0,tn).

Proof. In the part of the outer region where MyVt<z<1wehavet< M~222, so
that
Us (w,t) = uo(w) — Mtz?F=2)
=2+ (K1 +o0(1))z2*=1) — Mig2(—2) (x — 0)
>z+ (K- M '+ 0(1))$2(k_1) (x — 0).
If we choose M > 2/K; then there is an a > 0 such that K; — M~ + o(1) > 0,
and hence so that Uy (z,t) > .

In the intermediate region the lower barrier is given by /2 vy (7122, logt),
where in the rescaled variables (y, ) we have vs (y,7) = y+f5 (y,7). Lemma 3.4.4
tells us that f5 (y,7) > 0, so in the intermediate region we have vy (y,7) > y and
hence U; (z,t) > .

Finally, in the inner region we have

Uy (w,1) = "3 w, (7732, 1og )
and, according to the definition in Lemma 3.5.3,

wy, (2,7) = Wy (2) + De®™ > Wi (2) > z,

2
because Wy;(z) > z for all z > 0. This implies Uy (x,?) > x in the inner region as
well. O

Proof of Lemma 4.9.1. If u, is one of the approximating solutions of (1.1.5a), then
by differentiating in x we find that 7 := (u,), satisfies

(4.9.1) ne = Muln] = Qu(z, t)n
where

n|| = Nz, d Qn(z,t) == T T o
S T R P

Lemma 4.9.2 says that u,(z,t) > Us (z,t) > @, s0 Qn(,t) > 0.
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If the domain of n were bounded we could directly apply the maximum principle
and conclude that 7 is bounded by its initial values. Since the domain is not
bounded we consider Q(z,t) := x7! + rke'z? in the domain > 0, 0 < t < 1.
(Without loss of generality we assume that ¢, < 1 for all n.) In this region 2
satisfies

2273 5 2ket

_ > gela? - — -
O = Mal]+ Qulw ) 2 wela” = oy #3070 = e

> kela? — 2273 + 3273 — 2ke’ — 6Grel

— 6re’

V

relz? + 273 — 8kel

Y]

n(zz — 86) + a3,

If we choose k > 0 sufficiently small then the left hand side is positive for all x > 0
and ¢ € [0, 1].
For any € > 0 we therefore have

(% M, + Qn> (n+€Q) > 0in (0,00) X s, ).

Furthermore 1 + €Q — oo as & — {0, 00}, so the maximum principle implies that
1 + €€ attains its minimum at the initial time ¢ = s,. Since 0 < uy 4(x, s,) < Cy
(by Lemma 4.3.1) we find that n(x,t) + eQ(x,t) > 0 for all € > 0, which implies
that w, . (z,t) = n(x,t) > 0 for all z > 0 and ¢ € [sp, ).

By considering n — €€ for arbitrary € > 0 we similarly conclude that 7 is bounded
by its largest initial value, i.e. (upn)s(x,t) = n(z,t) < Cy for all x > 0 and ¢ €
[$n,tn). This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.9.1. O

Corollary 4.9.3. Let u,(z,t) be a solution to the initial value problem (1.1.5a)-
(1.1.5¢) with initial data u,(x, s,) as above, and let n > ng where ng is sufficiently
large so that all previous results hold. Then, the solution u(x,t) exists for all t €
[Sn,tn,) and satisfies Us., (2,t) < up(z,t) < U;;O (x,t) and 0 < (up), < Cy, for all

x>0 and all t € [sy,tn,), where Cy is as in Lemma 4.3.1.

Proof. We have shown that (u), is uniformly bounded, and that u, > U 5, has
a positive lower bound, and that wuy(z,t) — ug(z) is uniformly bounded (because
U(i — ug is bounded). The discussion in Section 4.2 and (4.1.4) then show that the
solution w,, can be continued for as long as it is contained between two barriers,
i.e. at least until ¢,,,, where ny does not depend on n. (I

4.10. Uniform lower bound for f,. Each of the approximating solutions .,
exists at least until time ¢,,. We now argue that if ng is large enough, then &,, > t,,
for all n > nyg.

We have already verified for all z > 0 and ¢ € [s,,, min{¢,, t,, }] that the solution
un(x,t) remains between the barriers Uio (x,t) and that its derivative (u,).(x,t) is
uniformly bounded. Standard estimates for quasilinear parabolic equations applied
to (4.2.1) or (4.2.2) then imply that higher derivatives of u, also are uniformly
bounded. If we had t,, < ty,, then lim; ~;, u(x,t) would exist, and we could extend
the solution to a larger time interval. Therefore ¢,, would not be the maximal time
of existence for the solution wu,, after all.
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4.11. Proof of the main existence Theorem 4.1.1. We have constructed the
sequence of solutions u,, and have established a priori bounds for its derivatives,
which imply that there is a subsequence u,; that converges locally uniformly to a
function w : [0,00) x (0,%¢,,] — R. The derivative bounds for the approximating
solutions u,, imply that wu,, U g, Unze, and u,+ also converge locally uniformly,
and that the limit  is a solution of (1.1.5a).

We now verify that u also satisfies the initial and boundary conditions (1.1.5b),
(1.1.5¢), as well as the asymptotic description (4.1.2) of the inner region.

4.11.1. The initial condition. Let ng be so large that all previous results in this
section hold. Then all solutions u,; are caught between the barriers Uffo, so the
limit also lies between Uffo. In the outer region, defined by x > M \/Z, the lower
(upper) barriers are defined in (3.3.1) to be the maximum (minimum) of u™(x,t) =
ug(w) & Mt min{1,2%*~*}, and the barriers defined in the intermediate region. This

implies that for x > M V/t we have
uo(z,t) — Mtmax{1,z** 4} < wu(z,t) < ug(z,t) + Mtmax{1, z2*~4}.

Therefore limy o u(x,t) = uo(z) uniformly for all z > 0.

4.11.2. Boundary condition. The solutions wu,(z,t) all satisfy u, ,(0,t) = 0. They
converge in C! to u(z,t), so we have u,(0,t) = 0 for all ¢ € (0, tp,].

4.11.3. Asymptotics in the inner region. To finish the proof of the theorem, we will
show that

Tglzloo ’LU(Z, T) = WK2 (Z)
uniformly on compact sets in z. This follows almost immediately from (4.1.1) and
the definition of our barriers @ (x,t) in the inner region. Using the definitions
w, (z,7) = WK;(n)(z) + De"™ and w,, (z,7) = Wit (n) (z) from section 3.5, (4.1.1)
implies w,, (z,7) < w(z,7) < w,}(z,7) and hence

(4.11.1) Wi () (2) + D™ < w(z,7) < Wiet () (2)

for all z € [0, Zs,], and 7 < 7, := log t,,.

