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STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX

LEVEL SET FLOW

SIAO-HAO GUO

Abstract. The level set flow of a mean-convex closed hypersurface is stable
off singularities, in the sense that the level set flow of the perturbed hypersur-
face would be close in the smooth topology to the original flow wherever the
latter is regular. To study the behavior near singularities, we further assume
that the initial hypersurface is two-convex and that the flow has finitely many
singular times. In this case, the singular set of the flow would have finitely

many connected components, each of which is either a point or a compact C1

embedded curve. Then under additional conditions, we show that near each
connected component of the singular set of the original flow, the perturbed flow
would have “the same type” of singular set as that of the singular component.
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1. Introduction

Let Σ0 be a closed connected (smoothly embedded) hypersurface in R
n with

n ≥ 3. There exists a unique number T1 ∈ (0,∞), called the first singular time,
so that the mean curvature flow (MCF) {Σt}t∈[0,T1)

starting from Σ0 at time 0

The research was partially supported by the grant 112-2115-M-002-016-MY3 of the National
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cannot be smoothly extended any further; in fact, the second fundamental form of
Σt blows up as t ր T1 (see [H1]). The level set flow (LSF) {Σt}t∈[0,∞) starting

from Σ0 at time 0 is a continuation of the MCF past the first singular time via the
“level set method” (cf. [OS], [CGG], [ES]). Such a flow is uniquely determined by
Σ0 and agrees with the MCF for t ∈ [0, T1). The flow would vanish after a finite
time; the unique number Text ∈ (0,∞) is called the “time of extinction” provided
the flow does not vanish until after time Text.

In this paper we assume that Σ0 is mean-convex, namely, its mean curvature
is positive with respect to the inward unit normal vector. In this case, the LSF
{Σt} would stay in Ω0 for t > 0, where Ω0 is the open connected set bounded by Σ0

(see the Jordan-Brouwer separation theorem in [GP]), and it would sweep out Ω0

monotonically. Specifically, for each point p ∈ Ω0, the flow would pass through p
at some moment and then it would never return. Let us denote by u (p) the unique
time when the flow {Σt} passes through p.1 As such, the LSF can be described as
the level sets of the function u as follows:

(1.1) Σt =
{
x ∈ Ω̄0 : u (x) = t

}
, t ≥ 0.

Such a function u, called the arrival time function of the flow, is actually Lips-
chitz continuous on Ω̄0; moreover, it is the unique viscosity solution2 to the following
Dirichlet problem (cf. [ES]):

(1.2) −
(
I− ∇u

|∇u| �
∇u
|∇u|

)
· ∇2u = 1 in Ω0,

u = 0 on ∂Ω0 = Σ0.

In this case, the flow is called a mean-convex LSF. Note that the superlevel set

(1.3) Ωt := {x ∈ Ω0 : u (x) > t} , t > 0

is contracting in the sense that

(1.4) t1 < t2 ⇒ Ωt1 ⊃ Ω̄t2 .

Note also that
Text = max

Ω0

u.

A point p ∈ Ω0 is called a regular point of {Σt} provided the flow is locally
smooth and monotonic3 near the point p for t close to u (p); by (1.1) and the
implicit function theorem, this is equivalent to saying that the arrival time function
u is locally smooth near p with ∇u (p) 6= 0. In that case, u would satisfy (1.2) in
the classical sense near p and {Σt} would be a MCF near p for t close to u (p),
whose mean curvature with respect to the unit normal ∇u

|∇u| would be

(1.5) H = −∇ · ∇u
|∇u| =

−1

|∇u|

(
I− ∇u

|∇u| �
∇u
|∇u|

)
· ∇2u =

1

|∇u| ;

in particular, {Σt} is mean-convex with respect to N = ∇u
|∇u| .

On the other hand, if a point p ∈ Ω0 is not a regular point of {Σt}, it would
be called a singular point of the flow. The set of all singular points of {Σt},
denoted by S, is of Hausdorff dimension at most n− 2 (cf. [W1]). As

{
Hn−1⌊Σt

}

1When p ∈ ∂Ω0 = Σ0, set u (p) = 0.
2See [ES] for the precise definition of viscosity solutions to equation (1.2).
3That is, ∂tx ·N > 0 for some choice of locally smooth unit normal vector field N of {Σt}.
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is a Brakke flow (cf. [I1], [W1]), we may consider the tangent flows at the singular
points (cf. [I2]). It turns out that the tangent flows at each singular point is unique;
it is either a shrinking sphere or a shrinking k-cylinder4 (cf. [W2], [W4], [CM2]).
Following [G2], singular points are called round points and k-cylindrical points

if the tangent flows are shrinking spheres and shrinking k-cylinders, respectively.
By [CM4], at every singular point of {Σt} the arrival time function u is twice

differentiable and ∇u vanishes. As a corollary, singular points of {Σt} are precisely
the critical points of u, namely,

(1.6) S = {x ∈ Ω0 : ∇u (x) = 0} .
By Lemma 2.10, the singular set S is a compact set.

In this paper we would like to investigate the stability of mean-convex LSF.
Based on the uniqueness theorem of viscosity solutions to the Dirichlet problem
(1.2) in [ES] and also the smooth estimates for a mean-convex LSF in [HK], we
have the following result:

Theorem 1.1. Given a sequence of closed connected hypersurfaces
{
Σk

0

}
k∈N

tend-

ing in the C4 topology to a mean-convex closed connected hypersurface Σ0, i.e.,

Σk
0

C4

→ Σ0 as k → ∞,

their respective LSFs
{
Σk

t

}
, k ∈ N, would converge locally smoothly to the mean-

convex LSF {Σt} in (Ω0 \ S) × (0,∞) as k → ∞.

Note that when k is large, Σk
0 would also be mean-convex and so

{
Σk

t

}
is a

mean-convex LSF that will stay in Ωk
0 , where Ωk

0 is the region bounded by Σk
0 .

Proof of Theorem 1.1 will be given in Section 2.4.
As a consequence of Theorem 1.1, suppose that {Σt} is regular for t ∈ [a, b],

where 0 < a < b < Text; in other words, {Σt}t∈[a,b] is a mean-convex MCF.

Then
{
Σk

t

}
t∈[a,b]

would also be regular when k is large and converge smoothly to

{Σt}t∈[a,b] as k → ∞ (see Corollary 2.22). Notice that in the case where b < T1,

this is the well-known stability theorem for MCF. So what’s new is when a > T1.
What’s more, when k is sufficiently large, Theorem 1.1 implies that the singular

set Sk of the mean-convex LSF
{
Σk

t

}
would be contained in an arbitrarily small

neighborhood of S (see Corollary 2.19).
In order to compare the flows near S, we need to work out the structure of the

singular set first. To this end, in what follows we shall focus on the case where
Σ0 is two-convex,5 which is a condition stronger than the mean-convexity6 but
weaker than the convexity. The motivation is that by [CHN] (see also [HK]), the
flow {Σt} would be uniformly two-convex at every regular point with respect to
the unit normal ∇u

|∇u| (see (4.28)); consequently, every singular point of {Σt} must

be either a round point or a 1-cylindrical point, the latter of which will henceforth
be abbreviated to a cylindrical point. Such a flow will be referred to as a two-

convex LSF.

4That is, up to a rotation, the self-shrinking of Sn−k−1√
2(n−k−1)

× R
k, where k ∈ {1, · · · , n− 2}.

5κ1 + κ2 > 0, where κ1 ≤ κ2 ≤ · · · ≤ κn−1 denote the principal curvatures of a closed
hypersurface with respect to the inward unit normal vector field.

6When n = 3, two-convex is just mean-convex.
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Note that t ∈ (0, Text] is called a singular time of the flow {Σt} provided

S ∩ Σt 6= ∅;
by (1.6), a singular time of {Σt} amounts to a critical value of u. Otherwise, t would
be called a regular time of the flow, i.e., a regular value of u. It is conjectured in
[CM4] that a mean-convex LSF has finitely many singular times (see [AAG] for the
rotationally symmetric examples). Under the hypothesis of finitely many singular
times, we prove the following theorem on the basis of [CM2] and [CM3]:

Theorem 1.2. If the LSF {Σt} starting from a two-convex closed connected hy-
persurface Σ0 has finitely many singular times

T1 ≤ · · · ≤ Text,

then its singular set S is a finite disjoint union of points and/or compact C1 em-
bedded curves.

Note that by (1.6) and the mean value theorem, u is constant on each connected
component of S, meaning that singularities on each component of S occur at the
same time. Theorem 1.2 is related to a speculation in [CM3], which conjectures
that the spacetime singular set has only finitely many connected components. The
proof of Theorem 1.2 will be give in Section 3.4.

Recall that singular points of {Σt} are critical points of u. In general, critical
points of a function can be classified into local maximum points, local minimum
points, and saddle points. In the case of the arrival time function u, there are no
local minimum points (see (1.2)). Moreover, by Corollary 3.1 and Corollary 3.2, a
point p ∈ Ω0 is a saddle point of u if and only if p is not only a cylindrical point
of {Σt} but also a boundary point of the superleverl set Ωu(p) (see (1.3)). In that
case, owing to the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {Σt} near p (see Section
3.2), for any small φ > 0 there exists r = r (φ) > 0 so that

(1.7) Ωu(p) ∩Br (p) ⊂ Cφ (p) ,

where Cφ (p) is a double cone with vertex p, axis parallel to the tangent cylinder of
{Σt} at p, and angle φ (see (3.3)); hence, Ωu(p) has a cusp singularity at p.

By contrast, if a point p ∈ Ω0 is a local maximum point of u, then Ωu(p) vanishes
near p. According to Remark 3.5, when a connected component of the singular
set S (see Theorem 1.2) is a curve, all its interior points must be local maximum
points of u. Thus, whether the flow has the same kind of behavior near these curves
depends crucially on the their endpoints. We then classify the curves in Theorem
1.2 into the following three types:

(1) Vanishing type: if either the curve has no endpoints (i.e., the curve is
closed) or both of its endpoints are local maximum points of u;

(2) Splitting type: if both endpoints of the curve are saddle points of u;
(3) Bumpy type: if one endpoint of the curve is a local maximum point of u

and the other is a saddle point of u.

When a connected component of S is a point, it can be regarded as a “degener-
ate” curve and so it can also be classified into the above three categories (see the
comment following Definition 4.1).

Now let us write

(1.8) S =
⊔

j

Sj ,
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where each Sj is a connected component of S (called a singular component for

short). Let δ̂ > 0 be a sufficiently small constant such that (4.1), (4.2), and (4.3)
hold. As mentioned earlier, when k is large, the singular set Sk of the flow

{
Σk

t

}

in Theorem 1.1 would satisfy

(1.9) Sk ⊂
⊔

j

S δ̂
j ,

where S δ̂
j is the δ̂-neighborhood of Sj . In addition, the singular times of

{
Σk

t

}
in

S δ̂
j would approximate to u (Sj) (see Proposition 2.16). In the following theorem

we show that under certain conditions, the flow
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j would have the same
type of singular set as Sj .

Theorem 1.3. Let {Σt} be the two-convex LSF in Theorem 1.2 with singular set
(1.8), and let

{
Σk

t

}
, k ∈ N, be the LSFs in Theorem 1.1. Given a small constant

δ̂ > 0 fulfilling (4.1), (4.2), and (4.3), suppose that for every sufficiently large k
the following hold:

(1) For each j, there is at most one singular time of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j (see Assump-

tion 4.3);
(2) When the singular component Sj is of the splitting type, the flow {Σt} “does

not get into the singular set near the endpoints” (see Assumption 4.12);
(3) When the singular component Sj is of the bumpy type, there are singularities

of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j (see Assumption 4.16).

Then there exists kδ̂ ∈ N so that for every k ≥ kδ̂,
{
Σk

t

}
is a two-convex LSF

with singular set (1.9); moreover, in each S δ̂
j ,
{
Σk

t

}
has precisely one singular

component, which is of the same type as Sj.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 will be divided into three parts according to the type
of Sj : Proposition 4.6 (in Section 4.1) is when Sj belongs to the vanishing type,
Proposition 4.14 (in Section 4.2) is when Sj belongs to the splitting type, and
Proposition 4.19 (in Section 4.3) is when Sj belongs to the bumpy type.

2. Stability of mean-convex LSF off singularities

The objective of this section is to establish Theorem 1.1. To accomplish that, we
manage to obtain uniform estimates for the mean-convex LSFs away from singu-
larities. This can be divided into two parts: the estimates near the boundary (i.e.,
near the initial time 0) in Section 2.2 using the classical theory of MCF, and the
interior estimates at the regular points in Section 2.3 based on the noncollapsing
property of mean-convex LSF (cf. [HK]). What we do in Section 2.1 is to give
estimates of the noncollapsing constant and the entropy bound, which are essential
in Section 2.3 and also Section 3.2 (for the cylindrical scales). Lastly, in Section
2.4 we employ these uniform estimates combined with the uniqueness theorem of
viscosity solutions to the Dirichlet problem (1.2) to prove Theorem 1.1.

2.1. Estimates for initial hypersurface. We shall estimate the noncollapsing
constant α in Section 2.1.1 and the entropy bound λ in Section 2.1.2 of the initial
hypersurface Σ0. Note that the constants α and λ will be preserved by the mean-
convex LSF due to the maximum principle and Huisken’s monotonicity formula,
respectively (see the comments following Proposition 2.3 and Proposition 2.5).
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2.1.1. Noncollapsing. Recall that Σ0 is called α-noncollapsing for some α > 0
provided for every p ∈ Σ0, there exist a pair of open balls of radius α/H (p) on each
side7 of Σ0 that kiss at p (cf. [An], [ALM], [HK]). Such a constant α always exists
and can be estimated as follows.

Lemma 2.1. There exists a constant ϑ (n) ∈
(
0, 12
]

with the following property: If

Σ is a hypersurface in R
n such that 0 ∈ Σ, T0Σ = R

n−1 × {0} and that for some
r > 0, Σ ∩Br is a graph

xn = f
(
x1, · · · , xn−1

)

over (some part of) T0Σ with

max
Σ∩Br

r |A| ≤ 1,

where A is the second fundamental form of Σ. Then

B+ := Bϑ(n)r (0, ϑ (n) r) , B− := Bϑ(n)r (0,−ϑ (n) r)
are contained in Br and located on the upside and downside of Σ∩Br, respectively.

Proof. Note that f (0) = 0 and ∇f (0) = 0. Let ρ ∈
(
0, r2
]

be a radius so that the

local graph function f is defined on Bn−1
ρ with |∇f | ≤ ε, where ε ∈ (0, 1) is a small

constant to be determined. With the local graph parametrization, the metric and
the second fundamental form of Σ can be written as

gij = δij + ∂if ∂jf, Aij =
∂ijf√

1 + |∇f |2
.

Let

K = max
Σ∩Br

|A| .

Then it follows from
∣∣Aijv

ivj
∣∣ ≤ Kgijv

ivj ∀ v ∈ R
n−1

that on Bn−1
ρ we have for every v ∈ R

n−1,

(2.1)
∣∣∂ijf vivj

∣∣ ≤
√
1 + |∇f |2K (δij + ∂if ∂jf) v

ivj ≤ 2K |v|2

provided ε = ε (n) ∈ (0, 1) is sufficiently small. In particular, we obtain

|∇f | ≤ Ĉ (n)Kρ on Bn−1
ρ ,

where Ĉ (n) ≥ 1 is a constant. As a result, we deduce that the “optimal” radius ρ
in the above must be bounded below by

(2.2) ρ̂ :=
ε (n)

2Ĉ (n)K
≥ ε (n)

2Ĉ (n)
r.

In addition, by Taylor’s theorem we have

f (x′) =

∫ 1

0

∂ijf (sx
′) xixj (1− s) ds

7One of the balls is on the inside, i.e., Ω0, and the other is on the outside, i.e., Rn \ Ω̄0, where
Ω0 is the region bounded by Σ0.
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for x′ =
(
x1, · · · , xn−1

)
∈ Bn−1

ρ̂ . It follows from (2.1) that

(2.3) |f (x′)| ≤ K |x′|2 ≤ 1

r
|x′|2 ≤ Ĉ (n)

ε (n) r
|x′|2 ∀x′ ∈ Bn−1

ρ̂ .

Set

ϑ (n) =
ε (n)

2Ĉ (n)
.

By (2.2) and (2.3), the two open ballsB+ andB− are contained in Br∩{|x′| < ϑ (n) r}
and located on each side of the graph xn = f (x′). �

In order to apply Lemma 2.1 to every point of Σ0, we introduce the following
definition:

Definition 2.2. For a closed hypersurface Σ, let R be the set of every r ∈
(
0,K−1

]
,

where
K = max

Σ
|A| ,

such that that for every p ∈ Σ, Σ∩Br (p) is a graph over (some part of) TpΣ. Note
that R 6= ∅ due to the embeddedness and compactness of Σ. Then define

rad Σ = sup R.

The following proposition follows from applying Lemma 2.1 to every point of Σ0.

Proposition 2.3. Let ı, κ be positive constants such that

rad Σ0 ≥ ı, min
Σ0

H ≥ κ.

Then there is a constant α = α (n, ı, κ) > 0 8such that Σ0 is α-noncollaspsing.

According to [HK], the α-noncollaspsing property of Σ0 can be preserved by the
mean-convex LSF in the sense that near every regular point p ∈ Ω0, there exist two
open balls of radius

α

H (p)
= α |∇u (p)|

kissing at p, one of which is inside Ωu(p) and the other is outside Ω̄u(p).

2.1.2. Entropy. The area ratios of Σ0 can be estimated as follows.

Lemma 2.4. Let K,A,D be positive constants such that

max
Σ0

H ≤ K, Hn−1 (Σ0) ≤ A, diamΣ0 ≤ D.

Then for every p ∈ R
n and r > 0 we have

Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩Br (p))

rn−1
≤ 2n−1eK(D+1)

A.

Proof. Set R = D+ 1.
Case 1: For p ∈ Σ0 and r ∈ (0, R], by the monotonicity formula (cf. [Al]) we have

(2.4)
Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩Br (p))

rn−1
≤ eK(R−r)Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩BR (p))

Rn−1
≤ eKR Hn−1 (Σ0)

Rn−1
.

Case 2: For p ∈ Σ0 and r > R, we have

Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩Br (p))

rn−1
≤ Hn−1 (Σ0)

Rn−1
.

8The constant α can be chosen to be any number in (0, ϑ (n) ικ).
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Case 3: For p /∈ Σ0 and r ∈
(
0, 12R

]
, either Σ0 ∩Br (p) = ∅, in which case we have

Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩Br (p)) = 0, or we can find q ∈ Σ0 ∩Br (p) so that (2.4) yields

Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩Br (p))

rn−1
≤ Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩B2r (q))

rn−1
≤ 2n−1eKR Hn−1 (Σ0)

Rn−1
.

Case 4: For p /∈ Σ0 and r > 1
2R, we have

Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩Br (p))

rn−1
≤ Hn−1 (Σ0)(

1
2R
)n−1 = 2n−1Hn−1 (Σ0)

Rn−1
.

Therefore, for every p ∈ R
n and r > 0 we have

Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩Br (p))

rn−1
≤ 2n−1eKRHn−1 (Σ0)

Rn−1
≤ 2n−1eK(D+1)

A.

�

Recall that the entropy of Σ0 is defined as (cf. [CM1])

E [Σ0] = sup
p∈Rn, r>0

F

(
1

r
(Σ0 − p)

)
,

where F is the Gaussian area, namely,

F (Σ) :=

∫

Σ

1

(4π)
n−1
2

e−
|x|2

4 dHn−1 (x) .

As the area ratios of Σ0 are uniformly bounded, Σ0 has finite entropy (cf. [E]);
moreover, by a simple calculation we have

(2.5) E [Σ0] ≤ C (n) sup
p∈Rn, r>0

Hn−1 (Σ0 ∩Br (p))

rn−1
.

Combining (2.5) with Lemma 2.4 give the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. Let K,A,D be positive constants such that

sup
Σ0

H ≤ K, Hn−1 (Σ0) ≤ A, diamΣ0 ≤ D.

Then there exists a constant λ = λ (n,K,A,D) > 0 so that E [Σ0] ≤ λ.

Since
{
Hn−1⌊Σt

}
t≥0

is a Brakke flow (cf. [I1], [W1]), it follows from Huisken’s

monotonicity formula (cf. [H2], [I2]) that the entropy is nonincreasing along {Σt};
in particular,

E [Σt] ≤ λ ∀ t ≥ 0.

2.2. Classical theory of MCF. In this subsection we shall get smooth estimates
for {Σt} when t is close to 0, which corresponds to the estimates at points near
∂Ω0 = Σ0. As the LSF {Σt} is a MCF for t ∈ [0, T1), where T1 is the first singular
time, such estimates are primarily based on the classical theory of MCF. The main
results are Proposition 2.6, Proposition 2.8, (2.15), and (2.16).

Recall that one of the ways to estimate the MCF near the initial time is to
describe the flow as a evolving graph over the initial hypersurface and then study
the graph function via the PDE it satisfies. Specifically, when t is sufficiently close
to 0, Σt can parametrized as a normal graph of vt = v (·, t) over Σ0, namely,

(2.6) xt = x (·, t) = x0 + vtN0,
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where x0 and N0 are the position vector and the inward unit normal vector of Σ0,
respectively. Thus, {Σt} being a MCF starting from Σ0 at time 0 corresponds to
that the function v satisfying a certain quasilinear parabolic PDE with v (·, 0) = 0.
More precisely, under the condition that

(2.7) |∇v| + |v|
rad Σ0

≤ ε (n) ,

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on Σ0, the norm |·| is defined by the induced
metric g0 on Σ0, and rad Σ0 is defined in Definition 2.2, the PDE is given by

(2.8) ∂tv = H0 + aij∇ijv + |A0|2 v + b,

with
aij = gij0 + 2Aij

0 v + Qij (∇v,A0v) ,

b = v∇A0 ∗ ∇v + A ∗Q (∇v,A0v) + v∇A0 ∗Q (∇v,A0v)

(see Lemma 3.14 in [G1]), where

(1) H0 is the mean curvature of Σ0;
(2) ∇ijv is the Hessian of v on Σ0;
(3) the notation Q means some kind of analytic function/tensor that is at least

“quadratic” (in the form of contraction via the metric g0) in its arguments;
(4) the notation ∗ means some kind of contraction of tensors.

The short time existence of MCF, the uniqueness of MCF, the stability of MCF,
etc., all follow from studying (2.8) using the classical theory of parabolic PDE (cf.
[HP]). The following proposition is one of the direct results.

