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Sharp Quartic Pinching for the Mean
Curvature Flow in the Sphere

Artemis A. Vogiatzi

Abstract

We prove a sharp quartic curvature pinching for the mean curvature flow in S**™,
m > 2, which generalises Pu’s work on the convergence of submanifolds in S**™ to
a round point. Using a blow up argument, we prove a codimension and a cylindrical
estimate, where in regions of high curvature, the submanifold becomes approximately
codimension one, quantitatively, and is weakly convex and moves by translation or is
a self shrinker. With a decay estimate, the rescaling converges smoothly to a totally
geodesic limit in infinite time, without using Stampacchia iteration or integral analysis.

1 Introduction

Let Fy: M™ — N™™ m > 2 be a smooth immersion of a compact manifold M™. The mean

curvature flow starting from Fjy is the following family of submanifolds F: M™ x [0,T) —
N such that

{ O F(p,t) = H(p,t), for pe M,t€[0,T)
F(p,0) = Fo(p),

where H(p,t) denotes the mean curvature vector of M; = Fy(p) = F(p,t) at p. This is a
system of quasilinear weakly parabolic partial differential equations for F'. Geometrically,
the mean curvature flow is the steepest descent flow for the area functional of a submanifold
and hence it is a natural curvature flow.

In the case of codimension one, a crucial step in the study of singularity formation in the
mean convex mean curvature flow is the convexity estimate. This states that in regions of
large mean curvature, the second fundamental form is almost positive definite.

In []], Huisken proved that closed convex hypersurfaces under the mean curvature flow
evolve into spherical singularities, using Stampacchia iteration, the Michael-Simons—Sobolev
inequality together with recursion formulae for symmetric polynomials. In [9], Huisken
generalises this theorem to Riemannian background curvature spaces with strict convexity
depending on the background curvature.
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In contrast, White [28], 29] uses compactness theorems of geometric measure theory together
with the rigidity of strong maximum principle for the second fundamental form. Haslhofer-
Kleiner [7] developed an alternative approach to White’s results based on Andrews’s non-
collapsing [I] result for the mean curvature flow.

The analysis of high codimension mean curvature flow is far more challenging, than in the
hypersurface case, since convexity does not make sense anymore. An alternative condition
to convexity was introduced by Andrews—Baker in [2]: on a compact submanifold, if |H| > 0,
there exists a ¢ > 0, such that

A" < clH[?,

which is preserved by codimension one mean curvature flow. Also, this condition makes
sense for all codimensions. For ¢ = min{?:in, ﬁ}, they were able to prove convergence to a
round sphere. Note that [A|*> — == |H|* < 0, H > 0 implies convexity in codimension one.

In [I0], Huisken proved a convergence theorem for the mean curvature flow of quadratically
pinched hypersurfaces in the sphere S**1. In [4], Baker and Nguyen generalised that result
and proved a sharp convergence theorem for high codimension mean curvature flow as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let My = Fy (M™) be a closed submanifold smoothly immersed in S™™ (ﬁ)

with constant curvature K. If My satisfies
AP < 5 HP + 5K, n=2.3
AP < P 2K, 04,

then either the mean curvature flow has a unique, smooth solution on a finite time interval

and the submanifold M, contracts to a point, as t — T or it exists for all time and the

submanifold M, converges to a totally geodesic submanifold of S*™™ (#) , ast — 00.

If the relationship of |A|? and |H|? is nonlinear, these pinching conditions could be improved.
In [16], Lei and Xu obtained a convergence theorem for the mean curvature flow of arbitrary
codimension in spheres as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let Fy : M™ — St (#) be an n-dimensional, smooth, compact subman-

ifold with constant curvature K, n > 6. Assume M, satisfies
AP <~y(n,|H|, K),

then the mean curvature flow with the initial value Fy either converges to a round point

L ), ast — oo. Here

in finite time, or converges to a total geodesic sphere of S"t™ (ﬁ

v(n,|H|, K) is an explicit positive scalar defined by

Y(n. 1], K) = min {a (|H]?) .8 (1)}

-
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where

Lei and Xu’s convergence theorems imply that the Ricci curvatures of the initial submanifolds
are positive, without impling the positivity of the sectional curvatures. In [26], Pu proved
a convergence theorem that improved the theorem of Baker and Nguyen, using a quartic
pinching condition and the condition introduced by Lei and Xu in [I6]. By setting

Xz

b(z) = (1 —9) (n—l +2K) + da(z), x >0,

V12n49-7

52y 0= 4,5,6, he proved the following theorem.

where § =
Theorem 1.3. Let Fy : M — S*tm (#) be an n-dimensional, smooth compact submani-
fold immersed in the sphere, n >4, m > 2. If M satisfies

b([H]%), n=4,5,6,

HE o) 2

A" <

then the mean curvature flow with the initial value Fy converges to a round point in finite

time or converges to a totally geodesic sphere of S"t™ (\/%), ast — oo.

The above pinching condition for n > 7 is shown to be sharp. The purpose of this paper
is to obtain an extension of Pu’s result, using a suitable quartic pinching condition on the
submanifold. More specifically, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Let Fy : M — S¥tm (#) be an n-dimensional, smooth compact submani-
fold, n > 8, m > 2, with constant curvature K. If M, satisfies

5 L. -
|A]© < 5 +4K | + (4n—16)K?, (1.1)
n J—
for all 0 <t <T, where T is the maximal time of existence, then one of the following holds.
If T < oo, then My contracts to a codimension one limiting flow ast — T or if T = oo,
then M, converges to a smooth totally geodesic submanifold ast — T'.
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Condition (LLI)) is called the quartic pinching condition for M. The quartic pinching con-

2
dition is sharp, since |A]* — ('nHT‘; + 4) — (4n — 16) = 4((’(17;_72;;71) . i—i, by considering the

submanifold M = S?(r) x S"2(s) C S"*(1) € S"™™(1), with 72 + s? = 1. Also, it satisfies

2 _\ 2 _ 2 _ _
\/(f—'2 + 4K> + (4n — 16) K2 > % +4K. The latter indicates that the term involving K

becomes much more influential when considered in the quartic pinching condition than in
the quadratic pinching condition. This shows that K has an improved proportional impact
in the quartic pinching condition.

For the case of finite time, the statement is proven by a blow up argument using gradient
estimates on the second fundamental form and a cylindrical type estimate. For the case of
infinite time, the statement is proven directly using the maximum principle, without using
Stampacchia iteration or integral analysis that is used in [2], [3], [10], [16] and [26].

Nguyen in [23] developed a surgery construction allowing high codimension mean curvature
flow with cylindrical pinching to pass through singularities. This generalised the codimension
one result of [12] (see also [7]) to high codimension. A key aspect of this surgery procedure is
the codimension estimate presented in [20], which shows that near regions of high curvature,
singularities become approximately codimension one. Another crucial component is the
cylindrical estimate, which shows that nears regions of high curvature, the submanifold
becomes approximately cylindrical of the form S"~! x R. These estimates are essential for
the surgery to work and allow us to control the geometry of the submanifold in regions of
high curvature.

This paper is part of a series of papers, aiming to extend Nguyen’s result on high codimension
mean curvature flow with surgery in Euclidean space to Riemannian manifolds.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we give all the technical tools needed
for our work and set up our notation. In section 3, we give the proof for the preservation
of the quartic pinching condition along the mean curvature flow. In section 4, we prove the
gradient estimates. In section 5, we prove the codimension estimate, the cylindrical estimate
and give a full classification for the singularity models of quartically pinched solutions in
high codimension mean curvature flow. Finally, in section 6, we prove that the submanifold
converges smoothly to a totally geodesic limit in infinite time.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank her PhD supervisor, Dr Huy The
Nguyen, for many invaluable discussions and for his guidance in this work.

2 Preliminaries

This section presents the necessary preliminary results and establishes our notation. We
adopt the following convention for indices:

1<4,5,k,...<n, 1 <a,bc,...<n+m and 1< a,58,7,...<m.
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For any p € M, denote by N, M the normal space of M at point p, which is the orthogonal
complement of T, M in F*Tp)N. We choose a local orthonormal frame {e;} of T, M, and
{Vs} for the normal bundle N, M,, where

H
|H|

Vv =

is the principal normal direction. This is well defined, since this is used for section 5, where
|H| 0.

We denote by A to be the normal vector valued second fundamental form tensor and denote
by H the mean curvature vector which is the trace of the second fundamental form given by
H* =try A* =Y. A%. The tracefree second fundamental form A is defined by A=A- lH g,

whose components are given by Aa = A — —H “g;j. Obviously, we have ), Aa =0. In
particular, the squared length satlsﬁes

A]P = A ~ \HI2-

We denote by A~ the second fundamental form tensor orthogonal to the principal direction
and h to be the tensor valued second fundamental form in the principal direction, that is

(A, H)

hi; =
T

Therefore, we have A = A~ +hiy and |A|]* = [A7|* 4 || Also, Af; = (A, v1)1v1. We denote

h to be the traceless part of the second fundamental form in the pr1n01pal direction. Let R*
denote the normal curvature tensor. Given a connection V on A, from the definition of A™,
it is natural to define the connection V+ acting on A~, by

&1 A— ol g LA
The traceless second fundamental form can be rewritten as A = Yo A°v,,, where

Ht=trAt =|H|, a=1 1 At =ar Mg a=1
an o
HY =tr A =0, a>2 A™ =AY a > 2.

When using a basis of this kind, we adopt the following notation:

B = [ATP?, R = [ATP, AP = AT =) A

a>2

Let Riji = g (R(ei, €;)er, €1) s Rapea = (R(€a, €p)ee, €q) and Rwaﬁ (R (€, €)Va, V).
In higher codimension, the Ricci equation can be written as follows.

Ruaﬁ Uaﬁ + Z (AZO;AJﬁp AZBPA?P) : (2.1)
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Proposition 2.1 ([2], Section 3). With the summation convention, the evolution equations
of Aij and H are

B B B B A B B A B ﬁ
( Z AZ]APquq + Z Aquqp pj T Z AJqup P 2 Z AszJq
D,9,8 ,q,8 P,0,8 D,q,8
(0 —A)H =Y HPAL A, +nKH. (2.3)
P,0,8

Lemma 2.2 ([3], Section 5.1). Let us consider a family of immersions F: M" x [0,T) —
S™™ moving by mean curvature flow. Then, we have the following evolution equations
(0, — D) AP = =2|VAP> + 2|{A, A)|? + 2|RH)? + 4K |H|* — 2nK|A|?, (2.4)
(0, — A)|H|* = =2|VH|* + 2|(A, H)|* + 2nK |H|*. (2.5)

By Berger’s inequality in [6], we have
_ 1
| Racbe| < §(K1 + K,), fora#b,

2.6)
] 2 (
| Raped| < g(Kl + K3), for all distinct indices a, b, ¢, d.

Lemma 2.3 ([I§], Lemma 3.1). For any n > 0 we have the following inequality.