Since Zs, := %5;1/(1’72) — 400 and K3 (n) = (K3 +26,)"/? = Ky as n — +oo
(4.11.1) holds on [0, Z] X (=00, T,) for any Z > 0, provided n is sufficiently large.
The rescaled Alencar solution Wik (z) = KW (z/K) depends continuously on K, so
after taking the limit n — oo in (4.11.1) we conclude that lim, o w(z,7) = Wk, (2),

uniformly on any bounded interval 0 < z < Z, as claimed in Theorem 4.1.1.

5. UNIFORM L° BOUND ON THE MEAN CURVATURE

5.1. Bounding H. In Theorem 4.1.1 we showed the short time existence of an
O(4) x O(4) symmetric MCF solution M, , 0 < ¢t < to, which is smooth for ¢ > 0
and defined by a profile function  : [0, 4+00) X (0,t9] — R which satisfies the initial
value problem (1.1.5a)—(1.1.5¢) for the given initial data ug(z). In this section we
will show that the mean curvature of M is uniformly bounded on [0, +00) x (0, to]
despite the fact that the initial data ug is singular at the origin. The life time of
the solution is tg = t,, for some large enough ny.
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Theorem 5.1.1. Let M, 0 < t < tg, be the O(4) x O(4) symmetric MCF solution
constructed in Theorem 4.1.1. Then

(5.1.1) sup sup H < oo.
0<t<tyg M

To prove this theorem we will first show, using a direct argument, that H(z,t)
is uniformly bounded in the outer region x > M \/Z, 0 <t < tg. Then, using
an argument by contradiction, that is strongly inspired by Stolarski’s approach
in [12], we will show that H(z,t) is uniformly bounded in the remaining region
< MWt 0<t<t.

5.2. Bounding H(z,t) in the outer region. Assume without loss of generality
that to < M~2. In this section we will show that (5.1.1) holds in the outer region
Oun = {(z,t) | ® > M+t 0<t<ty}, as stated next.

Lemma 5.2.1. There exists a uniform constant C' > 0 so that

(5.2.1) sup H(z,t) <C
(I,t)EOAl

for all t € (0,to], provided to < M 2.

Proof. We fix a point (z1,t1) € Opr. We first deal with the case when 21 € (0,1).
Consider the function

U(€,s) = a7 tu(zi €, + a3s).

This function satisfies

(5.2.2) Us =

in the region
o={(9:t<t<}, —;—1%<s§0}.
By (4.1.1) the solution u lies between our upper and lower barriers constructed
in Proposition 3.9.1. This implies that for all (x,t) € Oy, with 2 € (0, 1),
lu(z,t) — uo(x)| < Mt x4
and hence, for £ € (%, %) and —t127% < 5 <0,
‘U({, s) — xfluo(xlﬁ)‘ < M (t; + 22s) x§k75§2k_4 <CMt xfk%.
In the outer region we also have a:% >t1, SO
|U(§, s) — xfluo(xlg)‘ < Cfokig.
The initial profile ug satisfies x < ug(z) < x4+ Cz?:2 for 0 < = < 2. Rescaling
leads to
}xfluo(xlg) - §| < C’x%k_?’.
The last two inequalities together imply that
(5.2.3) U, s) — €| < Caft?,
holds on Q. Therefore the function

Fe,) < RIS
1
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which satisfies equation
Fee 3 3

(5.2.4) et e

is bounded on Q by |F(,s)| < C for some constant C' that does not depend on
(LL'l y tl).

Claim 5.2.2. U and 1+ UE2 are Holder continuous on

t
Q’—{(é,s):§<€<%,—2—;%<s§0}

uniformly in (21, 1).

Proof. By (5.2.3) we have that ||U|co(gy < C, for a uniform constant C, indepen-
dent of (z1,t1), where 21 € (0,1). Furthermore, in Q we also have

(5.2.5) (€, )] = Jus (@16, t1 + as)] < C,

where C' is a uniform constant, independent of (x1,¢1). This follows by Lemma
4.9.1 and the fact that u,(z,t) smoothly converges as n — oo to u(z,t), for all
x>0 and ¢ € (0,t1]. Since U(, s) satisfies a uniformly parabolic equation (5.2.2),
standard regularity theory applied to (5.2.2) implies that there exists a uniform
constant C, independent of (z1,%1) so that |Uge (€, s)] < C in Q. All these imply
U and 1+ Ug are uniformly Holder continuous functions on Q’ as claimed. O

Interior parabolic regularity for (5.2.4) then implies that F, F¢, and Fge are
uniformly bounded (and even Hélder) on Q'. We conclude that for some constant
C' that does not depend on (x1,%1) we have

|Fs(1,0)] < C.
In terms of the original solution u(x,t) this then implies
|ue(x1,t1)] < C’:chk*4 <C,
where we have used ¥ > 4 and x; < 1 in the last step. We conclude that
|H(x1,t1)| < |u(z1,t1)] is uniformly bounded for all (z1,¢1) € Op with 1 < 1.

Let us now deal with the case where x; > 1, in which case tl/x% < ¢ty is small
(since t; < tp and we have assumed that tg < M2 and M is large). The interior
regularity estimates then provide a bound for [F¢¢(1,0)| in terms of supg |F| and
supy ez |Fee(§, —t1/a1)|. We have

—(2k— —(2k—
Fee(§—t1/a}) = a7 @ Uee(€, —t1/a7) = a7 Vg (@16).
By assumption we have |uf(x)| < 22¢~* and hence

sup |Fee(¢, —t1/a3)| Sa1 S 1.
1<€<3/2
In our case where t1/z7 is small, this implies that Fge(1,0) and hence Fy(1,0)
are bounded uniformly. It follows that |H (z1,%1)| < |ui(z1,t1)] is also uniformly
bounded if (z1,t1) € Op with 21 > 1.
Combining the two cases z1 € (0,1) and ;3 > 1 leads to (5.2.1), finishing the
proof of the proposition. O
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5.3. Second order derivative bounds for = < M+/t. Before we bound H(z,t)
in the intermediate and inner regions, we will establish the following crucial for our
purposes weighted C? bound for our approximating sequence of solutions u, (z,t)
which were defined in Section 4.

Lemma 5.3.1. There exists ng sufficiently large and a constant C independent of
n so that for all n > ng the bound

(5.3.1) (U)o (2, 8)] < CHF/3(1 4 4 +32) ™"
holds for all 0 < x < M+/t, t € [s,,to].

Proof. The proof follows from scaling and standard regularity theory for linear and
quasilinear parabolic equations. We repeatedly use the first order derivative bound
0 < ug(z,t) < Cq from Corollary 4.9.3, as well as the derivative bounds

(5.3.2) |09y, (2, 80)| < Cs;(jfl)k/g(l + s;k/?’x)i(jﬁ), j=2,3.

holding at the initial time s,, which were shown in Lemma 4.3.1.

