arXiv:2404.08541v1 [math.DG] 12 Apr 2024

EXISTENCE OF MONOTONE MORSE FLOW LINES OF THE EXPANDER FUNCTIONAL

JACOB BERNSTEIN, LETIAN CHEN, AND LU WANG

ABSTRACT. Given a smooth asymptotically conical self-expander that is strictly unstable we construct a (singular) Morse flow line of the expander functional that connects it to a stable self-expander. This flow is monotone in a suitable sense and has small singular set.

1. INTRODUCTION A family t → Σ_t ⊆ R^{n+1} of hypersurfaces is an expander mean curvature flow (EMCF) if (1.1) ( ∂x ∂t )_⊥ = H_{Σt} − x^⊥ 2 where H_{Σt} = Δ_{Σt} x = −H_{Σt} n_{Σt} = −div_{Σt} (n_{Σt} )n_{Σt} is the mean curvature vector, n_{Σt} is the unit normal, and x^⊥ is the normal component of the position vector x. Formally, this is the negative gradient flow of the expander functional

(1.2) E[Σ] = ∫ Σ e^{|x|24} dH^n where H^n is the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

The static points of the flow (1.1) satisfy

H_Σ − x^⊥ 2 = 0 and are called self-expanders. Indeed, Σ is a self-expander if and only if the family of homothetic hypersurfaces t → Σ̃_t = √ t Σ, t > 0 is a mean curvature flow (MCF), that is, a solution to the flow ( ∂x ∂t )_⊥ = H_{Σ̃t} .

Self-expanders model the behavior of a MCF as it emerges from a conical singularity [AIC95] as well as the long time behavior of solutions of the flow [EH89].

Consider a cone, C ⊆ R^{n+1} , with vertex we always fix at the origin, 0. For k ∈ N and α ∈ [0, 1), the cone C is of C^{k,α} regularity if C \ {0} is a hypersurface in R^{n+1} of regularity C^{k,α}. A hypersurface Σ ⊆ R^{n+1} is C^{k,α}-asymptotically conical if, as ρ → 0^+,

The first-named author was partially supported by the NSF Grants DMS-1904674 and DMS-2203132. The third-named author was partially supported by the NSF Grant DMS-2146997. 1

ρΣ → C in C^{k,α}_{loc} (R^{n+1} \ {0})^1 for C a C^{k,α}-regular cone. In this case, C is called the asymptotic cone of Σ and denoted by C(Σ). By [BW21a, Proposition 3.3], if C is a C^{k,α}- regular cone in R^{n+1} with k + α > 2, and if Σ is a self-expander C^1-asymptotic to C, then Σ is C^{k′ ,α′} -asymptotic to C for all k^′ + α^′ < k + α. Thus, we simply say the self-expander Σ is asymptotic to the cone C.

Given a cone, C, there may be more than one self-expanding solution emerging from it. That is, there may exist distinct self-expanders, Σ and Σ^′, both asymptotic to C. In this case, there may also be other, non-self-similar flows coming out of the cone. For instance, there are non-self-similar solutions that may be interpreted as Morse flow lines of the expander functional interpolating between two different critical points, i.e., eternal solutions of (1.1) that limit to one self-expander as t → −∞ and to another as t → ∞. In general, these flows must be realized in a weak sense due to possible singularities.

We are particularly interested in studying weak formulations of (1.1) in the set- and measure-theoretic sense. Namely, we will consider expander weak flow of closed sets – see Section 2.2 for the precise definition and its various generalizations, and expander Brakke flow of Radon measures – see Section 5 and [HW23, Section 13] for the definition. We restrict to the smaller class of unit-regular expander Brakke flows, i.e., at spacetime points of Gaussian density 1, the the flow is smooth in a spacetime neighborhood – cf. [Whi05].

Our main result is the construction of suitable weak Morse flow lines asymptotic at time −∞ to unstable self-expanders. As the precise properties of these flow lines will be important in application, we first summarize them in the following definition:

Definition 1.1. Let Ω be an expander weak flow in R^{n+1} with starting time T_0 ∈ R and let M(t) = ∂Ω(t). We say Ω is monotone if

(1) Ω(t_2) ⊆ Ω(t_1) for T_0 ≤ t_1 ≤ t_2 < ∞.

The flow is strictly monotone if Item (1) can be strengthened to

(2) Ω(t_2) ⊆ int(Ω(t_1)) for T_0 ≤ t_1 < t_2 < ∞.

Given a C^3-regular cone C ⊆ R^{n+1} , the flow is asymptotic to C if

(3) Given ε > 0 there is a radius R_0 > 1 so that for t ∈ [T_0, ∞) there is a C^2 function u(·, t): C \ B_{R0} → R satisfying sup p∈C\B_{R0} 2∑ i=0 |x(p)|^{i−1}|∇^i_C u(p, t)| ≤ ε and M(t) \ B_{2R0} ⊆ {x(p) + u(p, t)n_C (p) | p ∈ C \ B_{R0} } ⊆ M(t). The flow is regular if:

(4) For [a, b] ⊆ [T_0, ∞), t ∈ [a, b] → M(t) forms a partition of Ω(a) \ int(Ω(b)); (5) t ∈ [T_0, ∞) → H^n⌞M(t) is a unit-regular expander Brakke flow that is smooth away from a set of parabolic Hausdorff dimension (n − 1) in spacetime.

The flow is strongly regular if, in addition,

(6) Any limit flow is convex in the sense that it satisfies (1)-(3) of Theorem 5.9. In particular, for any tangent flow Ω̃, t ∈ R → M̃(t) = ∂Ω̃(t) is either a static R^n or a self-similarly shrinking S^k × R^{n−k} for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

1A sequence of closed sets A i converges to A in C^{k,α}_{loc} (U), for U ⊆ R^{n+1} open, when the A_i converge as closed sets to A, and there is a smooth hypersurface Υ ⊆ U so that in each V ⊂⊂ U, for sufficiently large i, ∂A_i and ∂A are, respectively, the normal graphs of functions u_i and u on Υ and u_i → u in the C^{k,α} topology.

We refer to Definition 5.6 for the definitions of blow-up sequence and tangent flow and to Theorem 5.9 for additional details. Using this definition, we introduce a notion of strictly monotone Morse flow line of the expander functional.

Definition 1.2. Let C ⊆ R^{n+1} be a C^3-regular cone, and let Σ_± be both smooth selfexpanders asymptotic to C. A strictly monotone expander Morse flow line from Σ_− to Σ_+ is a closed subset Ω ⊆ R^{n+1} × R with M(t) = ∂Ω(t) that satisfies:

(1) For any T_0 ∈ R the restriction of Ω onto [T_0, ∞) is a strongly regular strictly monotone expander weak flow asymptotic to C with starting time T_0;

(2) For Ω_− = cl( ⋃ t∈R Ω(t)), ∂Ω_− = Σ_− and lim_{t→−∞} M(t) = Σ_− in C^∞_{loc}(R^{n+1} );

(3) For Ω_+ = ⋂ t∈R Ω(t), ∂Ω_+ = Σ_+ and lim_{t→∞} M(t) = Σ_+ in C^∞_{loc}(R^{n+1} ).

The main result of this paper is the existence of such a strictly monotone expander Morse flow line asymptotic at time −∞ to any given unstable self-expander.

Theorem 1.3. For 2 ≤ n ≤ 6, let C be a C^3-regular cone in R^{n+1} . Suppose Ω_− ⊆ R^{n+1} is a closed set with Σ_− = ∂Ω_− a smooth self-expander asymptotic to C. If Σ_− is strictly unstable, i.e., each component is unstable, then there exists a stable smooth self-expander Σ_+ asymptotic to C and a strictly monotone expander Morse flow line Ω from Σ_− to Σ_+ with Ω_− = cl( ⋃ t∈R Ω(t)). Moreover, if Ω^′ ⊆ R^{n+1} is a closed set so ∂Ω^′ is a smooth selfexpander asymptotic to a C^3-regular cone C^′, and Ω^′ ⊆ int(Ω_−), then Ω^′ ⊆ ⋂ t∈R Ω(t). Remark 1.4. By replacing Ω_− with R^{n+1} \ int(Ω_−), Theorem 1.3 produces a second strictly monotone Morse flow line on the other side of Σ_−.

To prove this result we will need an existence and regularity result for strictly expander mean convex flows that are well-behaved at infinity. A closed set U ⊆ R^{n+1} is strictly expander mean convex if ∂U is smooth and H_{∂U} −^{x⊥}_2 is nowhere vanishing on ∂U and points into the (non-empty) interior of U, int(U). Theorem 1.3 is a consequence of the following existence and regularity result.

Theorem 1.5. Let C be a C^3-regular cone in R^{n+1} . Suppose Ω_0 ⊆ R^{n+1} is a strictly expander mean convex closed set so that ∂Ω_0 is a smooth hypersurface that is C^3-asymptotic to C. There is a regular strictly monotone expander weak flow Ω asymptotic to C that starts from Ω_0 at time 0 and so that as t → ∞ the ∂Ω(t) converge smoothly away from a codimension-7 closed set to a stable (possibly singular) self-expander asymptotic to C. Moreover, when n ≤ 6, this flow is strongly regular.

In addition, if there is a closed set Ω^′ ⊆ int(Ω_0) with ∂Ω^′ smooth self-expander that is asymptotic to a C^3-regular cone, C^′, then one can construct the flow so Ω^′ ⊆ ⋂ t≥0 Ω(t). This generalizes [BW22c, Proposition 5.1], where stronger hypotheses on entropy and the asymptotic decay of the expander mean curvature are used to produce a globally smooth strictly monotone flow using classical mean curvature flow.

A difficulty in the construction of the flow in Theorem 1.5 comes from the lack of a general avoidance principle for non-compact weak flows – see for instance [Ilm92, Example 7.3]. In particular, while the PDE methods used in [BW22c] allow one to show that the initial expander mean convexity condition is preserved as long as the flow remains smooth, it is not immediately clear that an appropriate weak notion of expander mean convexity is preserved for the biggest flow, which is the “hull” of all weak flows of the given initial set. To handle this, we construct the flow as an exhaustion limit of compact expander mean convex flows. We then show that the flow is what we call ample, a localized notion of being a biggest flow – see Section 4. This allows one to adapt the strategy of White [Whi00, Whi03] for compact mean convex flows to address the regularity of the noncompact flow constructed above. Recently, White [Whi24] has established a quite general avoidance principle for non-compact hypersurfaces that are a positive distance apart. This does not seem to suffice for our application as the flows we consider are all asymptotic to a fixed cone and so different time slices have distance zero.

Finally, we note a related construction of a (singular) monotone Morse flow line of the shrinker functional in [CCMS20] coming out of an asymptotically conical self-shrinker. This is a crucial ingredient used there to study generic mean curvature flows. As in this paper, the initial construction is based off a compact exhaustion and the asymptotic regularity of the flow, though there are several differences related to the different geometric properties of the shrinker and expander functionals. Most notably, unlike the situation considered here, the geometry of the shrinker equation does not allow one to take these compact flows to be themselves monotone. Our approach stresses the preservation of expander mean convexity, and the corresponding regularity, under appropriate limiting process.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce weak set flows generated by a spacetime set and prove some basic properties for weak flows. Indeed, we work in an ambient Riemannian manifold and consider a more general set-theoreric weak flow associated to MCF with a transport term X. Some of the proofs are deferred to Appendix A because they are straightforward modifications of the proofs of [HW23]. Section 2.3 focuses on a special class of weak flows called biggest flows. In Section 3 we define a weak notion of mean convexity (with respect to mean curvature with a transport term) for spacetime sets. We also show strict monotonicity and closedness under limiting process for biggest flows generated by mean convex spacetime sets, which we call mean convex flows. In Section 4 we define ample flows and construct strictly monotone ample flows using suitable approximations by compact mean convex flows. Section 5 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.5 by applying the results of previous sections with the transport term corresponding to the expander weak flow. In Section 6 we construct an appropriate ancient expander flows, which combined with Theorem 1.5 implies Theorem 1.3. In Appendix B we show how to smooth certain singular X-mean-convex domains while preserving the X-mean-convexity, which is used in the construction in Section 5.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce a notion of weak X-flow generated by a spacetime set. This is a generalization of a classical X-flow with prescribed heat boundary and will be a basic tool used in the sequel. We establish some properties of weak X-flows generated by a spacetime set, including an avoidance principle. We also study biggest X-flows generated by a spacetime set that contains all weak X-flows generated by the set. This synthesizes ideas from [Whi95, Whi15, HW23].

We fix some notation and conventions used throughout the paper. First of all, let N be a Riemannian manifold and X be a smooth vector field on N. We say (N, X) is tame if N is complete, has Ricci curvature uniformly bounded from below and |∇X| is uniformly bounded from above. When A ⊆ B ⊆ N or A ⊆ B ⊆ N × R, we denote by

int_B (A), cl_B (A), and ∂_B A

respectively the interior of the set A, the closure of the set A, and the boundary of the set A all in the subspace topology of B. We omit the subscript B when it is equal to N or N × R. Given a spacetime subset A ⊆ N × R and t ∈ R the time t-slice of A is denoted A(t) = {x ∈ N | (x, t) ∈ A} ⊆ N.

Likewise, for an interval I ⊆ R we denote the time restriction A|_I = {(x, t) ∈ A | t ∈ I} ⊆ N × R. We denote by B_r(p) and B̄_r(p) the open and closed balls in N of radius r centered at p; when N = R^{n+1} , omit the center p if it is the origin. For T_0 ∈ R and subset U ⊆ N, let C_{U,T0} = U × [T_0, ∞) ⊆ N × R be the spacetime cylinder over U starting from T_0. Finally, a closed set U ⊆ N is smooth if it has smooth (topologyical) boundary. Such U is strictly X-mean-convex if the X-mean-curvature vector of ∂U does not vanish and points into int(U) – and so U = cl(int(U)).

2.1. Barriers. Following Hershkovits–White [HW23], a family t ∈ [a, b] → K(t) of closed subsets of N is a smooth barrier in N if it is a smooth family of closed smooth regions. The barrier is compact if ⋃ t∈[a,b] K(t) is compact. We think of the barrier K as

a subset of spacetime, so K(t) is the time t-slice in N.

For a smooth barrier K, there exists a smooth function f : N × [a, b] → R such that K(t) = {x | f(x, t) ≤ 0} and that |∇f(x, t)| ≠ 0 on ∂K(t) for t ∈ [a, b], where ∇ is the gradient on N. For x ∈ ∂K(t), let n_K (x, t) be the unit normal to ∂K(t) that points outside K(t), let v_K (x, t) be the normal velocity of s → ∂K(s) in the direction of n_K , and let H^X_K (x, t) be the scalar X-mean-curvature of ∂K(t) given by

H^X_K (x, t) = −div_{∂K(t)}n_K (x, t) + X · n_K (x, t). It is readily checked that

n_K = ∇f |∇f| , v_K = − 1 |∇f| ∂f ∂t , H^X_K = − div ( ∇f |∇f| ) + X · ∇f |∇f| , where div is the divergence on N. For x ∈ ∂K(t), define Φ^X_K (x, t) = v_K (x, t) − H^X_K (x, t). In particular, Φ^X_K ≡ 0 if and only if {∂K(t)}_{t∈[a,b]} is a classical X-flow. Finally, a strong X-flow barrier is a smooth compact barrier in N, t ∈ [a, b] → K(t) such that Φ^X_K (x, t) < 0 for all (x, t) with x ∈ ∂K(t) and t ∈ [a, b]. For the sake of simplicity, we will use the term strong barrier when it is clear from context.

Crucially, shrinking spheres of sufficiently small radii are strong X-flow barriers.

Proposition 2.1. Given p ∈ N, there exist positive constants c_0 = c_0(X, p, n) and δ_0 = δ_0(p) such that for every c > c_0, 0 < δ < δ_0 and 0 < τ < δ^2/c, t ∈ [0, τ] → K(t) = B̄^√_δ2_{−ct}(p) is a strong X-flow barrier.

Proof. Let f(x, t) = dist(x, p)^2 − (δ^2 − ct), so K(t) = {x | f(x, t) ≤ 0}. Choose δ_0 = δ_0(p) > 0 so that B_{δ0} (p) is a normal ball in N. If 0 < δ < δ_0 and 0 < τ < δ^2/c, then f is smooth in a neighborhood of K and |∇f(x, t)| ≠ 0 on ∂K(t) for t ∈ [0, τ]. One computes, for x ∈ ∂K(t) and t ∈ [0, τ], v_K (x, t) = − c 2 √ δ^2 − ct and, shrinking δ_0 if necessary, H^X_K (x, t) ≥ − 2n √ δ^2 − ct − sup_{Bδ} 0 (p) |X|. Thus, letting c_0 = 4n + 2δ_0 sup_{Bδ}

0 (p) |X| if c > c_0 then Φ^X_K (x, t) < 0 for x ∈ ∂K(t) and t ∈ [0, τ]. □

2.2. Weak X-flows generated by a spacetime set. We now introduce weak X-flows generated by a natural class of closed subsets of spacetime.

Definition 2.2. Fix a closed set Γ ⊆ C_{N,T0} . A closed set Z ⊆ C_{N,T0} is a weak X-flow generated by Γ with starting time T_0 provided the following hold:

• Z(T_0) = Γ(T_0) and Γ ⊆ Z; • For any smooth compact barrier t ∈ [a, b] → K(t) such that a ≥ T_0 and K(t) ∩ Z(t) = ∅ for t ∈ [a, b), if p ∈ K(b) ∩ Z(b), then either p ∈ ∂K(b) and Φ^X_K (p, b) ≥ 0, or p ∈ Γ(b).

We will omit the starting time when it is taken to be 0. We will also omit the vector field X when it is the zero vector field. When X ≡ 0, White [Whi95] defines a weak flow by mean curvature generated by a closed subset of spacetime that includes hypersurfaces with boundary. In this case, Definition 2.2 seemingly differs from that of White, but it is shown by Theorem 2.5 below that the two definitions are indeed equivalent. We also remark that when Γ ⊆ N × {T_0}, a weak X-flow generated by Γ with starting time T_0 is a weak X-flow with starting time T_0 in Hershkovits–White’s definition (see Section 11 of [HW23]). If, in addition, X = −^x_2 on N = R^{n+1} , this is an expander weak flow.

We make some simple observations. When t ∈ [0, T ] → M(t) is a smooth family of smooth hypersurfaces (possibly with boundary) and Γ = {(x, 0) | x ∈ M(0)} ∪ {(x, t) | x ∈ ∂M(t), t ∈ [0, T ]} , then M is a weak X-flow generated by Γ if and only if it is a classical X-flow (possibly with boundary). Suppose Z is a weak X-flow generated by Γ with starting time T_0. For T ≥ T_0, the restriction Z|_{[T,∞)} of Z to [T, ∞) is a weak X-flow generated by Z(T ) ∪ Γ|_{[T,∞)} with starting time T , and Z^′ = Z|_{[T0,T ]} ∪ Γ is a weak X-flow generated by Γ with starting time T_0.

With minor modification to the arguments of Theorem 16 in [HW23], we establish the following avoidance principle for weak X-flows generated by spacetime sets – see Appendix A.1 for the proof.

Theorem 2.3. For i = 1, 2, let Z_i be a weak X-flow generated by a closed set Γ_i ⊆ C_{N,T0} with starting time T_0. Suppose T ≥ T_0 and ⋃ t∈[T_0,T ] Z1(t) is compact. If

Γ_1(t) ∩ Z_2(t) = Γ_2(t) ∩ Z_1(t) = ∅

for all t ∈ [T_0, T ], then Z_1(t) ∩ Z_2(t) = ∅ for every t ∈ [T_0, T ].

We give the following criterion that guarantees the compactness of the time slices of the weak X-flows generated by spacetime sets considered above. This is analogous to [HW23, Theoerm 29], and we defer its proof to Appendix A.2.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose (N, X) is tame. Let Z be a weak X-flow generated by a closed set Γ ⊆ C_{N,T0} with starting time T_0. If T ≥ T_0 and ⋃ t∈[T_0 ,T ] Γ(t) is compact, then ⋃ t∈[T_0,T ] Z(t) is compact.

It is convenient to present several equivalent definitions for weak X-flows generated by a spacetime set. In particular, Definition 2.2 is equivalent to the one of White [Whi95] when X ≡ 0. The following theorem is analogous to [HW23, Theorem 17], and we refer the interested reader to Appendix A.3 for a detailed proof.

Theorem 2.5. Let Γ, Z be closed subsets of C_{N,T0} with Z(T_0) = Γ(T_0) and Γ ⊆ Z. The following are equivalent:

(1) Z is a weak X-flow generated by Γ with starting time T_0;

(2) If t ∈ [a, b] → K(t) is a strong X-flow barrier in N such that a ≥ T_0, K(a) ∩ Z(a) = ∅, and K(t) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b], then K(t) ∩ Z(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b]; (3) If t ∈ [a, b] → K(t) is a strong X-flow barrier in N such that a ≥ T_0, K(a) ∩ Z(a) = ∅, and K(t) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b], then K(t) ∩ Z(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b); (4) If t ∈ [a, b] → M(t) is a smooth X-flow of closed embedded hypersurfaces in N such that a ≥ T_0, M(a) ∩ Z(a) = ∅, and M(t) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b], then M(t) ∩ Z(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b].

