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QUANTITATIVE UNIQUENESS FOR MEAN CURVATURE FLOW

TOBIAS HOLCK COLDING AND WILLIAM P. MINICOZZI 11

To our friend Gang Tian.

ABSTRACT. We show how to use the arguments of [CM2] to get a stronger effective version
of uniqueness of blowups that has a number of consequences.

0. INTRODUCTION

There is a natural scaling for a mean curvature flow (MCF) M, C R"™, where space and
time dilate parabolically. A general limit flow at a space-time point (Z,5) is a limit of a

sequence of rescalings #i <Ms — ZB,) centered at a sequence of points (z;,s;) — (Z,5)

i—#? s
with pu; — 0. Typically, the time-slices of the limit are non-compact and the convergence is
on compact sets. When the dilations are all centered at the same point, then the limit flow
is called a tangent flow.

A tangent flow at the origin in space-time is the limit of a sequence of rescaled flows 5%- Msz,
where ¢; — 0. By a monotonicity formula of Huisken, [H], and an argument of Ilmanen and
White, [I, W2], tangent flows are shrinkers, i.e., self-similar solutions of MCF that evolve by
rescaling. A priori, different sequences ¢; could give different tangent flows and the question
of the uniqueness of the blowup is whether it is independent of the sequence. Uniqueness
has strong implications for regularity, [CM4], cf. [W3, [W4].

A singular point is cylindrical if some tangent flow is a multiplicity one cylinder S* x
R"*; [CM2] proved that cylindrical blowups are unique. The main tool was a Lojasiewicz-
type inequality that led to a rate of decay for the gaussian area and a rate of convergence
to the limit. This was inspired by the way that Lojasiewicz proved uniqueness for finite
dimensional analytic gradient flows, [L]. The formal similarities to helped frame the
problem. However, those methods did not apply for a number of reasons, including the
non-compactness of the time-slices. Instead new ideas and techniques were required.

The next theorem will illustrate why effective uniqueness is useful. Suppose that for
s € [—1,1], AM(M;) < o and M, satisfies:
(A) The origin (0,0) is a cylindrical singularity with blow up C = S"f/ﬁ x R,
(B) There are sequences z; — 0, s; — 0 and u; — 0 so that
i (Ms,-—,ﬂ - iEz)
Hi !
converges smoothly with multiplicity one to O(C), where O is a rotation in R"*1.
We will see that O(C) = C, i.e., the two cylinders are the same:

Theorem 0.1. If (A) and (B) hold, then O(C) = C.
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If the sequence in (B) was centered at the origin in space-time (i.e., if z; = 0 and s; = 0),
then this is uniqueness of cylindrical blow ups from [CM2]. The more general case, where
the centers of the rescalings converge to the origin, will follow from an effective uniqueness
theorem; see Theorem below.

It is cleanest to state the effective uniqueness for solutions of the rescaled MCF. The
rescaled MCF is the gradient flow for the F-functional or Gaussian surface area

|2

(0.2) F(z):(zm)—"/?/Ee—T dp .

The entropy, |[CMI1], is the supremum of the Gaussian surface areas over all centers and
scales

(0.3) ASD) = sup  F(zo+cY).

c>0,xpeR"H1

Definition 0.4. We will say that distgz(XZ, ') < € if Bg N'Y can be written as a C** graph
over (a subset of) T of a function with C** norm less than e.

The next theorem shows that if a rescaled MCF starts off close to a cylinder and F' does
not decrease much, then the flow does not change much. They key point is that this is
independent of the time flowed. In the theorem, >3; is an n-dimensional rescaled MCF with
entropy A(X;) < Ao and all constants are allowed to depend on n and Ag.

Theorem 0.5. There exist ¢, «, €1, €2 > 0 and Ry, Ry > 2n so that if ¥, is defined on [t1, t5],

(1) diStRl (Zt,C) < e forte [tl,tl + 2], and
2) [F(3,) - FO)| < e for i = 1,2,
then distg, (3¢, X, 11) < c|F(3y,) — F(C)|* + ¢|F(24,) — F(C)|* for t € [t1 + 1,t0).
The proof of Theorem [0.5] gives a stronger notion of closeness and a bound for the distance
traveled, but the statement of Theorem suffices for applications. We will use the theorem

to prove Theorem [0Il It also implies the uniqueness of cylindrical blow down limits for
ancient mean curvature flows.

