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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 C!
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 Xg be a closed connected (smoothly embedded) hypersurface in R™ with
n > 3. There exists a unique number 77 € (0, 00), called the first singular time,
so that the mean curvature flow (MCF) {X:},c( 7,) starting from ¥y at time 0
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cannot be smoothly extended any further; in fact, the second fundamental form of
Xy blows up as t /Ty (see [HI]). The level set flow (LSF) {3}, . starting
from ¥( 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
Yo and agrees with the MCF for ¢t € [0,71). The flow would vanish after a finite
time; the unique number T,,; € (0,00) is called the “time of extinction” provided
the flow does not vanish until after time T..;.

In this paper we assume that ¥y is mean-convex, namely, its mean curvature
is positive with respect to the inward unit normal vector. In this case, the LSF
{X;} would stay in Qg for ¢ > 0, where {2y is the open connected set bounded by X
(see the Jordan-Brouwer separation theorem in [GP]), and it would sweep out €
monotonically. Specifically, for each point p € €, 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 {X;} passes through pEl As such, the LSF can be described as
the level sets of the function u as follows:

(1.1) Si={z€Qo:u(x)=t}, t>0.
Such a function w, called the arrival time function of the flow, is actually Lips-

chitz continuous on 2y; moreover, it is the unique viscosity solutmIE to the following
Dirichlet problem (cf. [ES]):

Vu Vu
1.2 | I- =
(-2 (- we
u=0 on 9y = 2.
In this case, the flow is called a mean-convex LSF. Note that the superlevel set

) V2u=1 in Qo,

(1.3) Q={xeQ:ulx)>t, t>0
is contracting in the sense that
(14) t1 <ty = Qtl D) Qt2.

Note also that

T.,: = max u.
Qo

A point p € Qg is called a regular point of {X;} provided the flow is locally
smooth and monotonid] near the point p for ¢ close to u(p); by (I) and the
implicit function theorem, this is equivalent to saying that the arrival time function
u is locally smooth near p with Vu (p) # 0. In that case, u would satisty (L2) in
the classical sense near p and {¥;} would be a MCF near p for t close to u (p),

whose mean curvature with respect to the unit normal |g5| would be
Vu -1 Vu Vu 1
1.5 H=-V- = I— ® Vi = ——
(1) w1~ )V
in particular, {¥;} is mean-convex with respect to N = \g—zl'

On the other hand, if a point p € € is not a regular point of {¥,;}, it would
be called a singular point of the flow. The set of all singular points of {X;},
denoted by S, is of Hausdorff dimension at most n — 2 (cf. [WI]). As {H"1[Z;}

YWhen p € 0 = 3o, set u (p) =0.
2See [ES] for the precise definition of viscosity solutions to equation (T2).
3That is, Otz - N > 0 for some choice of locally smooth unit normal vector field N of {¥;}.
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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-cylinded (cf. [W2], [W4], [CMZ2]).
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 {X;} the arrival time function w is twice
differentiable and Vu vanishes. As a corollary, singular points of {3;} are precisely
the critical points of u, namely,

(1.6) S={x€Q:Vu(z) =0}.

By Lemma 210 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
([C2) 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 {Eg}keN tend-

ing in the C* topology to a mean-convex closed connected hypersurface X, i.e.,

C4
Z’g = Yo as k — oo,

their respective LSF's {Ef}, k € N, would converge locally smoothly to the mean-
conver LSF {3} in (R \ S) x (0,00) as k — oo.

Note that when k is large, £f would also be mean-convex and so {Xf} is a
mean-convex LSF that will stay in Qf, where QF is the region bounded by Y&.
Proof of Theorem [.T] will be given in Section 2.4

As a consequence of Theorem [[1] suppose that {¥;} is regular for ¢t € [a,b],
where 0 < a < b < T.u; in other words, {Zt}te[a,b] is a mean-convex MCF.

Then {E,’f} tela,b) would also be regular when k is large and converge smoothly to

{E} e as k — oo (see Corollary 2.22). Notice that in the case where b < T,
this is the well-known stability theorem for MCF. So what’s new is when a > T3.

What’s more, when k is sufficiently large, Theorem [L.T] implies that the singular
set S* of the mean-convex LSF {XF} 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
3o is two-convexE which is a condition stronger than the mean—convexity@ but
weaker than the convexity. The motivation is that by [CHN] (see also [HK]), the
flow {X;:} would be uniformly two-convex at every regular point with respect to
the unit normal \g—Z\ (see ([A2])); consequently, every singular point of {3;} 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 S";fflk 5 x R* where k € {1,--- ,n — 2}.
P
5/41 + k2 > 0, where k1 < k2 < --- < Kkp—1 denote the principal curvatures of a closed

hypersurface with respect to the inward unit normal vector field.
5When n = 3, two-convex is just mean-convex.
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Note that ¢ € (0, Test] is called a singular time of the flow {¥;} provided
SN, 75 (Z);

by (L8], a singular time of {X;} 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 {%,} starting from a two-convex closed connected hy-
persurface Yo has finitely many singular times

TIS"'STezt;

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

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

Recall that singular points of {¥;} 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 wu, there are no
local minimum points (see (L2)). Moreover, by Corollary [31] and Corollary B.2] a
point p € Q is a saddle point of w if and only if p is not only a cylindrical point
of {¥;} but also a boundary point of the superleverl set €, (see (L3)). In that
case, owing to the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {¥;} near p (see Section
[B2), for any small ¢ > 0 there exists r = r (¢) > 0 so that

(1.7) Qup) N B (p) C €5 (p),

where € (p) is a double cone with vertex p, axis parallel to the tangent cylinder of
{X¢} at p, and angle ¢ (see ([B.3))); hence, Q) has a cusp singularity at p.

By contrast, if a point p € € is a local maximum point of u, then €, vanishes
near p. According to Remark 35l when a connected component of the singular
set S (see Theorem [[Z) is a curve, all its interior points must be local maximum
points of w. 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
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 wu;
(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=1]s.
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where each S; is a connected component of S (called a singular component for

short). Let § > 0 be a sufficiently small constant such that @I), @), and @3)
hold. As mentioned earlier, when k is large, the singular set S* of the flow {Ef}
in Theorem [Tl would satisfy

(1.9) st c|]sy,
J

where S;§ is the S—Heighborhood of §;. In addition, the singular times of {Ef} in
Sf would approximate to u (S;) (see Proposition 216). In the following theorem

we show that under certain conditions, the flow {Ef} in SJ‘s would have the same
type of singular set as S;.

Theorem 1.3. Let {¥;} be the two-convex LSF in Theorem [L.2 with singular set
(L38), and let {X}}, k € N, be the LSFs in Theorem [I1. Given a small constant

§ > 0 fulfilling 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 {SF} in SJ‘s (see Assump-
tion[{-3);

(2) When the singular component S; is of the splitting type, the flow {3.} “does
not get into the singular set near the endpoints” (see Assumption [{.13);

(3) When the singular component S; is of the bumpy type, there are singularities

of {EF} in 8]5 (see Assumption [{.16]).
Then there exists ks € N so that for every k > ks, {Ef} is a two-convexr LSF
with singular set (L.9); moreover, in each SJ‘S, {Ef} has precisely one singular
component, which is of the same type as S;.

The proof of Theorem [I.3] will be divided into three parts according to the type
of S;: Proposition (in Section 1)) is when S; belongs to the vanishing type,
Proposition [4.14] (in Section [42)) is when S; belongs to the splitting type, and
Proposition (in Section 3)) is when S; belongs to the bumpy type.

2. STABILITY OF MEAN-CONVEX LSF OFF SINGULARITIES

The objective of this section is to establish Theorem[[.Il 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 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 211 is to give
estimates of the noncollapsing constant and the entropy bound, which are essential
in Section and also Section (for the cylindrical scales). Lastly, in Section
2.4l we employ these uniform estimates combined with the uniqueness theorem of
viscosity solutions to the Dirichlet problem (L2) to prove Theorem [Tl

2.1. Estimates for initial hypersurface. We shall estimate the noncollapsing
constant « in Section 2.1 and the entropy bound \ in Section of the initial
hypersurface ¥y. Note that the constants o and A 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 ¥ is called a-noncollapsing for some a > 0
provided for every p € ¥, there exist a pair of open balls of radius «/H (p) on each
sidd] of ¥ that kiss at p (cf. [An], [ALM], [HK]). Such a constant o always exists
and can be estimated as follows.

Lemma 2.1. There ezxists a constant ¥ (n) € (O, %} with the following property: If
¥ is a hypersurface in R™ such that 0 € ¥, ToX = R ! x {0} and that for some

r>0, XN B, is a graph

over (some part of ) ToX with

max r|A4| < 1,
SNB,

where A is the second fundamental form of . Then

By = By, (0,9 (n)r), B_:= Bynyr (0,—¥ (n)r)
are contained in B, and located on the upside and downside of XN B,., respectively.
Proof. Note that f(0) = 0 and Vf (0) = 0. Let p € (0,%] be a radius so that the
local graph function f is defined on B} =" with [V f| < e, where ¢ € (0,1) is a small

constant to be determined. With the local graph parametrization, the metric and

the second fundamental form of ¥ can be written as
O f
9ij = 055 +0if 05 f, Ay = 2

V1+ VP

Let
K = max |A].
SNB,
Then it follows from
|Aijvivj‘ < Kgijvivj VoeR!

that on Bj'~" we have for every v € R*™*,

(21)  |0f o < 1 [VPK 8+ 0if 05f) v’ < 2K [of?
provided € = ¢ (n) € (0,1) is sufficiently small. In particular, we obtain
Vi < C(n)Kp on B,’j*l,

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

(2.2) P GO R ) I

T 20K T 2C(n)

In addition, by Taylor’s theorem we have
1
[ () =/ 0 f (sa”) z'a? (1—s)ds
0

"One of the balls is on the inside, i.e., Qo, and the other is on the outside, i.e., R™ \ Qg, where
Qo is the region bounded by Xg.
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I 1 n—1 n—1
for o/ = (z',-- |2 )EB,3 . It follows from (ZJ) that

2 1 2 C(n 2 n—
@3 @ <K< el < P v
Set
Iy = =)
2C (n)
By [2:2) and (2.3)), the two open balls B and B_ are contained in B,.N{|z’| < 3J (n) r}
and located on each side of the graph z™ = f (/). O

In order to apply Lemma 2] to every point of Xy, we introduce the following
definition:

Definition 2.2. For a closed hypersurface 3, let R be the set of every r € (O, K’l} ,
where

K = max|A],

bl

such that that for every p € £, ¥ N B, (p) is a graph over (some part of) T,,%. Note
that R # () due to the embeddedness and compactness of ¥.. Then define

rad ¥ = sup ‘R.

The following proposition follows from applying Lemma 2T to every point of 2.

Proposition 2.3. Let 1, k be positive constants such that

rad Yo > 1, n%inH > K.
0

Then there is a constant « = a(n,1, k) > 0 Bsuch that Y s a-noncollaspsing.

According to [HK], the a-noncollaspsing property of ¥ can be preserved by the
mean-convex LSF in the sense that near every regular point p € g, there exist two

open balls of radius
e’

H (p)
kissing at p, one of which is inside €2,(,) and the other is outside Qu(p).

= a|Vu(p)]

2.1.2. Entropy. The area ratios of ¥y can be estimated as follows.
Lemma 2.4. Let K,2,® be positive constants such that

max [ < K, HH(So) <A, diam By < D.
0

Then for every p € R™ and r > 0 we have
n—1
H" ™ (X0 N B, (p)) < on-lK®@+1)g

Tnfl

Proof. Set R=29 + 1.
Case 1: For p € ¥y and r € (0, R], by the monotonicity formula (cf. [Al]) we have

H" ! (SN By (p)) < (K(R=T) H" ! (3o N Br (p)) < (KR H ! (EO)'
Tnfl Rnfl Rnfl
Case 2: For p € ¥ and r > R, we have
WL (SN B, () _ H (%)
rn—1 - Rnr—1

(2.4)

8The constant o can be chosen to be any number in (0,9 (n) tk).
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Case 3: For p ¢ X and r € (O, %R], either Xo N B, (p) = 0, in which case we have
H" 1 (2o N B, (p)) =0, or we can find ¢ € 3¢ N B, (p) so that [Z4) yields
H" ! (30N B, (p)) < H" ' (X0 N Bar (9)) < on—1,KR H* ! (Zo)
rn—1 - yn—1 - Rn—1 :

Case 4: For p ¢ ¥y and r > %R, we have
W (S50 B, (1) _ HH(S0) g B (D)

rn—1 — (%R)n—l - Rn-1

Therefore, for every p € R™ and r > 0 we have

n—1 n—1
H (i?j B (p)) < 2n—leKRH RHE?O) < gn—lK@+)g(

Recall that the entropy of X is defined as (cf. [CMI])

1
Bl = m>ﬁ(4%—m)
pER™, >0 r

where F' is the Gaussian area, namely,

1 12

F (%) ::/ e T AN ().
» (47T)T

As the area ratios of ¥y are uniformly bounded, ¥ has finite entropy (cf. [El);

moreover, by a simple calculation we have

M (S0 B, ()

Tn—l

(2.5) E[3) < C(n) sup
pER™, r>0

Combining (23] with Lemma 24 give the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. Let K,2A,© be positive constants such that

supH <K, H"'(Zo) <A, diamXo <D.
3o

Then there exists a constant A = X (n, K,20,D) > 0 so that F [3Zg] < A.

Since {H" ! th}»o is a Brakke flow (cf. |I1], [W1]), it follows from Huisken’s
monotonicity formula (cf. [H2], [I2]) that the entropy is nonincreasing along {;};

in particular,
EX] <X Vt>O0.

2.2. Classical theory of MCF. In this subsection we shall get smooth estimates
for {X;} when ¢ is close to 0, which corresponds to the estimates at points near
0 = L. As the LSF {%;} is a MCF for ¢t € [0,T}), where T} is the first singular
time, such estimates are primarily based on the classical theory of MCF. The main
results are Proposition [Z6], Proposition 2.8 (ZT15]), and (ZI6]).

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, ¥; can parametrized as a normal graph of v, = v (+,t) over ¥g, namely,

(2.6) xy =x (-, t) = xo + v¢ No,



STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX LEVEL SET FLOW 9

where zg and Ny are the position vector and the inward unit normal vector of 3,
respectively. Thus, {3;} being a MCF starting from ¥, 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

[v]
rad 20
where V is the Levi-Civita connection on Yo, the norm || is defined by the induced
metric go on Yo, and rad ¥y is defined in Definition 2.2} the PDE is given by
(28) Ow = Hy + aijVijv + |A0|2’U + b,
with

(2.7) Vo] + < e(n),

ad = géj + 2Agjv + Q" (Vu, Agv),
b=vVAy* Vv + AxQ (Vv,Agv) + vV Ay * Q (Vv, Agv)
(see Lemma 3.14 in [G1]), where

(1) Hp is the mean curvature of Xo;

(2) V;jv is the Hessian of v on Xo;

(3) the notation @ means some kind of analytic function/tensor that is at least
“quadratic” (in the form of contraction via the metric go) in its arguments;

(4) the notation x 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,t, K, K', K" be positive constants such that

(2.9) rad o > 1, max|A| <K, max|VA| <K', max|V’A| < K"
3o Yo Yo

Then there exists T =T (n,1, K, K', K") > 0 so that {Ei}ocico is a MC’FE more-
over, for everyt € [O, ZT} , the hypersurface ¥; stays in a tubular neighborhood of

Yo and is a normal graph of v (-,t) over ¥g with v € C* (EO X [O, 2TD satisfying
23), 238), and
(2.10) |V?0| < C(n,,, K,K',K").

Furthermore, if {E’g}keN is a sequence of closed connected hypersurfaces tending

in the C* topology to Xg as k — oo, then for every sufficiently large k the following
hold:

(1) The LSF {X}} starting from Sf at time 0 is a MCF during t € [O, ZT} ;in
addition, the flow {Xf
as k — oo.

(2) The initial hypersurface Xk is mean—convem,@ hence the associated arrival
time function u* : QF — [0,00) of {Ef} is defined, where QF is the open
connected region bounded by Y.