Proposition 2.6. Let n, ι,K,K ′,K ′′ be positive constants such that

(2.9) rad Σ0 ≥ ι, max
Σ0

|A| ≤ K, max
Σ0

|∇A| ≤ K ′, max
Σ0

∣∣∇2A
∣∣ ≤ K ′′.

Then there exists Ṫ = Ṫ (n, ι,K,K ′,K ′′) > 0 so that {Σt}0≤t≤2Ṫ is a MCF;9 more-

over, for every t ∈
[
0, 2Ṫ

]
, the hypersurface Σt stays in a tubular neighborhood of

Σ0 and is a normal graph of v (·, t) over Σ0 with v ∈ C∞
(
Σ0 ×

[
0, 2Ṫ

])
satisfying

(2.7), (2.8), and

(2.10)
∣∣∇2v

∣∣ ≤ C (n, ι,K,K ′,K ′′) .

Furthermore, if
{
Σk

0

}
k∈N

is a sequence of closed connected hypersurfaces tending

in the C4 topology to Σ0 as k → ∞, then for every sufficiently large k the following
hold:

(1) The LSF
{
Σk

t

}
starting from Σk

0 at time 0 is a MCF during t ∈
[
0, 2Ṫ

]
; in

addition, the flow
{
Σk

t

}
0≤t≤2Ṫ

converges in the C2 topology to {Σt}0≤t≤2Ṫ

as k → ∞.
(2) The initial hypersurface Σk

0 is mean-convex;10 hence the associated arrival
time function uk : Ωk

0 → [0,∞) of
{
Σk

t

}
is defined, where Ωk

0 is the open

connected region bounded by Σk
0 .

By virtue of the smooth compactness of MCF, the sense of convergence in Propo-
sition 2.6 can be improved away from the initial time as follows.

9In particular, T1 > 2Ṫ .
10When Σ0 is two-convex, Σk

0 would be two-convex when k is large (see Proposition 4.22).
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Corollary 2.7. In Proposition 2.6, for any given τ ∈
(
0, Ṫ

)
, the MCF

{
Σk

t

}
t∈[τ,2Ṫ ]

would converge smoothly to {Σt}t∈[τ,2Ṫ ] as k → ∞.

Proof. Choose a large open ball B in R
n so that

Σt ⊂ B ∀ t ∈
[
0, 2Ṫ

]
.

By Proposition 2.6, there exists k0 ∈ N so that for every k ≥ k0, the MCF{
Σk

t

}
t∈[0,2Ṫ ] satisfies

Σk
t ⊂ B ∀ 0 ≤ t ≤ 2Ṫ ,

max
0≤t≤2Ṫ

max
Σk

t

|A| ≤ 2 max
0≤t≤2Ṫ

max
Σt

|A| ,

Hn
(
Σk

0

)
≤ 2Hn (Σ0) .

Fix τ ∈
(
0, Ṫ

)
. It follows from the compactness theorem for MCF (cf. [H2]) that

any subsequence of {{
Σk

t

}
t∈[τ,2Ṫ ]

}

k≥k0

has a smoothly convergent subsequence, whose limit by Proposition 2.6 is in-

deed {Σt}t∈[τ,2Ṫ ]. Thus, the whole sequence
{{

Σk
t

}
t∈[τ,2Ṫ ]

}

k≥k0

must converge

smoothly to {Σt}t∈[τ,2Ṫ ] as k → ∞, completing the proof. �

Due to the maximum principle, the mean-convexity is preserved by the MCF
(cf. [M]) and hence {Σt}0≤t≤2Ṫ moves monotonically toward the inside. Below we
estimate how far the flow can be away from ∂Ω0 = Σ0.

Proposition 2.8. Let κ be a positive constant such that

(2.11) min
Σ0

H ≥ κ.

Then the normal graph of vt = v (·, t) in Proposition 2.6 moves monotonically
toward the inside with

∂tv ≥ κ

on Σ0 ×
[
0, 2Ṫ

]
. In particular,

dist (ΩṪ ,Σ0) ≥ κṪ .

Proof. Along a MCF we have ∂tx · N = H (cf. [M]). In the normal graph
parametrization (2.6), this means that

∂tv N0 ·N = H.

Then it follows from the maximum principle for the mean curvature along MCF
that

(2.12) |∂tv| ≥ |∂tv N0 ·N | = H ≥ κ

on Σ0 ×
[
0, 2Ṫ

]
(cf. [M]). In particular, ∂tv 6= 0 everywhere on on Σ0 ×

[
0, 2Ṫ

]
.

On the other hand, since
∂tv (·, 0) = H0 ≥ κ,

by the intermediate value theorem we deduce that ∂tv (·, t) > 0 for every t ∈
[
0, 2Ṫ

]
;

hence by (2.12) we obtain ∂tv ≥ κ on Σ0 ×
[
0, 2Ṫ

]
. �
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Note that Proposition 2.6 yields the estimates of the second fundamental form
of {Σt}0≤t≤2Ṫ and its covariant derivatives. More specifically, by Lemma 3.14 in

[G1], under the condition (2.7), for every t ∈
[
0, 2Ṫ

]
we have

(2.13) max
Σt

|A| ≤ C (n)

(
max
Σ0

|A| + max
Σ0

∣∣∇2v (· , t)
∣∣ + max

Σ0

|v (· , t)| max
Σ0

|∇A|
)

Let κ be the constant in (2.11). Note that (2.7) implies

(2.14)
κ√
n− 1

|v| ≤ 1√
n− 1

H0 |v| ≤ |A0v| ≤
|v|

rad Σ0
≤ ε (n) .

Thus, (2.10), (2.13), and (2.14) yield

(2.15) max
0≤t≤2Ṫ

max
Σt

|A| ≤ C (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′) ,

where the notations are as defined in Proposition 2.6 and Proposition 2.8. Then it
follows the maximum principle (for instance, see Proposition 6.2 in [G1]) that

max
Σt

|∇A| + max
Σt

∣∣∇2A
∣∣ ≤ C

(
n, max

0≤τ≤2Ṫ
max
Στ

|A| , max
Σ0

|∇A| , max
Σ0

∣∣∇2A
∣∣
)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ 2Ṫ . So by (2.15) we obtain

(2.16) max
0≤t≤2Ṫ

max
Σt

|∇A| + max
0≤t≤2Ṫ

max
Σt

∣∣∇2A
∣∣ ≤ C (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′) .

2.3. Interior estimates for mean-convex LSF. In this subsection we shall ob-
tain smooth estimates for {Σt} at regular points that are away from ∂Ω0 = Σ0.
Such estimates are based on the noncollapsing property of mean-convex LSF (cf.
[HK]), saying that the smooth scale (see Definition 2.11) at a regular point p is
bounded below by, up to a multiplicative constant,

H (p)
−1

= |∇u (p)| .
(see Proposition 2.12, Proposition 2.13, and Corollary 2.15). In the end of the
subsection there is an estimate of the Hessian ∇2u (see Proposition 2.14), which is
pivotal in getting the convergence of ∇uk’s11 in Section 2.4 (see Proposition 2.18).

To begin with, we give an estimate of |∇u| from above in Proposition 2.9, which
will be used in Section 2.4 to prove the convergence of uk’s (see Proposition 2.16).
In [ES] there is already a gradient estimate for u, which depends implicitly on
Σ0. Here we improve the estimate such that it depends more explicitly on Σ0.
Proposition 2.9 can also be regarded as a generalization of the maximum principle
for the mean curvature along a mean-convex LSF.

Proposition 2.9. Let κ be a positive constant such that

min
Σ0

H ≥ κ.

Then the gradient of the arrival time function u satisfies

sup
Ω0

|∇u| ≤ κ−1.

As a consequence, at every regular point p ∈ Ω0 we have

H (p) = |∇u (p)|−1 ≥ κ.

11uk is the arrival time function of
{

Σk
t

}

, see Proposition 2.6.
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Proof. By [ES], for every ǫ ∈ (0, 1] there is uǫ ∈ C∞ (Ω̄0

)
satisfying the ǫ-elliptic

regularization of (1.2), that is,

(2.17) −
(
I− ∇uǫ � ∇uǫ

|∇uǫ|2 + ǫ2

)
· ∇2uǫ = 1 in Ω0,

uǫ = 0 on Σ0;

and as ǫց 0

(2.18) uǫ (x)
C0

→ u (x) on Ω̄0.

Moreover, there exists a constant C ≥ 1 such that for every x ∈ Ω̄0,

1

C
dist (x,Σ0) ≤ uǫ (x) ≤ C dist (x,Σ0) ,

(2.19) |∇uǫ (x)| ≤ C.

The geometric interpretation of the ǫ-elliptic regularization is that

(2.20) Γǫ
t :=

{(
x, xn+1

)
∈ Ω̄0 × R : xn+1 = ǫ−1uǫ (x)− ǫ−1t

}
, t ≥ 0

is a translating MCF in higher dimensional space, which moves downward (along the
negative xn+1-direction) with speed ǫ−1; in other words, Γǫ

0 =
{
xn+1 = ǫ−1uǫ (x)

}

is a translating soliton. Note that its mean curvature with respect to the downward
unit normal

(2.21)

(
∇ǫ−1uǫ,−1

)
√
|∇ǫ−1uǫ|2 + 1

=
(∇uǫ,−ǫ)√
|∇uǫ|2 + ǫ2

is

−∇ · ∇ǫ−1uǫ√
|∇ǫ−1uǫ|2 + 1

=
−1√

|∇ǫ−1uǫ|2 + 1

(
I− ∇ǫ−1uǫ � ∇ǫ−1uǫ

|∇ǫ−1uǫ|2 + 1

)
· ∇2ǫ−1uǫ

(2.22) =
−1√

|∇uǫ|2 + ǫ2

(
I− ∇uǫ � ∇uǫ

|∇uǫ|2 + ǫ2

)
· ∇2uǫ =

1√
|∇uǫ|2 + ǫ2

.

By (2.18), as ǫց 0

(2.23) uǫ (x)− ǫ xn+1 C0
loc−→ u (x) on Ω̄0 × R+,

meaning that the arrival time function of {Γǫ
t} (which can be obtained by solving

the equation in (2.20) for t) converges locally uniformly to the arrival time function
of the “cylindrical” mean-convex LSF

(2.24) Γt := Σt × R+ =
{(
x, xn+1

)
∈ Ω̄0 × R+ : u (x) = t

}
, t ≥ 0.

In fact, the convergence is locally smooth for small t > 0 and away from xn+1 = 0
(as was mentioned in section 4.1 in [HK]). To see that, firstly let us get a uniform
bound for the local area as follows. By (2.19), Proposition 2.8, coarea formula,
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and the fact that the total area is non-increasing along MCF {Σt}t∈[0,Ṫ ],
12 for each

0 < ǫ ≤ κ
2C Ṫ we have

Hn
(
Γǫ
0 ∩
{
0 < xn+1 < 2

})

=

∫

0<uǫ<2ǫ

√
|∇ǫ−1uǫ|2 + 1 dx =

1

ǫ

∫

0<uǫ<2ǫ

√
|∇uǫ|2 + ǫ2 dx

≤ 1

ǫ

∫

0<uǫ<2ǫ

√
C2 + ǫ2 dx ≤ 1

ǫ

√
C2 + ǫ2 Hn {x ∈ Ω0 : 0 < dist (x,Σ0) < 2Cǫ}

≤ 1

ǫ

√
C2 + ǫ2 Hn

{
x ∈ Ω0 : 0 < u (x) <

2C

κ
ǫ

}

=
1

ǫ

√
C2 + ǫ2

∫ 2C
κ ǫ

0

∫

Σt

1

|∇u| dH
n−1dt

≤ 2C

κ

√
C2 + 1KHn−1 (Σ0) ,

where

K = sup
0<u<Ṫ

1

|∇u| = max
0≤u≤Ṫ

max
Σt

H.

Let δ ∈
(
0, 12 Ṫ

)
be a sufficiently small constant (depending on n, Ṫ ). It follows

from the local area bound (see Proposition 4.9 in [E]) and Brakke’s compactness
theorem (cf. [I1]) that for some sequence ǫi ց 0, the MCF {Γǫi

t }t∈( 1
16 δ,

31
16 δ)

converge

in the weak topology to an integral Brakke flow {µt}t∈( 1
16 δ,

31
16 δ)

in Ω0×
(

1
16 ,

31
16

)
. In

view of (2.23) we have sptµt ⊂ Γt; it then follows from the one-sided minimization
property of mean-convex MCF (see 3.9 in [W1] and Remark 2.5 in [HK]) that µt

is of unit density. Thus, we have µt ≤ Hn⌊Γt. Basing on the curvature estimate
for MCF (see Theorem 2.1 in [G1] for the modification of [W3] and Theorem 5.6
in [E]), we would get local smooth estimates for {Γǫi

t }t∈( 1
4 δ,

7
4 δ)

in Ω0 ×
(
1
4 ,

7
4

)
(see

Proposition 3.22 in [E]) for i sufficiently large. Upon passing to a subsequence, the
smooth compactness theorem gives that the MCF {Γǫi

t }t∈( 1
2 δ,

3
2 δ)

converge locally

smoothly to a MCF
{
Γ̃t

}
t∈( 1

2 δ,
3
2 δ)

in Ω0×
(
1
2 ,

3
2

)
. Since for each t ∈

(
1
2δ,

3
2δ
)
, Γ̃t is

an embedded hypersurface contained in the embedded hypersurface Γt, we deduce
that Γ̃t = Γt in Ω0 ×

(
1
2 ,

3
2

)
. Therefore, {Γǫi

t }t∈( 1
2 δ,

3
2 δ)

converge locally smoothly

to {Γt}t∈( 1
2 δ,

3
2 δ)

in Ω0 ×
(
1
2 ,

3
2

)
.

By (2.24), the infimum mean curvature of {Γt}t∈( 1
2 δ,

3
2 δ)

in Ω0 ×
(
1
2 ,

3
2

)
is

inf
1
2 δ<t< 3

2 δ
min
Σt

H ≥ κ

by the maximum principle for mean curvature (cf. [M]). By (2.20) and (2.22), the
infimum mean curvature of {Γǫi

t }t∈( 1
2 δ,

3
2 δ)

in Ω0 ×
(
1
2 ,

3
2

)
is

inf
1
2 δ+

1
2 ǫi<uǫi< 3

2 δ+
3
2 ǫi

1√
|∇uǫi |2 + ǫ2i

.

12See Proposition 2.6 for the definition of Ṫ .
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By the smooth convergence in the last paragraph, given σ > 0 there exists iσ ∈ N

so that

inf
1
2 δ+

1
2 ǫi<uǫi< 3

2 δ+
3
2 ǫi

1√
|∇uǫi|2 + ǫ2

≥ κ

1 + σ
∀ i ≥ iσ

In addition, due to (2.18) we may assume that
{
1

2
δ +

1

2
ǫi < uǫi <

3

2
δ +

3

2
ǫi

}
⊃ {u = δ} = Σδ ∀ i ≥ iσ

and hence

min
Σδ

1√
|∇uǫi |2 + ǫ2

≥ κ

1 + σ
∀ i ≥ iσ,

which gives that

(2.25) max
Σδ

|∇uǫi | ≤ max
Σδ

√
|∇uǫi |2 + ǫ2 ≤ 1 + σ

κ
∀ i ≥ iσ.

On the other hand, differentiating (2.17) with respect to xk following by multi-
plying ∂ku

ǫ yields

−aijǫ (∇uǫ) ∂ij
(
|∇uǫ|2

)
− ∂aijǫ
∂ξl

(∇uǫ) ∂ijuǫ ∂l
(
|∇uǫ|2

)
= −2aijǫ (∇uǫ) ∂ikuǫ ∂jkuǫ ≤ 0,

where aijǫ (ξ) = δij − ξi�ξj

|ξ|2+ǫ2
. It follows from the maximum principle that

(2.26) max
Ω̄δ

|∇uǫ| = max
∂Ωδ=Σδ

|∇uǫ|

Thus, combining (2.25) with (2.26) gives

(2.27) max
Ω̄δ

|∇uǫi | ≤ 1 + σ

κ
∀ i ≥ iσ.

Finally, given a point p ∈ Ω0, we have the following three cases to consider:
Case 1: p ∈ Ω0 \ Ωδ. Then p must be a regular point of the flow since u (p) ∈

(0, T1) is a regular time. Moreover, since {Σt}t∈[0,T1)
is a MCF, the maximum

principle for the mean curvature gives

H (p) =
1

|∇u (p)| ≥ κ

(cf. [M]). So |∇u (p)| ≤ κ−1.
Case 2: p ∈ Ωδ is a singular point of the flow. In this case we have ∇u (p) = 0.

Case 3: p ∈ Ωδ is a regular point of the flow. Let v = ∇u(p)
|∇u(p)| . Then by the mean

value theorem, (2.18), and (2.27) we have

1

s
|u (p+ sv)− u (p)| = lim

i→∞
1

s
|uǫi (p+ sv)− uǫi (p)| ≤ 1 + σ

κ

for every 0 < s < dist (p,Σδ). Letting sց 0 gives

|∇u (p)| = |∇u (p) · v| ≤ 1 + σ

κ

Since σ > 0 is arbitrary, we have |∇u (p)| ≤ κ−1. �

Next, we will be devoted to the smooth estimates for {Σt}t>Ṫ on its regular
part. Before that, we have the following simple observation.
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Lemma 2.10. The singular set S of the flow {Σt} is a closed set (and hence is
compact).

Proof. Given a sequence {pi}i∈N
⊂ S tending to a point p ∈ R

n, note that by

Proposition 2.6, we have pi ∈ ΩṪ (i.e., u (pi) > Ṫ ) for every i ∈ N. Thus, p ∈ Ω̄Ṫ .
On the other hand, recall that S is the set of critical points of u. So ∇u (pi) = 0

for every i. By the continuity of ∇u on Ω̄Ṫ (cf. [CM4]), we obtain

∇u (p) = lim
i→∞

∇u (pi) = 0.

Therefore p ∈ S. �

The set of all regular points in Ω0 is obviously an open set. In fact, let p ∈ Ω0

be a regular point of {Σt}, since u is smooth near p with ∇u (p) 6= 0, the implicit
function theorem yields that there is a neighborhood of p where the level sets of
u are all regular and they jointly constitute a MCF by (1.2). This motivates the
following definition.

Definition 2.11. Let p ∈ Ω0 be a regular point of {Σt}. When a radius r > 0 is
sufficiently small, we have Br (p) ⊂ Ω0\S 13and that every level set Σt = {u = t} in
Br (p) is a ε (n)-Lipschitz graph over TpΣu(p), where ε (n) ∈ (0, 1) is a small constant
as required by Lemma 3.10 in [G1] and Lemma 2.1 (see (2.1)). The supremum of
all such radii is called the smooth scale of {Σt} at p.

In the following proposition we estimates the smooth scales from below.

Proposition 2.12. Let ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D be positive constants such that

rad Σ0 ≥ ι, min
Σ0

H ≥ κ,

max
Σ0

|A| ≤ K, max
Σ0

|∇A| ≤ K ′, max
Σ0

∣∣∇2A
∣∣ ≤ K ′′,

Hn−1 (Σ0) ≤ A, diamΣ0 ≤ D.

Then there exists γ = γ (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D) > 0 so that the smooth scale of

{Σt} at a regular point p ∈ ΩṪ is greater than γ |∇u (p)|, where Ṫ > 0 is the
constant in Proposition 2.6.

Proof. By Proposition 2.3 and [HK], {Σt} is α-noncollaspsing, where α = α (n, ı, κ) >
0; by Proposition 2.5 and [H2], the entropy of {Σt} is bounded above by λ =
λ (n,K,A,D) > 0.

Let p ∈ ΩṪ be a regular point of the flow. By Proposition 2.8 we have

BκṪ (p) ⊂ Ω0;

additionally, Proposition 2.9 implies

κṪ = κṪ H (p) |∇u (p)| ≥ κ2Ṫ |∇u (p)| ,
√
Ṫ =

√
Ṫ H (p) |∇u (p)| ≥ κ

√
Ṫ |∇u (p)| ,

which gives that

min
{
|∇u (p)| , κṪ ,

√
Ṫ
}

≥ min
{
1, κ2Ṫ , κ

√
Ṫ
}
|∇u (p)| .

13Note that u is smooth in Br (p) with ∇u 6= 0; it follows that (1.2) would be satisfied in the
classical sense on Br (p) and hence the level sets of u in Br (p) form a MCF.
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It follows from Haslhofer-Kleiner regularity theorem (see Theorem 1.8, Remark 2.7,
and Corollary 3.3 in [HK]) that {Σt}t∈(u(p)−ρ2,u(p)+ρ2) is regular in Bρ (p), where

ρ = η2 |∇u (p)|
with

η =
min

{
1, κ2Ṫ , κ

√
Ṫ
}

C (n, α, λ)
∈ (0, 1) ,

and that

(2.28) sup
t∈(u(p)−ρ2,u(p)+ρ2)

sup
Σt∩Bρ(p)

ρ |A| ≤ 1,

(2.29) sup
t∈(u(p)−ρ2,u(p)+ρ2)

sup
Σt∩Bρ(p)

ρ2 |∇A| ≤ 1,

(2.30) inf
t∈(u(p)−ρ2,u(p)+ρ2)

inf
Σt∩Bρ(p)

H |∇u (p)| ≥ 1

C (n)
.

Let

(2.31) x (t) :

(
u (p)− ρ2

2
√
n− 1

, u (p) +
ρ2

2
√
n− 1

)
→ B ρ

2
(p)

be the “trajectory” of p along the MCF {Σt}, namely,

x (u (p)) = p, x (t) ∈ Σt,
d

dt
x (t) = ~H (x (t)) .

Notice that in (2.31) we have used the fact that

(2.32)

∣∣∣∣
d

dt
x (t)

∣∣∣∣ = H (x (t)) ≤
√
n− 1 |A (x (t))| ≤

√
n− 1

ρ
.

Let ε = ε (n) > 0 be the small constant as specified in Definition 2.11. By (2.28),
and the α-noncollapsing property of the flow, there exists σ = σ (n, α, ε) ∈

(
0, 12
)

so that Σt ∩Bσρ (x (t)) is a ε
3 -Lipschtiz graph over Tx(t)Σt. Using the evolution of

the unit normal vector (cf. [M]) and (2.29) we get

(2.33)

∣∣∣∣
d

dt
N (x (t))

∣∣∣∣ = |−∇H (x (t))| ≤ C (n) |∇A (x (t))| ≤ C (n)

ρ2
.

