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TYPE II SINGULARITIES OF LAGRANGIAN MEAN
CURVATURE FLOW WITH ZERO MASLOV CLASS
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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we will prove some rigidity theorems for blow up
limits to Type II singularities of Lagrangian mean curvature flow with zero
Maslov class or almost calibrated Lagrangian mean curvature flows, especially
for Lagrangian translating solitons in any dimension. These theorems gener-
alized previous corresponding results from two dimensional case to arbitrarily
dimensional case.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The existence of Special Lagrangians in a Calabi-Yau manifold is an interesting
problem in differential geometry and mirror symmetry. The Special Lagrangians
not only are minimal submanifolds, but also are calibrated submanifolds of Calabi-
Yau manifolds ([HL82]). Therefore, the Special Lagrangians are area-minimizing
in their homology class. In a compact Kéahler-Einstein surface, Schoen-Wolfson
([SW01]) have studied the minimization problem and have shown the existence of
a surface which minimizes area among Lagrangian competitors in each Lagrangian
homology class, by variational methods. In addition to using variational methods
to find minimal surfaces, another important idea is to use the mean curvature flow,
which is the negative gradient flow for the area functional.

Smoczyk ([Smo96]) proved that “Lagrangian” condition is preserved by mean
curvature flow, in which case the flow is called the Lagrangian mean curvature
flow. It also follows from the maximum principle that “zero Maslov class” property
or “almost calibrated” condition is preserved by the Lagrangian mean curvature
flow, in which case the flow is called Lagrangian mean curvature flow with zero
Maslov class, or almost calibrated Lagrangian mean curvature flow.

By estalbishing new monotonicity formula, Chen-Li ([CL04]) and Wang ([Wan01])
independently proved that there is no finite time Type I singularity for almost cal-
ibrated Lagrangian mean curvature flow. Neves ([Nev(7]) proved the same con-
clusion for Lagrangian mean curvature flow with zero Maslov class. Furthermore,
Neves constructed examples of Lagrangian mean curvature flow with zero Maslov
class which develops finite time singularity at finite time ([Nev07], [Nev13]). There-
fore, it is important to study blow up flows for Type II singularities of the La-
grangian mean curvature flow, which is a nonflat complete eternal solution to the
Lagrangian mean curvature in C" with bounded second fundamental form, at most
Euclidean area growth, and bounded Lagrangian angle (or almost calibrated).
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In C?, Han-Li-Sun ([HLS11]) have studied the properties of the general limit
flow X2° of the almost calibrated Lagrangian mean curvature flow. In particular,
they provided an estimate for the norm of the mean curvture vector in terms of the
osccilation of the Lagrangian angle for the limit flow. The first result in this paper
is to genaralize this result for Lagrangian mean curvature flow with zero Maslov
class in any dimension n. Specifically, we have:

Theorem 1. Suppose that ¥; (t € (—00,0]) is a complete proper Lagrangian
mean curvature flow in C™ with bounded Lagrangian angle. Assume further that
SUD; e (—00,0] SUPs, |A|* = 1. Then we have

h?*= sup sup|H|*> < ( sup supf — inf inf@)z.
te(—00,0] 4 te(—00,0] 4 te(—00,0] X¢

In the same paper, Han-Li-Sun ([HLS11]) also proved that an eternal solution
to the almost calbrated Lagrangian mean curvature flow in C2 which is flat at all
time must be flat planes, hence cannot arise as blow up limit of almost calibrated
Lagrangian mean curvature flow. By the Gauss equation, we can see that a surface
is falt (i.e. the Gauss curvature vanishes everywhere) if and only if |[H|? = |AJ? on
Y. Recently, Li-Sun ([LS24]) have shown that a stronger result that any almost
calibrated Lagrangian eternal mean curvature flow in C? with cosf > 6§ > 0 and
|H|?> > ¢|A|? with ¢ > 1 — § must be flat planes. Our next theorem generalizes it
to arbitrary dimension n.