We observe the following useful localization property for weak X-flows in cylinders.

Proposition 2.6. Suppose U ⊆ N is a closed set. If Z is a weak X-flow generated by a closed set Γ ⊆ C_{N,T0} with starting time T_0, then for any T_1 ≥ T_0 Z^′ = Z ∩ C_{U,T1} is a weak X-flow generated by Γ^′ = (Z ∩ ∂C_{U,T1} ) ∪ (Γ ∩ C_{U,T1} ) with starting time T_1.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose Z^′ was not a weak X-flow generated by Γ^′ with starting time T_1. Then there is a smooth compact barrier t ∈ [a, b] → K(t) with b > a ≥ T_1 such that K(t) ∩ Z^′(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b), but there is p ∈ K(b) ∩ (Z^′(b) \ Γ^′(b)) such that either p ∈ int(K(b)) or p ∈ ∂K(b) with Φ^X_K (p, b) < 0. By Proposition A.1, as p ∈ Z^′(b) \ Γ^′(b) ⊆ Z(b) \ Γ(b) there is a sequence of points p_i ∈ Z(t_i) \ Γ(t_i) with t_i < b and (p_i, t_i) → (p, b). If p ∈ int(K(b)), then K(t_i) ∩ Z^′(t_i) ≠ ∅ for large i, which is a contradiction and so we must have p ∈ ∂K(b) with Φ^X_K (p, b) < 0. By adapting [HW23, Lemma 7] to the X-flow setting (see Section 11 of [HW23]), as p ∈ int(U) ∩ ∂K(b) there is â ∈ [a, b) and a smooth compact barrier in int(U) t ∈ [â, b] → K̂(t) such that K̂(t) ⊆ int(U) ∩ int(K(t)) for t ∈ [â, b), K̂(b) ∩ ∂K(b) = {p} and Φ^X_{K̂} (p, b) = Φ^X_K (p, b) < 0. Thus, K̂ is a smooth compact barrier in N so that K̂(t) ∩ Z(t) = ∅ for t ∈ [â, b) and Φ^X_{K̂} (p, b) < 0 for some p ∈ (Z(b) \ Γ(b)) ∩ ∂K̂(b). This contradicts Z being a weak X-flow generated by Γ with starting time T_0 and so completes the proof. □

We conclude this subsection with the existence of certain weak X-flows that locally “push” in a piece of a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set.

Lemma 2.7. Let U ⊆ N be a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set. There is an ε_0 = ε_0(U, N, X) > 0 so that for any T_1 ∈ R, p ∈ ∂U and ε ∈ (0, ε_0), there is a closed subset W ⊆ N × [T_1, T_1 + ε] so that:

(1) W (T_1) = B̄_ε(p) ∩ ∂U;

(2) Γ = W ∩ C_{∂U,T1} = (B̄_ε(p) ∩ ∂U) × [T_1, T_1 + ε]; (3) For t ∈ [T_1, T_1 + ε], B_{100}−1_{ε(t−T1 )}(p) ∩ U ⊆ W (t); (4) W is a weak X-flow generated by Γ with starting time T_1 .

Proof. Without loss of generality we may take T_1 = 0. Pick ε_0 > 0 small enough so that for any p ∈ ∂U, the injectivity radius of N at p is bigger than ε_0 and B̄_{ε0} (p) ∩ ∂U is a small graph over T_p∂U (within normal coordinates around p). Moreover, as U is strictly X-mean-convex, there is a uniform lower bound h_0 on the scalar X-mean-curvature of U (with respect to the outward unit normal), and we choose ε_0 ≤ 100^{−1}h_0.

Fix p ∈ ∂U and ε ∈ (0, ε_0) and let n be the inward unit normal to ∂U defined on B^′ = B̄_ε(p) ∩ ∂U. Pick a smooth non-negative and compactly supported function, ϕ, on B^′ with the property that ‖ϕ‖_C2_{(B}′_) ≤ 10^{−1}ε and on B_{100}−1_ε(p) ∩ B^′, ϕ(q^′) ≥ 100^{−1}ε. For t ∈ [0, ε], set

W (t) = {exp_N (sϕ(q^′)n(q^′)) | q^′ ∈ B^′, s ∈ [0, t]}

The construction immediately ensures that W satisfies (1)-(3) with T_1 = 0.

The construction also implies that, for any point q^′ ∈ B^′ with ϕ(q^′) > 0

q = exp_N (tϕ(q^′)n(q^′)) ∈ ∂W (t) ∩ int(U).

Thus, up to shrinking ε_0, the unit normal at q pointing into W (t) is compatible with the outward normal to U at q^′, −n(q^′), in the sense that, after parallel transporting along the minimizing geodesic connecting q and q^′, the two differ by less than^1_{10} . In particular, the X-mean-curvature of ∂W (t) with respect to this unit normal, H^X_W (q, t), satisfies

H^X_W (q, t) ≥ h_0 − c_1εt ≥ (100 − c_1ε)ε

where c_1 > 0 depends on ∂U and X. Hence, up to shrinking ε_0, H^X_W (q, t) ≥ 2ε.

To check that W is a weak X-flow generated by Γ, it suffices to consider a smooth compact barrier K : [a, b] → N with K(t) ∩ W (t) = ∅ for t ∈ [a, b) so that there is a q ∈ K(b) ∩ int(U) ∩ W (b) where b ∈ (0, ε] . Clearly, q = exp_N (bϕ(q^′)n(q^′)) for q^′ ∈ B^′ satisfying ϕ(q^′) > 0. One readily checks that the normal velocity of ∂W in the direction out of W , i.e., into K, must satisfy v_W (q, b) ≤ 2ϕ(q^′) ≤ ε. Combining this with the lower bound on H^X_W (q, b) from above, the relationship between K and W forces Φ^X_K (q, b) = v_K (q, b) − H^X_K (q, b) ≥ −v_W (q, b) + H^X_W (q, b) ≥ ε > 0 This is what is required in the definition of weak X-flow and so (4) holds. □

2.3. Biggest X-flows generated by a spacetime set. In what follows we discuss a notion of biggest X-flow generated by a spacetime set. For classical mean curvature flow there are several equivalent definitions for biggest flow – see, e.g., [Ilm92], [Ilm93], [Ilm94], [Whi95], [HW23]. We adopt a constructive definition inspired by [HW23].

Theorem 2.8. Given a closed set Γ ⊆ C_{N,T0} , there exists a unique weak X-flow F^X (Γ; T_0) generated by Γ with starting time T_0 such that, for any closed set Γ^′ ⊆ F^X (Γ; T_0) ∩ C_{N,T} ′_0 with T^′_0 ≥ T_0, all weak X-flows Z^′ generated by Γ^′ with starting time T^′_0 are contained in F^X (Γ; T_0). Moreover, if Γ̂ ⊆ C_{N,T0} is a closed subset with Γ̂|_{[T0,T1]} = Γ|_{[T0,T1 ]}, then

F^X (Γ̂; T_0)|_{[T0 ,T1]} = F^X (Γ; T_0)|_{[T0,T1 ]}.

We call F^X (Γ; T_0) the biggest X-flow generated by Γ with starting time T_0. We will omit the vector field X when it is the zero vector field. The proof of Theorem 2.8 is again a minor modification of the proof of Theorem 19 in [HW23] – see Appendix A.4 for details.

We prove the following semigroup property for biggest flows. Let

F^X_t (Γ; T_0) = F^X (Γ; T_0)(t) = { x ∈ N | (x, t) ∈ F^X (Γ; T_0) } ⊆ N. Proposition 2.9. Given a closed set Γ ⊆ C_{N,T0} and T ≥ T_0, if

Γ^T = (F^X_T (Γ; T_0) × {T }) ∪ Γ|_{[T,∞)} then, for all h ≥ 0, F^X_{T +h}(Γ; T_0) = F^X_{T +h}(Γ^T ; T ).

Proof. By Theorem 2.8, as Γ^T ⊆ F^X (Γ; T_0) and T ≥ T_0, one has F^X (Γ^T ; T ) ⊆ F^X (Γ; T_0) which immediately implies F^X_{T +h}(Γ^T ; T ) ⊆ F^X_{T +h}(Γ; T_0) for all h ≥ 0. Likewise, as F^X (Γ; T_0)|_{[T,∞)} is a weak X-flow generated by Γ^T with starting time T , appealing to Theorem 2.8 again gives F^X (Γ; T_0)|_{[T,∞)} ⊆ F^X (Γ^T ; T ) and so F^X_{T +h}(Γ; T_0) ⊆ F^X_{T +h}(Γ^T ; T ) for all h ≥ 0. □

Proposition 2.10. Suppose (N, X) is tame and U ⊆ N is a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set. Then one has

(1) F^X (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) = C_{U,T0} ;

(2) If Γ ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} is closed, F^X_t (Γ; T_0) ∩ ∂U = Γ(t) for all t > T_0; (3) If Γ ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} is closed, then

int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ) = ∂C_{U,T0} ∩ int_{CU,T0} (F^X (Γ; T_0)).

Proof. To prove Item (1), we observe that it follows directly from the definition that C_{U,T0} is a weak X-flow generated by ∂C_{U,T0} with starting time T_0. In particular, C_{U,T0} ⊆ F^X (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0). To show the reverse inclusion, first note that, as U is compact and strictly X-mean-convex, there is ε_0 = ε_0(U) > 0 and a family {V_ε}_{0<ε<ε0} of smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact sets in N satisfying U ⊆ V_ε′ ⊆ int(V_ε) ⊆ T_{ε0} (U) for 0 < ε^′ < ε < ε_0, ⋃ 0<ε<ε_0 ∂Vε = Tε0 (U)\U and, as ε → 0 +, ∂V_ε → ∂U in C^2_{loc}(N). Here T_{ε0} (U) is the ε_0-tubular neighborhood of U ⊆ N. Let s = inf { t ≥ T_0 | F^X_t (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) \ U ≠ ∅ } . Suppose s < ∞. Define τ : N → R by τ(x) = 0 if x ∈ U, τ(x) = ε if x ∈ ∂V_ε for some ε ∈ (0, ε_0), and τ(x) = ε_0 otherwise. By Proposition 2.4, for any T ≥ T_0, F^X (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0)|_{[T0 ,T ]} is compact. Moreover,

lim_{t→s+} max { τ(x) | x ∈ F^X_t (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) \ U } = 0.

Otherwise, there is a sequence with subsequential limit p ∈ F^X_s (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) \ U. By Proposition 2.1, the family of shrinking spheres centered at p with sufficiently small radii is a strong barrier which is disjoint from (F^X_s′ (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) × {s^′}) ∪ ∂C_{U,T0} for some s^′ ∈ [T_0, s), but intersects F^X (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) at (p, s), giving a contradiction. Thus, there is t_1 > s and ε_1 ∈ (0, ε_0) such that F^X_{t1} (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) ⊆ V_{ε1} , F^X_{t1} (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) ∩ ∂V_{ε1} ≠ ∅, and F^X_t (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) ⊆ int(V_{ε1} ) for s ≤ t < t_1.

Let B_R(x_0) ⊆ N be a large ball containing V_{ε1} . For t ∈ [s, t_1], let K(t) = B̄_R(x_0) \ int(V_{ε1} ). As V_{ε1} is strictly X-mean-convex, t ∈ [s, t_1] → K(t) is a compact smooth barrier such that K ∩∂C_{U,T0} = ∅ and K(t)∩F^X_t (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) = ∅ for t ∈ [s, t_1), but there is a p_1 ∈ ∂K(t_1)∩F^X_{t1} (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) so Φ^X_K (p_1, t_1) < 0. This contradicts F^X (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) being a weak X-flow generated by ∂C_{U,T0} with starting time T_0. That is, s = ∞. Thus, F^X_t (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) ⊆ U for all t ≥ T_0, and so F^X (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) ⊆ C_{U,T0} proving Item (1).

To prove Item (2), first note that, by the hypothesis, Γ(t) ⊆ F^X_t (Γ; T_0) ∩ ∂U for t > T_0. For the reverse inclusion, assume for a contradiction that there is t^′_1 > T_0 and p^′_1 ∈ (F^X_t′_1 (Γ; T_0) ∩ ∂U) \ Γ(t^′_1). By the adaption of Lemma 7 in [HW23] to X-flow (see Section 11 of [HW23]), as U is strictly X-mean-convex, there is a compact smooth barrier t ∈ [a^′, t^′_1] → K^′(t) with a^′ ≥ T_0 such that K^′(t) ⊆ N \ U for t ∈ [a^′, t^′_1), K^′(t^′_1) ∩ ∂U = {p^′_1} and Φ^X_K′ (p^′_1, t^′_1) < 0. By Theorem 2.8 and Item (1), our hypothesis ensures F^X (Γ; T_0) ⊆ F^X (∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) = C_{U,T0} . Thus, K^′(t) ∩ F^X_t (Γ; T_0) = ∅ for t ∈ [a^′, t^′_1) and p^′_1 ∈ ∂K^′(t^′_1) ∩ F^X_t′_1 (Γ; T_0) with Φ^X_K′ (p^′_1, t^′_1) < 0. This contradicts F^X (Γ; T_0) being a weak X-flow generated by Γ. Hence, F^X_t (Γ; T_0) ∩ ∂U ⊆ Γ(t) for all t > T_0 showing Item (2).

To establish Item (3), we need only show

int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ) ⊆ int_{CU,T0} (F^X (Γ; T_0)).

This suffices as when (p, t) ∈ ∂C_{U,T0} ∩ int_{CU,T0} (F^X (Γ; T_0)) has t = T_0, by construction p ∈ Γ(T_0) and, when t > T_0, Item (2) implies p ∈ Γ(t). In either case, basic topology implies (p, t) ∈ int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ).

Now suppose (p, t) ∈ int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ). We treat three cases. First suppose t = T_0 and p ∈ int(U). In this case, there is a small radius ε > 0 so B̄_ε(p) ⊆ Γ(T_0). As strong Xflow barriers are also weak X-flows it follows from Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.8 that (p, t) = (p, T_0) ∈ int_{CU,T0} (F^X (Γ; T_0)). Likewise, if t = T_0 and p ∈ ∂U, by Propositions 2.1 and 2.6 there exist sufficiently small ε, δ > 0 and sufficiently large c such that t ∈ [T_0, T_0 + ε] → B̄√_{δ2 −c(t−T0)}(x) ∩ U = B(t) is a weak X-flow with starting time T_0 generated by ∂C_{U,T0} ∩ ⋃ t∈[T_0,T_0+ε] B(t) × {t} ⊆ Γ. Thus, it follows from Theorem 2.8 that (p, t) = (p, T_0) ∈ int_{CU,T0} (F^X (Γ; T_0)).

Finally, suppose t > T_0. Using U, let ε_0 > 0 be given by Lemma 2.7. As (p, t) is an interior point we may choose ε ∈ (0,^1_2 ε_0) so that t − ε > T_0 and Γ^′ = ∂C_{U,T0} ∩ (¯ B_ε(p) × [t − ε, t + ε] ) ⊆ Γ. Set T_1 = t − ε. By Lemma 2.7 and time translation, there is a weak X-flow, W^′ generated by Γ^′ with starting time T_0. Moreover, (p, t) is an interior point of W^′ ∩ C_{U,T0} . Hence, by Theorem 2.8, W^′ ⊆ F^X (Γ; T_0) and so (p, t) is an interior point of F^X (Γ; T_0). □

We show that the boundary of the biggest X-flow generated by appropriate spacetime sets is itself a weak X-flow of a related spacetime set.

Proposition 2.11. Suppose (N, X) is tame and U ⊆ N is a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set. If Γ ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} is closed then ∂_{CU,T0} F^X (Γ; T_0) is a weak X-flow generated by ∂_{∂CU,T0} Γ with starting time T_0.

Proof. Set Z = F^X (Γ; T_0), Y = ∂_{CU,T0} F^X (Γ; T_0) and Υ = ∂_{∂CU,T0} Γ. We first establish (2.1) Υ = Y ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} .

Indeed, it follows from the hypotheses that Γ ⊆ Z ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} . Conversely, suppose (p, t) ∈ Z ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} . When t = t_0, p ∈ Z(T_0) = Γ(T_0), while when t > T_0, p ∈ Γ(t) by Item (2) of Proposition 2.10. Hence, Γ = Z ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} . Finally, as both Z and Γ are closed, it follows from Item (3) of Proposition 2.10 that

Υ = Γ \ int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ) = (Z \ int_{CU,T0} (Z)) ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} = Y ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} . By Theorem 2.5, it remains only to show that if K : t ∈ [a, b] → K(t) is a strong barrier with a ≥ T_0 such that K(a) ∩ Y (a) = ∅ and K(t) ∩ Υ(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b], then K(t) ∩ Y (t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b]. We argue by contradiction. Without loss of generality we may assume b is the first time that Y intersects K. We claim ∂K(b) ∩ Y (b) ≠ ∅. Indeed, the hypotheses and Proposition 2.10 ensure Y (b) \ Υ(b) ⊆ Z(b) \ Γ(b) ⊆ int(U). Thus, by Proposition A.1 applied to u(·, t) = dist(·, Z(t)) and Proposition 2.1, any point in Y (b) \ Υ(b) is a subsequential limit of points in Y (t_i) with t_i ↑ b. As K(t) ∩ Y (b) = ∅ for t ∈ [a, b), one has int(K(b)) ∩ Y (b) = ∅ and so ∂K(b) ∩ Y (b) ≠ ∅.

Let p ∈ ∂K(b) ∩ Y (b). As observed before p ∈ int(U). By the adaption of Theorem 8 in [HW23] to X-flow (see Section 11 of [HW23]) there exists a strong barrier K̂ : t ∈ [â, b] → K̂(t) ⊆ int(U) with â ∈ (a, b) such that K̂(t) ⊆ int(K(t)) for t ∈ [â, b) and such that K̂(b) ∩ ∂K(b) = {p}. Furthermore, we may assume K̂ is connected as otherwise we can replace K̂ by its connected component containing (p, b). As K̂(t) ∩ Y (t) = ∅ for t ∈ [â, b), either (i) K̂|_{[â,b)} ∩ Z = ∅ or (ii) K̂|_{[â,b)} ⊆ int(Z). In Case (i), by Proposition 2.10 one has K̂(t) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [â, b] and so K̂(b) ∩ Y (b) ⊆ K̂(b) ∩ Z(b) = ∅, a contradiction. In Case (ii), let K̃ be a prolongation in time of K̂ and fattening in space of K̂ so that K̃ is also a strong barrier with K̃(â) ⊆ Z(â). By Theorem 2.8, as strong barriers are automatically weak flows, K̃ ⊆ Z and so K̂ ⊆ int(Z). In particular, K̂(b)∩Y (b) = ∅. This is a contradiction and completes the proof. □

3. MONOTONE X-FLOWS AND X-MEAN-CONVEXITY

3.1. Monotone X-flows generated by spacetime sets. The boundary of a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set moves inwards under the smooth X-flow. In this subsection, we define a notion in terms of weak X-flows that captures the phenomenon. First of all, we formalize what it means for a set to “move inwards”.

Definition 3.1. Fix a set U ⊆ N and T_0 ∈ R. A set Z ⊆ C_{U,T0} is monotone (in C_{U,T0} ) if, for T_0 ≤ t_1 ≤ t_2, Z(t_2) ⊆ Z(t_1).

It is strictly monotone (in C_{U,T0} ) if, for T_0 ≤ t_1 < t_2, Z(t_2) ⊆ int_U (Z(t_1)).

Here we use the convention that the interior of the empty set is the empty set and omit the cylinder C_{U,T0} when it is clear from context.

We record some basic topological properties of strictly monotone sets that will be used in the next section.

Lemma 3.2. Fix a closed set U ⊆ N and T_0 ∈ R. Suppose Z ⊆ C_{U,T0} is closed and strictly monotone in C_{U,T0} . The following hold:

(1) Z|_{(T0,∞)} = cl(int_{CU,T0} (Z))|_{(T0 ,∞)};

(2) Suppose V ⊆ U and Γ ⊆ Z are closed. If Γ ⊆ C_{∂V,T0} is strictly monotone in C_{∂V,T0} , then int_{C∂V,T0} (Γ)|_{(T0 ,∞)} ⊆ int_{CU,T0} (Z).

Proof. As Z is closed and int_{CU,T0} (Z) ⊆ Z we have cl(int_{CU,T0} (Z)) ⊆ Z. Hence, cl(int_{CU,T0} (Z))|_{(T0 ,∞)} ⊆ Z|_{(T0,∞)}. For the reverse inclusion, suppose P = (p, T_1) ∈ ∂_{CU,T0} Z with T_1 > T_0. By the strict monotonicity of Z, for each T_0 < t < T_1, there is a subset W_t with p ∈ W_t ⊆ Z(t) so that W_t is open in U. The monotonicity ensures that Ŵ_t = [T_0, t) × W_t ⊆ int_{CU,T0} (Z)

is an open subset of C_{U,T0} . Hence, Ŵ = ⋃ T_0 <t<T_1 Ŵ_t ⊆ int_{CU,T0} (Z)

is an open subset of C_{U,T0} and P ∈ cl(Ŵ ). It follows that P ∈ cl(int_{CU,T0} (Z)) and so Z|_{(T0,∞)} ⊆ cl(int_{CU,T0} (Z))|_{(T0 ,∞)}, which completes the proof of Item (1).