Since our solutions u,, (x, t) scale differently in the intermediate and inner regions
we need to treat the cases x € [2Rt"/3 Mt!/?] and = € [0,2Rt*/?] separately. We
will choose R in the proof of Case 1 below to be a sufficiently large constant which
is independent of n. Then for this choice of R we will show that Case 2 holds. In
both cases we will assume that n > ng and s, < t < tg, and ng will be chosen
sufficiently large and ¢y will be chosen to be sufficiently small, uniformly in n.

We start by fixing n > ng and a point (z1,t;) where 0 < z; < M+/t;, t1 €
[Sn, to] .

Case 1 : Assume z; € 2R t]f/?’, Mt1/2], where R is a sufficiently large constant.
Similarly to the proof of Lemma 5.2.1, we consider the rescaling

Un(€,5) = 27 un (216, 81 +2is)

which satisfies equation

~ (Un)ee 3.~ 3
533 n)s — = s n .
(53.3) (1) = 1755+ Flim)e =
in the region
t1 — Sp to—t
0 ={(&s): t<t<} T s 2]
7 7
t1 — Sp 1 t1 — Sn 1

We subdivide into the two cases — %S e and = x; =S

th — Sn 1 .

Case la : If x%s > e then the parabolic square

1
Q’Mz{(g,s):%<§<%,—2M2<s§0}

has fixed size (independent of (z1,¢1) and n) and satisfies @}, C Q,. We will
restrict to Q).

For any (&,s) € Q); we have z := 11§ € [Rtlf/g,2Mt}/2] and t :=t; + 225 €
[t1/2,t1]. In particular we have y := 2t~ % € [Rt],2v2M], ie., (z,t) lies in the
intermediate region, a fact that will be used momentarily. To obtain the desired
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bound on uzg(z1,t1), we will bound Uge(1,0) by applying interior parabolic regu-
larity estimates to the function @, (£, s) —& defined in Q),. We first estimate the L>°
norm of this function on @), by bounding |u,(z,t) — x|, for x = 21&,t = t1 + 235
where (&,s) € Q).

By (4.1.1) the solution u lies between our upper and lower barriers constructed
in Proposition 3.9.1. Hence,

(5.3.4) [tn(z,t) — 2| < max{|U§; (z,t) — x|, |Us, (z,t) — z|}

for all n > ng sufficiently large. Using the definition of our barriers @} (z,t)

1o
(see (3.9.1) and (3. 9 2)) the difference |a} (z,t) — x| for n > ng is bounded by
t%|f5 ( ta )| (fF ., Was defined in (3.4.4)). The latter can be bounded by

2K1tk Lop(at %) provided that tg is sufficiently small. This follows from the
definition of f o and our estimates in section 3.4, after expressing these esti-

mates in the (z,t) variables using (2.2.1). Since ¢i(y) < Ci (y?*72 + y=2) with
y:=at~7 € [Rt],2¢/2M] and t € [t,/2,t,], we get
(5.3.5)  max{|Uy (z,t) —a|,|U; (,8) — 2|} < Ot (2t72)72 < Cap

for some constant C' (depending only on k, M) which is uniform in (z1,¢;) and n.
Combining (5.3.4) and (5.3.5) while using t = t; + 2%s < t; yields

(5.3.6) |in(€,8) —E| < Cay3th  in Q).
It follows that the function

Fo(&,s) € a3 7" (a(€,5) — €)

which satisfies equation

(Fn)EE 3 3

+ =-(Fr)e+ —F——F»
et e

L+az, ¢
is uniformly bounded in the parabolic cube Qf,, namely ||Fn||CO(Q/IVI y < C, where
the constant C is independent of (x1,%1) and n.

(5.3.7) (Fn)s =

Claim 5.3.2. 4, and 1+ ﬁig are Holder continuous on the parabolic cube

1
{(57) —<€<4,—W<s§0}cQ’M

uniformly in (z1,t1) and n. Furthermore 1/4 < @, (¢, s) < 2, for all (§,s) € QY.

Proof. Since z7 > Rtlf/g, by (5.3.6) we have that |G,(¢,s) — & < CR™3, and
since the constant C doesn’t depend on R, we may choose R sufficiently large
so that 1/4 < a,(€,s) < 2 for all (§,s) € Q),. In addition (5.2.5) implies that
|tine (&, 8)] = [(un)s(z1&,t1 + 235)| < C in Q)y;, where in both cases C' is a uniform
constant, independent of (z1,t1) and n. It follows that @, (&, s) satisfies in Q); a
uniformly parabolic equation (5.3.3) with bounded coefficients, and therefore stan-
dard interior (in space-time) regularity theory applied to the quasilinear equation
(5.3.3) implies the existence of a uniform constant C, independent of (z1,t;) and
n, 5o that |inee (€, 5)| < C'in Qf C Q. All the above give us that @, and 1+,
are uniformly Holder continuous functions on Q’I\'/[ as claimed. O
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Claim 5.3.2 implies that equation (5.3.7) is uniformly parabolic in QY, and its
coefficients are Holder continuous (uniformly in (x1,¢1) and n). Interior (in space-
time) Schauder theory applied to (5.3.7) in Qf; bounds |(F},)ee(1,0)] in terms of
[ Fnllcocay,), concluding that [(F)ee(1,0)| < C, for a uniform constant C'. Equiva-
lently, |(@i,)ee(1,0)] < C 27?5 and converting back to the original solution gives the
bound |[(uy)ze(x1,t1)| < Cx1_4 t¥. In the considered region we have Tt=5 > R,

thus t§ z7% = t;‘%(t;%xl)f4 < Ct;%(l + azlt;‘%)f4 (where C depends on R).
1
We conclude that the desired bound (5.3.1) holds when z; € [2R tlf/g,Mtf] and

t1—sn 1
11?5 > 2M?2"
t1 — Sp 1 1. . I% ty
Case 1b: If —— thenz; < Mt? impliesthatt; — s, < —= < —|
22 = 2M? i s Y Ve

and hence in this case t1 € [s,,2s,]. This in turn gives 21 < M+/2s,, implying in

to—t to — 2s
Oxz ! > §M2s ™ > 1, provided that n > ng with ng sufficiently
1 n
large. Hence the cube
t1 —s t1 —s
Q%:{(§,s):%<§<%,— L cs< -2 "+1}

51 ]
has fixed size and satisfies Q/, C Q,,. The difference between this and the previous
case is that the cube Q! starts at s = —“;—25" corresponding to initial time ¢ = s,

1

particular that

for the solution uy,(z,t). This means that our estimates need to include bounds on
the initial data w,(z, sp,).