By (2.32) and (2.33), there is θ = θ (n, σ, ε) ∈ (0, 1) so that

Σt ∩B 1
2σρ

(p) ⊂ Σt ∩Bσρ (x (t))

is a ε
2 -Lipschtiz graph over TpΣu(p) for every t ∈

(
u (p)− θρ2, u (p) + θρ2

)
and that

(2.34)
√
n− 1 θ ≤ εσ

4Ĉ
,

where Ĉ = Ĉ (n) is the constant in the proof of Lemma 2.1.
Moreover, by (2.28), (2.34), and the argument in the proof of Lemma 2.1 (with

slight modifications), we infer that the domains of the aforementioned local graphs
over TpΣu(p) all contain a (n − 1)-dimensional ball of radius εσ

4Ĉ
ρ centered at p.
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For ease of notations, let us assume that p = 0, TpΣu(p) = R
n−1 × {0}, and

∇u(p)
|∇u(p)| = (0, 1). Then

D :=
⊔

t∈(u(p)−θρ2,u(p)+θρ2)

Σt ∩B 1
2σρ

(p)

contains the graph xn+1 = f (x′, t) satisfying

(2.35) f (0, u (p)) = 0, ∇f (0, u (p)) = 0, |∇f (x′, t)| ≤ ε

2
,

where

(2.36) x′ =
(
x1, · · · , xn−1

)
∈ Bn−1

εσ
4Ĉ

ρ , t ∈
(
u (p)− θρ2, u (p) + θρ2

)
.

It follows from the regularity of the flow and the equation of MCF (cf. [M]) that

(2.37)
∂tf√

1 + |∇f |2
= ∇ · ∇f√

1 + |∇f |2
= H.

Note by (2.30) we have H ≥ η2

C(n)ρ
−1, which gives that

(2.38) ∂tf =

√
1 + |∇f |2H ≥ H ≥ η2

C (n)
ρ−1.

By (2.35), (2.36), and (2.38), we conclude that

D ⊃ Bn−1

min
{

θη2

2εC(n) ,
εσ

4Ĉ

}
ρ
×B1

θη2

2C(n)
ρ
⊃ Bn

γ|∇u(p)|,

where γ = γ (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D). �

All the higher order covariant derivatives of the second fundamental form of Σt

follow immediately by [EH].

Proposition 2.13. In Proposition 2.12, by taking a smaller constant if necessary,
we may assume that

(2.39) γ = γ (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D) ≤ 1

2

(√
1 + 4κ2Ṫ − 1

)
,

where Ṫ = Ṫ (n, ι,K,K ′,K ′′) > 0 is the constant in Proposition 2.6. Then for
every regular point p ∈ ΩṪ , the flow {Σt} satisfies

sup
Σt∩Br(p)

rm+1 |∇mA| ≤ C (n,m) ∀m ≥ 0,

where r = 1
2γ |∇u (p)|.

Proof. Fix a regular point p ∈ ΩṪ and let r = 1
2γ |∇u (p)|. By Proposition 2.9, for

every x ∈ B2r (p) ⊂ Ω0 (see Proposition 2.12) we have

|u (x)− u (p)| ≤ κ−1 |x− p| < 2κ−1r = κ−1γ |∇u (p)| ,
which yields that

(2.40) u (x) > u (p)− κ−1γ |∇u (p)| > Ṫ − κ−1γ |∇u (p)|

=
(
ṪH (p)− κ−1γ

)
|∇u (p)| ≥

(
κṪ − κ−1γ

)
|∇u (p)| ≥ 4r2.

Note that the last inequality comes from Proposition 2.9 and (2.39).
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Since {Σt}t≥0 is a MCF in B2r (p) with

0 < (N ·N (p))
−1 ≤

√
1 + ε2 (n)

(see Definition 2.11 and Proposition 2.12), the Ecker-Huisken smooth estimates for
MCF (cf. [EH]) gives that

sup
Σt∩Br(p)

rm+1 |∇mA| ≤ C (n,m) ∀m ∈ N ∪ {0}

for every t > 4r2. The conclusion follows immediately by noting that (2.40) gives
that Σt ∩B2r (p) = ∅ for t ∈

[
0, 4r2

]
. �

We are in a position to give an estimate of the Hessian ∇2u, which is essential
to Proposition 2.18 in Section 2.4.

Proposition 2.14. Let ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D be positive constants such that

rad Σ0 ≥ ι, min
Σ0

H ≥ κ,

max
Σ0

|A| ≤ K, max
Σ0

|∇A| ≤ K ′, max
Σ0

∣∣∇2A
∣∣ ≤ K ′′,

Hn−1 (Σ0) ≤ A, diamΣ0 ≤ D.

Then the Hessian of the arrival time function u satisfies

sup
Ω0

∣∣∇2u
∣∣ ≤ C (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D) .

Proof. If x ∈ Ω0 is regular point of the flow, say x ∈ Σt with t = u (x). Then let

N (x) = ∇u(x)
|∇u(x)| be the unit normal vector and {e1, · · · , en−1} be an orthonormal

basis of TxΣt, by the calculations in [CM4] we have

(2.41) −∇2u · (ei ⊗ ej) =
A (ei, ej)

H
,

−∇2u · (N ⊗ ei) =
∇H · ei
H2

,

−∇2u · (N ⊗N) =
△H
H3

+
|A|2
H2

.

where A denotes the second fundamental form of Σt and △ is the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on Σt. Let Ṫ be as given in Proposition 2.6. Given a point p ∈ Ω0, below
we divide into three cases to estimate

∣∣∇2u (p)
∣∣.

Case 1: p ∈ Ω0 \ ΩṪ , i.e., u (p) ∈
(
0, Ṫ

]
. By (2.15), (2.16), and Proposition 2.9,

we have
|A (p)|
H (p)

≤ C (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′)

κ
,

|∇H (p)|
H2 (p)

≤ C (n)
|∇A (p)|
H2 (p)

≤ C (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′)

κ2
,

|△H (p)|
H3 (p)

≤ C (n)

∣∣∇2A (p)
∣∣

H3 (p)
≤ C (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′)

κ3
.

It follows by (2.41) that
∣∣∇2u (p)

∣∣ ≤ C (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′).



STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX LEVEL SET FLOW 19

Case 2: p ∈ ΩṪ is a regular point. By Definition 2.11, Proposition 2.12, and
Proposition 2.13, we have

|A (p)|
H (p)

= |A (p)| |∇u (p)| ≤ C (n)

γ (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D)
,

|∇H (p)|
H2 (p)

≤ C (n) |∇A (p)| |∇u (p)|2 ≤ C (n)

γ2 (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D)
,

|△H (p)|
H3 (p)

≤ C (n)
∣∣∇2A (p)

∣∣ |∇u (p)|3 ≤ C (n)

γ3 (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D)
.

It follows by (2.41) that
∣∣∇2u (p)

∣∣ ≤ C (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D).
Case 3: p ∈ ΩṪ is a singular point. By [CM4],

−∇2u (p) =
1

n− 1
In

if p is a round point and

−∇2u (p) =
1

n− 2
O
(
In−1 0
0 0

)
O−1,

if p is a cylindrical point, where

O = [N (p) , e1, · · · , en−1]

is the orthogonal matrix such that en is an unit vector along the axial direction of the
tangent cylinder at p and {e1, · · · , en−1} is an orthonormal basis of the orthogonal
complement of span {N (p) , en−1.}. In either case,

∣∣∇2u (p)
∣∣ ≤ C (n) . �

The following corollary is based on Lemma 3.10 in [G1], Proposition 2.13, and
Proposition 2.14. It will be used in Lemma 2.21 in Section 2.4.

Corollary 2.15. Let p ∈ ΩṪ be a regular point of the flow {Σt} and choose

(2.42) r ∈
[
1

4
γ |∇u (p)| , 1

2
γ |∇u (p)|

]
,

where γ > 0 is the constant in Proposition 2.12 and Proposition 2.13.
If Σt∩B2r (p) is a 2ε (n)-Lipschitz graph of f (·, t) over some hyperplane Π (which

can be chosen as, but not restricted to, TpΣu(p) by Proposition 2.12 and (2.42)).
Then the graph of f (·, t) restricted in Br (p) would satisfy

(2.43) rm+2l−1
∣∣∂lt∇mf

∣∣ ≤ C (n,m, l) whenever m+ 2l ≥ 2

and

r ∂tf ≥ γ

4Λ
,

where Λ = Λ (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D) > 0 is a constant.

Proof. By Lemma 3.10 in [G1] and Proposition 2.13, we have

(2.44) rm−1 |∇mf | ≤ C (n,m) ∀m ≥ 2.

Since {Σt} is regular and graphical in B2r (p) by Definition 2.11, Proposition 2.12,
and (2.42), the function f would satisfy

(2.45) ∂tf =

√
1 + |∇f |2 ∇ · ∇f√

1 + |∇f |2
=

(
I − ∇f ⊗∇f

1 + |∇f |2

)
· ∇2f
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(cf. [M]). Using (2.44) and keeping on differentiating (2.45) with respect to t, we
then obtain (2.43).

Additionally, by Definition 2.11 and Proposition 2.12, we have B2r (p) ⊂ Ω0 \ S.
It follows from Proposition 2.14, and (2.42) that

|∇u (x)| ≤ |∇u (p)|+ C (n)
∥∥∇2u

∥∥
C(B̄r(p)) r ≤ Λ |∇u (p)| ∀x ∈ Br (p) ,

where Λ = Λ (n, ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D) > 0 is a constant. Thus, by (2.42) and (2.45)
we obtain

r ∂tf = r

√
1 + |∇f |2H ≥ rH ≥ γ

4

|∇u (p)|
|∇u| ≥ γ

4Λ
.

�

2.4. Smooth convergence off singularities. Let ι, κ,K,K ′,K ′′,A,D be posi-
tive constants such that

(2.46) rad Σ0 > ι, min
Σ0

H > κ,

max
Σ0

|A| < K, max
Σ0

|∇A| < K ′, max
Σ0

∣∣∇2A
∣∣ < K ′′,

Hn−1 (Σ0) < A, diamΣ0 < D.

Let
{
Σk

0

}
k∈N

be a sequence of closed connected hypersurfaces tending to Σ0 in

the C4 topology (see Proposition 2.6). Due to the convergence, we may assume
for simplicity that (2.46) hold with Σk

0 in place of Σ0 for every k ∈ N and that
Proposition 2.6 holds for every k ∈ N.

With the uniform estimates from Section 2.2 and Section 2.3, in this subsection
we shall be equipped to prove Theorem 1.1. The critical part is to show that uk

(i.e., the arrival time function of
{
Σk

t

}
, see Proposition 2.6) converges locally in

the C1 topology to u (see Proposition 2.16 and Proposition 2.18). The convergence
signifies that if p is a regular point of {Σt}, because of

lim
k→∞

∣∣∇uk (p)
∣∣ = |∇u (p)|

and that the smooth scale of
{
Σk

t

}
at p depends on

∣∣∇uk (p)
∣∣ (see Proposition 2.12),

it is not surprising that
{
Σk

t

}
would converge locally smoothly to {Σt} near p as

k → ∞. This is the core of Corollary 2.21, from which Theorem 1.1 follows.
Let us start with the uniform convergence of the arrival time functions. Note

that u : Ω̄0 → [0,∞) can be extended continuously to R
n simply by interpreting it

to be zero on R
n \ Ω̄0. The same is true for every uk : Ω̄k

0 → [0,∞). The following
proposition is based on Proposition 2.9 and the uniqueness of viscosity solutions to
the Dirichlet problem (1.2) (cf. [ES]).

Proposition 2.16. Upon identifying the arrival time function uk with its natu-
ral continuous extension (by interpreting it to be zero outside Ω̄k

0), u
k converges

uniformly to u in R
n as k → ∞.

Proof. Choose R > 0 large so that Ω̄0 is contained in the open ball BR. For
convenience, let us assume that for every k ∈ N, Σk

0 is also contained in BR. Note
that by [ES] we have

(2.47) Σk
t ⊂ B√

R2−2(n−1)t
∀ t ≥ 0,
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which yields that

(2.48) max
Rn

uk = max
Ω̄k

0

uk ≤ R2

2 (n− 1)
.

Given ǫ ∈
(
0, Ṫ

)
, where Ṫ > 0 is as given in Proposition 2.6, choose δ > 0 so

small that Ωǫ/2 ⊂ Ω0 is outside the 4δ-tubular-neighborhood of Σ0. By Proposition

2.6, there exists kǫ ∈ N so that for every k ≥ kǫ, Σ
k
0 is contained in the δ-tubular-

neighborhood of Σ0 and that Ωk
ǫ/2 ⊂ Ω0

14is outside the 3δ-neighborhood of Σ0.

Then for each x0 ∈ R
n, we claim that

(2.49)
∣∣uk (x)− uk (x0)

∣∣ ≤ ǫ ∀x ∈ Bmin{δ, κǫ} (x0) , k ≥ kǫ.

Let k ≥ kǫ. Below we divide into three cases to verify:
Case 1: x0 belongs to the 2δ-tubular-neighborhood of Σ0 (so x0 /∈ Ωk

ǫ/2). Then

for every x ∈ Bδ (x0), it is within the 3δ-tubular-neighborhood of Σ0 and hence
falls outside Ωk

ǫ/2; thus,

∣∣uk (x)− uk (x0)
∣∣ ≤ uk (x) + uk (x0) ≤ ǫ

2
+
ǫ

2
= ǫ.

Case 2: x0 ∈ Ω0 is outside the 2δ-tubular-neighborhood of Σ0 (so x0 ∈ Ωk
0). Then

for every x ∈ Bmin{δ,κǫ} (x0), it is in Ω0 and outside the δ-tubular-neighborhood

of Σ0 and so falls within Ωk
0 . Thus, Bmin{δ,κǫ} (x0) ⊂ Ωk

0 and for every x ∈
Bmin{δ,κǫ} (x0), by (2.46) and Proposition 2.9 we have

∣∣uk (x)− uk (x0)
∣∣ ≤ κ−1 |x− x0| ≤ ǫ.

Case 3: x0 /∈ Ω0 is outside the 2δ-tubular-neighborhood of Σ0 (so x0 /∈ Ωk
0). For

every x ∈ Bδ (x0), it is outside Ω0 and the δ-tubular-neighborhood of Σ0 and hence
falls outside Ωk

0 ; thus, ∣∣uk (x)− uk (x0)
∣∣ = 0.

By (2.47), (2.48), and (2.49), Arzelà-Ascoli compactness theorem implies that for
any subsequence of

{
uk
}
k∈N

there would exist a further subsequence that converges

uniformly to some continuous function û : Rn → [0,∞). Notice that û vanishes on
R

n \ Ω̄0, which (by the continuity of û) implies that û|Σ0
= 0. Moreover, by the

argument in the proof of Theorem 2.7 in [ES], û would satisfy the equation (1.2)
in the viscosity sense on Ω0. Thus, by the uniqueness of viscosity solutions to the
Dirichlet problem of (1.2) (see Theorem 7.5 in [ES]), we deduce that û = u.

By the last paragraph, any subsequence of
{
uk
}
k∈N

has a further subsequence

converging uniformly to u. Therefore, the whole sequence
{
uk
}
k∈N

must converge
uniformly to u. �

We immediately have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.17. Let T k
ext be the time of extinction of

{
Σk

t

}
. Then we have

lim
k→∞

T k
ext = lim

k→∞
max
Ωk

0

uk = max
Ω0

u = Text.

Given the convergence of the arrival time functions in Proposition 2.16, we can
proceed to prove the convergence of gradients with the help of Proposition 2.9 and
Proposition 2.14.

14Ωk
ǫ/2

=
{

uk > ǫ
2

}

is the region bounded by Σk
ǫ/2

.
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Proposition 2.18. ∇uk converges locally uniformly to ∇u in Ω0 as k → ∞.

Proof. Let B be any open ball in R
n such that B̄ ⊂ Ω0. Choose kB ∈ N sufficiently

large so that B̄ ⊂ Ωk
0 for every k ≥ kB. By Proposition 2.9 and Proposition 2.14, any

subsequence of
{
∇uk

∣∣
B̄
}
k≥kB

has a further subsequence, say
{
∇ukj

∣∣
B̄
}
j∈N

, that

converges uniformly to some continuous vector-valued function F =
(
F 1, · · · , Fn

)

on B̄ by Arzelà-Ascoli compactness theorem. Note that for every function ζ ∈
C1

c (B), by Proposition 2.16 there holds
∫

B
F i ζ dx = lim

j→∞

∫

B
∂iu

kj ζ dx = − lim
j→∞

∫

B
ukj ∂iζ dx

= −
∫

B
u ∂iζ dx =

∫

B
∂iu ζ dx ∀ i ∈ {1, · · · , n} ,

we deduce that F = ∇u|B̄. Therefore, the whole sequence
{
∇uk

∣∣
B̄
}
k≥kB

must

converges uniformly to ∇u|B̄. �

What follow are two corollaries concerning the singular sets and singular times
of
{
Σk

t

}
, respectively. Note that by Proposition 2.6 and Proposition 2.8, we may

assume that the singular set of the mean-convex LSF
{
Σk

t

}
is contained in ΩṪ when

k is large.

Corollary 2.19. Given an open set U strictly contained in Ω0 \S, there is kU ∈ N

so that for every k ≥ kU , the flow
{
Σk

t

}
is regular in U .

As an illustration, if U = ΩṪ \ Sδ with δ > 0, where

Sδ := {x : dist (x,S) < δ} ,
then for every k ≥ kU , the singular set of

{
Σk

t

}
would be contained in Sδ.

Proof. Let U be an open set such that Ū ⊂ Ω0\S. Firstly, choose k0 ∈ N sufficiently
large so that Ū ⊂ Ωk

0 for k ≥ k0. It follows from Proposition 2.18 that there is
kU ≥ k0 so that

min
Ū

∣∣∇uk
∣∣ ≥ 1

2
min
Ū

|∇u| > 0,

which yields that the flow
{
Σk

t

}
is regular in U . �

Corollary 2.20. Suppose that the flow {Σt} is regular during t ∈ [a, b], where
0 < a < b < Text, then there exists k[a,b] ∈ N so that for every k ≥ k[a,b], the flow{
Σk

t

}
is regular during t ∈ [a, b].

Proof. By Lemma 2.10 and the continuity of u, the set of singular times is compact
(and hence closed). So there exists

0 < a′ < a < b < b′ < Text

such that
{a′ ≤ u ≤ b′} ⊂ Ω0 \ S.

Then U := {a′ < u < b′} is an open set strictly contained in Ω0 \S. By Proposition
2.16, there is k0 ∈ N so that for k ≥ k0,{

a ≤ uk ≤ b
}

⊂ {a′ < u < b′} = U.

It follows from Corollary 2.19 that there exists kU ≥ k0 so that for every k ≥ kU ,
the flow

{
Σk

t

}
is regular in U and so

{
Σk

t

}
is regular during t ∈ [a, b]. �
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On account of the uniform estimates for the flows (see Proposition 2.12, Propo-
sition 2.13, and Corollary 2.15) and the local C1 convergence of the arrival time
functions (see Proposition 2.16 and Proposition 2.18), we are now able to prove the
following lemma, which is the very essence of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.21. The flow
{
Σk

t

}
converges locally smoothly to {Σt} in (ΩṪ \ S) ×

(0,∞) as k → ∞.

Proof. Fix p ∈ ΩṪ \ S. By Proposition 2.16 and Proposition 2.18 we have

(2.50) lim
k→∞

uk (p) = u (p) > Ṫ

(2.51) lim
k→∞

∇uk (p) = ∇u (p) 6= 0.

So when k is large, p ∈ Ωk
Ṫ

is a regular point of
{
Σk

t

}
. Let r = 1

3γ |∇u (p)|. By

Definition 2.11, Proposition 2.12, and (2.51), there exists k0 ∈ N so that when
k ≥ k0,

2

3
|∇u (p)| ≤

∣∣∇uk (p)
∣∣ ≤ 4

3
|∇u (p)|

and every level hypersurface Σk
t =

{
uk = t

}
in B2r (p) is a 2ε (n)-Lipschitz graph

of fk (·, t) over TpΣu(p). Also, Σt = {u = t} in B2r (p) is certainly a ε (n)-Lipschitz

graph of f (·, t) over TpΣu(p). Then by Corollary 2.15 the graph of fk (·, t) restricted
in Br (p) would satisfy

(2.52) rm+2l−1
∣∣∂lt∇mfk

∣∣ ≤ C (n,m, l) whenever m+ 2l ≥ 2,

(2.53)
∣∣∇fk

∣∣ ≤ 2ε (n) ≤ 2,

(2.54) a ≤ r ∂tf
k ≤ b,

where a = γ
4Λ and b = b (n) are positive constants.

For ease of notations, let us assume that p = 0, TpΣu(p) = R
n−1 × {0}, and

∇u(p)
|∇u(p)| = (0, 1). So for k ≥ k0, Σ

k
t in B2r (p) can be described as xn = fk (x′, t),

where x′ =
(
x1, · · · , xn−1

)
. For instance, since 0 ∈ Σk

uk(0), we have

(2.55) fk
(
0, uk (0)

)
= 0.

From (2.53), (2.54), and (2.55), we deduce that the domain of fk (·, t) contains

B̄n−1
a

16b r
for every t ∈

[
uk (0)− r2

4b , u
k (0) + r2

4b

]
; moreover,

(2.56)
a

8b
r ≤ fk

(
x′, uk (0) +

r2

4b

)
≤ r

2
,

− r
2

≤ fk

(
x′, uk (0)− r2

4b

)
≤ − a

8b
r,

for every x′ ∈ B̄n−1
a

16b r
. Notice that by (2.54) we have

(2.57) fk

(
x′, uk (0)− r2

4b

)
≤ fk (x′, t) ≤ fk

(
x′, uk (0) +

r2

4b

)
.

for every x′ ∈ B̄n−1
a

16b r
and t ∈

[
uk (0)− r2

4b , u
k (0) + r2

4b

]
.
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For each δ ∈
(
0, 1

4b

)
, let

Dδ = B̄n−1
a

16b r
×
[
u (0) + δr2 − r2

4b
, u (0)− δr2 +

r2

4b

]
.