}ogtng' converges in the C? topology to {Zttocicor

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

9n particular, Ty > 27"
10When ¥ is two-convex, Elg would be two-convex when k is large (see Proposition F22]).
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Corollary 2.7. In Proposition[2.8, for any given T € (0, T) , the MCF {Ef}te[

would converge smoothly to {Et}te[

T,QT]
721 @8 k — oo.
Proof. Choose a large open ball B in R™ so that

Y, CB Vte [0,2T} .
By Proposition [2.6] there exists kg € N so that for every k > ko, the MCF
{Ef}te[o 21 satisfies

skeB vo<t<orT,

max max|A| < 2 max max|A],
o<t<2T X¥ 0<t<2T >t

H (2h) < 2 (%),
Fix 7 € (O, T) It follows from the compactness theorem for MCF (cf. [H2]) that

any subsequence of
k
{ {= }te [7,27] }k>k0

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

deed {Et}t6[7,2T]' Thus, the whole sequence {{E?}tG[T,QT]}k>k must converge
Z R0

smoothly to {Et}te[r,2T] as k — oo, completing the proof. O

Due to the maximum principle, the mean-convexity is preserved by the MCF
(cf. [M]) and hence {¥;},, <o moves monotonically toward the inside. Below we
estimate how far the flow can be away from 02y = 3.

Proposition 2.8. Let k be a positive constant such that

(2.11) min H > k.
Yo
Then the normal graph of vy = v (-,t) in Proposition [Z.6 moves monotonically

toward the inside with
0w > K

on X X {O, 2T} . In particular,

dist (4, %0) > wT.

Proof. Along a MCF we have d,x - N = H (cf. [M]). In the normal graph
parametrization (2.0)), this means that
dvNy-N=H.

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

(2.12) |Opv| > |OpwNo-N| = H > &
on Yy X [O, 2T} (cf. [M]). In particular, ;v # 0 everywhere on on ¥ X [0, 2T].

On the other hand, since
O (+,0) = Hy > &,

by the intermediate value theorem we deduce that d,v (-, t) > 0 for every t € [O, 2T} ;
hence by ([2.12) we obtain dyv > K on g x [O, 2T} O
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Note that Proposition yields the estimates of the second fundamental form
of {¥¢}y<;<oj and its covariant derivatives. More specifically, by Lemma 3.14 in

[G1], under the condition (2.1, for every t € [O, 2T} we have

(2.13) I%ax|A| < C(n) (n%ax|A| + max’V v(-,t)] + I%ax|v( )] n%ax|VA|)

Let k be the constant in (211). Note that ([2.7)) implies

1 [v]
2.14 H < |Agv < .
(2.14) \/—||_\/— 0 v |0|_rad20_£(n)
Thus, (210), 2I3), and (2I4) yield
(2.15) max max|A| < C(n,,k K,K',K"),

0<t<2T =t

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

max |[VA| + max |V?A| < C( n, max max|A], max|VA| max‘VQA‘)
2t 2t 0<r<2T Er

for 0 <t <27T. So by (ZI3) we obtain

(2.16) max max |[VA| + max max|V?A| < C(n,t,k, K, K',K").
o<t<2T Xt 0<t<2T %t

2.3. Interior estimates for mean-convex LSF. In this subsection we shall ob-

tain smooth estimates for {3;} at regular points that are away from 0y = .

Such estimates are based on the noncollapsing property of mean-convex LSF (cf.

[HK]), saying that the smooth scale (see Definition 211 at a regular point p is

bounded below by, up to a multiplicative constant,

H(p)™" = [Vu(p)|.

(see Proposition [Z12] Proposition [Z13] and Corollary 215). In the end of the
subsection there is an estimate of the Hessian V?u (see Proposition 2.I4), which is
pivotal in getting the convergence of Vur ' in Section 2 (see Proposition [Z.T8]).

To begin with, we give an estimate of |Vu/| from above in Proposition [2Z9] which
will be used in Section 24l to prove the convergence of u*’s (see Proposition 2.10).
In [ES| there is already a gradient estimate for w, which depends implicitly on
3. Here we improve the estimate such that it depends more explicitly on X.
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 k be a positive constant such that

min H > k.

3o
Then the gradient of the arrival time function u satisfies
sup |Vu| < k71
Qo

As a consequence, at every regular point p € Qg we have
-1
H(p)=[Vup) " = &

11,k is the arrival time function of {Ef }, see Proposition
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Proof. By [ES], for every € € (0,1] there is u® € C> (Qp) satisfying the e-elliptic
regularization of (I.2), that is,

(2.17) - I—M V2 =1 in Qo
[Vue|” + €2
u® =0 on Xg;
and as € \( 0
(2.18) w (z) & u(z) on Qo

Moreover, there exists a constant C' > 1 such that for every z € Qo,

% dist (z,%p) < u(x) < Cdist (z,Xo),

(2.19) |Vu© (2)] < C.
The geometric interpretation of the e-elliptic regularization is that
(2.20) If={(z,2"") € Qo xR : 2" = u (x) —e t}, t>0

is a translating MCF in higher dimensional space, which moves downward (along the
negative z"*!-direction) with speed e~'; in other words, I'§ = { 2"*! = e~ 1u* ()}
is a translating soliton. Note that its mean curvature with respect to the downward
unit normal

(2.21) (Velus 1) _ (V' =9
\/|Ve*1u€|2—|—1 \/|Vu€|2—|—e2
is
-1, € _ —1,,¢€ -1, €
V. Ve u _ 1 <I— Ve 1;@36 u ) 21y
Ve 11 Ve tuf +1 Ve tue +1

(2.22) = ! (1— V'@ Vu ) R S

VIVaeP 2\ Vet + e VIVuel? + €2
By @.18), as e \, 0

0 —

(2.23) uf (z) — ezt Grog 4 () on Qp xRy,

meaning that the arrival time function of {I'{} (which can be obtained by solving
the equation in ([Z20)) for ¢) converges locally uniformly to the arrival time function
of the “cylindrical” mean-convex LSF

(2.24) Iy=3% xRy ={(z,2""") € Qo xRy : u(zx)=t}, t>0.

In fact, the convergence is locally smooth for small ¢+ > 0 and away from z"*! = 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 (2Z.19), Proposition 2.8 coarea formula,
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and the fact that the total area is non-increasing along MCF {Zt}te[O.T] for each

O<e< %Twehave
H™ (DN {0 <z <2})

1
:/ Vet 1 1dw = —/ IVue? + e do
0<uc<2e € Jo<ue<2e

<t VOEAw < L/OEEH a0 < dist(s, %) <20
€ Jo<uc<2e €
) . 2C
< VETEH {re0<u) < X
€

K
1 e 1
—verre [ awea
€ 0 pI |Vu|
2C ol
< ZVCF 1R (R),
K
where 1
K= sup —— = max maxH.
0<u<T |V’U,| o<u<T p

Let § € (O, %T) be a sufficiently small constant (depending on n, T). It follows
from the local area bound (see Proposition 4.9 in [E]) and Brakke’s compactness
theorem (cf. [I1]) that for some sequence €; \, 0, the MCF {F;i}te(%57%6> converge

. . . 1 31

in the weak topology to an integral Brakke flow {Ht}te(%a,%é) in Qo x (75,%). In
view of (223]) we have spt 1, C I'y; it then follows from the one-sided minimization
property of mean-convex MCF (see 3.9 in [WI1] and Remark 2.5 in [HK]) that u,
is of unit density. Thus, we have p; < H™|T';. Basing on the curvature estimate
for MCF (see Theorem 2.1 in [GI] for the modification of [W3] and Theorem 5.6
in [E]), we would get local smooth estimates for {Ffi}te(%57%5) in Qo x (1,1) (see
Proposition 3.22 in [E]) for i sufficiently large. Upon passing to a subsequence, the
smooth compactness theorem gives that the MCF {T'}'},_ (15,35) converge locally

22
smoothly to a MCF {f‘t}te(%&%@ in Qg x (%, %) Since for each t € (%5, %5), T, is
an embedded hypersurface contained in the embedded hypersurface I't, we deduce
that I'; = I'y in Qg X (%, %) Therefore, {F?}te(%&%é) converge locally smoothly
to {Ft}te(%a,gs) in Qo x (3,3)-
. . 1 3 .
By ([224), the infimum mean curvature of {Ft}te(%&%é) in Qo x (3,2) is

inf minH >k
30<t<35 Xt

by the maximum principle for mean curvature (cf. [M]
: € : 1
infimum mean curvature of {I' }te(%é,%é) in Qo x (3,

). By (Z20) and (222), the
3
2

)is

. 1
1nf —
%6+%ei<u€i<%6+%q /|vu€i|2+62
K3

125ee Proposition for the definition of 7.
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By the smooth convergence in the last paragraph, given ¢ > 0 there exists i, € N

so that

1
inf >N visi,

potza<ut<gdtza | igya? 4 2 Y

In addition, due to (2I8]) we may assume that

1 1 3 3
{26+261<u < 25"1‘261} D{u=46} =35 Vi>i,

and hence .

. K . .
min > Vi> i,

s /|VU€i2+€2 - 1+U
which gives that
1
(2.25) max |Vus| < max\/|Vus|” + €2 < i YVi>ig.
s s K

On the other hand, differentiating (ZI7) with respect to z* following by multi-
plying Oru¢ yields

da¥

—a? (Vu) 9y (|VU€|2) - agl (Vus) 9;5uc O (|VU€|2) = —2af (Vue) dipu djpu < 0,
where a% (£) = 6% — é‘ig@ fzz It follows from the maximum principle that
(2.26) max |[Vuf| = max |[Vu|
Qs 0Ns=X;5

Thus, combining ([2:25]) with (2.28) gives

1
(2.27) max |Vus| < —-2 Vi>i,.

Qs K

Finally, given a point p € €y, we have the following three cases to consider:

Case 1: p € Q¢ \ Q5. Then p must be a regular point of the flow since u (p) €
(0,71) is a regular time. Moreover, since {Ei},c(o 1) is a MCF, the maximum
principle for the mean curvature gives

1
H(p)= o >
[Vu (p)|
(cf. IM]). So |Vu(p)| < w1t
Case 2: p € Qs is a singular point of the flow. In this case we have Vu (p) = 0.

Case 3: p € Qs is a regular point of the flow. Let v = ‘gzggg‘. Then by the mean

value theorem, (2.18), and (Z217) we have

1 A S . 140
—|u(p+sv) —u(p) = lm —|u (p+ sv) —u (p)| <
S 1—00 S K
for every 0 < s < dist (p, X5). Letting s N\, 0 gives
1+o
[Vu (p)| = [Vu(p) - v| <
Since o > 0 is arbitrary, we have |Vu (p)| < k1. O

Next, we will be devoted to the smooth estimates for {¥;},.; on its regular
part. Before that, we have the following simple observation.



STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX LEVEL SET FLOW 15

Lemma 2.10. The singular set S of the flow {£:} is a closed set (and hence is
compact).
Proof. Given a sequence {p;};,cy C S tending to a point p € R", note that by
Proposition 2.6] we have p; € Q. (i.e., u (p;) > T) for every i € N. Thus, p € Qj.

On the other hand, recall that S is the set of critical points of u. So Vu (p;) = 0
for every i. By the continuity of Vu on €} (cf. [CM4]), we obtain

Vu (p) = lim Vu(p;) = 0.
11— 00

Therefore p € S. |

The set of all regular points in ¢ is obviously an open set. In fact, let p € Qg
be a regular point of {3;}, since w is smooth near p with Vu (p) # 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 (L2). This motivates the
following definition.

Definition 2.11. Let p € Qg be a regular point of {X;}. When a radius r > 0 is
sufficiently small, we have B, (p) C 0\ S [[Hand that every level set 3y = {u = t} in
B, (p) is a € (n)-Lipschitz graph over T,,%,,(,, where e (n) € (0,1) is a small constant
as required by Lemma 3.10 in [GI]| and Lemma [ZT] (see (21])). The supremum of
all such radii is called the smooth scale of {X;} at p.

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

Proposition 2.12. Let t,x, K, K', K" ,2,D be positive constants such that
rad Yo > t, min H > K,
Yo

max |A| < K, max|VA| <K', max|V?4| < K",
Yo >0 2o

HH(8y) <A, diam By < D.
Then there exists v = v (n, i, 5, K, K', K" A, D) > 0 so that the smooth scale of

{34} at a regular point p € Q. is greater than v|Vu (p)|, where T > 0 is the
constant in Proposition [2.0.

Proof. By Proposition23land [HK], {3;} is a-noncollaspsing, where o = « (n, 1, k) >
0; by Proposition and [H2], the entropy of {¥.} is bounded above by A =
A(n, K,2,9D) > 0.
Let p € ;. be a regular point of the flow. By Proposition [Z§ we have
B, (p) C Qo;
additionally, Proposition implies

KT = kT H (p) |Vu (p)| > 2T |Vu(p)|,
VT = VT H(p) [Vu(p)| > wVT [V ()],

which gives that

min{|Vu ()|, KT, \/E} > min{l, k2T, Iiﬁ} [Vu (p)] .

13Note that u is smooth in By (p) with Vau # 0; it follows that ([L2) would be satisfied in the
classical sense on By (p) and hence the level sets of u in By (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 {Z¢},c ) —p2 u(p)+p2) IS regular in B, (p), where

p =1 |Vu(p)l
with
min {1, H2T, Hﬁ}
= C(n,a,\) €©.1),
and that
(2.28) sup sup pl4] <1,
te(u(p)—p?,u(p)+p*) SiNB,(p)
(2.29) sup sup p?|VA| < 1,
te(u(p)—p?,u(p)+p®) Z:NB,(p)
(2.30) inf inf H|Vu(p)| > ! .
t€(u(p)—p? u(p)+5?) T:NB,(p) C(n)
Let
P P
230 w0 (ul) - g w0+ 5 ) > By )

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

ru@) =p o) €S, La(t)=H ().

dt

Notice that in (231)) we have used the fact that
-1
e |G| = HE) < imTaee) <

Let € = ¢ (n) > 0 be the small constant as specified in Definition 211l By ([229),

and the a-noncollapsing property of the flow, there exists o = o (n, . ¢) € (0, %)
so that Xy N By, (z (t)) is a §-Lipschtiz graph over T, )X;. Using the evolution of
the unit normal vector (cf. [M]) and ([229) we get

4

dt

By (232)) and (2.33)), there is § = 0 (n,0,¢) € (0,1) so that
YN Big, (p) C BN Boy (z (1))

C(n)
P

(2.33) N (z (t))‘ = |=-VH (z(1))] < C(n)[VA(z (1)) <

is a 5-Lipschtiz graph over T, 3, for every ¢ € (u (p) — 0p?, u (p) + 6p?) and that
(2.34) Vn—16 < i—g,

where C' = C (n) is the constant in the proof of Lemma 211
Moreover, by (Z28), (234), and the argument in the proof of Lemma 2] (with
slight modifications), we infer that the domains of the aforementioned local graphs

over Tp%,(,) all contain a (n — 1)-dimensional ball of radius £%p centered at p.
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For ease of notations, let us assume that p = 0, T2, ) = R"~! x {0}, and
Vu(p) _
ﬁ = (O, 1) Then

D= L] 2N Bi,, (p)

te(u(p)—0p2,u(p)+0p?)

contains the graph z"*! = f (2, t) satisfying

(2.35) FOuE)=0, VFOu@p) =0, |Vf@,0)<s,
where
(2.36) g = (2", 2" ) € B%;, te (u(p) —0p*, u(p) +0p*).

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

of _ _g.Yf  _ g,
VI+IVIP V1+ VP

Note by (2Z:30) we have H > % p~ 1, which gives that

(2.37)

2.38 of =\ 1+|VfPH > H > —p".
By ([237), (2.38), and (Z38), we conclude that
D > B! x B! > B? ,
min{%,%}p %p ¥IVu(p)l

where v =y (n, 1, k, K, K', K" /2, D). O

All the higher order covariant derivatives of the second fundamental form of ¥,
follow immediately by [EH].

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

1 -
(2.39) =7 (kKK K" 2,0) < 5 (\/1 T 4R2T — 1) :
where T = T (n,1, K, K',K") > 0 is the constant in Proposition [Z.6. Then for
every reqular point p € Q. the flow {3:} satisfies

sup r™THVTAl < C(n,m) Ym >0,
3¢NBy(p)

where r = 3v|Vu (p)].