As in the previous case, we will begin by bounding |a,(§,s) — &| in Q. For
any (£,s) € Q) we have x := x1€ € [Rtf/3,2M\/m C [Rsk/® 2M/2s,) (using
t1 € [sn,28,]) and t := t; + 235 € [sn, (2M? + 2) s,,] (using z1 < Mtlé) Hence,
y = a2 € [\/%%MS;VL,%/?M] which shows that the point (z,t) belongs to the
intermediate region. Now similar arguments as in Case la imply that bounds
(5.3.4) and (5.3.5) hold (with s,, instead of ;). We conclude that |u,(z,t) — z| <

3
C a2 s2772 holds at z = &, t = t; + s&%, for any (§,s) € Q),, where C is
independent of (z1,t1) and n. In terms of @, (¢, s) we obtain

3
(5.3.8) lin(€,5) — €] < Ca?sy’ T2 < Cay?th in Q).
Claim 5.3.3. 4, and 1+ ﬂig are Holder continuous on the parabolic cube

tl—S tl—S
Qii:={(€7s):%<£<§,— - <s<-
1

& +—1} cQa,

2
T
uniformly in (x1,%;1) and n. Furthermore, 1/4 < @, (&, s) < 2 for all (§,s) € Q.

Proof. Similarly to Claim 5.3.2, the bounds (5.3.8) and (5.2.5) imply that on Q/,

we have 1/4 < @, <2 and |tne| < C. In addition, for j = 2,3 we have
(5.3.9)

sup
1 3
$<e<s

- t1 — sp
32%(57—1 2 )

. < x{_l, sup ’8; un(x,sn)} < fogsfl <C
1

L 321
3 ST<7g

k
where we used (5.3.2) and our assumption 1 > 2Rt} combined with ¢ € [sy, 25,].
In all the above bounds C'is a uniform constant, independent of (z1, t1) and n. Since
U, (€, s) satisfies a uniformly parabolic equation (5.3.3) in @, standard interior
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(in space) theory for quasilinear equations applied to (5.3.3) yields the C? bound
[tneellc2(gry < C (and even a C*! bound), where C' is a constant that depends

only on ||in||co(gry and [|dy, (-, —E== )”03([5 a¢y), therefore C' is uniform in (x1,11)
" 1 202
and n, since these bounds are as well. We conclude that u,, and 1—H]721£ are uniformly

Holder continuous functions on Q7 finishing the proof of the claim. O

Consider the function F,(&,s) = a5t " (@n(&,s) — €) on QI which satisfies
equation (5.3.7) and the uniform bound ||F,[|co(gr) < C, where C' is independent
of (z1,t1) and n. Claim 5.3.3 implies that F,,(, s) satisfies a uniformly parabolic
equation (5.3.7) on Q! with coefficients which are uniformly Holder continuous.
Therefore, standard interior (in space) Schauder estimates applied to (5.3.3) on
the cube Q) imply that |(F},)¢e(1,0)| can be bounded in terms of | F}, || co(gr) and
| Fu (s _tlgisn)HCQ,l([%&]). We have just seen that ||F,[|co(gry < C. We will next
show the bound || F, (-, _t1;25n)|\c3( s 37y < C. First, (5.3.9) and the definition of

. 1 ’
Fo, give [0LF, (6, —8=pn) = a3 177 |00iin (€, 5)] < Ct*sk < €, for j = 2,3 and all
? ,
¢ € [3,5]. The bound for j = 1 follows similarly from 0 < (u,).(,s,) < C. In all
the above bounds C' is independent of (x1,%;) and n.

We conclude that |(F},)ee(1,0)| < C, where C is independent of (z1,¢1) and n,

and similarly to the Case 1a, the desired bound (5.3.1) holds for z; € [2R t]f/3, Mt}/2]
and tl;—;” < —-. This completes the argument in Case 1b.
1

— M2

Case 2 : Suppose next that x; € [O,Rtlf/?’], that is (x1,t1) belongs to the tip

region. Here R is a large fixed constant, chosen as in Case 1. In this case we will
not scale around x1, but around the origin and we will show

(5.3.10) sup  |(un)en(@, )| < CH72 0<ty <t

ze[0,R /%

for a uniform constant C' independent of n and ¢; (C' may depend on R). This
Zk

estimate is equivalent to (5.3.1) because in the considered region one has z1t; > < R.

To this end we set a := g > 1 for simplicity, and introduce the rescaled function

(5.3.11) Un(&,8) = t7 " un (19 &, 11 + 17%)

which satisfies equation (5.3.3) in the region

tl—Sn to—tl
Q. ={(€5): 0 < 2R, - e <sS T }

Bound (5.3.10) is equivalent to

(5.3.12) sup |(iin)ec(§,0)] < C
£€[0,R]

and will follow by applying standard regularity theory to equation (5.3.3) in an
appropriate cube Q! C Q,,.
First, one needs to bound @, on Q) from above and below away from zero. To

this end, observe that (4.1.5), (3.9.1)—(3.9.2) and the definition of the inner region
barriers in section 3.5 give

(5.3.13) Wi () (@17%) + D8 Sy (,1) < Wi, (2277)
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for all n > ng sufficiently large and all z € [0, Z¢%] (for any Z > 0) and ¢ < .
Here D > 0, thus we can drop the small term D e?71°8* The above estimate when
expressed in terms of 4, (&, s) gives

(5.3.14) B () W (no)(%(s)) < V(€ 8) < 9(8) Wit () (%(S))
where 0, (s) := t*t;* = (1+ t%o‘_ls)a. Note that in order to obtain (5.3.14) from
(5.3.13) we need to have ﬁ(s) < Z, for all (¢,s) € Q),, for some Z > 0 which is
independent of (§,s) € Q),. This will be checked below. We need to consider two
cases, (t; — sp)t; 2% > 1 and (t; — s,)t7>* < 1, and choose Q/, appropriately.

Case 2a : If (t; — s,)t;2“ > 1 then we restrict to the parabolic cube of fixed
size

Q' ={(&s):0<E<2R, -1<s<0}

(independent of t; and n), which obviously satisfies Q' C Q,. We will restrict
to @', where s € (—1,0] readily implies the bounds 9,,(s) > (1 — 3*"1)> > 1/2
and 9,,(s) <1 and (for the former use t; < ¢y, where ¢y can be chosen sufficiently
small).

Using ¢ 9,1 <4Rand 1/2 < ¥,, < 1, we readily conclude from (5.3.14) that there
exist a uniform in n and t; constant C' > 0 (depending on inf.¢[p 45 WK;(H) (2)

and sup_.c(o 47 Wit (n) (z)) such that

(5.3.15) 0<C ! <, s) <O, for all (¢,s) € Q.