Similarly, suppose (p, T_1) ∈ int_{C∂V,T0} (Γ) with T_1 > T_0. There is an ε > 0 so that p ∈ Γ(T_1 + 2ε) ⊆ Z(T_1 + 2ε). Strict monotonicity of Z implies p ∈ int_U (Z(T_1 + ε)) and so there is an open subset W of U such that p ∈ W ⊆ Z(T_1 + ε). Monotonicity ensures (p, T_1) ∈ [T_0, T_1 + ε) × W ⊆ int_{CU,T0} (Z).

As (p, T_1) is arbitrary, this proves Item (2). □

Definition 3.3. Fix a closed set U ⊆ N, a T_0 ∈ R and a closed set Γ ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} . A weak X-flow, Z ⊆ C_{U,T0} , generated by Γ with starting time T_0 is (strictly) monotone if Γ ∩ C_{∂U,T0} is (strictly) monotone in C_{∂U,T0} and Z is a (strictly) monotone in C_{U,T0} .

We record the following topological property for strictly monotone biggest flows.

Lemma 3.4. Fix a smooth closed set U ⊆ N and T_0 ∈ R. Suppose Γ ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} is closed and Z = F^X (Γ; T_0) ⊆ C_{U,T0} is strictly monotone. If Γ(T_0) = cl(int_U (Γ(T_0)), then Z = cl(int_{CU,T0} (Z)).

Proof. For p ∈ Z(T_0) = Γ(T_0) = cl(int_U (Γ(T_0))), there is a sequence of points p_i ∈ int(U)∩Γ(T_0) converging to p. Using the sphere barriers of Proposition 2.1 as in the proof of Proposition 2.10, one sees that (p_i, T_0) ∈ int_{CU,T0} (Z) and so (p, T_0) ∈ cl(int_{CU,T0} (Z). Combined with Item (1) of Lemma 3.2, it follows that Z ⊆ cl(int_{CU,T0} (Z)). The reverse inclusion follows as Z is closed and proves the claim. □

3.2. X-mean-convex spacetime sets and their flows. We introduce a notion of X-mean-convexity for, not necessarily regular, subsets of spacetime and prove some basic properties of the biggest flows generated by such sets. This should be thought of as a spacetime and low regularity analogue of strict X-mean-convexity of smooth sets. For related results on X-mean-convexity of spatial and spacetime sets, see [Whi03], [HW23] and [Whi15].

Definition 3.5. Fix a closed set U ⊆ N and suppose Γ ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} is closed. The set Γ is spacetime X-mean-convex if

(1) Γ ∩ C_{∂U,T0} is a strictly monotone set in C_{∂U,T0} ;

(2) There is an ε > 0 so that F^X_t (Γ; T_0) ⊆ int_U (Γ(T_0)) for all T_0 < t < T_0 + ε;

(3) int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ)|_{(T0 ,∞)} ⊆ int_{CU,T0} (F^X (Γ; T_0)).

When U is a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set, Proposition 2.10 implies Item (3) holds automatically. For such a U, Γ = U × {T_0} is spacetime X-mean-convex.

The main result in this subsection is the following:

Proposition 3.6. Suppose (N, X) is tame. Let U ⊆ N be a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set and suppose that Γ ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} is spacetime X-mean-convex. The following hold:

(1) F^X_{t+h}(Γ; T_0) ⊆ int_U (F^X_t (Γ; T_0)) for all t ≥ T_0 and h > 0; (2) ∂_{CU,T0} F^X (Γ; T_0) = F^X (∂_{∂CU,T0} Γ; T_0).

In particular, the following partition property holds

(3) In int(U) the family {∂_U F^X_t (Γ; T_0)}_{t∈[T1,T2 )} forms a partition of F^X_{T1} (Γ; T_0) \ F^X_{T2} (Γ; T_0) for each T_0 < T_1 < T_2.

Remark 3.7. The biggest flow F^X (Γ; T_0) of a spacetime X-mean-convex set Γ ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} is called an X-mean-convex flow and is a strictly monotone flow.

The proof below is in part inspired by the proof of [HW23, Theorem 32]. Proof of Proposition 3.6. In this proof we assume, without loss of generality, that T_0 = 0 and write F^X (Γ) = F^X (Γ; 0). For the first item, let h ∈ (0, ε), where ε is from Item (2) of Definition 3.5. Since Γ is spacetime X-mean-convex, the inclusion holds trivially by Definition 3.5 for t = 0. By Proposition 2.9 we have, for t ≥ h, F^X_t (Γ) = F^X_t (Γ^h; h) where Γ^h = (F^X_h (Γ) × {h}) ∪ Γ|_{[h,∞)}.

Thus, if Γ̃^h is the translation in time of Γ^h given by

Γ̃^h = (F^X_h (Γ) × {0}) ∪ ⋃ t≥h (Γ(t) × {t − h}) then

F^X (Γ̃^h) = ⋃ t≥h (F^X_t (Γ^h; h) × {t − h}) = ⋃ t≥h (F^X_t (Γ) × {t − h}). As Γ is strictly monotone, Γ̃^h ⊆ Γ ⊆ F^X (Γ). Therefore, by Theorem 2.8, (3.1) F^X (Γ̃^h) ⊆ F^X (Γ).

By Proposition 2.10 and definition of Γ̃^h, one has for all t > 0 F^X_t (Γ̃^h) ∩ ∂U = Γ̃^h(t) = Γ(t + h).

Combined with the strict monotonicity of Γ and of F^X (Γ) at t = 0, it follows that (3.2) Γ̃^h ⊆ int_{∂CU,0} (Γ) which implies

F^X (Γ̃^h) ∩ ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ = Γ̃^h ∩ ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ ⊆ int_{∂CU,0} (Γ) ∩ ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ = ∅. Likewise, by Proposition 2.10 and (3.2),

Γ̃^h ∩ F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) ⊆ Γ̃^h ∩ ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ ⊆ int_{∂CU,0} (Γ) ∩ ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ = ∅.

Thus, by Theorem 2.3, (3.3) F^X (Γ̃^h) ∩ F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = ∅.

As U is a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set, Proposition 2.11 ensures ∂_{CU,0} F^X (Γ) is a weak X-flow generated by ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ and so, by Theorem 2.8, (3.4) ∂_{CU,0} F^X (Γ) ⊆ F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ). Thus, combined with (3.3), it follows that F^X (Γ̃^h) ∩ ∂_{CU,0} F^X (Γ) = ∅ and so, by (3.1), F^X (Γ̃^h) ⊆ int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ)).

It is a basic topological fact that (p, t) ∈ int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ)) implies p ∈ int_U (F^X_t (Γ)) and so we conclude that, for all t ≥ 0 and 0 < h < ε, F^X_{t+h}(Γ) = F^X_t (Γ̃^h) ⊆ int_U (F^X_t (Γ)).

Iterating this inclusion gives the first conclusion.

For the second item, first observe by (3.3) and definition of F^X (Γ̃^h)

F^X_{t+h}(Γ) ∩ F^X_t (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = F^X_t (Γ̃^h) ∩ F^X_t (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = ∅ for all t ≥ 0 and 0 < h < ε. By the first item F^X_T (Γ) ⊆ F^X_{t+h}(Γ) for all T ≥ t + h, and thus (3.5) F^X_T (Γ) ∩ F^X_t (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = ∅ for all T > t. By Theorem 2.8, as ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ ⊆ Γ one has F^X_T (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) ⊆ F^X_T (Γ) and so (3.6) F^X_T (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) ∩ F^X_t (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = ∅ for all T > t.

Now define the arrival-time function u: Γ(0) → [0, ∞] by u(x) = { t if x ∈ F^X_t (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) ∞ if x ∈ Γ(0) \ ⋃ t≥0 F^X_t (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ). By (3.6), the F^X_t (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) are disjoint for distinct t, so u is well-defined. If x ∈ Γ(0) \ F^X_t (Γ), then (x, 0) ∈ F^X (Γ), but (x, t) ∉ F^X (Γ). This means there is a τ ∈ [0, t) so (x, τ) ∈ ∂_{CU,0} F^X (Γ). Combined with (3.4), it follows that x ∈ F^X_τ (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) and so u(x) < t. Conversely, by (3.5), if u(x) < t then F^X_{u(x)}(∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) is disjoint from F^X_t (Γ) and so x ∉ F^X_t (Γ). Thus, we have proven that F^X_t (Γ) = {u ≥ t}. Hence, Γ(∞) = ⋂ t≥0 F^X_t (Γ) = ⋂ t≥0 {u ≥ t} = {u = ∞} is closed. As F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) is also a closed subset of spacetime, u is continuous.

By Item (1) of Proposition A.1 applied to F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ), every point in {u = t} \ (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ)(t) is a limit of points in {u < t} when t > 0. Hence, for t > 0, {u = t} \ (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ)(t) = ∂_U {u ≥ t} \ (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ)(t) = ∂_U F^X_t (Γ) \ (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ)(t). By general topology, if p ∈ ∂_U F^X_t (Γ) then (p, t) ∈ ∂_{CU,0} F^X (Γ), and thus F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) ⊆ ∂_{CU,0} F^X (Γ).

Combined with (3.4), this proves the second claim. □ We have the following closedness property of X-mean-convex flows:

Proposition 3.8. Suppose (N, X) is tame. Let U ⊆ N be a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex set and suppose Γ, Γ_i ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} , for i ∈ N, are spacetime X-mean-convex. If (1) Γ_i ⊆ int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ_{i+1}); (2) int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ) = ⋃_∞ i=1 Γ_i, then int_{CU,T0} (F^X (Γ; T_0)) = Z_∞ where Z_∞ = ⋃_∞ i=1 F^X (Γ_i; T_0). If, in addition, (3) Γ(T_0) = cl(int_U (Γ(T_0))), then F^X (Γ; T_0) = cl(Z_∞).

Remark 3.9. Hypothesis (3) is needed as can be seen by considering two disjoint balls connected by a line segment – the line segment disappears immediately under the flow. Likewise, the result fails if instead of (2), one assumed that

Γ = cl (_∞ ⋃ i=1 Γ_i ) . Indeed, let X = 0 and D ⊆ R^2 be the closed unit disk. Consider Γ_i = Γ^+_i ∪ Γ^−_i ⊆ D , where Γ^±_i are the sets

Γ^±_i = { (x, y) : ±y ≥ i^{−1} } ∩ D , so Γ = cl (_∞ ⋃ i=1 Γ_i ) = D . However, as 0 ∉ Γ^±_i and the Γ^±_i are mean convex, by Proposition B.1, for every t > 0, there is a radius r > 0 so that B_r(0) ∩ F^X_t (Γ_i; 0) = ∅ for all i. Hence, for t > 0 small,

(0, t) ∈ F^X (Γ; 0) \ cl (_∞ ⋃ i=1 F^X (Γ_i; 0) ) . Proof of Proposition 3.8. Without loss of generality we take T_0 = 0 and write F^X (Γ_i) = F^X (Γ_i; 0) and F^X (Γ) = F^X (Γ; 0), omitting the starting time when it is 0. For h > 0, let

Γ̃^h = (F^X_h (Γ) × {0}) ∪ ⋃ t≥h Γ(t) × {t − h} . First we show that (3.7) int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ)) = ⋃ h>0 F^X (Γ̃^h).

To see this, observe that by Proposition 2.9 F^X (Γ̃^h) = ⋃ t≥h F^X_t (Γ) × {t − h} . Thus, if (p, t) ∈ int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ)), there is an h > 0 so that p ∈ F^X_{t+h}(Γ) = F^X_t (Γ̃^h).

That is, (p, t) ∈ F^X (Γ̃^h) and so int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ)) ⊆ ⋃ h>0 F^X (Γ̃^h).

We next establish the reverse inclusion. Fix h > 0. As Γ is spacetime X-mean-convex, it is strictly monotone and, moreover, by Proposition 3.6 so is F^X (Γ). Hence, Γ̃^h ⊆ int_{∂CU,0} (Γ) and so, by Theorem 2.8, F^X (Γ̃^h) ⊆ F^X (Γ), and by Proposition 2.10 F^X (Γ̃^h) ∩ ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ = Γ̃^h ∩ F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = Γ̃^h ∩ ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ = ∅.

As Γ is spacetime X-mean-convex, it follows from Proposition 3.6 and Theorem 2.3 that F^X (Γ̃^h) ∩ ∂_{CU,0} F^X (Γ) = F^X (Γ̃^h) ∩ F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = ∅.

Hence, F^X (Γ̃^h) ⊆ int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ)) and so ⋃ h>0 F^X (Γ̃^h) ⊆ int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ))

since h > 0 is arbitrary. This proves the claim.

We now establish, for any T_1 > 0 and h > 0, the existence of i_0 = i_0(T_1, h) so that Γ̃^h|_{[0,T1]} ⊆ Γ_{i0} .

Indeed, strict monotonicity of Γ and Hypothesis (2) ensure Γ̃^h|_{[0,T1 ]} ⊆ int_{∂CU,0} (Γ) =^∞ ⋃ i=1 Γ_i.

That is, {int_{∂CU,0} (Γ_i)}^∞_{i=1} is an open cover of the compact set Γ̃^h|_{[0,T1]} and so there is a finite subcover. Thus, one may choose i_0 sufficiently large so that Γ̃^h|_{[0,T1]} ⊆ int_{∂CU,0} (Γ_{i0} ) ⊆ Γ_{i0} .

Now fix T_1 > 0 and h > 0, and assume in the following that i ≥ i_0. Set Γ̂^h_i = Γ_i ∩ Γ̃^h. By Theorem 2.8, as Γ̂^h_i ⊆ Γ_i ⊆ F^X (Γ_i), F^X (Γ̂^h_i ) ⊆ F^X (Γ_i).

Moreover, the choice of i ensures Γ̂^h_i |_{[0,T1]} = Γ̃^h|_{[0,T1]}.

Hence, by uniqueness, Theorem 2.8,

F^X (Γ̃^h)|_{[0,T1 ]} = F^X (Γ̂^h_i )|_{[0,T1]} ⊆ F^X (Γ_i) ⊆ ∞⋃ i=1 F^X (Γ_i) = Z_∞.

As T_1 is arbitrary, we conclude that, for all h > 0, F^X (Γ̃^h) ⊆ Z_∞. Hence, by (3.7),

(3.8) int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ)) = ⋃ h>0 F^X (Γ̃^h) ⊆ Z_∞ = ∞⋃ i=1 F^X (Γ_i).

Next, for any i fixed, by the hypotheses Γ_i ⊆ int_{∂CU,0} (Γ_{i+1}) ⊆ int_{∂CU,0} (Γ) and thus, by Proposition 2.10, F^X (Γ_i) ∩ ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ = Γ_i ∩ F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = Γ_i ∩ ∂_{∂CU,0} Γ = ∅.

Thus, Theorem 2.3 applied to F^X (Γ_i) and F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) implies that F^X (Γ_i) ∩ F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = ∅.

As i is arbitrary and Γ is spacetime X-mean-convex it follows from Proposition 3.6 that Z_∞ ∩ ∂_{CU,0} F^X (Γ) = Z_∞ ∩ F^X (∂_{∂CU,0} Γ) = ∅.

By Theorem 2.8, as Γ_i ⊆ Γ for all i, one has ∞⋃ i=1 F^X (Γ_i) = Z_∞ ⊆ F^X (Γ) ⇒ ∞⋃ i=1 F^X (Γ_i) ⊆ int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ)).

This together with (3.8) gives the first conclusion.

To see the second conclusion observe that, as F^X (Γ) is strictly monotone and is the biggest flow generated by Γ, Lemma 3.4 implies F^X (Γ) = cl(int_{CU,0} (F^X (Γ))) = cl (Z_∞) completing the proof. □

4. AMPLE FLOWS We establish regularity for a restricted class of flows coming out of smooth X-mean-convex sets. When the initial set is compact the class of flows is provided by the biggest flow. Importantly, such flows are strictly monotone in the sense of Definition 3.1 and satisfy the partition property – i.e., Item (3) of Proposition 3.6. To treat the unbounded case we establish these properties for a class of flows that are “biggest” in a localized sense. Definition 4.1. Let Z be a weak X-flow in N starting from T_0, that is, a weak X-flow generated by an initial set in N × {T_0}. If U ⊆ N is a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set, then we say Z is ample in U provided Z ∩ C_{U,T0} = F^X (Z ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} ; T_0) The flow Z is ample if it is ample for all possible choices of U.

We now show ampleness of a weak X-flow that arises as an appropriate limit of a sequence of X-mean-convex flows of compact sets.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose (N, X) is tame. Let Z be a weak X-flow in N starting from T_0. Suppose there is a sequence of X-mean-convex flows Z_i of compact sets in N starting from T_0, a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set U_0 ⊆ N, and an ε_0 > 0 so that the following hold:

(1) Z_i ⊆ int_{CN,T0} (Z_{i+1}) and Z = cl( ⋃_∞ i=1 Z_i);

(2) int_{CN,T0} (Z) \ C_{U0 ,T0+ε0} = ( ⋃_∞ i=1 Z_i) \ C_{U0 ,T0+ε0} ;

(3) For all T_0 ≤ t_1 < t_2, Z(t_2) \ U_0 ⊆ int(Z(t_1));

(4) The biggest X-flow of Z(T_0) agrees with Z in N × [T_0, T_0 + ε_0] and Z(t) ⊆ int(Z(T_0)) for T_0 < t < T_0 + ε_0;

then Z is strictly monotone and ample in U_0. Moreover,

int_{CN,T0} (Z) = ∞⋃ i=1 Z_i. If, in addition, N has the property that for every compact set K, there is is smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set, U, so K ⊆ U, then Z is ample.

To prove Theorem 4.2, we start with the following simple observation.

Proposition 4.3. Suppose (N, X) is tame. Fix U ⊆ N closed and suppose and Γ ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} is closed with F^X (Γ; T_0) ⊆ C_{U,T0} . If V ⊆ int(U) is a smooth and strictly Xmean-convex compact set th boundary, then Z^′ = F^X (Γ; T_0)∩C_{V,T0} is the biggest X-flow generated by Γ^′ = F^X (Γ; T_0) ∩ ∂C_{V,T0} with starting time T_0. In particular, the biggest X-flow of any closed set in N is ample.

Proof. By Proposition 2.6, Z^′ is a weak X-flow generated by Γ^′ with starting time T_0 and so Z^′ ⊆ F^X (Γ^′; T_0). Conversely, as Γ^′ ⊆ F^X (Γ; T_0), Theorem 2.8 implies F^X (Γ^′; T_0) ⊆ F^X (Γ; T_0). Likewise, as Γ^′ ⊆ ∂C_{V,T0} , Theorem 2.8 and Proposition 2.10 imply that

F^X (Γ^′; T_0) ⊆ F^X (∂C_{V,T0} ; T_0) = C_{V,T0} . Thus, F^X (Γ^′; T_0) ⊆ F^X (Γ; T_0) ∩ C_{V,T0} = Z^′.

That is, Z^′ = F^X (Γ^′; T_0). In particular, if U = N and Γ ⊆ N × {T_0}, it follows that F^X (Γ; T_0) is ample as V is arbitrary. □

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. First observe a straightforward modification of the proof of [HW23, Theorem 24] shows Z is a weak X-flow starting from T_0. As U_0 has smooth boundary and is strictly X-mean-convex, a small tubular neighborhood of U_0 yields a subset U ⊆ N that is a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set satisfying U_0 ⊆ int(U). Let Γ = Z ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} , Γ_i = Z_i ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} . We claim that the Γ_i are spacetime X-mean-convex. Indeed, by Proposition 3.6 each Z_i ⊆ C_{N,T0} is strictly monotone and, by general topology, so are Z_i ∩ C_{U,T0} ⊆ C_{U,T0} and Γ_i ∩ C_{∂U,T0} ⊆ C_{∂U,T0} . The hypotheses ensure that Z_i = F^X (Z_i(T_0) × {T_0} ; T_0). Hence, by Proposition 4.3, the Z_i are ample in U; that is, (4.1) Z_i ∩ C_{U,T0} = F^X (Γ_i; T_0).

As U is a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set, the Γ_i are X-mean-convex spacetime sets.

Next we claim that Γ is a spacetime X-mean-convex. To see this, by Proposition 4.3, Hypothesis (4) ensures that

(Z ∩ C_{U,T0} )|_{[T0 ,T0 +ε0]} = (F^X (Z(T_0) × {T_0}; T_0) ∩ C_{U,T0} )|_{[T0 ,T0+ε0 ]} = F^X (Γ; T_0)|_{[T0 ,T0+ε0 ]}

(4.2)

and so, for T_0 < t < T_0 + ε_0, F^X_t (Γ; T_0) = Z(t) ∩ U ⊆ int(Z(T_0)) ∩ U ⊆ int_U (Γ(T_0)).