It follows from (2.50), (2.52), (2.53), (2.56), (2.57) that any subsequence of
{
fk
∣∣
Dδ

}

has a further subsequence that converges smoothly to some function f̃ on Dδ. We
claim that f̃ = f |Dδ

. To prove that, fix

t0 ∈
[
u (0) + δr2 − r2

4b
, u (0)− δr2 +

r2

4b

]

and let ǫ > 0 be any sufficiently small number. Note that (2.54) holds with f in
place of fk, so we have

{
xn > f (x′, t0 + ǫ) : x′ ∈ B̄n−1

a
16b r

}
∩Br ⊂ {u > t0 + ǫ} ,

{
xn < f (x′, t0 − ǫ) : x′ ∈ B̄n−1

a
16b r

}
∩Br ⊂ {u < t0 − ǫ} .

By Proposition 2.16, there is kǫ ∈ N so that for k ≥ kǫ we have

{u > t0 + ǫ} ⊂
{
uk > t0

}
, {u < t0 − ǫ} ⊂

{
uk < t0

}
,

which yields that

f (x′, t0 − ǫ) ≤ fk (x′, t0) ≤ f (x′, t0 + ǫ) ∀x′ ∈ B̄n−1
a

16b r
, k ≥ kǫ.

By the squeeze theorem, fk (x′, t0) → f (x′, t0) for every x′ ∈ B̄n−1
a

16b r
, proving the

claim.
Therefore, we obtain

fk C∞

→ f on Dδ.

Note that (2.52), (2.53), (2.54), (2.55), (2.56), and (2.57) hold with f and u in place
of fk and uk, respectively. Now choose δ > 0 sufficiently small so that

a

12b
r ≤ f

(
x′, u (0)− δr2 +

r2

4b

)
≤ r

2
,

− r
2

≤ f

(
x′, u (0) + δr2 − r2

4b

)
≤ − a

12b
r

for every x′ ∈ B̄n−1
a

16b r
. Then when k is large we have

a

16b
r ≤ fk

(
x′, u (0)− δr2 +

r2

4b

)
≤ r

2
,

− r
2

≤ fk

(
x′, u (0) + δr2 − r2

4b

)
≤ − a

16b
r

for every x′ ∈ B̄n−1
a

16b r
.

Finally, we conclude that the flow
{
Σk

t

}
converges smoothly to the flow {Σt}

in B̄n−1
a

16b r
×
[
− r

2 ,
r
2

]
for t ∈

[
u (0) + δr2 − r2

4b , u (0)− δr2 + r2

4b

]
as k → ∞; when

k is large, the flows
{
Σk

t

}
and {Σt} are empty in B̄n−1

a
16b r

×
[
− a

16br,
a

16br
]

for t /∈[
u (0) + δr2 − r2

4b , u (0)− δr2 + r2

4b

]
. �

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 1.1.
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Proof. (of Theorem 1.1) Note that S ⊂ ΩṪ by Proposition 2.6. In view of Lemma

2.21, it suffices to show that
{
Σk

t

}
converge locally smoothly to {Σt} in Ω0 \ΩṪ as

k → ∞.
Fix p ∈ Ω0 \ ΩṪ , let

τ =
1

2
u (p) ∈

(
0, Ṫ

)

and choose r > 0 so that

B2r (p) ⊂
{
3

2
τ < u <

3

2
Ṫ

}
.

By Proposition 2.16, when k is large we have
{
3

2
τ < u <

3

2
Ṫ

}
⊂
{
τ < uk < 2Ṫ

}
;

thus, by Corollary 2.7 the flow
{
Σk

t

}
converges locally smoothly to {Σt} in Br (p)

as k → ∞. �

As a consequence, Corollary 2.20 can be improved as follows.

Corollary 2.22. If the flow {Σt} is regular during t ∈ [a, b], where 0 < a <
b < Text, then

{
Σk

t

}
a≤t≤b

is a MCF when k is large and converges smoothly to

{Σt}a≤t≤b as k → ∞.

Proof. As in the proof of Corollary 2.20, choose

0 < a′ < a < b < b′ < Text

and k0 ∈ N such that
{
a ≤ uk ≤ b

}
⊂ {a′ < u < b′} ⊂ Ω0 \ S

for every k ≥ k0. Then the conclusion follows from Theorem 1.1 that the flow
{
Σk

t

}

converges locally smoothly to
{
Σk

t

}
in {a′ ≤ u ≤ b′}. �

3. Singular set of two-convex LSF

From now on, the initial hypersurface Σ0 is assumed to be two-convex. It follows
from [CHN] that the singular set S of {Σt} would consist of round points and/or
cylindrical points (i.e., 1-cylindrical points, see [G2] for the definitions).

In this section we aim to establish Theorem 1.2. Firstly, in Section 3.1 and
Section 3.2 we apply the theories in [CM2] and [CM3] to investigate the asymptotic
behavior of the flow {Σt} and the singular set S near a round point and a cylindrical
point, respectively. Then on the basis of these findings, in Section 3.3 we study the
structure of the singular set at the first singular time T1 under the assumption that
that T1 is an isolated singular time. Lastly, in Section 3.4 we give Proposition 3.13,
by which we can apply the result in Section 3.3 recursively to prove Theorem 1.2.

3.1. Round points. In this subsection we will briefly review the behavior of mean-
convex LSF near a round point and then conclude with Corollary 3.1.

Now let p be a round point of {Σt}. By Brakke’s regularity theorem (cf. [B],
[I1]), in a small neighborhood U ⊂ Ω0 of p, Σt would be asymptotically spherical
around p for every t < u (p). Choose t0 less than and sufficiently close to u (p) such
that

Σ̂t0 := Σt0 ∩ U
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is a convex closed connected hypersurface. Let Ω̂t0 be the region bounded by Σ̂t0 .
15

As u satisfy (1.2) in the viscosity sense on Ω̂t0 with the boundary condition u = t0
on ∂Ω̂t0 = Σ̂t0 , it follows from the existence and uniqueness theorem in [ES] for
solutions to the Dirichlet problem (1.2) that

{
Σt ∩ Ω̂t0

}
t>t0

is indeed the mean-convex LSF starting from Σ̂t0 at time t0.

On the other hand, by [H1] the MCF
{
Σ̃t

}
t≥t0

starting from Σ̂t0 at time t0

would shrink monotonically into a point as t ր T̃ , where T̃ is the first singular

time of
{
Σ̃t

}
. By [ES],

Σt ∩ Ω̂t0 = Σ̃t

for every t ∈
[
t0, T̃

)
. Thus, we infer that Σt ∩ Ω̂t0 shrinks to the round point p as

tր u (p) = T̃ .
Furthermore, when u (p) = T1 (i.e., the first singular time of the flow), then by

the connectedness of Σt for t ∈ [0, T1), Σt ∩ Ω̂t0 must be the only component of
Σt for every t less than and sufficiently close to T1. In other words, the whole Σt

would be asymptotically spherical around p and shrinks to p as t ր T1.

Corollary 3.1. The round point p of {Σt} is an isolated singular point of the flow
and a local maximum point of u. Moreover, if u (p) is the first singular time of the
flow, then p would be the unique singular point of {Σt} and a global maximum point
of u; that is to say, {Σt} would shrink to the point p at time u (p) and then vanish.

3.2. Cylindrical points. We shall begin this subsection with extracting some cru-
cial facts concerning cylindrical points from [CM2] and [CM3] (see also Section 2
in [G2]), and then proceed to prove the main results of this subsection, Proposition
3.9 and Corollary 3.10, which give the local structure of the singular set at the first
singular time near a cylindrical point under certain assumptions. The key to estab-
lish Proposition 3.9 is to prove two critical lemmas: Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7,
which are based upon the properties of cylindrical points referred at the beginning
of the subsection.

Now let p be a cylindrical point. For ease of notations (which is valid only for this
subsection), let us perform a rigid motion to the flow in space and do a translation
in time so as to assume that p is the origin, the singular time u (p) is 0, and that
the tangent flow at 0 is

{√−t C
}
t<0

, where

C := Sn−2√
2(n−2)

× R.

In this case, it is convenient to adopt the following coordinates:

x = (y, z) ∈ R
n−1 × R.

By [CM2] (see also [CM3]), given small positive constants φ and ǫ, there are δ > 0
and L ≥ 1 (depending on n, λ,16 φ, ǫ) so that if for some t0 < 0 the rescaled level

15Note that Ω̂t0 is an open neighborhood of p in Ω0.
16See Proposition 2.5.
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set

(3.1)

(
1√−2 t0

Σ2t0

)
∩BL

is δ-close in the Cṁ topology to some cylinder congruent to C in BL, where ṁ ≥ 2
is an absolute constant (depending on n, λ), then for every t ∈ [t0, 0), the rescaled
level set (

1√−tΣt

)
∩BM

would be ǫ-close in the Cṁ topology17 to C in BM , where

M =

√
2 (n− 2)

sinφ
;

namely, 1√
−t

Σt in BM can be parametrized as a normal graph of a function ft (ω, z)

over C whose Cṁ norm is less than ǫ, where (ω, z) ∈ Sn−2 × R are the cylindrical
coordinates of C.18 After undoing the rescaling, Σt in BM

√
−t can be parametrized

as

(3.2) xt (ω, z) =
((√

2 (n− 2) + ft (ω, z)
)√

−t ω, z
)
, ω ∈ Sn−2, |z| .M

√
−t.

Note that such t0 < 0 exists due to Brakke’s regularity theorem (cf. [B], [I1]).
Let

r =
√
2 (n− 2) (−t0).

It follows that in Br \ Cφ, where19

(3.3) Cφ = { |y| ≤ |z| tanφ} ,
Σt = {u = t} would be ǫ-close “relative to the scale

√−t” 20in the Cṁ topology to
√
−tC =

{
|y| =

√
2 (n− 2) (−t)

}

for every t < 0. Such a number r is called a (φ, ǫ)-cylindrical scale of the flow
{Σt} at the cylindrical point 0.

Before getting into more details about the cylindrical points from [CM2] and
[CM3], let us digress for a moment to discuss the cylindrical points as critical
points of the arrival time function u. This is indispensable for Section 4.

Corollary 3.2. The cylindrical point 0 would never be a local minimum point of u
in view of

(3.4) sup
Br\Cφ

u ≤ u (0) = 0;

thus, it is either a local maximum point or a saddle point of u.
As a consequence, the cylindrical point 0 is a saddle point of u if and only if it

is not a local maximum point of u, that is, for every ε > 0 there is x ∈ Bε such

17The closeness in the higher order topology would follow from [EH] and interpolation.
18That is, C can be typically parametrized as

x (ω, z) =
(

√

2 (n− 2)ω, z
)

, ω ∈ Sn−2, z ∈ R.

19
Cφ is a solid double cone with apex 0, axis {0} × R (i.e., the z-axis), and angle φ.

20In the sense that after rescaling by the factor 1√−t
, the two “normalized” hypersurfaces would

be ǫ-close in the Cṁ topology.
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that u (x) > u (0) = 0 (in other words, the cylindrical point 0 can be approached by
points from the superlevel set {u > u (0) = 0}).

Recall that from the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow {Σt} in
Br \ Cφ, we have

{u > u (0) = 0} ∩Br ⊂ Cφ \ {0} .
Note that Cφ \ {0} has two components: the upside and the downside. When the
cylindrical points 0 is a saddle point, depending on whether it can be approached
by points in {u > u (0) = 0} from only one side or both sides, we have the following
definition:

Definition 3.3. When the cylindrical point 0 is a saddle point of u, we call it a one-

sided saddle point of u provided it can be approached by points in {u > u (0) = 0}
from only one side; in other words, it must be a local maximum point on either the
upside or the downside, say the upside, in the sense that there exists ε0 > 0 so that
u (0) = 0 is the maximum value of u on B̄n−1

ε0 × [0, ε0].
When the saddle point 0 can be approached by points in {u > u (0) = 0} from

both sides, it would be called a two-sided saddle point of u.

Below we have a remark, which will be used in the discussion of singular com-
ponents of the bumpy type in Section 4.

Remark 3.4. Suppose that the cylindrical point 0 is a local maximum point of u on
the upside, namely, there exists ε0 ∈ (0, r) so that u (0) = 0 is the maximum value
of u on B̄n−1

ε0 × [0, ε0]. By (3.4) we actually have

u ≤ u (0) = 0 on Br ∩ {0 ≤ z ≤ ε0} .
Assume further that there is no other singular points of {Σt} in Br ∩ {0 ≤ z ≤ ε0}
except the cylindrical point 0. Then we have

u < u (0) = 0 on Br ∩ {0 ≤ z < ε0} .
Because otherwise there would exist (y̌, ž) ∈ (Br \ {0}) ∩ {0 ≤ z < ε0} such that
u (y̌, ž) = 0. In view of the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {Σt}, we infer
that

(y̌, ž) ∈ (Br \ {0}) ∩ {0 ≤ z < ε0} ∩ Cφ ⊂ Br ∩ {0 < z < ε0} ,
which yields that (y̌, ž) is an interior local maximum point of u (and hence a critical
point of u). This is in contradiction to the assumption that the cylindrical point 0
is the only singular point of {Σt} in Br ∩ {0 ≤ z ≤ ε0}. Therefore, (in view of the
continuity of u at the cylindrical point 0) we have

(3.5) max
Br∩{z=z0}

u < u (0) ∀ z0 ∈ (0, ε0) ; max
Br∩{z=z0}

u → u (0) as z0 ց 0.

Now let us proceed to the further details regarding the cylindrical points from
[CM2] and [CM3]. Firstly, owing to Brakke’s regularity theorem, we can rechoose
t0 in (3.1) even closer to 0 so that

(
1√−2 t0

{u = 2 t0}
)
∩B2L

is δ
2 -close in the Cṁ topology to C in B2L. Applying the theorems in [CM2] to every

cylindrical point near 0 (if any) yields the following: there exists ρ > 0 (depending
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on n, λ, φ, ǫ, |t0|, and the Lipschitz constant of u)21 so that every cylindrical point

in B̄n−1
ρ × [−ρ, ρ] has a uniform (φ, ǫ)-cylindrical scale r = 1

2

√
2 (n− 2) (−t0).22

By [CM3] (see also [CM5]), let θ = θ (n) ∈ (0, 1) be an appropriately small
constant, there would be small constants φ = φ (n) and ǫ = ǫ (n) so that every
cylindrical point (y0, z0) in B̄n−1

ρ × [−ρ, ρ] has a uniform (φ (n) , ǫ (n))-cylindrical

scale23and is contained in a graph y = ψ (z), where

ψ : [−ρ, ρ] → B̄n−1
ρ

is a θ-Lipschitz function with ψ (0) = 0,24and the direction of the 1-dimensional axis
of the tangent cylinder at (y0, z0) would be θ-close to the direction of the z-axis.

Moreover, in case there exist −ρ ≤ a < b ≤ ρ so that every point on the curve
segment

(3.6) {(y, z) : y = ψ (z) , z ∈ [a, b]}
is a cylindrical point,25 then ψ ∈ C1 [a, b] and that there are no other singular
points in B̄n−1

ρ × [a, b]. Furthermore, in this case the tangent line to the C1 curve
segment at each point would be the 1-dimensional axis of the tangent cylinder at
the corresponding point. Notice that

u (ψ (z) , z) = u (0) ∀ z ∈ [a, b]

since ∇u vanishes along the curve (3.6). Consequently, u (0) = 0 is the unique
singular time of the flow in B̄n−1

ρ × [a, b].

Remark 3.5. In the above scenario, for each z0 ∈ [a, b], the flow is asymptotically
cylindrical in Br (ψ (z0) , z0)\C z0

φ , where C
z0
φ is the solid cone with apex (ψ (z0) , z0),

axis aligned with the axis of the tangent cylinder at (ψ (z0) , z0) (whose direction is
θ-close to the direction of the z-axis), and angle φ. Particularly, we deduce that

max
B̄n−1

ρ

u (·, z0) = u (0) = 0 ∀ z0 ∈ [a, b] .

Therefore, u (0) = 0 is the maximum value of u on B̄n−1
ρ × [a, b] . In the case where

a = 0 and b ∈ (0, ρ], the cylindrical point 0 would be either a local maximum point
or a one-sided saddle point of u such that it is a local maximum point on the upside
(see Definition 3.3).

Next, we are going to prove two critical lemmas, Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7,
from which the main results of this subsection (Proposition 3.9 and Corollary 3.10)
follow. The intuition behind Lemma 3.6 is that the “neck” between two cylindrical
points should not break before the first singular time.

21The intention is to ensure that for any cylindrical point q ∈ B̄n−1
ρ × [−ρ, ρ] there holds

|q|+
√

|u (q)|√−t0
is sufficiently small (depending on n, ṁ, δ).

22By Footnote 21, r is much larger than ρ, so we may assume that B̄n−1
2ρ × [−2ρ, 2ρ] ⊂ Br .

23In the rest of the paper, this would be simply referred to as a cylindrical scale.
24With the θ-Lipschitz condition of ψ and ψ (0) = 0, we actually have that

ψ (z) ∈ B̄n−1
θρ ⊂ Bn−1

ρ

for every z ∈ [−ρ, ρ].
25By the last paragraph, it is equivalent to say that for every z ∈ [a, b], there exists a cylindrical

point in Bn−1
ρ × {z}.



STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX LEVEL SET FLOW 30

Lemma 3.6. Let the notations be as stated in the above. Note that the parameters
φ, ǫ, θ are small and that the scale r ∼ √−t0 ≫ ρ.

Suppose that u (0) = 0 is the first singular time of the flow {Σt} and that the
cylindrical point 0 is a maximum point of u in B̄n−1

̺ × [0, ̺] for some ̺ ∈ (0, ρ].

If there exists another cylindrical point (y∗, z∗) ∈ B̄n−1
̺ × (0, ̺], then the singular

set of {Σt} in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, z∗] would be a C1 embedded curve that is composed of

cylindrical points and is given by

{(y, z) : y = ψ (z) , z ∈ [0, z∗]} ⊂ {u = 0} .
Proof. First of all, note that the hypotheses implies that t = 0 would be the unique
singular time of the flow in B̄n−1

̺ × [0, ̺]; particularly, u (y∗, z∗) = 0. In addition, in
view of the paragraphs between Remark 3.4 and Remark 3.5, to prove the lemma,
it suffices to show that for every z ∈ (0, z∗) there exists a cylindrical point in
Bn−1

̺ × {z}.
Observe that if u (y0, z0) = 0 for some (y0, z0) ∈ Bn−1

̺ ×(0, z∗), then it must be a

local maximum point of u since u (0) = 0 is the maximum value of u on B̄n−1
̺ ×[0, ̺];

hence (y0, z0) would be a singular point of the flow, which by Corollary 3.1 is indeed
a cylindrical point. Thus, our goal is to show that for every z ∈ (0, z∗) there exists
a point in Bn−1

̺ × {z} at which u vanishes.

Next, since Σt approximates to the cylinder
√−tC in Br \ Cφ for t < 0, we can

choose t1 ∈ (t0, 0) so that

(3.7) Σt1 ∩
(
B̄n−1

̺ × {z}
)
⊂
(
Bn−1

̺ \ B̄n−1
z tanφ

)
× {z} ∀ z ∈ [−2̺, 2̺] .

Let Θ be the “tubular” closed region in Bn−1
̺ × [0, z∗] that is bounded from below,

above, and lateral by respectively z = 0, z = z∗, and Σt1 ≈ √−t1 C. Consider the
set T consisting of t ∈ [t1, 0) for which there exists a continuous curve on Σt ∩ Θ
that goes from the bottom z = 0 to the top z = z∗. It is clear that t1 ∈ T

since Σt1 ≈ √−t1 C in Θ. More generally, notice that we can actually find some
t2 ∈ (t1, 0) so that for every t ∈ [t1, t2], the condition (3.7) holds with t in place of
t1 (based on the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow in Br \ Cφ), which
yields that [t1, t2] ⊂ T.

Let

(3.8) T̂ = sup {t ∈ [t1, 0) : [t1, t] ⊂ T} .
We claim that T̂ = 0. If so, fix z0 ∈ (0, z∗), then for every t ∈ [t1, 0) ⊂ T, as there
exits a continuous path on Σt∩Θ going from the bottom to the top and hence must
passing through

(3.9) Θz0 := Θ ∩ {z = z0} ,
we can find a point (yt, z0) ∈ Σt ∩ Θz0 , which gives that u (yt, z0) = t. By the
compactness of Θz0 and the continuity of u, we then obtain a point

(y0, z0) ∈ Θz0 ⊂ Bn−1
̺ × {z0}

satisfying u (y0, z0) = 0, proving the lemma. In the rest of the proof, we shall verify
the claim.

Suppose the contrary that T̂ < 0. Let Θ̂ be the extended region of Θ by
adding two conical layers ∆0 and ∆∗ in the bottom and top, respectively. The
two layers are defined as follows: let ϕ ∈ (0, φ] be a small constant (to be deter-
mined); let ∆0 be the closed region that is bounded from below, above, and lateral
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by respectively {z = − |y| tanϕ} , {z = |y| tanϕ}, and Σt1 ≈ √−t1 C;26 let ∆∗ be
the closed region that is bounded from below, above, and lateral by respectively
{z − z∗ = − |y − y∗| tanϕ} , {z − z∗ = |y − y∗| tanϕ}, and Σt1 ≈ √−t1 C.27 Now
let us choose ϕ ∈ (0, φ] sufficiently small (depending also on z∗) so that ∆0 and ∆∗
are disjoint.

Recall that both of the cylindrical points 0 and (y∗, z∗) have cylindrical scale r,
so the flow is asymptotically cylindrical in both Br \Cφ and Br (y∗, z∗) \C ∗

φ , where

C ∗
φ is the counterpart of Cφ for the cylindrical point (y∗, z∗), namely, C ∗

φ is the

the solid cone with apex (y∗, z∗), axis aligned with the axis of the tangent cylinder
at (y∗, z∗) (whose direction is θ-close to the direction of the z-axis), and angle φ.
Particularly, the flow is asymptotically cylindrical in both ∆0 and ∆∗.

In view of Σt ∩ Θ0 ≈ √−t C ∩ Θ0 for every t ∈
[
t1, T̂ /2

]
, and that ∂∆0 \ Σt1

28is contained in z = ± |y| tanϕ, there is a uniform distance between Σt ∩ Θ0 and

∂∆0 \ Σt1 for every t ∈
[
t1, T̂ /2

]
. The same is true if we replace Θ0 and ∆0 by

respectively Θz∗ and ∆∗. Specifically, there is σ > 0 so that

(3.10) dist (Σt ∩Θ0, ∂∆0 \ Σt1) ≥ σ, dist (Σt ∩Θz∗ , ∂∆∗ \ Σt1) ≥ σ

for every t ∈
[
t1, T̂ /2

]
.

