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NECK PINCHES ALONG THE LAGRANGIAN MEAN
CURVATURE FLOW OF SURFACES

JASON D. LOTAY, FELIX SCHULZE, AND GABOR SZEKELYHIDI

ABSTRACT. Let L; be a zero Maslov, rational Lagrangian mean curvature flow
in a compact Calabi—Yau surface, and suppose that at the first singular time
a tangent flow is given by the static union of two transverse planes. We show
that in this case the tangent flow is unique, and that the flow can be continued
past the singularity as an immersed, smooth, zero Maslov, rational Lagrangian
mean curvature flow. Furthermore, if Lo is a sphere that is stable in the sense
of Thomas—Yau, then such a singularity cannot form.

1. INTRODUCTION

The question of the existence of special Lagrangian submanifolds is an important
problem in complex and symplectic geometry. Special Lagrangians play a central
role in the Strominger—Yau-Zaslow conjecture [25] on mirror symmetry, and are of
interest in the variational problem of finding area-minimizing Lagrangians, studied
extensively by Schoen—Wolfson [19]. Smoczyk [24] showed that the mean curvature
flow preserves the class of Lagrangian submanifolds in Calabi—Yau manifolds, and
so a natural expectation is that a suitable Lagrangian can be deformed into a special
Lagrangian using the flow. The Thomas—Yau conjecture [28], motivated by mirror
symmetry [27], predicts that this is indeed the case, assuming that the initial La-
grangian satisfies a certain stability condition. More recently Joyce [12] formulated
a detailed conjectural picture relating singularity formation along the Lagrangian
mean curvature flow to Bridgeland stability conditions on Fukaya categories.

It was shown by Neves [I7] that singularities are, in a sense, unavoidable along
the Lagrangian mean curvature flow, even if the initial Lagrangian is a small Hamil-
tonian perturbation of a special Lagrangian. At the same time, Neves [15] shows
that for the flow of zero Maslov Lagrangians any tangent flow at a singular point
is a union of special Lagrangian cones. This means that Type I singularities —
which are typically easier to analyse — do not exist. In this paper we study the
simplest kind of singularities, called neck pinches in [I2, Conjecture 3.16], in the
two-dimensional case. Our main result is the following, which we state in the set-
ting of a compact ambient Calabi-Yau surface, though it also works in C2. Note
that here, and throughout, we allow our Lagrangians to be immersed, which is
important in the context of Lagrangian mean curvature flow.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a compact Calabi—Yau surface, and L C X a zero Maslov,
rational Lagrangian. Let L; be the mean curvature flow starting from L for t €
[0,T), where T is the first finite singular time. Let (xr,T) be a singular point,
and suppose that a tangent flow at (x7,T) is given by the transverse union of two
multiplicity one planes. The tangent flow at (x7,T) is then unique.
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In Theorem [[T] the assumption is that one tangent flow is given by a union of
multiplicity one transverse planes P; U P, with corresponding Lagrangian angles
61, 6>. We note here that by Neves [16] Corollary 4.3] the flow cannot form a sin-
gularity unless 61 = 0. Therefore throughout the article we will only be concerned
with the case when P; and P, have the same Lagrangian angle.

The uniqueness of tangent flows is a fundamental problem for analysing the
singularities of mean curvature flow, and there have been several important results
in this direction recently [20, Bl B]. A major new difficulty in Theorem [[T] is that
it is the first example of uniqueness for a tangent flow that is singular. The proof
crucially exploits several aspects of the Lagrangian setting, and does not apply in
the general setting of mean curvature flow.

Theorem[LTlallows us to analyse the behavior of the flow at the singularity. First,
we have the following, showing that the flow can be continued past the singular time
if all singularities at time 7" are modelled on two transverse, multiplicity one planes.
Recall that the grading of a zero Maslov Lagrangian corresponds to a global choice
of function representing the Lagrangian angle, see Definition [Z1

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that X, L are as in Theorem [l and assume that at each
singular point (x,T') a tangent flow is a static union of two multiplicity one, trans-
verse planes. Then L; converges to an immersed Lagrangian C'-submanifold Ly
in the sense of currents as t — T, and the flow can be restarted as a smooth,
zero Maslov, rational Lagrangian mean curvature flow with initial condition L.
Furthermore, the extended flow is smooth (together with its grading) through the
singular time, away from the singular points.

A slight extension of the ideas involved in proving uniqueness of the tangent flow
also allows us to show that if the tangent flow is given by the union of two transverse
planes, then close to the singularity the flow looks like the two transverse planes,
desingularized by a Lawlor neck which “pinches off”: see Theorem 83l This has
the following consequence.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that X, L are as in Theorem [I1l. For t < T sufficiently
close to the singular time we can write Ly as a graded self-connected sum of an
immersed Lagrangian M at a self-intersection point.

If M is not connected, then we can write it is a graded connected sum M =

M #Mg and the fOllowan hOldS
/ 1 Q‘ }/ 2 Q} ,
M M-

where § is the holomorphic volume form on X . If in addition L is almost calibrated,
then we also have

(12) ¢(M1)7¢(M2) C (illl/fe,supa),
L

where ¢(M;) is the “cohomological” Lagrangian angle of M; defined in [@3). (See
Section[d for detailed definitions.)

(1.1) vol(L) >

This result provides some evidence for Thomas—Yau’s Conjecture 7.3 in [28].
Indeed, their conjecture states that if the flow has a finite time singularity, then L
can be decomposed into a graded connected sum M;# My satisfying the conditions
in (LI)). Our result shows that this is one of the possible scenarios when the tangent
flow at the first singular time is given by two transverse planes. In particular, the
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decomposition as a graded connect sum is guaranteed if L is a sphere. Note that
Joyce’s conjectural picture [I2] predicts that other singularities could still form,
notably those with tangent flows given by two static planes meeting along a line.
It is an important problem to understand what we can say about the flow in the
presence of such singularities and some progress towards this was made in the
authors’ previous work [I4]. An optimistic expectation is that for a generic initial
surface, the only tangent flows that appear at singularities are of these two types,
i.e. two multiplicity one planes meeting either at a point or along a line.

1.1. Outline. To conclude this introduction we give a brief outline of the contents
of the paper, along with some of the main ingredients of the proofs. In most of
the paper we will consider the flow in C? and we will only discuss the necessary
changes in the case of a compact ambient space in Section

The technical heart of our results is an analysis of rescaled Lagrangian mean
curvature flows M, C C? which are close to the union V = P; UP, of two transverse
planes on a time interval ¢ € [0, 1], say. We introduce a distance function Dy (M)
from V to M., which incorporates both an L2-type distance, as well as the difference
in Lagrangian angles. (See Definition B4 for the precise definition.) Although the
non-compactness introduces some technical difficulties, the main difficulty when
compared to earlier studies is the presence of the singularity at the origin. The
first step for dealing with this is to observe that the function |zw|? satisfies a
useful differential inequality along the flow: here z, w are complex coordinates, for
a suitable hyperkéahler-rotated complex structure, such that V = {zw = 0}. The
differential inequality is exploited in Lemma B.5 allowing us to convert bounds on
Dy (M) to pointwise distance bounds at a later time.

In general the knowledge that M., is close to V' in the Hausdorff sense does not
imply graphicality of M, over V, even on regions away from the origin, because
of possible multiplicity. In Proposition we show that good graphicality of M
over V on a fixed annulus By \ By can be propagated out to larger annular regions
Bpg \ B, at later times, in the presence of our pointwise distance bounds. This
graphicality estimate is then used in Proposition .Gl to derive a crucial estimate

JAM;)| < Dy (Mr—1)'+

for the excess A (defined in (Z4)) in terms of the distance, where a; > 0.

Our next task, in Sections [l and [6 is to derive a three-annulus type lemma
for the distance function Dy. The main result is Proposition [6.2] and the proof
relies on an analysis of solutions of the drift heat equation on a plane with some
mild singularities at the origin, together with the non-concentration estimates in
Lemma 351

The technical heart of the paper is the proof of the decay estimate, Proposi-
tion [[L3] for the distance function. Given a three-annulus lemma as in Proposi-
tion[6.2] the usual strategy for controlling the flow M, is to show that at each scale
the flow must decay towards the “best fit” cone of the form V' = P{ U Pj. The diffi-
culty is that our estimates only apply when V' is special Lagrangian, i.e. the planes
P| and Pj have the same Lagrangian angle. Since in general these angles might
be different, the situation is somewhat reminiscent of the case of non-integrable
tangent flows, which is typically dealt with using the Lojasiewicz—Simon inequal-
ity [22]. Our approach is quite different from this, and can be thought of as a
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quantitative version of Neves’s result [16] Corollary 4.3] stating that at a singular-
ity the tangent flow cannot be the union of two planes with different Lagrangian
angles. These considerations lead to the alternative (ii) in Proposition [[3

We give the proofs of the main applications in Section Given the decay
estimate in Proposition [Z3] the uniqueness result, Theorem [T} follows standard
arguments. The proof of the existence of a C! limiting surface L7 in Theorem
is similar to [3, Corollary 1.2]. We can then restart the flow using the approach of
Wang [29].

The main ingredient for proving Theorem [[3]is to show that one can find small
Lawlor necks, i.e. surfaces of the form {zw = +e}, in the presence of a tangent flow
V' given by two transverse planes. This relies on showing that if between different
scales the flow stays close to possibly moving pairs of planes, then these planes have
to stay very close to each other, similarly to how the uniqueness of the tangent flow
is proved. A related result was shown by Edelen [8, Theorem 13.1] in the context
of minimal hypersurfaces.

Finally in Section [0 we will discuss the changes needed when working in a com-
pact ambient space X instead of in C2. We follow the approach found for instance in
White [30, Section 4], isometrically embedding X C RY, and writing the (rescaled)
mean curvature flow in X as a (rescaled) mean curvature flow in RV with an addi-
tional forcing term. The quantities, such as |zw|, that we used in C? can be defined
by projecting to the tangent space 7,,X at the point p where the singularity forms.
Along the rescaled flow this projection as well as the forcing term introduces addi-
tional errors when compared to the calculations in C2, however these errors decay
exponentially fast and so the geometric conclusions still hold.

1.2. Acknowledgements. We thank Dominic Joyce and Yang Li for their interest
in this work and helpful comments. JDL and FS were partially supported by a
Leverhulme Trust Research Project Grant RPG-2016-174. GSz was supported in
part by NSF grant DMS-2203218.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce various key definitions and notation that we shall
require throughout the article.

2.1. Lagrangians in C?. We first recall some basic definitions concerning La-
grangian submanifolds in C2.

Definition 2.1. An oriented Lagrangian submanifold L in C? is zero Maslov if
there exists a function 6 on L (called the Lagrangian angle) so that

H =]V,

where H is the mean curvature vector of L and J is the complex structure on C2.
The choice of function 6 is called a grading of L. We further say that L is almost
calibrated if 6 can be chosen so that, for some € > 0,

supf —inff <7 —e.

Definition 2.2. An oriented Lagrangian L in C? is ezact if there exists a function
3 on L so that

Jxt = V3,
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where x* is the normal projection of the position vector x € C2. Equivalently,

where X is the Liouville form on C?, which is a 1-form on C? so that 3\ is a primitive
for the Kéhler form w on C2. The Lagrangian L is rational if the set A\(H(L,Z))
is discrete in R. Note that exact Lagrangians are rational.

2.2. Lagrangian mean curvature flow. In most of this article we will consider
a smooth, zero Maslov solution to Lagrangian mean curvature flow (LMCF)

[0,T)>t+ Ly C C?

which evolves with normal speed given by H. See Section [0 for the setting of a
compact ambient space.

Throughout we will assume that the Lagrangian angle 6 of L; along the flow
is uniformly bounded: |0] < Cp. In addition we assume that L; has uniformly
bounded area ratios, i.e. there exists C; > 0 such that

sup H*(Ly N B(x,7)) < Cyr? for all r > 0,
x,t

where B(x,r) is the Euclidean ball of radius r about x € C2. We call
M= {L; x {t}|t€[0,T)} cC*xR

the spacetime track of the flow, and write M(¢t) = L.
It will be useful to perform parabolic rescalings of our flows, so we shall introduce
the following notation.

Definition 2.3. For A > 0 we shall denote the parabolic rescaling
Dy :C2 xR = C? x R, (x,t) = (Ax, \?t).

Note that for a (Lagrangian) mean curvature flow M, it holds that Dy M is again
a (Lagrangian) mean curvature flow.

We recall Huisken’s monotonicity formula [10]:

d
G | St @ = [ (0uf = AP, ar?
t Ly Ly

(2.2)
pxo,to dH2 )

for ¢t < to, where f is a function on L; with polynomial growth (locally uniform in
t), and
_ |x — %ol?
Pxosto (X, 1) = (4m(to — 1)) ™" exp (—m
is the backwards heat kernel. The entropy A\(L) defined by Colding-Minicozzi [4] is
given by
1 el g
ML)= sup — [ e = dH-.
x0€C2,r>0 4mr L
By virtue of Huisken’s monotonicity formula, ¢ — A(L;) is non-increasing along any
2-dimensional mean curvature flow in C2.
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We will be studying the behaviour of the flow close to a singularity at (xg, 7).
It is convenient to shift the flow in space-time such that (xg,T") is the origin (0, 0),
i.e. we consider instead the flow

./\;l SZM—(X(),T),

defined for t € [-T,0). For ease of notation we will drop the tilde in the following.

A tangent flow at (0,0) is defined to be any weak limit of a sequence of rescal-
ings Dy, M, with A\, — co. According to the structure theorem due to Neves [15]
Theorem A}, in our setting of a zero Maslov flow with bounded Lagrangian angle in
two dimensions, the tangent flows are all given by unions of Lagrangian planes with
multiplicities. In addition the Lagrangian angle 6 along the sequence of rescalings
converges in a suitable sense to the angles of the planes. We recall that the as-
sumptions of Theorem [Tl mean that one tangent flow at (0,0) is given by a union
of multiplicity one transverse planes P} U P, with the same Lagrangian angle.

It turns out to be helpful to consider a further rescaling, which turns self-similarly
shrinking solutions into static points of the flow.