Furthermore, by (5.2.5) we have [|in¢||co(gry < C, where C' is again independent
of n and ¢;. Standard interior (in space-time) regularity theory applied to (5.3.3)
implies that there exists a uniform constant C, independent of n and t¢1, so that
SUP¢epo,g] | (Un)ee (€, 0)| < C, that is (5.3.12) holds. In terms of the original solution

un,(,t) this implies the desired bound (5.3.10) in the case (t1 —s,,)t; %, with a = £.
Case 2b : Finally, if (¢; — sn)tl_%‘ < 1, then since t; < tg is small and o > 1,
we have t; < s, + 3% < s,, + t1/2, that is t1 € sy, 2s,]. In this case we restrict to

the parabolic cube of fixed size

t1— s t1— s
0, ={(6): 0 g 2R, - <o 1),
1 1
tl—Sn
3

which contains the point (1,0) and satisfies @), C Q,. Since 0 < <1, for

any (£,s) € @, we have s € [—1,1], thus 9, := (1 + ¢7* 's) satisfies the bounds
1/2 < ¥,(s) < 3/2, for all t; < tg with tg sufficiently small.

Claim 5.3.4. The bounds 0 < C™' < 4,(&,5) < C and |(in)e(€,s)] < C hold
~ t1—Sn .
on Q. Furthermore, Hun('v_ltT)HC3([072R]) < C. In all these bounds C is a
uniform constant independent of n and ;.

Proof. Since 1/2 < 9,,(s) < 3/2, similarly to Case 2a we can apply (5.3.14) to obtain
that 0 < C7! < @,(&,s) < C holds in Q/,. Also, similarly to the previous cases,
|(tn)e(€,8)] < Cin Q) follows from (5.2.5). For the third bound it is sufficient to
just estimate second and third order derivatives. To this end we use (5.3.2) which
implies that |03 (z, sn)| < Csn V% for j = 2,3 and for all @ € [0,2R¢] (recall
that t; ~ s,).
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In terms of u, we get |8§ﬁn(§,—t175")} < C for j = 2,3 and for all £ €

7
[0,2R]. The above bounds imply that |\ﬂn(~,—t1§—§")||c3([o or)) C. In all the
1 3
these bounds the constant C is uniform, independent of n and ;. O

The previous claim and standard interior (in space) regularity theory applied to
(5.3.3) on the cube Q;, implies that supy<c< |(@in)ee(€,0)] (even [T (-, 0)[|c21(j0,r)))
can be bounded in terms of |[inco(gr ) and ||ﬁn('7—tlt§—as")HCS([o,2R]), and thus
both are bounded by a constant C' which is uniform in ¢; and n. We conclude that
(5.3.12) holds, which expressed in terms of u,(z,t) gives that (5.3.10) holds in the
last case where (t; — s,)t; 2% > 1, with o = L3

Combining Cases la-1b and Cases 2a-2b, concludes the proof that the desired
bound (5.3.1) holds for all (x,t) satisfying 0 < z < Mv/t, t € [s,,to] and all

n > ng, provided ng is sufficiently large and ¢ty > 0 is sufficiently small. O

5.4. Bounding H in the intermediate and inner regions. We will now show
that H(x,t) is bounded in region x < M+/t, 0 <t <ty Instead of showing that H
is bounded, we will prove that

h(z,t) défut:H\/l—i—ui

is bounded. Since u, is uniformly bounded (Lemma 4.9.1), the bounds for h and
H are equivalent. Arguments in this section have been inspired by arguments from
[12].

The PDE for u implies that h = u; satisfies

0 ha 3 3
' 0z (1+u§)+x +u2

For n > ng, define h,(z,t) := dyun(z,t), where u, : [0,00) X [sn,to] — R is our
approximating sequence of solutions from the proof of Theorem 4.1.1 in section 4.
We choose a fixed m € (2,3) and set

A, = max {(1 +t7§x)m|hn(x,t)| 10 <z < MVt tE [sn,to]}.
We claim the following holds.
Lemma 5.4.1. We have sup,, A, < 0.

This lemma implies that |h,(x,t)| is uniformly bounded, and hence that H,, =
hn/+/1 + 42 is also uniformly bounded. Since the bound is uniform in n, by passing
to the limit as n — 400 we will then obtain that the mean curvature H(z,t) of our
solution is bounded for 0 < x < M\/f, 0<t<ty.

5.5. Choice of the blow-up sequences. For the proof of Lemma 5.4.1 we argue
by contradiction and assume that sup,, A,, = co. Then we can pass to a subsequence
so that we may assume without loss of generality that

(5.5.1) lim A, = +oo.

n—roo

Our goal in this section is to contradict (5.5.1).
The bound (5.3.1) for w, implies the same bound for h,,, namely, we have

—4
(5.5.2) (0, 8)] < 573 (1 + t-k/%) (x < MVE, t € [sn,to)).
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The quantity (14t=*/32)™|h,, (z,t)| attains its maximum in the region {(x,t) | 0 <
r < Myt s, <t <ty}, sowe can choose T}, € [sn,to] and a, € [0, M+/T},] such
that

—m

(5.5.3) h(an, To)| = An (1 + T,;k/%n)
The inequality (5.5.2) implies

Tk/3 (1 + T;k/3an)4_m <AL
and thus
max {T,]f/3, T,gm_?’)k/?’afl_m} <AL

Since A,, — oo we find that T,, — 0, and also
3—m

an < T ™2,

wl

At this point we use our assumption that £ > 3 and choose m so close to m = 2
that the exponent of T, satisfies f’;—ﬁ% > %, which then implies
1
(5.5.4) an LTy .
k I
To complete the proof we distinguish between two cases a,, S Ti¢ and T)? < a,, <

~

1
T,?, depending on where the maximum a,, is attained.

k k
5.6. Case 1: a, < T7. We choose the scale o, = T;¢ and form the following
blow-up sequences:

(5.6.1) Un(€,8) = o, tuy, (bomn, T + sai)
(5.6.2) ho(€,s) = A;lhn (ﬁan,Tn + sai) .
These functions are defined for
Tn — °on
£€>0, —S,<s<0 whereS,=—"_"
an
and they satisfy the equations
ou,, Unge 3_ 3
5.6.3 == Sl — —
(5.6.3) 9s  Trul €T G,
871n 0 Bng 3- 3 -
5.6.4 — == —hne + = hn.
(5.6.4) Ds a§<1+ug§>+§ ct
Use (5.6.1) with a,, = /3 and the definition of the inner region rescaling wy, (z, 7)

of u,(x,t), ie.,

up(z,t) = tgwn (t*‘%x,logt) ,
2k
with ¢t =T, + T»® s to express 4, (&, s) in terms of wy,(z,7). We get

Tn(€,8) = On(8)wn (%(S),log t)

where
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Since T,, — 0 we have ¥, (s) — 1 uniformly for bounded s, and thus
logt =log T, + % log ¥, (s) = —o0

uniformly for bounded s. Similarly to the last statement of Theorem 4.1.1 we claim
the following.