In addition, the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow in ∆0 and ∆∗
implies that there is not any singular points in

(∆0 ∪∆∗) ∩
{
t1 ≤ u ≤ T̂ /2

}
.

Also, recall that the only singular time of the flow in

Θ ⊂ B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺]

is 0. Thus, we infer that Θ̂∩
{
t1 ≤ u ≤ T̂ /2

}
is a compact set consisting of regular

points (so ∇u 6= 0), which yields that

(3.11) K := max
Θ̂∩{t1≤u≤T̂ /2}

|∇u|−1

is a finite positive number.

Now choose t3 ∈
[
t2, T̂

)
and t4 ∈

(
T̂ , T̂ /2

)
so that

(3.12) t4 − t3 <
σ

K
.

Since t3 ∈ T, there exists a continuous curve

γt3 : [0, 1] → Σt3 ∩Θ

such that

(3.13) γt3 (0) ∈ Σt3 ∩Θ0, γt3 (1) ∈ Σt3 ∩Θz∗ .

Let Φτ be the (local) flow generated by the vector field ∇u
|∇u|2 .29 Because γt3 [0, 1] ⊂

Σt3 ∩ Θ is a compact set consisting of regular points (see the last paragraph), Φτ

26Because Σt1 ∩∆0 ⊂ Σt1 ∩
(

Br \ Cφ

)

.
27Because Σt1 ∩∆∗ ⊂ Σt1 ∩

(

Br \ Cφ

)

by (3.7).
28It is the union of the top and bottom boundaries of ∆0.
29For a regular point x, τ 7→ Φτ (x) is the unique integral curve of the vector field ∇u

|∇u|2 such

that Φ0 (x) = x, which has short time existence. Note that if u (x) = t, then u (Φτ (x)) = t+ τ .
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acts on γt3 [0, 1] for τ ≥ 0 sufficiently small with Φτ ◦ γt3 being a continuous curve

lying on Σt3+τ ∩ int Θ̂. In fact, by noticing that the curve Φτ ◦γt3 (s) will never hit

the lateral boundary of Θ̂ (which is contained in Σt1) and taking (3.10), (3.11), and
(3.12) into account, we infer that so long as τ ∈ [0, t4 − t3], Φτ can act on γt3 [0, 1]
with

γ
(0)
t3+τ := Φτ ◦ γt3 : [0, 1] → Σt3+τ ∩ int Θ̂

being a continuous curve that, in view of (3.10), (3.11), (3.12), and (3.13), satisfies

(3.14) γ
(0)
t3+τ (0) ∈ ∆0, γ

(0)
t3+τ (1) ∈ ∆∗.

To finish the proof, we need to modify γ
(0)
t for each t ∈ (t3, t4] so as to make it stay

on Σt ∩ Θ (instead of Σt ∩ Θ̂), start from somewhere on Σt ∩ Θ0, and end up on
Σt ∩ Θz∗ . If so, we would have [t1, t4] ⊂ T, which gives the desired contradiction

that t4 > T̂ (see (3.8)).

The aforementioned modification of γ
(0)
t for each t ∈ (t3, t4] will be done in two

steps. In the first step we would deal with the “bottom” part. Specifically, we shall
find a continuous map It : Σt ∩ Θ̂ → Σt ∩ (Θ ∪∆∗) (as will be seen in the next

paragraph) that pushes the portions of γ
(0)
t lying on Σt ∩∆0 \ Θ continuously to

Σt ∩ ∆0 ∩ Θ and keeps the rest invariant, so we would obtain a new continuous
curve:

It ◦ γ(0)t : [0, 1] → Σt ∩ (Θ ∪∆∗) .

Notice that It ◦ γ(0)t (0) might not be on Σt∩Θ0; instead, by (3.14) we have

It ◦ γ(0)t (0) ∈ Σt ∩Θ ∩∆0.

Since Σt ∩Θ ∩∆0 ≈ √−t C ∩Θ ∩∆0, we can find a curve ςt : [0, 1] → Σt ∩Θ ∩∆0

so that

ςt (0) ∈ Σt ∩Θ0, ς (1) = It ◦ γ(0)t (0) .

Then jointing this two paths together gives a new curve

γ
(1)
t (s) =

{
ςt (2s) , s ∈

[
0, 12
]

It ◦ γ(0)t (2s− 1) , s ∈
[
1
2 , 1
]

satisfying

γ
(1)
t : [0, 1] → Σt ∩ (Θ ∪∆∗)

γ
(1)
t (0) ∈ Σt ∩Θ0, γ

(1)
t (1) ∈ Σt ∩∆∗,

completing the first step. In the second step, we deal with the “top” part using

essentially the same trick as in the first step, so we are able to transform γ
(1)
t into

a new curve γ
(2)
t satisfying

γ
(2)
t : [0, 1] → Σt ∩Θ

γ
(2)
t (0) ∈ Σt ∩Θ0, γ

(2)
t (1) ∈ Σt ∩Θz∗ .

Finally, γt = γ
(2)
t is the desired continuous curve.

The last piece to complete the entire proof is to construct the map

It : Σt ∩ Θ̂ → Σt ∩ (Θ ∪∆∗)
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for each t ∈ (t3, t4] as mentioned in the last paragraph. As Σt ∩∆0 ≈ √−t C ∩∆0,
we can parametrize Σt∩∆0 using the cylindrical coordinates (ω, z) defined in (3.2).
Then we define a map (between submanifolds)

It : Σt ∩∆0 → Σt ∩∆0 ∩Θ

in terms of local coordinates as

It (ω, z) = (ω, z+) ,

where z+ = max {z, 0}. It is not hard to see that the map It can be extended on

Σt ∩ Θ̂ in a continuous manner such that It = id on Σt ∩ Θ̂ \∆0. �

In contrast to Lemma 3.6, in which the cylindrical point 0 is assumed to be a
local maximum point of u on the upside, in Lemma 3.7 we consider the case where
the cylindrical point 0 is not a local maximum point on the upside. The additional
assumption that u (0) = 0 is locally the unique singular time on the upside is of
vital importance for the lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let notations be as defined in Lemma 3.6. Suppose that 0 is the
first singular time of the flow {Σt} and that the cylindrical point 0 is not a local
maximum point of u in B̄n−1

ρ × [0, ρ] in the sense that for every ε > 0, there is

x ∈ Bε ∩
(
B̄n−1

ρ × [0, ρ]
)

such that u (x) > u (0) = 0.
If there exists ̺ ∈ (0, ρ] so that u (0) = 0 is the unique singular time of the flow

in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺] for some ̺ ∈ (0, ρ], then the cylindrical point 0 would be the unique

singular point of the flow in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺].

Proof. Suppose the contrary that there is a another singular point (y∗, z∗) in B̄n−1
̺ ×

[0, ̺]. Note that u (y∗, z∗) = 0 by hypothesis and that (y∗, z∗) must be a cylindrical
point by Corollary 3.1. Moreover, in view of the asymptotically cylindrical behavior
of the flow in Br \ Cφ, we infer that (y∗, z∗) ∈ Cφ with z∗ > 0.

Recall that every cylindrical point in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺] is located on a θ-Lipschitz

graph y = ψ (z) and has a cylindrical scale r. It follows that the flow is asymp-
totically cylindrical in Br (y∗, z∗) \ C

∗
φ , where C

∗
φ is the the solid cone with apex

(y∗, z∗), axis aligned with the axis of the tangent cylinder at (y∗, z∗) (whose direc-
tion is θ-close to the direction of the z-axis), and angle φ. Thus, we obtain

(3.15) B̄n−1
̺ × {0} ⊂ (Br \ Cφ) ∪ {0} ⊂ {u ≤ u (0) = 0} ,

(3.16) B̄n−1
̺ × {z∗} ⊂

(
Br (y∗, z∗) \ C

∗
φ

)
∪ {(y∗, z∗)} ⊂ {u ≤ u (y∗, z∗) = 0} .

Now (using the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow in Br \ Cφ) choose
t1 ∈ (t0, 0) such that

Σt1 ∩
(
B̄n−1

̺ × {z}
)
⊂
(
Bn−1

̺ \ B̄n−1
z tanφ

)
× {z} ∀ z ∈ [0, ̺] .

Let Θ be the closed region in Bn−1
̺ × [0, z∗] that is bounded from below, above,

and lateral by respectively z = 0, z = z∗, and Σt1 ≈ √−t1 C. Since u (0) = 0 is not
a local maximum value of u on B̄n−1

̺ × [0, ̺], we have

T̂ = max
Θ

u > 0.

Choose p ∈ Θ so that u (p) = T̂ . In view of (3.15), (3.16), and that the lateral
boundary of Θ is contained in Σt1 , p is not on ∂Θ and therefore is an interior
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maximum point (and hence a critical point) of u. Thus, T̂ is another singular time
of the flow, contradicting the the hypothesis. �

Before moving on to the primary conclusions of this subsection, let us make the
following remark, which will be used in the discussion of singular components of
the splitting/bumpy type in Section 4.

Remark 3.8. In Lemma 3.7, note that the cylindrical point 0 must be either a
two-sided saddle point of u or a one-sided saddle point of u such that it is a local
maximum point on the downside (see Definition 3.3). Because of the asymptotically
cylindrical behavior of {Σt} in Br \ Cφ, we have Στ ≈ √−τ C in Br, where

τ = u (0)− r2

4 (n− 2)
= − r2

4 (n− 2)
.

By the continuity of u at the cylindrical point 0, we can find r̊ ∈ (0, r) so that

(3.17) min
Cφ∩{0≤z≤r̊}

u > τ.

Moreover, since the cylindrical point 0 is not a local maximum point of u on the
top, we can choose ε̊ ∈ (0, r̊) such that

t̊ := max
T̂ ∩{z=ε̊}

u > u (0) = 0,

where

(3.18) T̂ := Ω̄τ ∩Br ∩ {0 ≤ z ≤ ε̊}
is a “tubular” closed region bounded by Στ , {z = 0}, and {z = ε̊} from the lateral,
bottom, and top, respectively. By the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {Σt}
in Br \ Cφ and the intermediate value theorem, we then deduce that

(3.19) Σt ∩ {z = ε̊} ∩ T̂ 6= ∅ ∀ t ∈
[
τ, t̊
]
,

(3.20) Σt ∩ T̂ ⊂ intCφ ∀ t ∈
(
0, t̊
]
.

In case where u (0) = 0 is the unique singular time of {Σt} in B̄+
r , Σt ∩ T̂ would be

a hypersurface contained in intCφ for every t ∈
(
0, t̊
]
.

Now we are all set to prove the main result of this subsection.

Proposition 3.9. With the same notations as in Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7.
Assume that u (0) = 0 is the first singular time of the flow {Σt} and also the
unique singular time of the flow in B̄n−1

̺ × [0, ̺] for some ̺ ∈ (0, ρ].

Then either the cylindrical point 0 is an isolated30 singular point in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺],

or there exists z∗ ∈ (0, ̺] so that the singular set of the flow in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, z∗] is a

C1 embedded curve that is comprised of cylindrical points and is defined by

{(y, z) : y = ψ (z) , z ∈ [0, z∗]} .
Proof. If the cylindrical point 0 is an isolated singular point in B̄n−1

̺ ×[0, ̺], then we

are done. So let us assume that 0 is not an isolated singular point in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺];

particularly, 0 is not the only singular points in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺]. So by Lemma 3.7 we

30It means that 0 is the unique singular point in Bε ∩
(

B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺]

)

for some ε > 0.
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infer that the cylindrical point 0 must be a local maximum point of u in B̄n−1
̺ ×[0, ̺]

in the sense that for some ˜̺∈ (0, ̺] we have

u (x) ≤ u (0) = 0 ∀x ∈ B̄n−1
ρ̃ × [0, ρ̃] .

Namely, the cylindrical point 0 is a maximum point of u on B̄n−1
ρ̃ × [0, ρ̃].

Since 0 is not an isolated singular point in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺], we can find a singular

point (y∗, z∗) 6= 0 in B̄n−1
ρ̃ × [0, ρ̃], which has to be a cylindrical point by Corollary

3.1. Recalling that all cylindrical points in B̄n−1
̺ × [0, ̺] must lie on the graph

y = ψ (z), we deduce that z∗ > 0 (because ψ (0) = 0). Then it follows from Lemma
3.6 that the singular set of the flow in B̄n−1

̺ × [0, z∗] is a C1 embedded curve
consisting of purely cylindrical points that is given by

{(y, z) : y = ψ (z) , z ∈ [0, z∗]} ⊂ S ∩ Σ0.

�

Since the analogous result of Proposition 3.9 holds for the flow on the downside
B̄n−1

ρ × [−ρ, 0] as well. Combining them together yields the following corollary.

Corollary 3.10. With the same notations as in Proposition 3.9. If u (0) = 0 is the
first singular time of the flow {Σt} and also the unique singular time of the flow in
B̄n−1

̺ × [−̺, ̺] for some ̺ > 0.

Then either the cylindrical point 0 is an isolated singular point in B̄n−1
̺ × [−̺, ̺],

or there exist z+∗ ∈ [0, ̺] and z−∗ ∈ [−̺, 0], at least one of which is nonzero, so that
the singular set of the flow in B̄n−1

̺ × [z−∗ , z
+
∗ ] is a C1 embedded curve consisting

of purely cylindrical points given by
{
(y, z) : y = ψ (z) , z ∈

[
z−∗ , z

+
∗
]}

;

moreover, in case that one of {z−∗ , z+∗ } is 0, say z−∗ = 0, then there exists ε > 0 so
that the cylindrical point 0 is the unique singular point in Bε ∩

(
B̄n−1

̺ × [−̺, 0]
)
.

3.3. Singular set at the first singular time. In this subsection we shall consider
the structure of the singular set at the first singular time T1 under the assumption
that T1 is an isolated singular time of the flow. The main result (see the following
proposition) is based on Corollary 3.1 (in Section 3.1) and Corollary 3.10 (in Section
3.2). This will be utilized in Section 3.4 to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 3.11. Suppose either T1 = Text, or that T1 < Text is an isolated
singular time of the flow {Σt}, that is, there exists a “second” singular time T2 ∈
(T1, Text] so that {Σt} is regular during t ∈ (T1, T2). Then the singular set of {Σt}
at the first singular time, i.e.,

S ∩ ΣT1 ,

has finitely many connected components, each of which is either a single (round
or cylindrical) point, or a compact C1 embedded curve (with or without boundary)
consisting of cylindrical points.

Proof. Firstly, recall that S is a closed subset of Ω0 (see Lemma 2.10) and note that
ΣT1 = {u = T1} is a closed subset of Ω0 owing to the continuity of u. Consequently,
S ∩ΣT1 is a closed subset of Ω0 and hence a compact set.

Secondly, if S ∩ ΣT1 has a round point, then by Corollary 3.1, this round point
would be the only element of S ∩ΣT1 and hence the proposition would be proved.
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So for the rest of the proof let us assume that S ∩ΣT1 comprises purely cylindrical
points.

Fix p ∈ S ∩ ΣT1 . Note that we can find r > 0 so that T1 is the only singular
time of the flow in Br (p). This is obviously true when T1 = Text; in the case where
T1 < Text, since {u ≥ T2} is a compact set in Ω0 and p /∈ {u ≥ T2}, there exists
r > 0 such that Br (p) ∩ {u ≥ T2} = ∅, which means that

(3.21) Br (p) ⊂ {u < T2} ,
and so there are no other singular times than T1 in Br (p). Thus, it follows from
Corollary 3.10 that there is ε ∈ (0, r] so that one of the following holds:

(1) S ∩Bε (p) = {p};
(2) S ∩Bε (p) is a C1 embedded curve with p being an interior point;
(3) S ∩Bε (p) is a C1 embedded curve with p being a boundary point.

Notice that S ∩Bε (p) = S ∩ ΣT1 ∩Bε (p) by (3.21).
Therefore, by the compactness of S ∩ ΣT1 , we infer that S ∩ ΣT1 is a finite

disjoint union of points and/or compact C1 embedded curves (with or without
boundary). �

3.4. Singular set at subsequent singular times. We shall prove Theorem 1.2
in the end of this subsection. The idea of the proof is as follows. By Proposition
3.13 (which will be proved in this subsection), the superlevel set of the arrival time
function u at the first singular time T1 is a finite disjoint union of open connected
sets, namely,

ΩT1 = {u > T1} =

m1⊔

i=1

Ω
(i)
T1
,

and so

Σt =

m1⊔

i=1

(
Σt ∩ Ω

(i)
T1

)
, t > T1;

moreover, each Σt ∩ Ω
(i)
T1

is itself a two-convex LSF for t ∈ (T1,∞) and a MCF
of closed connected hypersurfaces for t ∈ (T1, T2), where T2 is the second singular
time of {Σt}. It follows that the singular set of {Σt} at time T2 is indeed the union

of the singular sets of

{
Σt ∩Ω

(î)
T1

}

t>T1

’s at their “first” singular time, where î’s are

those indices such that

{
Σt ∩ Ω

(̂i)
T1

}

t>T1

does become singular at t = T2. In this

way, Proposition 3.11 from Section 3.3 can be applied to each

{
Σt ∩Ω

(î)
T1

}

t>T1

to

study the singular set of {Σt} at time T2. Such process can be repeated to study
the singular set of {Σt} at all subsequent singular times T1 < T2 < · · · < Text.

To prove Proposition 3.13, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12. For each regular time t ∈ (0, Text), Σt = {x ∈ Ω0 : u (x) = t} is a
finite disjoint union of two-convex31 closed connected hypersurfaces

Σ
(1)
t , · · · ,Σ(m)

t ;

31With respect to the inward unit normal.
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moreover, Ωt = {x ∈ Ω0 : u (x) > t} is the disjoint union of

Ω
(1)
t , · · · ,Ω(m)

t ,

where Ω
(i)
t is the open connected set bounded by Σ

(i)
t for i ∈ {1, · · · ,m}.

Proof. Let t ∈ (0, Text) be a regular value of u. By the implicit function theorem,
Σt is a closed hypersurface in Ω0. As Σt is compact, it has finitely many connected

components, say Σ
(1)
t , · · · ,Σ(m)

t , each of which is a closed connected hypersurface in

Ω0. By the Jordan-Brouwer separation theorem (see [GP]), each Σ
(i)
t would bound

a region Ω
(i)
t contained32 in Ω0. Because Σt is two-convex with respect to ∇u

|∇u|

(cf. [CHN]), so is Σ
(i)
t . Note that the unit normal ∇u

|∇u| is either entirely inward or

entirely outward for each Σ
(i)
t . In view of the fact that every closed hypersurface

has a point where it is convex with respect to the inward unit normal vector, we

conclude that ∇u
|∇u| is entirely inward for each Σ

(i)
t .

To see that Ω
(i)
t ⊂ Ωt, firstly note that because the vector field ∇u

|∇u| on Σ
(i)
t

points toward Ω
(i)
t , we are able to find a small tubular open neighborhood U of Σ

(i)
t

so that Ω
(i)
t ∩ U ⊂ Ωt. Were Ω

(i)
t \ Ωt 6= ∅, we would have

p ∈ Ω
(i)
t \ Ωt ⊂ Ω̄

(i)
t \ U

so that
u (p) = min

Ω̄
(i)
t \U

u ≤ t.

It would follow that p ∈ Ω
(i)
t with

u (p) = min
Ω̄

(i)
t

u;

particularly, p is a critical point of u. However, u has no local minimum points (see

Corollary 3.1 and Corollary 3.2). Thus we obtain Ω
(i)
t ⊂ Ωt.

Recall that both Ω
(i)
t and R

n\Ω̄(i)
t are open connected (and hence path-connected)

by the Jordan-Brouwer separation theorem. When m > 1, for every j 6= i,

Σ
(i)
t ∩ Σ

(j)
t = ∅,

Σ
(i)
t ∩Ω

(j)
t ⊂ Σt ∩ Ωt = ∅,

giving that

Σ
(i)
t ⊂ R

n \ Ω̄(j)
t .

Notice that Rn\Ω̄(j)
t is open connected. Then it follows from the path-connectedness

of Ω
(i)
t that

Ω̄
(i)
t ⊂ R

n \ Ω̄(j)
t ,

that is, Ω̄
(i)
t ∩ Ω̄

(j)
t = ∅.

To finish the proof, we have to show that

Ωt ⊂ Ω
(1)
t ∪ · · · ∪ Ω

(m)
t .

32The mod 2 winding number of Σ
(i)
t around every point in R

n \ Ω̄0 is 0 (which can be seen by

taking a point far away from Σ
(i)
t and noting that Rn\Ω̄0 is path-connected with

(

Rn \ Ω̄0
)

∩Σ(i)
t =

∅), so Ω
(i)
t is contained in Ω0.
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Suppose the contrary that there is p ∈ Ωt such that p /∈ Ω
(i)
t for every i. Let

R = sup {r > 0 : Br (p) ⊂ Ωt} .
Then BR (p)∩ Ω̄

(i)
t = ∅ for every i and ∂BR (p)∩Σt 6= ∅. Choose q ∈ ∂BR (p)∩Σt.

Then q ∈ ∂BR (p) ∩ Σ
(i0)
t for some i0. Since ∇u (q) 6= 0 points toward Ω

(i0)
t , there

exists δ > 0 so that
Bδ (q) \ Ω̄(i0)

t ⊂ {u < t} ,
contradicting that ∅ 6= BR (p) ∩Bδ (q) ⊂ Ωt. �

Proposition 3.13. Suppose that T1 < Text is an isolated singular time of {Σt},
that is, there exists a singular time T2 ∈ (T1, Text] so that the flow is regular during
the time period (T1, T2). Then ΩT1 is a finite disjoint union of open connected sets

Ω
(1)
T1
, · · · ,Ω(m1)

T1
.

Moreover, for each i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1},
Σ

(i)
t := Σt ∩ Ω

(i)
T1
, t > T1

is a two-convex MCF of closed connected hypersurfaces for t ∈ (T1, T2) and a two-
convex LSF for t ∈ (T1,∞) .33 Notice that as Σt ⊂ ΩT1 for t > T1, we have

Σt =

m1⊔

i=1

Σ
(i)
t ∀ t > T1.

Proof. Fix t1 ∈ (T1, T2). By Lemma 3.12, Σt1 is a finite disjoint union of closed

connected hypersurfaces Σ
(1)
t1 , . . . ,Σ

(m1)
t1 that are two-convex with respect to the

inward normal; moreover, Ωt1 is the disjoint union of Ω
(1)
t1 , · · · ,Ω

(m1)
t1 , where Ω

(i)
t1 is

the open connected set bounded by Σ
(i)
t1 .