3 2 2 n

L A2 Lg2 -1 2
V3iAZ > [ ——— —p ) IVIHI]?Z - —

| | (n+2 77)| | n+2(n+2n n—1>|w|’

where w =Y.

i Rajijei X We -

Following Naff in [20], we have the following decomposition. Recalling that Aj), 1s traceless,
it is straightforward to verify that

_ ° _ 1

D Vil A (VE A )P = ) [Vihje + (VA m) P + —[VIH]?, (2.7)
i,9,k .5,k
S UV A )P =Y [Vihg+ (VEAG, m) (2.8)
i,k .5,k

N N o 1
Z Vi A+ hjeVin | = Z Vi A+ b Vi + E|H‘2|VLV1‘2. (2.9)
i,k .5,k

Proposition 2.4 ([20], Proposition 2.2).

(VAP = 3OV AR+ haVin + 3D (VEAGm) + Vi’ (2.0)
i3,k 1,5,k

\VEH|> = |H*| Vi |* + |V|H||]?, (2.11)

IVEA]2 = |[VEAT )2 4 (VA7 1) 2 (2.12)
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It is very useful to consider the implications of the Codazzi equation for the decomposition
of Vi Aji above. Projecting the Codazzi equation onto E; and E implies the both of the
tensors

vih]’k + <VZJ'A;]€, I/1> and @%A;k + hjkvﬁ_yl

are symmetric in ¢, j, k. Consequently, it is equivalent to trace over j, k or trace over i, k,
and this implies

Z(vkhik + (Vi Ay, ) = Vil H, (2.13)
k=1
> (Vi A+ ha Vi) = [H|V vy, (2.14)
k=1

As in Lemma [2.3] we obtain that

\H| IV <Y D IVEAG A+ hp Vi) (2.15)
1,5,k
Now expanding the right hand side of both inequalities above using (2.7)) and (2.9)), recalling
([28) and noting that -2 — 1 = Z((er;))’ we arrive at the estimates
( -1 ;
A VI < 3 [V Al (2.16)
i3,k
2(n—=1) ool 2 S1LA— o7 1,2
n<n+2)|m IV <Y D IVEAG + hp Vi) (2.17)
i,k

We follow the notation from [12]. Given p € M and r > 0, we let By (p,7) C M be the
closed ball of radius r around p with respect to the metric g(¢). In addition, if ¢, 6 are such
that 0 <t —0 <t <T, we set

P(p.t.r.0) ={(q.5) 1 ¢ € Bypy(p,7), s € [t = 0,1]}, (2.18)
Such a set will be called a (backward) parabolic neighbourhood of (p,t).

Lemma 2.5 ([2], [3]).
0 2 _ o
(8, — A) AP = —2|VAP? + 2R, — ~ R, — 2nK| AP, (2.19)
where

Z (ZAC“M)Z + Y (zp: (45,45, - A?pAf,,))Q,

i7j7a7ﬁ

2
=D (Z HM%) = [n*|H|* = |AP|H]* — P H?,
2,] «
P=Y" (k) = AP =]a P

a>1
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3 Preservation of the quartic pinching condition

In this section, we show the preservation of the quartic pinching under the mean curvature

flow. Denote

n —

alz) = \/< i 5+ 4}‘()2 +(dn — 16)K?, a(z) = a(z) — %

By direct computations, we get

T L4K <ale) < —E— 4 2K,
n—2 n— 2
Lo 14K 1 2
CO],/(.’L‘): n72_2 — __<72’
(n—2)y/ (2 +4K)" + (4n —16)k2 " " =2
(4n — 16) K2

COL”(ZL‘) —

(n—2)? <\/(ﬁ +4K)? + (4n — 16)[{2)

Lemma 3.1 (cf. [20]). For x >0 and n > 5,a has the following properties.

(i) 2@

2(n—1)
n(n+2)’

(i) 206" + & <

i) nK (4 + 2d') — a (i — ') > — o2 K ,
(i) ( ) ( )= (z-+1/8+2vAn(n—2)K)?

. 0 z 0 7 (n—8)x 6(van—4)zK
() 24— 2+ zd’ < 2V/4nK — W=2) " Bmrovin(n 2K’

(v) 2 (a+nK) - (55 + 4ny/nK) (@ +a — nK — zd/)
< =2 2ny/n —n+2) + 4ny/n(n — 8) K2

Proof. 1) From (B.3), we have

Az (&) 2z 8

< <L
a n(n —2)an(n — 2)

ii) Usin , and Young’s inequality, we have
g

4z(4n — 16)K?

(n—2)2\/ (25 +4K)° + (4n — 16)K>2
22(4n — 16) K2

(n = 2)2 (325 +4K) (55 + 4K)" + (4n — 16)K?)

2za" 4+ a' =

3

<

(3.1)
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_ 2(4n — 16) K>
N =+ 122K + M +4(n +8)(n — 2)K?
_ 4(2n — 8)K*?
= 4 4y/4A8n(n — 2) K2 + 4(n + 8)(n — 2) K2
_ 4(2n — 8)K?
4/48n(n — 2) K2 + 4(n + 8)(n — 2) K?
B 2(n —4)
~ (VI8n+n+8)(n—2)
2(n —4)
(n—2)(n+2)
Therefore,
200" +d’ < 2n —4) + 2 = 20— 1)

n—2)n+2) nn—2) nn+2)
iii) By a direct computation, we have that

2 z2 7% >
_ _ Lo 4+ 4x K daK
x2+4K) — (4n —16)K* 4 22— — _ v

n—2 n —

— 4nK?.

—a(é — 2d) = — (

n J—
Also,

- - (n—2)((ﬁ+4l_()2+(4n—16)f(2)+nx—52+4xl_( 9
nK(a+ za') =nK — = - =

(n—2)y/ (325 + 4K)" + (4n — 16)K? n
_ 2nK [ 2®+6x(n— 2)K +2n(n — 2)2K? — £(n — 2)y/22 + 8x(n — 2) K + 4n(n — 2)2K?
a Va2 4 8x(n — 2)K + 4n(n — 2)2K?2
2nK [ 2%+ 6x(n—2)K + 2n(n — 2)2K? _z(n—2)
Va2 4 8x(n — 2)K +4n(n — 2)2K?2 n .

n—2

- n—2
Combining the two equations above, we obtain

nK(a+ xd') — ald — zd')
2nk ( 22+ 62(n —2)K + 2n(n — 2)2 K> _a(n-2) 2 —2(n—2)K>
V24 8x(n — 2)K + 4n(n — 2)2K?2 n n
onK ( 22+ 6x(n — 2)K + 2n(n — 2)?K> e —2(n— 2)K>
V24 8x(n — 2)K + 4n(n — 2)2K?2
_ onK <x2 +6z(n —2)K + 2n(n — 2)2K?)a — (v + 2(n — 2)K)a?(n — 2))
(n— 2)2 2

:n—2

n—2

a
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_ 2nK (:1:2 + 6x(n — 2)[?_—1— 2n(n — 2)2[_(2_)2 —(z+2(n - 2)[_()_2)a2(n — 2)2) (3.5)
(n—=2)2\ (224 6x(n—2)K 4 2n(n —2)2K?)a+ (z + 2(n — 2)K)a?(n — 2)

Working solely on the numerator and using (B.1]), we see that

(nQT[;p (% + 6x(n — 2)K + 2n(n — 2)°K?)* — (z + 2(n — 2)K)*)a’(n — 2)?)
% (22 + 62(n — 2)K + 2n(n - 2)°K*)?

— (x4 2(n — 2)K)?)(2? + 82K (n — 2) + dn(n — 2)2f<2))

% ((8n — 32)x(n — 2)° K* + n(4n — 16)(n — 2)*'K*)

=8n(n —4)(n—2)(2z +n(n — 2)K)K*.
From (3.3]) and (3.6]), we have that

(3.6)

2nK <:1:2 +62(n —2)K + 2n(n — 2)2K?)? — (z + 2(n — 2)K)?)a*(n — 2)2)
(n—2)2 \ (22 +6x(n —2)K + 2n(n — 2)2K2)a + (v + 2(n — 2)K)a%(n — 2)

B 8n(n —4)(n —2)(2z +n(n — 2)K)K*
(22 + 6z(n — 2)K + 2n(n — 2)2K2)a + (z + 2(n — 2)K)a2(n — 2)
8n(n —4)(n — 2)2K*

T (x4 VB8 +2VAn(n — 2)K)?

The last inequality above is equivalent to

z® + <4\/8+2\/ﬂ—|—n— 10) 2*(n —2)K + 2 <2\/E+n\/8+2\/E—2n—8) z(n —2)°K?
+ (2\/@ — 8) n(n —2)°K? + 162 + 8n(n — 2)K
> (n — 2)a(x? + 6x(n — 2)K + 2n(n — 2)*K?).

iv) By setting A = (n —2)a = \/22 + 8x(n — 2)K + 4n(n — 2)2K2, we compute

o - 24+20(n —2)zK — 2)2K?
84 2 4n(n—2)K—3x+ 0(n ):c_+8n(n ) s
Va2 4 8z(n — 2)K + 4n(n — 2)2K?2
Bz +2v4n(n — 2)K)A — (327 + 20(n — 2)zK + 8n(n — 2)2K?)

A
(3z + 2v4n(n — 2)K)2A% — (322 + 20(n — 2)z K + 8n(n — 2)2K?)?
- d - — (3.7)
(3x 4+ 2v4n(n — 2)K)A? + (3z + 20(n — 2)zK + 8n(n — 2)2K?)A

Focusing solely on the numerator, we see that

(3x + 2v4n(n — 2)K)2A% — (32% 4+ 20(n — 2)xzK + 8n(n — 2)°K?)? = 122°(V4n — 4)(n — 2)K

10
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+8z(n — 2)K (g — 50+ 12\@) #(n — 2)K + 4n(n — 2)2K*(12v/4n — 48)x(n — 2)K
> (12(@ —4)(n— 2):16[_() A2, (3.8)
From (B.7) and (3.8]), we see that
 32% +20(n — 2)zK + 8n(n — 2)*°K”
Va2 4 8z(n — 2)K +4n(n — 2)2K?2
(12(V4n — 4)(n — 2)2K) A . 6(v/4n — 4)(n — 2)zK

= (32 + 2v4n(n — 2) K)A + (32 +20(n — 2)zK + 8n(n — 2)2K2) ~ 3z 4 2V4n(n —2)K
(3.9)

37+ 2V4n(n — 2)K

Then,

., X . 322 +20(n —2)zK + 8n(n —2)2K?  4x
204 — — +za = _
n (n—2)A n

_ (n—8)x 6(vV4n — 4)x K
< 2VAnK - n(n—2) 3z + 2V/4n(n — 2)K’

where the last inequality is equivalent to the last inequality in (3.9]).

v) We compute

’ 2(a+nf_()— (%Jréln\/ﬁf() (a+a—nK —xd)
n_

:niQ (2nK + 2d' — &) + 4ny/nK (nK +zd' — a — a) .