That is, Item (2) of Definition 3.5 holds. Likewise, as U_0 ⊆ int(U), Hypothesis (3) ensures for T_0 ≤ t_1 < t_2

Γ(t_2) ∩ ∂U = (Z(t_2) \ U_0) ∩ ∂U ⊆ int(Z(t_1)) ∩ ∂U ⊆ int_{∂U} (Γ(t_1) ∩ ∂U). That is, Γ ∩ C_{∂U,T0} ⊆ C_{∂U,T0} is strictly monotone, verifying Item (1) of Definition 3.5. Hence, as U a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set the claim is verified.

We next show

int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ) = ∞⋃ i=1 Γ_i.

To that end, by Hypothesis (1) and general topology Γ_i = Z_i ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} ⊆ int_{CN,T0} (Z_{i+1}) ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} ⊆ int_{C∂U,T0} (Z_{i+1} ∩ ∂C_{U,T0} ). Hence, Γ_i ⊆ int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ_{i+1}). As such, by Hypothesis (1) , ∞⋃ i=1 Γ_i ⊆ ∞⋃ i=1 int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ_i) ⊆ ∞⋃ i=1 Γ_i = ∂C_{U,T0} ∩ ∞⋃ i=1 Z_i ⊆ ∂C_{U,T0} ∩ Z = Γ. As int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ_i) are open subsets of ∂C_{U,T0} , their union is open and so ∞⋃ i=1 Γ_i ⊆ ∞⋃ i=1 int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ_i) ⊆ int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ).

We now show the reverse inclusion. Pick P = (p, t) ∈ int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ). When t > T_0, by Hypothesis (3), Z \ C_{U0 ,T0} is closed and strictly monotone in C_{N\U0,T0} . As U \ U_0 is a closed subset of the manifold N \ U_0 and ∂_{N\U0} U = ∂U, Lemma 3.2 implies P ∈ int_{∂CU,T0} (Γ)|_{(T0 ,∞)} ⊆ int_{CN \U0,T0} (Z \ C_{U0 ,T0} )|_{(T0,∞)} ⊆ int_{CN,T0} (Z). When t = T_0 and p ∈ int(U), the construction implies p ∈ int(Z(T_0)). Likewise, when t = T_0 and p ∈ ∂U, (p, T_0 + δ) ∈ Γ ⊆ Z for δ > 0 small and so Hypothesis (3) implies p ∈ int(Z(T_0)). By Hypothesis (4), Z agrees with the biggest flow of Z(T_0) in N × [T_0, T_0 + ε_0] and so, arguing as in the proof of Proposition 2.10, P ∈ int_{CN,T0} (Z). Hence, as P ∈ int_{CN,T0} (Z) \ C_{U0 ,T0+ε}, Hypothesis (2) implies P ∈ Z_i for some i. When t = T_0, this immediately implies P ∈ Γ_i. When t > T_0, as U is a smooth strictly X-mean-convex compact set, Item (2) of Proposition 2.10 and (4.1) imply P ∈ Γ_i. This establishes the reverse inclusion and the claimed equality.

By what we have shown above, it follows from Proposition 3.8 and (4.1) that

(4.3) int_{CU,T0} (F^X (Γ; T_0)) = ∞⋃ i=1 F^X (Γ_i; T_0) = ∞⋃ i=1 Z_i ∩ C_{U,T0} . By Proposition 3.6, as Γ is spacetime X-mean-convex, F^X (Γ; T_0) ⊆ C_{U,T0} is strictly monotone. Taking the closure of (4.3) and appealing to Lemma 3.2 yield

F^X (Γ; T_0)|_{(T0 ,∞)} = cl(int_{CU,T0} (F^X (Γ; T_0)))|_{(T0 ,∞)} = cl (_∞ ⋃ i=1 Z_i ∩ C_{U,T0} ) |_{(T0,∞)}. Hence, by Hypothesis (1) and (4.2), F^X (Γ; T_0) = Z ∩ C_{U,T0} and so Z is ample in U. Thus, by (4.3),

int_{CU,T0} (Z ∩ C_{U,T0} ) = ∞⋃ i=1 Z_i ∩ C_{U,T0} . As U_0 ⊆ int(U), combining the equation above with Hypothesis (2) gives

int_{CN,T0} (Z) = ∞⋃ i=1 Z_i. Moreover, the strict monotonicity of Z follows immediately from Proposition 3.6 together with Hypothesis (3) and the fact U_0 ⊆ int(U).

As we have shown Z is ample in U, it follows from Proposition 4.3 that Z is ample in U_0. In general, when V ⊆ N is smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set, then the additional hypothesis on N allows us to choose U so V ∪ U_0 ⊆ U and so the above argument implies Z is ample in V and hence is an ample flow. □

We conclude with two useful properties of strictly monotone ample flows.

Lemma 4.4. When (N, X) is tame and Z is a strictly monotone ample X-flow in N starting from T_0,

int_{CN,T0} (Z) = ⋃ t≥T_0 int(Z(t)) × {t} and ∂_{CN,T0} Z = ⋃ t≥T_0 ∂Z(t) × {t} . Proof. As the projection onto N, (p, t) ∈ C_{N,T0} → p is an open map, one has int_{CN,T0} (Z) ⊆ ⋃ t≥T_0 int(Z(t)) × {t} . Let t ≥ T_0 and p ∈ int(Z(t)). By Proposition 2.1, there are small δ, ε > 0 and large c > 0 so that the family of shrinking spheres s ∈ [t, t + ε) → B̄√_{δ2−c(s−t)}(p) is a strong X-flow barrier so it is a weak X-flow, and B̄_δ (p) ⊆ Z(t) is a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact set. The ampleness of Z gives Z ∩ C¯_{Bδ (p),T0} is the biggest flow generated by Z ∩ ∂C¯_{Bδ (p),T0} . Thus, Theorem 2.8 implies that, for s ∈ [t, t + ε), B^√_δ2_{−cε}(p) ⊆ B̄√_{δ2 −c(s−t)}(p) ⊆ Z(s) As Z is strictly monotone, one has B^√_δ2_{−cε}(p) ⊆ Z(s) for all s ∈ [T_0, t]. Hence, B^√_δ2_{−cε}(p) × [T_0, t + ε) ⊆ Z and so (p, t) ∈ int_{CN,T0} (Z). As p, t are arbitrary, int_{CN,T0} (Z) ⊇ ⋃ t≥T_0 int(Z(t)) × {t} . This proves the first identity and the second follows immediately. □

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.5. We restrict attention to the expander setting and take X = −^x_2 and N = R^{n+1} . In this case, the X-mean-curvature flow is precisely the EMCF, (1.1), and static solutions of the flow are self-expanders. A fact we use throughout is that in this setting there is a correspondence between the biggest Xflows (resp. Brakke X-flows) and the usual level set flow associated to mean curvature flow (resp. Brakke flows) via the change of variables

(x, t) → (e^{t2} x, e^t)

(5.1) – see [HW23, Section 13] and [Ilm94, 6.3 and 10.3] for additional discussion.

Fix a smooth and strictly X-mean-convex closed set Ω_0 ⊆ R^{n+1} so the smooth hypersurface, ∂Ω_0, is C^3-asymptotic to a C^3-regular cone C. We will construct the flow of Theorem 1.5 by taking an appropriate exhaustion of Ω_0 by compact subsets and proving regularity of their limits. To that end, pick a sequence R_i → ∞ and smooth the corners of Ω_0 ∩ B̄_{Ri} as in Proposition B.1. This yields a sequence of smooth and strictly X-mean-convex compact sets Ω^i_0 ⊆ int(Ω_0) such that ∂Ω^i_0 → ∂Ω_0 in C^∞_{loc}(R^{n+1} ) and Ω^i_0 ⊆ int(Ω^{i+1}_0 ). Let Ω_i = F^X (Ω^i_0 × {0}; 0) be the biggest X-flow of Ω^i_0 with starting time 0 and M_i = ∂_{CRn+1,0} Ω_i. Thus, by [HW23, Theorems 26 and 30],

(5.2) Ω_i ⊆ int_{CRn+1,0} (Ω_{i+1}) and, by [HW23, Theorem 32] and Proposition 3.6, Ω_i is strictly monotone with

(5.3) F^X (∂Ω^i_0 × {0}; 0) = ∂_{CRn+1,0} F^X (Ω^i_0 × {0}; 0) = M_i.

Using this sequence of closed spacetime sets, define

(5.4) Ω = cl( ∞⋃ i=1 Ω_i) and M = ∂_{CRn+1,0} Ω.

By [HW23, Theorem 24], Ω is a weak X-flow with Ω(0) = Ω_0 and M(0) = ∂Ω_0 a smooth hypersurface. The goal of this section is to establish regularity of M as a spacetime set.

As in [Whi00], we analyze the flows of associated boundary measures. By (5.3), the flows M_i do not fatten and so the dictionary with the usual level set flow means [Ilm94, 11.4] and [Whi05] directly imply that M_i = {H^n⌞M_i(t)}_{t∈[0,∞)} are unit-regular integral Brakke X-flows. The compactness theorem of Brakke [Bra78, Chapter 4] (cf. [Ilm94, 7.1]) implies that, up to passing to a subsequence, the M_i converge to an integral Brakke X-flow, M. By White’s local regularity theorem, [Whi05], as each M_i is unit regular, so is M. Ultimately, we will establish that M(t) = H^n⌞M(t).

We first establish some short time and asymptotic regularity of M.

Proposition 5.1. There are R_0 > 1 and δ_0 > 0 so that M \ C¯_{BR0 ,δ0} is the spacetime track of a smooth X-mean curvature flow and away from C¯_{BR0 ,δ0} , M_i converge locally smoothly to M. In this region, this flow agrees with the flow M in that

H^n⌞M(t) = M(t), t ∈ [0, δ_0] and H^n⌞(M(t) \ B̄_{R0} ) = M(t)⌞(R^{n+1} \ B̄_{R0} ), t ∈ [0, ∞). Moreover, given ε > 0 there is a radius R_ε ≥ R_0 so that for , M(t) \ B̄_{R0} can be written as a normal graph of a C^2 function w(·, t) over some subset of C with 2∑ j=0 |x(p)|^{j−1}|∇^j_C w(p, t)| ≤ ε. Proof. As Ω_0 is asymptotically conical and smooth, the construction of the Ω^i_0 and M^i_0 = ∂Ω^i_0 ensure that for any η > 0 there is a radius R_η > 1 and scale r_η > 0 so the following holds: When R > R_ε, there is i_0 = i_0(R), so that, for i > i_0,

(1) When p ∈ B_R ∩ ∂Ω^i_0, M^i_0 ∩ B_{r0} (p) is a C^3 n_M i_0 (p)-graph of size η on scale r_η – see [BW21a, Definition 3.1];

(2) M^i_0 ∩ (B_{2R} \ B̄_R) can be written as a normal graph of a C^2-function w^i_0 over (some subset of) C with

∑_2 j=0 R^{j−1}|∇^j_C w^i_0| < η. Using the dictionary between expander flows and standard mean curvature flows, we may use the pseudo-locality result of [INS19] to argue as in [BW21a, Proposition 3.3]. In particular, for the given ε > 0 we may choose η > 0 and δ = δ(ε) > 0 sufficiently small and obtain the following consequences for R = R_ε ≥ R_η, and i ≥ i_0(R):

(1) When p ∈ B_R ∩ M_i(0) and t ∈ [0, δ], M_i(t) ∩ B_{r0} (p) is a C^{2,α} n_{Mi(0)}(p)-graph of size ε on scale r_η ;

(2) For all t ≥ 0, M_i(t) ∩ (B_{2R} \ B̄_R) can be written as a normal graph of a C^2- function w^i_0 over (some subset of) C with

∑_2 j=0 R^{j−1}|∇^j_C w^i_0| < ε.

Hence, up to passing to a subsequence and choosing R_0 appropriately large and δ_0 appropriately small, the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem and standard parabolic regularity theory theory imply the M_i converge in C^∞_{loc}(R^{n+1} × R \ C¯_{BR0 ,ε0} ) to a smooth X-mean curvature flow which, by construction, must be M \ C¯_{BR0 ,ε0} . This also implies the claimed equality of the measures and asymptotic regularity. □

We now apply Theorem 4.2 with Z_i = Ω_i and Z = Ω to prove the following:

Proposition 5.2. The flow Ω is strictly monotone and ample. Furthermore, (1) M(t) = ∂Ω(t) for each t ≥ 0 and, for 0 ≤ a < b < ∞, {M(t)}_{t∈[a,b]} forms a partition of Ω(a) \ int(Ω(b));

(2) If there is a smooth closed set Ω^′ ⊆ int(Ω_0) so that ∂Ω^′ is self-expander asymptotic to a C^3-regular cone, C^′, then Ω^′ ⊆ int(Ω(t)) for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. For any R > 0, in the expander setting B̄_R is strictly X-mean-convex. We check that the remaining conditions of Theorem 4.2 hold. Hypothesis (1) of Theorem 4.2 follows from (5.2). By Proposition 5.1, M \ C¯_{BR0 ,δ0} is the locally smooth limit of the M_i, and so

int_{CRn+1,0} (Ω) \ C¯_{BR0 ,δ0} = (Ω \ M) \ C¯_{BR0 ,δ0} = (_∞ ⋃ i=1 Ω_i ) \ C¯_{BR0 ,δ0} , That is, Hypothesis (2) of Theorem 4.2 holds with U_0 = B̄_{R0} .

By construction, Ω is monotone. By Proposition 5.1, ∂Ω(t) \ B̄_{R0} = M(t) \ B̄_{R0} , and thus the X-mean-curvature of M(t) \ B̄_{R0} points into Ω(t) for each t ≥ 0. As Ω(0) = Ω_0 is strictly X-mean-convex, the strong maximum principle implies the X-mean-curvature of M(t) \ B̄_{R0} vanishes nowhere for all t ≥ 0. It follows that, for t_2 > t_1 ≥ 0,

Ω(t_2) \ B̄_{R0} ⊆ int(Ω(t_1))

verifying Hypothesis (3) of Theorem 4.2.

Likewise, by Proposition C.1, as ∂Ω_0 is smooth and asymptotically conical,

Ω|_{[0,δ0]} = F^X (Ω_0 × {0}; 0)|_{[0,δ0]}.

By the strong maximum principle, as Ω(0) = Ω_0 is strictly X-mean-convex, so is Ω(t) for each t ∈ [0, δ_0]. Thus Ω(t_2) ⊆ int(Ω(t_1)) for all 0 ≤ t_1 < t_2 ≤ δ_0. That is, Hypothesis (4) of Theorem 4.2 holds.

As such, Z_i = Ω_i and Z = Ω satisfy all the hypotheses of Theorem 4.2, and so we conclude that Ω is strictly monotone and ample with

(5.5) int_{CRn+1,0} (Ω) = ∞⋃ i=1 Ω_i.

By Lemma 4.4, M(t) = ∂Ω(t) for each t ≥ 0 and so, as Ω is ample, Proposition 3.6 and the asymptotic properties of M ensure, {M(t)}_{t∈[a,b]} forms a partition of Ω(a)\int(Ω(b)).

To show Item (2), observe that there is a sequence of compact sets Ω^′_j ⊆ Ω^′ ⊆ int(Ω_0) so that Ω^′_j ⊆ Ω^′_{j+1} and ∂Ω^′_j → ∂Ω^′ in C^∞_{loc}(R^{n+1} ). By [HW23, Theorem 31], F^X (Ω^′_j × {0}; 0) agrees with the compact region bounded by the spacetime track of the smooth X-mean-curvature flow of ∂Ω^′_i as long as the latter exists. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition C.1, one obtains cl ∞⋃ j=1 F^X (Ω^′_j × {0}; 0) = Ω^′ × [0, ∞).

As the Ω^′_j are compact and contained in int(Ω_0) it follows from the construction of the Ω^i_0 that for any fixed j, there is a sufficiently large i so that Ω^′_j ⊆ Ω^i_0. Thus, by [HW23, Theorem 19] and (5.5),

Ω^′ × [0, ∞) = cl ∞⋃ j=1 F^X (Ω^′_j × {0}; 0) ⊆ cl (_∞ ⋃ i=1 Ω_i ) = Ω.

Finally, the hypothesis ensures Ω^′ ⊆ int(Ω(0)). Moreover, as Ω is strictly monotone and ample, Lemma 4.4 implies Ω^′ ⊆ int(Ω(t)) for t > 0, proving the claim. □

Next we adapt the arguments of the main theorems of [Whi00, Whi03] to establish the regularity of M. A subtle, but important, issue is that, a priori, it is not known that t ∈ [0, ∞) → H^n⌞M(t) is an integral Brakke X-flow. In [Whi00, Theorem 5.1], this is established in the closed setting using the fact that the flow does not fatten and a result of Ilmanen [Ilm94, 11.4]. It is likely the elliptic regularization procedure for flows with boundary as sketched in [Whi15, Section 5] could be used to this end. However, in order to present a more self-contained argument we instead show the arguments of [Whi00] apply with minor modifications to the flow M.

We first show M coincides with the support of the Brakke X-flow M. For a family t → N (t) of Radon measures on R^{n+1} , the support of N is the smallest closed spacetime set spt(N ) such that for each t, N (t) is supported in {p ∈ R^{n+1} | (p, t) ∈ spt(N )}. Recall that, for a spacetime point (p, t), the Gaussian density of N at (p, t) is:

Θ(N , (p, t)) = lim_{r↓0} (4πr^2)^{− n2} ∫ e^{− |x−x(p)|} 2 4r2 dN (t − r^2)

Proposition 5.3. If t > 0 then (p, t) ∈ spt(M) ⇐⇒ (p, t) ∈ M.

Proof. As Ω_i is strictly monotone and M_i(s) = H^n⌞M_i(s) for s ≥ 0, the proof of [Whi00, Theorem 5.3] also implies that when s > 0

(5.6) (q, s) ∈ spt(M_i) ⇐⇒ (q, s) ∈ M_i.

As spt(M) is a weak X-flow spt(M) ⊆ Ω. Suppose that (p, t) ∈ spt(M), but (p, t) ∈ int_{CRn+1,0} (Ω). By (5.5), this means (p, t) ∈ Ω_{i0} for some i_0 and so, by (5.2), (p, t) ∈ int_Rn+1_{,0}(Ω_j ) for all j > i_0. As (p, t) ∈ spt(M) and M_i → M as Brakke X-flows, there is a sequence (p_i, t_i) ∈ spt(M_i) converging to (p, t). By (5.6), (p_i, t_i) ∈ M_i, however, for i > i_0 + 1, int_Rn+1_{,0}(Ω_{i0 +1}) is disjoint from M_i, which yields a contradiction.

For the other direction, suppose (p, t) ∈ M. By the strict monotonicity shown in Proposition 5.2, we may choose p^′_i ∈ int(Ω(^t_2 )) \ Ω(t) so p^′_i → p. By construction, p^′_i ∉ Ω_j (t) for all j, but, for large enough j, p^′_i ∈ Ω_j (^t_2 ) and so the partition property of the M_j implies there is a t^′_i ∈ (^t_2 , t) so (p^′_i, t^′_i) ∈ M_j′ where j^′ depends on i. As p^′_i → p and [^t_2 , t] is compact, up to passing to a subsequence, (p^′_i, t^′_i) → (p, t^′) ∈ Ω. By the partition property of M shown in Proposition 5.2, t^′ = t as otherwise (p, t^′) ∈ int(Ω) which contradicts choice of (p^′_i, t^′_i) for large i. Hence, (5.6) gives (p^′_i, t^′_i) ∈ spt(M_j′ ) and so, by monotonicity [Whi97, Section 11], Θ(M_j′ , (p^′_i, t^′_i)) ≥ 1. By the upper semicontinuity of Gaussian density, we have Θ(M, (p, t)) ≥ 1 and so, by construction, (p, t) ∈ spt(M). □

Next we establish a multiplicity bound for M. This uses the following one-sided minimization property with respect to the functional E, (1.2), for strictly monotone ample X-flows – and is a simple adaptation of [Whi00, Theorem 3.5].

Lemma 5.4. Let Z ⊆ C_Rn+1_{,0} be a strictly monotone ample X-flow with starting time 0 and assume Z(0) is strictly X-mean-convex. When t > 0:

(1) Any locally E-minimizing compact hypersurface, Λ ⊆ int(Z(0)) with boundary γ ⊆ Z(t) satisfies Λ ⊆ Z(t). Here Λ is locally E-minimizing means Λ \ γ can be covered by balls B so that Λ ∩ B is minimizing for the functional E.

(2) A closed set, V , with Z(t) ⊆ V ⊆ int(Z(0)) and cl(V \ Z(t)) contained in a ball B_R, satisfies E[∂V ∩ B̄_R] ≥ E[∂Z(t) ∩ B̄_R].