Claim 5.6.1. u,(§,s) = Wk, (§) in C2

loc*

Proof. For every fixed £ > 0 there exists a ng so that for all n > ny we have

(£ _ §
By (= logt) < (&, 5) < B wif (= logt)
where logt = logT, + 2 log¥y,(s) and w, and w, are the lower and the upper
barriers in the inner region, respectively. See Lemmas 3.5.2 and 3.5.3. This implies

3
9 Wi () (lf—n) + DT> < (€ 8) < V0 Wit 1) (;7)
where we recall that (KQi(n))3 = K3 £ 6,. Since lim, oo T), = 0, lim, 00 ¥, = 1
and lim, ., K5 (n) = K», we conclude that @, (£,s) — Wk, (£) uniformly for
bounded ¢ > 0 and bounded s.

Furthermore, since (un)ee(€,8) = Un(s) ™' (wn)z2(2,7) is uniformly bounded
for bounded & and s, it follows that ¢ also converges locally uniformly. After
bootstrapping the non-degenerate parabolic equation (5.6.3) for @, we find that
an(§7 8) — Wk, (5) in Cf5,

loc*

O
Recall next that by the definition of A, we have

hnfe ) < (L4 Tie (T TFs) %) " = (1reand ) 78)

For s < 0 and & > 0 this implies

- 1

hn(€,s)] < ———.

O
Lemma 5.6.2. Let ®(§) = W (&) — EW/(E), where W(§) is a solution to (2.3.4).
Then for any S. > 0 there is a sequence N\, — 0 such that e**® (&) is a super

solution for (5.6.4) in the region —min{S,, S.} < s <0, where S, = Ln3n.

n

Proof. Expanding the derivative in (5.6.4) leads to
. b, 3 el . 3. de -
Trorg & Gray’) W
If —min{S,,S.} < s < 0, then the CX. convergence of @,(&,s) to W (&) noted

previously implies that the coefficients of the operator M,, in this equation converge
uniformly as n — 0o, so we can write the RHS as

where

[N

ot O f _ me 3 . 3
Ml ® e\ e |+ 8 e

and where the remainder satisfies

IRull < An (Imeel| + Inel + nl) -
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with A, — 0. Since M[®] = 0, and since |®”(z)| + |®'(x)| < (z) we find that
M, [P] < CA,@.

Therefore e“*»*®(z) is an upper barrier for h,s = My [h,]. O

Lemma 5.6.3. S, — oo.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Assume that there is a subsequence of S,,, along
which the limit is finite. Without loss of generality we can take this to be S, itself,
that is assume that

T, — Sn

2
an

S, = <8 < 400, V5.

_ _ 2k
This implies that T}, < s, + Sa? = s, +ST,®
conclude that T,, < 2s,,, for n > 1.

We will now apply the maximum principle to h,, in the region

. Since T}, — 0 and k > 3, we then

—S,<s5<0,  0<E<eT, ),

Observe first that the construction of our initial data w,(z, s,) is such that the
surface coincides with an Alencar surface in the region y = o(1), i.e. for z < tz.
This implies that h,(x,s,) = 0 for z < /5,. Using that T;, < 2s,, for n > 1,
we conclude that by taking n > 1 and e sufficiently small we can guarantee that
- 1 (k1
P (€, —S0) = Az (0, 50) = 0 for € < e\ T7 =T, 577,

1_

At the end of this region where £ = €T,?

(&, )] < 20148 ™ =2(1+ &) 2(1+& M2 <" IE D g),

Choosing C' as at the end of the proof of the previous Lemma, we see that by the
same Lemma, for suitably large C' the function

[NE

we have

E

éTém_Q)(g_%)eckns(I)(g)
is an upper bound for h, (¢, s) while —S,, < s <0, and for all n.
Finally, at s = 0 this implies
|hn(€,0)] < T,Sm*”(%*%) —0 as n— oo.

This cannot be because maxg |k, (&,0)| = 1, thus showing that S,, — oo. O

k
We can now complete the blow up argument, at least in the case where a,, < 777 .
Since S, — oo, we can pass to another subsequence along which h,, converges in

Cr*. to an ancient solution h of

poo O he N\, 3; . 3 ;
(5.6.5) hs = 5 <1+W,(§)2> + ghe+ et

The ancient solution h satisfies the bound
A <A+97™, (620, 5<0).

By the definition of a,, (see (5.5.3)) the function (1 + &)™ |h, (&, s)| attains its max-
k k

imum at &, = anTy 3. We assumed here that a, < T2, so we may assume also
that &, — & for some finite £ > 0. Thus we have

(5.6.6) h(£,0) = (1+&)~™.
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To complete the proof we compare this ancient solution with the stationary solution
O(&) = W(E) — EW'(&). By the asymptotic expansion of the Alencar solution we
have
®(¢) = (T1+0(1)) €72 (£ — o0)
for some constant I'y > 0.
Choose a large number ¢ > 0 and consider the function

1

W(E) = B(6) — 58(0).

Since ®(¢) is a decreasing function of £ we have

SBO S UE < BE  forall £€[0,0]

Furthermore, it follows from Mo, [®] = 0 that

McfHI(E) = = i

Since W () = € + o(1) and ®(£) ~ &2 for large &, there is a ¢ > 0 such that
W(E)™2 > c®(&) > cV(E). There is also a constant ¢ > 0 with ®(¢) > =2
Therefore we get

M [¥] < =720 (&) for € € [0,4).
It follows that
hg.s) = e ETu(g)
satisfies hy > M[h).
We will next compare h with A in the domain {0 < & < £, —sy < s < 0} which
will lead to contradiction. At & = £ we have

|}:L(£7 8)| < (1 +£)_mec€72(s+so)'
h(t,s) — ()

Using
()

Vv
| =

P> = (1+6)72

Ql =

we therefore find for —sg < s <0
|}AL(£7 3)| < C(l + g)—(m—?)ed*?(s-}-so) < C(l +£)—(m—2)ec£*2sol
h(t,s)
Since W (&) > ¢ (1 +&)~2 for a uniform ¢, at time —sg we have
h&—so)| _ (14~
h(§7_80) o \I}(é’)

To conclude our argument, for any given ¢ > 0 we choose sg > 0 so large that

C(1+ ) (m=Deel 5o 5 1,

<C(l+¢ "<

By the maximum principle applied to the linear equation hy; = My[h] on the
domain {0 < § < ¢, —sg < s < 0}, we have

h _

IME )l <O (1+0)(m=2eel 5o gop 0<E<l, —s590<s5<0.

h(&, s)
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In particular,

=

| (570” < C(l +€)_(m—2)ec€’250 for 0< 5 < [,

h(€,0)
and hence, using the definition of iL,
Ih(£,0)] < C(1+6)"™T(€)  for 0<E <L

The constant C' does not depend on £ so by choosing ¢ large enough we reach a
contradiction if A(&,0) # 0 for some & > 0, since (5.6.6) needs to hold at the same
time as well. X

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.4.1 in the case a,, < T, °.

