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THE MEAN CURVATURE FLOW ON SOLVMANIFOLDS

ROMINA M. ARROYO, GABRIELA P. OVANDO, RAQUEL PERALES, AND MARIEL SÁEZ

Abstract. This work is a survey of the most relevant background material to
motivate and understand the construction and classification of translating solutions
to mean curvature flow on a family of solvmanifolds.

We introduce the mean curvature flow and some known results in the field.
In particular we explore the notion of translating solution in the Euclidean space
and extensions into other Riemannian manifolds. We also include a discussion on
solvmanifolds and some elements of its geometry that are relevant to our work. We
finish by posing the equations that describe translating solutions to mean curvature
flow on our family of 3-dimensional solvmanifolds with some additional assumptions.

This project emerged at the “Latin American and CaribbeanWorkshop on Math-
ematics and Gender” held at Casa Matemática Oaxaca (CMO) from May 15-20,
2022.
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1. Introduction

The mean curvature flow is an extrinsic geometric flow with an extensive history
that includes applied problems as well as purely geometric questions. This equa-
tion describes the gradient flow of the area functional, describing the deformation
of submanifolds as they minimize their volume in the steepest direction. The mean
curvature flow was first described in the 1950’s by Mullins [42] in the context of
material science, where the motion of interfaces between phases of a material can
be described by this equation due to the minimization of certain energy. The first
mathematically rigorous work on the mean curvature flow was carried out by Brakke
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in 1978 [4], where he used the tools of Geometric Measure Theory to define solutions
to this equation. In the 1980’s, Huisken developed fundamental aspects of the theory
for classical solutions [27, 28]. Subsequently, there have been many results regarding
the mean curvature flow (see [3] and references therein).

Solutions to mean curvature flow with additional structure have played an impor-
tant role in the theory, providing explicit examples and serving as models for the
behavior of more general solutions to the equation. To compute explicit solutions in
R

n, symmetries of Euclidean space, such as rotational symmetry, translation invari-
ance, or graphicality, are usually exploited. A particularly important subset of these
specific solutions is the category of solitons or self-similar solutions, which we will
introduce in Section 2 and elaborate on their relevance.

While the mean curvature flow is well-posed on any Riemannian manifold, there
are not many works adapted to specific non-Euclidean geometries. Explicit examples
of solutions must be considered in each special case. Nevertheless, several works sug-
gest that the geometry of submanifolds in non-Euclidean spaces can exhibit richness
and diversity compared to its Euclidean counterpart. An illustrative case study is the
minimal surface theory, which corresponds to the static case of mean curvature flow,
in H

2 × R (for a non exhaustive list of references, see [12, 15, 22, 44]). Notably, the
manifold H

2 ×R belongs to a broader family of 3-manifolds known as solvmanifolds.
These can be described as R3 with a family of metrics given by a warped product and
a group structure, playing a crucial role in Thurston’s geometries and the topological
classification of 3-manifolds.

The role of solvmanifolds in classifying 3-manifolds establishes a connection be-
tween them and general 3-manifolds through Ricci flow. This process breaks down
general manifolds into fundamental pieces. On the other hand, several authors [17,
37, 48] have studied the interplay between mean curvature flow and Ricci flow. It
would be certainly interesting to understand whether these results may provide a
tool to connect results of mean curvature flow in solvmanifolds with more general
3-dimensional geometries.

In this work we are interested in studying solitons to mean curvature flow on 3-
dimensional solvmanifolds. An advantage of working in this setting, as opposed to a
more general Riemmanian manifold, is that symmetries of the ambient space can be
explicitly stated. Specific examples exploiting these symmetries have been already
explored by some authors in some special situations, and we will discussed this in
Section 4.
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The main goal of this survey is to provide sufficient background to motivate and
pose the question of constructing translating solutions to mean curvature flow on gen-
eral 3-dimensional solvmanifolds. To this end, the structure of this manuscript is as
follows: In Section 2, we motivate and set up the mean curvature flow on Riemannian
manifolds. We also explain the concept of translating solutions in Euclidean space
and how this is extended to other geometries. In Section 3, we define a particular
family of 3-dimensional solvmanifolds and describe their Killing vector fields. In Sec-
tion 4 we discuss several known results. Finally, in Section 5 we propose a setup to
extend some results from the previous section. While we expect that readers with a
basic background in Riemannian geometry can follow our computations, we include
details for their convenience.

2. The Mean Curvature Flow

The (co-dimension 1) mean curvature flow is a geometric equation that considers
the evolution in time of an embedding ϕ :Mn × [0, T ) → N n+1 of an n–manifold M
into an (n + 1)–dimensional Riemannian manifold (N , g), with normal speed equal
to its mean curvature. This translates into the evolution equation

(1) g

(
∂ϕ

∂t
, ν

)
= −H,

where
H and ν are the (scalar) mean curvature and a consistent choice of unit normal

vector field of M , respectively.

2.1. The Euclidean case. When N = R
n+1 with the standard metric is considered

this equation has been extensively studied (see the introduction above for references).
This situation is referred to as the “classical case” in this manuscript. Here, we list
a few well-known examples of explicit solutions in R

n+1.

• Spheres of radius R(t) =
√
R0 − 2nt and cylinders of radius R(t) =

√
R0 − 2mt

with m ≤ n and n−m flat directions.
• For n = 1, the grim reaper ϕ(x, t) = (x, t− ln cosx) and for general n we have
ϕ(x, t)× R

n−1.
• The bowl soliton: This is a rotationally symmetric graph that exists for di-
mensions bigger or equal than 2, and it is invariant by translation in time.