Definition 2.4. The rescaled flow is
[~ 1log(T), +00) 37+ M, :=eZM(—e ) =eZL_, -,

which evolves with normal speed

1
(2.3) H+ =
2
In terms of the rescaled flow the tangent flows of M can be studied by taking
limits of sequences M, as T, — o0.

2.3. Set-up. For the majority of this article we will consider a rescaled Lagrangian
mean curvature flow M, in C2, for 7 € [Ty, T1], close in a suitable sense to the static
flow of the transverse union of two planes. The flow is assumed to have uniformly
bounded Lagrangian angle and area ratios as above. Two additional conditions will
play an important role, the first of which involves the following key quantity.

Definition 2.5. Let M be a graded Lagrangian in C2. We define the excess of M
to be

@) A= [ ey [t [ g gy
M R2 0o M

Note that we allow A to be negative. We also observe that A is monotonically
decreasing along the rescaled flow by Huisken’s montonicity formula, since it is an
infimum of a family of decreasing functions.

In the conditions below and throughout we let Br(x) denote the ball of radius
R about x € C? and let Br = Bg(0).

Condition (}). We assume that there is a small ¢ > 0 (to be chosen later) so that

(1) A(Myg,) — A(Mp,) < co.
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Condition (*). We assume that M is exact in By, i.e. the Liouville form A satisfies

(%) AA_O

for every closed loop v C M N B;y. In addition we assume M is connected in By,
i.e. M N By cannot be written as the union of two nonempty submanifolds.

We shall see later that Conditions (f) and () hold along the rescaled flow when
our original Lagrangian mean curvature flow develops a finite time singularity with
tangent flow given by a special Lagrangian union of two transverse planes: see
Lemma [BT]

3. DISTANCE TO PLANES

We will now suppose that the flow M., defined for 7 € [Ty, T1], is close to a
special Lagrangian transverse union Vy = Py 1 U Py of planes through 0 in C?, in
a way that will be specified later.

3.1. Nearby pairs of planes and complex lines. It will be useful to restrict
the set of pairs of planes we are considering to be those sufficiently close to Vj in
the following sense.

Definition 3.1. Fix a small number ¢; > 0 and let V be the space of all special
Lagrangian unions V' = P;UP, of two planes through the origin, such that the angles
between P; and Fp ; are smaller than ¢y, i.e. the cones in V are small deformations of
Vo. We further assume that ¢y is chosen sufficiently small so that elements P; U P,
in V are bounded away from the multiplicity two planes, i.e. there exists co > 0
so the angle between P; and P; is at least co. Below we may further shrink cq,
however it will always be a constant that depends on the choice of Vj only.

For any V € V we denote the Lagrangian angle of V' by 6y. We also let V' C V
be defined in the same way as V but using the constant ¢; /2 instead of ¢;.

We can choose a hyperkihler rotation of the complex structure of C? depending
on 6y, and complex coordinates z,w, such that V is defined by zw = 0. We have
the following basic observation, where the notion of Lagrangian and Lagrangian
angle refers to the original Calabi-Yau structure on C2.

Lemma 3.2. There is a constant C > 0, independent of V € V, such that on any
oriented Lagrangian 2-plane P in C? with Lagrangian angle 0 we have

IVz- V| < C|0 - 6y].

Proof. Let £ denote the space of oriented Lagrangian 2-planes in C2, and let 6 :
L — S denote the Lagrangian angle function. Then df is nowhere vanishing.

Let P € £ with 0 = 6y. After the hyperkédhler rotation which makes V' a pair
of complex lines, P also becomes a complex line on which z,w and zw are all
holomorphic, and in particular harmonic. We therefore have

2Vz - Vw = A(zw) — zA(w) — wA(z) = 0.

Thus, Vz - Vw vanishes on the zero set of 6.
Since df is nowhere vanishing, i.e. # — 0y, vanishes to order 1 along its zero set,
the result follows. O

We also record the following evolution equations.
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Lemma 3.3. We have
(3.1) (0r — A)|zw|? < 4]zw||Vz - V.

Furthermore, for 6 > 0 consider us := /0% 4 |0 — 0o|? and vs := /0% + |zw|?.

Then
(3.2) (O —ANus <0 and (0 — A)vs <2|Vz-Vuw|.
Proof. We have that z,w satisfy the heat equation, so
(0 — A)zw = —2Vz - Vw.
Thus we can compute
(0r — A)|zw]? = (0; — A)(Zw zw)
(3.3) = 2(Vz-Vwzw+ 7w Vz - Vw) — 2V (zw) - V(zw)
< 4|zw||Vz - Vuwl.

For vs we compute using ([33) and Kato’s inequality

1
(00 = A)vs = 5 — (0 = A)|zw]* + —|V]zwl*?

1
2us 4y

1 -
= ((Vz Vwzw+zZwVz-Vw) + V(zw) - V(zw))
5
|2w]?
4 9 2u?
s

+

< 1 (Vz-Vwzw+zwVz - Vw)) <2|Vz- V.

Vs
The computation for us is analogous. O

3.2. Distance to planes and monotonicity. We now introduce two notions of
distance to a pair of planes V € V.

Definition 3.4. Given any V € V, let dy denote the distance function in C? to V/
and define the L2-distance Iy (M) of M, to V by

IV(MT)2 _ / (|X|2d%/ + |9 _ 9V|2) e*\x\2/4'
M-

It is convenient to introduce a variant Dy of this, which also encodes graphicality.
Suppose that on the annulus By \ By the surface M, is the graph of a (vector-
valued) function u over V with |ul], |Vu| < ¢1, for a small ¢; as in Definition Bl
Then we set Dy (M,) = Iy (M;). If M, is not such a small graph over V on the
annulus, then we let Dy (M,) = co.

Lemma [3:3] leads to the following properties of Iy .

Lemma 3.5. The L2-distance to V € V has the following properties.
(1) There is C > 0, depending only on V, so that
Iy (Mrys) < Cly(My)  for any s € [0, 1].
(2) For any 0 < 0 < s <1 there are p > 1 and C > 0 (both depending on ¢),

such that on M,,s we have

x2
x[2d + |6 — By |2 < Ce'3F Iy (M,)2.
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(3) There is a C > 0 satisfying the following. For any v > 0 there is a compact
subset K., C C?\ {0} such that if

/ (IxPPd + 10 = oy e X4 < &,
K.YﬂMT+1

then
Iy (M- 1) < C(e+~Iv(M)).
Proof. As in Lemma we choose complex coordinates z,w for a hyperkahler-
rotated complex structure on C? such that V is given by zw = 0. It follows from
Lemma B2l and 33)) that
(0 — A)|zw]? < 4|zw||Vz - V|

< Clzw||0 — Oy |

< C(lzw* + 10 — 6v]?),
and so
(3.4) (0 — A)(|zw|* + 10 — Oy |*) < C(|zw]® + 10 — Oy |?).

The monotonicity formula along the unrescaled flow then implies that for -7 <
t1 <ty <0

/ (lzw]? + 16 — By [*)po,o < €C(t2_t1)/ (lzw|* + 16 = 6v[*)po.o -
to Ly

Rescaling the flow parabolically such that 7 corresponds to t; = —1 (i.e. translating
7 to 0 for the rescaled flow) this implies that for the rescaled flow

/ (=2 w]? + 10 — Oy P)e /4 < eC/ (Jswf? + 10 — 0 2)e <74
M‘r+s T

To deduce property (1) we claim that |x|dy is uniformly equivalent to |zw|, with a
constant depending on ¢y in the definition of V. Indeed, the distance dy is uniformly
equivalent to min{|z|, |w|}, while |x| is uniformly equivalent to max{|z|, |w|}, and
min{ 2], o]} max 2], [w]} = |zu].

Let s > 0. A sharper estimate as in property (1) is obtained by using Ecker’s
log-Sobolev inequality [7, Theorem 3.4] along the rescaled flow M,. We first note
that, similar to above, we can use (8:2) and Lemma B2 to estimate

((% — A)(U5 +vs) < C(us +vs) .
The results in [7] then imply that for some p > 2 depending on s, we have

1/p 1
(/ (u(s + v(s)ﬁe|x|2/4> <C </ (U5 + v5)26|x|2/4)
MT+S/2 M-

for C depending on V and &y. Letting 6 N\, 0 then yields for f = |zw|?> + |0 — 0y|?
and p = p/2 > 1 that

1/p
(3.5) (/ fpe—x2/4> <c [ feXFr<on ().
M:ys/2

M-

Let us now consider the mean curvature flow L;, with initial condition L_; =
M, s/2. Consider any (xo,%o) with to € (—1,0) and let px,, be the backwards
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heat kernel centered at (xo,tp). Using the monotonicity formula again for f? with
f=]zw|* + 10 — Oy |?, together with (B4, we have the pointwise estimate

(36) f(X07 tO)p <C fppxoyt()'

At the same time from (B3] we have that

(3.7) fPpoo < CIy (M;)*.
L_y
To estimate f(xg,to)? we therefore need to bound px, +,/po.0 at t = —1. We have
Pxo,to x —xo|*  [x?
3.8 Pxoto (y 1) =, e (_7 _)
(35) s 1) = Cyexp ( — 0+

for a to-dependent constant Cy, (which is uniformly bounded as long as tg is
bounded away from —1). Since

(3.9) (to + 1)|x|? — |x — x0|? = to|x + t5 'x0|? — t5 ' (to + 1)|x0|?

and to € (—1,0), we have

_ 2 2 2
(3.10) _xexol P [xol
Altg+1) ' 4 ity
It follows from B6), B7), (B8) and BI0) that
» |xo? » %0/ »
f(x0,t0)" < Cyyexp | — 1 fPpo,o < Cy, exp e Iy (M;)P.
o/ Jo, 0
Scaling this estimate back to the rescaled flow M, (i.e. scaling ® = (—tg)~'/?x at

t =to and e™® = —t() we then have the following estimate on M, :
(€2 |2w[? + 10 — 6y |?)P < Ce /ALy (M),

and so
lzw|? + 10 — Oy |> < CeX* /4P 1, (M)

as claimed in property (2).
To see property (3) we use (B0) again. With s = 2 it implies that for any
compact set K, with suitable p, p’ > 1 we have

1/p’ 1/p
2 2 2
Felxl*/a < / o Ix2/4 / fre-lx/a
(3.11) /MTH\K M, \K M1\ K

< Vol(M, 1\ K, e X/91P oy (M2

Together with the integral bound on K at 7+1 assumed in the statement of property
(3), if we choose K sufficiently large, depending on -y, we get

Iy (M;41)* < € + Cy2 Iy (M),

as required. O

Next we control the growth of the distance Dy .
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Proposition 3.6. There is a constant C > 0 such that if the constant co in Con-
dition () and Dy (M) are sufficiently small, then

(3.12) Dv(M, ) < CDy(M,) forse[0,1],
as long as T € [Ty + 1,71 — 2].

Proof. Given the growth bound for Iy, in Lemma 3.5, we only need to ensure that
if M, is a C'-small graph over V on the annulus Bs \ Bi, then so is M, for
s € [0,1]. We will show that this follows from the estimate for the excess, defined
in Definition

Recall that 6 satisfies the heat equation along the Lagrangian mean curvature
flow and |[V0| = |[H|. Tt follows from Huisken’s monotonicity formula that we have

2
2
> R

We can then argue by contradiction, and suppose that we have a sequence of
rescaled flows M, satisfying Condition (f) with corresponding constants co — 0,
however the conclusion ([B12) does not hold. We can assume that we are working
at 7 =0 and that also Dy (M¢) — 0.

As in Neves [I5, Theorem A], up to choosing a subsequence, the flows M con-
verge to a static limit flow M given by a union of planes V' for 7 € (—1,2). The
assumption that Dy (M{) — 0 implies that M is the graph of a (vector-valued)
function u; over V on the annulus By \ By, with |u;|, |Vu;| < ¢o and |u;| — 0. Note
that this implies that V' = V. By White’s regularity theorem [30] the convergence
is smooth on (B3 \ By/2) x (—=1/2,3/2). This implies that, for i sufficiently large,
M is the graph of a function |u;|, [Vu,;| < co over V on By \ By for all t € [0, 1].

Thus Lemma B8 implies Dy (M?) < CDy (M) for all s € [0,1] as required. O

T 1
(3.13) A(M,) — A(Mg,) z/ / <2|H|2+ ‘H+ x
To M 2

Remark 3.7. From now on we will assume that ¢y > 0 in Condition () is small
enough for Proposition 3.6 to hold.

For later use, we will need to compare the distances Dy as we vary the cone
Ve V. For V,V' € V let d(V,V') denote the Hausdorfl distance between V N By
and V/ n Bl .

Lemma 3.8. There is a constant C' such that if V,V' € V and Dy (M;) is suffi-
ciently small, then

Dy (M;) < C(Dy (M) +d(V,V')).
Proof. For any x € By we have dy/(x) < dy(x) + d(V, V'), so by scaling we have

dy:(x) < dy(x) + |x|d(V, V') for x € C2. We also have |0y — 0y/| < Cd(V, V") for
a constant C'. Combining these observations we get

Iv(M;) < C(Iv (M) +d(V, V/)Q)-

To get the same estimate for Dy, Dy we just need to ensure that M, is graphical
over V' on By \ B; for u with |ul,|Vul sufficiently small as in Definition [341 This
follows using Condition (f) as in the proof of Proposition 3.6l O
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4. GRAPHICALITY

4.1. Graphicality and distance to planes. We want to see that an estimate for
Dy (M;_1) can be used to show graphicality of M, on a much larger region than
just the fixed annulus By \ B;. For this we first need the following.

Lemma 4.1. Let L; be a mean curvature flow of surfaces in the ball By C C? for
t € [—4,0], with uniform area bound H?(L:) < C. Suppose that S is an embed-
ded smooth surface passing through the origin, and with second fundamental form
satisfying |A| < & for some 6 > 0. Assume that in addition we have the following.

(1) Lt is contained in the §-neighbourhood of S.

(2) On the parabolic ball [—1/4,0] x By /o the flow Ly is the graph of a (vector-
valued) function u over S with |u| < § and |Vu| < 1.