Using (8.2)) and (3.3), we have

T

n_2(QnR'—l—x&’—&)+4n\/ﬁf((nf(+x&’—&—a)

<k (k)

+ dny/n <nff + n(nzi %)~ <n(nz7i %) " 4K) - (n A 4K))

_ v (2nf(—4f()+4n\/ﬁf((nf(—8f(— ‘U)
n— 2 n— 2
2K _

_ 5 20V —n+2) +dny/n(n - 8) K.

n_

Lemma 3.2. Forx > 0 and n > 8, the following inequality holds.

i 3
(i — 2d') — nK (6 + &) + Py (2& Ty x&’) —SP <.
n

11
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Proof. We assume K = 1, without loss of generality. The discriminant of the binomial
satisfies

A:(Q&—ngx&’) V6(n(a+ zd') — a(a — xd))
B 2 PO VR Y TRt
nn—=2) 3z+2V2n(n—2) z+/8+2VAn(n—2)

using (iii) and (iv) from Lemma Bl We will prove that the above discriminant is negative.
We compute

<x s )) (2\/_ <(n - >23; B 3x(3+<%(§)f 2))
= (a; + m(n — 2)) <2\/_ (n o _8);))

- <a; +/8+2Vin(n — 2)) ” 45\2/32_;(;‘;)? )

< <x+ \/8 + 2V4n(n — 2)) <2\/_ ﬁ) — 6(V4n — 4)z~ 8;/[%‘/@ (3.10)

We need to show that for the last line of (B.I0), we have

<4y/n(n —2)\/3(n —4). (3.11)

The inequality (3.11]) is equivalent to
— 4
_ T8 ey <2\/4n - (4 B 3\ﬁ> 8+ 2\/471) v
n(n —2) n n
<2vn(n - 2) <\/12(n—4) - \/32+8\/4n). (3.12)

For # > 0 and n > 8, we will prove that the discriminant of (B.12)) in negative. It is enough
to show that

2V/4n — (4-—-3[)@ \/ \/W m)<0

(3.13)

4—8_3,/4 /
We set g(n) = @ =2-2- % and h(n) = 8+2 o 2 4+ \/15 From the

monotonicity of g(n) and h(n), for 8 <mn < 100, we have the followmg
2 1 4 3 2 1
L—gmh(n) =1-2( /=4 —+ =+ =) ,/2+—
g(n)h(n) n+\/ﬁ+<n+\/ﬁ) n+\/ﬁ

12
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<1-2 2 + ! + <4 + ; ) . + !
- 100~ /100 8 V8 8 8
= 1.52 = v2.31.

On the other hand, for 8 < n < 100, we have

D R (o D007 %)

2 5 = —+—=
(2, /4n) 2 n n n n
1 4 32 16 4 4 4 /32 16
< = 21— — | —4/—=+ — | — —4 /121 — = =+ —
-2 (\/ ( 100) 100 + \/100> 100 ( 8) + 8\ 8 + 8
< 2.46
and so,

o< (3-2) (Jfu(i-2)- 2o B)om 6w

In the same way,

1 4 4 2 1
1.249 < (— - —) <\/12 (1 — —) — \/3— + —6> < 1.787, for n > 101. (3.15)
2 n n n o \/n

92.31 <n<1
Setkn:{ 31, 8<n <100,

1249, 1> 101, The following inequalities follow from (B.14]) and (B.15])

1—g(n

g(n)h(n) < V'kn,
1 4 4 32 16
k., - — = R2(1——)—/—+—],
<<2 n) (\/ ( n) \/n+\/ﬁ>
which means that ([B.13)) is satisfied and this completes the proof. O

We denote @’ (|H|?) and a” (|H|*) by @ and a”, respectively. Then the evolution equation of
a satisfies

0 _
570 = Aa+ 24/ - (=|VH]> + Ry + nK|H|*) — " - |V|H|*”. (3.16)

For0<€<<#,set

|H*

5+ dny/nK, (3.17)

13
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where from (3:2]) and (3:3]), we have
w > na > a.

In the following theorem, we prove the preservation of the quartic pinching condition under
the mean curvature flow.

Proposition 3.3 (cf.[26], Proposition 3.2). Let Fy : M — S™™ <#> be an n-dimensional,

compact submanifold immersed in the sphere, n > 8, m > 2. Suppose there exists 0 < € K
1
—7z, such that

|A? < a(|H]?) — ew. (3.18)
Then, B.I8) holds along the mean curvature flow for every t € [0,T), where T < co.
Proof. Let f = |A]> — 4 + ew. By 23), @19) and 310), we have
o 2 _ o
(8, — A) f = —2|VAP +2 (a’ — %) |\VH|? +a"|V|H** + 2R, — ~R, — 2nK|AJ?
g —
—2(d - —— | (R K|H|?
<a n— 2) ( 2 +n | ‘ )

2 _1 o o 1 r >
<o 2= o € +2(HPA ) |VH)?+2|A)2 (|AP? + = |H|? — nK
n(n+2) n—2 n

o 1 3 i € . 1 _
+ 2P (2JAP — —|H)* — =P ) —2 (& — —— | - |HP [ |AP + ~|H* +nK — P, | .
n 2 n—2 n

From Lemma B (ii), the coefficient of |V H|? is negative. Replacing |A|? with f + & — ew,
the above formula becomes

1 _ HP?

(0, — A) f < 2f (2&+—|H\2—nK—&’|H\2+2P2+5 < | |2 —2w)) +2f?
n n —

v 2(a (i — [HP) - nK (a+ |H]Q))

1 H|? 3
+2P2 2&——|H‘2+|H‘2&/—8 | | —|—2w ——P2
n n— 2 2

HJ? " - HY?
+25(| |2-(a+nK)—w(a+&—nK—&’|H|2))+252w<w—| | )

n—2

From Lemma B3] (v) and the choice of e, we have

n—= n—2

H|? - - H|?
€<| ‘2-(a+nK)—w(a+&—nK—&'|H|2))+52w<w—‘ | )

n —

H? - - X
:5(‘ |2-(a+nK)—w(a+&—nK—&'|H|2)+4n\/ﬁK5W)

14
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_ HI’K
< 2e <2n\/ﬁK2(n — 8 +4eny/n) — 4] 5 (2nvn —n+2— 25n\/ﬁ))
n_
\HIQK

< 2 <2n\/ﬁK2(n —4) — (2n\/ﬁ — n))

where the last inequality comes from the fact that ¢ < \/_ So, using Lemma B] (iii), we
have

2 <2n\/ﬁK2(n—4) PR o - >):64€n2ﬁ ( DE |HP 2ym—1 )

16n 2y/n(n — 2)
5 —= [ nln—4)(n—2)2K3 |H|? 2y/n—1
< 64en ﬂK<(|H|2+4n(n—2)K)2 16n 2y/n(n — 2 )

R n(n —4)(n — 2)?°K?
< Glen’ynk <(|H|2 +dn(n — 2)K)2>

8n(n —4)(n — 2)2K*

< 8n*y/ne —
<|H\2 + V8 + 2vAn(n — 2)K)

(3.19)

From (3.19), Lemmas B.T] (iii), B.2l and the choice of ¢, we have

_ 1 H|? 3
a(a—|HPd) —nK (a+ |Hd) + P (2& — —|H*+ |H*d — ¢ < | |2 + 2w) — 5132)
n n —

|H|? _ N, 5 |H?
+5<n_2(a+nK)—w(a+a—nK—a'|H|) +c*w R

_ 1 3
<a(a—|HPd) —nK (a+|H[d) + Py <2& — —|H* + |H|2&’) — 5Pg
n

8n(n — 4)(n — 2)2K*

+ 8n%\/ne —
(|H|2 + /8 + 2v/An(n — 2)K)
< 0,
for € — 0. The proposition follows from the maximum principle. O

4 Gradient estimates

This section presents a proof of the gradient estimate for the mean curvature flow. We
establish this estimate directly from the quartic curvature bound |A|* < a — ew, without
relying on the asymptotic cylindrical estimates. In fact, we demonstrate that the cylindrical
estimates follow as a consequence of the gradient estimates we derive here.

15
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The gradient estimates are pointwise estimates that rely solely on the mean curvature (or,
equivalently, the second fundamental form) at a point and not on the maximum of curvature,
as is the case with more general parabolic-type derivative estimates. The importance of these
estimates is that they allow us to control the mean curvature and, hence, the full second
fundamental form on a neighbourhood of fixed size.

Theorem 4.1 (cf.[12], Section 6). Let My, t € [0,T') be a closed n-dimensional, quadratically
bounded solution to the mean curvature flow in S"*™, that is

|A]? —a +ew < 0.

Then, there exists a constant y1 = y1(n, My) and a constant v2 = v2(n, M), such that the
flow satisfies the uniform estimate

VAP < lA* + 7y,
for everyt € [0,T).

Proof. We consider here the evolution equation for ‘VQQ‘Q, where g = a—|A]* —ew > 0. Since

|A]* —a < 0 and M, is compact, there exists an n(M;) > 0, C,(M,) > 0, so that

a(l—n) —|A]* > C, > 0.

Hence, we set g = a — |A]> > na > n|A|? > e1]A|]* + &2, where £; <  and €3 > 0. From
Proposition [3.3] we get

€

2 _
(0, —A)g=2 (\VAP - (&’ — 5+ 2\H|2&”) |VH|2) — 2R + ERQ + 2nK|AJ?

> 2 (|VA|2 - <a/ - ﬁ + 2\H|2&”> \VH\?) .

Using Lemma 2.3 and Lemma B.1] (ii), we arrive at

0 -8y 22 (9ap - (B - =) )

n(n +2)

(e

2(n+2)
3n

> VAP,

where it remains positive for any n. The evolution equation for |V A|? is given by

(0, — A) [VA]? < —2|V2AP2 + c| A2 VA2 + d| VA=

16
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If w, z satisfy the evolution equations dyw = Aw + W and 0,z = Az + Z, then we find

2
(at—A)9:g<v (3),Vz>+l— Wy oV Vz) ulVeE W w
z z z

z 22 22 23 z 22

Furthermore, for any function g, we have by Kato’s inequality
2 2 1 2 2 2 412
(Vg, VIVAF) < 2|Vg||[V7A[|[VA| < §|V9| VA + g|V=AJ™.

We then get
VAP

2 2 2 2 2
—EHﬁAP+§<VaV< )>S—EHﬁAF—;ﬂvmﬂVAP+§ﬂVaVHUW>su

Then, if we let w = |[VA]? and z = ¢, with W < —2|V2A|? + ¢|A|?|VA|? + d|VA|* and
Z > %|VA|2, we get

A2 2 Al? 1
(0, — A) ‘Vg | < ; <Vg, \Y ('Vg | )> + 5(—2\V2A\2 + c|AP|VA]? +d|VAP)

_2(n+2) VA
3n g2
Al? A2 2 2) |[VA*
< qaplVAE VAR 200+ 2) VA"
g n g°
We repeat the above computation with w = M, z =g,

W < c|A]?

2

VAP, VAP 2(n+2) VA
g 3n g

and Z > 0, to get

Al? 2 Al? 1 Al2 A2 92 9 A4
0, - ay VAL 2 /gy o (IVAENY |1 (g gpVAE | IVAR 20 +2)[VATY
g* g g g 3n g*

9 "9
The nonlinearity then is

VAP

92

2
<C|A\2—|—d— 2(n+2) |VA| )

an g
Since g > &1|A|* + &4, there exists a constant N, such that
Ng > c|A* +d.