Proof. Fix a regular point p € €1 and let r = %*y |[Vu (p)|. By Proposition [Z9] for
every © € Ba, (p) C o (see Proposition 2.12) we have

u(z) —up)| < 57 o —p| < 2671 = w71y |[Vu(p)],
which yields that
(2.40) u(@) > u(p) = w1y [Vup) > T — x|V (p)
= (TH ) = 579) [Vu @) > (s -5 [Vu(p)| > 4%,
Note that the last inequality comes from Proposition and (2.39).
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Since {¥:},5, is a MCF in By, (p) with

0<(N-N(@) '<1+2(n)

(see Definition 21Tl and Proposition 2.12)), the Ecker-Huisken smooth estimates for
MCF (cf. [EH]) gives that

sup r™THV™A| < C(n,m) VYmeNuU{0}
3¢NB,(p)

for every t > 4r2. The conclusion follows immediately by noting that (Z40) gives
that ¥4 N By, (p) =0 for t € [O,4r2]. O

We are in a position to give an estimate of the Hessian V2u, which is essential
to Proposition 218 in Section 241

Proposition 2.14. Let ,x, K, K', K" 2, be positive constants such that
rad Yo > t, min H > K,
Yo
max [A| < K, max|VA| <K', max|V?4| < K",
Yo 3o 2o

HH(80) <A, diam By < D.
Then the Hessian of the arrival time function u satisfies

sup ‘VQU‘ < C(n,u,k K, K' K" A,D).
Q

Proof. If 33 € Qp is regular point of the flow, say x € ¥y with ¢ = u (z). Then let

N(x) = ~u E g‘ be the unit normal vector and {e1,--- ,e,—_1} be an orthonormal
basis of T, X, by the calculations in [CM4] we have
Ale;,e;
(2.41) —Vu-(e;®ej) = M7
H
VH - €;
_V2U' (N®€Z) = 77
A7
~V*u-(N®N) = H3 + g

where A denotes the second fundamental form of ¥; and A is the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on X;. Let T be as given in Proposition 2.6l Given a point p € g, below
we divide into three cases to estimate |V2u (p)|.

Case 1: p € Qo \ Qp, ie, u(p) € (O,T}. By 2I3), (ZI4), and Proposition 229]
we have

AW _ C o K K K"

H(p) — K ’
V1) VAW _ C(nin K K K"
) 2 W) S R
|AH(p)| ‘VQA(p)’ C(n,i,k KK K")
e - Ty S 3 |

It follows by @41)) that |V?u (p)| < C (n,t,k, K, K', K").
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Case 2: p € € is a regular point. By Definition 2.I1], Proposition 212, and
Proposition 2.13] we have

A(p)| _ Cln)
o) |A(p)||Vu (p)] < (oo, m, K, K' K" 2A,9)
IVH (p)l 2 Otn)
T < C(n)|VA (D) |Vu (p)] S72 (o, 0, K, K, K", 2,D)
ANH 24 Cln
G ((p>)| n) [V2A@)| Ve @) < = (n,L,n,K,(KB,K”,%@Y

It follows by ([241) that ‘VQu (p)‘ <C(n,,k KK K" AD).
Case 3: p € Q. is a singular point. By [CM4],
1

n—1

—Vu (p) =

n

if p is a round point and
1 I,—1 O
o2 _ n—1 -1
if p is a cylindrical point, where
0= [N(p)uela"' 7671—1]

is the orthogonal matrix such that e,, is an unit vector along the axial direction of the
tangent cylinder at p and {e1,- - ,e,—1} is an orthonormal basis of the orthogonal
complement of span {N (p) , e,—1.}. In either case, |V?u (p)| < C (n). O

The following corollary is based on Lemma 3.10 in [G1], Proposition 213 and
Proposition 214l It will be used in Lemma 2.21] in Section [2.4]

Corollary 2.15. Let p € Qj be a regular point of the flow {£:} and choose
1 1
(2.42) re |77 Vel 5vIVu)l],

where v > 0 is the constant in Proposition [2.12 and Proposition [2.13.

If ¥:N By, (p) is a 2e (n)-Lipschitz graph of f (-,t) over some hyperplane I1 (which
can be chosen as, but not restricted to, T,X,,) by Proposition and (273)).
Then the graph of f (-, t) restricted in B, (p) would satisfy

(2.43) P2l }inmf} < C(n,m,l) whenever m+ 20 > 2
and
rof > H
where A = A (n, 1,5, K, K', K" 2, D) > 0 is a constant.
Proof. By Lemma 3.10 in [G1] and Proposition 2.13] we have
(2.44) PV < C(nym) Ym > 2.

Since {X;} is regular and graphical in Ba, (p) by Definition [ZT1] Proposition [2Z12]
and (Z42), the function f would satisfy

(2.45) ouf =1+ VPV ——L :<I——Vf®w>'v2f

1+ V1 1+ |V
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(cf. [M]). Using [Z44)) and keeping on differentiating ([2:45) with respect to ¢, we

then obtain (2.43).
Additionally, by Definition [Z11] and Proposition 212 we have Ba, (p) C Qo \ S.

It follows from Proposition 214, and (2Z.42]) that
V@) < [Vu @) +C ) [Pl o o < AT Vo e B (),

where A = A (n, ¢, k, K, K', K", 2,D) > 0 is a constant. Thus, by ([2.42]) and (245)

we obtain
Cu(p)| Y
—rm/1+|VF*H > H>1|7>—,
rof=r V1l =7 T4 |Vu| T 4A
O

2.4. Smooth convergence off singularities. Let ¢, x, K, K', K" 20, be posi-
tive constants such that

(2.46) rad Xg > ¢, I%inH > K,
9
max |A| < K, max|VA| <K', max|V*A| < K",
Yo 3o >o

HH(Zo) <A, diam Ty < D.
Let {E’g} RN be a sequence of closed connected hypersurfaces tending to ¥y in
the C* topology (see Proposition [Z.6)). Due to the convergence, we may assume
for simplicity that ([246) hold with Y& in place of ¥y for every k € N and that
Proposition holds for every k € N.

With the uniform estimates from Section and Section [2.3] in this subsection
we shall be equipped to prove Theorem [Tl The critical part is to show that u*
(i.e., the arrival time function of {Zf}, see Proposition [Z8) converges locally in
the C! topology to u (see Proposition 2.T6 and Proposition 2I8)). The convergence
signifies that if p is a regular point of {X;}, because of

Jim [Vu* (p)] = |Vu(p)]
— 00

and that the smooth scale of {Zf} at p depends on ‘Vuk (p)’ (see Proposition [Z.12),
it is not surprising that {3} would converge locally smoothly to {;} near p as
k — oo. This is the core of Corollary 22T} from which Theorem [I.1] follows.

Let us start with the uniform convergence of the arrival time functions. Note
that u : Q9 — [0,00) can be extended continuously to R simply by interpreting it
to be zero on R™ \ Q. The same is true for every u* : QF — [0,00). The following

proposition is based on Proposition 2.9 and the uniqueness of viscosity solutions to
the Dirichlet problem (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 Q’g), u¥ converges
uniformly to u in R™ as k — oo.

Proof. Choose R > 0 large so that () is contained in the open ball Br. For
convenience, let us assume that for every k € N, Xf is also contained in Bg. Note
that by [ES| we have

k
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which yields that

R2
(2.48) maxu® = maxu® < ————
R" Qk 2(n—1)

Given € € (O,T), where 7' > 0 is as given in Proposition 2.6 choose § > 0 so

small that €2 /5 C €2 is outside the 46-tubular-neighborhood of ¥y. By Proposition
2.8 there exists k. € N so that for every k > k., E’g is contained in the d-tubular-
neighborhood of ¥y and that Q’:/Q c Qo [Mis outside the 3d-neighborhood of X.

Then for each xp € R", we claim that
(2.49) }uk (z) — uF (z0)| < € V@ € Buings, ne} (T0), k > ke.

Let k > k.. Below we divide into three cases to verify:
Case 1: zg belongs to the 2§-tubular-neighborhood of g (so xo ¢ 95/2). Then
for every x € Bjs(z9), it is within the 3d-tubular-neighborhood of ¥y and hence

falls outside Q§/2§ thus,

[t (@) = ¥ (20)| < ¥ (2) +u (w0) < 545 =<
Case 2: g € Q is outside the 26-tubular-neighborhood of ¥ (so z¢ € Q’g) Then
for every & € Bpingskey (%0), it is in Qg and outside the J-tubular-neighborhood
of Yo and so falls within Q’g. Thus, Buin{ske} (o) C Qg and for every x €

Briin{s,ke} (7o), by (2486) and Proposition we have
‘uk (z) — uF (zo)] < k7w —mo| < e
Case 3: xg ¢ Qo is outside the 25-tubular-neighborhood of % (so g ¢ QF). For

every x € Bs (z9), it is outside Qg and the d-tubular-neighborhood of ¥y and hence
falls outside Qf; thus,

}uk (z) — uF (z0)| = 0.

By [247), [248)), and (Z49), Arzela-Ascoli compactness theorem implies that for
any subsequence of {uk} RN there would exist a further subsequence that converges
uniformly to some continuous function 4 : R™ — [0, 00). Notice that @ vanishes on
R™ \ Qo, which (by the continuity of @) implies that @]y = 0. Moreover, by the
argument in the proof of Theorem 2.7 in [ES], ¢ would satisfy the equation (2]
in the viscosity sense on )y. Thus, by the uniqueness of viscosity solutions to the
Dirichlet problem of (I2) (see Theorem 7.5 in [ES]), we deduce that @ = u.

By the last paragraph, any subsequence of {uk} keN has a further subsequence
converging uniformly to u. Therefore, the whole sequence {uk} ey Must converge
uniformly to w. O

We immediately have the following corollary.
Corollary 2.17. Let TX, be the time of extinction of {E,’f} Then we have

lim Tekwt = lim maxu® = maxu = T,uy.
k— o0 k— o0 Q§ Qo
Given the convergence of the arrival time functions in Proposition 216 we can
proceed to prove the convergence of gradients with the help of Proposition 2.9 and
Proposition [2.14]

1495/2 = {u’c > %} is the region bounded by 25/2.
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Proposition 2.18. Vu* converges locally uniformly to Vu in Qg as k — oco.

Proof. Let B be any open ball in R such that B C Q. Choose kg € N sufficiently
large so that B C QF for every k > kg. By Proposition Z9and Proposition2.14] any

subsequence of {Vuk’B}IOkB has a further subsequence, say {Vuki ’B}jeN’ that

converges uniformly to some continuous vector-valued function F' = (F Lo F ”)

on B by Arzela-Ascoli compactness theorem. Note that for every function ¢ €
C! (B), by Proposition [Z.I6] there holds

/ F'(dx = lim / o ¢ dr = — lim / uk 9;¢ da
B J— /i Jj— /i

:—/ual-(da::/aiu(dz Vie{l,---,n},
B B

we deduce that F' = Vu|z. Therefore, the whole sequence {Vu must

k
‘B}kaB
converges uniformly to Vulgz. ([l

What follow are two corollaries concerning the singular sets and singular times
of {Ef}, respectively. Note that by Proposition and Proposition 2.8 we may
assume that the singular set of the mean-convex LSF {X#} is contained in €2 when
k is large.

Corollary 2.19. Given an open set U strictly contained in Qo \S, there is ky € N
so that for every k > ki, the flow {Ef} 1s reqular in U.

As an illustration, if U = Q. \§ with 0 > 0, where
S® == {x : dist(z,S) < 0},
then for every k > ky, the singular set of {Ef} would be contained in S°.

Proof. Let U be an open set such that U C Qo\S. Firstly, choose ko € N sufficiently
large so that U C QF for k > ko. It follows from Proposition that there is
ky > kg so that

1
min [Va*| > = min|Vu| > 0,
U 2 v
which yields that the flow {Ef} is regular in U. O

Corollary 2.20. Suppose that the flow {3;} is regular during t € [a,b], where
0 < a <b < Tey, then there exists ki, p) € N so that for every k > ki, ), the flow
{Sk} is regular during t € [a,b].
Proof. By Lemma [2.10land the continuity of u, the set of singular times is compact
(and hence closed). So there exists

0<ad <a<b<b <To

such that

{d' <u<t'} Cc Q\S.
Then U = {a’ < u < b’} is an open set strictly contained in Q¢ \ S. By Proposition
216 there is kg € N so that for k > kg,

{a<ufF<b} Cc{d <u<?d}="U

It follows from Corollary [2.19 that there exists ky > ko so that for every k > ky,
the flow {E}} is regular in U and so {X}} is regular during ¢ € [a, b)]. O
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On account of the uniform estimates for the flows (see Proposition [Z12] Propo-
sition 2.13] and Corollary 2.I5) and the local C* convergence of the arrival time
functions (see Proposition 216l and Proposition 2I8]), we are now able to prove the
following lemma, which is the very essence of Theorem [I.11

Lemma 2.21. The flow {3f} converges locally smoothly to {S:} in (2 \ S) X
(0,00) as k — oo.

Proof. Fix p € Q4 \ S. By Proposition 216l and Proposition 218 we have

(2.50) Jim o* (p) =u(p) > T
(2.51) klin;o Vut (p) = Vu (p) # 0.

So when k is large, p € Qf} is a regular point of {Sf}. Let r = 1v|Vu(p)|. By
Definition 2.TT] Proposition 2121 and (251]), there exists ky € N so that when
k Z kOa

2 4

3 IVu @) < [Ve* ()] < 5 |Vu)
and every level hypersurface X = {uk = t} in Ba, (p) is a 2e (n)-Lipschitz graph
of f¥(-,t) over T,X, (). Also, £y = {u =t} in By, (p) is certainly a ¢ (n)-Lipschitz

graph of f (-,t) over T,%,(,). Then by Corollary 25l the graph of f* (-, ) restricted
in B, (p) would satisfy

(2.52) pmt2=l ‘8%mek| < C(n,m,l) whenever m+ 2l > 2,
(2.53) V| < 2e(n) < 2,
(2.54) a < roft <,

where a = gk and b = b(n) are positive constants.
For ease of notations, let us assume that p = 0, T;,3,(,) = R"~! x {0}, and

|§ZEZ§| = (0,1). So for k > ko, XF in By, (p) can be described as x" = f* (/. ),

where 2’ = (z*

,+++,2"1). For instance, since 0 € Eﬁk( we have

0)’
(2.55) £7(0,4%(0)) = 0.
From ([253), @54), and ([Z55), we deduce that the domain of f* (-,¢) contains

B’l%lr for every t € {uk (0) — %, uk (0) + Z—Z}; moreover,

(2.56) g (x u* (0>+Z—Z> <5
< Ik (x', u® (0) — ﬁ) < —ir,
2 = 4 ) — 8b

for every z’ € B’%i . Notice that by (Z54) we have

2

(2.57)  f* (;v uk (0) - %) < fR@t) < fF (ac uk <0>+Z—Z)-

for every z’ € B’%i and t € {uk (0) — =, uk (0) + 2].
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For each 0 € (0, ﬁ), let

2 2
Ds; = B" L x {u(0)+5r2—— u(O)—érz—i—%]

It follows from (Z50), (Z52), (Z53)), (250), 2517) that any subsequence of { f* }Ds}

has a further subsequence that converges smoothly to some function f on Ds. We
claim that f = f|p,. To prove that, fix

4b 4b

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

7.2 7“2
to € [u(0)+6r2——,u(0)—(5r2+—]

T

{xn>f(:c’,to+e) : x’eB’%l}ﬁBT C {u>to+e},

T

By Proposition 2.T6] there is k. € N so that for k > k. we have
{fu>to+er c {uF>t}, {u<to—e C {vf <to},
which yields that
Fato—e) < [P’ to) < f(asto+e) Va' € Bl k> ke

{3:"<f(:1:',t0—6) : x’EB"L;l}ﬂBT C {u<ty—e}.
16

By the squeeze theorem, f* (2/,to) — f (2/,t) for every z/ € B" %, proving the
y y i g
16
claim.
Therefore, we obtain

S f onDs.

Note that (252)), (Z53), 254), 255), (Z50), and (Z57) hold with f and w in place

of f¥ and u*, respectively. Now choose § > 0 sufficiently small so that

a r2 r
< / _ 2 o <
120 = f<$’“(0) or +4b> =

r

—= < fla u(0)+57“2—ﬁ < -2,
2 = ’ 4 ) — 12b

for every ' € B’ii. Then when k is large we have
16b

2
a ey . r
L < _ ) <« L
o =/ <$’”(O) or +4b> =
2
r k ’ 2 T a
_L < _ ) <« 2
5 < f (I,u(0)+57“ 4b) < ~1e"

for every z’ € B L.
r
16b

Finally, we conclude that the flow {Ef} converges smoothly to the flow {3}
: nDn— r r r2 r?
in Bl%,lr X [-%,5] for t € {u(O) +6r? — &=, u(0) —_57"2 + E} as k — oo; when
k is large, the flows {$}} and {¥;} are empty in B%i X [—1%r, 17| for t ¢
[u(0)+5r2_g,u(0)—5r2+g]. O

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem [l
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Proof. (of Theorem [I1) Note that S C €. by Proposition In view of Lemma
2.21] it suffices to show that {X}'} converge locally smoothly to {E:} in Qo \ Q; as
k — oo.