(3) We have the estimate

0
(4.1) / / H <.
—4 JLiNBsy

Let € > 0 be given. Then if 0 is chosen sufficiently small, the flow L, is the graph
of u over S on the parabolic ball [-1,0] x By, with |Vu| < e.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that we have a sequence of flows L}
satisfying the assumptions with corresponding constants §; — 0, and surfaces S;,
but the claimed graphicality fails for all <. Up to choosing a subsequence we can
assume that the S; converge to a plane S,,. We can furthermore assume that
the flows (L!)_4<i<o converge to a unit regular Brakke flow (u:)_4<t<o on Ba,
supported on So,. The constancy theorem implies that u; agrees with S, up to an
integer multiplicity, which is monotonically decreasing in time.

Note that the graphicality assumption (2) together with interior parabolic es-
timates implies that L! — S, smoothly on [—1/4,0] x By , and thus ju; agrees
with S with multiplicity 1 on [—1/4,0] x Bs.

At the same time, for a cutoff function x supported in By we have

8t/ X
L

i
t

/ —x|H|2+<Dx,H>'sc/ H 4 [H],
Li LinBs

so for any ty < t; we have

0
\/ [ X‘SC// [H 4 H| 0.
i\ i —4JLinB,

It follows that (1) is static on [—4, 0] and thus agrees with S, with multiplicity one.
From White’s regularity theorem [30] we deduce that for sufficiently large ¢ the flows
L} converge smoothly on [—1,0] x By, which implies the required graphicality. O

Using Lemma LTl repeatedly we can extend the graphicality of our flow to larger
and larger regions, as long as it stays in a small neighbourhood of a smooth surface
and we can control the integral of |H|?. For the latter we have the following result.

Lemma 4.2. There are constants C,ro,a > 0 and p > 1 satisfying the following.
Suppose that Ly is a Lagrangian mean curvature flow for t € [—1,0), where L_1 =
M, for some 7. Then whenever r < ro and ty € (—3/4, —1/4) with [to—r?, to+1?] C
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[—3/4,—1/4] and
2
4.2 2 _ Py
(4.2) Dy (M:—1) exp( 4pt0) <1,
we have
to
(4.3) r_z/ / |H|? < CDy (M, _1)*.
to—r2 LtﬁBT(Xo)

Proof. We consider the monotonicity formula applied with the backwards heat ker-
nel py, 1,42 centered at (xq,to +r2). Using |V0|*> = [H|* we have that

to
(4.4) / / 2|H|2px0,to+r2 < / 0 — 0V|2pX0;t0+T2'
t()—’l‘2 Lt L71

By the pointwise estimate in Lemma [3.0] there is some p; > 1 close to 1 and C' > 0
such that on L_; we have

(45) |6‘ — 9vl2 S Ce‘x‘2/4p1 DV (MT_1)2.
Therefore we need to estimate the integral
/ . (IXI2 [x = %o )
xp(— — ——— ).
L P g T Ao+ 1)

Let p2 € (1,p1). Arguing as in (BI0) we find that

o [ ol
4p2 4(t0+7"2+1)_4(p2—1—t0—’l”2)
The integral of exp (% — %) on L_; is uniformly bounded, so combining (4],
(D) and (@) gives
[ [ <Dy (M Pexp (—0 )
1) ex .
gra Jp, PRttt =Y VP Ay — 1t - 1)

It remains to choose p close enough to 1 in the bound @2]) and «,ry > 0 small
enough so that for » < ry we have

2
o ) <1.
Adpo —1—to—1r2)/ —

DV(MT—l)Q_a eXp (

Using ([@.2)), this follows if

47 2-a 1 | L <0
4.7 2 dpty  4Alp2—1—to—12)

Note that in the limiting case, when « and 7y are both 0 and p = 1, [@7) reduces
to the inequality ps > 1, which is satisfied. We can therefore arrange that ([@7) also
holds for suitable a, rg, p. Combining this with the fact that on [to—12, o] x B;.(X0)
the function py, t,+r2 is bounded from below by a positive multiple of r~2 yields

E3). 0
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4.2. Graphicality scale. Note that under the correspondence between the mean
curvature flow and its rescaled version, if L_; = M,, then M, | = e'/?L_.:. In
particular, setting to = —e~! and, for xg € L_.—1, letting %o = e'/?xq, we see that
|x0|?/4pto = |%o|?/4p. This motivates the following.

Definition 4.3. We choose pg > 1 smaller than the p > 1 in both Lemma [3.3] for
s =1 and Lemma[L2 For any (small) d > 0, we define R4 > 0 so that

(4.8) d2efal4ro = 1.

The Ry just defined will be the radius up to which we can obtain good graphi-
cality of our flow. This motivates the following definition.

Definition 4.4. We say that M; has good graphicality on an annulus A := B, \ B,
for 0 < 7 < re < oo over V if My N A is the graph of a (vector-valued) function u
over V with |u|, [Vu| < ¢1, where ¢; is as in Definition Bl

We have the following.

Proposition 4.5. Use the notation of Definition[{.3 There are constants e, A > 0
and p > po such that if Dy (M,_1) = d < €, then M, is the graph of a (vector-
valued) function u over V on the annulus Br, \ Bagi/2, satisfying the following
estimates:

o for 1 < |x| < Ryq we have |u|,|Vu| < Ae**/8vg;

o for Ad'/? < |x| < 2 we have x|~ |ul, |Vu| < Ad|x|~2.

Proof. Note that by Proposition[3.8] M; has good graphicality over V' (in the sense
of Definition[I4]) on B\ By for s € [r, 7+1]. In addition, property (2) in Lemma[35]
shows that there is C' > 0 and p > pg such that

(4.9) 42 < C|x|2eXI*/4p g2

on M for s € [r,7 + 1]. Therefore, by the definition of R; in [@8)), if 1 < |x| < Ry
we have

(4.10) d3 < CeBa(po—p)/4ppo

In particular, recalling that p > po, if we let d be small, so that Ry is large by (3],
we can ensure that dy is as small as we like on the annulus Bp, \ By along the
rescaled flow M for s € |7, 7 + 1].

|xo|”
4pto ) S

Applying Lemma with tg = —e~! we see that for all xo with exp(—
d~? we have

to
(4.11) ro_z/ / [H|? < Cd*.
to*’r’g Lth"‘O (Xo)

Rescaling the flow parabolically such that L_; = M4 (i.e. scaling parabolically
by €'/2) this implies that for any xo € Bp, we have a backwards parabolic ball
[-1 — 73, —1] X By, (x¢) on which the spacetime integral of |[H|? is bounded by
Cr3d®. Note that the constant changes by a controlled factor due to the rescaling.

Recall that the second fundamental form of V' vanishes and that M, has good
graphicality over V on By \ By for s € [r,7 + 1]. Since L_; = M, ;1 this implies
that L; is the graph of a (vector-valued) function @ over V on v/—#(Bg \ B1) with
|| < v/—t-c1,|Via| < e for t € [—e, —1].
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From (II]), scaling the flow by 4rg 1 and shifting the origin accordingly, by
taking d sufficiently small, we see for every xo € By, -1, \B 4pg that (#11) implies
that the hypotheses (1)—(3) of Lemmal[LTl (with € = ¢1) are satisfied. Thus, undoing
the scaling and shifting of the origin, the good graphicality of L; for t € [-1—rZ, —1]
over V can be propagated out from the ball v/—t(Bz\ By) if d is sufficiently small, to
the annulus v/—#(Bg, \ B1) on which L, is still in a sufficiently small neighbourhood
of V. Note that once we have good graphicality of the flow on a parabolic ball,
then on a smaller parabolic ball |Vi| can be bounded in terms of |4| by standard
parabolic theory. This introduces the constant A in the claimed estimates.

The argument for extending graphicality to the annulus By \ Bg41/2 is similar.
Here the distance bound (@) implies that dy < C|x|~*d on L; for t € [—1, —¢]
(recalling that L_; = M, ;). Suppose that xo € V with Ad"/? < |xo| < 2, and let
r = A7 Yxg|. If A is sufficiently large, then V N B,(xq) is a plane, so it has zero
second fundamental form. In addition for ¢ € [—1, ¢] the distance from L; to V on
B, (x0) is bounded by C|xg|~!d, where C' can be chosen independent of sufficiently
large A. After scaling up by r~! the distance from r~'L; to V on r~!B,(xo)
is bounded above by CA|xg|~2d < CA~! since |xo| > Ad'/?. By choosing A
large enough, we can again ensure that Lemma F.1] can be applied repeatedly to
extend the region of good graphicality. The required estimate for |u| follows from
the pointwise bound for dy, while the estimate for |Vu| in the annular region
By \ Byg1/2 follows by standard parabolic theory and scaling parabolic balls of the
form [t —r2,t] x B,(x) to unit size, where r = |x|/2. O

4.3. Excess and distance. The graphicality bound from Proposition [£3] implies
the following estimate for the excess A in (24]) in terms of Dy (M).

Proposition 4.6. There is a small oy > 0 such that if Dy (M,_1) is sufficiently
small, then
|A(MT)| < DV(MT—l)H_al'

Proof. By Definition 3.4] and Proposition we have

/ 10— 0v|2e~XI*/4 < Dy (M,)? < CDy (M,_1)2.

-

Therefore, by formula (Z4) we only need to estimate the difference between the
Gaussian areas of M, and V (recalling that V' is a pair of planes).

Let d = Dy (M,_1) and recall pg > 1 and Ry > 0 given in Definition We
also recall the constants e, A > 0 from Proposition and we assume that d < e.
We further assume that d is sufficiently small so that d'/10 > Ad'/2.

We study four regions separately.

(a) |x| > R4. By the area growth bounds for M, we have constants C,k > 0 such
that

/ X/ < ke Fi/A,
MT\BRd

Once Ry is sufficiently large,
CREeRi/t < ¢~ Ri/tpo — 2,

The same integral bound also holds on V'\ Bg,, so the required estimate (£l holds
on this region with a; = 1.
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(b) 1 < |x| < Rg4. Here Proposition [0 states that M, is the graph of u over V,
with |ul,|[Vu| < Ael**/87d, for some p > pg > 1. By the definition of Ry in [EX),
we have Aefa/8d — 0 as d — 0. It follows that the area form dA . of M., pulled
back to V', can be compared to the area form dAy of V as follows:

dAn,
dAy

_ 1‘ < Ce‘x‘2/4pd2,

for some constant C'. Note that the difference in the area forms is at least quadratic
in u since V' has zero mean curvature. Integrating, we have

/ e—|x|2/4_/ o IxI/4 ngQ/ oIxI2/4p —|xI? /4.
M, (Br,\B1) VN(Br,\B:) VN(Br,\B1)

Since p > 1 the last integral is bounded independently of d, and so the required
estimate (6] holds on this region too, with ay = 1.

(c) d/1° < |x| < 1. Since we have assumed that d'/'9 > Ad'/2, Proposition E5]
implies that on this region M, is the graph of u over V, with |[x|™!|ul,|Vu| <
Ad|x|~2. Similarly to (b) we can again compare the area forms:
dAp.
dAy

- 1‘ < Cd?|x|™*.

Integrating, we have

/ o—lxI2/4 _ / o—Ix[2/4
M-N(B1\B  1/10) VN(B1\B,1/10)

S OdQ/ |X|74€7‘x‘2/4
VN(B1\B  1/10)

S Cd2d—4/10 _ Cd8/5.

The required estimate (@) therefore holds with ay = 3/5.

(d) x| < d'/'0. Let us write 79 = d*/1° for the radius of this ball for simplicity. As
in (c¢), Proposition implies that the cross section M, N dB,, is an exponential
normal graph in the sphere 0B, of a function @ over V N JB,,, where 4 satisfies
o |, |V < Adrg? = Ad/®. The cross section V N AB,, of V is minimal in the
sphere (a union of geodesics), so the cross section of M, has length

(412) MM 00By,) — H(V N0By,)| < Cd*/Prg = Ca ™,

Let V; be the cone over M, N dB,,. By [@I2), the area of V, then satisfies

(4.13) ‘HQ(VT A Byy) — H2(V N Byy)| < Crod /10 = 0d%/.

On M, we have |0 — 0y| < Cd by property (2) in Lemma B35 noting that the
exponential factor in property (2) can be bounded independently of d for d small.
Hence, up to rotating the holomorphic volume form §2 so that we can assume
0y = 0, we have that

ReQ|n, < dAn, < (1+Cd*)ReQy, .
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Therefore

[ ey - [ e Reqly,
M;NBy, M-NB,

2
[ eirealy,
M;N B,

At the same time, there is a hypersurface U, in B,, bounded by M, and V; so that

(4.15) / e /AReq =
M,MB,,

(4.14)
< COd?

e_|x|2/4ReQ+/ d(e_‘x‘2/4)/\ReQ,
Ve By, ,

since d{2 = 0. We have d(e"x‘2/4) = —%e"x‘2/4d|x|, so it follows that

/ d(e_‘x‘z/‘l) AReQ)
Us

Let us write U; = U, 1 UU; 2, where
U7-11 = UT n BAd1/2 and U~,-72 = Uq- \ BAdl/z.

Note that outside of By,1/2 the surface M, is still the graph of some u over V
satisfying |x|~!ful,|Vu| < Ad|x|~2 by Proposition The cone V; is also the
graph of a function v over V with |x|~!|v|, [Vv| < Cd*® by construction. Tt follows
that, once d is small, M, is the graph of some @ over V, with |x|~!|a|, |Va| <
Ad|x|7? (recalling that |x|> < d/® in the region under consideration). We can
then choose U, so that U o is the hypersurface swept out by the graphs of st over
V; for s € [0,1]. We estimate the volume of U, 2 by the integral

(4.16) < CroH3(U,) = CdYYOH3(U,).