Note that the first example is only defined until the finite time T = R0

2nt
, while the

other two examples are defined for all times.

A PDE argument that uses the maximum principle allows us to show that evolving
surfaces that are disjoint at the initial time remain disjoint as long as the evolutions
are smooth (see Theorem 6.16 in [3]). This, in particular, implies that all compact
initial conditions develop singularities in finite time (since they can be enclosed by
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a large sphere which becomes extinct in finite time), and the understanding of these
singularities is one of the main goals in the field.

It is not difficult to show (using arguments from PDE theory, see Theorem 6.20
in [3] for instance) that singularities occur when the second fundamental form of the
evolving surface is unbounded. One possible classification of singularities is according
to the “rate” at which this blow up occurs. More precisely, if the norm of the second
fundamental form is of order 1√

T−t
(where T is the maximal time of existence), then

the singularity is labeled as a “type I singularity”. Otherwise, singularities are known
as “type II”.

To gain a better understanding of singularities, rescaling procedures adapted to
each type of singularity, often referred to as “blow-ups”, have been proposed (see [40]
for a precise description). In the limit these blow ups converge to a special solution of
the mean curvature flow. In the case of type I singularities, the limit of such rescaling
converges to a shrinking self-similar solution, which is a solution of the form λ(t)M0,
where M0 is a fixed manifold and λ′(t) < 0. Under additional convexity assumptions,
these solutions are seen to be spheres and cylinders. For a classification of shrinking
self-similar solutions under certain assumptions, see [1, 29, 30].

On the other hand, for type II singularities, Hamilton proposed a rescaling proce-
dure that ensures that the limit is an eternal solution – a solution that exists for all
times (see [40] for a precise description). Translating self-similar solutions (or transla-
tors) are a particular case of eternal solutions that can be expressed asMt =M0+ tv,
where v is the direction of translation. It is a standing question whether it is always
possible to perform rescalings of type II singularities that produce translators. Under
some additional assumptions, this is the case (see the work of Choi, Haslhofer and
Hershkovits in [8] for example), motivating the classification of translators (see for
instance [1, 5, 24, 25].)

Another topic of interest in the field has been the study of entire graphs evolving
by mean curvature flow. In contrast with the compact case, these solutions do not
develop singularities in finite time. The seminal work of Ecker and Huisken in [13, 14]
shows long-time existence for any locally Lipschitz condition, along with several rel-
evant estimates and other results. In this case, expanding self-similar solutions (or
expanders) play a role. These solutions are described as λ(t)M0, where M0 is a fixed
manifold and λ′(t) > 0.

2.2. Self-similar solutions in general Riemannian manifolds. As can be seen
from the previous discussion, the concept of self-similar solution (shrinking, translat-
ing or expanding) depends on the symmetries of Euclidean space. An extension con-
sidered in the literature of this concept to other manifolds involves solutions ϕt(M0),
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where ϕ is the flow associated to a vector field V that is either conformal or Killing
(see for example [10, 33, 34, 46, 47]). Recall that V is called conformal if it satisfies
LV g = 2fg, where L is the Lie derivative, g the ambient metric and f is called the
potential function. In the special case, when f ≡ 0 the vector field V is Killing,
which in the Euclidean setting is identified with translators. On the other hand, non
trivial conformal fields can be associated (in the Euclidenan setting) to homothetic
self-similar solutions (that is, shrinkers and expanders).

3. The solvmanifolds (S, g)

The aim of this section is to introduce the family of 3-dimensional solvmanifolds
for which we will study the Mean Curvature Flow. To achieve this goal and facilitate
self-contained reading, we will briefly review the notion of a Lie group equipped with
a left-invariant metric.

3.1. Lie groups, solvmanifolds and groups of isometry. A Lie group is a group
G endowed with a differentiable structure, for which the product map G × G → G

and the inverse map G→ G are differentiable maps. So, left-translations by elements
of the group, Lp(g) = pg for every g ∈ G, are diffeomorphisms of the Lie group.

A vector field X ∈ X (G) is called left-invariant if dLp◦X = X ◦Lp for every p ∈ G.
The set of left-invariant vector fields of G forms a finite dimensional subspace closed
under the Lie bracket. Indeed, every left-invariant vector field of G is determined by
its value at the identity element. This subspace is called the Lie algebra of G and
will be denoted by g.

Conjugations maps Ig : G→ G are automorphisms of G defined by

Ig(x) = gxg−1,

and are diffeomorphisms of G. Since Ig(e) = e for all g ∈ G, it follows that the differ-
ential d(Ig)e : TeG → TeG induces an isomorphism at the Lie algebra level. It is not
hard to verify that Ad : G→ GL(g), given by Ad(g) = d(Ig)e, is a homomorphism of
Lie groups, that is, a representation, which is called the adjoint representation.

A Lie group G is called unimodular if and only if

detAd(g) = 1, for all g ∈ G.

At the Lie algebra level this implies that tr ad(X) = 0 for any X ∈ g, with equiva-
lence whenever the Lie group G is connected. Here ad(X) : g → g denotes the map
ad(X)(Y ) := [X, Y ] and tr(·) denotes the trace operator.

At the Lie algebra g one has the derived series defined by:

D0(g) = g, Dj(g) = [Dj−1(g), Dj−1(g)] for j ≥ 1.
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If there is k > 0 such that Dk(g) = 0, the Lie algebra is called solvable and the
corresponding Lie group is called a solvable Lie group.