Proof. Fix an R > 0, and observe B̄_R is strictly X-mean-convex. By Lemma 3.2, as Z is strictly monotone and ample, Z ∩ C¯_{BR,0} is an X-mean-convex flow generated by Z ∩ ∂C¯_{BR ,0} with starting time 0. Let Z^′ = ∂_{CB̄R,0} (Z ∩ C¯_{BR,0}) and Γ^′ = ∂_{∂CB̄R,0} (Z ∩ ∂C¯_{BR,0}). Then, by Proposition 3.6 and Lemma 4.4, Z^′ is a weak X-flow generated by Γ^′ and {Z^′(s) ∩ B_R}_{s∈[0,t)} forms a partition of (Z(0) \ Z(t)) ∩ B_R. As X = −^x_2 , the closed set ⋃ t≥0 Λ × {t} is a weak X-flow generated by (Λ × {0}) ∪ ( ⋃ t>0 γ × {t}) with starting time 0. Enlarging R if needed, the hypotheses ensure γ ∩ Z^′(s) = Γ^′(s) ∩ Λ = ∅ for all s ∈ [0, t). It follows from Theorem 2.3 that Λ ∩ Z^′(s) = ∅ for all s ∈ [0, t) and so Λ ⊆ Z(t), proving Item (1).

To see Item (2), suppose V^′ minimizes E[∂V^′ ∩ B̄_R] subject to Z(t) ⊆ V^′ ⊆ Z(0) and cl(V^′ \ Z(t)) ⊆ B̄_R. As B̄_R and Z(0) are both smooth and strictly X-mean-convex, the strong maximum principle of Solomon–White [SW89] implies V^′ \ Z(t) ⊆ int(Z(0)) ∩ B_R. Thus, by Item (1), V^′ ⊆ Z(t) and so E[∂V ∩ B̄_R] ≥ E[∂V^′ ∩ B̄_R] = E[∂Z(t) ∩ B̄_R] proving Item (2). □

Proposition 5.5. Given β ∈ (1, 2) and p ∈ int(Ω(0)), there is an r_0 > 0 so that B_{r0} (p) ⊆ int(Ω(0)) and that for r < r_0, 0 < ε <^1_4 and t > 0, if M(t) ∩ B_r(p) is contained in a slab S ⊆ B_r(p) of thickness 2εr passing through p, then Ω(t) ∩ (B_r(p) \ S) consists of 0 ≤ k ≤ 2 of the two connected components of B_r(p) \ S and M(t)(B_r(p)) ≤ β(2 − k + 2nε)ω_nr^n where ω_n is the n-dimensional volume of a unit n-ball.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4, (5.2) and (5.5) ensure that Ω_i(t) ⊆ int(Ω_{i+1}(t)) and int(Ω(t)) = ⋃_∞ i=1 Ω_i(t). Thus, up to passing to a subsequence, ∂Ω_i(t) converges to a closed subset of M(t) as i → ∞. As M(t) ∩ B_r(p) ⊆ S, the same holds for ∂Ω_i(t) when i is sufficiently large. For r_0 with B_{r0} (p) ⊆ int(Ω(0)), when i is large B_{r0} (p) ⊆ int(Ω_i(0)). For r < r_0, as Ω_i is an X-mean-convex flow, Lemma 5.4 implies E[∂Ω_i(t) ∩ B̄_r(p)] ≤ E[∂(Ω_i(t) ∪ S) ∩ B̄_r(p)]. (5.7)

Shrinking r_0 if needed, we can make sure sup x,y∈B̄_{r0} (p) e^{|x|2−|y|24} ≤ β, and so that, by (5.7),

H^n(∂Ω_i(t) ∩ B̄_r(p)) ≤ βH^n(∂(Ω_i(t) ∪ S) ∩ B̄_r(p)).

Clearly, Ω_i(t) ∩ (B_r(p) \ S) consists of k of the two components of B_r(p) \ S and

H^n(∂(Ω_i(t) ∪ S) ∩ B̄_r(p)) ≤ (2 − k + 2nε)ω_nr^n.

Combining the above two inequalities gives the bound for M_i(t). By construction, k is independent of i for large i. As ∂Ω_i(t) = M_i(t) by Lemma 4.4 and M_i(t) = H^n⌞M_i(t) → M(t) as Radon measures, the bound for M(t)(B_r(p)) follows by taking i → ∞. □

Next we will prove a sheeting theorem (see Theorem 5.8) for blow-up sequences that resemble a static multiplicity-two hyperplane as analogous to [Whi00, Theorem 8.2].

Definition 5.6. Given a point P ∈ R^{n+1} ×(0, ∞), a blow-up sequence to Ω (resp. M) at P is a sequence Ω̃_i (resp. M̃_i) of closed spacetime sets (resp. families of Radon measures) obtained by translating Ω (resp. M) by −P_i and then dilating parabolically by ρ_i (i.e., (x, t) → (ρ_ix, ρ^2_i t)) for P_i → P in spacetime and ρ_i → ∞.

It is convenient to consider the pair (Ω̃_i, M̃_i) as a blow-up sequence to (Ω, M) at P . By construction, Ω̃_i is a weak X_i-flow with starting time T_i. It is readily checked that X_i converges smoothly on compact sets to the zero vector field, and T_i converges to −∞. A straightforward modification of the proof of [HW23, Theorem 24] gives that a subsequence of Ω̃_i converges to a monotone weak flow Ω̃ that exists for all times. Likewise, by [Bra78, Chapter 4], a further subsequence of M̃_i converges to an integral Brakke flow M̃. Such a pair (Ω̃, M̃) is called a limit flow to (Ω, M) at P . When P_i ≡ P , (Ω̃, M̃) is called a tangent flow to (Ω, M) at P . In particular, Proposition 5.5 implies that multiplicities higher than 2 cannot occur for any tangent flow to (Ω, M).

A crucial tool is the following generalization of [Whi00, Corollary 4.2] to monotone weak X^′-flows for a smooth vector field X^′ on R^{n+1} . For a set V ⊆ R^{n+1} , a point p ∈ R^{n+1} and r > 0, the relative thickness of V in B_r(p) is Th(V, p, r) = 1 r inf_{|v|=1} ( sup p^′ ∈V ∩B_r (p) |v · (p − p^′)| ) . The relative thickness is 0 if and only if V is contained in a hyperplane passing through p.

Proposition 5.7. Given η > 0, there is a δ = δ(η) > 0 with the following property. If Z is a monotone weak X^′-flow for a smooth vector field X^′ on R^{n+1} , and if (p, t) is a spacetime point such that

(5.8) lim sup_{r→0} Th(Z(t), p, r) < δ

and such that p /∈ Z(t + h) when h > 0, then

(5.9) lim inf_{r→0} dist(Z(t + r^2), p) r ≥ η. Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose the proposition is false for a certain η > 0. Then for each δ > 0 there is a monotone weak X_δ-flow Z_δ in R^{n+1} and a spacetime point (p_δ, t_δ) with p_δ /∈ Z(t_δ + h) when h > 0, such that (5.8) holds for Z = Z_δ and (p, t) = (p_δ, t_δ), but (5.9) fails. By translating, we may assume p_δ = 0 and t_δ = 0. Thus there is an R_δ > 0 so that for each 0 < r < R_δ , Th(Z_δ (0), 0, r) < δ and dist(Z_δ (r^2), 0) < ηr. Combined with the monotonicity of Z_δ, this implies that if h_δ = δ^2R^2_δ then Th(Z_δ(h_δ), 0, r) < δ for 0 < r < R_δ and dist(Z_δ (h_δ + r^2), 0) < 2ηr for δR_δ ≤ r < R_δ .

Thus, if ρ_δ = inf { r > 0 | dist(Z_δ (h_δ + r^2), 0) ≤ 2ηr } then ρ_δ ≤ δR_δ. As 0 /∈ Z_δ(h_δ ) one has ρ_δ > 0. Translating Z_δ in time by −h_δ followed by parabolically dilating by ρ^{−1}_δ produces a weak X^′_δ-flow Z^′_δ satisfying

Th(Z^′_δ(0), 0, r) < δ for 0 < r < δ^{−1}

where we used R_δρ^{−1}_δ ≥ δ^{−1}, dist(Z^′_δ(1), 0) = 2η, and

dist(Z^′_δ (r^2), 0) > 2ηr for 0 < r < 1.

In addition, up to shrinking R_δ, X^′_δ converges smoothly on compact sets to the zero vector field as δ → 0.

If Z^′ is a subsequential limit of Z^′_δ ∩ C_Rn+1_{,0} as δ → 0, then Z^′ is a weak flow, Z^′(0) is contained in a hyperplane and Z^′(^1_2 ) is a proper subset of the hyperplane. This implies that Z^′(t) = ∅ for t >^1_2 , which contradicts dist(Z^′(1), 0) = 2η and completes the proof. □

If P = (p, t) and P^′ = (p^′, t^′) are points in spacetime, let dist(P, P^′) denote the parabolic distance:

dist(P, P^′) = dist((p, t), (p^′, t^′)) = max { |p − p^′|, |t − t^′|^{12} } . Let B^{n+1,1}_r (P ) = {P^′ ∈ R^{n+1} × R | dist(P, P^′) < r} denote the spacetime (open) ball centered at P with radius r. We omit the center P when it is the spacetime origin. For two spacetime sets Y, Y^′, dist_H (Y, Y^′) denotes their (parabolic) Hausdorff distance.

Theorem 5.8. Suppose (Ω̃_i, M̃_i) is a blow-up sequence to (Ω, M) such that

dist_H (Ω̃_i ∩ B^{n+1,1}_4 , H ∩ B^{n+1,1}_4 ) → 0

where H is the spacetime half-space {x_{n+1} = 0}. Then for sufficiently large i there exist f_i, g_i : B^{n,1}_1 → R such that

(1) f_i ≤ g_i;

(2) f_i, g_i → 0 in C^∞(B^{n,1}_1 ) as i → ∞;

(3) For (x, t) ∈ B^{n+1,1}_2 with (x_1, . . . , x_n, 0, t) ∈ B^{n+1,1}_1 , (x, t) ∈ Ω̃_i ⇐⇒ f_i(x_1, . . . , x_n, t) ≤ x_{n+1} ≤ g_i(x_1, . . . , x_n, t); (4) For each x^′ ∈ B^n_1 , f_i(x^′, t) and g_i(x^′, t) are increasing and decreasing, respectively, as functions of t.

In particular, for large i, M̃_i(t)⌞B^{n+1}_2 = H^n⌞(∂Ω̃_i(t) ∩ B^{n+1}_2 ) for each t ∈ (−4, 4).

Proof. Let S_i be the set of points (x, t) such that x is the center of a closed ball in Ω̃_i(t) that contains at least two points of ∂Ω̃_i(t). For large enough i, S_i ∩B^{n+1,1}_3 is a smooth properly embedded hypersurface that separates B^{n+1,1}_3 into two open sets, and M̃_i = ∂Ω̃_i ∩ B^{n+1,1}_3 has exactly two components, M̃^±_i , each contained in one of the open sets.

To see this, we prove the Bernstein-type theorem [Whi00, Theorem 7.5] for limit flows to (Ω, M). With this and Proposition 5.7, the proof of [Whi00, Lemma 8.3] gives the claim. Indeed, any limit flow to (Ω, M) consists of a monotone weak flow and an integral Brakke flow as limit flows to a mean-convex mean curvature flow. The proof of [Whi00, Theorem 7.5] depends only on the properties for limit flows [Whi00, Theorems 5.4, 5.5, 6.1], which, in our case, follow readily from Proposition 5.3, Lemma 5.4 and Proposition 5.5 and so the conclusion of [Whi00, Theorem 7.5] is true for limit flows to (Ω, M).

By Proposition 5.3, S_i separates M̃_i⌞B^{n+1,1}_3 into two parts, M̃^±_i . The hypotheses yield

spt(M̃^±_i ) = M̃^±_i → H ∩ B^{n+1,1}_3 .

Hence, the M̃^±_i converge to static hyperplanes with multiplicity m_± respectively. By Proposition 5.5, m_+ + m_− ≤ 2 and so m_± = 1. The claim follows easily from Brakke’s local regularity theorem [Bra78, 6.11] (see also [Whi05]). □

We are now ready to prove the regularity and long-time behavior for the flow Ω. Combined with Proposition 5.2, this completes the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 5.9. The boundary M is smooth except for a closed set of parabolic Hausdorff dimension at most n − 1, and M(t) = H^n⌞M(t) for each t ≥ 0. Moreover, as t → ∞, M(t) converges smoothly away from a set of codimension at most 7 to a stable (possibly singular) self-expander asymptotic to C.

Furthermore, for n ≤ 6, if (Ω̃, M̃) is a limit flow to (Ω, M), then Ω̃(t) is convex for each t ∈ R, and there is a T ∈ [−∞, ∞] such that

(1) int(Ω̃(t)) ≠ ∅ when t < T , while int(Ω̃(t)) = ∅ when t = T ; (2) M̃ is smooth with multiplicity-one in R^{n+1} × (−∞, T ); (3) Ω̃(t) = ∅ when t > T .

If, in addition, (Ω̃, M̃) is a tangent flow, then it is either a static multiplicity-one hyperplane, or a self-similarly shrinking sphere or generalized cylinder.

Proof. First, using Propositions 5.3 and 5.5 in place of [Whi00, Theorems 5.3 and 3.9], the proof of [Whi00, Theorem 5.4] implies the following: If (Ω̃, M̃) is a limit flow to (Ω, M) and T^′ ∈ (−∞, ∞] is a time such that for all t ≤ T^′, spt M̃(t) = P for some hyperplane P ⊆ R^{n+1} , then one of the following is true:

(1) Ω̃ is a static half-space with boundary P and M̃ is the static hyperplane P with multiplicity one;

(2) Ω̃ = P × (−∞, T^{′′}] for some T^{′′} ≥ T^′ and, for every t < T^{′′}, M̃(t) is P with multiplicity two while, for every t > T^{′′}, M̃(t) = 0.

Suppose now that (Ω̃, M̃) is a tangent flow instead of a general limit flow. By Theorem 5.8, static – i.e., with T^{′′} = ∞ – multiplicity-two hyperplanes cannot arise as tangent flows – see [Whi00, Corollary 8.5] . Furthermore, as zoom-ins of (Ω, M) about a spacetime point are small perturbations of MCFs, the proof of [Whi00, Theorem 9.2], with minor modifications, gives that quasi-static – i.e., with T^{′′} < ∞ – multiplicity-two hyperplanes cannot arise as tangent flows. Thus, only case (1) holds for tangent flows.

Suppose (Ω̃, M̃) is a static or quasi-static limit flow to (Ω, M). Without loss of generality, we may assume M̃(−1) ≠ 0. By Theorem 5.8 and Brakke’s local regularity theorem [Bra78, 6.11], M̃(−1) is smooth at every point with a tangent hyperplane (possibly with high multiplicity). Thus, by a dimension reduction argument, e.g., [Sim83, Appendix A], M̃(−1) is smooth almost everywhere. Hence, using Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 in place of [Whi00, Theorems 5.3 and 3.5], the proof of [Whi00, Theorem 6.1] gives that (Ω̃, M̃) has the same one-sided minimizing property as in [Whi00, Corollary 8.6]. Combining this with a dimension reduction argument gives that M̃(−1) is a stable minimal hypersurface with singular set of Hausdorff dimension ≤ n − 3 – cf. [Whi00, Theorem 7.2] for analogous arguments. It then follows from Schoen-Simon [SS81] that the singular set of M̃(−1) has Hausdorff dimension ≤ n − 7. In particular, M̃(−1) cannot be a polyhedral minimal cone.

By what we have shown above, White’s stratification theorem [Whi97, Section 11] implies that the singular set of M (or equivalently M) has parabolic Hausdorff dimension ≤ n − 1. Thus, by Propositions 5.2 and 5.3, M(t) = H^n⌞M(t) for each t ≥ 0. The arguments above also show that M(t) converges to a stable (possibly singular) self-expander asymptotic to C as t → ∞, and the convergence is smooth away from a set of codimension at most 7. When n ≤ 6, the convexity and regularity for limit flows follow readily from the proof of [Whi03, Theorem 1]. □

6. EXISTENCE OF MONOTONE MORSE FLOW LINE

We show the existence of the monotone Morse flow line – i.e., Theorem 1.3 – using Theorem 1.5 and by constructing an appropriate ancient expander mean convex flow. This will be done by showing we can take limits of solutions constructed in [BW22c]. Throughout, we will fix Σ ⊆ R^{n+1} , a smooth self-expander asymptotic to a C^3-regular cone C. As remarked in Section 1, lim_{ρ→0}+ ρΣ = C in C^{2,α}_{loc} (R^{n+1} \ {0}) for any α ∈ (0, 1).

Before proceeding, we introduce some conventions and notations we use in this section. The time variable s is used for MCFs, while the time variable t = log s is used for EMCFs. The hypersurfaces along a MCF will be denoted with tildes. We use the following notations for norms on functions g ∈ C^∞(Σ). For an integer k ≥ 0, let ‖g‖^2_{W,k} = k∑ i=0 ∫ Σ |∇^i_Σg|^2e^{|x|24} dH^n

be a weighted integral norm. Denote the C^k and, for α ∈ (0, 1), the Hölder norm by

‖g‖_Ck_{(Σ)} = k∑ i=0 sup_Σ |∇^i_Σg| and ‖g‖_Ck,α_{(Σ)} = ‖g‖_Ck_{(Σ)} + [∇^k_Σg]_{α;Σ}.

Here [g]_{α;Σ} is the (unweighted) Hölder seminorm

[g]_{α;Σ} = sup p≠q∈Σ,q∈B^Σ_δ (p) |g(p) − g(q)| d_Σ(p, q)^α where d_Σ denotes the geodesic distance on Σ and B^Σ_δ (p) is the geodesic ball in Σ centered at p with radius δ. For simplicity, we also write C^{k,α} = C^{k,α}(Σ) and [·]_{α;Σ} = [·]_α. The parabolic Hölder space C^{k,α}_P (I × Σ) consists of functions f : I × Σ → R such that ‖f‖_Ck,α_{P (I×Σ)} = ∑ i+2j≤k sup_{I×Σ} | | |∇^i_Σ∂^j_t f | | | + ∑ i+2j=k [∇^i_Σ∂^j_t f]_{α;I×Σ} < ∞, where [f]_{α;I×Σ} is the Hölder seminorm

[f]_{α;I×Σ} = sup (t_1 ,p)≠(t_2,q)∈I×Σ |t_1−t_2|<δ^2,q∈B^Σ_δ (p) |f(p) − f(q)| d_Σ(p, q)^α + |t_1 − t_2|^{α2} .

We write C^{k,α}_P (I × Σ) = C^{k,α}_P if I is understood. It is straightforward to extend the above notations to tensor fields. In what follows, we will fix δ and α.

Given a function u ∈ C^∞(Σ), let Γ_u denote the normal graph of u over Σ, i.e.

Γ_u = {x(p) + u(p)n_Σ(p) | p ∈ Σ}.

We need the following result ensuring the expander mean curvature of Γ_u can be computed from the function u in a controlled manner.

Lemma 6.1. There is an η_0 = η_0(Σ) > 0 so that if ‖u‖_C2,α ≤ η_0, then

F_u : Σ → R^{n+1} , p → x(p) + u(p)n_Σ(p) is a C^{2,α} embedding. Moreover, the expander mean curvature of Γ_u satisfies

H_{Fu} +

F_u · n_{Fu} 2 = −L_Σu + Q(u, x · ∇_Σu, ∇_Σu, ∇^2_Σu)

where L_Σ = Δ_Σ + x 2 · ∇_Σ + |A_Σ|^2 − 1 2 and Q is a homogeneous degree-two polynomial of the form Q(τ, ρ, d, T) = a(τ, ρ, d, T) · d + b(τ, d, T)τ. Moreover, the a and b are homogeneous degree-one polynomials whose coefficients are functions on Σ that are bounded in C^{0,α}(Σ) by M̄ = M̄(Σ) > 0.

Proof. First observe that, as Σ is C^{2,α}-asymptotically conical, it has the property that, in a uniform sized ball around each point p ∈ Σ, the unit normal has uniform C^{2,α} estimates. For any fixed R_1 ≥ 1, this is true for p ∈ B_{R1} ∩ Σ by standard interior elliptic estimates. For p ∈ Σ \ B_{R1} , as Σ is C^{2,α}-asymptotically conical, it follows essentially from the definition – see [BW21a, Proposition 4.3] – that there are constants γ > 0 and C_1 > 0 so that, with R = |x(p)| ≥ R_1 ≥ 1, on B_{γR}(p) ∩ Σ one has the estimates

‖n_Σ‖_C0 + R‖∇_Σn_Σ‖_C0 + R^{1+α}[∇_Σn_Σ]_α + R‖A_Σ‖_C0 + R^{1+α}[A_Σ]_α ≤ C_1 A consequence is that, on B_{γR}(p) ∩ Σ,

‖x · ∇_Σn_Σ‖_C0 + R^α[x · ∇_Σn_Σ]_α ≤ 2C_1.