Ji/10

H3 (U, 2) < c/ —rdr < CdM0,
Adi/z T

Finally we choose U, to minimize area, such that its boundary is given by the
union of Ur 2 NOB gg1/2, M N B g2 and V- N B y41/2. The isoperimetric inequality
then implies that

H3(U-1) < CHE(OU, 1)/
To estimate H2(OU, 1), consider the three pieces of the boundary. In the sphere
OB 441/2 the cross sections of M, and V; are graphs of functions bounded by d'/2, so
H2(Ur2NMOB g q1/2) < Od. From ([@I3) we know that the boundary piece V,NB 4 1/2
also has area bounded by Cd. To control H?(M, N Byg,2) it is enough to use that
M, N Byg1/2 is almost calibrated, which follows from the fact that |§ — 6y| < Cd
and d is small. As in [I5] Lemma 7.1] we have

H2(M- N Bygsz) < CHY (M, NOBy41,2)? < Cd.
In sum, it follows that with this choice of U, we have
HB(U) < C(d3/2 4 dll/lO) < Cdll/lo.
Therefore, using (A1), @I5) and @I4), we have

/ ef|x|2/4 dAy. < (1 +Cd2) / ef\x\2/4_|_cd18/10 +Cd12/10 )
M:NBy, VB,

Here the term involving d'®/1 is obtained from comparing the area forms of V;
and V.
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Combining our estimates on the different regions (a)-(d) we have

/ e—|x|2/4_/ o—IxI2/4
M, v

and so the required estimate ([@6]) for A(M,) holds with ay = 1/10, once d is
sufficiently small. O

< Od12/10

5. LIMITING SOLUTIONS OF DRIFT HEAT EQUATION

In this section we show that from a sequence of rescaled flows whose initial
conditions are getting closer and closer to the pair of planes V', we can extract in
the limit a solution to the drift heat equation which, after removing a leading order
singular term, is defined on each plane P;, P in V. We also show that this solution
will satisfy good estimates.

5.1. Sequences of rescaled flows. We will need to pass to limits along sequences
of rescaled flows. It is here that the local exactness imposed in Condition (@) will
begin to play a role. First we have the following, showing that Condition () is
preserved along the flow as long as Dy (M) stays sufficiently small.

Lemma 5.1. There is an € > 0 satisfying the following. Suppose the flow M,
satisfies Condition (f)) for 7 € [-1,T], with T > 0, and Dy(M,) < € for T €
[—1,T]. If My satisfies Condition (&) then M, satisfies Condition @) for T € [0,T].

Proof. 1If € is sufficiently small, then M, is a smooth graph over V' on the annulus
By \ By for 7 € [0,7]. If follows that no additional component of the flow can
appear in By at any time 7 > 0 if My N By is connected. As for the exactness, if
v denotes the evolution of a closed loop v along the (unrescaled) mean curvature
flow, then 0, f% A = 0. Moreover, by the graphicality statement above, any closed
loop v in M, N By is homotopic to a closed loop in M, N By, for 7 € [0,T]. Tt
follows from this that if fv A = 0 for any loop v € By N My, then the same holds
for any loop v € By N M, for 7 € [0, T]. In particular M, satisfies Condition ()
for 7 € [0,T7. O

Proposition 5.2. There is a constant C' > 0, depending only on V, satisfying the
following. Let T > 0 and let M be a sequence of flows defined for 7 € [-1,T + 2]
which satisfy Condition [f), and such that M} satisfy Condition ). Suppose that
Dv(M(Z)) =:d; — 0.

(1) There exist compact sets K; C C*\ {0} ezhausting C? \ {0}, satisfying the
following. For s € [1,T) the surface M¢ is the graph of u;(s) over V on K;
such that, up to choosing a subsequence, the d;lui converge locally smoothly
on [1,T] x V\ {0} to a solution u(s) of the drift heat equation

(5.1) 8Su=Au+%(u—x-Vu).

(2) The limit u can be identified with an exact 1-form on V' \ {0}. We write
u = (u1,uz), where u; is the restriction of u to the plane P; \ {0} in terms
Of V = P1 U PQ.

We can further decompose

(5.2) u=e’ug+ = e’(ardIn|x|, aed In|x|) + (41, 42),
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where a1,as are constants such that |ai],]a2] < C, and the 4; extend
smoothly across the origin.
(3) We have the following estimates at s = 1:

V\{o}

sup  |x||u] + |d*u| < C.
BiNV\{0}

(5.3)

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition @5 that M¢ is the graph of u; over V for s € [1, T
on the annuli B, \ B, /2, where R4, — 00 as d; — 0 by Definition [£3] and

hence on larger and 1argerlcompact annuli K;. Moreover, on any fixed compact set
K C V\ {0} we have uniform bounds for d; 'u; and d; *Vu; as i — oco. Standard
parabolic estimates imply that, up to choosing a subsequence, the wu; converge
locally smoothly to a solution of (&1l on V' \ {0}.

Using that the M are Lagrangian it follows that u can be identified with a closed
1-form. Condition (@) implies that the integral of u along the two circles V N 0B
vanishes, and so u is actually exact. Writing u = (u1,uz2) as in (b), we then have
uj = df; for functions f; on P; \ {0}.

The estimates (5.3)) follow directly from the definition of Iy (M{) together with
the bounds given in Lemma [BH For the bound on d*u note that when we locally
view M{ as the graph of the 1-form wu; over a plane, then the difference § — 0y in
the Lagrangian angle is given by d*u; up to lower order terms in u;.

It remains to show the claimed decomposition (52]). For this we focus on one
of the planes P = P;, and the corresponding solution v = df of the drift heat
equation. By rescaling

Uz, t) = vV—tu(x//—t, —In(—t))

we obtain a solution U of the heat equation on a time interval [T, T7] on P\ {0}.
We have U = dF for F: P\ {0} — R and we can arrange that F also satisfies
the heat equation. The bound |d*u| < C on B; \ {0} implies that we also have a
uniform bound |AF| < C on [T}, T{] X B(0) \ {0} for some r > 0. Since AF also
satisfies the heat equation, it follows that AF extends smoothly across the origin
in P. Using that AF = 9;F on P\ {0}, for any t € [T, T}{] we have

(5.4) F(t) — F(T}) = v(t) on P\ {0},

where v(t) = f;, 0sF ds is smooth across the origin. Since AF(T}) is smooth across
0

the origin, there is a smooth function g such that (7)) — g is harmonic on P\ {0}.
Note that the bound |dF| < C|x|~! near the origin implies that

[F(T5) — 9| < ClIn|x]]

near the origin. This implies that F(T}) — g = aln|z| for a constant a satisfying
la] < C, up to modifying ¢g by a smooth function. Using this in (4] we have that

F(t) = aln|x| + F(t),

where F(t) extends smoothly across the origin, and therefore solves the heat equa-
tion on all of P. Scaling F' and hence U back to give u = d f, this shows the required
decomposition ([B.2]). O
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5.2. Estimates for solutions of the drift heat equation. We will use the
following estimates for the smooth part of the limiting solution of the drift heat
equation obtained in Proposition

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that u is an exact 1-form valued solution of the drift
heat equation [BI) on R? on the time interval [0, 00).

(1) Suppose that at s = 0 we have the bounds

/ [ fuf?e < <1,
R2
|d*u| <1, on Bj.

Then there is a uniform constant C > 0 so that at s =0 we also have

/ |u|2€7|x|2/4 <C.
R2

(2) If at s = 0 we have [, lu|2e=1XI"/4 < 1, then at time s = 1 we have
ul?, |Vul?, [V2ul? < CeI*/4
for some constants C >0 and p > 1.

Proof. To prove (1), it is enough to show that under the assumptions we have a
uniform bound |u| < C' on B; at s = 1. We can write u = df, with |[Af] <1 and
f(p) = 0 for a basepoint p € 9B;. Elliptic estimates for the system du = 0, |[d*u| < 1
together with the integral bound for u imply that we have a uniform bound |u| < C
on the annulus By \ By /s, and thus f satisfies a gradient bound there. It follows
that we have |f| < C on dB;. Since |Af| <1 on Bj, the maximum principle then
implies a uniform bound |f| < C on B; and so we also have a uniform gradient
bound |df| < C on Bs,4. The required estimate for |u| follows.

To prove (2), we first argue as in the proof of Lemma[35] to obtain the pointwise
estimate |u|2 < Cel*/4% for s € [1/4,1] for some C' > 0 and p > 1. In order to
estimate Vu, we can consider the evolution of f = |u|? + s|Vu|?. In terms of the
drift Laplacian

we have (recalling that s > 0)
(05 — Lo)(Jul® + s|Vul?) = |u* = 2|Vul?* — 25|V2u|* + |Vu|? < |ul?

It follows, using an estimate analogous to [B.3]) (see also [2, Theorem 1.6.2]), that
at time s = 1/2 we have a bound

/ (Vul?Pe=X1"/4 < O
R2

for some p > 1. Arguing again as in the proof of Lemma B35 we obtain the required
pointwise bounds for |Vu| at s = 1. The bound for |V?u| is similar. O

6. THREE-ANNULUS LEMMAS

In this section we prove two versions of the 3-annulus lemma. The first is for
solutions of the drift heat equation. The second is for our distance Dy to the planes
V.
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6.1. Drift heat equation. We show the following 3-annulus lemma for solutions of
the drift heat equation given by Proposition[5.21 Note that this is slightly stronger
than log-convexity of the norm proved by Colding-Minicozzi [6]. The proof is
similar to Simon [23] Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 6.1. There are small 0 < Ay < Ao < 1 satisfying the following. Let
u = e*apdIn |x| + @ be a solution of the drift heat equation (G1) on R?\ {0}, where
u extends smoothly across the origin. We define the norm

(6.1) [u(T)[* = lao| e +/ () [2e 1"/
R2
and observe that we have a decomposition
(6.2) u(s) = ape’dIn|x| + Z a;e! g,
i>0

where the ¢; are orthonormal eigenfunctions of the drift Laplacian Ly in (BH).
(1) If u(W)] > e u(0)] then [u(2)] > e**u(1)].
(2) If u # 0 has no homogeneous degree zero component, i.e. no term corre-
sponding to p; =0 in [@2), then we must have

either [u(2)]| > e [lu(1)[| or [lu(1)] < e™*[u(0)].

Proof. By ([62) and the definition of the norm, if we set po = 1 then we have

lu(s)II* = Zaz 2wet,
Fix a small a > 0 so that if p; € [-10a, 10a] for some ¢, then p; = 0. We have
lu(@)I* =" af,
e—2a||u ”2 Za2 20— 2a
e—4a||u ”2 Za2 4ul—4a

It follows that
1
SO + e u@)]?) = 3 atet—2e (e 4 22)

= Z aZe?ti= Cosh(2,ul- —2a).
By our choice of a we have |2p; — 2a| > a for all 7, so we get
1 —4a —2a
(6.3) 5 (Ie(O) + e [[u(2)[*) = (1 + c)e™** u(1)|*,

for some ¢ > 0. We choose \; < a < Ag with \; very close to a. If [Ju(1)||* >
€221 ||lu(0)]|? then from (63]) we have

—%a a 1
(1+ e [u* < Ge™*[u@)|* + Fe7** u(V)]]*,

l\DI}—l

Rearranging this we have
lu@)I? = e (21 + ) = =24 ) Ju(1)|2 = 2 u(D)]%,

if the \; are sufficiently close to a. This shows (1). The proof of (2), choosing A1, A2
closer to zero if necessary, is similar. O
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6.2. Distance. Using Lemma [6.I] we can show a 3-annulus lemma for the distance
Dy, by a contradiction argument.

Proposition 6.2. Let A1, Ay be as in Lemma Gl Let 0 < N; < X, be such that
)\;- € (A1, A2). There is a large Ny > 0 satisfying the following. Given an inleger
N > Ny, suppose that the flow satisfies Condition ([f)) for T € [—1,2N+10], and My
satisfies Condition ). There is an € > 0 depending on N such that if Dy (M) < e,
then
Dv(MN) Z ekiNDv(Mo) implies Dv(MgN) Z GA/QND\/(MN).

Proof. The proof is by contradiction, similar to the proof of [22, Lemma 2, p. 549],
using property (3) in Lemma B35 to deal with the singularity of V' at the origin and
its noncompactness. See [26, Proposition 5.12] for a related argument.

Suppose that the result fails for a given large integer N, so that we have a
sequence of flows M with Dy (M{) — 0 such that the conclusion fails. By Propo-

sition B8 we have d; = Dy (M}%) — 0 and our hypothesis can be written:
(6.0 Pr) < e
' Dy (Miy) < e*2Nd;.

In particular d; > 0. Using Proposition [5.21 we can write M! as the graphs of u;(s)
for s € [1,2N + 8] over V on larger and larger compact sets K; C V' \ {0}. The
inequalities (6.4]) and PropositionB.8imply that Dy (M?) < Cnd; for s € [1,2N +8].

As in Proposition [£.2] up to choosing a subsequence, we can assume that the
d; 'u; converge locally smoothly to a limit solution u of (EI) on V '\ {0}. We can
write u = e®agdIn |x| + @ by Proposition 52 where 4 is smooth across the origin
and ag is constant on each plane in V. Using (3] and (4] the limit satisfies the
estimates

(6.5) / Ix|2|a@(1)[2e¥*/4 < e 2N, / x|2|@(2N + 1)2e /4 < ce2e N,
% v
for C' > 0 (independent of N). In addition the dln|x| component of u satisfies
|a0|262(2N+1) < 062)\’2N, and so
lag| < CeP2=2N,
Recall the norm in (G1]). Proposition 5.2 Proposition B3l and ([G3) imply that
(6.6) [a(2)] < Ce N, [la@2N +2)|| < Ce*2™.

Let x> 0. We now have the following using (6.6]) together with Lemma [6.1]
Claim 6.3. For N sufficiently large (depending on k) we have ||a(N —1)| < k.
Proof. To see this note that we have two possibilities.

o If |a(k + 1)|| < eMa(k)| for k=2,..., N — 2, then we have
la(N = 1) < eV a(2)]| < CeNTINTNN,
Since A} > A1 > 0 this implies that ||a(N—1)|| < & if N is chosen sufficiently
o i?rﬂg;(k—i- 1)|| > eM||a(k)|| for some k < N — 2, then by Lemma 6.1l we have
lla(k +1)|| > e*2||a(k)|| for k=N —1,...,2N + 1. This implies
la(N = 1) < e~ N2 a(2N + 2)|| < CemNFDAFRN,
Since Ay > A > 0, we have [|a(N — 1)|| < k if N is sufficiently large. O
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Given Claim[G3] let us assume therefore that N is large enough that ||a(N—1)| < &.
The estimates in Proposition [5.3] then imply that we have pointwise bounds

(6.7) [A(N)?, [Va(N)? < CrZel /o,
for some C' > 0 and p > 1. The logarithmic component of u also satisfies
’eNa0d1n|x|‘ < CePa DN x| =1 < kx|,

for large N (we can assume that Ay < 1).