One says that a group G acts (on the left) on a set M if there is a function
µ : G×M → M such that:

• µ(gh, x) = µ(g, µ(h, x)) for all g, h ∈ G, x ∈M .
• µ(e, x) = x for every x ∈M , where e denotes the identity element in G.

Given an action, the orbit of x ∈ M is given by:

G · x = {µ(g, x) for g ∈ G},
and the isotropy subgroup at x ∈M is given by:

Gx = {g ∈ G : µ(g, x) = x}.
We note that if the action of G on M is transitive all the isotropy groups are conju-
gated and isomorphic.

Example 3.1. Let G be a Lie group.

• G acts on itself by translations on the left: G×G→ G given by (p, x) → px.
This action has trivial isotropy.

• Another action of G on G is by conjugation G× G → G, (p, x) → pxp−1. In
this case the isotropy subgroup at x ∈ G, Gx, is usually called the centralizer
of x in G.

If a differentiable manifoldM admits a transitive action of a Lie group G, one says
that the manifold is a homogeneous space (more details on homogeneous spaces can
be read in [23]). A solvmanifold is a connected Riemannian manifold which is acted
upon transitively by a solvable Lie group of isometries (see [18]).

3.1.1. Isometry groups of 3-dimensional Lie groups (G, g). Let G be a Lie group with
a left-invariant metric g defined on it. Every isometry can be written as f = Lp ◦ ϕ,
a composition of an isometry ϕ that preserves the identity element of G and a trans-
lation on the left Lp, by some element p ∈ G. More explicitly, if f is an isometry
of G we can assume f(e) = p for some p ∈ G. Then, Lp−1 ◦ f is an isometry of G
preserving the identity element. Thus, Lp−1 ◦ f = ϕ. Equivalently, f = Lp ◦ ϕ with
ϕ an isometry preserving the identity element.

The subgroup of translations on the left is isomorphic to the Lie group. In fact
L : G→ Isom(G, g) given by g → Lg is a monomorphism onto its image.

Thus, the isometry group of (G, g), denoted by Isom(G, g), is a group with the
composition of functions as the group operation and admits a decomposition as a
product of subgroups:

Isom(G, g) = G . Isom(G, g)e.
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This is a generalization of the situation in Euclidean space, where every isometry
decomposes as Ta◦R, with Ta representing a translation by a (defined as Ta(x) = x+a)
and R being an orthogonal map. Notice that the sum of vectors in Euclidean space
is commutative, a property that does not necessarily hold in Lie groups.

The isometry groups of simply connected Lie groups of dimension three with a
left-invariant metric were computed in [19] and [11] for the unimodular and non-
unimodular cases, respectively.

There exist, up to Lie group isomorphisms, three simply connected unimodular

solvable Lie groups of dimension three: Nil3, Sol3 and Ẽ0(2). The isometry groups
of these were obtained in Theorem 3.2 for Nil3, Theorem 3.3 for Sol3 and Theorem

3.4 for Ẽ0(2) in [19].

For the non-unimodular setting, every three-dimensional solvable Lie algebra de-
composes as a sum of vector spaces R2 ⊕R, where R

2 is an abelian ideal spanned by
vectors V1, V2 and the action of V3 on R

2 is determined by a 2×2 real matrix A, with
tr(A) = 2, whose determinant c = det(A) is an isomorphism invariant, except when
A is the identity. This invariant was introduced by Milnor in [41]. The action of V3
is given either by

• the identity or

• a matrix of the form

(
0 1
−c 2

)
.

For A = Id the isometry group was computed in [11, Theorem 3.1].

For every c as above, the corresponding Lie group is denoted by Gc. The isometry
groups were computed

• in Theorem 3.2 in [11] for G0,
• in Theorem 3.5 in [11] for G1 and
• in Theorems 3.6, 3.7 and 3.8 [11] for Gc, with c 6= 0, 1.

3.2. The solvmanifold (S, g). Three dimensional solvmanifolds have been exten-
sively used for various purposes. In particular, they give models for three-dimensional
compact spaces in the geometrization conjecture. We refer the reader to the foun-
dational work of John Milnor [41] for properties of these spaces (such as curvature
properties). We now describe the family of solvmanifolds we are interested in.

The three-dimensional solvmanifolds we are interested in are constructed as follows.
Consider the underlying differentiable structure of R3 with its usual coordinates and
the group structure defined by:

(x1, y1, z1)(x2, y2, z2) = (x1 + eλ1z1x2, y1 + eλ2z1y2, z1 + z2),
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where λ1, λ2 ∈ R. Note that for λ1 = λ2 = 0, S is isomorphic as a Lie group to R
3.

To avoid this case, which has been extensively studied, we will always assume that
λ1 6= 0.

In this product, the identity element is e = (0, 0, 0), and for every (x, y, z) ∈ R
3,

its inverse is given by (x, y, z)−1 = (−e−λ1zx,−e−λ2zy,−z).

A basis of left-invariant vector fields on S is obtained as follows:

E1(x, y, z) :=
d

ds
|s=0(x, y, z)(s, 0, 0) = eλ1z∂x,

E2(x, y, z) :=
d

ds
|s=0(x, y, z)(0, s, 0) = eλ2z∂y,

E3(x, y, z) :=
d

ds
|s=0(x, y, z)(0, 0, s) = ∂z.

(2)

This basis satisfies the following non-trivial Lie bracket relations:

[E3, E1] = λ1E1, [E3, E2] = λ2E2.