Hence, by the maximum principle, there exists a constant (with 7,1, ey chosen sufficiently
small so that N is sufficiently large, this estimate holds at the initial time), such that
|VA|? < 3nN
9> T 2(n+2)

17
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Therefore, we see there exists a constant C = Q?n"ﬁ) = C(n, M,), such that

AQ
\ng\ e

and from the definition of g, we get the result of the lemma. O

Theorem 4.2 ([24], Theorem 4.2). Let My, t € [0,T) be a solution of the mean curvature
flow. Then, there exist constants v3,v4 depending only on the dimension, so that

[V2AI? < 73l A1° + 7,

for any t € [0,T).

Higher order estimates on |V™A| for all m follow by an analogous method. Furthermore, we
derive estimates on the time derivative of the second fundamental form, since

0,A] = |AA+ Ax Ax A < C|V?A| + C|A]P < c1| AP + ¢

5 Convergence for finite time

In this section, we use a blow up argument to prove a codimension and a cylindrical estimate.
In particular, we show that in regions of high curvature, the submanifold becomes approx-
imately codimension one, quantitatively, and is weakly convex and moves by translation or
is a self shrinker.

We need the evolution equation of the quantity iy Firstly, we separate the second funda-
mental form in the principal direction and the second fundamental form in the orthogonal
direction and compute their evolution equations separately. Later, we find estimates for the
reaction and gradient terms, as well as for the lower order terms. Since in the limit the
background space is Euclidean, the result will follow from the maximum principle.

Lastly, we give a full classification for singularity models of quartically pinched solutions in
high codimension mean curvature flow.

5.1 The evolution of #

Here, we compute the evolution equation of the quantity %. In order to prove the codi-
mension estimate, we need good estimates for the reaction terms in this equation. These are
proven following Andrews-Baker. From (2.2) and (23]), we have that the projection (A, H)
satisfies

] 15 pg* Tpg

(0 — A)AGH® = =2) "V, AV, H* +2 Y H*AJAD A2
yyes

P,q,0,3

18
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ST HO(AD AP AD - A8 AD A — 248 AP A% ) 4+ 2K|H gy,

iq* tqp* 'pj Jjq* tqp*pi ip*tjiqt pgq
P,q,0,

The first of the reaction terms can be split into a hypersurface and a codimension component,
as follows:

2> HYAJAD A = 2[H|[hPhi; +2 > [HIASAS b,

7 PqT Pq )7 Pq
P,q,0.8 P,q,0>2

Similarly, the remaining reaction terms can be written as

> HO(ALAD A + AJ AD A —2A0 AU AC ) = N | HIAG Ay + > |HIASAS

ig* qp* *pj Jjg* qp*pi ip“ jq pq iq“ Mqp Jjqa“ qp
P,q,2,3 p,q,>2 P,q,>2
(e} (3
—2 3" [HIAG A By,
»,q,0>2
Therefore,

(0, — A)ALH® = —QZV ASNVH® + 2| H||hPhij +2 Y [Hlhyg(AG A, — A% A )

1]°"Pq w9
p,q,a>2
- Z [HIAGAS by + > |H|AZ A% by + 2K |H|?g,;.
p,q,00>2 »,q,0>2

For a positive function f, we have

(0 = D)V f = 4f3/2|Vf|2 50 = D),

1
2Vf

hence the quantity v/f = |H| satisfies

. 212 4 2 2
(0, — &)/ = 4|H‘3|V|H|| a7 2V HP + 21A B + 20K | HP)
R VHP (AP
H, N H)(H,V,H) — + +nK|H|.

Inserting the identities |<A\§I>| = |h|*|H| and

VAP 1 oy - VAP 2 | |
i +‘H|3<HVH><H,V1H>— i |H||Vu|” + |H‘<V1,VH><V1,V2H>
= —|H|[Vi]?,

we obtain
(0 = M)H| = || H| + nK|H| — |H||Vin|*.
For a tensor B;; divided by a positive scalar function f, there holds

@ -2 = L, ap, - i, - ayp 2<VB”?VJ‘>'

fo /2 N f

19
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Therefore, dividing (A;;, H) by |H|, we obtain

ijs

(O — Dby = [BPhij +2 > hpg(AGAS — A A%+ > A% AL by + 2| H| ™ (Vhyy, V| H])

1j* pq ip Jq 1q* "qp
P,q,00>2 P,q,0>2
+ Y A% A% by + 2K(|H|giy — nKhi; — 2| H|(V Ay, VH) + hi;|Vin |

P,q,a>2

We simplify the gradient terms by decomposing

—2(V Ay, VH> —2(Vhivy + hijVu + VA, V|H|, + 2|H| Vi)

75

—2(Vh;, V|H|) — 2|H|hij|Vin|* = 2(VA;, V|H|n) — 2| H|(VA;, Vir)
and so obtain
(0 = A)hij = [BPhij +2 > hpg(AGAS — AZ A%+ > AL A by — 2(V A, Vi)
P,q,00>2 P,q,0>2
+ Y AC A b+ 2K | H gy — nE hy — hy| V| = 2|H| TNV A, V[H|vy).
p,q,a>2

Next, we compute

(8, — A)|h? = 22% . —2|Vh|?
—2\h\4+42\hUAU|2 43 hyhp A AS +4 ) hyhy AT A
1,7,D0,4,0¢>2 %,7,p,q,0>2
+4K|H\2—2nK|h|2 2Vh|* = 2|h[*[Vin|* = 4 | H| " hii (VA VIH|1)
2

—4) " hi(VA;, Vi),

/[:7.7

and following Naff in [20], rewrite

4 hyhpy ARAY — 4 Y hyhp AR AS =2 (hi Ay — higAs, by Ay, — hyg AL
4,J,0,q,0>2 4,J,0,q,0>2 1,7,0,9
=2 |hpA,; — hip A
4,5,p
Hence,

(0 — DB =20h[* + 4 |hi AG1P+ 2D hipAy; — hj AL® + 4K|H|? — 2nK|h)?

i,J 4,3,P
—2|Vh? = 2[nP|Vin* =4 " |H|hiy (VA VI[H|py) — 4> hi(VA;, Vi)
i,3 2%
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and since |A7|? = |A|* — |h|?,

(0 = DA™ = 2(A, AP = 20h|* = 4 [hi Al + 2[R =2 |hipAy; — hjpAL |
i, ,5,p
—2nK|A™|? = 2|VA|® + 2|Vh|* + 2|h|*| V14 |?
+4) C|H|[ i (VAL VIH ) + 4 hi(VA;

2 i,

VV1>.

K

The reaction terms can be simplified by observing
2(A, AP —2Anf* =4 |y AGP =2(A7, A7)
0,
and (recalling the decomposition of Rt carried out above)
AR =2 " |hipAy — hipAnl® =2 |hipAy — hjp AL +2) AL @ Ay — Aj, @ AP,
0,J,P 0,J,P 0,J,p
hence
(O = A)ATP =2 (A7, AP +2> Ay — hipAnP +2> A, @ A — A @ A

4,J,p 4,9,p

— 2nK|A™|? = 2|VA]* + 2|VhA|* + 2|h*| Vi, |?

+ 4 |H|[ i (VAL VIH ) + 4 hif(VAG, V).
2,] 2
Since VA = Vhv, + hViy + VA, we compute
VA = 2|VAP + 2’|V |* + 2] VAT ? + 4 " hiy(VA;, Vi) +4> (VA Vhi)
i, 2

and so obtain

(O — A)|A = 2/(A" A +2 3 [hipAy, — AP + 2314, © Ay — 45, 0 A2
i.j,p i.J,p

—2K[|AT P —2|VAT P —4) (VA Vhjn) +4 > |H|[hi(VA;

2,J ,J

V|H|V1>

50

Differentiating (A, 1) = 0, we see the last two gradient terms may be expressed as

’lj’

—4) (VA Vhi) +4> [H| hi (VA V| H|vy)
1,J i,J
= = (4Vyhy; — 4[H| " hi; Vi H|) (Vi Ay, 1)
4,5,k
= > (AVihi; — A[H| " hi; Vi H|) (A, Vin)
4,5,k
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and consequently,

( |A |2_22 | z]) ;q>|2+22|hlpA h]pApz|2+2Z|Azp®A_ _A ®A |2
1,3,0,9 1,3,p 4,J,p
—2K[A™ P = 2|VA P+ ) (4Vihy; — 4|H| " hi; Vi H|)(A;, Virn).
4,5,k
Since 0 < f = —|A|? + a — ew, from Proposition B3] and sending ¢ — 0, we have

2 _ _
(0, — A) f =2|V+TAP? — 20/ |VH|* — &"|V|H|*)? — 2R, + ERQ + 2nK|A]? + 24’ (Ry +nK|H|?)

1 _
> 2 (|[VA]? = (&' +2|H|?d") |[VH|?) — 2Ry + 2 (5 + &/) Ry + 2nK|AJ?
2(n—1)
2 |VAP> = ——=|vVH|?
> 2 (VA - 2 ')

—|—2<<%—|—&/>Z 1]7 Z ‘ Z]7 ‘2_Z|RZJ_;|2>
i,J

1,7 ,J:P5q

and so, from Lemma [B.1] (ii) and Kato inequality (2.3)), we have

A~ 2 1 —12
(8t—A)‘ | =— (0, —A)|AT|? - |A” |2 (0 )f+2<V| | ,Vlogf>
f f f
o7 <Z [(AG A2+ 37 [hip Ay — hip AP + 30145 © A7, — A5, ® AP —nK '“2)
1,J,0,q 4,J,p 4,J,p
2
+ 7 (—IVlz‘l_l2 +2) (Vihij — |H| " hi; Vi H)(A;, Vv >>
0,5,k
52
_|A |2F (( +(]’)Z| Zj7 Z| Zj? |2_Z|RZJ_;|2>
1,5,0,q 1,J
2 s 2(n—1) 2 ‘A_‘Z
|A | <|VA| 7n(n+2)|VH| +2(V 7 ,Viog f ). (5.1)

5.2 Codimension estimate

The goal for this subsection is to prove Theorem [5:9] Using a series of lemmas, we derive

a suitable estimate of the evolution equation of ol f that was computed above, which is

needed for the codimension estimate at the end of this subsection. Specifically, we prove the
following.

A2 A2 2 A2

(@-A)‘f‘ <2<V|f|,V10gf> 5‘f‘ (t—A)f—l—C%—i—

., (5.2)
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where C, C’ depend on the background curvature R, the dimension of the submanifold n, K

and ¢,, where ¢, = —.

We begin by estimating the reaction terms. In the following lemma, the first estimate is
proven in [2], Section 3 and the second estimate is a matrix inequality, which is Lemma 3.3

n [17].

Lemma 5.1.