We now use the local smooth convergence of the d; Yu; to u. For any fixed
compact set K C C?\ {0} this implies that, as i — oo, the functions d; 'dy and
d; 10 — Oy) on M} converge to |u| and d*@ on V N K. Using the estimates (6.7)
and the fact that p > 1 it follows that for a given K, if we choose i sufficiently large
(depending on K, k), we have (note that we can assume that d; 2d%/ differs from
|u|? by at most x on K for large i)

| P+l ou)e <
N

[ (Pl e
(6.8) VNK
2 |2

< d?K* + C’dfﬁ/ (Jx|* + 1)6%_T
%
< Cd?liz.

We will now apply part (3) of Lemma to estimate Iy (MY ) in terms of

Iv (M} _,) together with the integral bound (G.8]) for suitable K. Note first that
by (64) and part (1) of Lemma B3 we have

Iv(My_y) = Dy(My_,) < Cnd;,

for an N-dependent constant, while Iy (M%) = Dy (M}) = d;. Let v > 0. As-
suming d; > 0 is sufficiently small (depending on ), from Lemma we have a
compact set K., C C%\ {0} such that the integral estimate ([G8) on K = K., implies
(6.9) d; = Iy (M) < C(dir + yCnd;).

We first choose k such that C'x < 1/4. The choice of x determines an No, such that
for N > Ny we have the estimate ||a(N —1)|| <  from Claim[63l Choosing N > Ny
then determines the constant Cy, and we choose v such that CCy~y < 1/4. This
choice determines the set K, and then for sufficiently large ¢ we have the estimate
([©8) on K = K,. For such large ¢ the inequality (69) holds, and it implies
d; < d;/2, which is a contradiction as d; > 0. O

7. DECAY ESTIMATES

We first define a variant of the excess from Definition [2.5land show that it satisfies
a monotonicity formula.

Definition 7.1. Recall the excess A(M) from Definition 5l For any a > 0 we let
Aa(M) = |AM)[*"TA(M),
ie. | Ay = |A|%, but A, has the same sign as A.
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Lemma 7.2. For any 1 < 72 and for o € (0,1) we have

12 ,
LA(M, )]t / <2|H|2+ ‘H+ Xﬂ >e—lxl 4 ds.

T2

Aa(M7,) — Aa(M,) > a/

T1 M

Proof. From Huisken’s monotonicity formula we know that A, (M;) is monotoni-
cally decreasing with s, being the infimum of a family of decreasing functions as
we vary 6y in the definition of A in (24). In particular A, (M) is differentiable
almost everywhere, and at these points the derivative satisfies

2

) e IxI?/4

The required inequality follows by integrating with respect to s € [, 72]. (]

d a—1 2 x*t
S A(M,) < —alA(ML)] 2P + |H o+ T

The main technical result of this section is the following. Recall that we defined
V' C V in the same way as V in Definition Bl just with the constant ¢;/2 instead
of ¢; measuring closeness to the fixed pair of planes Vj.

Proposition 7.3. There are ¢g,C;N; > 0 and o € (0,1) such that if N > Ny
is an integer, Dy (My) < €9, My satisfies Condition &), and the flow exists for
7 € [~1,3N? + 2] satisfying Condition (f)), then we have the following. If V € V',
then there is a V' € V satisfying d(V,V') < CDy(My) together with one of the
following conditions:

(i) Dv/(My) < $Dv (M),
(11) DV/(MN) < .Aa(]\gN—S) - -Aoz(MN);
(iii) Dy (Myz2) > N Dy (M),
where N is given by Proposition [622

Proof. We prove the result by contradiction. Suppose that for some large integer
N we have a sequence of flows M! for 7 € [-1,3N? + 2|, and Dy, (M{) = d; — 0
for some V; € V'. We will show that if none of the conditions (i)-(iii) hold, then
we reach a contradiction if NV is sufficiently large. First note that up to choosing a
subsequence we can replace the sequence V; by a single V.

Using Proposition and Lemma [5.1] we know that for sufficiently large ¢ the
surfaces M! satisfy Condition @) for 7 € [1,3N? + 2]. Using Proposition we
can find compact sets K; exhausting C?\ {0} so that M is the graph of u;(s) over
VN K, for s € [1,3N?]. In addition, up to choosing a subsequence, the rescaled
functions d; Lu; converge locally smoothly to a solution u of the drift heat equation
(GI) on [1,3N?%] x V' \ {0}.

Let ug be the static component of @ in the decomposition ([G.2]), corresponding
to the kernel of the drift Laplacian

1 1
£0+2—A+2(1 X-V).
We can thus write ug = (df1,df2) for homogeneous degree 2 functions fi, fo on
R? with respect to the splitting V' = P; U P, into a pair of planes. We then let
a; = d*df; for j = 1,2 (which are constants), set a = £ (a1 — az) and define

woo = (d(fy + alx[?),d(f2 = alx]?) ).

wor = (d(—alx|?), d(alx]?)),
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again using the splitting V' = P; U P5. Note that
d*ugo = (a1 — 4a, az + 4a) = ((a1 + az), 2 (a1 + a2)),
d*uor = (4a, —4a) = (3(a1 — az), 3(az — a1)).

We have therefore decomposed u as

(7.1) w=ug + ut = ugo + upy + ut.

The purpose of (1)) is that we can deform the cone V in the direction of wugg
while keeping it special Lagrangian, since d*ugg = %(al + as) on both planes. The
directions up; however correspond to deformations of V' into non-special Lagrangian
directions, whenever a; # as. More precisely, let V; denote the graph of d;ugg over
V. Using Lemma we have Dy, (M) < Cd;, and we can argue as above to
write M! as the graph of u/(s) over larger and larger subsets of V;/. The rescaled
functions d; 'u then converge to u’' = ug; + u in the decomposition ().

Fix a £ > 0. We first use (2) in Lemma [6.1] to show the following.

Claim 7.4. If N is sufficiently large (depending on k), then either |ut(N—4)|| < &
or (i) holds.

Proof. Recall that we consider u™ for 7 € [1,3N?] and that u' has no homogeneous
degree zero component. Suppose that |[u(N —4)|| > k. If N is sufficiently large,
there must be some k < N — 4 for which |[ut(k + 1)| > e ?t|lut(k)|, since
otherwise we would have ||ut(N — 4)|| < Ce=(N=52 which for large N is less
than x. Lemma [61] (2) now implies that ||ut(k + 2)|| > e*|u’(k + 1)|. However,
Lemma (1) then implies that

lut(l+ 1) > e |lut()|| forl>k+2.

It follows that |[ut(N —3)| > e*k and |Jut(I+1)|| > e*?||ut(1)| for all k > N —3.
Tterating this, we find that

[t (N2)] 2 MOV N e

We can split u* further, writing
(7.2) ut = efapdIn |x| + @t

such that @ is a smooth solution to the drift heat equation on V. Ecker’s log-
Sobolev inequality [7] then implies that there is p > 2 such that

) 1/p
( /V (@ (N?)ype /4> < Cllat(V? — 1) < Clat (V).

Combined with the estimates from Proposition [5.3] (2) for @t and (T2), we deduce
that there is g > 0 such that

g 1
/ (1 (V)% 0 > (V).
VN(B1)rg\Brg)

The definition of Dy then implies that for sufficiently large i we have
Dy (M) > O etV H3=Ne g 5 N7y,

for sufficiently large N, since Ay > A\]. Hence (iii) holds. O



26 JASON D. LOTAY, FELIX SCHULZE, AND GABOR SZEKELYHIDI

Let us suppose from now on that (iii) does not hold. Suppose that ||ugi|| = 1
for some small k1 > 0 (note that wp; is s-independent). We have k1 < C for a
uniform constant C'. We also assume that for a given small k > 0, N is chosen
large enough so that ||u™(N —4)| < x by Claim [[4l We now show the following,
from which we will deduce that (i) holds if x; is sufficiently small.

Claim 7.5. If i is sufficiently large,
(73) szl (M]lvig) S O(Hl + Ii)dl

Proof. By Proposition B.0] together with Lemma 3.8 we have DVI-’(M]iV74) < Cnd;
for Cy depending on N. As in the proof of Proposition we can write u =
e®apdIn |x| + @ such that we have pointwise bounds of the form

(7.4) |a(s)|?, |[V¥a(s))? < C(ky + k)2e™/% for k=1,2,3 and s € [N — 3, N],

for some C' > 0 and p > 1. We can then use the local smooth convergence of
d; 'u; — u together with property (3) of Lemma B35 to ensure that (Z3) holds. [

It follows from Claim [ using Proposition B.6] that for a larger C' we have
Dy (M) < C(k1 + w)d; for s € [N — 3, N]. If now Ck1 < 1/4, then by choosing
K= C~! /4 we will have Dy, (M}) < d;, i.e. (i) holds for large enough i.

We therefore assume further that (i) does not hold, k1 = ||ug1]| > C~1/4, and
we choose k < k1. In particular, the value of d*ug; on the two planes differs by at
least C~1 for some C' > 0.

In the rest of the proof our goal is to show that if x is sufficiently small (i.e. N
is large), and (ii) also does not hold, then we get a contradiction. The basic idea
is that in this case the flow M for s € [N — 3, N] would have distance of order kd;
from a pair of planes whose Lagrangian angles differ by r1d;. If MY is connected
and £ < k1, then as in [I5] Theorem B], one might expect that this leads to a
contradiction. The difficulty is that we need a quantitative version of this idea,
which works uniformly as d; — 0.

We are assuming that (ii) fails, therefore

Aa(My_3) = Aa(My) < Dy;(My) < Cnd;.
Using Lemma [.2] this implies

N
(7.5) / |A(M§)|a‘1/ (H]? + [x[2)e ™4 ds < o' Cd,.
N-3 M
From Proposition G| there is a small a; > 0 so that

|A(M])| < Dy (M) for s € [N — 3, N].

Using this in (TH) for o € (0,1) we get
N
/ / ([H + |XJ_|2)6—|XI2/4 ds < Cadlu(pa)(um)’
_3 i

for an a-dependent constant C,, > 0. For « sufficiently small and 0 < 2as < a1/2,
we see that

1+(1—o¢)(1+a1)>2+%>2+2a2.



NECK PINCHES ALONG THE LAGRANGIAN MEAN CURVATURE FLOW 27

Therefore, for sufficiently large ¢ we have

N
/ / H|* + [x**ds < 722,
N-3.JMinB,

where we have removed the Gaussian weight by restricting to M¢ N Ba.

Let o > 0 be small, to be chosen later, independent of . We can find si,s5 €
[N — 2, N — 1] such that
o
2

and, in addition, at s% for j = 1,2 we have

(7.6) <sh—st <o,

(7.7) [ e i
Msi. NBsy

for ¢ sufficiently large (depending on o as well).

Note that because of the bound Dy, (M%_3) < Cnd; and Proposition we
have that M! has good graphicality over V/ on the annulus B Royd, \BCO /2 for
s € [N —2,0]. This graphicality and Condition (&) implies that the integral of the
Liouville form A vanishes on any loop in MNB Reya, » SO WE can define primitives 3
satisfying d3 = X on M N Brg,,,- Restating [I5, Proposition 6.1] for the rescaled
flow, we can choose the primitives 3 along the flows M} such that e=*(3 + 26)
satisfies the drift heat equation (GII).

Our next goal is to estimate 3 at the times si, si. First we consider what happens
on the ball BC VR For simplicity we write M for Msl or Msl

od; 1 2
Claim 7.6. There is a constant By (depending on s,i) such that |8 — Bo| < kd; on

MN BCod;/z'

Proof. Let M = di_l/2M and let 8 on M be given by B(p) = d;lﬁ(d;ﬂp). Then M
is a connected, almost calibrated Lagrangian, with uniform area bounds, satisfying

[ war=az | VA < d,
MnNBc, MNB_,

1/2
0d;

using (1) and [V3| = |x*|. (Recall that ay > 0.) We also have a uniform bound
VB = di VB Pl < ©

for p € Bg,, so [16, Lemma 3.7], together with the connectivity assumption in
Condition (&), implies that osc f — 0 as i — oo. It follows that on M N B, ,1/2 we
have osc () < kd; for sufficiently large i. Setting Sy = SB(q) for some ¢ € BCDdW
yields the claim.

Next we extend this pointwise bound on B cpql/2 to an integral bound on the

(larger) ball By, by using the integral estimate for |V3|? from (T7) again.
Claim 7.7. For sufficiently large 1,

(7.8) [ sl <9,
MNB;y
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Proof. Since on the annulus By \ B Cod'/? the surface M has good graphicality over
V!, we can view 8 as a function b on two copies of the annulus By \Bcodm C R?,

where we use polar coordinates r, ¢. Using (7)) we then have

/ |Vb|2 < 2d?+a2
B1\B

1/2
Cod;

for sufficiently large i. For each r € [Codj/z, 1] and ¢ € [0, 27] we have

T

|Mn@—6d§mh+/

IVl 0) ds,
0c;

where 3y is the constant given by Claim [.Gl Therefore,

27 1
/ / |b(r, @) — Bo|*r dr do
0 JCod!/?

2 1 T 2
< 27wk2d? 42 / / / |Vb|(s,p)ds | rdrdo.
0 JCod!? \JCod!'?

Note that using Holder’s inequality we have

2 1 r 2
/ / / |Vb|(s,¢)ds | rdrdp
0 Jced* \ Jcpdt/?

2m 1 r
< C’/ / / |Vb|2(s, ¢) s dsridrde
0 Jood? Jopd!'?

27 1
<c[ [ 9o dsds
0 JCod?