From these bracket relations, we see that s is solvable. In fact, its derived series ends
in the second step: s ⊇ [s, s] ⊇ [[s, s], [s, s]] = 0.

Take the Riemannian metric on S for which the basis mentioned above is orthonor-
mal; that is, at each (x, y, z):

(3) g = e−2λ1zdx2 + e−2λ2zdy2 + dz2.

For g as above, left-translations Lp are isometries, p ∈ S. Since this action of S by
isometries is transitive, the manifold S is a homogeneous space. In particular, this
solvmanifold is complete (Theorem 4.5 Ch. IV in [32]).

Let ∇ denote the Levi-Civita connection on S. The Koszul formula for left-
invariant vector fields U, V gives

2∇UV = [U, V ]− adt(U)(V )− adt(V )(U),

where adt(U) denotes the transpose of ad(U) : s → s with respect to the metric g.
From it, one gets

∇E1
E1 = λ1E3, ∇E1

E3 = −λ1E1,

∇E2
E2 = λ2E3, ∇E2

E3 = −λ2E2,
(4)

and zero otherwise.

Remark 3.2. For λ1 = λ2, it is not hard to compute that the sectional curvatures
of (S, g) are equal to

sec(v, w) = −λ21,
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for orthonormal vectors v, w in TpS. Hence, (S, g) as a simply connected manifold of
constant sectional curvature is isometric to the hyperbolic space (see, for instance,
Theorem 11.12, Ch. 11 in [35]).

Furthermore, there exists an isomorphism of Lie groups between S and the 3-
dimensional hyperbolic space. To see this, we recall the following explicit construc-
tion:

The group structure on a half-space model of the real hyperbolic space

H
n = {(x1, . . . , xn−1, t) ∈ R

n | t > 0}
is given by

(x1, . . . , xn−1, t)(y1, . . . , yn−1, s) =
(
x1 + ty1, . . . , xn−1 + tyn−1, ts

)
.

This is a Riemannian manifold with constant negative curvature when endowed with
the metric

gλ =
1

x2n

(
dx21 + . . .+ dx2n−1 + λdx2n

)

for λ 6= 0. Then the map ψ : S → H
3 given by

ψ : (x1, x2, x3) = (x1, x2, e
x3)

is an isomorphism of Lie groups.

We now describe Isom(S, g). First, we have that left-translations on S are generated
by the following one-parameter groups:

(x, y, z) → (x+ c, y, z),
(x, y, z) → (x, y + c, z),

(x, y, z) → (eλ1cx, eλ2cy, z + c),

where c ∈ R.
In view of the scalars λi, the unimodular cases correspond to the condition λ1+λ2 =

0. These are called the Sol3 models. The MCF in the solvmanifold Sol3 (with λ1 = 1)
was studied in [46], where the corresponding isometry group was considered.

We focus here in the non-unimodular situation, when equipped with the left-
invariant metric in Equation (3). In this case, from the results in [11] mentioned
above, the isometry groups are

• For λ1 = λ2, the corresponding isometry group is
Isom(S, g) = O(3, 1) = S.O(3).

• For λ2 = 0 we have Isom(S, g) = S.SO(2).
• For the other cases, Isom(S, g) = S, that is, it consists of left-translations.
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It is worth noting that the following map is an orientation reversing isometry fixing
the identity element on S:

(x, y, z) → (−x, y, z).

Since we are interested in studying translators, here we list the Killing vector fields
of the family (S, g). Let us note that the subalgebra of Killing vector fields is in
correspondence with the Lie algebra of Isom(S, g).

The Killing vector fields corresponding to translations on the left, are the right-
invariant vector fields:

Ẽ1(x, y, z) =
d

ds
|s=0(s, 0, 0)(x, y, z) = ∂x = e−λ1zE1,

Ẽ2(x, y, z) = ∂y = e−λ2zE2,

Ẽ3(x, y, z) = λ1x ∂x + λ2y ∂y + ∂z = λ1xe
−λ1zE1 + λ2ye

−λ2zE2 + E3.

In the cases of isometries fixing the identity element of S we also have the following:

• For the case λ1 = λ2, remember that a vector field Ẽ is Killing if and only if
〈∇Y Ẽ, Z〉 = −〈Y,∇ZẼ〉, for all Y, Z ∈ X (S). Then, by using (2) and (4), it
is easy to see that the following vector fields are also Killing:

Ẽ4(x, y, z) = −ye−λ1zE1 + xe−λ1zE2,

Ẽ5(x, y, z) = yE2 −
1

2
y2λ1e

−λ1zE3,

Ẽ6(x, y, z) = xE1 −
1

2
x2λ1e

−λ1zE3.

• For the case λ2 = 0 i.e. S is isometric to the product space H
2 × R, one has

the Killing vector field

Ẽ(x, y, z) = −az∂y + ay∂z = −azE2 + ayE3,

for any a ∈ R. This corresponds to the following monoparametric group of
isometries of S:

Eu(x, y, z) =



1 0 0
0 cos(au) − sin(au)
0 sin(au) cos(au)






x

y

z


 for u ∈ R, a ∈ R

∗.

4. Solitons of Mean Curvature Flow on solvamnifolds

In this section, we review some known constructions on solvmanifolds. These
constructions have been performed for specific choices of the parameters λ1 and λ2.
We subdivide the discussion into each of these cases. We would like to remark that we
are interested on constructions related to solitons of mean curvature flow. However,



THE MEAN CURVATURE FLOW ON SOLVMANIFOLDS 11

in the literature there are also related results on other flows [36], as well as related
problems, such as prescribed curvature functions [7].