Since u satisfies (1.2) in the viscosity sense on Ω
(i)
t1 with the boundary condition

u = t1 on ∂Ω
(i)
t1 = Σ

(i)
t1 , the existence and uniqueness theorem in [ES] yields that

Σ
(i)
t := Σt ∩ Ω

(i)
t1 t > t1

is indeed the mean-convex LSF starting from Σ
(i)
t1 at time t1. In addition, since the

flow {Σt} is a two-convex MCF for t ∈ (T1, T2) , the flow
{
Σ

(i)
t

}
is also a two-convex

MCF for t ∈ [t1, T2).

It follows that for every t ∈ [t1, T2), each Σ
(i)
t is a closed connected hypersurface

and hence is exactly a connected component of Σt. Let Ω
(i)
t be the open con-

nected set bounded by Σ
(i)
t for t ∈ (t1, T2). Since

{
Σ

(i)
t

}
t∈[t1,T2)

is a mean-convex

MCF,
{
Ω

(i)
t

}
t∈[t1,T2)

is contracting. By Lemma 3.12, Ωt is the disjoint union of

Ω
(1)
t , · · · ,Ω(m1)

t for t ∈ [t1, T2).
Replacing t1 ∈ (T1, T2) in the a above by a decreasing sequence tending to T1, we

can extend34 the flow
{
Σ

(i)
t

}
backward in time so as to obtain that

{
Σ

(i)
t

}
t∈(T1,T2)

33In the sense that for every t1 ∈ (T1, T2),
{

Σ
(i)
t

}

t≥t1
is the LSF starting from Σ

(i)
t1

.

34On the basis of the uniqueness theorem for MCF and LSF, and also the semigroup property
of LSF operator (cf. [ES]).
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is a two-convex MCF of closed connected hypersurfaces, that
{
Σ

(i)
t

}
t>T1

is a two-

convex LSF, and that Σt is the disjoint union of Σ
(1)
t , . . . ,Σ

(m1)
t for every t ∈

(T1, T2). Also, Ω
(i)
t is defined for every t ∈ (T1, T2) as the open connected set

bounded by Σ
(i)
t . We then have that

{
Ω

(i)
t

}
t∈(T1,T2)

is contracting and that Ωt is

the disjoint union of Ω
(1)
t , · · · ,Ω(m1)

t for t ∈ (T1, T2).
For each i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1} let

Ω
(i)
T1

=
⋃

t∈(T1,T2)

Ω
(i)
t .

Since Ω
(i)
t is open connected for every t ∈ (T1, T2), so is Ω

(i)
T1

. When m1 > 1, for

every j 6= i we would have Ω
(i)
T1

∩ Ω
(j)
T1

= ∅; otherwise, choose p ∈ Ω
(i)
T1

∩ Ω
(j)
T1

, then

by the contracting property of Ω
(i)
t and Ω

(j)
t , there would exist t1 ∈ (T1, T2) so that

p ∈ Ω
(i)
t1 ∩ Ω

(j)
t1 , contradicting that Ω

(i)
t1 ∩ Ω

(j)
t1 = ∅. In addition, note that

ΩT1 = {u > T1} =
⋃

t∈(T1,T2)

{u > t} =
⋃

t∈(T1,T2)

Ωt

=
⋃

t∈(T1,T2)

m1⋃

i=1

Ω
(i)
t =

m1⋃

i=1

⋃

t∈(T1,T2)

Ω
(i)
t =

m1⋃

i=1

Ω
(i)
T1
.

Lastly, given a sequence {tk}k∈N
⊂ (T1, T2) such that tk ց T1, by construction{

Σ
(i)
t

}
t≥tk

is a mean-convex LSF starting from Σ
(i)
tk

at time tk, so we have

Σ
(i)
t ⊂ Ω

(i)
tk

∀ t > tk

for each i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1}. Since Ω
(i)
tk

∩ Ω
(j)
tk

= ∅ whenever i 6= j and that Σt is the

disjoint union of Σ
(1)
t , · · · ,Σ(m1)

t , we infer that

Σ
(i)
t = Σt ∩ Ω

(i)
tk

so long as t > tk. Now given t > T1, we can choose k0 ∈ N such that t > tk0 , then
we have

Σ
(i)
t =

∞⋃

k=k0

Σt ∩ Ω
(i)
tk

= Σt ∩ Ω
(i)
T1

for every i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1}. �

With Proposition 3.11 and Proposition 3.13, we are able to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof. (of Theorem 1.2) If T1 < Text, choose t1 ∈ (T1, T2). Note that

Σt = {u = t} ⊂ {u > T1} = ΩT1 ∀ t ≥ t1.

By Proposition 3.13, ΩT1 is a finite disjoint union of open connected sets

Ω
(1)
T1
, · · · ,Ω(m1)

T1
;

moreover, for each i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1},

Σt ∩ Ω
(i)
T1
, t ≥ t1
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is the (two-convex) LSF35 starting at time t1 from Σt1 ∩Ω
(i)
T1

, which is a two-convex
closed connected hypersurface. Note that for each i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1}, all the singular

times of the flow
{
Σt ∩ Ω

(i)
T1

}
t≥t1

must be contained in {T2 ≤ · · · ≤ Text}, and that

at time T2, there must be some i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1} so that ΣT2 ∩ Ω
(i)
T1

has singular

points.36 Then it follows from Proposition 3.11 that for each i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1}, the

singular set of the LSF
{
Σt ∩ Ω

(i)
T1

}
t≥t1

at the time T2, which is the set of singular

points in ΣT2 ∩ Ω
(i)
T1

, is either empty or a finite disjoint union of points and/or

compact C1 embedded curves (with or without boundary). Because the singular

points of ΣT2 is indeed the union of singular points of ΣT2 ∩Ω(i)
T1

for i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1},
we infer that the singular set of the flow {Σt} at the second singular time T2 is a
finite disjoint union of points and/or compact C1 embedded curves.

If T2 < Text, choose t2 ∈ (T2, T3). Note that Σt ⊂ ΩT2 ⊂ ΩT1 for t ≥ t2. For each

i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1}, by Proposition 3.13, ΩT2 ∩Ω
(i)
T1

would be a finite disjoint union of

open connected sets.37 Since ΩT1 is the disjoint union of Ω
(1)
T1
, · · · ,Ω(m1)

T1
, the set

ΩT2 is a finite disjoint union of open connected sets

Ω
(1)
T2
, · · · ,Ω(m2)

T2
.

Note that for each j ∈ {1, · · · ,m2}, there exists i ∈ {1, · · · ,m1} such that Ω
(j)
T2

is

a connected component of ΩT2 ∩ Ω
(i)
T1

; it follows from Proposition 3.13 that
(
Σt ∩ Ω

(i)
T1

)
∩ Ω

(j)
T2

= Σt ∩ Ω
(j)
T2
, t ≥ t2

is the (two-convex) LSF starting at time t2 from Σt2 ∩ Ω
(j)
T2

, which is a two-convex
closed connected hypersurface. Since

Σt =

m2⊔

j=1

Σt ∩ Ω
(j)
T2

∀ t ≥ t2,

the singular times of the flow
{
Σt ∩Ω

(j)
T2

}
t≥t2

must be contained in {T3 ≤ · · · ≤ Text}

for every j; at time T3, there must be some j ∈ {1, · · · ,m2} so that ΣT3 ∩Ω
(j)
T2

has

singular points. So it follows from Proposition 3.11 that for each j ∈ {1, · · · ,m2},
the singular set of the LSF

{
Σt ∩ Ω

(j)
T2

}
t≥t2

at the time T3, which is the set of

singular points in ΣT3 ∩ Ω
(j)
T2

, is either empty or a finite disjoint union of points

and/or compact C1 embedded curves. Thus, the singular set of the flow {Σt} at
the third singular time T3 is a finite disjoint union of points and/or compact C1

embedded curves.
The conclusion would follow after repeating this process for finitely many times.

�

35The restriction of u on Ω̄
(i)
t1

serves as the arrival time function of the two-convex LSF.
36For such i’s, T2 is actually the first singular time of the flow

{

Σt ∩ Ω
(i)
T1

}

t≥t1
.

37If the LSF
{

Σt ∩Ω
(i)
T1

}

t≥t1
does not become singular at time T2, then ΩT2

∩ Ω
(i)
T1

is itself

an open connected set, which is bounded by the closed connected hypersurface ΣT2
∩ Ω

(i)
T1

.



STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX LEVEL SET FLOW 41

4. Types of singular components

In this section the two-convex LSF {Σt} is assumed to have finitely many singular
times in order that Theorem 1.2 holds. Let

{
Σk

t

}
, k ∈ N, be the LSFs in Theorem

1.1. In view of Proposition 4.22 (in Section 4.4), we may assume for simplicity that{
Σk

t

}
is a two-convex LSF for every k ∈ N.

Recall that when k is large, by Theorem 1.1 (see also Corollary 2.19)
{
Σk

t

}
is

regular and close in the smooth topology to {Σt} away from S. The target of this
section is to analyze the singular set of

{
Σk

t

}
near S with results in Theorem 1.3.

To achieve that, we will firstly classify the singular components (i.e., connected
components of the singular set) in Definition 4.1. Then we will make adequate
assumptions, including Assumption 4.3, Assumption 4.12 (in Section 4.2), and As-
sumption 4.16 (in Section 4.3), so as to ensure that near each singular component
of {Σt}, the flow

{
Σk

t

}
would have exactly the same type of singular set as that

singular component. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is composed of three parts: Propo-
sition 4.6 in Section 4.1, Proposition 4.14 in Section 4.2, and Proposition 4.19 in
Section 4.3.

To start with, let us write the singular set S of {Σt} as a finite disjoint union of
singular components, namely,

S =
⊔

j

Sj ,

where each singular component Sj is either a point or a compact C1 embedded
curve (with or without boundary). Note that u is constant on each Sj ,

38 that is
to say, every singularity of Sj occurs at the same time. In addition, when Sj is
a curve, by Remark 3.5 every interior point of Sj is a local maximum point of u,
and every boundary point (i.e., endpoint) of Sj is either a local maximum point or
a one-sided saddle point of u. We then classify singular components, according to
their endpoints, into the following three types:

Definition 4.1. A singular component of {Σt} belongs to

(1) the vanishing type - if it is a single local maximum point of u, or a compact
C1 embedded curve whose endpoints are both local maximum points of u,
or a closed C1 embedded curve (i.e., no endpoints);

(2) the splitting type - if it is either a single two-sided saddle point of u, or
a compact C1 embedded curve whose endpoints are both one-sided saddle
points of u;

(3) the bumpy type - if it is either a single one-sided saddle point of u, or a
compact C1 embedded curve with one endpoint being a one-sided saddle
point while the other being a local maximum point of u.

The reason why the two-sided saddle points and the one-sided saddle points are
classified as the splitting type and the bumpy type, respectively, is as follows. Recall
that by Definition 3.3, a saddle point p is two-sided or one-sided depends on how
many “sides” the point can be approached by the superlevel set Ωu(p) = {u > u (p)}.
From this perspective, and considering the fact that a splitting curve can be (and
can only be) approached by the superlevel set near the two “ends,” a two-sided
saddle point can be regarded as a “degenerate” curve of the splitting type. Likewise,

38When Sj = {x (t) : t ∈ [a, b]} is a curve, we have d
dt
u (x (t)) = ∇u (x (t)) · x′ (t) = 0.
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a one-sided saddle point can be viewed as a degenerate curve of the bumpy type
because the superlevel set can be approached from only one side/end.

Now let δ̂ > 0 be a sufficiently small constant such that the following hold:

• For every j 6= j′,

(4.1) S δ̂
j ∩ S δ̂

j′ = ∅,
where

S δ̂
j =

{
x ∈ R

n : dist (x,Sj) < δ̂
}

is the δ̂-neighborhood of Sj .
• For every l ≥ 1,

(4.2) Tl−1 + δ̂ < Tl − δ̂,

where 0 = T0 < T1 ≤ · · · ≤ Tm = Text are the set of singular times of {Σt}.
• If u (Sj) = Tl (i.e., Sj occurs at time Tl), then

(4.3) S δ̂
j ⊂ Ω

(i)
Tl−1

,

where Ω
(i)
Tl−1

is some connected component of ΩTl−1
(see Proposition 3.13).

The following proposition is a collection of Corollary 2.17, Corollary 2.19 (see also
(4.1)), and Corollary 2.22 (see also Proposition 3.13 and (4.2)).

Proposition 4.2. Given ǫ > 0 and 0 < δ < δ̂, there exists kǫ,δ ∈ N so that for
every k ≥ kǫ,δ the following hold:

(1) The extinction time T k
ext of

{
Σk

t

}
satisfies

T k
ext ∈ (Text − δ, Text + δ) .

(2) The singular set Sk of
{
Σk

t

}
satisfies

Sk ⊂
⊔

j

Sδ
j .

(3) For every l ≥ 1,
{
Σk

t

}
Tl−1+δ≤ t≤Tl−δ

is a two-convex MCF that is ǫ-close in

the Cṁ topology to {Σt}Tl−1+δ≤ t≤Tl−δ, where ṁ = ṁ (n, λ) is the constant

in Section 3.2.

We will make good use of the above proposition in Section 4.1, Section 4.2, and
Section 4.3 with ǫ and δ chosen sufficiently small subject to the asymptotic behavior
of the flow {Σt} near each of its singular component. Throughout this section we
assume that

Assumption 4.3. When k is sufficiently large, the flow
{
Σk

t

}
has at most one

singular time in S δ̂
j for every j; in particular, Theorem 1.2 and Definition 4.1 are

applicable to
{
Σk

t

}
as well.

Two supplementary assumptions will be made for the splitting case (see As-
sumption 4.12) in Section 4.2 and the bumpy case (see Assumption 4.16) in Section
4.3.
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Remark 4.4. On account of (4.3), each singular component Sj of {Σt} is indeed the
singular set of the flow

(4.4)
{
Σt ∩ Ω

(i)
Tl−1

}
t>Tl−1

at its “first” singular time (see also the exposition at the beginning of Section 3.4).
Thus, throughout Section 4, upon replacing the flow by some of its connected
component (e.g., (4.4)) if necessary, we may assume without loss of generality that
every singular component under discussion occurs at the first singular time.

4.1. Vanishing type. In this subsection we shall give a criteria (see Proposition
4.5) to distinguish between the vanishing type and the splitting/bumpy type. Then
we will prove the “stability” of singular components of the vanishing type in Propo-
sition 4.6.

Let us begin by recalling that a singular component Sj of {Σt} is of the vanishing
type if and only if it comprises local maximum points of u (see Definition 4.1). In
the following proposition, we show that the flow {Σt} would shrink to Sj at time
T1 = u (Sj) (see Remark 4.4) and then vanish completely. A typical example is
when Sj is a single round point (see Corollary 3.1).

Proposition 4.5. A singular component Sj of {Σt} is of the vanishing type if and
only if T1 = Text (in the setting of Remark 4.4); in that case, Sj = S (that is, S
has only one component and hence is connected).

In other words, a singular component Sj of {Σt} is of the splitting/bumpy type
if and only if T1 < Text.

Proof. Let Sj be a singular component of the vanishing type. By Definition 4.1,
Sj consists of local maximum points of u and is compact, so there exists δ > 0
sufficiently small such that

(1) the δ-neighborhood Sδ
j of Sj is strictly contained in Ω0;

(2) in Sδ
j there are no other singular points of the flow {Σt} than Sj ;

(3) u ≤ T1 in Sδ
j .

Then the value of u at every point in S̄δ/2
j \ Sj is strictly less than T1; otherwise,

that point would be a local maximum point of u and hence a singular point of {Σt},
contradicting the second condition in the above. In particular, we have

τ := max
∂Sδ/2

j

u < T1.

Note that for every t ∈ (τ, T1), Σt ∩ Sδ/2
j is a nonempty (by the intermediate value

theorem) closed hypersurface since t ∈ (0, T1) is a regular value of u and

Σt ∩ ∂Sδ/2
j = ∅.

As Σt is connected, we infer that Σt ⊂ Sδ/2
j . It follows that Ωt ⊂ Sδ/2

j and hence

Text = max
Ωt

u ≤ max
Sδ/2
j

u = T1.

Thus, T1 = Text. Additionally, since

S = S ∩ Ωt ⊂ S ∩ Sδ
j = Sj ,

we conclude that Sj = S.
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Conversely, if T1 = Text, then every component of S is obviously of the van-
ishing type since S consists of global maximum points of u. Let Sj be one of the
components of S. Then by the above argument we obtain Sj = S. �

The following result is based on Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 4.5.

Proposition 4.6. If Sj is a singular component of {Σt} that belongs to the van-

ishing type, then for every sufficiently large k, in S δ̂
j there is precisely one singular

component of
{
Σk

t

}
, which is of the vanishing type.

Proof. By the argument in the proof of Proposition 4.5, there is δ > 0 sufficiently
small that

Ω̄T1−δ ⊂ S δ̂
j ⊂ S δ̂

j ⊂ Ωδ.

By Proposition 4.2, when k is large,
{
Σk

t

}
δ≤ t≤T1−δ

is a two-convex MCF of closed

connected hypersurfaces so that

Ω̄k
T1−δ ⊂ S δ̂

j ⊂ S δ̂
j ⊂ Ωk

δ .

In view of Assumption 4.3,

T k
ext = max

Ω̄T1−δ

uk

is the unique singular time of the flow
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j . Then applying Proposition 4.5

to the LSF
{
Σk

t

}
t≥δ

gives that the singular set of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j is connected and of

the vanishing type. �

4.2. Splitting type. In this subsection we will be devoted to show the “stability”
of singular components of the splitting type (see Proposition 4.13 and Proposi-
tion 4.14) under Assumption 4.12. In view of Proposition 4.5, it can be assumed
throughout this (and also the next) subsection that T1 < Text. Additionally, note
that a singular component of the splitting/bumpy type consists of cylindrical points.

Prior to beginning the subsection, let us give a brief overview as follows. Let Sj

be a singular component of {Σt} belonging to the splitting type. When k is large,
we firstly prove in Proposition 4.7 that every cylindrical point of

{
Σk

t

}
near Sj has

a uniform (i.e., independent of position and k) cylindrical scale and then in Remark
4.8 and Remark 4.9 show that Σk

τj locally looks like a “tube” around Sj for some

τj < T1 = u (Sj). In Proposition 4.10 we demonstrate that Ωt “splits” near Sj for
t > T1, which, under Assumption 4.12, yields that

{
Σk

t

}
must have singularities

near Sj (see Lemma 4.11). Lastly, in Proposition 4.13 and Proposition 4.14, we
conclude that

{
Σk

t

}
would have precisely one singular component near Sj , which is

of the splitting type.
Now let us start with the following proposition. Note that the “cylindrical scale”

therein refers to the (φ (n) , ǫ (n))-cylindrical scale in Section 3.2 (see the exposition
between Remark 3.4 and Remark 3.5).

Proposition 4.7. Let Sj be a singular component of {Σt} consisting of cylindrical

points. Then there exists 0 < rj < δ̂ with the following properties:

• Every cylindrical point of {Σt} on Sj has a uniform cylindrical scale rj .

• When k is large, every cylindrical point q of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j , if any, has a

cylindrical scale rj; moreover, every other cylindrical points of
{
Σk

t

}
in
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Brj (q) would be located in a small Lipschitz graph over the axis of the

tangent cylinder of
{
Σk

t

}
at q.

• In the case where Sj is a curve with endpoints, we have

(4.5) B̄+
3rj

(p) ∩ Sj = {p}

for each endpoint p of Sj, where B+
3rj

(p) is one of the half balls cut from

B3rj (p) by the hyperplane P passing through p and orthogonal to the tangent

cylinder of {Σt} at p, and B̄+
3rj

(p) is the closure of B+
3rj

(p).

Proof. Firstly, let ψ, δ > 0 be small constants (to be determined), we claim that

there is 0 < rj < δ̂ so that every cylindrical point of {Σt} on Sj has a uniform
(ψ, δ)-cylindrical scale 3rj . This is obviously true if Sj is just a single point. When
Sj is a curve, say

Sj = {Γ (s) : s ∈ [0, 1]} ,
then by Section 3.2, for every s ∈ [0, 1] there is an open neighborhood Os of Γ (s)
so that every cylindrical point of {Σt} in Os has a uniform (ψ, δ)-cylindrical scale
Rs. By the compactness of Sj , there exist

0 ≤ s1 < · · · < sm ≤ 1

so that

Sj ⊂ Os1 ∪ · · · ∪ Osm .

Then every cylindrical point of {Σt} on Sj has a uniform (ψ, δ)-cylindrical scale
3rj , where

rj :=
1

3
min

{
Rs1 , · · · ,Rsm , δ̂

}
,

proving the claim. Note also that in the case where Sj is a curve with endpoints,
(4.5) holds by choosing rj even smaller.

By Proposition 2.16 and Proposition 4.2, given a small constant σ ∈ (0, 1) (to
be determined), there exists k0 ∈ N so that for every k ≥ k0 the following hold:

• the singular set of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j is contained in Sσrj
j ;

•
∣∣T k

1,j − T1
∣∣ 12 ≤ σrj , where T k

1,j is the unique singular time of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j ;

• 1√
T1−t

(
Σk

t − p
)

is σ-close in Cṁ-topology to 1√
T1−t

(Σt − p) in B1/σ for

every p ∈ Sj and t ∈
[
T1 − r2j

n−2 , T1 −
r2j

8(n−2)

]
.

Then by Section 3.2 there are small positive constants ψ, δ, σ (depending on n and
λ)39 so that

• every cylindrical point of {Σt} on Sj has a uniform (φ (n) , ǫ (n))-cylindrical
scale rj ;

• when k ≥ k0, every cylindrical point of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j , if any, has a uniform

(φ (n) , ǫ (n))-cylindrical scale rj ; moreover, for each cylindrical point q of{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j , every other cylindrical point of
{
Σk

t

}
in Brj (q) would be

located in a small Lipschitz graph over the axis of the tangent cylinder of{
Σk

t

}
at q.

�

39See Proposition 2.5 for the uniform estimate of the entropy of
{

Σk
t

}

when k is large.
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Based on the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow within the cylindri-
cal scale (see Section 3.2), we then have the following remarks.

Remark 4.8. Let Sj be a singular component of {Σt} consisting of cylindrical points.
By Proposition 4.7, every cylindrical point of {Σt} on Sj has a cylindrical rj . It
follows that for every p ∈ Sj , Στj is asymptotically cylindrical in Brj (p), where

τj := T1 −
r2j

4 (n− 2)
;

consequently, Στj ∩ Srj
j is a tube-like hypersurface around Sj . By Proposition

4.2, when k is large, Σk
τj would be close to Στj so that in Srj

j it is also a tube-like

hypersurface around Sj (and also every singular component of
{
Σk

t

}
in Srj

j , if any).