<O < K22,

(7.9)

once i is large enough (so that d; is small). The result follows for 7 sufficiently large,
combined with Claim and the uniform area ratio bounds. 0

We now show that we can get a similar pointwise estimates to Claim [7.6] on
K; N M, where we recall the compact sets K; given at the start of the proof.

Claim 7.8. Up to replacing the compact sets K; by smaller sets (still exhausting
C2\ {0} in the limit as i — o), there is a constant C > 0 and p > 1 such that

(7.10) 18 = Bo| < Crdie™*/% on K;n M.

Proof. Recall the decomposition of u in (.I]). We now show that V5 is of order xd;
on compact sets away from 0, because the term wug; in (7)) does not contribute to
x*, being homogeneous of degree 1. More precisely, recall that M} is the graph of
u;(s) over K;NV and note that d;le on M! converges locally smoothly as i — oo
tou—x-Vuon V\ {0}. Since ugg, ug1 have degree 1, it follows that they have no
contribution to u — x - Vu. Therefore, as i — oo we have d; '|V 3| — [ut —x- Vu't|
locally smoothly. At the same time, by Claim [ we have ||ut(N — 4)|| < Ck and
so, by Proposition 53] for s € [N — 3, N] we also have pointwise bounds

(7.11) lut], [Vut| < Cre*I/8r
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for some C' > 0 and p > 1. Returning to the setting where M = M, for j = 1,2
J

and using (.8) we can integrate the estimate we have for |V | to find that up to

replacing K; by smaller sets and decreasing p we get ([I0)). O

We also need a more global estimate for § and 6, up to the good graphicality
radius Reog, (from Definition E3) on M for s € [N — 3, N].
Claim 7.9. Recall Definition [[.3 There is C > 0 and p > po > 1 such that for
s € [N —3,N| we have
(7.12) |8 — Bol < Cdie™*/* on MiN B, \ Bis,
10— 6y,| < Cdie™*/* on M! N B, ,. \ By,

once 1 18 sufficiently large.

Proof. By the smooth convergence of di_lui — w on the annulus By \ By /2, together
with the bounds (Z4)), we have estimates

on M!NBy\ By, for s € [N —3, N]. Using the evolution equation for 5 and (ZI0)
it then follows that

(7.13) |8—=Bo| <Cd; on MM Bs\ By

for s € [N — 3, N]. To extend this estimate out to distance Ry q, we first observe
that, by Proposition 3] on Br. , \ Bi the surface M} is the graph of u; over
V! satisfying |u,|, |Vu;| < Cdie‘x‘z/gp for some p > pg > 1. Moreover, by the

K2

definition of Reyq, in [8) and the fact that p > pg we know that dieena /3 5

as i — oo. Since the leading order term in x* is u; — x - Vu; for i large, we see that

on MM Bg._, \ Bi for s € [N —3,N| we have (decreasing p > py if necessary)
VB = x| < Cd;e**/8p

for sufficiently large i. Integrating this and using our bound (ZI3) on By \ B2
implies that for an even smaller p > py > 1 we have the estimate (ZI2) for ¢
sufficiently large and s € [N — 3, N]. The bound for 6 in (ZI2)) follows similarly,
since to leading order 6 — 0y, is given by d*u; for i large. O

Recall the times si > s which satisfy (Z.6) depending on some small o > 0,
which we are free to choose. We will now use that e~*(8 + 26) and 0 satisfy the
drift heat equation (5] to derive pointwise estimates in By for 6 at time s} in
terms of an integral estimate for 3 at time si.

Claim 7.10. Let
h= e =5(8 = o+ 2(0 — 0v,)) — 2(6 — bvy)
on M! so that h(si) = B — By. There is some C > 0 independent of i such that

(7.14) Ajl;% h?: < Cr*d?  at s = sh
M 2

and hence

(7.15) osc < Ckd; on M;'g N By \ By s
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Proof. Since we have only defined 3 on the ball Bg,, we need to incorporate a
cutoff function. In fact even if 8 were defined globally we would need such a cutoff
if we do not assume that § has uniform polynomial growth bounds.

To that end, let xo : [0,00) — R denote a cutoff function with xo(t) = 1 for
t < (Roya, —1)% and xo(t) = 0 for t > RZ,_,; . We can arrange that x, x’, x” are
uniformly bounded independently of i. Let x(z) = xo(|z|?). Note that y2h? is then
defined globally.

Recall Ly given in (E1). Along the rescaled flow (for surfaces) we have

(7.16) (05 — Lo)|x|* = [xT|> — 4
and so
(7.17) (0s — Lo)e" i |x|2 < =2 for s € [st, s4].

We also have

(05 = Lo)x = x0([x[*)(0s = Lo) x> = X6 (x*)|V|x[*|*.
Hence,
(7.18) (0s — Lo)x| < Cx[?

and (05 — Lo)x is supported on the set where Royg, — 1 < |x| < Royd, -
Since h satisfies the drift heat equation (&.1l), we may compute

(95 = Lo)(x*h?) = 2xh*(0s — Lo)x — 2|Vx|*h* = 2x*|Vh[* = 8xhVx - Vh.

We use the inequality [8xhVx - Vh| < 2x%|Vh|? +8h%|Vx|? and the estimate (TIS)
to get

(7.19) (05 — Lo)(x*h?) < {(?'X'zhz ii;jfvf;_ b < < Rowa,
By Claim [C9] there is p > pg > 1 so that we also have the bound
(7.20) h? < CdfeRQCdz‘Mp for 1 < |x| < Reg, -
We now define the function
0= (esi*s|x|2 — e 7(Rea;, — 1)2)+,

where (...); means the positive part of the function and o is the constant in (Z26).
Using (ZI7) and s € [s}, sb] we have that

—2  when %1 %[x|2 > ¢ 7 (Req, — 1)2,

0 otherwise,

(721) (8- L£o)O < {
in the distributional sense. Note that by (Z0) we have e*=5177 < 1 for s € [s%, s3].
We deduce from (Z19), (Z20) and (Z2I)) that there is some Cy > 0 so that
(7.22) (0s — Eo)(x2h2 + Cld?R%dieRZCdiMp@) <0 fors e [si,sh].

At s = s} we have x*h* = x*(8 — fo)?, and so using (Z8), (ZI2), together with
the uniform area ratio bounds for M}, we can ensure that

(7.23) / CChPe K < ok,

1
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once i is large enough. To estimate the integral of © at s = s¢, note that ©(x) = 0
if s =s% and |x| < e"?/?(Rca, — 1), which holds if |x| < e Rcq, once i is large.
For all x we have O(x) < |x|? and so by our previous observation we have

@6_"“2/4 < / |X|2€_|x|2/4 < 06_20R%d_676720R20di/4.
M, '

1

If o is chosen sufficiently small, so that e?* < p for the p > 1 in Claim [Z9, see
([T20), then we will have

2 2 R2 R2
A2R2,, efica; /4@ e~ IXI"/4 < C@2RY, ex Od; _ ZCdi ) < K2d?
(7.24) /M i e, < CdjRgg, exp 1p 4620
o
for sufficiently large 7. Combining this with (Z23) and using (22]) we can apply
the monotonicity formula to obtain pointwise estimates for y2h? at s = sb. Since
sy > 0/2, and o only depends on p in (T.24)), we obtain the estimate (Z.I4) for h?.
At s = s4 we have

h= e (B = By +2(0 — Oy;) = 2(0 — byy)
= esi—séﬁ + 2(681_5; —1)6 — 51752 (Bo + 29‘,1_,) + 26“,1_/ .
and at this time the oscillation of 3 on By \ By, is bounded by Ckd; from (ZI0)

for ¢ large. Noting ([G)), it follows that the oscillation of 6 is also bounded by Ckd;
on this annulus for ¢ sufficiently large as claimed. O

To complete the proof, recall the decomposition (I and that on By \ By we
know that M; is the graph of u; over V/, where di_lui — ug; + ut, and so
2

(- Ov:) — d*(uor + ut). From ([ZII) we have |d*u’| < Ck on By \ By,
while the value of d*ug; on the two planes differs by at least C~!. Therefore the
oscillation of d*(up; + ut) on By \ By is at least C~1 — Ck > C~1/2 if we choose
# sufficiently small. The oscillation of § on By \ By s is therefore at least C~'d;/4
for large 4. This contradicts the bound ([[ZI5)) if x is sufficiently small. O

7.1. Closeness to planes. We next show that if condition (iii) in Proposition [[.3]
holds, then we can still arrange that the flow remains close to the original pair of
planes Vj as long as the change in the excess A is controlled. From now on we
fix Ny > 0 and « € (0,1) such that Proposition [[3] applies, and we assume that
N > Nj is a fixed integer large enough so that Proposition 6.2 applies to N2 and
such that

(7.25) e NN 212,
Again recall that \| > 0 is given by Proposition 6.2

Proposition 7.11. Let 01 > 0. There is an €1 > 0 depending on 6, such that,
if we have a flow M, satisfying Condition () for T € [=1,T + 10], My satisfies
Condition @), and

(1) Aa(Mo) — Aa(Mr) < €1,

(2) Dy (My) < €, fm’ some V eV,

(3) Dy (Myz2) > eV Dy (Mp),
then Dy (MT) < 07.



32 JASON D. LOTAY, FELIX SCHULZE, AND GABOR SZEKELYHIDI

Proof. Using assumptions (2), (3), if €1 is sufficiently small then we can apply
Proposition to deduce Dy (Mayz2) > €MV Dy (My2). We can keep iterating
this estimate, to get

Dy (M;n=2) > €>\/1N2DV(M(1'71)N2)
for i =3,4,...,k, where k is the largest integer which still satisfies
Dy (M,_3)n2) < €9, and kN? < T,
for a constant eg that is smaller than the e in Proposition [6.21
If (k+ 1)N? > T, then Proposition [B.6] implies that Dy (Mr) < Cey. If € is
chosen sufficiently small (and €; < ), then this implies Dy (Mr) < §; as required.
We therefore assume that (k + 1)N? < T and Dy (M_2)n2) > €. We have
Dy (Mx_3)n2) < e*)‘llNQDV(M(k,Q)Nz) so using (Z.25]) we have

v A2 €
(726) DV(M(k—2)N2) — DV(M(k—S)N2> > (1 —e NN )DV(M(k—2)N2) > 30

We claim that (Z.26) together with condition (1) and Dy (M;_s)n2) < €0 leads to
a contradiction if €y is chosen small, and ¢€; is sufficiently small depending on €.

Shifting 7 = (k — 3)N? to 7 = 0, we can thus suppose that we have a sequence
of flows M satisfying Condition () for 7 € [-N?2, N?], satisfying

Aa(MiN2) - Aa(Mzi\ﬂ) < €1,i,
» - €
Dy (M=) — Dv (M) > 30,
Dy (M" \2) < €0,

for a sequence €1,; — 0. From this, together with the same argument as in [I5]
Theorem A], we know that as ¢ — oo, along a subsequence, these flows converge
to a static flow given by a union of planes. By the bound on Dy (M* ) these
planes must be given by some V' € V if ¢y is small enough. In particular for any
7 € [0, N?] the M! converge locally smoothly to V’ on compact sets in C? \ {0}.

Since M}, and M{ both converge to V', for any compact set K C C? \ {0} we
have as i — oo:

[ Pt lo—ovPe = [ (i o ovP)e e

Ml ,NK M{NK
We can use the uniform bound DV(MiNQ) < €y and argue as in the proof of
Proposition [6.2 in particular in (G9)), to show Dy (M},) — Dy (M) — 0 which
gives our required contradiction. 0

We can now prove our main result controlling the distance of flows close to the
union of two transverse planes by combining Propositions and [Z.111

Proposition 7.12. Let 02 > 0. There is an ea > 0 depending on 6z, such that
if we have a flow M, satisfying Condition (f) for 7 € [-1,T + 10], My satisfies
Condition @), and

(1) Ao(Mp) — Aa(M7) < €3,

(2) DVO (Mo) < €9,
then Dy, (MT) < 03.

Note that T is independent of the constants o, €2 and, in particular, can be large.
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Proof. We iterate the cases (i), (ii) in Proposition as long as possible, start-
ing with V5. We obtain a sequence Vi,..., Vi € V together with numbers e; =
Dy, (M;n) such that d(V;,Viy1) < Ce;. We can continue this iteration and define
Vi41 unless one of the following occurs:

(a) kN +3N?+2>T,
(b) Vk € V/ or ka (MkN) > €0,
(¢) Dy, (Myn+n2) > €N Dy, (Myy).
We show that if €5 is sufficiently small, then (b) cannot occur before (a) or (c) does.

To see this we can argue as in [26] Theorem 6.7] to control the sum of the e;, to
find

k
(7.27) D e < 2e0 + 2C(Aa(Mo) — Aa(Mr)) < Ces.
1=0

In particular this implies that both e and d(Vj, Vi) are bounded above by Ces, so
we can ensure that (b) does not occur for ez sufficiently small. In addition, using
Lemma [51] Condition () is preserved.

If (a) occurs first, then we have

(7.28) Dy, (Mr) < CDy, (M) < Cez

by Proposition B.6] and by Lemma B8 we get Dy, (Mr) < Ces. If (¢) occurs first,
then from Proposition [[.TT] we conclude that Dy, (Mr) < 01 if we choose €3 < ey,
and Lemma B8 implies Dy, (M7) < C(61 + €2).

If we choose 0; > 0 sufficiently small (determining a value for e > 0), and
then choose €2 > 0 small so that also €3 < €1, then in either case we will have
Dy, (Mr) < 02 as required. O

8. NECK PINCHES

In this section we give the main geometric applications of the estimates we
have obtained. We suppose that M(t) is a rational, zero Maslov Lagrangian mean
curvature flow in C2, with uniformly bounded area ratios and uniformly bounded
Lagrangian angle.

8.1. Uniqueness of tangent flows. Our first result is the uniqueness of tangent
flows given by a union of transverse planes. Note that by [16, Corollary 4.3] the two
planes must have the same Lagrangian angle if a singularity forms. We first have
the following, ensuring that Conditions () and () hold along the corresponding
rescaled flow.