Using, L_Σn_Σ = −^1_2 n_Σ – see [BW21b, Lemma 5.9] – it follows that on B_{γR}(p) ∩ Σ

‖Δ_Σn_Σ‖_C0 + [Δ_Σn_Σ]_α ≤ C^′_1.

Hence, applying standard interior Schauder estimates [GT01, 15, Theorem 6.2] on a fixed scale around p one obtains the desired bounds on the unit normal. Hence, for η_0 sufficiently small depending only on Σ, the map F_u is a C^{2,α} embedding of Γ_u = F_u(Σ).

Finally, the hypotheses ensure that [BW22b, Lemma A.2] gives the desired form of the Q, a and b and the boundedness of the coefficients of a and b. However, by using the established uniform Hölder estimates on x|_Σ, n_Σ, A_Σ one readily checks that the proof of [BW22b, Lemma A.2] also gives the required Hölder norm estimates. □

Next we establish a lemma that shows a self-expander cannot be written as a one-sided normal graph with sufficiently small C^2 norm over a strictly unstable expander – i.e., each connected component of the expander is unstable.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose Σ is strictly unstable. There is an η_1 = η_1(Σ) > 0 depending on Σ so that if u ∈ C^∞(Σ) is positive and ‖u‖_C2 ≤ η_1, then Σ^′ = Γ_u, is not a self-expander.

Proof. Suppose the graph of u > 0 is a self-expander, by [BW22b, Lemma A.2], there is a constant M̄_0 > 0 depending on Σ so that if ε < (8M̄_0)^{−1} and ‖u‖_C2 ≤ ε, then u satisfies |L_Σu| ≤ C_1ε(|x · ∇_Σu| + |∇_Σu| + |u|). where C_1 depends only on Σ.

For L_Σ = Δ_Σ +^1_2 x · ∇_Σ, the drift Laplacian, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies,

−L_Σ log u ≥ (1 − C_1ε)|∇_Σ log u|^2 + |A_Σ|^2 − 1 2 − 3 2 C_1ε − 1 2 C_1ε|x|^2,

Using the Poincaré inequality of [BW23, Lemma A.1] one has ∫ Σ ψ^2(−L_Σ log u)e^{|x|24} dH^n ≥ (1 − C_1ε) ∫ Σ ψ^2|∇_Σ log u|^2e^{|x|24} dH^n + ∫ Σ ( |A_Σ|^2 − 1 2 − 3 2 C_1ε ) ψ^2e^{|x|24} dH^n − 8C_1ε ∫ Σ |∇_Σψ|^2e^{|x|24} dH^n.

If ψ is a compactly supported smooth function on Σ it follows from an integration by parts and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that when C_1ε < 1,

(1 − C_1ε)^{−1} ∫ Σ |∇_Σψ|^2e^{|x|24} dH^n + (1 − C_1ε) ∫ Σ ψ^2|∇_Σ log u|^2e^{|x|24} dH^n ≥ ∫ Σ ψ^2(−L_Σ log u)e^{|x|24} dH^n.

Combining these two inequalities yields

(1 + 8C_1ε) ∫ Σ |∇_Σψ|^2e^{|x|24} dH^n ≥ (1 − C_1ε) ∫ Σ ( |A_Σ|^2 − 1 2 − 3 2 C_1ε ) ψ^2e^{|x|24} dH^n.

Hence, the boundedness of the second fundamental form, implies that, up to shrinking ε, ∫ Σ (|∇_Σψ|^2 − |A_Σ|^2ψ^2 + 1 2 ψ^2)e^{|x|24} dH^n ≥ −Kε ∫ Σ ψ^2e^{|x|24} dH^n

for some K > 0 that depends only on Σ.

By [BW23, Lemma 4.1], L_Σ has a discrete spectrum and it follows from the above that the lowest eigenvalue satisfies λ_0(L_Σ) ≥ −Kε. However, as Σ is strictly unstable, λ_0(L_Σ) < 0. Hence, when η_1 =^1_2 min { −K^{−1}λ_0(L_Σ), 8(M̄_0)^{−1} } > 0 there can be no such u satisfying ‖u‖_C2 ≤ η_1. □ We now begin the construction of the flow line. It will be convenient to have some notion for EMCFs that are near Σ in a controlled way and that have certain good properties. Definition 6.3. Let η_0 be the constant given by Lemma 6.1. For T > 0 and 0 < η < η_0, v ∈ C^∞([0, T ] × Σ) is an η-uniform EMCF on [0, T ] if (1) ‖v‖_C2,α_P ≤ η; (2) Σ_t = Γ_{v(t,·)} is a smooth hypersurface for all t ∈ [0, T ]; (3) t → Σ_t is a EMCF for t ∈ [0, T ].

We say such a v satisfies a reverse Poincaré inequality with constant κ > 1, if, in addition, (4) For all t ∈ [0, T ], ‖v(t, ·)‖_{W,1} ≤ κ‖v(t, ·)‖_{W,0} < ∞. We say such a v is monotone if, in addition,

(5) For all 0 ≤ t ≤ t^′ ≤ T , 0 ≤ v(t, ·) ≤ v(t^′, ·).

By Lemma 6.1, v, an η-uniform EMCF on [0, T ], satisfies a parabolic PDE of the form ∂v ∂t = L_Σv + Q(v, x · ∇_Σv, ∇_Σv, ∇^2_Σv).

(6.1)

Here Q is the homogeneous degree-two polynomial given by Lemma 6.1 which we will sometimes shorten to Q[v]. We may treat the equation (6.1) as a quasilinear parabolic PDE with time independent coefficients bounded in C^{0,α}(Σ). By the strict maximum principle if v is monotone and Σ is connected, then either v is strictly monotone, i.e., the inequality in Item (5) above is strict, or is a static solution to (6.1), i.e., each Σ_t is a self-expander.

Standard existence results for MCF establish a short time existence and uniqueness in the class of η-uniform EMCF for hypersurfaces close to Σ.

Proposition 6.4. Given 0 < η < η_0, there is an α_0 = α_0(Σ, η) > 0 and δ_0 = δ_0(Σ, η) > 0 so that, if v_0 ∈ C^∞(Σ) satisfies ‖v_0‖_C2,α ≤ α_0, then there is a unique η-uniform EMCF on [0, δ_0], v, with v(0, ·) = v_0.

Proof. By Lemma 6.1, for α_0 sufficiently small depending only on Σ, the map F_0 : Σ → R^{n+1} , p → x(p) + v_0(p)n_Σ(p) is a C^{2,α} diffeomorphism onto Σ_0 = F_0(Σ) = Γ_{v0} . It follows from the interior estimates of Ecker–Huisken [EH91] – specifically [EH91, Theorem 4.2] – that there is short time existence of the MCF starting from Σ_0 and hence also of the EMCF. This flow is parameterized by a map F(t, ·): [0, δ_0] × Σ → R^{n+1} with F(0, ·) = F_0. Moreover, the map F is 1 2 -Hölder continuous in time at t = 0 and smooth for t > 0. It follows that there exists a C^{12}_P function v : [0, δ_0] × Σ → R such that Σ_t = F(t, Σ) = Γ_{v(t,·)} and that v solves (6.1). Here one uses only that Σ_0 is expressible locally as a Lipschitz graph on a uniform scale. Standard parabolic Schauder estimates give the bound on ‖v‖_C2,α_P as long as α_0 is taken sufficiently small – see the discussion in the proof of [EH91, Corollary 4.4]. The uniqueness is straightforward – see also [CY07]. □

We now establish estimates that will allow us to iterate Proposition 6.4. First, we recall an interior L^2 to C^{2,α}_P estimate:

Proposition 6.5. Suppose v is smooth and satisfies ∂v ∂t = a^{ij} ∇_{ij} v + b^j ∇_j v + cv. (6.2)

on [−R^2, 0] × B̄_R(0) ⊂ R × R^n , with {a^{ij} } uniformly elliptic. If the coefficients satisfy ‖a^{ij} ‖_C0,α_P + R‖b^j ‖_C0,α_P + R^2‖c‖_C0,α_P ≤ C_0 on [−R^2, 0] × B̄_R(0). Then there is a constant C > 0 depending on C_0, n, and the ellipticity constant so that, after setting, I_R[v] = R^{−n−2} ∫_0 −R^2 ∫ B̄_R(0) |v|^2 dxdt,

|v(0, 0)|^2 + R^2 |∇_Σv(0, 0)|^2 + R^4 | |∇^2_Σv(0, 0) | |^2 + R^4 |∂_tv(0, 0)|^2 ≤ CI_R[v] and

R^{4+2α} ( [∇^2_Σv]^2_{α;[−R2 /4,0]×B̄R/2(0)} + [∂_tv]^2_{α;[−R2 /4,0]×B̄R/2(0)} ) ≤ CI_R[v]. Proof. By rescaling the domain, this follows from [CM22, Theorem C.2]. □

Using this we establish a weighted interior estimate for appropriate η-uniform ECMF. Proposition 6.6. Fix κ_1 > 1, T_1 > 0. There are η_2 = η_2(Σ) > 0, C_1 = C_1(Σ, κ_1) > 0 and C_2 = C_2(Σ, κ_1, T_1) > 0 so that if v is an η_2-uniform EMCF on [0, T_1], that satisfies a reverse Poincaré inequality with constant κ_1, then ‖v(t, ·)‖_{W,0} ≤ e^{C1t}‖v(0, ·)‖_{W,0} and ‖v‖_C2,α_{P ([} 1_{2 T1,T1 ]×Σ)} ≤ C_2 ‖v(T_1, ·)‖_{W,0} .

Proof. First we establish the existence of a constant K_1 = K_1(Σ, T_1) > 0 so that

(6.3) ‖v‖^2_C2,α_{P ([ 12 T1,T1 ]×Σ)} ≤ K_1 ∫_{T1} 0 ‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0} dt. Fix p ∈ Σ and T ∈ [^1_2 T_1, T_1] and consider the localization at scale r around (T, p):

Σ_r(T, p) = ([ 1 2 T_1, T_1 ] ∩ [T − r^2, T ] ) × B^Σ_r (p)

Note the restriction on the time. Take r = r(p) to be r = 1 2 min{ √ T_1, |x(p)|^{−1} , r_0}.

Here r_0 = r_0(Σ) > 0 is the scale where B^Σ_{r0} (p) can be written as a graph over a region in T_pΣ of a function with C^{2,α} norm smaller than^1_4 – this scale exists by Lemma 6.1.

By Lemma 6.1 and the η_2-uniformity of v, with η_2 < η_0 sufficiently small, the equation (6.1), satisfies all the conditions of Proposition 6.5 and so, up to increasing C,

|v(T, p)|^2 + r^2 |∇_Σv(T, p)|^2 + r^4 | ∇^2_Σv(T, p) |_2 ≤ Cr^{−n−2} ∫_T T −r^2 ∫ B^Σ_r (p) |v|^2 dt ≤ Cr^{−n−2}e^{− |x(p)|2 +r2−2r|x(p)|4} ∫_{T1} 0 ∫ B^Σ_r (p) |v|^2 e^{|x|24} dt ≤ Cr^{−n−2}e^{− |x(p)|24} ∫_{T1} 0 ‖v‖^2_{W,0} dt. Likewise, Proposition 6.5 and above reasoning implies that,

r^{4+2α} ( [∇^2_Σv]^2_{α;Σr (T,p)} + [∂_tv]^2_{α;Σr (T,p)} ) ≤ Cr^{−n−2}e^{− |x(p)|24} ∫_{T1} 0 ‖v‖^2_{W,0} dt. When |x(p)| ≤ R_1 = R_1(Σ, T_1) = max { T^{− 12}_1 , r^{−1}_0 } , then r =^1_2 R^{−1}_0 > 0 is independent of p. Hence, the preceding estimates give the bound on scale r (6.4) ‖v‖^2_C2,α_{P (Σr (T,p))} ≤ CK(p) ∫_{T1} 0 ‖v‖^2_{W,0} dt where, we have increased C = C(Σ, T_1) and set K(p) = { 1 |x(p)| ≤ R_1 r^{−n−6−2α}e^{− |x(p)|24} |x(p)| > R_1. It remains to establish a bound on scale δ. To do so one observes that up to shrinking r and increasing C if needed, for any (T^′, p^′) ∈ Σ_δ (T, p), (6.4) holds with K(p) in place of K(p^′). Moreover, if Σ_r(T^′, p^′) and Σ_r(T^{′′}, p^{′′}) intersect, then the triangle inequality and properties of the Hölder seminorms imply ‖v‖_C2,α_{P (Σr (T ′,p′)∪Σr (T ′′ ,p′′ ))} ≤ ‖v‖_C2,α_{P (Σr (T ′ ,p′))} + ‖v‖_C2,α_{P (Σr (T ′′ ,p′′))} As we can connect any point in Σ_δ(T, p) to (T, p) by a piece-wise smooth path consisting of a minimizing geodesic of length at most δ in Σ and a stationary path in time with temporal length at most δ^2, we obtain

‖v‖^2_C2,α_{P (Σδ (T,p))} ≤ 2(δr^{−1})^6‖v‖^2_C2,α_{P (Σr (T,p))} ≤ 2Cδ^6r^{−6}K(p) ∫_{T1} 0 ‖v‖^2_{W,0} dt.

When |x(p)| ≤ R_1 as r and K(p) are depend only on T_1 and Σ, the bound of (6.3) holds with an appropriately chosen K_1. When |x(p)| ≥ R_1, one uses the fact that on ρ ≥ R_1, the functions E_N : ρ → ρ^N e^{− ρ24} have maxima that depend only on N and R_1, (6.3) holds after possibly increasing K_1.

Differentiating equation (6.1) and integrating by parts, both justified as v satisfies the reverse Poincaré inequality, yields d dt ‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0} = 2 ∫ Σ v (L_Σv + Q[v]) e^{|x|24} dH^n = 2 ∫ Σ ( − |∇_Σv|^2 + ( |A_Σ|^2 − 1 2 ) |v|^2 + vQ[v] ) e^{|x|24} dH^n ≤ K_2‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0} where K_2 = K_2(Σ, η_1). Here we used the hypotheses that v is an η_1-uniform EMCF and satisfies the reverse Poincaré inequality and Lemma 6.1 to obtain ∫ Σ |vQ[v]|e^{|x|24} dH^n ≤ M̄_0 ‖v(t, ·)‖_C2,α ‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,1} ≤ η_1κ^2_1M̄_0‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0}. Hence, for sufficiently large C_1 = C_1(Σ, η_1, κ_1), f_1(t) = e^{−2C1t} ‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0} is non-increasing. This proves the first bound. The same reasoning implies d dt ‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0} ≥ −K_3 ‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0} . where K_3 = K_3(Σ, η_1, κ_1). Hence, f_2(t) = e^{K3t} ‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0} is non-decreasing. Thus, by (6.3)

‖v‖^2_C2,α_{P ([} 1_{2 T1 ,T1]×Σ)} ≤ K_1 ∫_{T1} 0 ‖v(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0} dt ≤ K_1e^{K3T1} T_1 ‖v(T_1, ·)‖^2_{W,0} ≤ C_2 ‖v(T_1, ·)‖^2_{W,0} , where C_2 = C_1(S_1, K_1, K_3). □ We now assume Σ is strictly unstable and trapped, and use construction of [BW22c] to produce the flow line from Σ. Recall, an asymptotically conical hypersurface is trapped if it is contained in the region bounded by the outermost and innermost self-expanders – see e.g., [BW22c, Section 4] for the partial ordering of self-expanders and [BW22b] for the trapping of flows. By treating each connected component separately, we may assume Σ is connected and unstable – see [BW22c, Theorem 6.1] for more details.

Let f be the unique positive eigenfunction of −L_Σ corresponding to the lowest eigenvalue, normalized so ‖f‖_C2,α = 1. As in [BW22c], we consider the map f^ε = x|_Σ + εfn_Σ, and put Σ^ε = f^ε(Σ) = Γ_{εf} . By Lemma 6.1, for |ε| sufficiently small, f^ε is an embedding and Σ^ε is a hypersurface. The asymptotic structure of f, [BW22a, Proposition 3.2], implies that for for |ε| sufficiently small Σ^ε is a trapped hypersurface that is asymptotic to C, the asymptotic cone of Σ. By [BW22c, Proposition 5.1], up to shrinking |ε|, there is a unique, smooth MCF starting from Σ^ε, M̃^ε = {Σ̃^ε_s}_{s∈[1,S}ε_), where S^ε ∈ (1, ∞] is the maximal time of smooth existence, so that certain rescaled mean curvature of the Σ̃^ε_s vanishes nowhere. Let M^ε = {Σ^ε_t }_{t∈[0,T} ε_) denote the corresponding EMCFs defined on [0, T^ε). The construction ensures the Σ^ε_t lie on one side of Σ for ε ≠ 0 and remain trapped and asymptotic to C in the sense of Item (3) of Definition 1.1.

We construct an ancient flow by taking appropriate limits of the M^ε. To do so, we need more quantitative control on the amount of time they remain well-behaved. To that end, let

I^ε(η) = { T ∈ (0, T^ε) | ∃v, an η-uniform EMCF on [0, T ] so Σ^ε_t = Γ_{v(t,·)} } where we take this interval to be [0] if there is no such v. Set

T^ε(η) = sup I^ε(η).

When T^ε(η) > 0, denote by v^ε ∈ C^∞([0, T^ε(η))×Σ) the function such that Σ^ε_t = Γ_vε_{(t,·)}. Observe that when α_0 = α_0(Σ, η) is given by Proposition 6.4, then, when |ε| < α_0, T^ε(η) ≥ δ_0 since we have normalized ‖f‖_C2,α = 1.

The definition ensures that v^ε is an η-uniform ECMF on [0, T ] for every T ∈ (0, T^ε). In particular, for |ε^′| ≤ |ε|, T^ε(η) ≤ T^{ε′} (η) and T^0(η) = ∞ as in this case the EMCF is the static flow of Σ and v^0 vanishes. For ε > 0, we may choose the unit normal to Σ so v^ε(0, ·) > 0 and hence, by the expander mean convexity, v^ε is monotone – see the proof of [BW22c, Proposition 5.1 (3)] for a more detailed justification.

We now establish that for ε > 0 sufficiently small the flows M^ε exist with good properties for a long time after which they have moved away from Σ by a definite amount.

Proposition 6.7. There are constants ω_0 = ω_0(Σ) > 0, ε_0 = ε_0(Σ) > 0 and κ = κ(Σ) > 1 so that when 0 < ε < ε_0, there is a T^ε_0 ∈ [1, T^ε) so that

(1) −κ^{−1} log ε − κ ≤ T^ε_0 < T^ε(η_1) < ∞, where η_1 is given by Lemma 6.2; (2) On [0, T^ε_0 ], v^ε satisfies a reverse Poincaré inequality with constant κ; (3) For t ∈ [0, T^ε_0 ], ‖v^ε(t, ·)‖_{W,0} ≤ ω_0 = ‖v^ε(T^ε_0 , ·)‖_{W,0}.

Proof. Let us write v^ε_0 = εf for the initial perturbation from above. As v^ε_0 is a small perturbation by the first eigenfuction normalized to be positive, for ε_0 = ε_0(Σ) > 0 sufficiently small, one has ‖v^ε_0‖^2_{W,0} = ε^2 ‖f‖^2_{W,0} and

E_0 = E_{rel}[Σ^ε_0; Σ] = E_{rel}[Γ_vε_0 ; Σ] < −δε^2,

where δ = δ(Σ) > 0. The forward monotonicity of [BW22b] and fact that Σ^ε_t are trapped implies this bound holds for all t ∈ [0, T^ε).

Set η = min {η_0(Σ), η_1(Σ), η_2(Σ)} > 0 where η_0 is given by Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.2 and η_1 is given by Proposition 6.6 and η_2 is given by . Let α_0 and δ_0 be the constant obtained in Proposition 6.4 from this η. As observed above, by taking ε_0 < α_0 we have ‖v^ε_0‖_C2,α = ε < α_0 and hence T^ε(η) > δ_0 > 0. In particular, we may take v^ε to be defined at least on [0, δ_0].

As the relative entropy of the Σ_t is negative, we may appeal to [Che22, Corollary 4.3] to see that for any t ∈ [0, T^ε(η)], there is a constant κ = κ(Σ) > 1 so that ‖v^ε(t, ·)‖^2_{W,1} ≤ κ^2 ‖v^ε(t, ·)‖^2_{W,0} . That is, v^ε satisfies the reverse Poincaré inequality with constant κ for any t ∈ [0, T^ε(η)]. Our choice of η allows us to apply Proposition 6.6 and obtain ‖v^ε(t, ·)‖_{W,0} ≤ εC_3e^{C1t}, for t ∈ [0, T^ε(η)]. (6.5)

Using T^ε(η) ≥ δ_0 and the time translation of EMCF, one also obtains from Proposition 6.6 that, for t ∈ [δ_0, T^ε(η)], ‖v^ε(t, ·)‖_C2,α ≤ ‖v^ε‖_C2,α_{P ([} 1_{2 δ0 ,δ0]×Σ)} ≤ C_2 ‖v^ε(t, ·)‖_{W,0} . (6.6) Now fix a ω_0 = ω_0(Σ) > 0 small enough so C_2ω_0 < α_0, and set T^′ = sup{T ∈ (0, T^ε(η)) | ∀t ∈ [0, T ], ‖v^ε(t, ·)‖_{W,0} ≤ ω_0}. Fix ε_0 = ε_0(Σ) > 0 small enough so ε_0C_3e^{C1δ0} < ω_0. For ε < ε_0, (6.5) implies that T^′ ≥ δ_0. Indeed, by (6.5) we see that, after possibly increasing κ, T^′ ≥ −C^{−1}_1 log ε + C^{−1}_1 log(C^{−1}_3 ω_0) ≥ −κ^{−1} log ε − κ.