Theorem 2. Any proper almost calibrated lagrangian eternal mean curvature flow
in C" with cosf > &6 > 0 and |H|* > ¢|A|*> with ¢ > 1 — & must be flat planes.

As a consequence, we also have the following improvement in ([HLS11]), ([HS10])
and ([LS24]).

Corollary 3. Any proper eternal mean curvature flow in C™ with scalar curvature
Ry, > —(1 —¢)|A|? for e > 1 —§ cannot arise as blow up flow of almost calibrated
Lagrangian mean curvature flow.

An important type of eternal solutions to the Lagrangian mean curvature flow are
Lagrangian translating solitons. There are some nonexistence results and rigidity
theorems on Lagrangian translating solitons (e.g., [HL09], [HS10], [NT13], [Qiu24],
[Sun13l[Sun14![Suni5], etc.).

Recall that a surface X" in R"*¥ is called a translating soliton (or translator) of
the mean curvature flow, if it satisfies

Tt =H

)

where H is the mean curvature vector of " in R"T* and T is a constant vector in
R™t* Let V be the tangent part of 7. Then we have

T=V+H.

In [Sun14|, Sun proved that the infimum of | H| on any complete almost-calibrated
Lagrangian translating soliton in C? with cosf > § > 0 and quadratic area growth
must be zero. Our next result is to improve this result for complete Lagrangian
translating soliton with zero Maslov class of any dimension:
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Theorem 4. Suppose ¥ is a complete Lagrangian translating soliton with zero
Maslov class in C™. Then:

inf |H|? = 0.
2

It is well known that a translating soliton can be viewed as a critical point of
the functional

E(E):/e<T’x>du,
)

where x is the position vector in R***, and du is the volume form on ¥ induced
from the Euclidean space R"t*. For our convenience, we denote dii = e{T*)dp.

It is easy to see that a complete translating soliton cannot be compact. Inspired
by Xin ([Xinl5]) and Sun’s ([Sunlb]) work, we have

Theorem 5. Suppose ¥ is a complete Lagrangian translating soliton with zero
Maslov class in C" and mean curvature vector H € L*(di). Then ¥ must be a
minimal Lagrangian submanifold.

Remark 6. In Theorem B and Theorem [ below, we can only prove that the
translating solitons with suitable restrictions are minimal instead of flat plane.
Actually, when n = 2, it is easy to see that a minimal Lagrangian translating
soliton in C? muse be a plane (see (7). However, when n > 3, a minimal Lagrangian
translating soliton in C™ need not be a flat plane ([NT13]). For instance, if ¥ is any
nonflat Special Lagrangian in C2, then ¥ := R x ¥ C C3 is minimal Lagrangian
translating soliton but nonflat.

Corollary 7. Any translating soliton with mean curvature vector H € L*(dp) in
C? cannot arise as blow up limit of the Lagrangian mean curvature flow with zero
Maslov class.

In order to state the next theorem, we give the definition of weighted polynomial
area growth:

Definition 8. We say a submanifold " in R"t* has weighted polynomial area
growth, if there is a constant Dg > 0 and d > 0, such that

(1) 72N B(r) = / (T gy, < Dord,
2NB(r)

for any 7 > 1 holds, where B(r) is the ball of radius 7 in R"*¥.

Then we have

Theorem 9. Suppose ¥ is a complete Lagrangian translating soliton with zero
Maslov class in C™ and weighted polynomial area growth. Then ¥ must be a minimal
submanifold.

As a corollary, we get that

Corollary 10. Any translating soliton with weighted polynomial area growth in
C? cannot arise as blow up limit of the Lagrangian mean curvature flow with zero
Maslov class.
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By the monotonicity formula to the mean curvature flow, we know that the
blowup limit of mean curvature flow must have polynomial area growth. However
it is not clear whether the blow up limit has weighted polynomial area growth.