Remark 4.9. Suppose in Remark 4.8 we assume that

Sj = {Γ (s) : s ∈ [−1, 1]}
is a curve of the splitting type, namely, its endpoints are one-sided saddle points.

Since S δ̂
j′ ∩S δ̂

j = ∅ for j′ 6= j and that rj < δ̂ (see Proposition 4.7), the first singular

time T1 is indeed the unique singular time of {Σt} in Srj
j . Following Remark

3.8, near the endpoints40 we can choose two hyperplanes P+ and P−
41 that are

orthogonal to the tangent cylinders of {Σt} at Γ (1) and Γ (−1), respectively, such
that

P+ ∩ Srj
j ∩ Sj = ∅, P− ∩ Srj

j ∩ Sj = ∅
and that the tube-like connected hypersurface Στj together with P+ and P− bound

a closed tubular region Tj in Srj
j with the following properties:

(1) Sj ⊂ int Tj .
(2) Let P̃+ and P̃−

42 parallel to P+ and P−, respectively, so that

P̃+ ∩ Tj ∩ Sj = {Γ (1)} , P̃− ∩ Tj ∩ Sj = {Γ (−1)} .
Note that the tube Tj is cut by P̃+ and P̃− into three closed pieces,43

Tj = T̂ +
j ∪ T ∗

j ∪ T̂ −
j ,

where T ∗
j is the truncated tubular closed region bounded by Στj (from the

lateral) and the two caps P̃+ ∩ Tj and P̃− ∩ Tj (from the two ends); T̂ +
j

is the tubular region bounded by Στj and the caps P+ ∩ Tj and P̃+ ∩ Tj ;
and T̂ −

j is the tubular region bounded by Στj and the caps P− ∩ Tj and

P̃− ∩ Tj . Note also that Sj ⊂ T ∗
j and that

Γ (1) ∈ T̂ +
j ⊂ B̄+

rj (Γ (1)) ,

Γ (−1) ∈ T̂ −
j ⊂ B̄−

rj (Γ (−1)) ,

40Here Γ (1) and Γ (−1) correspond to the origin in Remark 3.8. Note that the orientation is
chosen in such a way that the curve is on the downside z ≤ 0.

41Here P+ and P− correspond to z = ε̊ in (3.18).
42Here P̃+ and P̃− correspond to z = 0 in (3.18).
43Here T̂ +

j and T̂ −
j correspond to T̂ in (3.18).
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where B̄+
rj (Γ (1)) and B̄−

rj (Γ (−1)) are the closures of the open half-balls44

B+
rj (Γ (1)) and B−

rj (Γ (−1)), respectively, and are defined analogously as in

(4.5).
(3) There exists a time t̊j > T1 so that for every t ∈

[
τj , t̊j

]
,45

Σt ∩ P+ ∩ Tj 6= ∅, Σt ∩ P− ∩ Tj 6= ∅.
(4) For every t ∈

(
T1, t̊j

]
,

Σt ∩ T̂ +
j ⊂ intC

+
φ , Σt ∩ T̂ −

j ⊂ intC
−
φ ,

where C
+
φ and C

−
φ are the cones46 defined analogously as in (3.3) for the

endpoints.
(5) There hold47

(4.6) min
C

+
φ ∩T̂ +

j

u > τj , min
C

−
φ ∩T̂ −

j

u > τj .

By the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of each point on Sj within the cylindrical
scale rj and (4.6), there exists τ ′j > τj so that for t ∈

[
τj , τ

′
j

]
, Ω̄t∩Tj is also a tubular

closed connected region bounded by the tube-like hypersurface Σt ∩Tj and the two
caps P+ ∩ Tj ,P− ∩ Tj .

Note that even in the case where Sj is a single two-sided saddle points (which
can be regarded as a degenerate curve with one-sided endpoints, see Definition 4.1),
the aforementioned tubular region can be defined analogously.48

Furthermore, by Proposition 2.16, Proposition 4.2, and Remark 4.8, when k is
large, Σk

τj and the two hyperplanes P+ and P− would also bound a closed tubular

region T k
j in Srj

j ; in addition, for t ∈
[
τj ,

1
2

(
τj + τ ′j

)]
, Ω̄k

t ∩ T k
j is a tubular closed

connected region bounded by Σk
t ∩ T k

j , P+ ∩ T k
j , and P− ∩ T k

j .

The following proposition indicates that when Sj is a singular component of
the splitting type, the superlevel set Ωt = {u > t} becomes separated in a tubular
neighborhood of Sj for t > T1 = u (Sj).

Proposition 4.10. Let the notations be as defined in Remark 4.9. If

Sj = {Γ (s) : s ∈ [−1, 1]}
is a singular component of {Σt} that belongs to the splitting type, then there exists
t̊j ∈ (T1, T2) so that for every t ∈

(
T1, t̊j

]
,

Ω̄t ∩ Tj ⊂ B+
3
2 rj

(Γ (1)) ∪ B−
3
2 rj

(Γ (−1)) ,

Σt ∩ P+ ∩ Tj 6= ∅, Σt ∩ P− ∩ Tj 6= ∅.
Note that

B+
3
2 rj

(Γ (1)) ∩ B−
3
2 rj

(Γ (−1)) = ∅,

P+ ∩ Tj ⊂ B+
3
2 rj

(Γ (1)) , P− ∩ Tj ⊂ B−
3
2 rj

(Γ (−1)) .

44Here B+
rj (Γ (1)) and B−

rj (Γ (−1)) correspond to Br ∩ {z > 0} in Remark 3.8.
45See (3.19).
46Here C

+
φ and C

−
φ correspond to Cφ in (3.20).

47See (3.17).
48In that case, P̃+ = P̃− and T ∗

j = T̂ +
j ∩ P̃+.
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Moreover, the same results hold when Sj = {p} is a single two-sided saddle point.
In that case, set

Γ (1) = Γ (−1) = p

and let B+
3
2 rj

(Γ (1)) and B−
3
2 rj

(Γ (−1)) be the upper and lower open half-balls of

B 3
2 rj

(p), respectively (see Remark 3.8 and Remark 4.9).

Proof. The proofs for the case where Sj is a single two-sided saddle point and the
case where Sj is a curve with one-sided saddle endpoints are in the same spirit, so
without loss of generality let us assume that

Sj = {Γ (s) : s ∈ [−1, 1]}
is a curve with one-sided saddle endpoints .

By Proposition 4.7 we have

(4.7) B̄+
3rj

(Γ (1)) ∩ Sj = {Γ (1)} , B̄−
3rj

(Γ (−1)) ∩ Sj = {Γ (−1)} ,
where the half balls are defined as in Remark 4.9. Now let us apply the results in
Remark 4.9. There exists a time t̊j ∈ (T1, T2) so that for every t ∈

(
τj , t̊j

]
,

Σt ∩ P+ ∩ Tj 6= ∅, Σt ∩ P− ∩ Tj 6= ∅.
Note that the caps satisfy

P+ ∩ Tj = P+ ∩ T̂ +
j ⊂ P+ ∩ B̄+

rj (Γ (1)) ⊂ B+
3
2 rj

(Γ (1)) ,

P− ∩ Tj = P− ∩ T̂ −
j ⊂ P− ∩ B̄−

rj (Γ (−1)) ⊂ B−
3
2 rj

(Γ (−1)) .

Moreover, for every t ∈
(
T1, t̊j

]
,

(4.8) Ω̄t ∩ T̂ +
j ⊂ intC

+
φ ∩ B̄+

rj (Γ (1)) ⊂ intC
+
φ ∩B+

3
2 rj

(Γ (1)) ,

Ω̄t ∩ T̂ −
j ⊂ intC

−
φ ∩ B̄−

rj (Γ (−1)) ⊂ intC
−
φ ∩B−

3
2 rj

(Γ (−1)) .

In view of the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {Σt} about each point on Sj

within the cylindrical scale rj , we deduce that for every t ∈
(
T1, t̊j

]
,

Ω̄t ∩ T ∗
j = ∅

(see Remark 3.5) and so

Ω̄t ∩ Tj =
(
Ω̄t ∩ T̂ +

j

)
∪
(
Ω̄t ∩ T̂ −

j

)
;

it follows from (4.8) that

Ω̄t ∩ Tj =
(
Ω̄t ∩ T̂ +

j

)
∪
(
Ω̄t ∩ T̂ −

j

)
⊂ B+

3
2 rj

(Γ (1)) ∪ B−
3
2 rj

(Γ (−1)) .

Note that by (4.7) we have

B+
3
2 rj

(Γ (1)) ∩ B−
3
2 rj

(Γ (−1)) = ∅.

�

Recall that in the end of Remark 4.9, it is mentioned that when k is large,
Ω̄k

τj ∩ T k
j is a connected solid tube. The following lemma says that if Ω̄k

t∗ ∩ T k
j

becomes disconnected for some t∗ > τj , then under some conditions such as (4.9),

the flow
{
Σk

t

}
would become singular in T k

j at some time t̂ ∈ (τj , t∗).
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Lemma 4.11. Let k be a large integer so that for t close to τj, Σk
t ∩ Srj

j is a

tube-like hypersurface around Sj and Ω̄k
t ∩ T k

j is a tubular closed connected region

(see Remark 4.9). If there exists t∗ > τj so that the following hold:

(1) Σk
t∗ ∩ T k

j has no singular points of the flow
{
Σk

t

}
.

(2) Ω̄k
t∗ ∩ T k

j is disconnected in such a way that every connected component of

Ω̄k
t∗ ∩ T k

j intersects at most one of the caps (i.e., P+ ∩ T k
j and P− ∩ T k

j );

specifically, there exists one component that intersects P+ ∩ T k
j , and there

exists another component that does not intersect P+ ∩ T k
j .

(3) The unit normal vector ∇uk

|∇uk| satisfies

(4.9)
∇uk
|∇uk| · ν+ 6= −1 on P+ ∩ T k

j ∩
{
τj < uk < t∗

}
,

∇uk
|∇uk| · ν− 6= −1 on P− ∩ T k

j ∩
{
τj < uk < t∗

}
,

where ν+ and ν− are the outward (i.e., pointing toward the outside of T k
j )

unit normal vector of the caps P+ ∩ T k
j and P− ∩ T k

j , respectively.

Then there is t̂ ∈ (τj , t∗) such that Σk
t̂
∩ T k

j has singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
.

Proof. First of all, note that the set of regular values of uk
∣∣
T k
j

, namely,

(4.10)
{
t : ∇uk (x) 6= 0 whenever x ∈ T k

j with u (x) = t
}

is open because the set of critical values of uk
∣∣
T k
j

is compact (see Lemma 2.10 or

Assumption 4.3). Note also that the minimum of uk on any compact set can only
be attained on the boundary since uk has no interior local minimum points (see
Corollary 3.1 and Corollary 3.2).

Let Ω̄k,+
t be the union connected components of Ω̄k

t ∩T k
j that intersect P+ ∩T k

j

and let Ω̄k,−
t be the union the remaining connected components of Ω̄k

t ∩T k
j . Define

T as the set of time t ∈ [τj , t∗) such that

• Σk
t ∩ T k

j has no singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
;

• Ω̄k,+
t ∩ P− ∩ T k

j = ∅ and Ω̄k,−
t ∩ P+ ∩ T k

j = ∅.
Let

(4.11) t̂ = inf
{
t̃ ∈ (τj , t∗] :

[
t̃, t∗

]
⊂ T

}
.

By the assumptions and (4.10), it is not hard to see that t̂ ∈ (τj , t∗). We claim that
Σk

t̂
∩ T k

j must have singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
.

Suppose the contrary that Σk
t̂
∩ T k

j has no singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
. Then every

time t ∈
[
t̂, t∗

]
would be a regular value of uk

∣∣
T k
j

; in fact, by (4.10) we can even

find t̂′ < t̂ so that

(4.12) r := min
{t̂′≤uk≤t∗}∩T k

j

∣∣∇uk
∣∣ > 0.

Note that Ω̄k
t̂
∩ int T k

j is contained in Ω̄+ ∪ Ω̄−, where

Ω̄+ :=
⋃

t∈(t̂,t∗]

Ω̄k,+
t , Ω̄− :=

⋃

t∈(t̂,t∗]

Ω̄k,−
t .
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Moreover, it follows from (4.12), Definition 2.11, Proposition 2.12, Proposition 2.13,
and Corollary 2.15 that there exists a sequence ti ց t̂ such that

(4.13) ∂Ω̄k,+
ti ∩ int T k

j
C∞

−→ Σ+, ∂Ω̄k,−
ti ∩ int T k

j
C∞

−→ Σ− as i→ ∞,

where Σ+ and Σ− are hypersurfaces contained in Σk
t̂
∩T k

j with boundary on P+∩T k
j

and P− ∩ T k
j . We have

∂Ω+ ∩ int T k
j ⊂ Σ+, ∂Ω− ∩ int T k

j ⊂ Σ−.

Furthermore, it is true that

(4.14) Ω̄+ ∩ P− ∩ T k
j = ∅, Ω̄− ∩ P+ ∩ T k

j = ∅.
Because if one of them were false, say Ω̄+ ∩ P− ∩ T k

j 6= ∅, then we would have

q ∈ Ω̄+ ∩ P− ∩ T k
j . By (4.13) and the condition that

Ω̄k,+
ti ∩ P− ∩ T k

j = ∅ ∀ i,
Ω̄+ would “touch” P− ∩ T k

j at q since Σ+ is on one side49 of the cap P− ∩ T k
j with

q ∈ Σ+ ∩ P− ∩ T k
j , which yields that

∇uk (q)
|∇uk (q)| · ν− = −1,

which is in contradiction with (4.9).
Most importantly, we should have

lim inf
i→∞

dist
(
Ω̄k,+

ti , Ω̄k,−
ti

)
= 0;

otherwise, upon passing to a subsequence, there would exist ̺ > 0 such that

dist
(
Ω̄k,+

ti , Ω̄k,−
ti

)
≥ ̺ ∀ i,

which yields that Ω̄+ and Ω̄− would be disjoint, which would lead to a contradiction

with the choice of t̂ in view of (4.12). Thus, for each i we can choose p+i ∈ ∂Ω̄k,+
ti ∩

int T k
j and p−i ∈ ∂Ω̄k,−

ti ∩ int T k
j so that

lim inf
i→∞

∣∣p+i − p−i
∣∣ = 0.

By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that

(4.15) lim
i→∞

p+i = lim
i→∞

p−i = p.

By hypothesis p is a regular point of
{
Σk

t

}
(since uk (p) = t̂ is a regular value of

uk
∣∣
T k
j

); additionally, p is neither on the lateral boundary of T k
j (because uk (p) =

t̂ > τj) nor on the caps (in view of (4.14)). Thus, we can choose r > 0 sufficiently
small so that Br (p) ⊂ int T k

j and that every level set of uk in Br (p) is a small

Lipschitz graph over TpΣ
k
t̂

(see Definition 2.11).

By (4.15), when i is large the points p+i and p−i would be in Br (p). Since
Br (p)∩

{
uk ≥ ti

}
is path-connected, there exists a path in Br (p)∩

{
uk ≥ ti

}
that

joining p+i and p−i together. This is in contradiction to the definitions of Ω̄k,+
ti and

Ω̄k,−
ti . Therefore, we conclude that

{
Σk

t

}
must have singular points on Σk

t̂
∩T k

j . �

49The inside of the tube T k
j .



STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX LEVEL SET FLOW 51

Lemma 4.11 will be used in the proofs of Proposition 4.13 and Proposition 4.14.
In order that the condition (4.9) holds so as to apply Lemma 4.11, we make the
following assumption for every splitting component of {Σt}.
Assumption 4.12. Whenever Sj is a singular component of {Σt} that belongs
to the splitting type, we assume that the flow {Σt} “does not get into Sj near the
endpoints” in the sense that

min
P+∩Tj

∇u
|∇u| · ν+ > −1, min

P−∩Tj

∇u
|∇u| · ν− > −1,

where ν+ and ν− are the outward (i.e., pointing toward the outside of Tj) unit
normal vector of the caps P+∩Tj and P−∩Tj, respectively. Note that ∇u vanishes
at no points on the caps P+ ∩ Tj and P− ∩ Tj (see Remark 4.9) and that

∇u
|∇u| · ν± ≈ 0

on the part of P± ∩ Tj that is close to the lateral boundary Στj ∩ Tj due to the
asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow {Σt}.

It follows from Proposition 2.18 that when k is large,

min
P+∩T k

j

∇uk
|∇uk| · ν+ > −1, min

P−∩T k
j

∇uk
|∇uk| · ν− > −1.

We are now in a position to prove the main results of this subsection.

Proposition 4.13. Let Sj be a singular component of the flow {Σt} that belongs
to the splitting type. Then for every sufficiently large k, there exist singular compo-

nents of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j and they all belong to the splitting/bumpy type; moreover, if

one of the singular components of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j is of the splitting type, then it would

be the unique singular component of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j .

Proof. Let k be a sufficiently large integer. By Proposition 2.16, Proposition 4.2,
Proposition 4.10, Assumption 4.12, and Lemma 4.11, there exists

t̂ ∈
(
τj ,

1

2

(
T1 + t̊j

))

so that Σk
t̂
∩ T k

j has singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
, where t̊j ∈ (T1, T2) is the time given

in Proposition 4.10. It follows from Assumption 4.3 that

t̂ = T k
1,j

is the unique singular time of
{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j ⊂ S δ̂
j . Note that by Corollary 2.19 and

Remark 4.9, all the singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j would be contained in int T k
j .

By Assumption 4.3 and Proposition 4.5 (see also Proposition 4.2), there are
finitely many connected components of the singular set of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j , each of

which belongs to the splitting or bumpy types (in particular, there are no round
points of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j ).

Now assume that there is a singular component Ṡk
j of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j which belongs

to the splitting type. By Proposition 4.7, any point q ∈ Ṡk
j has a cylindrical scale rj

and every other cylindrical point of
{
Σk

t

}
in Brj (q) is located in a small Lipschitz

graph over the axis of the tangent cylinder of
{
Σk

t

}
at q. Applying Remark 4.8 and
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Remark 4.9 (see also Assumption 4.3) to the singular component Ṡk
j of

{
Σk

t

}
, we

can find two hyperplanes Ṗk
+ and Ṗk

− near the endpoints50 of Ṡk
j that are orthogonal

to the tangent cylinders of
{
Σk

t

}
at the endpoints, respectively, such that

• there are no singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
on Ṗk

+ ∩ T k
j and Ṗk

− ∩ T k
j (see Propo-

sition 4.7);

• Σk
τj is a tube-like hypersurface around Ṡk

j and it together with the two caps,

Ṗk
+ ∩T k

j and Ṗk
− ∩T k

j , bound a “truncated” tubular closed region Ṫ k
j ⊂ T k

j

satisfying Ṡk
j ⊂ int Ṫ k

j ;

• Ṡk
j is the unique singular component of

{
Σk

t

}
in Ṫ k

j (see Proposition 4.7).

Next, we would like to prove (by contradiction) that Ṡk
j is indeed the only singular

component of
{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j (instead of only in Ṫ k
j ). For convenience, let us assume

that the “orientation” is chosen in such a way that Ṗk
+ is adjacent to P+ and Ṗk

− is

adjacent to P−. Thus, the tube T k
j would be cut by Ṗk

+ and Ṗk
− into three closed

pieces:

T k
j = T̂ k+

j ∪ Ṫ k
j ∪ T̂ k−

j ,

where T̂ k+
j is the tubular closed region bounded by Σk

τj (from the lateral) and the

two caps P+ ∩ T k
j and Ṗk

+ ∩ T k
j (from the two ends); likewise, T̂ k−

j is the closed

region bounded by Σk
τj , P− ∩ T k

j , and Ṗk
− ∩ T k

j .

Suppose the contrary that there exists another singular component S̈k
j in T k

j .

Since S̈k
j ∩ Ṫ k

j = ∅, we may assume without loss of generality that S̈k
j ⊂ T̂ k+

j .

Following Remark 4.9, let P̃k
+ be the hyperplane that passes through the endpoint

of Ṡk
j (the one that is near the side of Ṗk

+) and is parallel to Ṗk
+ (i.e., orthogonal

to the tangent cylinder of
{
Σk

t

}
at the endpoint). Fix a point p ∈ S̈k

j and let P̈ be

the hyperplane passing through p and orthogonal to the tangent cylinder of
{
Σk

t

}

at p. Define T̈ k
j as the tubular closed region bounded by Σk

τj (from the lateral) and

the two caps P̃k
+ ∩ T k

j and P̈ ∩ T k
j (from the two ends). Notice that uk = τj < T k

1,j

on the lateral boundary of the tube T̈ k
j and that

max
P̃k

+∩T k
j

uk = max
P̈∩T k

j

uk = T k
1,j,

in light of the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of
{
Σk

t

}
(see (3.4)).

On the other hand, applying Remark 3.8 to the saddle endpoint of Ṡk
j on P̃k

+∩T k
j ,

we would find t̊kj > T k
1,j so that

Σk
t ∩ T̈ k

j 6= ∅ ∀ t ∈
(
T k
1,j, t̊

k
j

]
.

Let Σ̂k
t̊kj

be any connected component of Σk
t̊kj
∩ T̈ k

j . Note that Σ̂k
t̊kj

is away from the

boundary ∂T̈ k
j since

max
∂T̈ k

j

uk = T k
1,j.

50In the case where Ṡk
j is a single point, Ṗk

+ and Ṗk
− would two parallel hyperplanes on each

“side” of the point, see Remark 3.8 and Remark 4.9.
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Thus, Σ̂k
t̊kj

would be a closed hypersurface in T̈ k
j and hence enclose an open region

Ω̂k
t̊kj

in T̈ k
j . As uk = t̊kj on ∂Ω̂k

t̊kj
= Σ̂k

t̊kj
, the maximum value

T̃ k
1,j := max

Ω̂k

t̊k
j

uk ≥ t̊kj > T k
1,j

would be attained at some (interior) point in Ω̂k
t̊kj

, which would be a critical point of

uk. It follows that T̃ k
1,j is another singular time of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j ⊂ S δ̂
j , contradicting

Assumption 4.3. Therefore, there are no other singular components in T k
j . �

One last step to establish the “stability” of singular components of the splitting
type is to rule out the existence of the bumpy components in Proposition 4.13.