We now argue that T^′ < T^ε(η) for every ε < ε_0 – in particular T^′ < ∞ and ‖v^ε(T^′, ·)‖_{W,0} = ω_0.

Suppose that T^′ = T^ε(η) ≥ δ_0. If T^ε(η) < ∞, then by (6.6), for t ∈ [δ_0, T^′], ‖v^ε(t, ·)‖_C2,α < α_0 and so T^′ < T^′ + δ_0 ≤ T^ε(η) which is a contradiction. Hence, it remains to consider the case T^′ = T^ε(η) = ∞. Take a sequence of times t_i → ∞ and consider the translated graphical EMCF given by v_i(t, ·) = v^ε(t + t_i, ·). Clearly ‖v_i‖_C2,α_{P (I×Σ)} ≤ η for any compact interval I ⊂ (−t_i, ∞), and so, by the Arzelà–Ascoli theorem, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by v_i, such that v_i → v̄ in C^2_{loc}(I ×Σ). Consequently v̄ satisfies (6.1) on (−∞, ∞) × Σ and is thus a smooth function by standard parabolic estimates. Moreover, it follows from the uniform bounds on the v_i’s that ‖v̄‖_C2,α_{P ((−∞,∞)×Σ)} ≤ η. By construction and the fact that the v^ε are monotone, for any t ≥ t_i, 0 < εf = v^ε_0 ≤ v_i(t_i, ·) ≤ v_i(t, ·) ≤ v̄(t, ·) and so v̄ is not identically zero. In fact, as v̄ is the increasing limit of monotone flows it must be static; that is, the graph of v̄ is a smooth self-expander satisfying ‖v̄‖_C2,α ≤ η. As v̄ is non-negative and positive somewhere, this contradicts Lemma 6.2 and our choice of η. The result follows by taking T^ε_0 = T^′. □

Corollary 6.8. Suppose Σ is strictly unstable and trapped. There is an ancient smooth EMCF M = {Σ_t}_{t∈(−∞,0]} that satisfies

(1) Each Σ_t lies on one side of Σ and is asymptotic to C in the sense of Item (3) of Definition 1.1;

(2) Each Σ_t has expander mean curvature nowhere vanishing; (3) lim_{t→−∞} Σ_t = Σ in C^∞_{loc}(R^{n+1} ).

Proof. Let ω_0, ε_0, κ_0 and, for each 0 < ε < ε_0 small, let T^ε_0 be given by Proposition 6.7. By the lower bound on T^ε_0 , we have T^ε_0 → ∞ as ε → 0^+. Let M^{ε,T ε0} be the EMCF obtained from time translating M^ε by −T^ε_0 , and let w^ε be the corresponding graphical solutions over Σ. Then, by definition of T^ε_0 , ‖w^ε(0, ·)‖_{W,0} = ω_0 > 0, and ‖w^ε(0, ·)‖_C2,α ≤ η. As each v^ε(t, ·) satisfies a reverse Poincaré inequality with constant κ for t ∈ [0, T^ε_0 ], the same is true for w^ε on [−T^ε_0 , 0],

By the Arzelà–Ascoli theorem we may take a subsequential limit ε_i → 0^+ to obtain a graphical EMCF M = {Σ_t}_{t∈(−∞,0]} so that Σ_t = Γ_{w(t,·)} where ‖w(0, ·)‖_C2,α < η_1 and ‖w(0, ·)‖_{W,0} = ω_0 > 0. The strong convergence in ‖ · ‖_{W,0} holds because of the reverse Poincaré inequality.

This means that M is not the static flow of Σ. As M is obtained as the smooth limit of flows with nowhere vanishing expander mean curvature, the strong maximum principle implies each component of M either has expander mean curvature nowhere vanishing or is static. However, the latter contradicts Lemma 6.2. Finally, one can argue as in the proof of Proposition 6.7 that the limit as t → −∞ of the Σ_t is a self-expander that is a graph over Σ of a non-negative function. By Lemma 6.2, this expander must be Σ, i.e., the backwards limit in time of w vanishes. □

Remark 6.9. When the cone C is generic, this is the unique one-sided EMCF by [Che22, Proposition 4.9]. The genericity hypothesis can likely be dropped.

To finish the proof of Theorem 1.3 we will couple the smooth ancient flow constructed above with an expander weak flow constructed as in Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let M = {Σ_t}_{t∈(−∞,0]} be the ancient smooth flow constructed in Corollary 6.8 with Σ = Σ_−. By symmetry, we may also assume the Ω(t) are the closed sets with boundary Σ_t so that ⋃ t≤0 Ω(t) = int(Ω_−). Observe that our construction ensures Σ_t is asymptotic to C in a uniform-in-time manner as in Item (3) of Definition 1.1. As Ω(0) is strictly expander mean convex and asymptotically conical, there is a regular strictly monotone expander weak flow Ω(t) for t ≥ 0 starting from Ω(0) by Theorem 1.5. It is readily checked that Ω(t) for t ∈ R satisfies the properties in Definition 1.1. □

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF SOME PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this appendix, we give detailed proofs of some results from Section 2.

A.1. Proof of Theorem 2.3. We adapt the arguments of [HW23, Theorem 16] to weak X-flows generated by spacetime sets. First we need a couple of auxiliary propositions.

Proposition A.1. Suppose Z is a weak X-flow generated by a closed set Γ ⊆ C_{N,T0} with starting time T_0 and T > T_0.

(1) For any p ∈ Z(T ) \ Γ(T ), dist(p, Z(t))^2 ≤ 2c_0(T − t) for t < T close to T . Here c_0 is the constant given by Proposition 2.1.

(2) If u: N × R → R is continuous, then, when ũ(t) = inf_{x∈Z(t)} u(x, t),

ũ(T ) ≥ min { lim sup t↑T ũ(t), inf_{y∈Γ(T )} u(y, T ) } . Proof. As p /∈ Γ(T ) and Γ is closed, there is a radius r > 0 and an ε > 0 with T − ε > T_0 such that B_r(p) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for T − ε ≤ t ≤ T . Thus, the restriction, Z^′, of Z to B_r(p) × [T − ε, T ] is a weak X-flow in B_r(p) with starting time T − ε. Appealing to Proposition 2.1, one sees that Theorem 3(ii) and consequently Corollary 4(i) of [HW23] hold for the weak X-flow Z^′. That is, dist(p, Z^′(t))^2 ≤ 2c_0(T − t) for t < T close to T . As Z^′ ⊆ Z, the inequality holds with Z^′ replaced by Z. This proves the first claim.

For the second claim, we note that if x ∈ Γ(T ), clearly u(x, T ) ≥ inf_{y∈Γ(T )} u(y, T ).

If x ∈ Z(T ) \ Γ(T ), the by the first claim, for each t < T close to T we can find x_t ∈ Z(t) with dist(x_t, x) ≤ √ 2c_0(T − t). Hence ũ(t) ≤ u(x_t, t) and so lim sup t↑T ũ(t) ≤ lim sup_{t↑T} u(x_t, t) = u(x, T ). Combining the two cases gives that, for each x ∈ Z(T ), u(x, T ) ≥ min { lim sup t↑T ũ(t), inf_{y∈Γ(T )} u(y, T ) } . Taking the infimum yields the desired inequality. □

For v ∈ T_pN, let Ric^X (v, v) = Ric(v, v) + v · ∇_v X.

Proposition A.2. Let t ∈ [0, T ] → K(t) be a smooth barrier in N such that Φ^X_K (p, t) ≤ 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ] and p ∈ ∂K(t). Suppose η > 0 and λ ∈ R are such that the set Q = { (p, t) | t ∈ [0, T ], dist(p, ∂K(t)) ≤ e^{λt}η } is compact, and Ric^X > λ on ⋃ t∈[0,T ] Q(t). Let Z be a weak X-flow generated by a

closed subset Γ ⊆ C_{N,0}. Assume either ⋃ t∈[0,T ] K(t) or ⋃ t∈[0,T ] Z(t) is compact. If, for

all t ∈ [0, T ], dist(Γ(t), K(t)) ≥ e^{λt}η, then, for all t ∈ [0, T ], dist(Z(t), K(t)) ≥ e^{λt}η. Proof. It suffices to show that given η^′ ∈ (0, η), one has dist(Z(t), K(t)) > e^{λt}η^′ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Suppose this is not true for some η^′. If Q^′ = { (p, t) | t ∈ [0, T ], dist(p, K(t)) ≤ e^{λt}η^′ } , then Q^′ ∩ Z is a non-empty compact spacetime set. Thus, there is a first time t_0 such that Q^′(t_0) ∩ Z(t_0) is non-empty. The hypotheses ensure t_0 > 0. Suppose q ∈ Q^′(t_0) ∩ Z(t_0). Then, by the definition of Q^′, dist(q, K(t_0)) ≤ e^{λt0} η^′.

As u(x, t) = dist(x, K(t)) is continuous, Proposition A.1 applied to u implies that dist(q, K(t_0)) ≥ min { e^{λt0} η^′, dist(Γ(t_0), K(t_0)) } ≥ e^{λt0} η^′, where the second inequality uses the hypotheses. Thus, dist(q, K(t_0)) = e^{λt0} η^′.

As Q is compact and K is closed, we may assume ⋃ t∈[0,t_0] K(t) is compact by replac-

ing K by Q ∩ K; this does not decrease the distance to Z(t) for t ∈ [0, t_0] and keeps it the same for t = t_0. Thus, there is a unit-speed, minimizing geodesic γ joining q to a point p ∈ ∂K(t_0) with dist(q, p) = dist(q, K(t_0)). As γ ⊆ Q one has Ric^X (γ^′, γ^′) > λ. As dist(Γ(t_0), K(t_0)) > e^{λt0} η^′, q /∈ Γ(t_0) and so, as remarked in Section 11 of [HW23], the proof of [HW23, Lemma 10] may be adapted straightforwardly to weak X-flows. It follows that Φ^X_K (p, t_0) > 0. This contradicts the hypotheses and so proves the claim. □

Theorem A.3. For i = 1, 2, let Z_i be a weak X-flow generated by a closed set Γ_i ⊆ C_{N,0}. Suppose η > 0 and λ ∈ R are such that the set

Z^η_{1,λ} = ⋃ t∈[0,T ] { p ∈ N | dist(p, Z_1(t)) ≤ e^{λt}η } is compact. Suppose also that Ric^X ≥ λ on Z^η_{1,λ}. If min {dist(Γ_1(t), Z_2(t)), dist(Γ_2(t), Z_1(t))} ≥ e^{λt}η for all t ∈ [0, T ], then dist(Z_1(t), Z_2(t)) ≥ e^{λt}η holds for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Suppose first that λ is a strict lower bound of Ric^X on Z^η_{1,λ}. Given η^′ ∈ (0, η), let T = { τ ∈ [0, T ] | dist(Z_1(t), Z_2(t)) ≥ e^{λt}η^′ ∀t ∈ [0, τ] } . By the hypotheses, 0 ∈ T .

First we show T is closed. Indeed, let b = sup T . Suppose z_1 ∈ Z_1(b) and z_2 ∈ Z_2(b). We claim dist(z_1, z_2) ≥ e^{λb}η^′. To see this, if z_1 ∈ Γ_1(b) or z_2 ∈ Γ_2(b), then it follows from our hypotheses that

dist(z_1, z_2) ≥ min {dist(Γ_1(b), Z_2(b)), dist(Γ_2(b), Z_1(b))} ≥ e^{λb}η > e^{λb}η^′. So we may assume that z_1 ∈ Z_1(b) \ Γ_1(b) and z_2 ∈ Z_2(b) \ Γ_2(b). For t < b, the triangle inequality gives (A.1) e^{λt}η^′ ≤ dist(Z_1(t), Z_2(t)) ≤ dist(Z_1(t), z_1) + dist(z_1, z_2) + dist(z_2, Z_2(t)). By Proposition A.1 applied to u_i(x, t) = dist(x, z_i), i = 1, 2, as dist(z_i, Γ_i(b)) > 0, lim sup t↑b dist(z_i, Z_i(t)) ≤ inf_{x∈Zi(b)} dist(x, Z_i(b)) = 0.

So taking t ↑ b in (A.1) gives that dist(z_1, z_2) ≥ e^{λb}η^′ proving the claim. Since this holds for all z_1 ∈ Z_1(b) and z_2 ∈ Z_2(b), we conclude that dist(Z_1(b), Z_2(b)) ≥ e^{λb}η^′.

Hence b ∈ T and T is closed.

Next we show that T is open. Let τ ∈ T with τ < T . For δ > 0, let Z^′_1(τ) = Z_1(τ) ∪ {p ∈ N | dist(p, Γ_1(τ)) ≤ δ} .

By the hypotheses and triangle inequality, we may choose δ small so that Z^′_1(τ) is compact and so that dist(Z^′_1(τ), Z_2(τ)) ≥ e^{λτ} η^′ and dist(Γ_2(τ), Z^′_1(τ)) > e^{λτ} η^′.

Let J = { p ∈ N | dist(p, Z^′_1(τ)) ≥ e^{λτ} η^′ } . Note that Z_2(τ) ⊆ J and Γ_2(τ) ⊆ intJ.

By [HW23, Theorem A.1], there exists a closed C^1 hypersurface M ⊆ N separating Z^′_1(τ) and J such that (A.2) dist(Z^′_1(τ), M) = dist(M, J) = 1 2 dist(Z^′_1(τ), J) = 1 2 e^{λτ} η^′. By construction min {dist(Γ_1(τ), M), dist(Γ_2(τ), M)} > 1 2 e^{λτ} η^′.

By White’s regularity theorem [Whi05], there exists a smooth X-flow of closed hypersurfaces, t ∈ (τ, τ + ε] → M(t) such that M(t) converges in the C^1 topology to M as t → τ. Denote M(τ) = M. For sufficiently small ε such that [τ, τ + ε] ⊆ [0, T ], we let

M̃ = ⋃ t∈[τ,τ +ε] { p ∈ N | dist(p, M(t)) ≤ 1 2 e^{λt}η^′ } . Shrinking ε if necessary, we can also make sure that M̃ is compact, that λ is a strict lower bound of Ric^X on M̃, and that M(t) separates Γ_1(t) and Γ_2(t) with

min {dist(Γ_1(t), M(t)), dist(Γ_2(t), M(t))} > 1 2 e^{λt}η^′ for t ∈ [τ, τ + ε]. Combined these with (A.2), it follows from Proposition A.2 applied to the barriers bounded by M(t) and the flows Z_i, with^1_2 e^{λτ} η^′ in place of η, that for t ∈ [τ, τ + ε] min {dist(Z_1(t), M(t)), dist(Z_2(t), M(t))} ≥ 1 2 e^{λt}η^′. Since M(t) separates Z_1(t) and Z_2(t), we have dist(Z_1(t), Z_2(t)) ≥ e^{λt}η^′, meaning τ + ε ∈ T . Hence T is open.

As [0, T ] is connected, it follows that T = [0, T ]. That is, dist(Z_1(t), Z_2(t)) ≥ e^{λt}η^′ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Sending η^′ → η, the inequality also holds for η^′ = η.

When λ is not a strict lower bound for Ric^X on Z^η_{1,λ}, we observe that Z^η_{1,λ}′ ⊂ Z^η_{1,λ} for all λ^′ < λ, and we may apply the above to Z^η_{1,λ}′ to conclude

dist(Z_1(t), Z_2(t)) ≥ e^{λ′t}η for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Since λ^′ < λ is arbitrary, the inequality holds for λ as well. □

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Without loss of generality we may assume T_0 = 0. Let U ⊆ N be an open set containing ⋃ t∈[0,T ] Z1(t) with U compact and let λ be a lower bound of Ric X on U. Choose η > 0 so small that inf t∈[0,T ] min { e^{−λt}dist(Γ_1(t), Z_2(t)), e^{−λt}dist(Γ_2(t), Z_1(t)) } > η, and that ⋃ t∈[0,T ] { p ∈ N | dist(p, Z_1(t)) ≤ e^{λt}η } ⊆ U. It follows from Theorem A.3 that Z_1(t) and Z_2(t) are disjoint for all t ∈ [0, T ]. □

A.2. Proof of Proposition 2.4. Without loss of generality we may assume T_0 = 0. By our hypotheses, there is a point x_0 ∈ N and r > 1 such that ⋃ t∈[0,T ] Γ(t) ⊆ Br(x0). Let p ∈ N \ B_{4r}(x_0). Define R by dist(p, x_0) = r + 3R, so R ≥ r > 1. Observe by the triangle inequality B̄_{2R}(p) ⊆ B̄_{6R}(x_0). As |∇X| is bounded, sup B̄_{2R}(p) |X| ≤ 6RC where C = |X(x_0)| + sup_N |∇X|. Let κ ∈ R be a lower bound of the Ricci curvature of N. As ⋃ t∈[0,T ] Γ(t) is disjoint from B̄2R(p), by [HW23, Corollary 28] there is h =

h(κ, n) > 0 such that dist(p, Z(t)) > R for 0 ≤ t ≤^R_{h+6RC} .

As R > 1, R h + 6RC = 1 (h/R) + 6C > 1 h + 6C . Thus, if T^′ =^1_{h+6C} , then p /∈ ⋃ t∈[0,T^′] Z(t). This holds for all p ∈ N \ B4r(x0), so ⋃ t∈[0,T^′] Z(t) ⊆ B_{4r}(x_0).

Hence, by iteration, ⋃ t∈[0,T ] Z(t) ⊆ B_4k_r(x_0)

that is, ⋃ t∈[0,T ] Z(t) is compact.

A.3. Proof of Theorem 2.5. We first show (1) and (2) are equivalent. Clearly, (1) implies (2). To see (2) implies (1), suppose (2) holds, but Z is not a weak X-flow generated by Γ. This means that there exists a smooth compact barrier K̃(t) on [a, b] such that • K̃(t) ∩ Z(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b). • (K̃(b) ∩ Z(b)) ∩ Γ(b) = ∅.

• For p ∈ K̃(b) ∩ Z(b), either p ∈ int(K̃(b)) or p ∈ ∂K̃(b) but Φ^X_{K̃} (p, b) < 0.

By Proposition A.1^2 applied to u(x, t) = dist(x, N \ K̃(t)), as K̃(t) ∩ Z(t) = ∅ for t ∈ [a, b) one sees that p cannot be in the interior of K̃(b). Thus necessarily p ∈ ∂K̃(b) and Φ^X_{K̃} (p, b) < 0. As remarked in Section 11 of [HW23], the barrier modification theorem [HW23, Theorem 9] may be adapted to produce a strong X-flow barrier K̂ with p ∈ ∂K̂(b) and K̂(t) ⊆ K̃(t) for all t ∈ [â, b], where â is sufficiently close to b. This means ∂K̂(b) ∩ Z(b) ≠ ∅, a contradiction. This verifies the claim.

Next, it is clear that (2) implies (3). Since every strong barrier can be extended slightly due to the strict inequality while remaining disjoint from Γ, (3) implies (2). This proves (2) and (3) are equivalent.

By Theorem 2.3, as any smooth X-flow is automatically a weak X-flow, (1) implies (4). To conclude the proof, it suffices to show (4) implies (2). Indeed, suppose (4) holds, but (2) does not; that is, there exists a strong X-flow barrier K(t) on [a, b] such that K(t) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b], and that K(a) ∩ Z(a) = ∅ but K(t) ∩ Z(t) ≠ ∅ for some t ∈ (a, b]. Shrinking b if necessary we may assume t = b is the first time K(t) intersects Z(t) nontrivially. Since min t∈[a,b] dist(∂K(t), Γ(t)) > 0

by increasing a if necessary, we may assume that the classical X-flow M(t) starting from ∂K(a) is smooth on [a, b], and that M(t) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b]. Let t ∈ [a, b] → K^′(t) be the family of closed regions such that ∂K^′(t) = M(t) and K^′(t) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for all t ∈ [a, b]. Since K(t) is a strong barrier (i.e., Φ^X_K (x, t) < 0), we have K(t) ⊆ K^′(t) for all t ∈ [a, b]. It follows that K^′(b) ∩ Z(b) ≠ ∅. As remarked in Section 11 of [HW23], we may adapt [HW23, Lemma 18] to X-flows and get the first contact of K^′(t) and Z(t) occurs at a point in ∂K^′(t). This is a contradiction to (4). Hence, (4) implies (2).