In the end of this section let us emphasize several significance of results and
innovations of methodology in this paper. Firstly, all the results proved in this paper
are true for any dimension instead of dimension n = 2. Actually, the dimension
2 is a crucial assumption in [HLSII] and [LS24]. For n = 2, they can use the
weighted monotonicity formula to estimate the maximum of the mean curvature
vector. These arguments are invalidated for n > 2. To overcome this difficulty,
instead of deriving the estimate for the mean curvature vector, we choose a new
cutoff fucntions to obtain the desired decay. Secondly, all the previous results are
proved for almost calibrated Lagrangian translating solitons, where they used Cols 5
to construct the test function. In this paper, we choose to look for cutoff funtions
depending on @ itself so that most of our results are true for Lagrangian translating
solitons with zero Maslov class.

The subsequence sections are organized as follows: in Section 2, we provide some
preliminary materials and in Section 3 and Section 4, we prove the main theorems.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Let M™ be a Calabi-Yau manifold of complex dimensional n with a Kéhler form
w, a complex structure J, a Kéhler metric g and a parallel holomorphic (n, 0)-form
Q of unit length.

An immersed submanifold ¥ in M is Lagrangian if w|s, = 0. The induced volume
form duys, on a Lagrangian submanifold ¥ from the Ricci-flat metric g is related to
O by (see [HL82])

Qlz = “dps,
where 6 is a multivalued function called the Lagrangian angle. When the La-
grangian angle is a single valued function the Lagrangian is called zero-Maslov

class and if cosf > § > 0 for some positive §, then ¥ is called almost calibrated. 1f
0 = constant, then ¥ is a Special Lagrangian.

Let Fy : ¥® — M™% be a smooth immersion of a compact manifold ¥. The
mean curvature flow with initial condition Fj is a smooth family of immersions
F:¥" x [0,T) — M"** satisfying

L F(x,t) = H(x.t),
F(z,0) = Fy(z),

where H(z,t) = H%, = h§v, is the mean curvature vector of the submanifold
¥: = F(X-t) at . The mean curvature fow is the negative gradient flow of the
area functional. If the flow exists globally and converges at infinity, then the limit
must be a minimal submanifold.

For a Lagrangian submanifold ¥, we have the following relation between mean
curvature vector and the Lagrangian angle ([TY02]):

H = JV6.
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It then follows that
(2) IVo| = |H].

Smoczyk ([Smo96]) proved that if the initial submanifold is Lagrangian, then
along the mean curvature flow, it remain Lagrangian for positive time. In this
case, the flow is called “Lagrangian mean curvature flow”. Smoczyk ([Smo99]) also
derived the following equation for the Lagrangian angle along the mean curvature
flow:

0
3) (5~ A)8=0
and thus
(4) (ﬁ — A)cos = |H|? cosb.

ot

As a result, if the initial surface is almost calibrated, i.e., cos6(-,0) has a positive
lower bound, then by applying the parabolic maximum principle to this evolution
equation, one concludes that cosf remains positive as long as the mean curva-
ture flow has a smooth solution, i.e., almost calibrated condition is preserved by
mean curvature flow, in which case the flow is called “almost calibrated Lagrangian
mean curvature flow”. (@) also implies that “zero Maslov class” property is pre-
served along the Lagrangian mean curvature flow. In this case the flow is called
“Lagrangian mean curvature flow with zero Maslov class”.
From (@), it is easy to see that on Lagrangian translating solitons, we have:

(5) AO+(V, V) =0.
This implies that
(6) —Acosf = |H[*cos + V - Vcos¥,

which will be used later.
For a two dimensional translating soliton in R*, Han-Li ([HL09]) computed the
following identities on translating solitons:

\VH|?> V-V|H|?

AP = |HP?+2
(7) A = [P + 2500+~

This implies that two dimensional translating soliton in R* is a flat plane if and
only if it is minimal.