S hi A+ 3T IRE )P < 2P AT + 3 |Ryg(m1) 2 + 4Ry ()[R A7, (5.3)
(2] i,J (2]
3
2 WAG Al P+ IR < GlAT 4+ (Z\Rmaﬁ|2+4|&mmm |2> (5.4)
%,7,0,q a,B>2 ,]

Proof. Fix any point p € M and timet € [0,T). Let eq, ..., e, be an orthonormal basis which
identifies T, M = R" at time ¢ and then choose vs,...,1,, to be a basis of the orthogonal
complement of principal normal v4 in N,M at time t. For each 8 € {2,...,m}, define a
matrix Ag = (A, vg), whose components are given by (Ag);; = AZ

Then A~ =} ;., Asvp and h = (A,11). To prove (53), let Ar, ..., A, denote the eigenvalues

of h. Assume the orthonormal basis is an eigenbasis of h. We have

2 2
ICEES ) DLUMTRES ol Do) IS ol O SR
[2¥)

B>214,5,p,q B=>2 \ ij B=2 @

By Cauchy-Schwarz,

Z |hi AG1* <) (Z )\2> (Z .i)2> =[R2 (An)*. (5.5)

B>2 ) B>2 i
Using
D IR5m) Z|Rw )+ D NhaAy — hAg? +2) (R, A = hipAs)
2,] 1,5,k %,7,p

and (2.6) we have

S IREmIP =YY (ilikAfk ]kAlk> +Z|Rw )2 423 (Rij(n), hipAs, — hipAs)
i,J

B>2 .5,k i,4,p

:ZZO‘F _'_Z‘RU V1 ‘2+ZZ i (1), Jp thAi_p>
B>2 i,j 1,9,p

:ZZW—AJ ij +Z‘Riﬂ' v)| +2Z h Ai hJPA;p>'
B>2 i#j i.j i,4,p

23



A.A Vogiatzi Mean Curvature Flow in the Sphere

Since (A; — A\))? <2 (A2 +A2) < 2|h|2, we have
Z R P < 2P YD (A7) + D [Ris(v) P + 4| Ry ()|l A, (5.6)
B22 i#j 0,
Summing (5.5]) and (5.6]), we obtain

Z |hig A1 + Z RGP < P YD (AR 2107 D0 (AL + D | Ry(n)?
0]

B>2 i B>2 i#j
+ 4| Rij ()R] A7
< 2ARPIATP 4D [Ry(m) [ + 4Ry (m)[|h] A7,
i.J

which is (5.3). For a, 5 € {2,...,m}, we define

Sap =11 (AgAg) = Y AZAL and S, = |Al[P =) AfAL

L/ (/A
2,J,0 2,J,0

By letting S := Sy + -+ -+ S,, = |A7|?, we have
a go AB _ a AB a — 2
> iy 40 = 3 3 a3 (S agah) (L) - X st
0,5,P:4 1,5:p,q @, 22 a,f>2 Pq ,f>2
In addition, we may write
= 3 (s Aot T Rl 2 R 8, = 15,85 ).
a,52>2 4,J 4,J,P
where (AaAg),; = (Aa)y (Ap); = (Aa)y (Ap);, denotes standard matrix multiplication and
| - | is the usual square norm of the matrix. We see that inequality (5.4]) is equivalent to
3
D AaAs — AgAul+ ) 52, < 552. (5.7)
,f>2 a,f>2

Therefore, we have

3 D, D, a a
3 5 AR < AT 5 (Rl 423 R 13~ 155
03,0, 67,0822 p
3
TR <Z [ Rijasl? + 4 Rijasl | A~ |2>
a,B>2
If m = 2, inequality (5.4) is trivial since |R*|? = 0 and D iipa (A Ap) P = [AT[%,
If m > 3, inequality (5.7)) follows Lemma 3.3 in [I7]. This completes the proof. O
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As an immediate consequence of the previous lemma, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 5.2 (Upper bound for the reaction terms of (9; — A) |A™|?).

S 1 A + 1R+ DRSPSl [ 4 Y (Z|Rwﬁ|2+4|fzwﬁ||f4 |2>

1,3,P,q 1,J a,>2 \ 0,
+2[h[*JAT + Z 50+ 41 R ()| A7), (5-8)
irj
Proof. The proof follows from Lemma [B.1] O

Next, we express the reaction term in the evolution of f in terms of A™, ;L, and |H|. From
[B.2), since f = —|A|*> + a, observe that
0 1 1 _
|A]2 + |h]* + E|H|2 =|AP=~f+a<—f+ m|H|2+2\/ﬁK

1

2 o _
= (cp—— | |H = ——|H]?> |A|? + |h)* + f — 2VnK, (5.9)
n n(n —2)

1 _
|A|2:—f+a> —f+ﬁ|H|2+4K
1 2 . B
= (cn— = ||H?= ——|HP? < |[A7)>+ |h|> + f — 4K, (5.10)
n n(n —2)

where ¢, = ﬁ In the following lemma, we get a lower bound for the reaction terms in the
evolution of f.

Lemma 5.3 (Lower bound for the reaction terms of (0; — A) f).
For% <c, < ﬁ and n > 8, then

|Af|2<< )Z| Ay, H) = 3 1(Asg, Ayl —Zmu)

1,9,0,9

A~ . 5 - R R h|| A~
_—| f| (Z <Z|Rija5‘2+4‘Rija5||A ‘2> +QZ‘R2‘J‘(V1)‘2+8‘Rij<V1)HhHA |>
1,J

a,522 0]

f ne, — 1
+
ne

2
_ A7 < L o VRE (A2 +2f) + ”le\hﬁz\/m()

S[RPATP. (5.11)

A74
A+

n —

Proof. We do a computation that is similar to a computation in [2], except we do not throw
away the pinching term f. By the following equations

[hf* = [h)” + |H\2,
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ZI i H)[? = [H?|h)?,
ZI iy A |h|4+22]h”AU] =3 (A AP

%,7,P,q ,J:P5q
23 RGP = 2) RS ()PP = [RHP 2 |RE(m)] = |RMP,
i,j 1,5 1,5

we have

La) S A B = S Ay, A —Z\R“—l L) H s (vd) AP

n VY pa e n n

Z7j Z7]7p7q
} ) 9 . 1 B
— At = |RM? - gIhIQIHI2 - EIHI4 - 22 IhijAszZ Z (A AP — 22 |Ri5(11)]
,J 1,3,0,9 ,J

1 1 1 1 1Y ¢ 1. .
— (@) -3 ) ((— ra) - —) P~ by g
n n n

23 Jhy AP = 2 IRE)E = Y (A AP — |RYP
,J ,J

,5,0,4

o2 _ . 1 1an 1 _
For|H|—)oo,wecanassumefrom@E),thata—n(n72)—cn Landso (£ 4d)—121=

@' = ¢, — =. Therefore, we can use (£9) to substitute in for [H|? and cancelling terms we
get

(34 @) Tl 1P = X Ity gL
2

,3,0,q

1 o _ _
> = (JA72 4B + £ = 2/nK ) |H + b (|A-|2 1+ f - MK)

1 : .
= SIRPIHE = | =23 i A =2 37 R ()P = 3 (45, A4p) = [R-P
2¥) %)

,3,0,q

= (7 + AP~ 2vAK) |H|2 " (f A - MK) h[?

=2 hiAGP =23 1RG0 = D7 (A, = R
i,j i,

,3,0:q

Using (5.9) once more for the remaining factor of |H|? gives

(%—i_&/) Z‘<Aij7H>|2_ Z [(Aij, Apq ‘ _Z‘Rl2
1,J

4,J,D,q
1 _ _ 1\ ! - . _ - .
>g(f+|A ? — 2y/nK) <cn—g> (f+1]A |2+|h|2—2\/ﬁK)+(f+\A 2 —2y/nK) |h?
—QZ\ﬁszZj\Q—QZIRi;( ZI A — |k
1,J 1,J

4,7,0,4
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| AT

ne, —

=L R AP R - aVaR) + SR

ne, — 1 L —

ne, _ oo — 19 T L 2
_12\/5KW - n_12\/ﬁK\A | —Q;WUAZ-H —2;\%(%)

A74
AT+

ney
12
- Z ‘ z]? ‘R |
4,3,0,9
By the two estimates in Lemma 5.1l we have

2> |hi AP+ 2 IR+ D A A P+ R < ARPIAT P +2) | Rij(m)?
i3 i,J

1,J,0,4 Y]

_ T _ _ _
+ 8| Ry () A A7 + AT+ D (Z\Rm?%l&jam\fl I2)-
1,7

a,B3>2
Therefore,
1 _ ne, P o
AT O AP = 23 AP - 2 ST RGP — S 1A, A~ R
n i,J 1,J 1,7,0,4
1 3 ne ° _
> — =) A n 4 |nPATF -2 i (1)]?
— 8| Ry (m) |1 A7 = (Z | Rijas|” +4\Rija5||A\2> :
a,8>2 \ iy
For ¢, < ﬁ and n > 8, we have
1 3 nec
—=>0 —4>0
ne,—1 2~ nc,— -

Consequently, we have

<%+&/> Z|<Aij,H>|2— Z (A, Apg) | _Z|R¢ 2
0,

1,7,P,9
i - \h|?2v/nK — 2 > IRy ()P
(2]

VAR (AP 2p) -

— 8 Ry (m)|[hl] A7 = > <Z|Rz-mﬁ|2+4|f‘%w||A‘|2> -

a,B>2 \ ij
Multiplying both sides by , we have
AP
7 Z\ (A, H)* = Y Ay, Ay = Y 1RGP
1,J,P,4 0,
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AP o . - P R || A
_ f| (Z (Z|Rz‘jaﬁ|2+4|Rijaﬁ||A |2> +2) Ry (1) + 8| Ry (11)[]1] | A |>
i

a,B>2 1,J
A~ 1 _ n 2 _
_ A7 2K (A2 +2f) + — " |h[?2y/nK
f ne, — 1 ne, — 1
A~ 4 ;ol 2 A~ 2
AT A
A2 - o - .
7 ST D Ryasl® + 4 Rijasl | AP | +2) Ry (11)[? + 8| Ryj ()| 2| A”
a,B8>2 \ 4,j 1,J
A~ 1 _ n 2 _
_ A7 2vnK (JA~]*+2f) + "o \hP2v/nK
f neéy — 1 nc, — 1
A~ 4 en ;ol 2 A~ 2
AT AT
and this completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.4 (Reaction term estimate).
]f0<5§%cmd%<cn§$, then

S WG A g < 1 EL((24 )Z\

,J:p,q f
A2 _ _
=3 A AP - RSP + (1+<1 D> (Z\Rijaﬁ|2+4|&mﬁuf1|2)
,J,p,q i,J a,B>2 \ 4,j
A2 1 _ 5 0 3o _
+(1—5)‘ f‘ (ncn— 12\/51((|A*| +2f) + nczc_ 1|h| 2\/51()
A~ _ _ o

Proof. In view of (5.8) and (5.IT)), we have

Z| A |2+|RL2+Z|R (1_5)|Af\2(< )Z| i, H

,J:p,q
= > (A, AP —Zmi 2)
iqu
2(1 —
< g atipa - 222 4 g)

B AT
—1

n

+ ) <Z | Rijas|” +4\E’ija5HA\2> + ) IRy (1) + 4| Ryj ()| R | A

@22 \ i,j i,J
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,J

AP o . - P R || A
+ ( | f| ( (ZIRijaﬁ|2+4lRimﬁ||A |2> +2)  [Ry(m)[ + 8| Ri; ()] |h]| A |>
aﬂ>2

|A |2 = —12 Nncp 52 7
+ 2\/EK(|A >+ 2f) + |h|22v/nK
f ne, — ne, — 1
3 ]. 5) 4 ncn 7 2 —12
—(2 )i+ (2= =020 ) hPla
A ] o
+(1+a—&L7L)§j(}ju%wP+M&NMA|ﬁ
a,B3>2 ©,]

+(1+ﬂ—&ﬂ%i)<§]RMMW+4WMMNMMW>

4,J

+(1—5)|A|2( ! 2vnK (|JA7)* 4+ 2f) +
f ne, — 1

1 . 1
For ¢, < — and if 0 < 5, we have

» 1|iL|22¢ﬁf<) .