Lemma 8.1. Let M(t) be a mean curvature flow in C?, with initial condition
gwen by a rational, zero Maslov Lagrangian with uniformly bounded area ratios and
uniformly bounded Lagrangian angle. Suppose that the flow develops a singularity
at (0,0), with a tangent flow given by the static flow Vi, where Vo is a special
Lagrangian union of two transverse planes. Let M, = e™/>M(—e~") denote the
corresponding rescaled flow. Then there is a sequence T; — 00 satisfying

(1) Dy, (Mﬂ) — 0,

(2) M, satisfies Condition (f) for T € [19, ),

(3) M, 41 satisfies Condition ().
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Proof. Note that the uniform bounds on area ratios and the bound for the La-
grangian angle is preserved along the flow. Condition () holds on [ry,00) for
sufficiently large 79 by the monotonicity of A(M;). The fact that Dy, (M.,) — 0
follows from the assumption that one tangent flow at (0,0) is given by Vj.

It remains to show Condition @) for M,, 1 for large enough . Let us first
consider the connectedness of B1NM;, 1. Note that by the assumption Dy, (M;,) —
0 we have that M, 11 has good graphicality over Vi on Ba\ By 5 for large i. For large
1 the pointwise bounds in Lemma[B.Hlalso imply that BoNM,, 41 is almost calibrated.
Since there are no compact almost calibrated Lagrangians in C2, this implies that
B1 N M-, 41 has either 1 or 2 connected components. If it has 2 components, then
for sufficiently large ¢ we can argue as in [I6, Corollary 4.3] to show that in fact the
original flow M (t) does not have a singularity at (0,0). Therefore for sufficiently
large ¢, B1 N M, 41 is connected.

Finally consider the exactness part of Condition (@). The rationality assumption
is preserved along the flow, see [15, Section 6]. It follows that there is a constant
a > 0 such that, after rescaling, for any loop v C M, ;1 we have

(8.1) /)\ € 2mae™ 7,
v

Although we might only be able to define a multivalued function f satisfying d = A
on M,, BJ) implies that f = sin(e"7"1a~13) is single valued. Without loss of
generality we can assume that f(xg) = 0 for a basepoint xg € By N M,,11. We have

Vf=e T o cos(e " a1 B) VB,

so using |[V3| = |x*| we have |Vf| < e " ta~! on B;. For large i, By N M,, 1
is almost calibrated, and so as in the proof of [I5, Lemma 7.2], we have a uniform
lower bound #2(B;(x1,1)) > K for the intrinsic unit balls in My, centred at any
x1 € BiNM;,11. We also have an upper bound for the area of BiNM, 41, using the
bound for the area ratios. Together with the connectedness this implies that there
is a uniform constant C; such that for any x; € B1NM;, 11, the points xo,X; can be
connected by a curve in By N M, 4 of length at most C, for large i. The gradient
bound for f, together with f(xg) = 0, then implies that |f| < Cie " 1a~! on
BiNM;,4+1. For sufficiently large ¢ we can then define a single-valued function 8 on
By N M, 11 satisfying df = A, so f,y A = 0 follows for any loop v C By N M, 11. O

Theorem 8.2. Suppose that M(t) satisfies the same assumptions as in Lemmal81]
Then all tangent flows at (0,0) are given by V.

Proof. Let M, be the rescaled flow around (0,0). Using Lemma BT we have that
Condition (f) holds on a time interval of the form [y, o), and in addition we have
a sequence 7; — oo such that Dy, (M;,) — 0 and M, satisfies Condition ().

The uniqueness of the tangent flow then follows directly from Proposition
Indeed, from the monotonicity of A, from Lemma [[.2] we also have

Ao (M) — ILm Ao(M:) -0 asi— oc.
It follows from Proposition [[.12] that
lim sup Dy, (M,) =0,

=00 r>7;

which implies that M, — Vp locally smoothly on compact sets in C? \ {0} as
T — 00. O
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8.2. Lawlor necks. We now show that tangent flows given by a special Lagrangian
union of two transverse planes can only form if for sufficiently small times before the
singularity the flow looks locally like the two transverse planes, desingularised by
a shrinking Lawlor neck. Recall that, given a special Lagrangian pair of transverse
planes Vy in C2, up to scale there are two (exact) Lawlor necks N. asymptotic
to these planes (corresponding to zw = =£1 in suitable complex coordinates (z,w)
under hyperkéhler rotation). Using ideas of Seidel (cf. [21]), one can see that Ny
are not Hamiltonian isotopic (using compactly supported isotopies), but we shall
not use this fact in our result below.

Theorem 8.3. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [82, for every e > 0 there is
ro > 0 and a smooth function v : [—13,0) — (0,7¢) with r(t) — 0 as t — 0 and
points xo(t) — 0 such that M(t) N (B, (0) \ B, (x0(t))) is a C*-graph over V;
with C*-norm bounded by . Furthermore,

(8.2) r(t)7H (M) = xo(t))

converge locally smoothly on C? to a unique choice of Lawlor neck (either Ny or
N_) asymptotic to Vo at infinity of mazimal neck size such that, outside of B1(0),
N can be written as a C'-graph over Vi with C'-norm bounded by ¢.

To prove this result, we suppose M satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [R.2] and
consider basepoints X = (x,t) € C? x [—1,0] close to (0,0) at which to discuss
closeness of M to some V € V.

Definition 8.4. Let g9 € (0,1), ¢ € (0,60) and V € V. We say that M is e-close
toV at X = (x,t) if the low M’ = M — X is a Lagrangian C''-graph with C''-norm
bounded by € over V on (B.-1(0) \ B-(0)) x [—e~2, —&2]. We assume &g is chosen
sufficiently small (depending on V) such that M’'N((B.-1(0)\ B.(0)) x [—e2, —£2?])
is the union of two disjoint embedded annuli.

Remark 8.5. We will assume further that g > 0 is sufficiently small such that
pseudolocality [11] implies that for every § > 0 there is C5 > 1 and 0 < € < &g
such that if M(to) N Bg,(x) is a Cl-graph over a 2-plane P with C''-norm bounded
by e, then M(t) N By(x) is a Cl-graph over P with C'-norm bounded by § for
te [to,to + 1] N [—1,0).

Next we identify the range of scales at which the flow is close to some V € V.
We fix a small € € (0, €).

Definition 8.6. Suppose that M is e-close at X to some V € V. We define
Amin(X), Amax(X) to be the endpoints of the maximal interval
1 S ()\min(X)a)\max(X)) g (0700)

such that for all A € (Amin(X), Amax(X)) we have that Dy-1(M — X) is e-close at
(0,0) to Vy for some V) € V.
Note that Amin(X), Amax(X) are continuous in the base-point X.

Remark 8.7. Since we can assume that all tangent flows of M at (0,0) are My,
for any sequence A; N\, 0 we have

(8.3) M; = ,DA_—lM — My, .

Note that along the sequence M, this implies that for all points X = (x,t) suffi-
ciently close to {0} x (—00,0) we have that Apin(X) — 0 and Apax(X) — .
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We now wish to rule out the possibility that Ay, (X) = 0.

Lemma 8.8. Assume that for some X = (x,t) with t < 0 we have along M; in
®3) that Amin(X) =0. Then, locally around X, the flow M is the smooth flow of

two immersed planes.

Proof. We first note that Remark implies that we have smooth control on the
flow forward in time in Bye—1_¢;)(X) \ Ba(cs+¢)(X) up to time ¢ as one goes down
with the scale A from 1 down to Amin, i.e. in Be-1_¢;)(X) \ Ba(Cs+e)(X). So
if Amin(X) = 0 we have that M;(¢) is locally around x the union of two smooth
embedded flows, where each is a small C''-graph over the Lagrangian planes P; and
P, respectively (for Vo = Py U P,). Since the flow M, is smooth, this has to be true
forwards in time until ¢ = 0, and thus there is no singularity at (0,0) for M, and
thus for M. O

Given Lemma[88 we can thus always assume that Apin(X) > 0. We now argue
that there is more or less a ‘unique’ point where Ay, is minimised.

Lemma 8.9. For M; as in (83) consider points X;(t) = (xi(t),t) which minimise
Amin relative to other points X = (x,t). Then

)\mm(x, t) > )\mm(Xl(t)) >0

for (x,t) € (B)\mm(xi)(s—l,c)(xi(t)) \ B)\n”n(Xi)(CJrs)(xi(t))) x {t}, where C = Cjs
for a suitable 6 > 0 in Remark[83.

Proof. This follows by a similar argument to the proof of Lemma since Re-
mark implies that we have smooth control on the flow forward in time in
Bye-1-¢)(X) \ Bx(c4¢)(X) up to time ¢ as one goes down with the scale A from
Amax down to Amin. O

Lemma 8.10. There is 0 < €1 < €¢ such that for 0 < e < &1 the following holds. If
there is Ao € (Amin(X), Amaz(X)) such that we can choose Vy, = Vp, then V) € V'
for all X € (Apmin(X), Ao].

Proof. We consider the rescaled flow (M, ),>o for M := Dy (M — X)) and choose

02 > 0 and gy > 0 small such that M,Qlog@)ﬂlog(%(x)) for A € (Amin(X), Ao]
being e-close to V) (for 0 < & < g¢) and Dy, (M,Qlog@)ﬂ log(Ao(X))) < 02 implies
that V) € V'. This fixes €3 > 0 in Proposition [[.12l We can then choose £; > 0
sufficiently small such that

MOu M72 log(Amin (X)) —2log(Ao)
being e-close to Vg and V) . (x) respectively implies that condition (1) in Proposi-
tion [[.12]is met. Applying Proposition [[.12] yields the statement. O

8.3. Finding Lawlor necks. We consider 0 < € < ¢1, where €7 as in Lemma 810
Consider a sequence A; N\, 0 and let M; be as in [83]). We fix t < 0 and let X;(¢)
be as in Lemma [89 We consider the flows

(8.4) M;,t = D)\r;iln(Xi(t))(Mi - Xi(1)) -

We can assume that M, — ./\//T, where M is an ancient unit-regular Brakke flow

such that Dxlj\//? is e-close to some V) € V for A € [1,00), but not for a sequence
Ai /1. Furthermore, M is (locally) the limit of smooth, exact, almost calibrated
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Lagrangian mean curvature flows with uniformly bounded Lagrangian angle and
uniformly bounded area ratios.

Lemma 8.11. The flow M is a static Lawlor neck N asymptotic to V' € V', where
V' is e-close to Vy, where the centre and the scale of N are such that there is no
point X = (x,t) with Apin(X) < 1.

Proof. We first note that M has entropy bounded by two. Furthermore, from the
argument in the proof of Lemma 88 we see that outside of (Bg;41(0) X (—00,0)) U
Ui<o By=i(c5+1)(0) x {t} the flow is a smooth Lagrangian which is a controlled

C'-graph over Vo. Let M’ be a tangent flow of M at —oco. The discussion before
implies that DAM' is e-close to some Vy € V' for all A > 0 as well as that ./\/l' is a
smooth Lagrangian and controlled C*-graph over V; outside of |, o B.,/—(0) x {t}.
Furthermore, the proof of [I8, Theorem 3.1], see also [13, Theorem 3.1], directly
extends to Brakke flows which are limits of smooth Lagrangian mean curvature
flows with uniformly bounded Lagrangian angle and uniformly bounded area ratios.
Thus we can assume that M’ is a static pair of planes V' € V'. Note that if there
is a point where M has Gaussian density two, then the flow is static (since it is
unit regular) and up to a translation equal to My/. However, this would imply
that there are points X; = (X;,1) close to X;(t) with Amin(Xi) < Amin(Xi(t)) where
X;(t) is as in Lemma B3 This yields a contradiction.

We may therefore assume that all Gaussian densities are less than two, which
implies the convergence M; , — M is smooth and thus M is a smooth, ancient,
exact, almost calibrated Lagrangian mean curvature flow with uniformly bounded
Lagrangian angle and uniformly bounded area ratios. Since M cannot be a union
of Lagrangian planes, by [I3] Theorem 1.1] it is up to rigid motions a static Lawlor
neck. Arguing similarly as before we see that there cannot be a point X = (x,t)
with Apin(X) < 1. O

Proof of Theorem[83. Consider 0 < € < &1, where €7 as in Lemma BT0 Replacing
M by Dy-1 M for some sufficiently small A > 0 we can assume that for all ¢ € [—1,0)
there are points X (¢) as in Lemma such that Apin(X (1)) < 1 < Anax(X(2)),
minimising A, in their time slice, and with V), = ;) for A = 1. Lemma BI0 then
implies that for each ¢ € (0, 1] and A € [Anin(X (%)), 1] we have that Dy-1 (M —X(t))
is e-close to Vi, € V'. Applying Remark we see that M(t) — x(¢) is a small
C'-graph over Vg on B1(0) \ Bea,,. (x (1) (0) for a suitable fixed C' > 0 (depending
only on € > 0).

Restricting to —0 < t < 0 we can apply LemmaBTTlto find that the rescaled flow
D(amin(x (1))~ (M — X(t)) has to be a small C'-graph over a Lawlor neck N over
a large compact set. Note that by continuity of the flow (and assuming sufficient
Cl-closeness to N) this has to be either N or N_ for all —=§ < t < 0. The full
convergence to N as t 0 then follows by considering a sequence ¢; — 0. O

8.4. Continuing the flow past the singularity. We can now argue that the
uniqueness of the tangent flow implies that at the singular time ¢ = 0, in a neigh-
bourhood of 0 € C2, the flow limits to the union of two Lagrangian graphs such
that we can restart the flow as a Lagrangian mean curvature flow.

Lemma 8.12. There is ro > 0 such that on B,,(0)\ {0} the flow M(t) converges
as t — 0 locally to two Lagrangian graphs L1, Lo over Py and Py respectively (where
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Vo = Py U Py). Moreover, using Lagrangian neighbourhoods for P;, we have that
L; = graphp, (df;) for i = 1,2, where f; € C*(P; N By, (0)) is smooth away from 0
with fi(0) = dfi(0) = Vp,(dfi)(0) = 0.