Fix p € Qo \ Q, let

T= %u (p) € (O,T)

and choose r > 0 so that

3 3.
Bgr(p) C {§T<’UJ<§T}.

By Proposition 2.T6] when k is large we have
3 3. .
{§T<u< §T} C {r<uk<2T};

thus, by Corollary 2.7 the flow {Ef} converges locally smoothly to {3;} in B, (p)
as k — oo. (]

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

Corollary 2.22. If the flow {¥:} is regular during t € [a,b], where 0 < a <
b < Text, then {Ef}a<t<b is a MCF when k is large and converges smoothly to

{Et}agtgb as k — oo.
Proof. As in the proof of Corollary 2:20] choose
0<d <a<b<l <Tep
and kg € N such that
{a<uf <b} c{d <u<?b}CQ\S
for every k > ko. Then the conclusion follows from Theorem [[I]that the flow {Ef}
converges locally smoothly to {X} in {a’ <u <V} O

3. SINGULAR SET OF TWO-CONVEX LSF

From now on, the initial hypersurface Y is assumed to be two-convex. It follows
from [CHN] that the singular set S of {£;} 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 Firstly, in Section [B.] and
Section B2 we apply the theories in [CM2] and [CM3] to investigate the asymptotic
behavior of the flow {X;} and the singular set S near a round point and a cylindrical
point, respectively. Then on the basis of these findings, in Section B.3] we study the
structure of the singular set at the first singular time 77 under the assumption that
that T} is an isolated singular time. Lastly, in Section [3.4] we give Proposition 3.13]
by which we can apply the result in Section recursively to prove Theorem

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 3.1l
Now let p be a round point of {¥;}. By Brakke’s regularity theorem (cf. [B],
[I1]), in a small neighborhood U C Qg of p, ¥; would be asymptotically spherical
around p for every ¢t < u (p). Choose tg less than and sufficiently close to u (p) such
that
f]to =2, NU
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is a convex closed connected hypersurface. Let Qto be the region bounded by f]to
As u satisfy (2] in the viscosity sense on Qto with the boundary condition u = #g
on 9y, = %, it follows from the existence and uniqueness theorem in [ES] for
solutions to the Dirichlet problem (2] that

{Et mQtU}

is indeed the mean-convex LSF starting from f]to at time to.
On the other hand, by [H1] the MCF {it} starting from 3, at time to

t2to -
would shrink monotonically into a point as ¢t T, where T is the first singular

time of {zt} By [ES],

t>to

Et n Qto = it
for every t € [to, T) Thus, we infer that ¥; N Qto shrinks to the round point p as

t Sfu(p)="T.

Furthermore, when u (p) = Ty (i.e., the first singular time of the flow), then by
the connectedness of 3; for ¢t € [0,77), X; N Qto must be the only component of
Y. for every t less than and sufficiently close to T7. In other words, the whole ¥;
would be asymptotically spherical around p and shrinks to p as t ' T.

Corollary 3.1. The round point p of {X:} is an isolated singular point of the flow
and a local mazimum point of u. Moreover, if u (p) is the first singular time of the
flow, then p would be the unique singular point of {3} and a global mazimum point
of u; that is to say, {X+} 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
B9 and Corollary BI0l 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 is to prove two critical lemmas: Lemma and Lemma B.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 {/—¢C}

, o, Where

. Qn—2
C'_S\/MXR

In this case, it is convenient to adopt the following coordinates:
r=(y,2) € R"'xR.

By [CM2] (see also [CM3]), given small positive constants ¢ and e, there are 6 > 0
and L > 1 (depending on n, )\JE ¢, €) so that if for some to < 0 the rescaled level

L5Note that Qto is an open neighborhood of p in Qp.
165 Proposition
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set
(3.1) ! X NnB
. \/Tto 2to L
is d-close in the C™ topology to some cylinder congruent to C in By, where 11 > 2
is an absolute constant (depending on n, A), then for every ¢ € [to,0), the rescaled

level set )
—;|nNB
(\/—t t> M

would be e-close in the C™ topolog to C in Bjs, where
\/2(n—2
M = 7(71 );
sin ¢
namely, ﬁEt in Bjs can be parametrized as a normal graph of a function f; (w, z)
over C whose C"™ norm is less than €, where (w, z) € S"72 x R are the cylindrical

coordinates of CI After undoing the rescaling, ¥; in B, = can be parametrized
as

(3.2) s (w,2) = ((\/2 n—2)+f: (w,z)) V_iw, z) L we S22 < My L
Note that such ¢y < 0 exists due to Brakke’s regularity theorem (cf. [B], [I1]).
Let
r=1+/2(n—2)(—to).
It follows that in B, \ %, wherd]

(3:3) s = {lyl < |z|tan ¢},
Y = {u =t} would be e-close “relative to the scale v/—t” BYin the C™ topology to

vEie={yl=v2(-2) (-0}

for every t < 0. Such a number r is called a (¢, €)-cylindrical scale of the flow
{X:} 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 [l

Corollary 3.2. The cylindrical point 0 would never be a local minimum point of u
in view of
(3.4) sup u < u(0) =0;
B\%,
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 mazimum point of u, that is, for every e > 0 there is x € B, such

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

x(w,z):( 2(n—2)w, z), we s 2 2 eR.

19(54) is a solid double cone with apex 0, axis {0} X R (i.e., the z-axis), and angle ¢.

201y the sense that after rescaling by the factor \/177,

the two “normalized” hypersurfaces would

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

Recall that from the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow {¥;:} in
B, \ %, we have
{u>u(0)=0}NB, C 6\ {0}.
Note that @ \ {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 {v > 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 €y > 0 so that
u (0) = 0 is the maximum value of u on B2~ x [0, ).

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 Hl

Remark 3.4. Suppose that the cylindrical point 0 is a local maximum point of v on
the upside, namely, there exists g € (0,7) so that u (0) = 0 is the maximum value
of w on B2~! x [0,e0]. By (B4) we actually have

u<u(0)=0 on B, N{0<z<¢ep}.

Assume further that there is no other singular points of {¥;} in B, N{0 < z < &¢}
except the cylindrical point 0. Then we have

u<u(0)=0 onB,N{0<2z<ep}.

Because otherwise there would exist (7,2) € (B, \ {0}) N {0 < z < g0} such that
u(g,2) = 0. In view of the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {3}, we infer
that

(9,2) e (B, \{0})N{0<z<ee} NGy C B, N{0<z<ep},

which yields that (g, Z) is an interior local maximum point of v (and hence a critical
point of ). This is in contradiction to the assumption that the cylindrical point 0
is the only singular point of {X;} in B, N{0 < z < eq}. Therefore, (in view of the
continuity of u at the cylindrical point 0) we have
(3.5) max u<u(0) Vzo € (0,e0); max u —u(0) asz 0.
B,N{z=z0} B,N{z=z0}

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
to in BI) even closer to 0 so that

(\/%to {u= 2t0}> N Bar

is g—close in the C™ topology to C in Byr. Applying the theorems in [CM2] to every
cylindrical point near 0 (if any) yields the following: there exists p > 0 (depending
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onn, A\, @, €, [to|, and the Lipschitz constant of u so that every cylindrical point
in B}~ x [—p, p] has a uniform (¢, €)-cylindrical scale 7 = 5/2 (n — 2) (—to) 3

By [CM3] (see also [CM5]), let 8 = 6 (n) € (0,1) be an appropriately small
constant, there would be small constants ¢ = ¢ (n) and € = e(n) so that every
cylindrical point (yo, z0) in B,’jfl X [—p, p] has a uniform (¢ (n), € (n))-cylindrical
scald®dand is contained in a graph y = v (z), where

¢ [=p,p) = By

is a O-Lipschitz function with ¢ (0) = 0and the direction of the 1-dimensional axis
of the tangent cylinder at (yo, zo) would be 6-close to the direction of the z-axis.

Moreover, in case there exist —p < a < b < p so that every point on the curve
segment

(3.6) {(y,2) s y=1(2), 2 € [a,b]}

is a cylindrical point then ¢ € C'[a,b] and that there are no other singular
points in B}~ x [a,b]. Furthermore, in this case the tangent line to the C' curve
segment at each point would be the 1-dimensional axis of the tangent cylinder at
the corresponding point. Notice that

u(Y(2),2) =u(0) VzE€la,b]

since Vu vanishes along the curve (B.6). Consequently, u (0) = 0 is the unique
singular time of the flow in B} ~" x [a, b].

Remark 3.5. In the above scenario, for each zg € [a,b], the flow is asymptotically
cylindrical in B, (¢ (20) , 20)\ %", where €° is the solid cone with apex (¢ (20) , 20),
axis aligned with the axis of the tangent cylinder at (¢ (20), z0) (whose direction is
f-close to the direction of the z-axis), and angle ¢. Particularly, we deduce that
max u(,20)=u(0)=0 Vzo € [a,b].

B}

Therefore, u (0) = 0 is the maximum value of u on By~' x [a,b]. In the case where
a =0 and b € (0, pl, 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 [B.3)).

Next, we are going to prove two critical lemmas, Lemma and Lemma 3.7,
from which the main results of this subsection (Proposition B9 and Corollary B10)
follow. The intuition behind Lemma 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 g € B;}fl X [—p, p] there holds

la| + V[u(q)]
V—to
is sufficiently small (depending on n, m, 9).
22By Footnote 211 r is much larger than p, so we may assume that Bg;l x [—2p,2p] C By.
2311 the rest of the paper, this would be simply referred to as a cylindrical scale.
24WWith the 6-Lipschitz condition of ¥ and 1 (0) = 0, we actually have that

¥(z) e Byt Byt
for every z € [—p, p].

25By the last paragraph, it is equivalent to say that for every z € [a, b], there exists a cylindrical
point in BR 7! x {z}.
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Lemma 3.6. Let the notations be as stated in the above. Note that the parameters
¢, €, 0 are small and that the scale r ~ \/—tg > p.

Suppose that u(0) = 0 is the first singular time of the flow {3} and that the
cylindrical point 0 is a mazimum point of u in Bg_l x [0, o] for some o € (0, p].
If there exists another cylindrical point (ys, z.«) € Bg_l x (0, o], then the singular
set of {S¢} in BI' % [0,2,] would be a C embedded curve that is composed of
cylindrical points and is given by

{(y,2) :y=7(2), 2€[0,2]} € {u=0}.
Proof. First of all, note that the hypotheses implies that ¢ = 0 would be the unique
singular time of the flow in BZ}_l x [0, g]; particularly, u (y«, z«) = 0. In addition, in
view of the paragraphs between Remark 3.4l and Remark [3:5] to prove the lemma,
it suffices to show that for every z € (0,z.) there exists a cylindrical point in
By~ x {z}.

Observe that if u (yo, z0) = 0 for some (yo, z0) € BL ™" x (0, z.), then it must be a
local maximum point of u since u (0) = 0 is the maximum value of u on By~ x [0, g;
hence (yo, 20) would be a singular point of the flow, which by Corollary [B1lis indeed
a cylindrical point. Thus, our goal is to show that for every z € (0, z,) there exists
a point in B) ™! x {z} at which u vanishes.

Next, since ¥; approximates to the cylinder /—tC in B, \ %} for t < 0, we can
choose 1 € (9, 0) so that
37 S, n(Brtx{z}) C (Bg-l \ Bl ) x {z} Vze|-2020.

z tan ¢

Let © be the “tubular” closed region in By~! x [0, z,] that is bounded from below,
above, and lateral by respectively z = 0, z = z,, and %y, & /—#; C. Consider the
set T consisting of ¢ € [t1,0) for which there exists a continuous curve on ¥; N ©
that goes from the bottom z = 0 to the top z = z.. It is clear that t; € ¥
since ¥, & /—11C in ©. More generally, notice that we can actually find some
ta € (t1,0) so that for every t € [t1, 2], the condition (37) holds with ¢ in place of
t1 (based on the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow in B, \ €y), which
yields that [t1,t2] C <.
Let

(3.8) T =sup{t € [t1,0) : [t1,t] C T}.

We claim that 7' = 0. If so, fix 29 € (0, z4), then for every ¢ € [t1,0) C T, as there
exits a continuous path on ¥;N©O going from the bottom to the top and hence must
passing through

(3.9) 0., = 0N{z =2},

we can find a point (y,29) € Xt N O,,, which gives that u (y:, 20) = t. By the
compactness of ., and the continuity of u, we then obtain a point

(0,20) € Oz, C By~ ' x {20}

satisfying u (yo, 20) = 0, proving the lemma. In the rest of the proof, we shall verify
the claim.

Suppose the contrary that T < 0. Let © be the extended region of © by
adding two conical layers Ay and A, in the bottom and top, respectively. The
two layers are defined as follows: let ¢ € (0,¢] be a small constant (to be deter-
mined); let Ag be the closed region that is bounded from below, above, and lateral
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by respectively {z = — |y|tan¢}, {z = |y|tanp}, and ¢, =~ V=t let A, be
the closed region that is bounded from below, above, and lateral by respectively
{z— 2 =—ly—w.ltang}, {z— 2. = |y —y.|tan e}, and Ty, ~ =1 CEl Now
let us choose ¢ € (0, ¢] sufficiently small (depending also on z.) so that Ay and A,
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 B\ 6} and By (y«, z«) \ €}, where
¢, is the counterpart of €, for the cylindrical point (Y, 2«), namely, ¢, is the
the solid cone with apex (y., z.), axis aligned with the axis of the tangent cylinder
at (Y, 2«) (whose direction is #-close to the direction of the z-axis), and angle ¢.
Particularly, the flow is asymptotically cylindrical in both Ay and A,.

In view of ¥; N Oy ~ /—tC N Oy for every t € [tl,f/ﬂ, and that 0Ag \ Xy,
Pis contained in z = + |y| tan ¢, there is a uniform distance between ¥; N Qg and
0Ap \ Xy, for every t € [tl, T/2} The same is true if we replace ©g and Ag by
respectively ©,, and A.. Specifically, there is ¢ > 0 so that
(3.10) dist (X N Og, A\ Xy,) > o, dist (2, N0O,,, 0AN\Xy,) > o

for every t € {tl, T/2}
In addition, the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow in Ag and A,
implies that there is not any singular points in

(AgUAL)N {t1 <u< T/2}.
Also, recall that the only singular time of the flow in
O C ng x [0, o]
is 0. Thus, we infer that © N {tl <u< T/2} is a compact set consisting of regular
points (so Vu # 0), which yields that

(3.11) K= max |Vu| '
on{t1<u<T/2}

is a finite positive number.
Now choose t3 € [tg,f) and t4 € (T, T/2) so that

g
(312) ty —t3 < F

Since t3 € ¥, there exists a continuous curve
Vs - [0, 1] — Etg ne

such that
(313) Vs (O) S 2153 n @0, Vs (1) S 2153 n @z*-
Let @, be the (local) flow generated by the vector field \vv—uu\? 24 Because v, [0,1] C

Yt N O is a compact set consisting of regular points (see the last paragraph), ®,

26Because 2, NAg C Zg, N (BT \‘Q,)

27Because S, NAL C Xy N (BT \(6’(;5) by B1).

2814 is the union of the top and bottom boundaries of Ag.

29For a regular point z, T — @, (z) is the unique integral curve of the vector field ‘VVJ“Z

that ®¢ () = x, which has short time existence. Note that if u (z) = ¢, then u (®; (z)) =t + 7.

such
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acts on 7, [0,1] for 7 > 0 sufficiently small with ®, o ., being a continuous curve
lying on 4,1 N int ©. In fact, by noticing that the curve ®, oy, (s) will never hit
the lateral boundary of © (which is contained in 3, ) and taking (310), (3I1I), and

(312)) into account, we infer that so long as 7 € [0,t4 — t3], @, can act on v, [0, 1]
with

’yt(gzq. =&, 09, : [0,1] = ZyyrNint©
being a continuous curve that, in view of (BI0), BII)), B1Z), and B.I3)), satisfies
(3.14) YO (0) € Ao, A, (1) € A
To finish the proof, we need to modify %(0) for each t € (ts, t4] so as to make it stay

on ¥; N O (instead of X; N é), start from somewhere on ¥; N O, and end up on
%:N0O,,. If so, we would have [t1,t4] C ¥, which gives the desired contradiction
that t4 > T (see (BR)).