3 2(1-90) 3 nep (1 —9)
o <2 _6(1-4) < T e y(1-9) <
31 S5 600 <0 and 2 TEE <9 -4(1-0) <0,

which gives (.12)). 0O

We will show that the rest of the gradient terms satisfy the following:

- _ A 2(n—1)
1 1 1 1

f
AP

)Qﬁf_ﬂVLVﬂQ + (1 =6)(n—2) A

AP

ijk
(n—1)(n—2
n+2

2\/EK|VLV1|2.

2(n—1)
n(n+2)’

3
n+2"

For the gradient terms, we denote ¢, = where % <cp <

Lemma 5.5 (Lower bound for Bochner term of (9; — A) |A™|?).

If £ <&y < 25 and & < ¢ < 5, then

g (DB Y (-2, :
LA-12 > (n _ 2oL, |2 2 _ 1,2
oAz (V0D o) v+ P s — o) 9

Proof. We begin by applying Young’s inequality
S IVEAG + hp Vi P = [VEAT P+ 2> (VEAL b Vi) + |02 V)

i?j7k“ i?j7k“

< 2IVEAT P 4 21h)2 V2
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Multiplying both sides of (&.9]) by (777}-2)7271731)7 gives

2(n—1)
(n+2) (ne, — 1)

. _nl)f;_ 2) <f AT 4 |h)? - 2\/@‘() .

CulH? >

(f+1A71 + A - 2vnE)

In view of (2.I7), our observations give us that

(n—1)(n—2
n+2

D (41472 4 b2 = 20K ) (V4] < 2095472 4 2029 4

Subtracting the 2|2 Vv |2 term on the right-hand side gives

(n—1)(n—2) —2 oL, (2 (n—1)(n—-2) F121oL,, |2
e Y S | A R e Ik
< 2|VEATP
which gives the estimate of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.6 (Lower bound for Bochner term of (0; — A) f).

]f% < ¢, < ﬁ, then
A2 n+2A"|? B
oL (9 ap = ) 2 T2 LS (0 A+ (0 - DA P19 P
1,5,k
A~ _
—(n—2)| " 2V K|Vt 2.

f

Proof. Using (2.10) and (2I1]), we have
VAP = &V HP =) (VA1) + Vihl® = 6| VIH]P

1,7,k
+ Y CIVEAG + hpVin|? — & HP |V .
4,5,k

Note that by (271), (2.8) and ([2.I6) we have

_ 5 0 n—4
ST A 1)+ Vi — Gl VI = 3 (T A )2 — - gy

i,3,k i,k n(n+2)
z( )Zw Ay )P
n—l Y
n 4+ 2
=51 ZW Aje, )2
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In view of (ZI3]) and (5.9), we have

~ _ B 3 N
N IVEAG 4 hp Vi = & BV ) > (m - cn) |H[2| Vo |2
/[:7j7k
n—2
>
- 2

(f — 2v/nEK) |Vt |2

Thus, by the three previous computations, we have

A2 5 n—|—2 A
| f‘ (|VLA|2 Cn|viH|2) | Z| le]k,V1>|
4,5,k
A2 _
+n- 2)u(f — 2RV
n+2 |A _
= e S (T A )P+ (1= DA PV
1,5,k
2
+(2 - )| | 2vVnK |Vt |,
which gives the desired result. O
Lemma 5.7 (Upper bound for gradient term of (9, — A) [A~[*).

]fn <c, < n_2, then

. . 2 A2
.. - 1 < L 2 n+ L 9
4ZQZJ’€<AU’V’€V1> <2{(VATmP+ <2a2+2a3(n—1)(n—2)) f (VoA )

2 2 o
+ 2|A*|2\Vl1/1\2 + a—f‘vll/ﬂz -+ a—|h|2\Vlul\2.
2 3

i?j7k“

Proof. Using the definition of Q;jr, we get
QI < VA, )|+ (VEA™, m)| + |H [T RV | H]|. (5.13)

It easily follows from the definition of f and (5.9) that

1 _ _
f< <cn——) |H|? 4+ 2¢/nK < |H|* 4 2¢/nK.
n

2
n(n — 2)

For . Consequently, using (2.16]), we obtain
AP n(n + 2 2 A|? . n+2 |A~ |2 )
||H||2 VIHIF < En - 1; n(n —2) | f| (VEA )P = n—1(n-2) f (VEA )P

(5.14)
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Then,

|<A77VJ—V1>‘2:Z<AU7VJ_ Z VlcylvVﬁ)
J,k B

0J
and (B.13) gives

43" Quil A, Vi) < 41QII(A™, V)|

i?j7k“

A (JVEA, )|+ (VA i) + L HI RV L) A7 ][9],

Now to each of these three summed terms above we apply Young’s inequality with constants
ai, as,az > 0. Specifically, we have

2
AUVFAT, )| |AT]IV ] < 20 [(VEAT, i) P + a—IA‘IZ\VlmF,
1
AUVEA, ) [|AT]| V| = 4|(VEA, 1) |A7|f%|VLV1| < 2a2|A7|2
vai f

o 2
(VA0 + = fV
2

13 _ AP?
A ATV 0] < 200l (91HIE + 2 PV
n+2 |A Y- 2, 2 0oL 2
2 VA, —I|h|7|V .
a3<n_1)<n_2> f |< V1>| +CL3| || V1|
Note we used (5.14) in the last inequality. Hence,
- - n+2 KNy
4y QA Virr) <20, (VEA™ v + (2a2+2a3 ) VA 1))?
2 2ol 2 2 L.,2 2 500l 2
+ — ATV [T+ = fIVIn[® + =V
aq Q9 as
Setting a; = 1 and keeping s and a3 as they are for now, we get the desired result. O

Finally, combining the conclusions of Lemma [5.5] and 5.7, we get the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8 (Gradient term estlmate)

]f%<6n§ <cn§ O<5<%andn>6 then

n+2’ n n3—Tn24+8n+4

A~ 2
42 Qiji (A7, V1) <2IVEA P4 2(1 - 5)% ([VEAP? = &,|V*THP)
i7j7k;

(n—1)(n—2
n+ 2

A

)2\/ﬁl‘<|viu1|2 +(1=0)(n—2) A

2VnK|Viu 2.
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Proof. Expanding |V+A~|? using (ZI2) and using the inequality of Lemma B35, gives us

2VEA2 = 2/ VEAT)2 4 2(VEA™, v) |2 > 2(VEA™ )2 + <(”_1T;_2) —2) A2V 2
n
—1)(n -2 _
D02 (42 4 f - 2RV
n—+2
Multiplying the result in Lemma [0l by (1 — ), gives
ENk Lg2 Lrr2 n+2|A i
21 = 0)1- (VAP = &l VHHP) 2 (1= 0) 7T VA
1.,
A _
+2(1—5)(n—2)|A*\2|VLV1|2—(1—5)(n—2)| f| 2v/nK |Vt |2
Putting these together, we get
A2
2|VEAT|? +2(1 — 5)% (IVEAP? = G,|VTH?) > 2(VEA, 1)
—1 -2 o —1 —2 _
+ ((n )(n ) _ 2) ‘h‘2|vj_yl|2_'_ (n )(n )(|A7|2_'_f_ 2\/’EK)|VJ‘V1‘2
n—+2 n+ 2
n+2|A” _
ra-gr 2L Z| (Vi Aje, )P 4+ 2(1 = 8)(n — 24T 0
>
—(1—5)(n—2)| f| 2v/nK |Vt 2.

On the other hand, the first result of Lemma [5.7] gives us that

- _ 2 |A~|? .
4 QuilAy, Vim) < 2[(VEAT, m) P + <2a2+2a3(n_1)(n_2)) (v A, )l

2 2
+ 2|A*|2\Vl1/1\2 + a—f‘vll/ﬂz -+ a—|h|2\Vlul\2.
2 3

i7j7k

Therefore, it only remains to compare the coefficients of like terms in the two inequalities
above. For the term |A~[2|V111]2, we have

(n—l)(n—Q)+2<1_5)<n_2)<:>5< 3n? —5n — 10

25 T CED D)

- n -+ 2

(5.15)

For ay and a3, we need at least

2 (m-1mn-2) . 2(n+2)

a5 n+2 2 T —2) — 2+ 2)’
2 (n—1)(n—-2)  2(n+2)
w n+2 T - Dm-2)
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Using these values for oy and ag, for the coefficients of %Kvifl, v1)|?, we need

n -+ 2 n—+ 2
2 2 <(1-
axt2a s e gy S (1-00
4 2 4 2)2 2
(n+2) N (n+2) §(1—5)n+
m=—1)mn-2) (n—1)n—-2)—2(n+2)(n—1)(n—2) n—1
4((n—1)(n—-2)—2(n+2))+4(n+2) <(1-4)
n=2)((n—=1)(n-2)—2(n+2)) —
nd —11n% +24n + 4
0 < . 5.16
oS n3 —7Tn?+8n+4 ( )
Also, from (5.15) and (5.16), we see that
nd —11n% + 24n + 4 3n% —5n — 10
< > 0.
nd—m?+8n+4 ~ 2(n—2)(n+2) =nz2b
All in all, we need n > 6, for all the inequalities to hold at the same time. O

Let 0 be sufficiently small so that each of our above calculations hold. We begin by splitting
off the desired nonpositive term in the evolution equation.

A-|2 A2
@ -2 :%@t—AnA|2—\A\2%<at—A>f+2<V' - ,VIogf>

A2 A-|2 A-|2
:2<V%,Vlogf>—5|f2| (@-A)H%(@—A)m|2—(1—5)|f2| 0, — A) f.

Using the previous calculations and (5.]), we have the following estimate.

O M)A - (=8P G- A)

2 |A~|? . 2 > 2
<2 (14 0= E) S (sl + a1l

f f a,B>2 2,]

2 2|A|? _ _ ;
+2 (1+<1—5> - ) (Z\wa+4\Rij<ul>uhuA—|>

‘A_‘Z 1 | ” —2 NCn 219 ”

21—l (ncn_12\/ﬁK(|A 2+ 2f)+ i wﬁK)

2 (=10 -2 it 2 AP

2 (D02, et ) + 002 (022 Eavariv )
<Cﬁ+0’,

S
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where C, C’ depend on the background curvature R, the dimension of the submanifold n, K
and c,. Thus, according to our previous calculations, and using Young’s inequality, we get
(52), which was our initial claim:

A7
f2

(at—A)ijC@jLC’.

(@—A)# <2<V‘A}|2,Vlogf> _5

Theorem 5.9 (Codimension estimate, cf.[24], Theorem 5.12). Let F' : M" x [0,T) —
Srtm (\/%) be a smooth solution to the mean curvature flow, so that Fy(p) = F(p,0) is

compact and quartically pinched, where n > 8 m > 2. Then, Ve > 0,dHy > 0, such that if
f > Hy, then

A P <ef+C.,

Vt € [0,T), where C. = C:(n, m).