Proposition 4.14. In fact, in Proposition 4.13 there are no singular components
of
{
Σk

t

}
that belong to the bumpy type. Therefore,

{
Σk

t

}
has precisely one singular

component in S δ̂
j , which is of the splitting type.

Proof. Suppose that there is a singular component S̊k
j of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j belonging

to the bumpy type. When S̊k
j is a curve, let p be the local maximum endpoint

of S̊k
j (see Definition 4.1) and let us assume (without loss of generality) that p is

“adjacent” to P+ (so the other saddle endpoint is adjacent to P−). When S̊k
j is a

single one-sided saddle point, let p be S̊k
j itself and let us assume that uk is a local

maximum point “on the side toward P+” (see Definition 3.3).
Recall that Sj is a singular component of {Σt} that belongs to the splitting type.

By Proposition 4.10 there exists t̊j ∈ (T1, T2) so that

Ω̄t ∩ P+ ∩ Tj ⊃ Σt ∩ P+ ∩ Tj 6= ∅ ∀ t ∈
(
T1, t̊j

]
.

By Proposition 2.16 and Proposition 4.2, if k is sufficiently, we may assume that
t̊j > T k

1,j and that

Ω̄k
1
2 (Tk

1,j+t̊j)
∩ P+ ∩ T k

j 6= ∅,

where T k
1,j ≈ T1 is the unique singular time of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j ⊂ S δ̂
j (see Proposition

4.13). Then applying the intermediate value theorem to uk
∣∣
P+∩T k

j

implies that

(4.16) Σk
t ∩ P+ ∩ T k

j 6= ∅ ∀ t ∈
[
τj ,

1

2

(
T k
1,j + t̊j

)]
.

In addition, by Assumption 4.12 there holds

(4.17) min
P+∩T k

j

∇uk
|∇uk| · ν+ > −1

where ν+ is the unit normal vector of P+ ∩ T k
j that points toward the outside of

the tube T k
j .

On the other hand, using Remark 3.4 and Proposition 4.7, we could find two
parallel hyperplanes, P̃k

+ and P̊k
+, with the following properties:

• P̃k
+ passes through p and is orthogonal to the tangent cylinder of

{
Σk

t

}
at

p; P̊k
+ ∩ T k

j is close to P̃k
+ ∩ T k

j and is “between” P̃k
+ ∩ T k

j and P+ ∩ T k
j .
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• There are no singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
on P̊k

+ ∩ T k
j and

t̄ := max
P̊k

+∩T k
j

uk ∈
(
τj , u

k (p)
)

(see (3.5)). Note that uk (p) = T k
1,j .

In view of the the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of
{
Σk

t

}
on P̃k

+ ∩ T k
j \ {p},

we infer that

(4.18) Σk
t ∩ P̃k

+ ∩ T k
j 6= ∅ ∀ t ∈

[
τj , T

k
1,j

)

and that

(4.19)
∇uk
|∇uk| · ν̃ ≈ 0 on P̃k

+ ∩ T k
j ∩

{
τj ≤ uk < T k

1,j

}
,

where ν̃ is a unit normal vector of P̃k
+ ∩ T k

j .

Now define T̊ k
j as the tubular closed region bounded by Σk

τj (from the lateral)

and the two caps P+ ∩ T k
j and P̃k

+ ∩ T k
j (from the two ends). Note that P̊k

+ ∩ T k
j

would cut T̊ k
j into two pieces. Let

t∗ =
1

2

(
t̄+ T k

1,j

)
< T k

1,j ,

which is a regular value of uk
∣∣
T̊ k
j

by Assumption 4.3. Note that by (4.16) and (4.18)

we have

Ω̄k
t∗ ∩ P+ ∩ T k

j 6= ∅, Ω̄k
t∗ ∩ P̃k

+ ∩ T̊ k
j 6= ∅.

Moreover, since uk ≤ t̄ on P̊k
+ ∩ T k

j , we have

Ω̄k
t∗ ∩ P̊k

+ ∩ T̊ k
j = ∅.

Thus, every connected component of Ω̄k
t∗ ∩ T̊ k

j intersects at most one of the caps,

i.e., P+∩T k
j and P̃k

+∩T k
j . Applying Lemma 4.11 to the flow

{
Σk

t

}
on the tube T̊ k

j

(noting that we have (4.17) and (4.19)), we deduce that Σk
t̂
∩T̊ k

j contains a singular

point of
{
Σk

t

}
for some t̂ ∈ (τj , t∗). In particular, t̂ < T k

1,j is another singular time

of
{
Σk

t

}
in T̊ k

j ⊂ S δ̂
j . This is in contradiction with Assumption 4.3. Therefore,

there are no singular components of
{
Σk

t

}
that belong to the bumpy type. �

4.3. Bumpy type. In this subsection we shall prove the “stability” of singular
components of the bumpy type under Assumption 4.16. Specifically, let Sj be
a singular component of {Σt} that belongs to the bumpy type, when k is large
we assume that

{
Σk

t

}
has singular components near Sj (see Assumption 4.16) and

show that all these singular components must be of the bumpy type (see Proposition
4.18) and that there is indeed only one singular component of

{
Σk

t

}
near Sj (see

Proposition 4.19). Note that u (Sj) = T1 < Text by Proposition 4.5.
Let us begin with the following remark, which is the counterpart of Remark 4.9

in Section 4.2 for the bumpy case.

Remark 4.15. When Sj is a curve of the bumpy type, say

Sj = {Γ (s) : s ∈ [−1, 1]} .
Let us assume without loss of generality that Γ (1) is the local maximum point of
u and Γ (−1) is the one-sided saddle point of u. By Remark 4.8, Στj ∩ Srj

j is a
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tube-like hypersurface around Sj . Near the endpoints Γ (1) and Γ (−1), by Remark
3.4 and Remark 3.8, we can find two hyperplanes, P+ and P−, that are orthogonal
to the tangent cylinders of {Σt} at Γ (1) and Γ (−1), respectively, such that51

P+ ∩ Srj
j ∩ Sj = ∅, P− ∩ Srj

j ∩ Sj = ∅
and that the tube-like connected hypersurface Στj together with P+ and P− bound

a tubular closed region Tj in Srj
j with the following properties:

(1) Sj ⊂ int Tj .
(2) Let P̃+ and P̃− be two hypersurfaces parallel to P+ and P−, 52respectively,

such that

P̃+ ∩ Tj ∩ Sj = {Γ (1)} , P̃− ∩ Tj ∩ Sj = {Γ (−1)} .
(3) On the cap P+ ∩ Tj we have53

t̄j := max
P+∩Tj

u ∈ (τj , T1) .

(4) There exists a time t̊j > T1 so that54

Σt ∩ P− ∩ Tj 6= ∅ ∀ t ∈
[
τj , t̊j

]
.

In the case where Sj is a single one-sided saddle point (which can be regarded as a
“degenerate” curve with a local maximum endpoint and a one-sided saddle endpoint,
see the comment following Definition 4.1), the aforementioned results still hold. In
this case, the two hyperplanes, P+ and P−, are parallel (since both are orthogonal
to the tangent cylinder of {Σt} at Sj) and close to each other; P+ is assumed to
be on the side in which u is a local maximum point (see Definition 3.3). Note that

P̃+ = P̃− is the hyperplane that passes through Sj and orthogonal to the tangent
cylinder of {Σt} at Sj .

Furthermore, by Proposition 2.16, Proposition 4.2, and Remark 4.8, when k is
large, Σk

τj and the two hyperplanes P+ and P− would also bound a closed tubular

region T k
j in Srj

j ; in addition, let

t̄kj = max
P+∩T k

j

uk

and T k
1,j be the unique singular time of

{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j , then we have

∣∣t̄kj − t̄j
∣∣ +

∣∣T k
1,j − T1

∣∣ ≤ 1

3
min {T1 − t̄j , t̄j − τj} .

It follows that

(4.20) t̄kj ∈
(
τj , T

k
1,j

)
.

Unlike the vanishing and splitting cases, we assume (instead of proving) the
existence of singularities of

{
Σk

t

}
near a bumpy component of {Σt} as follows.

Assumption 4.16. In case Sj is a singular component of {Σt} that belongs to
the bumpy type, we assume that for every sufficiently large k, the flow

{
Σk

t

}
has

singularities in S δ̂
j .

51P+ corresponds to {z = z0} in Remark 3.4 with z0 > 0 sufficiently close to 0; P− corresponds
to {z = ε̊} in Remark 3.8.

52P̃+ corresponds to {z = 0} in Remark 3.4; P̃− corresponds to {z = 0} in Remark 3.8.
53See (3.5).
54See (3.19).
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Next, for the singular components of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j , we are going to characterize
their types in Proposition 4.18 and prove the uniqueness of the singular components
in Proposition 4.19. To streamline the proofs, in the following remark we set up the
requisite notations and provide a preliminary description of the singular components

of
{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j .

Remark 4.17. Let Sj be a singular component of {Σt} that belongs to the bumpy
type. When k is large, by Corollary 2.19 and Remark 4.15, all the singular points of{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j would be contained in int T k
j . Moreover, by Assumption 4.3 and Propo-

sition 4.5 (see also Proposition 4.2), there are finitely many connected components
of the singular set of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j , each of which belongs to the splitting/bumpy

type (in particular, there are no round points of
{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j ).

Let Ṡk
j be a singular component of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j . By Proposition 4.7, any point

q ∈ Ṡk
j has a cylindrical scale rj and every other cylindrical point of

{
Σk

t

}
in Brj (q)

is located in a small Lipschitz graph over the axis of the tangent cylinder of
{
Σk

t

}
at

q. Applying Remark 4.9 (if Ṡk
j is of the splitting type) / Remark 4.15 (if Ṡk

j is of the

bumpy type) to the singular component Ṡk
j of

{
Σk

t

}
, we can find two hyperplanes

Ṗk
+ and Ṗk

− near the endpoints of Ṡk
j that are orthogonal to the tangent cylinders

of
{
Σk

t

}
at the endpoints, respectively, such that

(1) there are no singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
on Ṗk

+ ∩ T k
j and Ṗk

− ∩ T k
j (see Propo-

sition 4.7);

(2) Σk
τj is a tube-like hypersurface around Ṡk

j and it together with the two caps,

Ṗk
+ ∩T k

j and Ṗk
− ∩T k

j , bound a “truncated” tubular closed region Ṫ k
j ⊂ T k

j

satisfying Ṡk
j ⊂ int Ṫ k

j ;

(3) Ṡk
j is the only singular component of

{
Σk

t

}
in Ṫ k

j (see Proposition 4.7).

For convenience, let us assume that the “orientation” is chosen in such a way that
Ṗk
+ is adjacent to P+ and Ṗk

− is adjacent to P−. Thus, the tube T k
j would be cut

by Ṗk
+ and Ṗk

− into three closed pieces:

T k
j = T̂ k+

j ∪ Ṫ k
j ∪ T̂ k−

j ,

where T̂ k+
j is the tubular closed region bounded by Σk

τj (from the lateral) and the

two caps P+ ∩ T k
j and Ṗk

+ ∩ T k
j (from the two ends); likewise, T̂ k−

j is the closed

region bounded by Σk
τj , P− ∩ T k

j , and Ṗk
− ∩ T k

j .

Proposition 4.18. Let Sj be a singular component of {Σt} that belongs to the

bumpy type and let Ṡk
j be any singular component of

{
Σk

t

}
in S δ̂

j as stated in
Remark 4.17. Then

• if the singular component Ṡk
j is a curve, the endpoint that is adjacent to

P+ must be a local maximum point of uk;

• if Ṡk
j is a single point, Ṡk

j must be a local maximum point of uk “on the side

toward P+” (see Definition 3.3).

In either case, Ṡk
j is of the bumpy type.

Proof. Suppose the contrary that

• when Sj is a curve: the endpoint p that is adjacent to P+ is a one-sided
saddle point of uk;
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• when Ṡk
j is a single point: p = Ṡk

j is not a local maximum point of uk on
the side toward P+.

Recall that the choice of the two hyperplanes Ṗk
+ and Ṗk

− in Remark 4.17 is based

on applying Remark 4.9/Remark 4.15 to the singular component Ṡk
j of

{
Σk

t

}
. By

either of the remarks, there exists a time t̊kj > T k
1,j so that

(4.21) Σk
t ∩ Ṗk

+ ∩ T k
j 6= ∅ ∀ t ∈

[
τj , t̊

k
j

]
.

On the other hand, recall that by Remark 4.15 we have

(4.22) t̄kj = max
P+∩T k

j

uk ∈
(
τj , T

k
1,j

)
.

Let P̃k
+ be the hyperplane passing through p and orthogonal to the tangent cylinder

of
{
Σk

t

}
at p. Note that Ṗk

+∩T k
j is parallel (and close) to P̃k

+∩T k
j and is “between”

P+ ∩ T k
j and P̃k

+ ∩ T k
j . In view of the the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of{

Σk
t

}
on P̃k

+ ∩ T k
j \ {p}, we have (see (3.4))

(4.23) max
P̃k

+∩T k
j

uk = T k
1,j.

Now define Ť k
j as the tubular closed region bounded by Σk

τj (from the lateral) and

the two caps P+ ∩ T k
j and P̃k

+ ∩ T k
j (from the two ends). Notice that by (4.21) we

have
Σk

t̊kj
∩ Ť k

j 6= ∅
and that by (4.22), (4.23), and that uk = τj on the lateral, we have

Σk
t̊kj

∩ ∂Ť k
j = ∅.

As t̊kj is a regular value55 of uk
∣∣
Ť k
j

, Σt̊kj
∩Ť k

j is a closed hypersurface, which encloses

an open region Ω̌k
t̊kj

⊂ Ť k
j . It follows that

T̃ k
1,j := max

Ω̌k

t̊k
j

uk ≥ t̊kj > T k
1,j

would be attained at some interior point of Ť k
j , which would be a critical point of

uk. Consequently, T̃ k
1,j is another singular time of

{
Σk

t

}
in Ť k

j ⊂ S δ̂
j , contradicting

Assumption 4.3. Therefore, when Ṡk
j is a curve, p must be a local maximum point

of uk; when Ṡk
j is a single point, p is a local maximum point of uk on the side

toward P+. �

Proposition 4.19. In Proposition 4.18, there is actually only one singular com-
ponent of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j . Therefore,
{
Σk

t

}
has precisely one singular component in

S δ̂
j , which is of the bumpy type.

Proof. Let Ṡk
j be a singular component of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j as stated in Proposition 4.18.

Suppose the contrary that there exists another singular component S̈k
j of

{
Σk

t

}
in

T k
j . Since S̈k

j ∩ Ṫ k
j = ∅, we may assume without loss of generality that S̈k

j ⊂ T̂ k+
j

(see Remark 4.17).

55T k
1,j is the only critical value of uk

∣

∣

Ť k
j

by Assumption 4.3.
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Let q be the endpoint of S̈k
j that is adjacent to Ṗk

+ ∩ T k
j ; in case S̈k

j is a single

one-sided saddle point, then q is S̈k
j itself. By Proposition 4.18, q is a one-sided

saddle point of uk such that it is not a local maximum point of uk on the side
toward Ṗk

+ ∩ T k
j .

By Remark 4.15 and Remark 4.17, we can find two hyperplanes P̈k
+ and P̈k

− near

the endpoints of S̈k
j that are orthogonal to the tangent cylinders of

{
Σk

t

}
at the

endpoints, respectively, such that the following hold:

(1) P̈k
+ ∩ T k

j and P̈k
− ∩ T k

j are between P+ ∩ T k
j and Ṗk

+ ∩ T k
j ; the orientation

is chosen in such a way that P̈k
+ ∩ T k

j is adjacent to P+ ∩ T k
j and P̈k

− ∩ T k
j

is adjacent to Ṗk
+ ∩ T k

j .

(2) There are no singular points of
{
Σk

t

}
on P̈k

+ ∩ T k
j and P̈k

− ∩ T k
j .

(3) There exists a time ẗkj > T k
1,j so that

(4.24) Σk
t ∩ P̈k

− ∩ T k
j 6= ∅ ∀ t ∈

[
τj , ẗ

k
j

]
.

Let P̃k
− be the hyperplane passing through q and orthogonal to the tangent cylinder

of
{
Σk

t

}
at q. Note that P̃k

− is parallel and close to P̈k
− and that P̃k

−∩T k
j is between

P̈k
+ ∩ T k

j and P̈k
− ∩ T k

j . In view of the the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of{
Σk

t

}
on P̃k

− ∩ T k
j \ {q}, we have (see (3.4))

(4.25) max
P̃k

−∩T k
j

uk = T k
1,j.

Let p be the endpoint Ṡk
j that is adjacent to Ṗk

+ ∩ T k
j . Let P̃k

+ be the hyperplane

passing through p and orthogonal to the tangent cylinder of
{
Σk

t

}
at p. Note

that P̃k
+ is parallel and close to Ṗk

+. In view of the the asymptotically cylindrical

behavior of
{
Σk

t

}
on P̃k

+ ∩ T k
j \ {p}, we have (see (3.4))

(4.26) max
P̃k

+∩T k
j

uk = T k
1,j.

Now define T̂ k
j as the tubular closed region bounded by Σk

τj (from the lateral) and

the two caps P̃k
+ ∩ T k

j and P̃k
− ∩ T k

j (from the two ends). Note that P̈k
− ∩ T k

j is

between P̃k
+ ∩ T k

j and P̃k
− ∩ T k

j . It follows from (4.24) that

Σk
ẗkj

∩ T̂ k
j 6= ∅.

Note that

Σk
ẗkj

∩ ∂T̂ k
j = ∅

by (4.25), (4.26), and that uk = τj on the lateral. Since ẗkj is a regular value56 of

uk
∣∣
T̂ k
j

, Σẗkj
∩ T̂ k

j is a closed hypersurface, which encloses an open region Ω̂k
ẗkj

in T̂ k
j .

Thus,

T̃ k
1,j := max

Ω̂k

ẗk
j

uk ≥ ẗkj > T k
1,j

56T k
1,j is the only critical value of uk

∣

∣

T̂ k
j

.
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would be attained at some interior point of T̂ k
j , which would be a critical point of

uk. Consequently, T̃ k
1,j is another singular time of

{
Σk

t

}
in T̂ k

j ⊂ S δ̂
j , contradicting

Assumption 4.3. Thus, Ṡk
j is the only one singular component of

{
Σk

t

}
in T k

j . �

4.4. Appendix: Two-convexity. The purpose of this appendix is to show that
in Theorem 1.3, as Σ0 is two-convex, Σk

0 would also be two-convex when k is large
(see Proposition 4.22). To this end, let us begin with the following lemma, which
is a direct result of the min-max theorem in linear algebra.

Lemma 4.20. Let V be a finite dimensional vector space with an inner product g.
Let S be a self-adjoint operator on the inner product space (V, g) with eigenvalues
λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · . Let A be the associated symmetric bilinear form of S, namely,

A (v, w) = g (Sv,w) ∀ v, w ∈ V.

Given a pair of linearly independent vectors v1 and v2 in V , let G (v1, v2) and
A (v1, v2) be the 2× 2 matrices whose (k, l)-components are given by respectively

Gkl (v1, v2) = g (vk, vl) , Akl (v1, v2) = A (vk, vl) , for k, l ∈ {1, 2} .
Then

(1) the symmetric matrix G (v1, v2) is positive definite;
(2) whenever span {ṽ1, ṽ2} = span {v1, v2}, we have

trace
(
G

−1
A
)
(ṽ1, ṽ2) = trace

(
G

−1
A
)
(v1, v2) .

Thus, G−1
A can be regarded as a function defined on the Grassmannian Gr2 (V ),

i.e., the set of all 2-dimensional vector subspaces of V . Most importantly,

λ1 + λ2 = min
Gr2(V )

trace
(
G

−1
A
)
.

The following corollary follows from applying Lemma 4.20 to the Weingarten
map of a hypersurface Σ on the tangent space at each point so as to obtain an
expression of κ1 + κ2, which will be used in Proposition 4.22. Note that as the
function G

−1
A (v1, v2) in Lemma 4.20 is defined on the Grassmannian, we may

assume that the two linearly independent tangent vectors,

v1 = v11 ∂1 + · · ·+ vn−1
1 ∂n−1 ≃

(
v11 , · · · , vn−1

1

)
,

v2 = v12 ∂1 + · · ·+ vn−1
2 ∂n−1 ≃

(
v12 , · · · , vn−1

2

)
,

are orthonormal with respect to the dot product in order to have the compactness.

Corollary 4.21. Let Σ be a hypersurface and let x = x (ξ) be a local parametriza-
tion of Σ. Let gij (ξ) and Aij (ξ) be the components of the metric and the second
fundamental form of Σ with respect to the local parametrization x (ξ), respectively.

Let V ⊂ R
n−1 × R

n−1 be the set of all pairs of orthonormal (with respect to
the dot product) vectors in R

n−1. For each ξ, define two matrix-valued functions
G (ξ; · ) and A (ξ; ·) on V as follows: Given

{
v1 =

(
v11 , · · · , vn−1

1

)
, v2 =

(
v12 , · · · , vn−1

2

)}
∈ V,

let G (ξ; v1, v2) and A (ξ; v1, v2) be the 2 × 2 matrices whose (k, l)-components are
given by respectively

Gkl (ξ; v1, v2) = gij (ξ) v
i
kv

j
l , Akl (ξ; v1, v2) = Aij (ξ) v

i
kv

j
l , for k, l ∈ {1, 2} .
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Then we have

(4.27) κ1 (ξ) + κ2 (ξ) = min
V

trace
(
G

−1
A
)
(ξ; ·) ,

where κ1 (ξ) and κ2 (ξ) are the smallest two principal curvatures of Σ at x (ξ).
Also, note that by the compactness of V and the continuity of G−1

A, κ1 + κ2 is a
continuous function.

Since Σ0 is a two-convex closed hypersurface, the function κ1 + κ2 is bounded
below by a positive constant on Σ0. By virtue of (4.27), we get the following result.

Proposition 4.22. Let β be a positive constant such that

min
Σ0

(κ1 + κ2) > β max
Σ0

H.

Since

Σk
0

C4

→ Σ0 as k → ∞,

when k is large, Σk
0 would be β-uniformly convex in the sense that

(4.28) κ1 + κ2 ≥ βH > 0.

It then follows from [CHN] that the LSF
{
Σk

t

}
is β-uniformly two-convex in

the sense that (4.28) holds at every regular point (with respect to the unit normal

vector field ∇uk

|∇uk| ).
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