Finally, we also have the following well-known evolution equation for the mean
curvature vector along mean curvature flow in R™** which will be used later (see,
for example, ([ABI0])):

9 2 Lr2 arrBro B
(8) (5; — DNH = —2|V*H| +2_25H HPhS .
1,7,

3. RIGIDITY THEOREMS FOR BLOW UP FLOWS OF LAGRANGIAN MEAN
CURVATURE FLOWS

In this section, we will prove the first two main theorems for blow up flows of
Lagrangian mean curvature flows.
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Proof of Theorem [Ik Without loss of generality, we may assume

inf inff=0.
te(—o0,0] Tt
It h =0 or n := Sup;e(—oo,]
we assume that h > 0, n > 0.
We introduce a new function f(X,t) = |H|* + p?, where p > 1, t € [-T,0].
Using the evolution equation (B]) for 6 and the evolution equation (§) for |H|?, we
get

supy, = 0, it is evident that the result holds. Now

(A= 2)f > 2V H — 2 HP| AP + 20/V0]

> 2(p — 1)|H|*.

Here, we have used the assumption sup¢(_ ., o Sups, [A|* = 1 and the fact (2)).
Let ¢(x) be a C? function on [0, 00) such that

1, if 0<z<i,
1/’(‘75)_{ 0, if z>1,
0<e(x) <1, ¢'(x) <0, [¢"(z)] <C and 7|¢1/:(é))|2 <C,

where C' is an absolute constant. )
We construct a cutoff function g(X,t) = 1/1(%)1/1(%) A straightforward com-
putation shows that

g,  u |X[P t (X, VX)? e (55 1t IXP
(A_ a)g—‘lw ( R2 )"/’(T) R4 +¢(T) R? B Tw (T)w( R? )
c C
> —
= R T
and
Vgl . O
g ~ R?

Set ¢ = gf. Since ¢‘8(§R><[7T,0]) = 0, then ¢ must achieve it’s maximum at
some points (z;,t;) € Bgr x [-T,0]. By the maximum value principle, at (x;,;),
we obtain that

0
) >
at¢(xlvtl) — O)

V¢(£L‘l, ti) = O,

i.e.,
) )
(A== (A-5)af <0
and
vg=-Ivy.
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Hence, we get

0
0> (A——
> (A=2)9f
= f(Aa- ﬁ)g—i—g(A - ﬁ)f+2Vgi
ot ot
¢, ¢ A
P _ B A
> —pzf =/ +2(p - )glH] ; f
C C

>——f——f+2p—1)g|H*

2 —paf = f+20 - 1)glH]
Since p > 1 and f is bounded, we get

C C
glH* (w5, ;) < + .
Al et) < G T =7
Therefore,
C C
sup  f(wq,t;) < + +p sup 67
B g x[~T.0) ( ) (p—1DR? (p-1)T Brx[-T,0]
Letting R — oo and T' — oo, we obtain
h? < pn*.

Letting p — 1, we get the desired inequality. 0

Proof of Theorem We first prove that the eternal flow is minimal under the
assumption that

9) [H|? > e|A]%,

where € > 1 — §. We prove it by contradiction.

As explained earlier,we suppose on the contrary that the eternal solution is not
minimal. Without loss of generally, we may assume that |H|(0,0) = 1. Let f
be a positive increasing function which is to be determined later. We compute
(A= 2)(|H|?f(s25)). First note that by (@),

cos
1 A—2 6 1
(A_ﬁ) = _( 6‘;) o8 +2cos |V —
(10) Ot’ cos cos? 6 cos
_ P +2cos |V ! ?
" cos#d cosf'

On the other hand, the equality (8) combining with Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
yields

0 1 o a1,B
(A - §)|H|Q =2|V H|* -2 Y HYHPhh
(11) i.,0,8

> 2|VEH|? — 2|AP | H|*.

We calculate

Oy a1 | , ) 1
(A= SVIHPA(— ) = (A= o) HPF(— ) +|HP(A = £)(F(=5)
FOVIHP V()

2VEH? - 2| AP|H?)