The aforementioned modification of 7,5(0) 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 J; : £, N O — £, N (OUA,) (as will be seen in the next

paragraph) that pushes the portions of %(0) lying on ¥; N Ag \ © continuously to
¥ N Ag N O and keeps the rest invariant, so we would obtain a new continuous
curve:

J04” 1 [0,1] = 2N (OUA,).
Notice that J; o %go) (0) might not be on ¥;NOy; instead, by [BI4]) we have
Ji o ")/t(o) (O) c¥,Nen Ao.

Since £; NONAg ~ /—tCNONAg, we can find a curve ¢; : [0,1] =, NON A,
so that
¢ (0) € N0, <(1) = 07 (0).
Then jointing this two paths together gives a new curve
2s), selo,i
! (s) = { 3 o’yi(to)( (2?9 —1), [s é][%, 1]
satisfying
AP [0,1] = DN (OUA,)

A (0) € ZndY, V(1) € ZnA,,

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 *yt(l) into

a new curve 752) satisfying

v 0,1 = 3 ne

2 2
12 (0) € =ny, (1) € Tuno...
Finally, v = ,5(2) is the desired continuous curve.
The last piece to complete the entire proof is to construct the map

jt : Etﬁé% Etﬂ(GUA*)
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for each t € (t3,t4] as mentioned in the last paragraph. As 3; N Ag = /—tC N Ao,
we can parametrize ¥; N A using the cylindrical coordinates (w, z) defined in (3:2).
Then we define a map (between submanifolds)

T XN Ag— i NAGNO
in terms of local coordinates as
jt (wa Z) = (wv Z+) )

where z; = max {z,0}. It is not hard to see that the map J; can be extended on
3, N O in a continuous manner such that J; = id on 3; N O\ Ay. O

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 [3.0. Suppose that 0 is the
first singular time of the flow {£:} and that the cylindrical point 0 is not a local
mazimum point of u in Bg’l x [0, p] in the sense that for every e > 0, there is
z € BN (B! x[0,p]) such that u(z) > u (0) = 0.

If there exists o € (0, p] so that u(0) = 0 is the unique singular time of the flow
mn Bg_l x [0, o] for some o € (0, p], then the cylindrical point 0 would be the unique
singular point of the flow in BZ}_l x [0, o].

Proof. Suppose the contrary that there is a another singular point (yu, z4) in ng X
[0, o]. Note that u (y, z.) = 0 by hypothesis and that (y., z.) must be a cylindrical
point by Corollary[BIl Moreover, in view of the asymptotically cylindrical behavior
of the flow in B, \ 6;, we infer that (y.,z.) € G, with z, > 0.

Recall that every cylindrical point in Bg_l x [0, o] is located on a #-Lipschitz
graph y = v (2) and has a cylindrical scale r. It follows that the flow is asymp-
totically cylindrical in By (y«, 2:) \ €, where €7 is the the solid cone with apex
(Y, 2«), axis aligned with the axis of the tangent cylinder at (y., z.) (whose direc-
tion is #-close to the direction of the z-axis), and angle ¢. Thus, we obtain

(3.15) B x {0} C (B, \ %) U{0} C {u<u(0)=0},

4

(3.16) Bg_l x {2} C (Br (4, 20) \ C) U{(y, 22)} C {u < u(ys,2.) =0},
Now (using the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow in B, \ %) choose
t1 € (to,0) such that

S N (B x{z}) © (Bg—l \ Bl ) x{z} Vzelo,q.

ztan ¢

Let © be the closed region in Bg_l x [0, z,] that is bounded from below, above,
and lateral by respectively z = 0, z = z., and ¥, ~ /—#; C. Since u (0) = 0 is not
a local maximum value of u on BZ}_l x [0, o], we have

T = max u > 0.
)

Choose p € © so that u(p) = T. In view of (3I5), (3I6), and that the lateral
boundary of © is contained in X, p is not on dO and therefore is an interior
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maximum point (and hence a critical point) of u. Thus, T is another singular time
of the flow, contradicting the the hypothesis. O

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 @

Remark 3.8. In Lemma B.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 {3;} in B, \ 6}, we have ¥, ~ /—7C in B,, where

T2 T2

O G Ty T Ty

By the continuity of u at the cylindrical point 0, we can find 7 € (0,r) so that

(3.17) min = u > T.
€,nN{0<=<+}

Moreover, since the cylindrical point 0 is not a local maximum point of u on the
top, we can choose € € (0,7) such that

t:= max u > u(0)=0,
Fr{z=¢}
where
(3.18) T=0nNBn{0<z<&}

is a “tubular” closed region bounded by ¥, {z = 0}, and {z = €} from the lateral,
bottom, and top, respectively. By the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {3;}
in B, \ 6, and the intermediate value theorem, we then deduce that

(3.19) Sin{z=&nT#0 Vte[ri],

(3.20) N7 Cint%, Vte (0,i].

In case where u (0) = 0 is the unique singular time of {¥;} in B}, ¥; N T would be
a hypersurface contained in int 6 for every t € (O, t}

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

Proposition 3.9. With the same notations as in Lemma and Lemma [370.
Assume that w(0) = 0 is the first singular time of the flow {3} and also the
unique singular time of the flow in Bgfl x [0, o] for some o € (0, pl.

Then either the cylindrical point 0 is an isolated™] singular point in Bgfl x [0, o],
or there exists z, € (0,0] so that the singular set of the flow in Bi~' x [0, z.] is a
C' embedded curve that is comprised of cylindrical points and is defined by

{(y,z):y=¢(z), S [072*]}

Proof. If the cylindrical point 0 is an isolated singular point in Bg_l x [0, o], then we
are done. So let us assume that 0 is not an isolated singular point in Bg_l x [0, ol;
particularly, 0 is not the only singular points in Bg’l x [0, g]. So by Lemma B we

307t means that O is the unique singular point in B: N (B;fﬁl x [0, g]) for some € > 0.
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infer that the cylindrical point 0 must be a local maximum point of u in Bg’l x [0, o]
in the sense that for some g € (0, o] we have

u(x) < u(0)=0 VIGB;FIX[O,[)].

Namely, the cylindrical point 0 is a maximum point of u on ng x [0, g].

Since 0 is not an isolated singular point in B;‘_l x [0, g], we can find a singular
point (y, z+) # 0 in Bgfl x [0, p], which has to be a cylindrical point by Corollary
B Recalling that all cylindrical points in Bg_l x [0, o] must lie on the graph
y =1 (2), we deduce that z, > 0 (because 9 (0) = 0). Then it follows from Lemma
that the singular set of the flow in B2™! x [0,2z,] is a C' embedded curve
consisting of purely cylindrical points that is given by

{(y,2) : y=v(2), z€[0,2]} C SNX.
O

_ Since the analogous result of Proposition holds for the flow on the downside
B,’}_l X [—p,0] as well. Combining them together yields the following corollary.

Corollary 3.10. With the same notations as in Proposition[3.9 Ifw (0) = 0 is the
first singular time of the flow {X;} and also the unique singular time of the flow in
Bgfl X [—o, 0] for some ¢ > 0.

Then either the cylindrical point 0 is an isolated singular point in Bgfl X [—o, 0],
or there exist z} € [0, 0] and z; € [—0,0], at least one of which is nonzero, so that
the singular set of the flow in Bgfl X [27,2F] is a C' embedded curve consisting
of purely cylindrical points given by

{(y,z) : y:w('z)?ZE [Z;,Z,:L]},

moreover, in case that one of {z7,2F} is 0, say z; =0, then there exists € > 0 so

* ) “xk

that the cylindrical point 0 is the unique singular point in Be N (Bg_l X [—o, O])

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 77 under the assumption
that T is an isolated singular time of the flow. The main result (see the following
proposition) is based on Corollary Bl (in SectionB.1]) and Corollary BI0 (in Section
B2). This will be utilized in Section B4l to prove Theorem

Proposition 3.11. Suppose either Ty = Teye, or that Ty < Tepy is an isolated
singular time of the flow {3;}, that is, there exists a “second” singular time Ty €
(T1, Teqt] so that {E;} is reqular during t € (Th,T2). Then the singular set of {X,}
at the first singular time, i.e.,

SNYqn,

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

Proof. Firstly, recall that S is a closed subset of Qg (see Lemma[2Z.T0) and note that
Y1, = {u=T1} is a closed subset of Qy owing to the continuity of u. Consequently,
SNXrp is a closed subset of {2y and hence a compact set.

Secondly, if S N X, has a round point, then by Corollary Bl this round point
would be the only element of S N X7, and hence the proposition would be proved.
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So for the rest of the proof let us assume that S N ¥, comprises purely cylindrical
points.

Fix p € SN ¥7. Note that we can find » > 0 so that T; is the only singular
time of the flow in B, (p). This is obviously true when T} = T¢,¢; in the case where
Ty < Tegt, since {u > Ta} is a compact set in Qp and p ¢ {u > Ts}, there exists
r > 0 such that B, (p) N {u > T2} = 0, which means that

(3.21) By (p) € {u < Tp},

and so there are no other singular times than T3 in B, (p). Thus, it follows from
Corollary that there is € € (0, 7] so that one of the following holds:

(1) SN B:(p) = {p}

(2) SN B:(p) is a C! embedded curve with p being an interior point;

(3) SN B (p) is a C! embedded curve with p being a boundary point.
Notice that SN B. (p) = SN X7, N B: (p) by B21).

Therefore, by the compactness of S N X7, we infer that S N X7, is a finite

disjoint union of points and/or compact C' embedded curves (with or without
boundary). O

3.4. Singular set at subsequent singular times. We shall prove Theorem [[.2]
in the end of this subsection. The idea of the proof is as follows. By Proposition
(which will be proved in this subsection), the superlevel set of the arrival time
function u at the first singular time T} is a finite disjoint union of open connected
sets, namely,

my
QTl = {u > Tl} = |_| 91(131)’
i=1
and so
my
2= | (zngff), t> T,
i=1

moreover, each ¥; N Q%) is itself a two-convex LSF for ¢t € (T1,00) and a MCF
of closed connected hypersurfaces for t € (T1,T3), where T» is the second singular
time of {¥;}. It follows that the singular set of {¥;} at time 75 is indeed the union

of the singular sets of {Et N Q(Tll ) ’s at their “first” singular time, where i’s are
t>T,

those indices such that {Et N Q(Tzl )} does become singular at ¢ = T5. In this
t>T4

way, Proposition B.I1] from Section can be applied to each {Et N Q(Tl )} to
t>T,

study the singular set of {Z;} at time T». Such process can be repeated to study
the singular set of {X;} at all subsequent singular times T} < To < -+ < Tept.
To prove Proposition [3.13] we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12. For each regular time t € (0,Tezt), Xt = {z € Qo1 u(x) =t} is a
finite disjoint union of two-conve) closed connected hypersurfaces

Egl)u' te 7E§m)7

3lwith respect to the inward unit normal.



STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX LEVEL SET FLOW 37

moreover, y = {x € Qo : u(x) >t} is the disjoint union of
le)a e ,ng),
where Qgi) is the open connected set bounded by Zgi) forie{l,--- ,m}.

Proof. Let t € (0,Teyt) be a regular value of u. By the implicit function theorem,
34 is a closed hypersurface in Q. As ¥; is compact, it has finitely many connected

components, say Zgl), cee 25’”’, each of which is a closed connected hypersurface in

Q. By the Jordan-Brouwer separation theorem (see [GP]), each Egi) would bound

a region QEZ) contained®] in Qo. Because X; is two-convex with respect to Ig—uul

(cf. [CHN]), so is Egi). Note that the unit normal \g—Z\ is either entirely inward or
entirely outward for each Egi). 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 \g—zl is entirely inward for each Zgi).
To see that Qgi) C (4, firstly note that because the vector field |§_5| on Egi)

points toward Qgi), we are able to find a small tubular open neighborhood U of Egi)

so that Q,Ei) NU C Q. Were Q,Ei) \ ¢ # 0, we would have
pe o co\U

so that
u(p)= min u < t.
ol
It would follow that p € Q) with
u (p) = min u;
ol
particularly, p is a critical point of u. However, u has no local minimum points (see

Corollary B and Corollary B:2). Thus we obtain Qgi) C Q.
Recall that both Qgi) and R"\Qgi) are open connected (and hence path-connected)
by the Jordan-Brouwer separation theorem. When m > 1, for every j # i,
s =,
2D NP c BN =0,
giving that
= ¢ R\ QY.
Notice that R"\ng ) is open connected. Then it follows from the path-connectedness
of Qgi) that
o) c RM\ 9,
that is, ) N Q) = 0.
To finish the proof, we have to show that
QcoPu.-uam.

32The mod 2 winding number of Egi) around every point in R™\ Qp is 0 (which can be seen by
taking a point far away from Zil) and noting that R™\ Qg is path-connected with (]R” \ Qo) ﬂZgl) =

0), so Qii) is contained in Q.



STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX LEVEL SET FLOW 38

Suppose the contrary that there is p € ; such that p ¢ Q,Ei) for every i. Let
R=sup{r>0: B,(p) CUu}.

Then Bg (p) ﬂQ () = § for every i and OBRr (p) N3, # (. Choose ¢ € BBR( )N s
Then ¢ € 0Bg (p) N E( ) for some io. Since Vu (q) # 0 points toward Q , there
exists 6 > 0 so that

Bs () \ 4" < {u<t},
contradicting that § # Bg (p) N Bs (q) C Q. O
Proposition 3.13. Suppose that Ty < Teut is an isolated singular time of {X:},

that is, there exists a singular time Ty € (T1, Tert] so that the flow is reqular during
the time period (T1,T>). Then Qp, is a finite disjoint union of open connected sets

1 m
Qp), -0,

Moreover, for each i € {1,--- ,mq},
s =20, >

is a two-convex MCF of closed connected hypersurfaces for t € (T1,T2) and a two-
convex LSF for t € (T1, 00 . P4 Notice that as ¥, C Qp, fort > T1, we have

- |_| 20 Vs Ty

Proof. Fix t; € (T1,T). By Lemma B12 ¥, is a finite disjoint union of closed

s

connected hypersurfaces Eg , that are two-convex with respect to the

inward normal; moreover, {2, is the disjoint union of Qg o ,anl , where le
the open connected set bounded by Eg).
Since u satisfies (L2]) in the viscosity sense on Q(Z) with the boundary condition

u=t; on 891(5? = (l) , the existence and uniqueness theorem in [ES] yields that

sV o= 20l >

is indeed the mean-convex LSF starting from Egl)

flow {¥,} is a two-convex MCF for t € (T1,T2), the flow {Egi)} is also a two-convex

MCF for t € [tl, Tz)
It follows that for every t € [t1,T%), each Eff’ is a closed connected hypersurface

at time t;. In addition, since the

and hence is exactly a connected component of ¥;. Let Qgi) be the open con-

nected set bounded by Egi) for t € (t1,T2). Since {Egi)} ) is a mean-convex
te(ty, Tz

MCEF, {le)} ) is contracting. By Lemma BI2 € is the disjoint union of
te(t1, T2

Qb o m) for t e [t Ty).
Replacing t; € (T1,T>) in the a above by a decreasing sequence tending to T}, we
can extend® the flow {EEZ)} backward in time so as to obtain that {E,E”}
te(T1,Tz)
33In the sense that for every t1 € (Th,T»), {E(l)} is the LSF starting from E( ).
>ty

340n 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 {Egi)} is a two-
>1h

convex LSF, and that ¥; is the disjoint union of Zgl), .. .,Eﬁ"“) for every t €
(Th,Ts). Also, le) is defined for every ¢t € (T31,T%) as the open connected set

bounded by Zgi). We then have that {le)} Tt is contracting and that € is
te (11,72

the disjoint union of Q"+ Q™) for t € (Ty, Tn).
For each i € {1,--- ,mq} let

of = | o
te(T1,12)
Since Q,(f) is open connected for every t € (T3,T%), so is Q%) When m; > 1, for
every j # i we would have Q%) N Q%) = ); otherwise, choose p € Q%) N Q%), then
by the contracting property of Qgi) and ng ), there would exist ¢; € (T1,T») so that
pE Qg? N Qg), contradicting that Qg? N Qg) = (). In addition, note that

Qle{’U,>T1}= U {u>t}: U Qy

te(Ty,T2) te(T1,T2)
INCE D _ 11 oo
- U Ua’=U U =1 o
tE(Tl,Tg) i=1 i=1 te(Tl,Tz) =1

Lastly, given a sequence {t},.y C (T1,T2) such that ¢, \, T3, by construction

)

{Egi)} is a mean-convex LSF starting from Egz at time ¢, so we have
>,

20 c ol visty,

k

for each ¢ € {1,---,mq}. Since ng N Qgi) = () whenever i # j and that %, is the

disjoint union of Zgl), e ,Egml), we infer that
> = 5,nal?

so long as t > t;. Now given ¢ > T, we can choose kg € N such that ¢ > ¢, then
we have

50 = [ menal = nnaf)
k=ko
for every i € {1,--- ,mq}. O

With Proposition [3.11] and Proposition [3.13] we are able to prove Theorem
Proof. (of Theorem[L2) If Ty < Teyt, choose t1 € (T1,T2). Note that
Si={u=t} C{u>T1}=Qpr Vt>t.
By Proposition BI3] Q7 is a finite disjoint union of open connected sets
moreover, for each i € {1,--- ,m},

SN0y, t>t
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is the (two-convex) LSH] starting at time ¢, from b ﬁQ(Til), which is a two-convex
closed connected hypersurface. Note that for each i € {1,---,m;}, all the singular

times of the flow {Zt N Q(Til } must be contained in {73 < -+ < Teut}, and that
t>t1
at time T, there must be some i € {1,---,m1} so that Xp, N Q%) has singular

points Then it follows from Proposition BIT] that for each ¢ € {1,--- ;m;}, the
singular set of the LSF {Et N Q%)} at the time T5, which is the set of singular
>

>t

points in X7, N Q%), is either empty or a finite disjoint union of points and/or
compact C! embedded curves (with or without boundary). Because the singular
points of X7, is indeed the union of singular points of ¥, HQ%) forie{1,---,m1},
we infer that the singular set of the flow {;} at the second singular time 75 is a
finite disjoint union of points and/or compact C* embedded curves.