Proof. Since M is quartically bounded and from (B.2]), there exist constants C, D, such that
|A=|> < Cf + D. Therefore, the above estimate holds for all ¢ > %. Indeed, from the (3.2,
we have |A]? < a < ¢,|H|* + 2y/nK and we can make a little bit more space so that

AT+ AT = AP < (cn = 0)[H|* = C5 + 2v/nK
and therefore,
S|H* < c,|H|? — |A]* + 2v/nK.

But since |A7|2 < |A|]? < ¢,|H|* + 2y/nK, we have % < % < §|H)? + %2\/5}_(, SO
from (B.2), we have

£|A’|2 < cp|H|)? + (1 + i) 2v/nK — | AJ?
Cn Cn
< —|AP+a+ <(1+£) 2\F—4)K
Cn

:f+<(1+%)2\/ﬁ—4)f(,

|A—|2s%”f+%"((1+ci) 2\/5—4)f<§€f+05.

which means that

Hence, let g9 denote the infimum of such ¢ for which the estimate is true and suppose €3 > 0.
We will prove the theorem by contradiction. Hence, let us assume that the conclusions of
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the theorem are not true. That is, there exists a family of mean curvature flow M¥ with
points (pg, tx) such that

o A e )P

k=00 fr(pr, te) ’ (5.17)

with g9 > 0 and fi(pg, &) — 0o. We perform a parabolic rescaling of M¥ in such a way that
fx at (pr, tx) becomes 1. If we consider the exponential map exp,: TS = R"* — §"* and
v a geodesic, then for a vector v € T3S, then

/ v _
exp,(v) =, (), 7'(0) = ) ond 7(0) = P = Fi(pr, tr)-

k

That is, if Fy is the parameterisation of the original flow My, we let 7 = and we

1
. T (Prstk)’
denote the rescaled flow by M, and we define its parameterisation by

Fi(p,7) = exp;ﬁ]j(pk’tk) oFy(p, P27 + ty).

In the Riemannian case, when we change the metric after dilation, we do not need to multiply
the immersion by the same constant as we would do in the Euclidean space. When we rescale
the background space, we see that

1 — _
Tk

where K is the sectional curvature of S**. In the same way,
|A|* = 72|A]® and |H|” =7 |H|”

Since d,, depends on n and the sectional curvature K, the new d, depends on n and K.
Hence,

7 ~2
dn - den.

For 7, — 0, the background Riemannian manifold will converge to its tangent plane in a
pointed C%Y Holder topology [25]. Therefore, we can work on the manifold S"™™ as we
would work in a Euclidean space. For simplicity, we choose for every flow a local co-ordinate
system centred at py. In these co-ordinates we can write 0 instead of py. Recall (2.I8). The

parabolic neighbourhoods P*(py, ty, 71 L, 720) in the original flow becomes fk((), 0,L,0). By
construction, each rescaled flow satisfies

F(0,0) =0, £,(0,0)=1. (5.18)
Indeed,

F(0,0) = expyg.0) ©Fx(0, 7} - 0) = 0,

i, 7) = —[Ak(p, 7] + @,
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2

= |4 2 AP | in —16)K"
= AP+ —5+ + (4n — 16)

Hilp, P21 +t)2  -\° _
— | Ax( p,rk7+tk)\2+\/(| P, 77 1 1)l +4K> + (40— 16)K?)

n—2

I
ﬁ>

— z< | A ( p,rk7+tk)|2+ak>
l%f (park7—+t/€)

and so

?k(0,0) = fkfk(ovo) =1,

since 7(0,0) = 1 from the change of coordinates. The gradient estimates give us

1 —
fk (070) o
uniform bounds (depending only on the pinching constant) on | Ax| and its derivatives up to

any order on a neighbourhood of the form fk((), 0,d,d) for a suitable d > 0. From Theorem
M1 we obtain gradient estimates on the second fundamental form in C*° on F;. Hence we
can apply Arzela-Ascoli (via the Langer-Breuning compactness theorem [5] and [13]) and
conclude there exists a subsequence converging in C*° to some limit flow which we denote
by M°° We analyse the limit flow M2>°. Note we have for the Weingarten map

(A1 (0, 7) = Pl AL L (0, P27 + 1),
so that

A0 0P _ A7 + )l

fr(p,7) felp, 73 + )
From (5.I7) and (5.I]), we see

A~ 2 ~

A OOT ., Foo=1

(0,
We claim
_ 9 -
A PF | _’“<(p’7;| <e Ve>¢g

Since f(0,0) = 1, it follows that |f| > Lin P>(0,0,r,r) for some r < d#. This is true since

any point (p,7) € M is the limit of points (P, tj,) € Mf and for every € > g¢ if we let
n =n(e,c,) < d¥ then for large k, M¥ is defined in

1 1 2
" <p]k’ ]k’fk<p]k7 ]k) ’<fk‘<pjk’tjk)) TI)’
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which implies

A (pi ti )|
|_k(p7—k’jk)|§€ V€>80.
fk:(pjk7tjk>

Hence the flow Mvtoo C R™™ has a space-time maximum &y for % at (0,0). The
A2 |

evolution equation for - is given by

A™)? A2 A2 A-|2 /
(8t_A)| f| §2<V| f| ,Vlogf>—5|f2| (8t—A)f+C%+C.

But in the limit our background space is Euclidean, therefore the background curvature
tensor is identically zero. So the evolution equation becomes

0 —A) - <2(V—=-,VI —6 (0 —A) f.
( ) 7 < 7 0gf> 7 ( ) f

attains a maximum ¢y at (0,0) by the strong maximum principle, then

. A2
Hence, since %

there exists this constant C depending up to n, K, such that ‘KT:P = C. Putting this into the
evolution equation, we have
C ~
0< —62 (0~ A) <0,
S
which means that we get C = 0 and therefore, |A~| = 0. This implies

A’—Q
| ~| =0 = ¢g,=0,

which is a contradiction. Hence, we obtain

A (pp. ti)]?
i A (s 1)
k=oo f1 (ks ti)

=0.

5.3 Cylindrical estimate

Here, we present estimates that demonstrate an improvement in curvature as we approach
a singularity. These estimates play a critical role in the analysis of high curvature regions in

geometric flows. In particular, in the high codimension setting, we prove that the pinching
|Al?

Vi approaches the ratio of the standard cylinder, which is —.

n—1

ratio
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Theorem 5.10 (Cylindrical estimate, cf.[12], cf.[24]). Let F' : M™ x [0,T) — S"™*™ (%)

VK
be a smooth solution to the mean curvature flow, so that Fy(p) = F(p,0) is compact and
quartically pinched with constant ¢, = ﬁ, where n > 8. Then Ve > 0,3H; > 0, such that

iof f > Hy, then
1
AP — ——|H* < e|H|* + C.,
n—1
Vt € [0,T), where C. = C.(n).
Proof. The proof follows closely the proof of Theorem (5.9l From (3.2), we have
1 _
A <a < ——|H[* + 2v/nK
n—2
and therefore, there exist constants C, D such that
1
|AP? = ——|H]* < C|H|> + D.
n—1
Hence, let £y denote the infimum of such e, for which the estimate is true and suppose ¢ > 0.
We will prove the theorem by contradiction. Hence, let us assume that the conclusions of

the theorem are not true. That is, there exists a family of mean curvature flow M¥ with
points (pg, k), such that

. (| Ak (P, ti)|* — 5| Hi(pr, t) )
k—oo \Hk(pk,tk)P

= €, (519)

with g9 > 0 and |Hg(pg, t)|*> — oo. We perform a parabolic rescaling of M¥ exactly as in
Theorem [£.9] which is in such a way that |Hy|* at (pg,tr) becomes 1. If we consider the
exponential map exp;: TS & R™ ™ — S"*™ and v a geodesic, then for a vector v € TS,
we have
v _
expy(0) = g (), 7(0) = 7 and (0) =5 = Fulpucte).

That is, if F}, is the parameterisation of the original flow M¥, we let 7, = and we

1
| Hp (i te)]?

denote the rescaled flow by Mf and we define its parameterisation by

Fi(p, 1) = exp;kl(pk’tk) oFy(p, 2T + ty,).

For 7, — 0, the background Riemannian manifold will converge to its tangent plane in a
pointed C%7 Hélder topology [25]. Therefore, we can work on the manifold S as we would
work in a Euclidean space. For simplicity, we choose for every flow a local co-ordinate system
centred at pg. In these co-ordinates we can write 0 instead of p,. The parabolic neighbour-
hoods P*(py, tr, 7+ L, 726) in the original flow becomes fk(O, 0,L,0). By construction, each
rescaled flow satisfies

Fr(0,0)=0, [HL0,0)*=1. (5.20)
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The gradient estimates give us uniform bounds (depending only on the pinching constant)

on |Ag| and its derivatives up to any order on a neighbourhood of the form fk((), 0,d,d) for a
suitable d > 0. From Theorem (4.1]), we obtain gradient estimates on the second fundamental
form in C* on F. Hence we can apply Arzela-Ascoli (via the Langer-Breuning compactness
theorem [5] and [13]) and conclude there exists a subsequence converging in C* to some limit

flow which we denote by M. From (5.19) and (5.20), we see

A(0,0)|? — 25| H(0,0 N
|A(0,0)] 1 1H(0,0)[7 e [HO.0P =1

|H(0,0)[?
We claim
Alp, )P = 51Hp, D> A, 7)) — 5 [Help, 7)1
— = lim — 5 <e Ve>ey.
|H(p,7)|? koo |Hp.(p,7)|

Since |H(0,0)|2 = 1, it follows that |H|2 > % in P>(0,0,r,r) for some r < d#. This is true

since any point (p,7) € M?" is the limit of pomts (Pjistj) € /\/lt and for every ¢ > gq if we
let n = (e, c,) < d¥ then for large k, M¥ is defined in

2
p b ) ,'77 ?7 )
o Jk ‘Hk<p.]k7 Jk)| ‘Hk(pjmtjk)P

|Zk(pjk7 ]k)| |H (p]k7 ]k)|2
|Hk(PJk, ok

which implies

<e Ve >eg.

|Alp,m) P — 25 |1 H(p,m)[?

Hence, the flow M C R™™ has a space-time maximum e for T at (0,0),
which implies that the flow le?o has a space-time maximum ﬁ + ¢ for % at (0,0).
Since the evolution equation for |‘f1|\22 is given by

a2 s (AP 2 AP

(0= )iz = VPV (i ) ) = e (V4P = {771V 21
2 A - A1
W (Rl |H|2R2) AR <1 BEIE

and knowing that —25|VH[?> < |[VAJ* and 1A

< ¢,, we arrive at

[H[?
2 ( L o A2
|VA]? — IVHI? | <0 and 4K (1—n < 0.
P |H|? |H|?
Furthermore, if |A‘ = ¢ < ¢, according to Lemma 2.3 in [23] and Proposition B3] we have
Al2
R1 ||H||2R2 R1 — CRQ
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2 1 _ 2 o 5 o 2 o4
Sﬁc—l/nvl |2f+<6—m) |h|2|A |2+<3_m> |A™| +2f|A+|2

<0.