> [
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(12) (L o cosny 4 g9
YR Y

7 'Vf(m
VL e
|H|2 f cosf

+2

)

= HPf(2 —2|AP +

" (f/)2 / 1
+|HP(f" - 2T +2f cos@)|Vm|

V(fIH?) 1
I fIHZ vJC(COSH)'

Set ¢ = f|H|?. At the point where ¢ # 0, it is easy to see that

+2H

1
Vo= fV|H]? + |H*f'V—:,
cosf

ie.,

(13)

1 [,V VIHP
COSQ_?(?_ |H|? )

Plugging ([I3) into ([IZ), we obtain

B |VLH|?
(A - §)¢ 2 ¢(2 |H|2

d)f 1!
T
d) 1

+2H[ S 10) 0059

I IHP?

— 24P+ f cosﬁ)

I IHP? [VEHP?

U 4 o cost) (TIHPE _,VIHE Vo
VIV ER

1
cosf

Vg|?
¢2

= ¢( —2|AP%) 4+ ¢(2 +4

fcoso

SO et

(14) 1 2/H| f%vcolse

o

et e
Vo 1

+2AHPS FVCOSH

L~ 21ap) + (4(7 +sf 50— 6)
!

ff// f

L + 2ot ) (I
Vo 1

+2|H| f7V =0’

[VIH]]”

24 L

£ VIH]?
)’ |1
Vol 0 L Vo

f cosf 7)

=¢(F

!

-2

fITIVIHIE VP
|H? (f)2 |HJ? [H|?
V|H?
[H|?

—[)

Vo,

)
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where we used the Kato’s inequality
IVIH|]> < |[VH|.
Set % = g. We choose g such that for = € [1, ]
ex/g > 2,
(15) { —49'+8g/x—2=0,

where ¢ is a fixed constant. Note that x in this place represents the rang of La-
grangian angle. Let g(z) = $c(x), then c(z) need satisfy

0<e(z) <e,
—xd =1-c.

We choose ¢(x) = 1 — nz by solving the last equation. Then we have that
1—g§c(x)§1—77.

Therefore, the system (IH) has a solution if and only if 1 —e < 7 < §. Hence, our
assumption that ¢ > 1 — ¢ implies that we can choose

1l-e+6
n= 5 .
Wth this choice of 7, we have
x
9= 5(1 — 1)
and )
T 1
= _ 1, =]
f@) = e weL 3]
It is evident that for = € [1, 1],
1 1
— 5 < @) £ —5-
ap == G

On the other hand, by our assumption(@), we know from (I4]) that
(16)

0
(A - E)Qb > 2¢|A|2(

Vol|? ! 1 Vv
= )+ 5 kv 5 T

[ @ T Teost 9
R
> 2D e O (o Lv Ly ) ¥
> %MHF ~b- %,
where b = ¢§VCO£9 - 2|H|2f’Vﬁ-

We claim that b is bounded on Y. Indeed, the definition of f guarantees that
/' and fT are uniformly bounded by a constant depending only on §. Therefore we

ZOCSOQS: = zossi;‘g V6. But by our assumption, cosé is bounded
below by §. Thus, [2)) gives the upper bound of 20202599 because of the boundedness
of |AJ2.

Assume |H|? is not identically zero, we may assume ¢(0,0) = 1 > 0.

only need to control




10 XIANG LI', YONG LUO?, AND JUN SUN?

Let ¢(z) be a C? function on [0, 00) such that

1, if 0<z<i
_ ’ = = 9>
w(””)_{ 0, if x>1,

0 <w(z) <1, ¢/(z) <0, [ (x)] < C and

where C' is an absolute constant. )
We construct a cutoff function h(X,t) = ¢( I)};L JU(%).
Now we consider the function F on Br(0) x [s;, 0] defined by

F(x,t) = hé(x,t).