If Ty < Teyt, choose to € (To,T3). Note that Xy C Qp, C Qpy for t > to. For each
i€ {1, ---,m}, by Proposition BI3] Qr, N Q(Tzl) would be a finite disjoint union of

open connected setsB1 Since Qr, is the disjoint union of Q%), e ,Q%“), the set
Qr, is a finite disjoint union of open connected sets
(1) (m2)
Qp) -0,

Note that for each j € {1,--- ,ma}, there exists ¢ € {1,--- ,mq} such that Q(TJ2) is
a connected component of Qp, N Q(Tzl), it follows from Proposition B.13] that

(Et N Q%)) NP =00, t>0
is the (two-convex) LSF starting at time ¢ from X, N Q(sz), which is a two-convex
closed connected hypersurface. Since

mo .
Se=| | =enaf) vi>t,

2
j=1

the singular times of the flow {Et N Q%)} must be contained in {75 < -+ < Tt }
>t

for every j; at time T3, there must be some j € {1,--- ,ma} so that Xp, N Q%) has

singular points. So it follows from Proposition B.IT] that for each j € {1,--- ,ma},

the singular set of the LSF {Zt N Q%)} at the time T3, which is the set of
t>to

singular points in Xp, N Q%), is either empty or a finite disjoint union of points

and/or compact C! embedded curves. Thus, the singular set of the flow {3;} at

the third singular time T3 is a finite disjoint union of points and/or compact C*

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

35The restriction of u on QE? serves as the arrival time function of the two-convex LSF.

36For such i’s, To is actually the first singular time of the flow {Et N Q%) oy
t>t

37If the LSF {Zt N ngl) - does not become singular at time T%, then Q7, N ngl) is itself
t>t)
an open connected set, which is bounded by the closed connected hypersurface 37, N Q%)



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

4. TYPES OF SINGULAR COMPONENTS

In this section the two-convex LSF {¥,;} is assumed to have finitely many singular
times in order that Theorem holds. Let {Zf}, k € N, be the LSFs in Theorem
[T In view of Proposition £22] (in Section [L4]), we may assume for simplicity that
{k} is a two-convex LSF for every k € N.

Recall that when k is large, by Theorem [[1] (see also Corollary Z.19) {F} is
regular and close in the smooth topology to {¥:} away from §. The target of this
section is to analyze the singular set of {E,’f} near & with results in Theorem
To achieve that, we will firstly classify the singular components (i.e., connected
components of the singular set) in Definition LTl Then we will make adequate
assumptions, including Assumption €3] Assumption (in Section @2]), and As-
sumption (in Section [43]), so as to ensure that near each singular component
of {3;}, the flow {Ef} would have exactly the same type of singular set as that
singular component. The proof of Theorem is composed of three parts: Propo-
sition in Section .1l Proposition E.14] in Section 2] and Proposition 19 in
Section

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

S=1]s.
J

where each singular component S; is either a point or a compact C! embedded
curve (with or without boundary). Note that u is constant on each SjE that is
to say, every singularity of S; occurs at the same time. In addition, when S; is
a curve, by Remark every interior point of S; is a local maximum point of u,
and every boundary point (i.e., endpoint) of S; 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 {;} belongs to

(1) the vanishing type - if it is a single local maximum point of u, or a compact
C' embedded curve whose endpoints are both local maximum points of u,
or a closed C! 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 C'' embedded curve whose endpoints are both one-sided saddle
points of wu;

(3) the bumpy type - if it is either a single one-sided saddle point of u, or a
compact C'!' 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 B3] a saddle point p is two-sided or one-sided depends on how
many “sides” the point can be approached by the superlevel set () = {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 % u(z (t)) = Vu(z(t)) -2’ (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 § > 0 be a sufficiently small constant such that the following hold:
e For every j # j/,

$ )

where
S;-s = {x e R" : dist (z,S;) < 5}

is the S—Heighborhood of S;.
e For every [ > 1,

(4.2) Tio1+6 < T34,

where 0 =Ty < Ty < -+ < T, = Teqt are the set of singular times of {3;}.
o If u(S;) =T (ie., §; occurs at time Tj), then

(4.3) s caf)

where Q(Ta1 is some connected component of Qp,_, (see Proposition B.I3]).

The following proposition is a collection of Corollary 217 Corollary 219 (see also
(1)), and Corollary 2:22 (see also Proposition and ([@2)).

Proposition 4.2. Given e > 0 and 0 < § < 3, there exists ke s € N so that for
every k > k. s the following hold:

1) The extinction time T*, of {XFV satisfies
xt t

Tekmt € (Temt - 55 Tezt + 5) .
(2) The singular set S* of {SF} satisfies

Shc| s
J

(3) Foreveryl > 1, {E{S}Tl,quéStSTlfé is a two-convex MCF that is e-close in

the C™ topology to {Zehr, 4s<i<1 s wherer =1 (n,\) is the constant
in Section [3.2.

We will make good use of the above proposition in Section [l Section [£.2] and
Section[£3lwith € and § chosen sufficiently small subject to the asymptotic behavior
of the flow {3;} near each of its singular component. Throughout this section we
assume that

Assumption 4.3. When k is sufficiently large, the flow {Ef} has at most one

singular time in Sf for every j; in particular, Theorem and Definition [{.1] are
applicable to {Ef} as well.

Two supplementary assumptions will be made for the splitting case (see As-
sumption [£12)) in Section 2] and the bumpy case (see Assumption [.T8) in Section
4.9l
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Remark 4.4. On account of (£3)), each singular component S; of {X;} is indeed the
singular set of the flow

44 {2 n ot }
(4.4) ALY SR

at its “first” singular time (see also the exposition at the beginning of Section [3.4).
Thus, throughout Section H, upon replacing the flow by some of its connected
component (e.g., (£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
[£3) 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

Let us begin by recalling that a singular component S; of {3,} is of the vanishing
type if and only if it comprises local maximum points of u (see Definition [£1]). In
the following proposition, we show that the flow {X;} would shrink to S; at time
T1 = u(S;) (see Remark [4.4)) and then vanish completely. A typical example is
when S; is a single round point (see Corollary B.I]).

Proposition 4.5. A singular component S; of {X.} is of the vanishing type if and
only if Ty = Tege (in the setting of Remark[{])); in that case, S; = S (that is, S
has only one component and hence is connected).

In other words, a singular component S; of {£:} is of the splitting/bumpy type
if and only if Th < Teyt.

Proof. Let S; be a singular component of the vanishing type. By Definition 1]
S; consists of local maximum points of u and is compact, so there exists § > 0
sufficiently small such that

(1) the é-neighborhood SJ‘-S of S; is strictly contained in Qo;

(2) in SJ‘-; there are no other singular points of the flow {¥;} than S;;

(3) u<TinS).

Then the value of u at every point in Sf/ 2 \ S; is strictly less than 77; otherwise,
that point would be a local maximum point of u and hence a singular point of {¥;},
contradicting the second condition in the above. In particular, we have
7= max u < T7.
0s7/?

Note that for every t € (7,71), Z: N Sf/ Yisa nonempty (by the intermediate value
theorem) closed hypersurface since ¢ € (0,77) is a regular value of u and

% NS =0

As 3; is connected, we infer that X; C Sj/ 2 Tt follows that Q; C Sf/ ? and hence

Tept =max v < max u = 17.

QT g2
J

Thus, T1 = Teyze. Additionally, since
S=8nQ C 8NS) =8,
we conclude that S; = S.
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Conversely, if T7 = Te,¢, then every component of S is obviously of the van-
ishing type since S consists of global maximum points of u. Let S; be one of the
components of S. Then by the above argument we obtain §; = S. O

The following result is based on Proposition and Proposition

Proposition 4.6. If S; is a singular component of {£;} that belongs to the van-
ishing type, then for every sufficiently large k, in SJ‘? there is precisely one singular
component of {Ef}, which is of the vanishing type.
Proof. By the argument in the proof of Proposition [£5] there is § > 0 sufficiently
small that o

Qr,_5 C Sy C 8 C Q.
By Proposition [4.2] when k is large, {Ef
connected hypersurfaces so that

}5 <t< 1 _s Isatwo-convex MCF of closed

Qs C Sf c 8 c ok
In view of Assumption A3}
TF, = max u”
Qr, s
is the unique singular time of the flow {Ef} in Sf. Then applying Proposition
to the LSF {Ef}t% gives that the singular set of {Zf} in SJ‘»S 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 and Proposi-
tion @T4) under Assumption In view of Proposition 5] it can be assumed
throughout this (and also the next) subsection that T} < Te.:. 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 S;
be a singular component of {¥;} belonging to the splitting type. When k is large,
we firstly prove in Proposition .7 that every cylindrical point of {Zf} near S; has
a uniform (i.e., independent of position and k) cylindrical scale and then in Remark
4.8 and Remark show that Efj locally looks like a “tube” around S; for some
7; < Ty = u(S;). In Proposition we demonstrate that €, “splits” near S; for
t > Ty, which, under Assumption 12 yields that {Ef} must have singularities
near S; (see Lemma E.IT]). Lastly, in Proposition and Proposition .14 we
conclude that {Ef} would have precisely one singular component near S;, which is
of the splitting type.

Now let us start with the following proposition. Note that the “cylindrical scale”
therein refers to the (¢ (n), € (n))-cylindrical scale in Section [3.2] (see the exposition
between Remark B4 and Remark B5)).

Proposition 4.7. Let S; be a singular component of {£,} consisting of cylindrical
points. Then there exists 0 < r; < & with the following properties:
o Every cylindrical point of {£:} on S; has a uniform cylindrical scale r;.
o When k is large, every cylindrical point q of {Ef} mn SJ‘?, if any, has a
cylindrical scale r;; moreover, every other cylindrical points of {Ef} n
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B, (q) would be located in a small Lipschitz graph over the axis of the
tangent cylinder of {Zf} at q.
e In the case where S; is a curve with endpoints, we have

(4.5) By, (p)NS; = {p}

for each endpoint p of S;, where BQLT], (p) is one of the half balls cut from
Ba., (p) by the hyperplane P passing through p and orthogonal to the tangent
cylinder of {X¢} at p, and Bg;j (p) is the closure of B;;j (p).

Proof. Firstly, let ©,6 > 0 be small constants (to be determined), we claim that
there is 0 < r; < § so that every cylindrical point of {Z;} on S; has a uniform
(1, 6)-cylindrical scale 3r;. This is obviously true if S; is just a single point. When
S; is a curve, say
S;=A{T(s) : s€]0,1]},

then by Section B2} for every s € [0, 1] there is an open neighborhood Oy of T' (s)
so that every cylindrical point of {¥;} in Oy has a uniform (%, §)-cylindrical scale
Rs. By the compactness of S;, there exist

0<s1 <+ <8y <1

so that
S; C O, U---UO,, .

Then every cylindrical point of {£;} on S; has a uniform (i, d)-cylindrical scale
3r;, where

1 .
T o= gmin{Rsl,--- ,Rsm,é},

proving the claim. Note also that in the case where S; is a curve with endpoints,
(@3) holds by choosing r; even smaller.

By Proposition and Proposition [£.2] given a small constant o € (0,1) (to
be determined), there exists kg € N so that for every k > kg the following hold:

e the singular set of {Xf} in Sf is contained in §7"7;

1 .
) |T1’fj -1 | ? < orj, where T{fj is the unique singular time of {Zf} in SJ‘?;

o \/% (ZF —p) is o-close in C™-topology to \/ﬁ (¥¢ —p) in By, for

every pe S; and t € [Tl—nr—i,Tl—g(;—J;) .
Then by Section there are small positive constants v, d, o (depending on n and
)\)@ so that
e cvery cylindrical point of {;} on S; has a uniform (¢ (n) , € (n))-cylindrical
scale r;;
e when k > kg, every cylindrical point of {Ef} in Sf, if any, has a uniform
(¢ (n), € (n))-cylindrical scale r;; moreover, for each cylindrical point ¢ of
{=F} in Sf, every other cylindrical point of {EF} in B, (¢) would be
located in a small Lipschitz graph over the axis of the tangent cylinder of
[SF) at g.
O

395ee Proposition for the uniform estimate of the entropy of {Ef} 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 S; be a singular component of {X;} consisting of cylindrical points.
By Proposition [L.7] every cylindrical point of {3;} on S; has a cylindrical r;. It
follows that for every p € S;, ¥, is asymptotically cylindrical in B, (p), where

r2

po=T — —L—;

T T =)
consequently, 3. N S;j is a tube-like hypersurface around S;. By Proposition
A2 when k is large, 27’?], would be close to ¥, so that in S;j it is also a tube-like

hypersurface around S; (and also every singular component of {Zf} in S;j , if any).
Remark 4.9. Suppose in Remark [4.8] we assume that

S ={T(s) : s€[-1,1]}
is a curve of the splitting type, namely, its endpoints are one-sided saddle points.
Since Sj‘-s, ﬁS]‘s = () for j' # j and that r; < d (see Proposition 7)), the first singular
time T4 is indeed the unique singular time of {¥;} in S;j . Following Remark
B8 near the endpointﬂ we can choose two hyperplanes P, and P_AT that are

orthogonal to the tangent cylinders of {¥;} at I (1) and I" (—1), respectively, such
that

PiNS NS =0, P-NS/NS; =10
and that the tube-like connected hypersurface ¥, together with P, and P_ bound
a closed tubular region 7; in S;j with the following properties:
(1) Sj C int 7;
(2) Let P, and P_A parallel to P4 and P_, respectively, so that

PiNTinS ={I'()}, P-nTNS;={I(-1)}.
Note that the tube 7; is cut by 75+ and P_ into three closed pieces
T, =T UT T
where 7" is the truncated tubular closed region bounded by X, (from the
lateral) and the two caps P, N7; and P_ N T; (from the two ends); 7}+
is the tubular region bounded by ¥, and the caps P, N 7; and Py NT

and 7?7 is the tubular region bounded by ¥, and the caps P_ N 7; and
P_ N 7T;. Note also that S; C T;" and that

r(1) e 7t cBHTQ),

L(-1) € 77 c B (I'(-1)),

J Tj

40Here T' (1) and T (—1) correspond to the origin in Remark B8 Note that the orientation is
chosen in such a way that the curve is on the downside z < 0.