4.1. Euclidean space: λ1 = λ2 = 0. As previously mentioned, the literature in this
case is extensive (see for instance [5, 24] for a discussion). We will not include all
the known results for this case, but describe the most relevant ones for our discussion.

The best known-example is the grim reaper on the plane, which was already
described in Section 2 and it is the unique translating solution to curve short-
ening flow on the plane [16]. This is a graphical translating solution given by
ϕ(x, t) = (x, t − ln cosx). For general dimensions, it can be extended trivially in
other directions, i.e. ϕ(·, t)× R

n−1. The grim reaper also gives rise to another solu-
tion in higher dimensions, obtained through a suitable rotation with respect to a two
dimensional plane generated by the translating direction and an orthogonal direction.
This solution is known as the “tilted grim-reaper” and it can be parametrized as the

graph of the function u(x, y) = ln(cos(y cos θ))
cos2 θ

+ x tan θ (here θ is a fixed parameter
that represents the angle of rotation and x, y represent the coordinates of the two
dimensional plane). Note that both the grim reaper and the tilted grim reaper are
generated by a curve and are invariant in the other directions.

Another important translating solution is the “bowl-soliton”. This solution is a
rotationally symmetric translating paraboloid that was obtained by Altschuler and
Wu in [2]. It is the only noncollapsed and uniformly 2-convex translating solution
(see [21]). More generally, rotationally symmetric translating solutions were classified
by Clutterbuck, Schnürer and Schulze in [9] and their stability was also studied,

Finally, we recall that by Wang [52] every proper, convex translator in Euclidean
space is either entire or lies in a slab region.

4.2. Hyperbolic space: λ1 = λ2 6= 0. As in the Euclidean case, the study of the
evolving curves in 2-dimensional hyperbolic space is better understood than the flow
in higher dimensions. In [45] F. Nunes da Silva, K. Tenenblat classify soliton solu-
tions to the curve shortening flow on two dimensional hyperbolic space. Unlike the
classical case, many more solutions exist in the hyperbolic setting. Recall that in the
classical case the grim reaper is the unique solution, up to rotations and translations,
and in fact, in the hyperbolic case there exists a two parameter family of solutions to
the equation.

Solitons in higher dimensional hyperbolic spaces were studied by G. Colombo,
L. Mari, M. Rigoli in [10]. Their work considers more generally solitons in warped
products, including hyperbolic space as a special case of interest. They study solitons
generated by either Killing or (non-trivial) conformal vector fields V . So, the problem
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reduces to solve the equation

cV ⊥ = ~H,

where ~H is the mean curvature vector field. Among their results they showed that
the only entire graph ψ :M → H

m+1 = R×etR
m in the m+1-dimensional hyperbolic

space, which is a graphical soliton with respect to V = et∂t with soliton constant c < 0
and contained in the half-space

[
log

(
−2

c

)
,+∞

)
is the horosphere {t = log

(
−2

c

)
}.

More generally, they showed that there are no complete stable mean curvature flow
solitons ψ : M → H

m+1 = R ×et R
m with respect to V with soliton constant c < 0

satisfying

|Φ| ∈ L2(M) and ψ(M) ⊆
[
log

(
−m
c

)
,+∞

)
,

where Φ = II− 〈 , 〉M ⊗ ~H is the umbilicity tensor of ψ.

4.3. The product space H
m × R: λ1 6= λ2 = 0. In this setting, Bueno studied

rotationally symmetric translating solitons in [6], proving the existence of a solu-
tion that is a rotationally symmetric entire graph. This solution is analogous to the
bowl soliton in Euclidean space and is unique, provided the asymptotic behavior at
infinity coincides with a bowl lositon. Additionally, Bueno constructed a one pa-
rameter family of rotationally symmetric solutions with the topology of an annulus.
These solutions are analogous to the wing-like solutions constructed by Clutterbuck,
Schunürer and Schulze in [9] for the Euclidean setting. In a subsequent paper [7],
Bueno and Ortiz extended Bueno’s results to a related equation that prescribes mean
curvature with a function of the normal vector, but these extensions do not introduce
new solitons.

Analogues of the grim reaper and the tilted grim reaper in this geometry have
been classified by Lima and Pipoli in [36]. In that paper, the authors are concerned
with a larger class of flows where the speed is given by symmetric polynomials on
the principal curvatures. One of these polynomials agrees with mean curvature flow
(the one that corresponds with r = 1). In this broader context, the authors prove the
existence translators and in the particular case of mean curvature flow they found a
one parameter family, called “hyperbolic grim reapers”.

4.4. The Solvable group Sol3: λ1 = −λ2 = 1. This case was studied by Pipoli
in [46]. His work classifies solutions generated by a curve (and invariant in other
directions); these could be considered as extensions of the grim reaper to this context.
It is interesting to note that, in contrast with the Euclidean case (and Wang’s result
in [52]), there are some solutions defined in slabs and others in half planes. Moreover,
Pipoli proves the no-existence of non trivial solutions that are invariant in certain
directions. Here “trivial” refers to solutions that are minimal surfaces (classified in
[38]). Note that rotational symmetry in Euclidean space implies that the choice of
the invariant direction is irrelevant.
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5. Further solitons in (S, g)

In this section we will set up the necessary elements to state the equations of
solitons in our family of 3-dimensional solvmanifolds. To facilitate understanding for
a broad audience, we include detailed computations for clarity.