Hence, the strong maximum principle applies to the evolution equation of % and shows

A2
that LiE

damental form is parallel and that |A~|* = \A_ |2 = 0, that is the submanifold is codimension

one. Finally, this shows locally M = S""7 x R? [15]. As |‘f1|\22 <cp < ﬁ, we can only have

is constant. The evolution equation then shows |[VAJ? = 0, that is the second fun-

s", S x R,

A2
|H|?

which gives = %, ﬁ # ﬁ + €9, €0 > 0, which gives a contradiction. O

6 Singularity models of quartically pinched solutions of
mean curvature flow in higher codimension

In this subsection, we derive a corollary from Theorem [5.9] which provides information about
the blow up models at the first singular time. Specifically, we show that these models can
be classified up to homothety.

Corollary 6.1 ([21, Corollary 1.4]). Let n > 5 and N > n. Let ¢, = -5 if n > 8 and

Cp = 2?:1(("11112)) if n = 5,6, or 7. Consider a closed, n-dimensional solution to the mean
curvature flow in RN initially satisfying |H| > 0 and |A]* < c,|H|?. At the first singular
time, the only possible blow-up limits are codimension one shrinking round spheres, shrinking

round cylinders and translating bowl solitons.

According to Theorem and Theorem .10, for F: M™ x [0,T) = S"™™™ n>8m >2a
smooth solution to mean curvature flow, so that Fy(p) = F(p,0) is compact and quartically
pinched, with ¢, = ﬁ, then Ve > 0,3H, H; > 0, such that if f > max{H, H,}, then

1
A7) <ef+C. and |A] - H|H|2 <elH*+C.,

Vt € [0,T), where C. = C.(n,m). At the first singular time, the only possible blow-up limits
are codimension one shrinking round spheres, shrinking round cylinders, and translating
bowl solitons. Therefore, we can classify these blowup limits as follows.

Corollary 6.2 (cf.[11], cf.[24], cf.[27]). Let ¢, = —%5. Suppose Fy: M™ — S n > 8,
m > 2 1s a smooth solution of the mean curvature flow, compact and quartically pinched with

|H| > 0, on the mazimal time interval [0,T).
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1. If the singularity for t — T s of type I, the only possible limiting flows under the
rescaling procedure as in [11], are the homothetically shrinking solutions associated
with S*, R x S"1.

2. If the singularity is of type 11, then from Theorem[2.9, the only possible blow-up limits
at the first singular time are codimension one shrinking round spheres, shrinking round
cylinders, and translating bowl solitons.

7 Convergence for infinite time

In this section, we assume 7' = oo. We primarily follow [27]. We prove a decay estimate on
the traceless part of the second fundamental form, which proves that the submanifold M,
converges to a totally geodesic limit, as ¢t — 7.

o). . n n+m [ _1
Proposition 7.1 (Decay estimate, cf.[27]). Let F' : M" x [0,T) — S (ﬁ) be a smooth

T)
solution to the mean curvature flow, so that Fy(p) = F(p,0) is compact and quartically
pinched, n > 8. Then, there exists a positive constant C = C.(n, K), depending only on the
initial manifold My, such that

& < Ce—2<2\/ﬁf((1—25n))t
f —_— )

forany 0 <t <T = 0.

Proof. Consider the following functions
f Ll _Lige
=—= and ¢q:==|(|A]"— —|H
Q=1 and q= 5 (147 2 |HP?),

where recall f:= —|A|> + a — ew, where a,w come from (3] and (BIT). In the case where
H # 0, from (24), (Z3) and as we did in Proposition B3] the evolution equation of @
becomes

0 —A)Q < — (\VA\? - %\vm?) K |A)?
(e gmant G )

At a point where H # 0, decomposing A into its irreducible components according to [2],
[14], [I7] and [20], we have

|
AP = [P]° + —[H]” + |[A7],
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o 1
‘ K |h|2‘H|2+_|H‘47
J n

. B 3 o 1 1, _
Z s A+ S R <A+ (1 + 212 ) 1R = Ly

4,J,0:q
and so

. 3 o 1 1 =
(0= 2)Q < BPIATP + SIAT 4 (I LIHP) AP - 27 PHP — kAP

1 o 1 2(n—1
—(=+ad | |h?+=|H?||H]* - |VA|2—M|VH|2 :
n n n(n +2)
Also, from (3.2), B.17), (5.9) and (5.10), we have

1— _
|A\2:2Q+a—sw<2Q+—Z\H|2+2\/HK(1—2571), (7.1)
/”L_

A" =

+ 4K (1 —eny/n). (7.2)

Moreover, from (2.3), we have that the term |[VA|* — n(n ) Y|V H|? is negative. Therefore,

Q 3 1 [} 1

(0= )Q < HPIAT + Sl = LA PP+ (1 + 2P (20 40 20)

_ _ 1 o 1
— R+ A7) - KIP = (54 ) (14 LR AP
1 ° ]_ _
LAPLEP + (1B + 21HP) (2@ + 2AK (1 - 221)

_ 2 —ne
KA+ AT+ (22 @) hl2 H

R+ A7) + (225 =) A
o 3 1 _ _

= (3lh+ §14 = LIHP — 2VAR(1— 2em) ) |7 - AP + AP

_ . 1 o 1 2 —
+2v/nK (1 — 2en) (|h|2 + AT + —|H|2) +20Q <|h|2 + —|H|2) + (7% — &’) \h|?|H|?.
n n n(n — 2)

o 3
<3JAPIATP + 5147 -

Substituting (Z.I]), we obtain

— ° ].
2v/nK (1 — 2en) <|h|2 + A2 + E‘HP)

< 2y/nK(1 — 2¢en) ( +2v/nK(1 — an))

and substituting (7.2), we have

—nK|AP = —nK(|h)* + |A7]?) < —nK (ZQ + (711 :Z - %) |H|? + 4K (1 — 5n\/ﬁ))
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and hence

2v/nK (1 — 2en) (\h\2+|A >+ —|H|*| — nK|A]?

<2Q (\/_(1—2571)—1) nK+H22 2n | — 22n) @:‘;) - (i:‘; —%))n[(
+n2K? (%(1 — 9en)? —% 1—8n\/_>

(e () (29 2

LR (%(1 2 - (1 5n\/ﬁ)) .

Also, from (7.1]), writing

n

;i (‘;’1‘2 LA —2Q —2y/nK (1 — 25n)) ,

1
Z|H|? >
n| \ 5

we find

° 3 1 _
3|h)* + §|A*|2 — E\HF — 2¢/nK (1 — 2¢n)

° -2 o _ B
< 3|h* + ;|A—|2 - 2”_ - (|h|2 + A2 - 2Q — 2vnK(1 — an)) —2v/nK(1 — 2¢en)
-2\ —2 —2 -2 _
=(3-2 |h|* + 5o A2 + 2Q— e 2v/nK (1 — 2en).
—En —En 2—en 2

2 2 2 —en

For 0 < € < 1, the first term on the right hand side is non positive. Indeed,

5 n—2
2

<O0<=n>——, (7.3)

where for 0 < e < 1, we have 4 < +3€ < 8. Therefore, (Z.3) holds for n > 5. Disregarding
this term and putting things back together we conclude that

(0, —A)Q < <§ _ ”__;) A — (1 _n _;) 2R (1 — 2em)[ A2

2 2 2 —

+n*K? (%(1 —2en)? — %(1 — an\/ﬁ)>
+2Q <|iL|2 + 2”__;|A‘|2 C|HP 4 (% - an)) nK)
o () () e (2

The term |H |? ((W) (=) + %) nK is negative. Indeed,

<2—4gn—\/ﬁ) (1—8) 1 —2(1 —¢e)y/n(2ne — 1) —2+ne <0,

n n(n —2)

Vn n—2 n
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since 0 < & < —. Moreover, from (B3), we note that &' = -2 — L, where

HE 14K
<1

Eo —

H? =\ 2 =
(L5 +4K) + (4n - 16) K

Denoting €y := 1 — ¢, we see that @’ = nQ(;iZ) and, hence, the term (f(;ig) — Z"L’) \h|?|H|? is

zero. Also, the discriminant of the polynomial

(g _n=2 ) ATJ - (1 o ) 2K (1 — 2en) | A2

2—¢en en

+n?K? (%(1 — 2en)? — %(1 — en\/ﬁ))

is negative. Indeed,

—en —en
_ <_5 N 22(n_—€z) . (271_—;)2) (1—2en)° — <6 _ 4;71_7_52)) (1 —2en)* — (1 — eny/n))
_ <_5 . 22(”_—8? n (2”__;)2> (1 —2en)® + (6 - 42(n_ 53)) (1 —eny/n)

for any € < 1 and any n > 0, so we can disregard these terms. Therefore, whenever H # 0,
the evolution equation of (), becomes

0= 2)Q<2Q (14 F=2 a7 P 4 2P+ (=020 k).

For the evolution equation of ¢, we have
PRI 1 2 -2 (17512 -2 712 1 2
(0= A)a < (Bl + AP = ~[HP ) |A2 = K (B + A7) + 2q (32 + | HP?)
Since |h|2 + |A~|2 = |A]2 = 2¢, we have

o 3 1 n—2 o 3 n—2 1 n—2
B|hfP 4+ Z|A )P — —|H* = (3 — h>+ (= — A7) - =|H|? 2q.
A + 1A = —|H] 5o ) M+ 5 — 5=, ) AT = H I + 52

The first three terms of the above equality are non-positive for any n > 8 and 0 < ¢ < #,
from (7.3). Moreover,

—nK(|h)? + |A7]?) = —nK|A]? = —nK2q.
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Also, using (23]), we arrive at

o —92 1 _
(0 — A)q <2 (|h|2 L2 ey Ly —nK) .
EN n

2 —

A)Q

Finally, for the evolution equation of , we have the following computation

(&—A)%_(ﬁt—A)q_(@t—A)Q < >
— . 0 VlogQ ,ViogQ

o -2 1
<2 <|h|2jL 271_7%\14’\2 n|H\2 —nK) +2 <Vlog

Ol=

0’ VlogQ>

o n—2, _ 1 2 _
—2 (b g2 i (-2 ) k)
—2(2v/nK(1 — 2en)) + <Vlog 0 , Vlog Q>

where 2¢/nK (1 — 2en) > 0, for 0 < ¢ < —. In the case of H = 0, in the same way, we

have
0-2)Q <2 (Jif*+ 2”_‘ A (-2 ) ).

0 -8y <2 (lif+ J 24P -k )

Therefore, for the evolution equation of A)Q, in the case where H = 0, we have the
following computation
(O —A) % _
% < =2 (2y/nK(1—2en)) + <v1og 0 VlogQ>
Q

which is the same evolution equation as in the case H # 0. Hence, by the strong maximum
principle there exists this constant C depending upon €,n and K, such that

q < C€—2<2\/ﬁf((1—26n))t’

O

which completes the proof. O

Proposition [Z.Tlimplies, that there exists 7 = 7(n, ), such that the inequality |A|*—a(|H|?)+
£ (% +4n\/ﬁf_(> < 0 holds for every t € (0,7) N [7‘ (2¢/nK(1— 25n))_1,+oo> on any
solution initially satisfying (3I8). If T > 7 (2y/nK (1 — 25n))71, this means that at that
time the solution satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 1.1 in [26]. Consequently, the solution

either exists forever and converges to a totally geodesic submanifold as ¢t — oo, or else
contracts to codimension one solution in finite time, from Theorem
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