We are grateful to Brian White for raising the question that is proven in Theorem [0.1]

1. MODEL CASE

We will illustrate the ideas behind the effective uniqueness results in the finite dimensional
model case of the gradient flow of an analytic function.

Suppose that F' is a function on R™ with VF(0) = 0 and F satisfies the gradient Lo-
jasiewicz inequality, [LI,
(1.1) |F(z) = FO)["" < [VF(2)[?

for some 7 € (1/3,1) and all x € Bs.
Let v(t) be a gradient flow line for F', so that v/(t) = =V F o y(t) and

(1.2) 0, F(y(t)) = =|VFP(y(t)) .

Lojasiewicz used ([[LT) to prove that if 7 has 0 as a limit point, then ~ has finite length and
converges to 0 as t — oo; this is the Lojasiewicz uniqueness theorem, [L].
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The next proposition shows that if a subsegment of v starts and ends near the critical
point, then it’s length has a fixed upper bound that is independent of the time that ~
flows. The Lojasiewicz uniqueness theorem is a corollary, but the proposition applies more
generally, including where F' o v goes just a bit below F'(0).

Proposition 1.3. There exist ¢, a, € > 0 so that if v is defined on [t1, t5],
(1.4) v(t;) C B and |F(0) — F(v(t;))] <€,
then ~ has length at most ¢|F(y(t1)) — F(0)|* + ¢|F(0) — F(y(t2))|* < 3.

Proposition is stated as a length bound since that is easy to understand and clearly
implies the uniqueness theorem. The argument actually gives the slightly stronger bound

(1.5) SUIF(@) = Py +1))]2 < e[F(y(t)) = FO)]* + ¢|F(0) = F(v(t))]"

The reason this is stronger is because the fundamental theorem of calculus and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality give that

([m”02:(KHV?ﬂfaﬂzéj[H@wow
(16) — F(y(i) = F(y(i+ 1),

so the length of the segment of v from t =i to t =i+ 1 is at most (F(y(i)) — F(y(i + 1))2.

NI

1.1. The proof in the model case. The next lemma proves the proposition in the special
case where F' oy stays above F(0).

Lemma 1.7. There exist ¢, a, € > 0 so that if 7 is defined on [t1, t5], (¢1) € B%, and
(1) F(0) < F(y(t2)) < F(3(tr)) < F(0) +e,

then ~ has length at most ¢ [F(y(t)) — F(0)]* < 1.

Proof. 1t is convenient to translate in time so that ¢; = 0. Define T" € (0, t5] by

(1.9) T =max {t € (0,t2) |y(t) € B1}.

Given t € [0,T], set f(t) = F(v(t)) — F(0), so that 0 < f < ¢, f' = —|VF|*(y(t)) and (1)
gives that

(1.10) frr <=5

Since f > 0, f~7 is well-defined and the chain rule gives
(1.11) (F) =—rf >
Integrating this gives that f~7(¢t) > f~7(0) + 7t and, thus,

(1.12) PO < (FO) +78) 77
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Since 7 < 1, we have that % = 1430 with 6 > 0. Let L be the length of v restricted to
[0, 7. Since 7 is a gradient flow, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

L? = (/OT \/—7“)2 < (/OT(—f’) (1 +t)1+‘5) /OT(l )10

(1.13) g% </OT(—f’) (1+t)1+5) |

Integrating by parts and using (LI2]) bounds the last integral by
T T T
[ enaegr— s e qrs) [ rave <oz [ rase
0 0 0
T
(1.14) < f(0) +2 / () +7)" 7 (1 41)°
0

< F(0) +2(f(0))°" / (4707720 (110 < & [FO0)",

where ¢/, > 0 depend on § but are independent of T'. Using this in (LI3]) gives that

(1.15) L<c[f(0)]* <ce*.
As long as € > 0 is small enough, then v must stay inside B% C B4y, so we conclude that
T =ty and, thus, L is the entire length of v on [t1, ts]. O

The previous lemma is all that would be needed for the Lojasiewicz uniqueness theorem.
We turn next to the general case where F' o~y is allowed to go below F'(0).

Proof of Proposition[I.3. Let L = Length(y). We will consider three cases, depending on
whether F' is above or below F(0) along 7.