~

_k _k
5.7. Case 2: a,, > Ty, 2. If we are not in Case 1, i.e. if it is not true that a,, < T, 3,

k
then there is a subsequence along which a,7T,? — oo. In this case we choose our
scale to be «,, = a,,, and we define the following blow-ups

hy (ang, T, + ais)

_ -1 2 7
(5.7.1)  un(&,8) =a, un (anf, T, + ans) , hn(€,s) = T (an T
These blow ups are defined for all £ > 0 and for
5, <s<0, with §, ="
a

n

1
By our intermediate region asymptotics for v, and u, since )T < a, < T3,
and u;, (z,5) < up(z,s) <uf(x,s), we have

Un (&, 8) = o (§) =&,

uniformly for bounded { > 0 and s, and in C, for £ > 0 and s < 0.

Lemma 5.7.1. For h,,(£,s) we have the pointwise bound

k
_ T2 asy\
5.7.2 (€, 8)| < (1 —)(1 L) -m
(572) ale, o)l < (145 ) (14 2) ¢
for all & with 0 < a,& < ng. In particular, for large enough n we also have
(5.7:3) [hn (&, 8) <267

for all & with 0 < an,€ < no, and for bounded s.
Proof. By definition of A,,a,, and T} we have for all # < M+/t and t € s, to]

e, 0 < A (146752) 7 Ihn(an, T)l = A (14 Tn_gan)im.

Hence
m

_k
1+T, %a,
—k
1+ (Tn + a%s) Sané
Discarding the “41” in the denominator and mulitplying numerator and denomi-

k
nator with T} a,, L we find

hn(ané, Ty + a2s)
hn (a’nv T’n,)

e

< (L () e
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k 1 1
This proves (5.7.2). Since 77 < a,, < T;7 (recall that we have assumed a,, < T;7)
we have

k
T2 m a?s\ %"
L 1) (1 L) 1
( an + + T, -
uniformly for bounded s which implies (5.7.3). O

This lemma tells us we have a sequence of solutions h,, of the linear equation

%—g }_Lnf +§%+3_

ot g\ 1+ul, o w2 "

(5.7.4) e {§_ Ve Unee }% 3
1+a2, ¢ (1+ﬂig)2 o¢ " uz "

which satisfies the uniform bound (5.7.3) for all n > ng > 1. As before we have:

Lemma 5.7.2. S,, — co.

Proof. Assume that S, is bounded, and, after passing to a subsequence, that we
have S,, = S

The function @, converges in CX. to Uso(€,s) = &, so interior estimates for
the divergence form equation (5.7.4) imply that h, is locally uniformly Holder
continuous for £ > 0 and —S,, < s < 0. Moreover, by the construction of u,(-, s,)
we have that h,(£,—S,) = 0 for all a,{ < Tn% . We may therefore assume that
there is a convergent subsequence hy, (£, s) — h(£, s) where

[h(&s)l <€
for all € > 0 and s € [~Sx, 0], and where h is a solution of

By = %h& + ghg + %h 4 Mo[h)

with h(1,0) = £1, and (£, —Ss) = 0 for all € > 0. The limiting function h is
smooth for £ > 0, —So < s < 0. We note that h(¢) = 2 + £73 is a stationary
solution of hy = Mo[ﬁ], so that for any 7 > 0 the functions :I:nﬁ provide upper and
lower barriers for h, provided we can show that —7’]iL <h< nﬁ as & = 0or & — oo.
This boundary condition is fulfilled because |h(&,s)| < £~™ with 2 < m < 3. The
maximum principle therefore implies that |h| < nﬁ for all n > 0. Letting n — 0 this
yields h(€,s) =0 for all £ > 0 and all s € [~Ss, 0]. This contradicts h(1,0) = £1
and shows that the sequence S,, is unbounded. ([

We will next show that h(1,0) = 0 which contradicts the fact that h(1,0) = +1,
and therefore completes the proof of Lemma 5.4.1.

Lemma 5.7.3. h(1,0) = 0.

Proof. Choose a small € > 0 and consider the function
k(& s) = h(€,s) — e 2 — et 5.

This function is a solution of the linear equation ks, = Mo[k]. In view of the bound
h(&,s) < & ™, which holds for all £ > 0 and s < 0, we have

k(g s) <ET™ —ee? -0
Since 2 < m < 3 this implies that k(£,s) < 0if £ < €5-m or &> ez,
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The differential operator My is a standard Sturm-Liouville operator with smooth

coefficients on the interval I, = [eﬁ , em;}?]. Since £ 2 is a strictly positive solution
of My[#] = 0, the principal eigenvalue Ao of
1

MO[Q(Q] = —Xo (&), Q(e?’fm) = Q(E%) =0,

is positive, and the corresponding eigenfunction () is also positive for all £ in the
interior of the interval I.. Choose C, > 0 so that

M =62 — 7P < CeU§)

for all ¢ € ..
For any given so > 0 we then have

k(€,—s0) < C. Q) forall € € I..

Moreover, k(€,s) = C. e 20(+50)Q(€) is a solution of ks = M[k], so the maximum
principle applied on the domain I, X [—sg, 0] implies that at time s = 0 we have

k(€,0) < k(€,0) = C.e™0%00(¢).

Since this is true for all sg > 0 we conclude k(£,0) < 0. By definition of k(£, s) this
implies that h(€,0) < e{ﬁ + 65% for all £ € I.. In particular, this holds for
¢ = 1 where it implies h(1,0) < 2¢. This argument goes through for all € > 0, so
we find h(1,0) < 0.