()]
b =

Using the fact that |[VX|? = n, a straightforward computation shows that

d v X2 X,VX)? oy (XY 1, X2
- 2= 1y KLy ) ETX" g2 Crn) 1yt IXE,
._ ¢ ¢
- R2 T
Vh|? C
(17) Vi o

Since F|8(§R)X[S_ q="0 then F must achieve its maximum at some (y,t) € Br(0) x
[Si, 0]
By the maximum principle, at (y,t), we obtain that

- >
5L (W:t) 20,
VE(y,t) =0,
AF(y,t) <0.
Hence,
3} 0
— V= (A= \ho <
(A= 5)F = (A= 5)hs <0,
h
Vh =—--Vé.
5 ¢
Using (@) and (I7), we obtain
(A——)
0 0
:¢(A—§)h h(A - —)¢+2Vh-V¢
C C e+6— Vo o
" __ﬁ¢ T¢+T¢|H|h b- ¢h+2Vh (- h)Vh
C C e+0— o)
:_ﬁ - T+ ¢|H| h+b-Vh=2[Vh[?
C 5+5 C
¢—f¢ O OlHPh bl 2
5—1—5 | |2_g_£_ C
T l4+e-9 R R2 T’
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where C is constant which depend only on ¢ and the bound of |A]?. By (), it
implies that

e+6—1, c o
— |HPy,t) < =+ — + —

which gives us the desired contradiction by letting R — oo and T' — oo. This
proves that the eternal solution satisfies

|H|?> =0,

which implies that eternal mean curvature flow 3 is a minimal surface. Then by
our assumpution (@), we know |A| = 0. This finishes the proof of the theorem.

4. RIGIDITY THEOREMS FOR LAGRANGIAN TRANSLATING SOLITON WITH ZERO
MASLOV CLASS

In this section, we will prove the rigidity theorems for Lagrangian translating
soliton with zero Maslov class .

Proof of Theorem [t We prove it by contradiction. Suppose there is a complete
Lagrangian translating soliton ¥ in C™ with —D; < 6 < Do, |T| =1 and

(19) inf |H|? :==a >0,

where a € (0, 3). Set u = 62, then by (), we can easily see that
(20) Au=2|H|?> = (V -Vu),

where A and V are the Laplacian and gradient operator on 3 with respect to the
induced metric, respectively.

Let ¢ be any cutoff function and p be a positive number to be determined later.
Multiplying both sides of @0) by ¢?uP and integrating by parts yields

2/ ¢*uP|H |*dp — / d*uP (V - Vu) du
5 5
:/ d?uP Audp = —p/ H*uP ™\ Vul?dp — 2/ ouPVo - Vudp
b b b
Rearranging this equality and using Young’s inequality, we obtain
2 [ GwlPdup | o |TuPdn
b b
:/ $*uP (V - Vu) dp — 2/ ouPVo - Vudp
) b
< [ FuVIITuldu+2 [ o0V Vuldn
) b
1
Ss/ H*uP T V|2 dp + —/ ¢*uP | Vul2dp
b de Jx

+2 [ 0w [Vo|Vuldy,
>
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which implies that

1 _
/ ¢*uP (2| H|? — eu|V[*)dp + (p — E)/ *uP~HVulPdp
(21) > $
SQ/ PpuP |V || Vuldp.
From 1= |T|* = |H|> + |V|*, =Dy < 6 < Dy and ([[J), we get that
2|H[? — eu|V|* > 2a — eD?*(1 — a) > 2a — eD?,

where D = max{D1, Dy}. We first choose € = {5z, then
20H|> —eD*|V]2 > a
Then we obtain from (2I]) that
/¢ uPdp + (p /(b uP~HVul?du
<2 / 6P|V 6| Vuldp.
)
Next, we choose p = f—; +1:= Py, then
(22) a/ ¢2uP°du—|—/ H*ufo " Vul?du < 2/ out* |V || Vu|du.
) ) )
Now we take a smooth function ¢(z) : R — R supported on [—R, R] which
has the property: ¢ = 1 on [—%, %] and there is a constant Cp, > 0 such that

V| < CppP % for 0 < b < 1.