Case 1: F(vy(t2)) > F(0). By continuity, we can assume that F(y(t3)) > F(0) and, thus,
Lemma [I.7] gives that
(1.16) L < c[F(y(tr)) — F(0)]".

Case 2: F'(0) > F(y(t1)). Similarly to the first case, we can assume that F'(0) > F(vy(ty)).
In this case, we reverse the parameterizationl] of v to get a curve A(t) = v(—t) that is the
gradient flow to F' = —F. The curve 4 has the same length as v, but it now satisfies the
first case. Thus, Lemma [[. 7 gives that

(1.17) L < c[F(0) - F(y(t2)))"

Case 3: F(y(t1)) > F(0) > F(v(t2)). This follows by introducing a new endpoint t' € (¢4, t2)
where F(y(t')) = F(0), and using the first case to bound the length of v on [t1,#] and the
second case for the interval [t',t5]. Thus, we get that
(1.18) L<clF(y(t) = FO)" + ¢ [F(0) — Fy(t2))]"-
This completes the proof.

U

IThe assumptions here are symmetric in ¢; and t9, so case 2 can be reduced to case 1. MCF is not
symmetric under time reversal and we will use a slightly different approach there.
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2. A DISCRETE EFFECTIVE UNIQUENESS THEOREM

The Lojasiewicz gradient inequality led to an effective version of the Lojasiewicz unique-
ness theorem for finite dimensional gradient flows. We will need a discrete version of this,
where the derivative is replaced by a difference. This is given in the next proposition which
should be thought of as an effective version of lemma 6.9 in [CM2].

Proposition 2.1. Given C' > 1 and 7 € (1/3,1), there exist constants ¢, > 0 so that if
x; > 0 is a non-increasing sequence with z; <1 and

(2.2) i1 < (25— wjp),
then Zj |Ij — Ij+1|% S CLU(IJ.

To illustrate how this will be used, let v be a finite dimensional gradient flow as in the
previous section. If we set f = F'oy and x; = f(j) — F'(0), then the discrete version of (.2
says that

(23) ZL’;::__I S Tj — Tj41 -

Thus, Proposition 1] gives that |z; — :Ej+1|% is summable, bounding the length by (L.0).
We will use a similar approach in the next section to get an effective uniqueness theorem for
mean curvature flow.

We will use the following calculus lemma in the proof of Proposition 2.1l

Lemma 2.4. Fix C >1and 7€ (1/3,1]. f 0 < b<a <1and b < C(a—10), then
(2.5) TS

Proof. We will consider two cases. Suppose first that 2b < a, so that
(2.6) T —a T > (g>_ A= 1)a T > (2T —1)>25 1.
Since 23 — 1 is greater than + (and C > 1), we see that (23) holds in this case.
In the remaining case, we have that a < 2b. If we define g(x) = 277 for « € [b,al, then
¢' = —7 27177 is increasing. Therefore, the fundamental theorem of calculus gives that

(2.7) a T —=b"T = /ba d(x)dr <g'(a)(a—b)=—-Ta " (a—0).

Combining this with the assumption that b7 < C (a — b), we see that

T (D" 7T
2.8 b7 —a " >71a T (a—b)> = (- > =277
(25) rrraa-nz g (1) st
where the last inequality used that a < 2b. Since 7 € (1/3,1], we have that 727177 > =&
and, thus, we get (2.3)) in this case as well. O

Proof of Proposition[21. Lemma 2.4 gives for each j that

—T —T 1
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Iterating this, we see that

. J
(210) SL’]—_H > Sl?l T4 R

Since 7 € (1/3,1), we have that % =1+436 with 0 < 6 < 1. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
(for sums) gives that

N N N
. _ 2
e (Lo |) < (00 5] 3 <3 s
i=1 i=1

J=1

where the last inequality used that

- > 1 5+1 2
2.12 < / =14+ = — <=
(2.12) ; j ) p=lts=—— <=
Using the summation by parts formula
N N
(2.13) > by (w1 — 75) = [byvrrenes — b — > i (ber — by)
=1 =1
with b; = j1*° we see that
N N N
(214) Y 5 —wp) o+ Y (G DT =) <an 42w G+ 1)°,
= j=1 j=1

where the last inequality used that [(j 4+ 1)? — j7] < 2(j + 1)P~! for any p € (1,2). Inserting
the bound (2.I0]), this becomes