Applying the whole argument once more to 12:(5, 5) = —h(&,s) — e{ﬁ — e{ﬁ
instead, we find —h(1,0) < 0. Hence h(1,0) = 0, as claimed. O

The proof of Lemma 5.4.1 in now complete. We can now conclude the proof of
Theorem 5.1.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1.1. Lemma 5.4.1 implies sup,, A,, < co. Using the definition

of A, this implies that |H,| = —t=l_
Vi1+tuZ

using Corollary 4.9.3, which implies that the lim,, o up(z,t) = u(z,t), uniformly
smoothly for ¢ € (0,o], we get that |H(z,t)] < C, for all 0 <z < M+t and t €
(0,%p]. Finally, combining this with Lemma 5.2.1 concludes the proof of Theorem
5.1.1. ([

is also uniformly bounded. Letting n — oo,

6. APPENDIX

6.1. The linear equation in the intermediate region. The eigenvalue equation
Lop= (k- %)<p is

1 4+ §+g + i_l = k_§
2901/1/ y 2 Py 2 2 ¥ = B ®

6 6
Pyy + (5 +y)sﬂy + FD =2(k —1)p.

ie.

Substitution: let ¢(y) = y~2xx(y). Then Y, satisfies the equation

9
X+ <§ +y) Xk = 2k Xk
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For every real k > 0 there is a unique solution with x%(0) = 1, x},(0) = 0. This
solution is monotone increasing and for large y has the expansion

Xk(¥) = Cey®* +o(y*)  (y — ).

It is given by the series expansion

(6.1.1) Xe(y) = il _nl,)('z;ﬁ;fl_),,n D) e
e . 1

where (2n+ 1)1 % 1.3.5.7..-(2n+ 1). This defines ¢y for all real k. We will

only need these functions for integer values of k, in which case x} is a polynomial,
and ¢ (y) = y~2xx(y) is given by

(6.1.2) = —QZ( ) 2nin1

There is a second solution xj that satisfies
Wnly) = o= 2 /2+0(y?) (y — o0).

At y = 0 this solution is singular,
Xe(y) = 77 Oy)  (y—0).

6.2. Proof of Lemma 3.4.1. The homogeneous equation 6yp — Lo = 0 has so-
lutions of the form
p=Cwily) +Byyly), C.BeR
where ¢4 (y) and v} are solutions with
—2
1 Y (y — 0)
er(y) = _
* {O(y‘“c °) (y— o0)

and

. y—3 (y — 0)
%(y) = {O(e—y2/2+o(y2)) (y — ()O)

Since y = 0 is a regular singular point for the differential equation 6vyg — Lg =
G(y) =y~ +y* =7 one look for the solution in the form of a power series. From

(6.2.1) (6v—L)[y"] = —%(7‘ +2)(r+3)y %+ %(4k —7—r)y"

it follows that (3.4.2) has a particular solution of the form
gon(y) = Coy~"Po(y*) + Cry~*log(y) Pr(y?),

where Pj(y?) are power series in y? with P;(0) = 1. The logarithmic term appears
because r = —3 is one of the characteristic exponents. The coefficient Cj is obtained
by substitution in the equation. One finds Cy = —%.

Every solution ¢ of the homogeneous equation satisfies, ¢ = O(y~3) = 0(go,) as
y — 0, and therefore every solution g of the inhomogeneous equation satisfies

_ 1 _ _
(6.2.2) 9=90p +O(y™") = —3y7° + Oy "logy),  as y—0.
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The differential equation 6yvg — Lg = G has an irregular singular point at y = oo,
so we cannot use the power series method. Instead, we obtain a solution using sub
and super solutions. For any m € R the functions g+ (y) = y**~7 £ my**~? satisfy

(67— D)9 = (3

For m > $(4k — 5)(4k — 4) it follows that g_ < g are sub and super solutions
for 6yg — Lg = G on the interval [y, c0), if yo is large enough. Hence there is a
particular solution g., satisfying

9oep(y) =y T H O (y = 00).
At y = 0 all solutions satisfy (6.2.2) S0 goop also satisfies goop(y) = —%y‘f’ +
O(y~3logy). The general solution of the non-homogeneous equation (3.4.2) is
then of the form ¢ := goop + C ¢4 + Bj, for C, B € R. However, the boundary
condition g(y) = y**~ + o(y**~%) as y — oo restricts C' = 0. One concludes that
gB = goop + BL, B € R is an one parameter set of solutions to (3.4.2) which
satisfies the conditions of our lemma, thus finishing the proof.

(4k — 5)(4k — 4) + m) Y0 L Oy (g o o).

6.3. The Alencar solution.

Lemma 6.3.1. Let W : [0,00) — R be the solution of

1% 3 3
- -W,——==0 w(0)=1, W'(0)=0.
W =0 WO =1 W)
Then W,, >0 and 0 <W — zW, <1 for all z > 0.
For large z the solution W (z) has the expansion

ry Iy Ts
(6.3.1) W=zt Sttt

for certain coefficients T'; € R.

Proof. The differential equation for W has been thoroughly studied. In particular,
W,. > 0and W > zW, were shown by Veldzquez in [11, Prop. 2.2], (B”(u) > 0 and
Gq(r) < 0 in his notation). Here we prove that W(z) has the stated asymptotic
expansion. Let

P:WzandQ:%.

Then (P, Q) as a function of log z satisfy an automonomous system of differential
equations,

6.3.2
( ) ZQZ =P - P2Q
This system has two fixed points, the origin (0,0) and the point (1, 1).

The origin corresponds to the boundary condition W, = 0, z = 0, while the fixed
point corresponds to the Simons cone on which W = z and W, = 1.

The matrix of the linearization at (0,0) is (3 %). Its eigenvalues are Ay = +1

{ZPZ =3(1+P*)(Q-P)

an Ao = —3. The eigenvector corresponding to the unstable eigenvalue is (g)
The unique orbit in the unstable manifold of the origin is the Alencar solution.
It approaches the fixed point (1,1) as z — co. The matrix of the linearization at
(1,1)is (%1 :(13) with eigenvalues/vectors A\; = —3,9; = @) and Ao = —4, Up = (;’)
The eigenvalues are both negative and they satisfy the “no resonance” condition,

i.e. neither eigenvalue is an integer multiple of the other. This implies that there is
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a real analytic conjugacy of the nonlinear system (6.3.2) near the fixed point (1, 1)
with the linearization (see the chapter on normal forms and Poincaré’s theorem in
[4]). The general solution of the linear system is

_af1 (1 Ci1z73 4+ Coz™4
3 4 o 1 2
Ciz (2) + Csz (3) = (2012_3 +3C2Z_4> .

This in turn implies that all solutions of (6.3.2) that converge to (1,1) are conver-
gent power series in 272 and z~%. In particular, 1/Q = W/z has an expansion of
the form

w

— =14+ 032_3 + C4z_4 + 062_6 + 072—7 oo =1+ Z Cl,mZ_Bl_4m.
? l,m>1
Therefore W (z) satisfies
W =z+ 032_2 + C42_3 + 062_5 + C7Z_6 4+ =2z 4 Z Cl,mzl_3l_4m.
I,m>1
So if we set Iy, = Cp41 we have proved the expansion (6.3.1) O
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