5.1. The geometry of submanifolds. Let M denote an n-dimensional embeded
submanifold in (N , g) of codimension one. Let TM denote its tangent space equipped
with the induced metric. Thus, around any point p in M

TpN = TpM ⊕ Rν,

where ν denotes a unit normal vector field to TpM .

We now discuss the geometry on M induced by the embedding, focusing on the
definition of extrinsic geometric quantities. We remark that different sign conventions
for these definitions exist in the literature and we follow the one in [31], which, in
particular, differs from that in [46].

We denote the induced metric (or first fundamental form) on M by ḡ and define
it as

g(X, Y ) = g(X, Y ) for X, Y ∈ TM.

The second fundamental form is a bilinear extrinsic geometric quantity that at any
point p ∈M we denote by α : TpM × TpM → R and it is defined by

α(X, Y ) = g(∇Xν, Y ) = −g(ν,∇XY ).

Here ∇ denotes the Levi-Civita connection in (N , g) and ν a choice of unit normal
vector field.

Note that since g(ν, ν) = 1 we have that for every X ∈ TM ,

g(∇Xν, ν) = 0.

In consequence, the Weingarten map (also called shape operator) Aν : TM → TM

is defined by

Aν(X) = ∇Xν.

With this definition we have

α(X, Y ) = g(AνX, Y ) = −g(ν,∇XY ).

In addition, for X, Y vector fields on M one has

∇XY = ∇XY − α(X, Y )ν,

being ∇ the Levi-Civita connection on M .
Since the Levi-Civita connection is torsion free we have ∇UV −∇V U = [U, V ], for

all U, V ∈ TN . Taking vector fields X, Y ∈ TN that are tangent to M and using the
relationships above, we get

[X, Y ] = ∇XY −∇YX = ∇XY − α(X, Y )ν −∇YX + α(Y,X)ν.
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By looking at the orthogonal component one obtains that α is bilinear and symmetric.
This implies that Aν is self-adjoint:

g(AνX, Y ) = g(X,AνY ).

The eigenvalues κ1, . . . , κn of Aν are known as the principal curvatures and its trace
is known as the scalar mean curvature (that we denote by H)

H = κ1 + . . .+ κn.

We remark that if ϕ0 :M → N is an embedding of M into N we have that

∆Mϕ0 = −Hν,
where ∆M is the Laplace-Beltrami operator.

Given a basis {τ1, . . . , τn} of TpM , we introduce the following notation

ḡij = g(τi, τj),

(ḡij)ij = (ḡij)
−1,

hij = α(τi, τj),

hij =

n∑

k=1

ḡikhkj,

Aν(τj) =

n∑

i=1

hijτi.

5.1.1. The 2-dimensional case. Following the notation above, when M is a subman-
ifold of dimension two, we have the following.

The matrix that represents the induced metric has coefficients

E := g(τ1, τ1), F := g(τ1, τ2), G := g(τ2, τ2),

and they are ordered as follows

(5)

(
E F

F G

)
.

By making use of the formulas above, one has
(
h11 h12
h21 h22

)
= −

(
g(∇τ1τ1, ν) g(∇τ1τ2, ν)
g(∇τ2τ1, ν) g(∇τ2τ2, ν)

)
=

(
E F

F G

)(
h11 h12
h21 h22

)
.

Here the matrix of the shape operator Aν in the basis τ1, τ2 is the matrix

(6)

(
h11 h12
h21 h22

)
.
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Then we have the following formulas for the coefficients hij :

h11 = 1
EG−F 2 [Fg(∇τ2τ1, ν)−Gg(∇τ1τ1, ν)],

h21 = 1
EG−F 2 [Fg(∇τ1τ1, ν)−Eg(∇τ2τ1, ν)],

h12 = 1
EG−F 2 [−Gg(∇τ1τ2, ν) + Fg(∇τ2τ2, ν)],

h22 = 1
EG−F 2 [Fg(∇τ1τ2, ν)−Eg(∇τ2τ2, ν)].

From these definitions, the trace of the shape operator Aν is

H =h11 + h22(7)

= 1
EG−F 2 [−Gg(∇τ1τ1, ν) + Fg(∇τ2τ1, ν) + Fg(∇τ1τ2, ν)−Eg(∇τ2τ2, ν)],

= −1
EG−F 2 [−Gh11 + Fh21 + Fh12 − h22],

which corresponds to the mean curvature of the submanifold.

5.2. Examples of submanifols in 3-dimensional solvmanifolds. Here we will
consider surfaces M of S and will calculate some of the operators described above.
In Section 5.3 we will use such estimates to obtain the mean curvature equation
associated to these examples.

5.2.1. Ẽ1- Invariant submanifolds. Let γ(s) = (0, y(s), z(s)), s ∈ I be a regular curve
in S. We may assume that γ is parametrized by arc-length, that is

e−λ2z(s)y′(s) = cos θ(s), z′(s) = sin θ(s),

where θ = θ(s) is a smooth function.
Consider the surface M ⊂ S given by

ϕ(s, r) = L(r,0,0)(γ(s)) = (r, y(s), z(s)) with s ∈ I, r ∈ R.