N N . —1-36
213 X -mw a0 (ads)
j=1 j=1

Since x; < 1, we have that

N ] —-1-36 N j"—l § ] —1-346
. 4 _J — d J - —T _J
2 G+ ( +120) (126) Z( o) (xl +12c)
7j=1 j=1
N . —1-26
é
(2.16) (12C) ;( > C)
—1-6
5
(12C) Z (1 + 5 C) :

where the last inequality used that x; < 1. The last sum is uniformly bounded independent
of N, so we see that

N
(2.17) Zj1+5 (2; — 2541) < a1+ a8,

J=1

where ¢ = ¢(C,7) and o/ = o/(7) > 0. Combining this with (2I1]) gives the claim. O
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3. APPLICATIONS TO MEAN CURVATURE FLOW

In this section, we will prove the effective uniqueness theorem for rescaled mean curvature
flow and apply it to prove Theorem [0.Il The idea is that if a flow is initially close to a
cylinder C and its Gaussian density does not change much, then it remains close to C. A
version of this was used in [CM4] to prove a stratification theorem and sharp estimates for
the size of the singular set. Recall that there is a fixed entropy bound ) throughoutE

3.1. The Lojasiewicz inequality. The next theorem from [CM2] gives a discrete version of
a gradient Lojasiewicz-type inequality for rescaled MCHI. In the theorem, C = S’f/ﬁ x Rk

is a shrinking cylinder.

Theorem 3.1. (Theorem 6.1 in [CM2]) There exist constants C, R, e and 7 € (1/3,1) so
that if X, is a rescaled MCF for s € [t — 1,¢ + 1] with distz (2, C) < € for each s, then

(3.2) [F(Z) = FO < C (F(Zim1) = F(Zim1)) -

In the extreme case where I’ does not change, this theorem says that any static solution
that is sufficiently close to a cylinder on a large set, must have the same gaussian area as
the cylinder, cf. [CIM| [CM3]. A similar statement holds in higher codimension, [CM5]; cf.
[Z] and see [CS| for asymptotically conical shrinkers.

3.2. Staying close to the cylinder. To keep applying the Lojasiewicz inequality, we must
show that the gradient flow does not move very far from the critical point. This was clear in
the model case that directly bounds the length of the curve (see the discussion after (LI3])).
This is more subtle now since the natural bound that we get is in L', but the closeness that
is required is as a C?“ graph in a fixed ball. This is summarized in the following lemma:

Lemma 3.3. Given ¢ > 0 and R > 2n, there exist C’, er,pp > 0 and R > R so that if
distp(%;,C) < ¢ for t € [ty,t + 2] and

NI

(3.4) D (F(Sh45) = F(Su141))

j=0

<pu,

then dist (X2, C) < C~’,u fort € [ty + 1,81+ N +1] and distz(%;,C) < efort € [t;,t1+ N +3].

Proof. This follows as in (1) on page 268 of [CM2]. Since we have an entropy bound and
initial closeness to the cylinder, the Brakke estimate, [W1], gives local a priori curvature

>There are generalizations to the case of a local entropy bound, cf. [J].

3There are two small differences in the statement here versus in [CM2]. The first is that [CM2] assumes an
entropy bound, while that is assumed everywhere here. Second, [CM2] was aimed at uniqueness of tangent
flows, so there is an implicit assumption there that F' is above the cylinder. That is however not used in the
proof there (the first line of the proof is for the absolute values of the difference).
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bounddl. We use the entropy bound, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and (B.5]) to get that

) t1j+1 t1+j+1 o\ 2
) 2 / |:Bt|e § (4m)” ( / |:):t|2e_4)
po -0 t1+j Xy

ti+j
N 1
C Z (F(E04s) = F(Bh4541))° <Cp,
=0

NI:

Jj=

(3.5)

Combining the curvature bound with parabolic estimates and the above L! bound gives
higher derivatives as desired. Repeating this and using the uniform bound from (3.3 gives
the first claim. The second claim follows from the first. O

The bound on the distance in the lemma is sufficient for the applications here. It is
possible to obtain finer estimates and structure near a cylinder, cf. [CCMS| Gl
and [CIKS] for Ricci flow.

3.3. Proofs of the main results. We are now ready to prove the effective uniqueness
theorem for rescaled mean curvature flow. The proof is modeled on the proof of Proposition
in the model case, with the same three cases depending on the range of F’ f

Proof of Theorem[ZA. Let C,R > 1, > 0 and 7 € (1/3,1) be given by Theorem Bl Then
let R > R and €1, > 0 be given by Lemma B3] We will consider three cases.