4IHere P4 and P_ correspond to z = ¢ in (ZIR).

42Here P4 and P_ correspond to z = 0 in (BEIR).

43Here '7?+ and '7?7 correspond to 7 in (ZIR).
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where B;rj (I'(1)) and B;j (T (—1)) are the closures of the open half-ballf*
B (T'(1)) and B (T (—1)), respectively, and are defined analogously as in

@3).

(3) There exists a time toj > T} so that for every t € [Tj, toj]
S NPLNT;#0, L,NnP_NT; #0.

(4) For every t € (T1,%;],
SeNTT cint%), B.nT7 CintE,,

where CKJ and ¢, are the coned™ defined analogously as in B3) for the
endpoints.

(5) There hold"]

(4.6) min uw > 75, min w > 7.

€ T €, NT;
By the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of each point on §; within the cylindrical
scale r; and (L6)), there exists 7} > 7; so that for t € [7;,7]], 2,N7} is also a tubular
closed connected region bounded by the tube-like hypersurface ¥; N7, and the two
caps P+ NT;,P-NT;.

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

Furthermore, by Proposition 216, Proposition 12 and Remark 48 when k is
large, ij and the two hyperplanes P4 and P_ would also bound a closed tubular
region 7;-’“ in S;j; in addition, for t € [7;, § (7; + TJ’-)}, Qrn 7;’“ is a tubular closed
connected region bounded by ¥F N 7}’“, Py N 7;’“, and P_ N 7;’“.

The following proposition indicates that when &; is a singular component of

the splitting type, the superlevel set ; = {u > t} becomes separated in a tubular
neighborhood of §; for t > T = u (S;).

Proposition 4.10. Let the notations be as defined in Remark[{.9 If
S;=A{T(s) : se[-1,1]}
is a singular component of {¥;} that belongs to the splitting type, then there exists
t; € (Ty, Ty) so that for every t € (Tl,fj],
N7 ¢ By, (I(1)U B, (T(-1)),

S NPLNT; #0, Z.nNP_NT; #0.
Note that
B}, (U(1) N By, (I(-1) =0,
PyNT; C Bf (T(1)), P-NT; C By (I'(-1)).

44Here ij (T'(1)) and By (I'(—1)) correspond to Br N {z > 0} in Remark 3.8

158ee 1)
46Here %’J and € correspond to € in @20).

47See (B17).

48In that case, Py = P_ and T = '7?+ nPy.
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Moreover, the same results hold when S; = {p} is a single two-sided saddle point.
In that case, set

r)=r=1)=p
and let B;. (I'(1)) and By, (I'(=1)) be the upper and lower open half-balls of
Bs, (p), ;esjpectz'vely (see Rze;narklﬂ and Remark [{-9).

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

S;=A{l(s) : se[-1,1]}

is a curve with one-sided saddle endpoints .
By Proposition [£.7] we have

4.7 By, C(W))NS; ={r (1)}, Bs, T (-1))nS; = {T(-1)},

where the half balls are defined as in Remark Now let us apply the results in
Remark L9l There exists a time t; € (T1,T2) so that for every ¢t € (Tj, tj},

SiNPLNT; #0, E:nP_nT; #0.
Note that the caps satisfy
P+NT; = P.NT" ¢ PLnBf (T (1) € By, (T(1),

P_-NT; =P-NT, C P-NB, (I'(-1)) C By (T (-1)).
Moreover, for every t € (Tl, toj},
(4.8) QN7 cintg NBY (M (1) Cint%, NBE (T'(1)),

N7 Ccint%, NB_ (['(-1)) C int%, NB; (I'(-1)).

In view of the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {3;} about each point on S;
within the cylindrical scale r;, we deduce that for every t € (Tl, toj},

QNT =10
(see Remark [B3) and so
QNT; = (Qmi}*) U (Qmi}‘) :
it follows from (F) that
0uNT; = (th7;+) U (Qmi;—) C By, (P(1) U By, (I(-1)).

27

Note that by ([@7) we have

Recall that in the end of Remark [£.9] it is mentioned that when k is large,
Q’jj N 7;’“ is a connected solid tube. The following lemma says that if QF N 7}’“
becomes disconnected for some ¢, > 7;, then under some conditions such as ([€9),
the flow {Zf} would become singular in 7}’“ at some time £ € (T, t4).
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Lemma 4.11. Let k be a large integer so that for t close to 1;, ¥ N S;j s a
tube-like hypersurface around S; and F N 7;’“ 18 a tubular closed connected region
(see Remark[{-9). If there exists t. > T; so that the following hold:
(1) £F. NTF has no singular points of the flow {XF} .
(2) Q,’f* N 7;’“ is disconnected in such a way that every connected component of
Qf* N 77“ intersects at most one of the caps (i.e., P+ N 7;k and P_ N 7;-’“);
specifically, there exists one component that intersects P4 N 7;-’“, and there

exists another component that does not intersect P4 N 7;»]“.
VuP

(3) The unit normal vector [ur Satisfies
\V4 k
(4.9) ﬁ"##_l 0n73+ﬂ7;-kﬁ{7j<uk<t*},
k
%.y_#—l on P_ﬁﬁkﬂ{7j<uk<t*},

where vy and v_ are the outward (i.e., pointing toward the outside of 7;’“)
unit normal vector of the caps Pi N 7;-’“ and P_ N 7;-’“, respectively.

Then there is t € (7j,t.) such that Zif NT} has singular points of {3F}.
Proof. First of all, note that the set of regular values of uk’Tk, namely,
j

(4.10) {t: Vu* (z) # 0 whenever x € 7;]“ with u (z) =t}
is open because the set of critical values of uk‘Tk is compact (see Lemma [ZT0 or
j

Assumption B3). Note also that the minimum of ¥ on any compact set can only
be attained on the boundary since u* has no interior local minimum points (see
Corollary Bl and Corollary B:2)).

Let Qf”L be the union connected components of QF N 7;’“ that intersect P4 N 7;-’“

and let QF~ be the union the remaining connected components of Q¥ N 7}’“ . Define
% as the set of time ¢ € [75,t.) such that

e XFN 7}’“ has no singular points of {Zf};
¢ O NP_NTF=0and QY NPLNTF=0.
Let
(4.11) t=inf{t € (r,t] : [t,t.] CT}.
By the assumptions and (I0), it is not hard to see that ¢ € (75,t.). We claim that
Zf N 7;’“ must have singular points of {2} }.
Suppose the contrary that Ef N 7;-’“ has no singular points of {Ef} Then every
time t € [f, t*} would be a regular value of uk}Tk; in fact, by (£I0) we can even
g
find ¢ < £ so that

(4.12) ri=_ min_ |Vd*| > 0.
{#<ur <t }nTF

Note that Qf Nint 7;-’“ is contained in Q1 UQ~, where

Ot = U Qf”L, 0 = U Qf’f.
te(i,t.] te(L,t.]
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Moreover, it follows from (£12)), Definition 211}, Proposition[Z.12 Proposition2.13]
and Corollary 5] that there exists a sequence t; \, # such that

(4.13) BQZ’JF Nint 7} S pI (’9in’_ Nint 7} Sy asio 00,

where ¥ and X~ are hypersurfaces contained in Ef ﬁ7;k with boundary on P 07;»’“
and P_ N 7;’“ We have

o0+ ﬂint7;-k cxt, 00~ ﬁint7;-k (@D
Furthermore, it is true that
O+ k _ N— k _
(4.14) QTNP_NT =0, Q" NPLNT7=0.
Because if one of them were false, say QT N P_ N 7;-’“ # (), then we would have
g€ QtNP_NTF. By @I3) and the condition that
QGTNP.NTF=0 Vi

Q1 would “touch” P_ N 7;’“ at ¢ since ©F is on one sidd*] of the cap P_ N 77“ with
geEXTNP_N 7;’“, which yields that

v k
el o,
[V (q)]
which is in contradiction with (£9).
Most importantly, we should have

liminf dist (7, 017 ) = 0;

1— 00
otherwise, upon passing to a subsequence, there would exist ¢ > 0 such that

dist (QZ_’JF, Qf_> >0 Vi,
which yields that Ot and Q~ would be disjoint, which would lead to a contradiction
with the choice of ¢ in view of (@IZ). Thus, for each i we can choose p;” € BQZ’JF N
int 7;’“ and p; € 8@27 N int 7;’“ so that

liminf |pf —p; | =0.
11— 00

By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that

17— 00

71— 00
By hypothesis p is a regular point of {Zf} (since u* (p) = £ is a regular value of
uk|7,jk); additionally, p is neither on the lateral boundary of 7;’“ (because u” (p) =
t > 7;) nor on the caps (in view of (@I4)). Thus, we can choose r > 0 sufficiently
small so that B, (p) C int 7" and that every level set of u* in B, (p) is a small
Lipschitz graph over Tpi (see Definition Z.1TI).

By (@I5), when i is large the points p; and p; would be in B, (p). Since
B, (p)N {uk > tl-} is path-connected, there exists a path in B, (p) N {uk > ti} that
joining p;r and p; together. This is in contradiction to the definitions of Qf+ and
QZ_ Therefore, we conclude that {E,’f} must have singular points on Ef 077“. (]

49The inside of the tube 7;’“
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Lemma .1T] will be used in the proofs of Proposition .13 and Proposition (.14
In order that the condition ([@9) holds so as to apply Lemma [£11] we make the
following assumption for every splitting component of {X;}.

Assumption 4.12. Whenever S; is a singular component of {X,} that belongs
to the splitting type, we assume that the flow {X,} “does not get into S; near the
endpoints” in the sense that

> —1, > —1,

min — - v min — - v_
PinT; [Vu| P_nT; |Vul
where vy and v_ are the outward (i.e., pointing toward the outside of T;) unit
normal vector of the caps P1 NT; and P_NT;, respectively. Note that Vu vanishes
at no points on the caps P N'T; and P_NT; (see Remark[{.9) and that
Vu
V|
on the part of P+ N T; that is close to the lateral boundary ¥, N T; due to the
asymptotically cylindrical behavior of the flow {X4}.
It follows from Proposition [2.18 that when k is large,
VuF VuF

min —— vy > —1 min @ —— -
ponT [VuF[ 707 T plaTk [VuF|

cve =0

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

Proposition 4.13. Let S; be a singular component of the flow {£;} that belongs
to the splitting type. Then for every sufficiently large k, there exist singular compo-
nents of {Zf} mn Sjé and they all belong to the splitting/bumpy type; moreover, if
one of the singular components of {E,’f} n Sf s of the splitting type, then it would

be the unique singular component of {Ef} mn Sf.

Proof. Let k be a sufficiently large integer. By Proposition 2.16] Proposition [4.2]
Proposition [£.10] Assumption [£.12] and Lemma [L.TT] there exists

. 1 o
te <Tj, B (Tl +tj))

so that Ei? N 77“ has singular points of {Ef}, where Ej € (T1,T?) is the time given
in Proposition .10l It follows from Assumption that

{="TF

1,5
is the unique singular time of {Ef} in 7;’“ C Sf. Note that by Corollary .19 and

Remark [£.9] all the singular points of {Zf} in Sf would be contained in int 7;’“

By Assumption .3 and Proposition (see also Proposition [£2), there are
finitely many connected components of the singular set of {Ef} in 7}’“, each of
which belongs to the splitting or bumpy types (in particular, there are no round
points of {Xf} in TF).

Now assume that there is a singular component Sjk of {Zf} in ’7;-’“ which belongs
to the splitting type. By Proposition[d.7] any point q € S]k has a cylindrical scale 7;
and every other cylindrical point of {&F} in B,, (¢) is located in a small Lipschitz
graph over the axis of the tangent cylinder of {Zf} at ¢. Applying Remark 4.8 and



STABILITY AND SINGULAR SET OF THE TWO-CONVEX LEVEL SET FLOW 52

Remark (see also Assumption E3)) to the singular component Sjk of {Zf}, we
can find two hyperplanes PJkr and P* near the endpoint@ of SJk that are orthogonal
to the tangent cylinders of {Zf} at the endpoints, respectively, such that
e there are no singular points of {£f} on PhN 7;-’“ and P* N 7;-’“ (see Propo-
sition E.7));

° Eﬁj is a tube-like hypersurface around SJIC and it together with the two caps,
’P_lﬁ N 7;’“ and P* N 7;-]“, bound a “truncated” tubular closed region 7;-’“ C 7;-’“
satisfying SJk C int 7;’“,

. SJk is the unique singular component of {3} in 7;’“ (see Proposition A7]).
Next, we would like to prove (by contradiction) that Sjk is indeed the only singular
component of {Ef} in T (instead of only in 7;’“) For convenience, let us assume
that the “orientation” is chosen in such a way that ’Pfﬁ is adjacent to Py and Pk is
adjacent to P_. Thus, the tube ’7}’“ would be cut by Pfﬁ and P¥ into three closed
pieces:

7}]@ _ 7;_19+ U7;k Uﬁk_,
where ’7A;k+ is the tubular closed region bounded by Z’jj (from the lateral) and the
two caps Py N 7}’“ and Pf_ N ’7}’“ (from the two ends); likewise, ’f;k_ is the closed
region bounded by E’ﬁj, P_nN 7;’“, and PF N 7;’“

Suppose the contrary that there exists another singular component Sjk in 7;-’“.
Since SJk N ’77“ = (), we may assume without loss of generality that SJk - 7?—1”.
Following Remark [£.9] let 75f_ be the hyperplane that passes through the endpoint
of SJk (the one that is near the side of P}) and is parallel to P¥ (i.e., orthogonal
to the tangent cylinder of {Ef} at the endpoint). Fix a point p € SJIC and let P be
the hyperplane passing through p and orthogonal to the tangent cylinder of {Ef}
at p. Define 77“ as the tubular closed region bounded by E’ﬁj (from the lateral) and
the two caps ’ﬁ_]ﬁ N 7;’“ and PN 7;’“ (from the two ends). Notice that u* = 7; < Tllfj
on the lateral boundary of the tube 7;’“ and that

max u* = max u* = lej,
PEOTYE PNTF ’
in light of the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {£F} (see [B)).
On the other hand, applying Remark[3.8to the saddle endpoint of SJk on ﬁiﬁﬁk,

we would find tof > Tllf ; so that
SENTF#0 Vie (Tf,, 1.
Let 2% be any connected component of E% N 77“ Note that i% is away from the
boundary 8’7;’“ since
maxu® = T{f je

rk
o,

501 the case where S Jk is a single point, 'Pi and P¥ would two parallel hyperplanes on each
“side” of the point, see Remark [3.8] and Remark [£9]
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Thus, Eifk would be a closed hypersurface in 7;’“ and hence enclose an open region
J
QOF in TF. As v* = t* on 90QF, = X% | the maximum value
th J J th th
j J J
Sk k ok k
Tl,j = ax u 2 t] > Tl,]

would be attained at some (interior) point in ka, which would be a critical point of
i

u®. It follows that le ; 1s another singular time of {Ef} in 77“ C Sf , contradicting
Assumption .3l Therefore, there are no other singular components in 7;-’“. O

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 A.13]

Proposition 4.14. In fact, in Proposition [{.13 there are no singular components
of {Zf} that belong to the bumpy type. Therefore, {Ef} has precisely one singular

component in Sf, which is of the splitting type.

Proof. Suppose that there is a singular component SJk of {Zf} in 7;-’“ belonging
to the bumpy type. When SJk is a curve, let p be the local maximum endpoint

Sk el . . .
of &7 (see Definition [LT]) and let us assume (without loss of generality) th‘comt p is
“adjacent” to P4 (so the other saddle endpoint is adjacent to P_). When SJ’-C is a

single one-sided saddle point, let p be S]k itself and let us assume that «* is a local
maximum point “on the side toward P+” (see Definition B.3).

Recall that S; is a singular component of {X;} that belongs to the splitting type.
By Proposition there exists fj € (T1,T5) so that

UNPLNT; DS NPLNT; #0 Vte (Tn, 4].
By Proposition 2.16] and Proposition [£.2] if % is sufficiently, we may assume that
t; > le)j and that

Q’;(T{cﬁ%) NP NT # 0,

where T{f ; ~ T is the unique singular time of {Zf} in 7;’“ C Sf (see Proposition
[413)). Then applying the intermediate value theorem to uk‘P+ AT implies that

1 ;
(4.16) SPNPLNTr#0 Ve [Tj, 5 (T{ij+tj)}

In addition, by Assumption .12] there holds
k

4.17 min ———
(40 P T

'V+>—1

where vy is the unit normal vector of P4 N 7;-’“ that points toward the outside of
the tube 7;-’“.