It is easy to verify that M is invariant by the translation maps L(c,0,0) which is the

one-parameter subgroup for the Killing vector field Ẽ1. The tangent vectors of M
are given by the vectors

τ1 = ϕs(s, r) = (0, y′(s), z′(s)) = cos(θ)E2 + sin(θ)E3,

τ2 = ϕr(s, r) = (1, 0, 0) = e−λ1zE1,

where {E1, E2, E3} is the basis of left invariant vector fields described in Section 3.
Then the unit normal associated to M can be written as

ν = − sin(θ)E2 + cos(θ)E3.

The first fundamental form is given by the matrix
(
1 0
0 e−2λ1z

)
.
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We can also compute

∇τ1τ1 = (−θ′ sin θ − λ2 cos θ sin θ)E2 + (θ′ cos θ + λ2 cos
2 θ)E3

= (θ′ + λ2 cos θ)(− sin θE2 + cos θE3),

∇τ1τ2 = −λ1e−λ1z sin θE1,

∇τ2τ1 = −λ1e−λ1z sin θE1,

∇τ2τ2 = λ1e
−2λ1zE3.

Then, to get the coefficients of the shape operator, we get

h11 = −θ′ − λ2 cos θ,

h12 = 0,

h21 = 0,

h22 = −λ1e−2λ1z cos θ.

In this case, the mean curvature (in Eq. (7)) follows

(8) H = −θ′(s)− (λ1 + λ2) cos θ(s).

Remark 5.1. Notice that submanifolds of the form ϕ(s, r) = (x(s), r, z(s)) will
be invariant by translations of the form L(0,c,0), and by following a reasoning as
above, one gets the expression for the mean curvature H as in Equation (8). For
γ(s) = (x(s), 0, z(s)), s ∈ I a regular curve in S parametrized by arc-length, that is

e−λ2z(s)x′(s) = cos θ(s), z′(s) = sin θ(s),

where θ = θ(s) is a smooth function.

5.2.2. Graph submanifolds. Now, we consider submanifolds M of S that can be
parametrized as ϕ0(y, z) = (f(y, z), y, z), where f : R2 → R is a smooth function. In
this case, the tangent vectors are given by

τ1 = fye
−λ1zE1 + e−λ2zE2,

τ2 = fze
−λ1zE1 + E3,

where fy =
∂f

∂y
, fz =

∂f

∂z
. The unit normal associated to M can be written as

ν =
−E1 + fye

(λ2−λ1)zE2 + fze
−λ1zE3

(1 + f 2
y e

2(λ2−λ1)z + f 2
z e

−2λ1z)
1

2

.

The first fundamental form is given by

(ḡij) =

(
f 2
y e

−2λ1z + e−2λ2z fyfze
−2λ1z

fyfze
−2λ1z f 2

z e
−2λ1z + 1

)
.

The inverse of this matrix is

(ḡij) =
1

f 2
y e

−2λ1z + f 2
z e

−2(λ1+λ2)z + e−2λ2z

(
f 2
z e

−2λ1z + 1 −fyfze−2λ1z

−fyfze−2λ1z f 2
y e

−2λ1z + e−2λ2z

)
.
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We can also compute

∇τ1τ1 = fyye
−λ1zE1 + (f 2

yλ1e
−2λ1z + λ2e

−2λ2z)E3,

∇τ1τ2 = (fyz − λ1fy)e
−λ1zE1 − λ2e

−λ2zE2 + fzfyλ1e
−2λ1zE3,

∇τ2τ1 = (fyz − λ1fy)e
−λ1zE1 − λ2e

−λ2zE2 + fzfyλ1e
−2λ1zE3,

∇τ2τ2 = (fzz − 2λ1fz)e
−λ1zE1 + λ1f

2
z e

−2λ1zE3.

Then

σh11 = −g(∇τ1τ1, ν) = [fyy − (f 2
yλ1e

−2λ1z + λ2e
−2λ2z)fz]e

−λ1z,

σh12 = −g(∇τ1τ2, ν) = [fyz − fyλ1 + λ2fy − f 2
z fyλ1e

−2λ1z]e−λ1z,

σh21 = −g(∇τ2τ1, ν) = [fyz − fyλ1 + λ2fy − f 2
z fyλ1e

−2λ1z]e−λ1z,

σh22 = −g(∇τ2τ2, ν) = [fzz − 2λ1fz − λ1f
3
z e

−2λ1z]e−λ1z,

here σ = (1 + f 2
y e

2(λ2−λ1)z + f 2
z e

−2λ1z)
1

2 .

5.3. Setting up the equations for the construction of new solitons. In this
section we consider solutions to Equation (1) where {ϕt} is a one-parameter family
of isometries.

Let V = ∂ϕ

∂t
. If V is a Killing vector field of the ambient space, then (1) becomes

(9) g (V, ν) = −H,
and we say that M is a translator in the direction of V .
Below, we will describe the evolution of the two examples considered in Section 5.2,
namely, solutions that have an additional invariance and solutions that are graphical
in some direction, and discuss when they are translators. In the future we would like
to analize the existence and behavior of solutions of these examples.

5.3.1. Evolution of Ẽ1- Invariant submanifolds. Assume that M is invariant under

actions of Ẽ1. Then, M is parametrized as in Section 5.2.1, and this parametrization
satisfies the following system of differential equations:





y′(s) = eλ2z(s) cos θ(s),
z′(s) = sin θ(s),
−θ′(s)− (λ1 + λ2) cos θ(s) = H(s).

Let

V = ηẼ1 + βẼ2 + µẼ3

be a Killing vector field, where Ẽi are the vector fields described in Section 3. To see

if M is a translator in the direction of V we can consider η = 0 since Ẽ1 is tangent
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to M . In this situation,

ν =− sin θE2 + cos θE3

V =βe−λ2zE2 + µ(λ1xe
−λ1zE1 + λ2ye

−λ2zE2 + E3).