Case 1: F(%;,) > F(C). By continuity and a limiting argument, we can assume that
F(X,) > F(C). Define a sequence z; > 0 by

(3.6) 2y = F(Susa1) — F(O).

This sequence is non-increasing since J; is the gradient flow for F'. Define N to be the largest
integer with

1
(3.7) D wy—wialr <p.
=1
It follows from Lemma B3] and Theorem Bl (and the monotonicity of F') that for j < N
(33) ST < C(ay — ay).
Therefore, Proposition 2.1l gives ¢, & > 0 so that
1
(3.9) > lwy —wal? <caf.
J<N

As long as x is small enough, this is below p and we see that IV takes us all the way to ts.
Combining ([3.9) with Lemma B.3] gives the claim.

4The Brakke estimate is applied to the corresponding MCF, giving an interior estimate forward in time
on the MCF. Translating this back to the rescaled MCF, the estimate now holds on a definite larger scale
(because of the scaling of the flow). This is why there is no loss on the spatial region when the argument is
repeated. See page 268 in [CM2], cf. [CIM] for the static case.

°One difference is that time-reversal is not allowed for MCF (the regularity is destroyed), so the case
where F is below F(C) is not equivalent to the case where it is above.
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Case 2: F(C) > F(X;). By continuity and a limiting argument, we can assume that
F(C) > F(%,,). Define a sequence y; < 0 by

(3.10) Yj = F (X4 425-1) — F(C).

Note that the negative sign on the y;’s means that |F(X;) — F/(C)| is non-decreasing, which
is the opposite of what we had in case 1. Define N to be the largest integer with

= 1
(3.11) >y =yl < g
j=1

It follows from Lemma and Theorem B.I] that for j < N
(3.12) ;|7 < Oy — yis)

where the negative sign on y; is why we bound |y;|'*7 instead of |y; 1|17

We now want to work backwards, so we set x; = —yy_;. This makes the x;’s positive,
non-increasing, and gives us ([B.8)) (in place of (B12)). As in case 1, Proposition 1] gives
c,a > 0 so that

L (0%
(313) Z ‘ZL’J’ - Ij+1|2 S cxy .
J<N
As long as x; is small enough, this is below p and we see that IV takes us all the way to ts.
Combining ([B.13) with Lemma gives the claim.

Case 3: F(3;,) > F(C) > F(X,,). This time we divide the sequence F(X¢, 19;-1) —F(C) into
two sequences (the positive ones, then the negative ones) and argue as in the two previous

cases on each part.
O

3.4. Applications. A MCF M, gives a rescaled MCF %}, is given by setting >; = \/%MS,
t = —log(—s), s <0.
Using the theorem, we can now prove Theorem [0.1k

Proof of Theorem [0 For each i, define a rescaled MCF X centered at (z;,t;) by
(3.14) N =67 (M, ot — ;) .
Set T; = —2 log y;, so that T; — oo since p; — 0.
By the assumption (B), we have that X%, = ui (Msl-—u? - :)32> satisfies
(3.15) ¥ — 0(C),
(3.16) F(3h) = F(C).

Furthermore, since x; — 0 and s; — 0 and the origin is a cylindrical singularity, given any
01, R > 0, we can choose i and ty > 0 so that

(317) dlStR(Zi,C) < o1,
(3.18) |F((5)) — F(C)| < &

for t € [tg — 1,t9+ 2] for all i > ¢. Thus, we can apply Theorem [0 to get that the distance
from C to O(C) is arbitrarily small, completing the proof. O
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It is well-known that the uniqueness of cylindrical blow downs is a consequence of [CM2].
It also follows easily from Theorem [0.5

When M is an ancient MCF with bounded entropy, a blow down is a limit of a sequence
of rescaled flows M! = \;' M 2, with A; — co. It follows from Huisken’s monotonicity [HI,
that the blow down must be self-similarly shrinking. If one blow down (i.e., a limit for some
sequence \; — o0) is cylindrical, then we can construct rescaled MCF’s as in the proof of
Theorem that start close to a cylinder and so that the F' functional stays close to F'(C).
Theorem then gives that this rescaled flow is almost a fixed point on the entire stretch
and, thus, every blow down is the same cylinder.
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