Proof. Note that Theorem implies that there is 0 < A\g < 1 and a continuous
increasing function € : (0, \g] — (0,1) with £(A\) — 0 as A — 0 such that Dy-1 M is
g(A)-close to Vy. Combining this with Remark as in the proof of Theorem B3]
then yields that there is a smooth Lagrangian limiting surface L on B,,(0)\{0} such
that A~1L is §()\)-close to V; for some continuous decreasing function 6 : (0, \g] —
(0,1) with 6(A\) — 0 as A — 0. This implies the claimed convergence and that we
can decompose L = L1 U Ly such that each L; is a small C'-graph over P; N B,,(0)
of a vector-valued function w;, which is smooth away from 0 and C* across 0 with
u;(0) = Vp,u,(0) = 0. Applying the Lagrangian neighbourhood theorem to each
P;, we see that u; may be identified with a closed 1-form on P; N B,,(0), which
is then necessarily exact. The Poincaré lemma then gives a C?-function f; with
df; = u; as claimed. O

Proof of Theorem[.4. By Lemma[RI2there can be only finitely many singularities
at time T where a tangent flow is a static union of two multiplicity one transverse
planes. For simplicity of notation we can thus assume as before that there is one
singularity and by shifting space and time that it occurs at (0, 0).

Using Lemma we see that M(t) converges as t , 0 to a Cl-immersed
Lagrangian L, where the convergence (and L) is smooth away from 0, which is
zero Maslov and rational. Furthermore, L N B,,(0) is given as the union of two
Lagrangian graphs as stated in Lemma B2

We can use the decomposition given in LemmaBI2to approximate L by smooth,
zero Maslov, rational Lagrangians L® in C! (by approximating the C?-functions
giving L as a graph by smooth functions). Furthermore, we can assume by the
estimates of [29] that there is T' > 0 and smooth, zero Maslov, rational solutions to
Lagrangian mean curvature flow (L%)te[O,T) with L) = L?. By the C''-convergence
of L' — L and interior estimates for higher codimension mean curvature flow (see
[29) or [1, Appendix]), we see that the flows are uniformly controlled in C*° for
t > 0. Note that we can assume that the convergence L* — L is smooth away
from the singular points. Taking the limit we thus see that there is a smooth, zero
Maslov, rational Lagrangian mean curvature flow (L¢)ieo,r) With Ly — L in ct
(and smoothly away from 0) as ¢ N\, 0. This implies that the extended flow is
smooth through the singular time, away from the singular points. Note that for
€ > 0 there is § > 0 such that

sup |0(x,t) — 6| <,
xe€LiNBs
—§%<t<0
where 6y is the Lagrangian angle of the special Lagrangian cone V. Thus the
grading 6 for the extended flow can be chosen that it is smooth as well through the
singular time, away from the singular points. O

9. THE FLOW IN A COMPACT AMBIENT SPACE

In this section we consider the Lagrangian mean curvature flow in a compact
Calabi—Yau surface and we briefly explain the modifications needed to prove the
results from Section [§]in this setting.
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Let us suppose that X is a compact complex surface with complex structure J,
admitting a non-vanishing holomorphic volume form 2 and a Kéhler metric w with
volume form %oﬂ =QAQ. Let L C X be a Lagrangian submanifold. We say that
L is zero Maslov if there is a Lagrangian angle function 6 : L — R satisfying

Q|L = ewdAL

in terms of the Riemannian area form dAy, of L. Following the notion of rationality
in Fukaya [9] Definition 2.2] we assume furthermore that [w] defines an integral
cohomology class in H?(X;R), and let ¢ denote a complex line bundle over X
together with a unitary connection V¢ with curvature form Fge = 2miw. The
connection V¢ is then flat when restricted to L.

Definition 9.1. The Lagrangian L in X is rational if the holonomy group of V¢
on L is a finite subgroup of U(1).

We will follow the approach of White [30] Section 4], viewing the mean curvature
flow in X as a mean curvature flow in a larger Euclidean space with an additional
forcing term. More precisely, let X C RY be an isometric embedding. The mean
curvature flow L; in X is then equivalent to the flow

0
—x=H+v,
oo
where H denotes the mean curvature vector inside RY and v(x,t) = —tr I1(x)|7, .,

is defined in terms of the second fundamental form IT of X, restricted to the tangent
space of L; at x. In particular |v| < C for a constant independent of x,¢. Note
that H + v is simply the mean curvature of L; in the ambient space X, and so we
have V0| = [H + v|.

We need to recall the form of the monotonicity formula for the mean curvature
flow with forcing term v: instead of ([22) we have

d

U2
R Y T AL
tJr, L L, 12
2
(x—x0)t v 9
- H-o XX vh e,
‘/Lt f ' 2(t0 — t) 2 P St

The estimate of Ecker [7l Theorem 3.4] also applies to subsolutions of the (drift)
heat equation along the rescaled flow with a forcing term, with a slightly modified
function p(t) as in [7, Theorem 3.2].

For simplicity we assume the first singular time is at ¢ = 0 and we are studying
the tangent flow at 0 € RY. The corresponding rescaled flow M, is given by

1
%X =H+ % + v.
Note that M, C e™/2X c RY, and the forcing term v is now given by v(x,7) =
—tr TI(x, 7) |7y a1, , where TI(x, 7) is the second fundamental form of ¢”/2X. In par-
ticular we have the estimate |v| < Ce™7/2,

Let us write Jy, 2o, wp for the complex structure, holomorphic volume form and
symplectic form on TpX. In particular we identify ToX = C?, equipped with its
standard structures. Note that lim, o ¢7/2X = TpX in the sense of C*° conver-
gence on compact sets, and so any tangent flow at (0,0), defined as a sequential
limit of M, as 7 — oo, lives naturally in ToX. As in Section 2.3 we consider special
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Lagrangian unions V' = P; U P, contained in a neighbourhood V of a given tangent
flow V. For any V' € V there is a hyperkahler rotation of the complex structure on
ToX such that V is given by {zw = 0} for complex coordinates z, w. Note that z, w
can be viewed as linear functions on R, and in particular they define functions on
X c RY. We have the following analogous result to Lemma

Lemma 9.2. There is a constant C > 0, depending on X C RY and the choice
of V, such that on any Lagrangian subspace P C Tx X with Lagrangian angle 6 we
have

[Vz - Vw| < C(10 — 0y ] + |x]).

Proof. In a small neighbourhood U over 0 € X we can use a Darboux chart to define
a smooth projection map m : U — ToX, such that 7*wy = w and the derivative of
m is the identity map at 0. It follows that the complex structures and holomorphic
volume forms satisfy |7*Jy — J|, |[7*Qy — Q| < Cx]| for a constant C' > 0. Similarly
|7z —z|, |m*w—w| < C|x|, and the derivatives of z, w satisfy the same bounds. The
required estimate on the neighbourhood U then follows by applying Lemma to
the image m(P) C ToX. The estimate is clear outside of U since |x| is bounded
away from zero on X \ U. O

We define the excess A(M,) for a Lagrangian in ¢”/2X C RV as in (4], and
Condition () is as before. Note that the condition of uniformly bounded area ratios
is automatic in the compact case using the monotonicity formula, and the uniform
bound for the Lagrangian angle is also preserved by the maximum principle. Let

us record here the following consequence of the monotonicity formula, analogous to
BI13), recalling that |VO| = [H + v|:

T2 1
A(MTI)—A(MTQ)z/ / (2|H+V|2+}H+x7+g

T2
—c/ / |2 X174y ar
T1 MT

1 [
> —/ / (H? + |x12)dH? dr — Ce™ ™,
16 T1 M,

for 7 < T2, where we also used the uniform bound on the Lagrangian angle.

We define Iy (M, ) and Dy (M) according to Definition B4l Note that now the
function |x|dy on M. is no longer uniformly equivalent to |zw|. In fact if we denote
the orthogonal projection of x onto ToX by X, then |zw|(x) is uniformly equivalent
to |x|dy (x). At the same time, since on X we have |x — x| < C|x|?, it follows that
on M, C e”/2X we have

2
) e~ X/ a2 dr

Ix — x| < Ce™™/?|x|%.
It follows from this, together with the bounds on the area ratios of M, that
¢ [wfPe /4 < / [x|?d3 eI/ < ¢ (/ |lzw|e /4 4 6_7/2) :
MT T T

In particular as long as Iy (M,) > e~7/2, we have that Iy (M) is uniformly equiv-
alent to the Gaussian L?-norm of |zw| + |6 — 0y |. We have the following.

Lemma 9.3. Suppose that V €V and Iy (M,) > e~7/2. Then the conclusions (1),
(2), (3) of LemmalZA hold, with K., C RN \ {0} in (3).
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Proof. In the proof of Lemma we essentially applied the monotonicity formula
to the function f = |zw|+ |0 — Oy|. Here we claim that the same argument works
if instead we use the function

f=lzw|+10—0v]|+e x|+ e

Here we are thinking of 7 as being fixed. Consider the solution of the mean curvature
flow with forcing term as above with L_y = M,. Then using Lemma [0.2] and the
bound |v| < Ce~7/? for the forcing term, implies that

(9 — A)|zw] < C(10 — by | + e 72|x])
in the distributional sense. We also have
(0r — A — 0y| <0,
(0 — A)|x| < |v] < Ce™ /2,

and combining these we find that (0; — A)f < Cf for a constant C' > 0. At the
same time if Iy (M,) > e~7/2, then Iy, (M,) is uniformly equivalent to the Gaussian
L?-norm of f. Using this the arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.5 can be followed
verbatim. (]

Note that if Dy (M,) = d > e~7/? and 7 is large, then the region |x| < R4 (with
R, defined in (£8)), where we expect good graphicality, is much smaller than the
ball over which e™/2X is graphical over the tangent space ToX. More precisely, we
have the following under a stronger assumption for Dy (M, ).

Lemma 9.4. Suppose that Dy (M;) =d > e~ /29 and 7 is sufficiently large. Then
on the region |x| < R4, we can view €™/>X as the graph of v over To X, where

(9.1) [v], |[Vo| < Ce™™2Rg = Ce™™/?|Ind| < Cd°.

Proof. Note that in a neighbourhood of 0, X is the graph of a function V over To X
with |V| < C|x|? and |[VV| < C|x|. Rescaling this, and using that Ry < e7/? for
large 7, we find that on the ball |x| < Rg, ¢”/2X is the graph of v over ToX such
that |v], |Vv| < Ce™™/2R2. The required estimate follows from this. O

Using this, the results following Lemma hold in the present context, with
minor adjustments of the proofs, as long as we always ensure that Dy (M) >
e~7/2% and that 7 is sufficiently large. In Condition (@), to make sense of the
condition f,y)\ = 0 for loops v € M, N By, we use a Darboux chart for w on
Bi1Ne™/2X to define the Liouville form A. Assuming 7 is large, such a chart exists
as in the proof of Lemma above. Note that in a Darboux chart the holonomy
of V¢ around a loop 7 is given by

e~ 2mi Jpw _ e~ 2mi I, >\7

where v = 0D. It follows that the rationality condition in Definition coincides
with the rationality condition in Definition restricted to loops contained in the
chart.

Proposition takes the following form.

Proposition 9.5. Let 6o > 0. There is an €3 > 0, depending on 6o such that if
the flow M, satisfies Condition () for 7 € |19 — 1,70 + T + 10] with T > 0, M,
satisfies Condition ), 1o is sufficiently large (depending on d2), and
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(1) Aa(MTo) - Aa(MToJrT) < €2,
(2) DVO(MTO) < €2,

then DVO (M‘ro-i-T) < 03.

Using this, the proofs of Theorems [[.1] and from the Introduction follow the
same arguments as the corresponding results in Section 8l Let us finally consider
Theorem [[31

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Using Theorem [8.3] which also holds in the current setting,
we know that we have a sequence (xj,tr) — (0,0) and r, — 0 such that the
rescalings Ly = T,Zl(Ltk — xj,) converge, smoothly on compact sets, to a Lawlor
neck L, asymptotic to Vj at infinity. Here Vj is the (unique) tangent flow at the
singularity (0,0). Note that by Condition (), this Lawlor neck is exact, and so
up to scale there are only two possibilities. Changing the scales 7 if necessary, we
can assume that in terms of suitable coordinates z,w for which Vy = {zw = 0},
we have Lo, = {zw = £1}. For sufficiently large k, we can remove a large ball
Bp, from Ly, and replace it with a small Lagrangian perturbation of the two planes
given by V. Hence Ly is an immersed Lagrangian where at the self-intersection
point at the origin two sheets of the Lagrangian are intersecting transversely. This
is exactly the reverse of the graded connected sum construction in [28, Section 3.1]
(potentially taking the Lagrangians to be two sheets of the same Lagrangian in the
connected sum). Hence ik is a graded self-connected sum and so is L;, as desired.

Suppose from now on that Ly is not connected. Then we can write Lk =
M1 k#MQ r as a graded connected sum. The choice of which component is M1 s
respectively Mg) &, depends on which of the two possible Lawlor necks Lo is. Note
that the Lagrangian angles of M 1,k ]\ng, % approach the constant 6y, on the ball Br
as we let R,k — oo in the construction.

The upshot of this discussion is that after scaling back to the original flow, we
can write Ly, = My p#Ms ) as claimed. It now remains for us to show that (]
holds and, if L is almost calibrated, that (I2) holds. Unless the initial Lagrangian
L is special Lagrangian, in which case no singularity would form, we will have:

1nf6‘ < inf 0, 1nf 0;
" M,

1,k

(9.2) sup0 > sup 6, sup 0,
My Moy

vol(L) > vol(Mi ) + vol(Mz i),

as long as k is sufficiently large. It follows from the last inequality that

fu 2|
M Ma i,

for sufficiently large k. We deduce that (L)) holds.
Recall that in the almost calibrated case ¢(M; 1) is uniquely defined by

(9.3) d(M; 1) = arg / Q = arg / e dH?.
M, M,k

i

vol(L) > +

)

Using ([@.2)), this implies that
d(M; 1) € (inf 6,sup ),
L L
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for sufficiently large k. We thus conclude that (2] holds in the almost calibrated
case. 0
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