On the other hand, using Remark [B.4] and Proposition 7] we could find two
parallel hyperplanes, ’ﬁjﬁ and Pfﬁ, with the following properties:

° 75jE passes through p and is orthogonal to the tangent cylinder of {Ef} at
D; PJ’“F N 7}’“ is close to 75jE N 7}’“ and is “between” 75jE N 77“ and P N 7;’“
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e There are no singular points of {Ef} on Pf_ N ’7;.’“ and

L= Pljnr?%k ub e (15, uF (p))
(see [35)). Note that u” (p) = Tllfj.

In view of the the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of {£F} on ’ﬁjﬁ N 7}’“ \ {p},
we infer that
(4.18) SENPENTF#£0 Vie [, TL))
and that
Vuk
[Vu]
where 7 is a unit normal vector of P N 7}’“.

Now define 70;’“ as the tubular closed region bounded by Efj (from the lateral)
and the two caps Py N T} and Phn T} (from the two ends). Note that ’Pjﬁ N7}

would cut 77“ into two pieces. Let

(4.19) o~0 on PYNTFn{r <u* <1},

1,
te=5 (L+T1;) < Tfy,

which is a regular value of uk‘T]’“ by Assumption.3l Note that by (@I6) and (£I8)
we have
O NPLNTE£0, QF nPENTFE£0.
Moreover, since u* <t on PJkr N T}, we have
QF NPENTE=0.

Thus, every connected component of Qf* N 7;’“ intersects at most one of the caps,
ie, PyN 77“ and 751ﬁ 07;’“. Applying Lemma [Tl to the flow {Ef} on the tube 70;»’“
(noting that we have ({.IT) and [@I9)), we deduce that Ef 070;’“ contains a singular
point of {Zf} for some € (75,t.). In particular, £ < Tllf ; 1s another singular time
of {Zf} in ’7?’“ C 8]5. This is in contradiction with Assumption 3l Therefore,
there are no singular components of {Ef} that belong to the bumpy type. (I

4.3. Bumpy type. In this subsection we shall prove the “stability” of singular
components of the bumpy type under Assumption Specifically, let S; be
a singular component of {¥;} that belongs to the bumpy type, when k is large
we assume that {3} has singular components near S; (see Assumption ELI6) and
show that all these singular components must be of the bumpy type (see Proposition
[4I]) and that there is indeed only one singular component of {Ef} near S; (see
Proposition 19). Note that u (S;) = T1 < Teyt by Proposition 5

Let us begin with the following remark, which is the counterpart of Remark
in Section for the bumpy case.

Remark 4.15. When §; is a curve of the bumpy type, say
S;={T(s) : s € [-1,1]}.

Let us assume without loss of generality that I' (1) is the local maximum point of
v and T'(—1) is the one-sided saddle point of u. By Remark A8 ¥, N S;j is a
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tube-like hypersurface around S;. Near the endpoints I' (1) and I" (—1), by Remark
B.4land Remark 3.8 we can find two hyperplanes, P, and P_, that are orthogonal
to the tangent cylinders of {%;} at I' (1) and T' (—1), respectively, such tha

PiNSINS =0, P.NS’NS; =10

and that the tube-like connected hypersurface ¥, together with P, and P_ bound
a tubular closed region 7; in S;j with the following properties:

(1) Sj CNint 73 ~

(2) Let P4 and P— be two hypersurfaces parallel to Py and P_, respectively,

such that
PiNTinS ={I'()}, P-nTNS;={I(-1)}.
(3) On the cap Py NT; we havd™]

t; = Pn:%%u € (15, Th) .

(4) There exists a time £; > T} so thatf
SINP_NT; #0 Vte [, 4].

In the case where S; 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 [.T]), 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 {£;} at S;) and close to each other; P, is assumed to
be on the side in which w is a local maximum point (see Definition B.3]). Note that
P, = P_ is the hyperplane that passes through S; and orthogonal to the tangent
cylinder of {3} at S;.

Furthermore, by Proposition 2.16, Proposition 2] and Remark [£.8] when & is
large, E’jj and the two hyperplanes P4 and P_ would also bound a closed tubular
region 77“ in S;j; in addition, let
k

f? = max u
P+m7—jk

and Tllf ; be the unique singular time of {Ef} in Sf, then we have
o 1 o
| = &] + |7 = 1| < gmin{Ty =4, 8, -7}
It follows that
(4.20) e (m,TF,) .
Uunlike the vanishing and splitting cases, we assume (instead of proving) the

existence of singularities of {£¥} near a bumpy component of {X;} as follows.

Assumption 4.16. In case S; is a singular component of {X,} that belongs to
the bumpy type, we assume that for every sufficiently large k, the flow {Ef} has

singularities in S;S .

51P+ corresponds to {z = 29} in Remark B4 with zo > 0 sufficiently close to 0; P— corresponds
to {z = €} in Remark [3:8]

52p, corresponds to {z = 0} in Remark B& P_ corresponds to {z = 0} in Remark B8

53Gee (ZH).

54Gce (FIT).
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Next, for the singular components of {Ef} in SJ‘? , we are going to characterize
their types in Proposition[£.I8 and prove the uniqueness of the singular components
in Proposition[4.19l To streamline the proofs, in the following remark we set up the
requisite notations and provide a preliminary description of the singular components
of {£F} in 8.

Remark 4.17. Let S; be a singular component of {X;} that belongs to the bumpy
type. When £ is large, by Corollary 2.19and Remark .15, all the singular points of
{Ef} in S;S would be contained in int 7;’“. Moreover, by Assumption[£.3]and Propo-
sition (see also Proposition [2)), there are finitely many connected components
of the singular set of {Zf} in 7;-’“, each of which belongs to the splitting/bumpy

type (in particular, there are no round points of {Zf} in 7;’“)

Let SJk be a singular component of {Zf} in 7}’“. By Proposition .7 any point
q € SJIC has a cylindrical scale ; and every other cylindrical point of {Ef} in B, (q)
is located in a small Lipschitz graph over the axis of the tangent cylinder of {Ef} at
q. Applying Remark[4.9] (if SJ’C is of the splitting type) / Remark LT3l (if SJ’C is of the
bumpy type) to the singular component SJk of {Ef}, we can find two hyperplanes
P_]ﬁ and P* near the endpoints of Sjk that are orthogonal to the tangent cylinders
of {Ef} at the endpoints, respectively, such that

(1) there are no singular points of {2F} on PEN T} and PE N T} (see Propo-

sition E7);

(2) ij is a tube-like hypersurface around Sjk and it together with the two caps,

Pfﬁ N 7;’“ and P* N ’7}’“, bound a “truncated” tubular closed region ’7;’“ C 7}’“
satisfying SJ’C C int 77“,

(3) SJ’C is the only singular component of {2F} in 77“ (see Proposition [4.1)).
For convenience, let us assume that the “orientation” is chosen in such a way that
’Pjﬁ is adjacent to P, and P* is adjacent to P_. Thus, the tube 7}’“ would be cut
by P_’ﬁ and PF into three closed pieces:

T = 7:]@+ Uj;_k sz}kf,
where ’7?’” is the tubular closed region bounded by ij (from the lateral) and the

two caps Py N 7;-’“ and P_’f_ N ’7;-’“ (from the two ends); likewise, ’f}k_ is the closed
region bounded by Efj, P_nN 7;’“, and P¥ N 7;’“

Proposition 4.18. Let S; be a singular component of {X;} that belongs to the
bumpy type and let Sjk be any singular component of {E,’f} m Sf as stated in
Remark[{. 17 Then
o if the singular component SJk is a curve, the endpoint that is adjacent to
P, must be a local mazimum point of u*;

k «

o if Sjk is a single point, Sjk must be a local maximum point of u® “on the side

toward P1” (see Definition[3.3).
In either case, SJk is of the bumpy type.

Proof. Suppose the contrary that

e when §; is a curve: the endpoint p that is adjacent to P is a one-sided
saddle point of u¥;
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e when SJk is a single point: p = SJk is not a local maximum point of u* on
the side toward Py.
Recall that the choice of the two hyperplanes P_’f_ and P* in Remark @17 is based
on applying Remark [.9)/Remark to the singular component SJk of {Xf}. By
either of the remarks, there exists a time tf > Tllf ; so that

(4.21) SENPENTE £ 0 Vte [r, .

On the other hand, recall that by Remark [{.15] we have
Tho_ k ok

(4.22) t; = PTF%%’C u® e (15, TT;) .

Let 751ﬁ be the hyperplane passing through p and orthogonal to the tangent cylinder
of {=F} at p. Note that Pk NT} is parallel (and close) to Pk NT} and is “between”
P+ N 77“ and ’ﬁjﬁ N 7}’“. In view of the the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of
{2} on PN T\ {p}, we have (see (3.4))

(4.23) max u® =T/
PEOTF

Now define 77“ as the tubular closed region bounded by E’ﬁj (from the lateral) and

the two caps Py NT;* and PN T} (from the two ends). Notice that by {2I) we
have

S NTE A0
and that by [@22), (£.23), and that uk = 7; on the lateral, we have
i 00T} = 0.
As f? is a regular valud®] of uk‘ T 21;? ﬁ’f}k is a closed hypersurface, which encloses
an open region Q% C ’77“ It follows that

Pk k °k k
Tl)j = n};&x ut >t > Tl)j
Qi

would be attained at some interior point of ’77“, which would be a critical point of
u*. Consequently, le ; 1s another singular time of {Ef} in 77“ C Sf, contradicting
Assumption Therefore, when SJ’C is a curve, p must be a local maximum point
of u*; when SJk is a single point, p is a local maximum point of u* on the side
toward Py. (|
Proposition 4.19. In Proposition [{.18, there is actually only one singular com-
ponent of {Zf} mn 7}’“. Therefore, {Ef} has precisely one singular component in
Sf, which is of the bumpy type.

Proof. Let SJ’C be a singular component of {Ef} in 7}’“ as stated in Proposition[4.1§
Suppose the contrary that there exists another singular component SJ’C of {Ef} in

7;’“. Since SJ’C N 7;’“ = (), we may assume without loss of generality that SJ’C C 77”'

(see Remark [L.17).

55T1kj is the only critical value of uk |7~_k by Assumption
’ J
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Let g be the endpoint of SJk that is adjacent to P_]ﬁ N 7;-’“; in case Sjk is a single
one-sided saddle point, then ¢ is SJk itself. By Proposition [.18], g is a one-sided
saddle point of u® such that it is not a local maximum point of u* on the side
toward P¥ N 7;-’“.

By Remark [£.T5 and Remark [£.17 we can find two hyperplanes PJkr and P* near
the endpoints of Sjk that are orthogonal to the tangent cylinders of {Ef} at the
endpoints, respectively, such that the following hold:

(1) Pt n T} and Pk N T} are between Py N T and PhN T.F; the orientation
is chosen in such a way that Pﬁ N 7;’“ is adjacent to Py N 7;’“ and Pk N 7}’“
is adjacent to P_’ﬁ N 77“

(2) There are no singular points of {3} on P_’f_ N 7;-’“ and P* N 7;’“

(3) There exists a time tf > Tllfj so that

(4.24) SENPENTE £ 0 Vte [r, ],

Let P* be the hyperplane passing through g and orthogonal to the tangent cylinder
of {E,’f} at q. Note that Pk is parallel and close to P* and that P* 07;-”“ is between
P_lﬁ N 7;’“ and P* N 7;-’“. In view of the the asymptotically cylindrical behavior of
{=} on Pk N T\ {q}, we have (see (3.4))

(4.25) max u* =TF,.
PEnTE ’

Let p be the endpoint SJk that is adjacent to P_]f_ N 7}’“. Let 75_]?_ be the hyperplane
passing through p and orthogonal to the tangent cylinder of {Zf} at p. Note
that ’ﬁjﬁ is parallel and close to ’Pfﬁ In view of the the asymptotically cylindrical
behavior of {SF} on P¥ N T\ {p}, we have (sce (3.4))

4.26 max u® = TF ..

( ) 754’?07’]’“ 1,7

Now define 'tk as the tubular closed region bounded by E’ﬁj (from the lateral) and
the two caps ’ﬁ_’ﬁ N 7;”“ and Pk N 7;’“ (from the two ends). Note that P* N 77“ is
between P% N T} and Pk N T}, 1t follows from (@.24) that

S5 N7 # 0.
Note that

25 NOTf =0
by ([#25), (£286), and that u* = 7; on the lateral. Since tf is a regular valud®] of
u® ’7}’” Eg? N 'tk is a closed hypersurface, which encloses an open region ﬁ% in 77“.
Thus,

k. ks ik k
17 = Ailxu > t; > 17
i
J

56T1kj is the only critical value of uk k-
> J
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would be attained at some interior point of ’7?’“, which would be a critical point of
u®. Consequently, le ; 1s another singular time of {Ef} in 7\;’“ C S]‘?, contradicting
Assumption Thus, SJ]C is the only one singular component of {E,’f} in 7;-’“. O
4.4. Appendix: Two-convexity. The purpose of this appendix is to show that
in Theorem [[3] as X is two-convex, ¥ would also be two-convex when k is large

(see Proposition [£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
A < Ay <---. Let A be the associated symmetric bilinear form of S, namely,

Aw,w) =g (Sv,w) Vov,we.

Given a pair of linearly independent vectors v1 and ve in 'V, let G (v1,v2) and
A (v1,v2) be the 2 x 2 matrices whose (k,l)-components are given by respectively

G (v1,v2) = g (vk,v1),  Aw (vi,v2) = A(v,v),  for k1€ {1,2}.
Then
(1) the symmetric matriz G (v1,v2) is positive definite;
(2) whenever span {01,702} = span {vi,v2}, we have
trace (GilA) (01, D2) = trace (GilA) (v1,v2) .

Thus, G A can be regarded as a function defined on the Grassmannian Gr V),
i.e., the set of all 2-dimensional vector subspaces of V.. Most importantly,

A+ Ao = min trace (G’flA) .
GT2(V)

The following corollary follows from applying Lemma to the Weingarten
map of a hypersurface ¥ on the tangent space at each point so as to obtain an
expression of k1 + ko, which will be used in Proposition Note that as the
function G~ A (v1,v2) in Lemma is defined on the Grassmannian, we may
assume that the two linearly independent tangent vectors,

1 n—1 ~ 1 n—1
vy =001+ +v Opo1 (vl,---,vl ),

1 -1 1 —1
vy = vy O+ 0y Oy~ (v, 05T ),

are orthonormal with respect to the dot product in order to have the compactness.

Corollary 4.21. Let X be a hypersurface and let x = x (£) be a local parametriza-
tion of ¥. Let g;; (§) and A;j (§) be the components of the metric and the second
fundamental form of ¥ with respect to the local parametrization x (£), respectively.

Let V.C R"1 x R be the set of all pairs of orthonormal (with respect to
the dot product) vectors in R" ™. For each &, define two matriz-valued functions
G (&) and A (&) on 'V as follows: Given

{UIZ(’U%u"'uv?_l)7 U2:(U57.”7vg_1)} EV’

let G (& v1,v2) and A (§;v1,v2) be the 2 x 2 matrices whose (k,l)-components are
given by respectively

le (5;017’02) = Gij (f) v;lcv[ja Akl (55 1)1,’02) = Aij (f) v;lcvljv fOT’ kvl € {17 2} .
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Then we have
(4.27) k1 (&) + ko (€) = min trace (G™rA) (&),

where k1 (§) and ko (§) are the smallest two principal curvatures of ¥ at x (£).
Also, note that by the compactness of V and the continuity of G * A, k1 + ko is a
continuous function.

Since Y, is a two-convex closed hypersurface, the function k1 + k2 is bounded
below by a positive constant on Xg. By virtue of [@27]), we get the following result.

Proposition 4.22. Let 8 be a positive constant such that

min (k1 + k2) > S max H.
Z() z:0

Since

Z’g g; Yo as k— oo,
when k is large, X5 would be B-uniformly convex in the sense that
(4.28) K1+ Ko > BH > 0.

It then follows from [CHN| that the LSF {X}} is S-uniformly two-convex in

the sense that (28] holds at every regular point (with respect to the unit normal
vector field %).
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