From Huisken’s monotonicity formula, we see that the blow-up limit of La-
grangian mean curvature flow always has polynomial area growth (e.g., [Col12]). By
using Young’s inequality and the property of ¢, we can estimate [, pu’®|Vo||Vu|dp
as follows:

C
[ o961 9uldn < S [ orvuivaldy
z
<92D2 G ¢1+bu—P0(;+b) uPo(;fb) dy
R z

/(;52 Pody + ¢ / ufodp
4 Rl b JY¥Nsuppep

Z / p*uPody + CD* P R
4 b))

(23)

| /\

I /\

where we used the fact |Vu| = |[V6?| = 2|6||V0| < 2D. Finally we choose b > 0
such that n — 1% <0, i.e., b >1— 2. Using @23) in [@22)), we have

9/ ¢*dp < C(a, D,n)R" 7.
2 s
This gives the desired contradiction as R — oo. 0

Proof of Theorem [5: Let ¢ be any cutoff function and p be a positive number to
be determined later. Multiplying both sides of 20) by ¢?ue™*) and integrating
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by parts yields

2/E¢2u|H|2e<T’x>duz/zqﬁ2u(Au+(V, Vau))e!T* du
=[E¢2udng(e<T’x>Vu)du
:—/E<V(¢2u),Vu> T dy
—— [ #Ivuper

-2 / du (V, Vu) e T*dy,
b
which implies that
(24) /¢2(2u|H|2+|Vu|2)e<T7x>du§2/ ou| V|| Vule T dp.
x b

Since —D; < 0 < Do, we see that § < D := max{D;, Da2}. Furthermore, from (2,
we have

(25) |Vu| = |V6?| = 2|0||V6| < 2D|H]|.

Therefore, by ([24]), we have

/ ¢2(2u|H|2 + |Vu|2>e<T,x>du < C(D)/ ¢|V¢||H|6(T,x>du
(26) = =
— (D) / 8[| |H]dfi.

Now for any fixed R > 0, we take the cutoff function ¢ = ¢r such that ¢ €
C°(B(2R)), ¢ = 1 on B(R), and |V¢| < |Dg¢| < £. Here, B(R) is the ball of
radius in R™, D¢ is the gradient of ¢ with respect to the Euclidean metric in R™,
and C' is an absolute constant. Taking ¢ = ¢r in ([20) yields

[ Culp + [vup)eau < o) [ olve|Hdn
P %

(27)
<40 / \H |dR

By our assumption, [y, [H|dfi < co. Letting R — oo in (1), we finally obtain that
H =0 on X. This means that ¥ is a minimal submanifold.
When n = 2, by (@), we see that A =0 on ¥. Thus it must be a flat plane.

Proof of Theorem
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Let ¢ be any cutoff function and p be a positive number to be determined later.
Multiplying both sides of 20) by ¢?uefT>) and integrating by parts yields

2/2¢2u|H|26<T’x>du:/Eqﬁzu(Au—i—(V, Vu))elT* dp
:/EqﬁzudiVE(e(T’x)Vu)du
:—/Z<V(¢2u),Vu> eTXdy
—— [ 1Ty

-2 / du (V, Vu) e T*dy,
b
which implies that
@) [ FeuHP )™ <2 [ oulT6lTuleTap
= b

Now we take a smooth function ¢(z) : R — R supported on [—R, R] which
has the property: ¢ = 1 on [—g, g] and there is a constant Cp, > 0 such that
IV¢| < CyoP§ for 0 < b < 1.

By using Young’s inequality, the bound of u = 62 and the property of ¢, we can
estimate (28] as follows:

1
/¢2(2“|H|2+|W|2)6<T”‘>du SC/(beUIVMﬁe(T*’Odu
z s

~1
§C—/¢1+b|Vu|e<T’x>d,u
R Js

§/ ¢2|Vu|26<T’x>du+/ L26<T’x>d,u.
> YNsuppop Rt

Finally we choose b > 0 such that n — % <0,ie,b>1-— % Then

\/;¢2U|H|26<Tﬁx>dﬂ S

Letting R — oo in (@), we obtain that |[H| = 0 on X. This means that X is a
minimal submanifold.
When n = 2, by (@), we see that A =0 on ¥. Thus it must be a flat plane.

/NJ,(E M BQR(O))
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