It follows that M is a translator in the direction of V if and only if

−H = − sin θβe−λ2z − sin θµλ2ye
−λ2z + cos θµ.

Equivalently,

θ′ = − sin θβe−λ2z − sin θµλ2ye
−λ2z − cos θ(−µ+ λ1 + λ2)

= −βz′e−λ2z − µλ2yz
′e−λ2z − y′e−λ2z(−µ + λ1 + λ2)

=
d

ds

[
e−λ2z

(
β

λ2
+ µy

)]
− y′e−λ2z(λ1 + λ2).

Note that in the case considered in [46] λ1 + λ2 = 0, which simplifies the analysis
of the ODE.

5.3.2. Evolution of graphs. Assume that our surface is parametrized by

ϕt(y, z) = (f(y, z) + t, y, z).

Take V = Ẽ1 = e−λ1zE1. Then this surface is a soliton in the direction of V if the
following evolution equation holds

(10) e−λ1z = σH,

where σ = (1 + f 2
y e

2(λ2−λ1)z + f 2
z e

−2λ1z)
1

2 , H =
∑2

i,j=1 ḡ
ijhji, and we have used (9)

and the formulas obtained in Section 5.2.2.

For simplicity, we now focus on solutions that are 1-dimensional, which are the
analogous to the grim reaper in Euclidean space. We first assume that f only depends
on y. We obtain

(11)
σh11 = fyye

−λ1z,

σh12 = σh21 = (λ2 − λ1)fye
−λ1z,

σh22 = 0.

The inverse of the first fundamental form is

(ḡij) =
1

f 2
y e

−2λ1z + e−2λ2z

(
1 0
0 f 2

y e
−2λ1z + e−2λ2z

)
=

( 1
f2
y e

−2λ1z+e−2λ2z
0

0 1

)
.

Then equation (10) becomes

1 =
fyy

f 2
y e

−2λ1z + e−2λ2z
.



THE MEAN CURVATURE FLOW ON SOLVMANIFOLDS 19

This equation cannot have a solution if λ1λ2 6= 0. Indeed, this can be justified
as follows: Assume that there is a solutions f . It is clear that constants cannot be
solutions to the equation, hence fy 6≡ 0. Then we have for a suitable choice of y that
f 2
y e

−2λ1z + e−2λ2z → ∞ either as z → ∞ or as z → −∞ (depending on the signs of
the λi). This would imply that 1 = 0, which is a contradiction.

On the other hand, if we look at solutions that depend only on z we obtain

(ḡij) =

(
e2λ2z 0
0 1

f2
z e

−2λ1z+1

)
.

σh11 = −λ2e−(2λ2+λ1)zfz,

σh12 = σh21 = 0,

σh22 = [fzz − 2λ1fz − λ1f
3
z e

−2λ1z]e−λ1z.

Then the (10) becomes

1 =
fzz − 2λ1fz − λ1f

3
z e

−2λ1z

f 2
z e

−2λ1z + 1
− λ2fz.

In this case, standard ODE results provide local existence. We remark that in the
Euclidean case there are one dimensional graphical translators in any direction, due
to the invariance of the ambient metric with respect to rotations.
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[3] B. Andrews, B Chow, C. Guenther and M. Langford, Extrinsic Geometric Flows,
Graduate Studies in Mathematics, (2020).

[4] K. Brakke, The motion of a surface by its mean curvature, Thesis (Ph.D.)–Princeton
University, (1975).

[5] T. Bourni, M. Langford and G. Tinaglia , Translating solutions to mean curvature
flow, Minimal surfaces: integrable systems and visualisation, Springer Proc. Math. Stat.,
349, (2021) 1–12. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-68541-6_1.

[6] A. Bueno, Translating solitons of the mean curvature flow in the space H
2 ×R, J. Geom.

109, 42 (2018).
[7] A. Bueno, I. Ortiz,Rotational surfaces with prescribed mean curvature in H

2 ×R, Ann.
Mat. Pura Appl. 4, 201(3), (2022) 1257–1277.

[8] K. Choi, R. Haslhofer and O. Hershkovits, Classification of non-
collapsed translators in {R}4 Cambridge Journal of Mathematics (2021)
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:235248061.

[9] J. Clutterbuck, O. Schnurer, and F. Schulze, Stability of translating solutions to
mean curvature flow, Calc. Var. and Partial Differential Equations 29 (2007), 281– 293.

[10] G. Colombo, L. Mari, and M. Rigoli, Remarks on mean curvature flow solitons in
warped products. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. S. 13, (2020), no. 7, 1957–1991.

[11] A. Cosgaya and S. Reggini, Isometry groups of three-dimensional Lie groups Ann.
Global Anal. Geom. 61, no. 4, (2022) 831–845.

[12] B. Daniel.Isometric immersions into S
n × R and H

n × R and applications to minimal
surfaces. Trans. A.M.S. 361 (2009), 6255–6282.

[13] K. Ecker and G. Huisken, Mean curvature evolution of entire graphs, Annals of Math.
130 (1989), 453–471.

[14] K. Ecker and G. Huisken, Interior estimates for hypersurfaces moving by mean cur-
vature, Invent. Math. 105 (1991), 547–569.

[15] L.Ferrer, F. Mart́ın, R. Mazzeo and M. Rodŕıguez Properly em-
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