2The proof of Proposition A.1 uses only the spherical strong barriers, so the corollary remains true for flows satisfying (2).

A.4. Proof of Theorem 2.8. Without loss of generality, assume T_0 = 0. Let

Y = {Y is a weak X-flow generated by a closed set Υ ⊆ Γ}

and let Z be the closure of ⋃ Y ∈Y Y . We show that Z is a weak X-flow generated by Γ.

First, as Γ is a weak X-flow generated by itself, Γ ∈ Y and so Γ ⊆ Z. In particular, Γ(0) ⊆ Z(0). To see the reverse inclusion, we argue by contradiction. Suppose p ∈ Z(0) \ Γ(0). Observe there is a small radius δ > 0 and a time s > 0 so that B_δ (p) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for t ∈ [0, s]. Thus, by Proposition 2.1, there is c > 0 so that, shrinking δ and s if necessary, for all Y ∈ Y dist(p, Y (t)) > √ δ^2 − ct for t ∈ [0, s]. This contradicts the construction of Z and so Z(0) = Γ(0).

Next, suppose t ∈ [a, b] → K(t) is a strong barrier with a ≥ 0 such that K(a)∩Z(a) = ∅ and K(t) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for t ∈ [a, b]. For ε > 0 sufficiently small, the flow t ∈ [a, b] → K_ε(t) = {x ∈ N | dist(x, K(t)) ≤ ε} is a strong barrier such that K_ε(a) ∩ Z(a) = ∅ and K_ε(t) ∩ Γ(t) = ∅ for t ∈ [a, b]. Let Y ∈ Y be a weak X-flow generated by Υ. Then K_ε(a) ∩ Y (a) = ∅ and K_ε(t) ∩ Υ(t) = ∅ for t ∈ [a, b]. Thus K_ε(t) ∩ Y (t) = ∅ for t ∈ [a, b]. In particular, dist(K(t), Y (t)) ≥ ε for t ∈ [a, b]. As Y is an arbitrary element of Y, it follows that dist(K(t), Z(t)) ≥ ε for t ∈ [a, b]. By Theorem 2.5, this proves that Z is a weak X-flow generated by Γ.

Moreover, suppose Z^′ is a weak X-flow generated by a closed set Γ^′ ⊆ Z with starting time T^′_0 ≥ 0. It is readily checked that Z ∪ Z^′ is a weak X-flow generated by Γ. Thus Z ∪ Z^′ ∈ Y and so Z^′ ⊆ Z, and Z is the biggest X-flow we are looking for, which we will denote by Z = F^X (Γ, 0). Uniqueness of Z follows immediately from the definition.

Finally, suppose Γ̂ ⊆ C_{N,0} is a closed subset with Γ̂|_{[0,T1]} = Γ|_{[0,T1]}. As F^X (Γ̂; 0)|_{[0,T1]} is a weak X-flow generated by Γ̂|_{[0,T1]} ⊆ Γ,

F^X (Γ̂; 0)|_{[0,T1]} ⊆ F^X (Γ; 0)|_{[0,T1]}.

By symmetry, F^X (Γ; 0)|_{[0,T1]} ⊆ F^X (Γ̂; 0)|_{[0,T1]}.

Combining these inclusions gives that F^X (Γ̂; 0) coincides with F^X (Γ; 0) on [0, T_1].

APPENDIX B. REGULARIZING CERTAIN SINGULAR X-MEAN-CONVEX SUBSETS

We wish to formalize the notion that an appropriate class of singular X-mean-convex domains can be approximated by smooth X-mean-convex domains. Specifically, we show:

Proposition B.1. Suppose (N, X) is tame. Let U_1, U_2 ⊆ N be two closed sets satisfying:

(1) U_1, U_2 are both smooth and strictly X-mean-convex; (2) U = U_1 ∩ U_2 is non-empty and compact; (3) ∂U_1 intersects ∂U_2 transversally.

Then for any sufficiently small ε > 0 there are compact sets U^±_ε ⊆ N satisfying:

(1) U^±_ε is smooth and strictly X-mean-convex; (2) U^−_ε ⊆ int(U) ⊆ U ⊆ int(U^+_ε );

(3) As ε → 0 the ∂U^±_ε converge as closed sets to ∂U, and the convergence is smooth on compact subsets of N \ (∂U_1 ∩ ∂U_2).

To prove this we use the classical X-flow to show smooth out the boundary of certain less singular X-mean-convex domains while preserving X-mean-convexity.

Definition B.2. Let V ⊆ N be a closed set with non-empty interior and C^{1,1}-regular boundary. We say V is strictly viscosity X-mean-convex if every closed subset K ⊆ V with ∂K a C^2-regular hypersurface has the property that, if p ∈ ∂V ∩ ∂K, then the X-mean-curvature of ∂K at p is non-vanishing and points into K, i.e., H^X_K (p) = − div_{∂K} n_K (p) + X(p) · n_K (p) < 0 where n_K is the unit outward normal on ∂K.

We have the following approximation result:

Theorem B.3. Suppose (N, X) is tame. Let V ⊆ N be a strictly viscosity X-mean-convex compact set with C^{1,1}-regular boundary. For every sufficiently small ε > 0, there exists a compact subset, V_ε ⊆ int(V ), so that:

(1) V_ε is strictly X-mean-convex with smooth boundary;

(2) ∂V_ε is a C^1 exponential graph over ∂V with C^1 norm bounded above by ε. In fact, there is ε_1 small such that, for 0 < ε < ε_1, the sets V_ε can be constructed so that V_ε′ ⊆ int(V_ε) for ε < ε^′, and

int(V ) \ V_{ε1} = ⋃ 0<ε<ε_1 V_ε. In order to prove this we will need the following uniqueness result that seems to be not quite standard; see [MS08, Her17] for related results.

Proposition B.4. Suppose (N, X) is tame. If Σ ⊆ N is a (two-sided) C^{1,1}-regular closed hypersurface, then there is a unique solution, t ∈ [0, T ) → Σ(t), of the X-mean-curvature flow which is smooth in maximal existence interval (0, T ) and so Σ(t) → Σ(0) = Σ in C^1 as t → 0^+.

Proof. The existence follows readily from the local regularity of White [Whi05]. Hence, it remains only to show that it is the unique smooth flow.

To that end, pick a small δ > 0 and use a convolution argument to approximate Σ by a smooth hypersurface, Σ^′, so that Σ can be written as a normal exponential graph over Σ^′ by a function whose C^1 norm is bounded above by δ. Moreover, there is a constant C > 0 independent of δ so that the C^{1,1} norm of the function is bounded above by C.

For two X-mean-curvature flows, t ∈ [0, T ) → Σ_i(t) with Σ_i(0) = Σ for i = 1, 2, there is T^′ < T so that, for all t ∈ (0, T^′), one can express both of these as normal graphs, u_i(t, ·), i = 1, 2, over Γ with C^1 norm bounded by 2δ and C^{1,1} norm bounded by 2C. In fact, for t ∈ (0, T^′) both functions are smooth and will have C^2 norm bounded by 2C. If v = u_1 − u_2, then v solves a uniformly parabolic equation in divergence form with coefficients that are C^1. Moreover, at time t = 0, v identically vanishes. It follows from the strong maximum principle that v identically vanishes and so Σ_1(t) = Σ_2(t) for all t ∈ [0, T^′). As the flows remain compact (by [HW23, Theorem 29]), uniqueness up to T follows by iteration. □

Proof of Theorem B.3. By standard convolution arguments and the hypothesis that ∂V is C^{1,1}-regular, there is C > 0 so that, for every sufficiently small ε > 0, there is a smooth compact set, K_ε ⊆ N, so that:

(1) K_ε ⊆ int(V ); (2) sup_{∂Kε} |A_{∂Kε} | ≤ C; (3) ∂K_ε can be written as a C^1-graph over ∂V with C^1 norm bounded above by ε.

Let t ∈ [0, T_ε) → K_ε(t) be a continuous family of compact sets with K_ε(0) = K_ε and whose boundary is a smooth X-mean-curvature flow. By Items (2) and (3) and [Whi05], there is a T > 0 so that the maximum time of existence T_ε > T for all small ε.

We claim that K_ε(t) ⊆ int(V ) for all t ∈ (0, T_ε). To see this, we observe that K_ε(0) = K_ε ⊆ int(V ) by construction. The curvature bound implies that there is a T^′_ε ∈ (0, T_ε) so that for t ∈ [0, T^′_ε], K_ε(t) ⊆ int(V ). If the claim is not true, then there is a first time t^′ ∈ [0, T_ε) for which the inclusion fails. Clearly, t^′ > T^′_ε, K_ε(t^′) ⊆ V and there is a p ∈ ∂K_ε(t^′) ∩ ∂V . As V is strictly viscosity X-mean-convex, this implies that the Xmean-curvature of ∂K_ε(t^′) at p points into K_ε(t^′) which is impossible, as it would mean at some previous time K_ε(t) was not contained in V .

Let t ∈ [0, T ) → K(t) be a subsequential limit of the t ∈ [0, T ) → K_ε(t) as ε → 0. Thus, t ∈ [0, T ) → ∂K(t) is a solution of the X-mean-curvature flow which is smooth on (0, T ) and ∂K(t) → ∂V in C^1 as t → 0^+. As K_ε(t) ⊆ V for all t ∈ [0, T ) and small ε > 0, the nature of the convergence ensures that K(t) ⊆ V for all t ∈ [0, T ) with equality at time t = 0. Because V is strictly viscosity X-mean-convex and ∂K(t) is smooth for all t ∈ (0, T ), arguing as above implies that K(t) ⊆ int(V ) for all t ∈ (0, T ).

By the uniqueness result of Proposition B.4, one appeals to [HW23, Theorem 31] to see that the biggest X-flow of V agrees with the domain bounded by the smooth X-mean-curvature flow as long as the latter exists, i.e., K(t) = F^X_t (V × {0}; 0) for t ∈ (0, T ). As F^X_t (V × {0}; 0) ⊆ int(V ) for 0 < t < T , it follows that F^X_{t+h}(V × {0}; 0) ⊆ int(F^X_t (V ×{0}; 0)) for all t, h > 0 – see [HW23, Remark 33]. In particular, for t ∈ (0, T ) the X-mean curvature vector of ∂K(t) either vanishes at a point or points into K(t). However, if the X-mean-curvature vector vanishes at a point p ∈ ∂K(t), then, by the strong maximum principle, one must have it vanish on the entire connected component of ∂K(t) containing p. This means that there is a component of ∂V that is smooth and on which the X-mean-curvature vector vanishes. This would contradict the assumption that V is strictly viscosity X-mean-convex and so the X-mean curvature vector of ∂K(t) is non-vanishing everywhere and points into K(t) for all t ∈ (0, T ).

To conclude the proof we observe, for sufficiently small t > 0, K(t) satisfies the conclusions of the theorem and so we may take V_ε = K(t) for an appropriate choice of t. □

We can now prove Proposition B.1.

Proof of Proposition B.1. We first construct U^+_ε . For a set V ⊆ R^{n+1} , denote by T_ε(V ) the ε-tubular neighborhood of V . Fix a sufficiently large R so U = U_1 ∩ U_2 ⊆ B_R(p). By taking ε sufficiently small one can ensure that the ∂T_ε(U_i) ∩ B_R(p) are smooth and have X-mean-curvature vector pointing into T_ε(U_i).

It is not hard to see that, for ε > 0 sufficiently small, T_ε(U) has C^{1,1}-regular boundary that is actually piecewise smooth. Moreover, T_ε(U) is strictly viscosity X-mean-convex. Indeed, by taking ε small enough ∂T_ε(U) can be decomposed into pieces lying in ∂T_ε(U_1), ∂T_ε(U_2) and ∂T_ε(∂U_1 ∩ ∂U_2) and on each of these pieces the X-mean-curvature vector strictly points into T_ε(U). This last claim follows from a computation similar to that in the proof of Proposition 2.1. The non-smooth points of ∂T_ε(U) lie on ∂T_ε(U_i) ∩ ∂T_ε(∂U_1 ∩ ∂U_2) ⊆ B_R(p) and one readily checks that Definition B.2 holds at these points. We conclude the existence of U^+_ε by applying Theorem B.3 to T_ε(U).

In order to construct U^−_ε we consider the inward parallel domains

U^{ε′}_i = U_i \ T_ε′ (U^c_i ), i = 1, 2,

for ε^′ sufficiently small, so U^{ε′}_1 and U^{ε′}_2 satisfy the same hypotheses as U_1 and U_2. By choosing ε < ε^′/4 and possibly shrinking ε^′, we can construct a domain U^−_ε by applying the first part of the proof to U^{ε′}_1 and U^{ε′}_2 in place of U_1 and U_2. Moreover, U^−_ε satisfies

U^{ε′}_1 ∩ U^{ε′}_2 ⊆ U^−_ε ⊆ int(U).

Items (1)-(3) immediately follow from the construction and Theorem B.3. □

APPENDIX C. A PROPERTY OF THE BIGGEST FLOW OF AN ASYMPTOTICALLY

CONICAL HYPERSURFACE

Throughout this section, we take X = −^x_2 . We show that the biggest X-flow of a asymptotic conical hypersurface agrees with the smooth EMCF for a short time.

Proposition C.1 (cf. [HW23, Theorem 31]). Let Σ ⊆ R^{n+1} be a smooth hypersurface that is C^2-asymptotic to a C^2-regular cone C. There is an ε > 0 so that the smooth X-mean-curvature flow starting from Σ, t → Σ(t) exists for t ∈ [0, ε_0] and agrees with the biggest X-flow F^X (Σ × {0}; 0). Moreover, if Σ = ∂U for a closed subset U, then for t ∈ [0, ε_0], Σ(t) = ∂F^X_t (U × {0}; 0).

Proof. As Σ is an embedded hypersurface, there are disjoint open sets, U^± ⊆ R^{n+1} \ Σ so Σ = ∂U^±. As Σ is smooth and C^2-asymptotic to C, there is a uniform upper bound on the norm of the second fundamental form, and so there are sequences of smooth compact sets V^±_i ⊆ U^± so that U^± = ⋃_∞ i=1 V^±_i and Σ^±_i = ∂V^±_i converge with multiplicity one to Σ in C^∞_{loc}(R^{n+1} ) as i → ∞. As X = −^x_2 , by the change of variable (5.1), we may directly apply Ilmanen’s elliptic regularization scheme [Ilm94] for the usual MCF. In particular, there are small perturbations of V^±_i so that the biggest flows of the Σ^±_i do not fatten, but all other properties are preserved. Thus, there are unit-regular integral Brakke X-flows, M^±_i from Σ^±_i with

Σ^±_i (t) = spt(M_i(t)) ⊆ F^X_t (Σ^±_i × {0} ; 0) ⊆ F^X_t (V^±_i × {0} ; 0).

By [Whi05] and standard compactness results, up to passing to a subsequence, the Σ^±_i converge in C^∞_{loc}(R^{n+1} × [0, ε_0]) to smooth X-mean-curvature flows t ∈ [0, ε_0] → Σ^±(t) that satisfy Σ^±(0) = Σ. As this convergence is locally smooth when t ∈ [0, ε_0], there are open subsets U^±(t) ⊆ R^{n+1} so that, for such t, Σ^± = ∂U^±(t) and

U^±(t) = ∞⋃ i=1 F_t(V^±_i × {0} ; 0).

Moreover, as Σ is C^2-asymptotic to C, the uniqueness result of [CY07] applies, and so there is only one smooth X-mean-curvature flow out of Σ, i.e., Σ(t) = Σ^±(t) for all t ∈ [0, ε_0]. By [HW23, Theorem 30], for t ∈ [0, ε_0], F^X_t (Σ × {0}; 0) is disjoint from F^X_t (V^±_i × {0} ; 0), and so F^X_t (Σ × {0}; 0) ⊆ Σ(t). As the set {(x, t) | x ∈ Σ(t), t ∈ [0, ε_0]} is a weak X-flow, it follows that F^X_t (Σ × {0}; 0) = Σ(t) for t ∈ [0, ε_0].

Finally, set U^+ = int(U). By [HW23, Theorems 30], F^X (U × {0}; 0) is disjoint from the biggest X-flow of the V^−_i and , likewise, contains the biggest flow of V^+_i . Hence, F^X_t (U × {0}; 0) ∩ U^− = ∅ and U^+ ⊆ F^X_t (U × {0}; 0). As F^X (Σ × {0}; 0) ⊆ F^X (U × {0}; 0) by the definition of the biggest flow and Σ(t) = ∂U^±(t), the last claim follows. □

Corollary C.2. Let U ⊆ R^{n+1} be a closed set so that ∂U is smooth self-expander that is C^2-asymptotic to a C^2-regular cone. For all t ≥ 0,

F^X_t (∂U × {0}; 0) = Σ and F^X_t (U × {0}; 0) = U.

REFERENCES

[AIC95] Sigurd B. Angenent, Tom Ilmanen, and David L. Chopp. A computed example of nonuniqueness of mean curvature flow in R^3. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 20(11-12):1937–1958, 1995.

[Bra78] Kenneth A. Brakke. The motion of a surface by its mean curvature, volume 20 of Mathematical Notes. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1978.

[BW21a] Jacob Bernstein and Lu Wang. Smooth compactness for spaces of asymptotically conical selfexpanders of mean curvature flow. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (12):9016–9044, 2021.

[BW21b] Jacob Bernstein and Lu Wang. The space of asymptotically conical self-expanders of mean curvature flow. Math. Ann., 380(1-2):175–230, 2021.

[BW22a] Jacob Bernstein and Lu Wang. A mountain-pass theorem for asymptotically conical self-expanders.

Peking Math. J., 5(2):213–278, 2022.

[BW22b] Jacob Bernstein and Lu Wang. Relative expander entropy in the presence of a two-sided obstacle and applications. Adv. Math., 399:Paper No. 108284, 48, 2022.

[BW22c] Jacob Bernstein and Lu Wang. Topological uniqueness for self-expanders of small entropy. Camb. J.

Math., 10(4):785–833, 2022.

[BW23] Jacob Bernstein and Lu Wang. An integer degree for asymptotically conical self-expanders. Calc.

Var. Partial Differential Equations, 62(7):Paper No. 200, 46, 2023.

[CCMS20] Otis Chodosh, Kyeongsu Choi, Christos Mantoulidis, and Felix Schulze. Mean curvature flow with generic initial data. https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.14344, 2020. Preprint.

[Che22] Letian Chen. On the existence and uniqueness of ancient rescaled mean curvature flows.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.10798, 2022. Preprint.

[CM22] Kyeongsu Choi and Christos Mantoulidis. Ancient gradient flows of elliptic functionals and Morse index. Amer. J. Math., 144(2):541–573, 2022.

[CY07] Bing-Long Chen and Le Yin. Uniqueness and pseudolocality theorems of the mean curvature flow.

Comm. Anal. Geom., 15(3):435–490, 2007.

[EH89] Klaus Ecker and Gerhard Huisken. Mean curvature evolution of entire graphs. Ann. of Math. (2), 130(3):453–471, 1989.

[EH91] Klaus Ecker and Gerhard Huisken. Interior estimates for hypersurfaces moving by mean curvature.

Invent. Math., 105(3):547–569, 1991.

[GT01] David Gilbarg and Neil S. Trudinger. Elliptic partial differential equations of second order. Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. Reprint of the 1998 edition.

[Her17] Or Hershkovits. Mean curvature flow of Reifenberg sets. Geom. Topol., 21(1):441–484, 2017. [HW23] Or Hershkovits and Brian White. Avoidance for set-theoretic solutions of mean-curvature-type flows.

Comm. Anal. Geom., 31(1):31–67, 2023.

[Ilm92] Tom Ilmanen. Generalized flow of sets by mean curvature on a manifold. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 41(3):671–705, 1992.

[Ilm93] Tom Ilmanen. The level-set flow on a manifold. In Differential geometry: partial differential equations on manifolds (Los Angeles, CA, 1990), volume 54, Part 1 of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., pages 193–204. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1993.

[Ilm94] Tom Ilmanen. Elliptic regularization and partial regularity for motion by mean curvature. Mem. Amer.

Math. Soc., 108(520):x+90, 1994.

[INS19] Tom Ilmanen, André Neves, and Felix Schulze. On short time existence for the planar network flow.

J. Differential Geom., 111(1):39–89, 2019.

[MS08] Jan Metzger and Felix Schulze. No mass drop for mean curvature flow of mean convex hypersurfaces.

Duke Math. J., 142(2):283–312, 2008.

[Sim83] Leon Simon. Lectures on geometric measure theory, volume 3 of Proceedings of the Centre for Mathematical Analysis, Australian National University. Australian National University, Centre for Mathematical Analysis, Canberra, 1983.

[SS81] Richard Schoen and Leon Simon. Regularity of stable minimal hypersurfaces. Comm. Pure Appl.

Math., 34(6):741–797, 1981.

[SW89] Bruce Solomon and Brian White. A strong maximum principle for varifolds that are stationary with respect to even parametric elliptic functionals. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 38(3):683–691, 1989.

[Whi95] Brian White. The topology of hypersurfaces moving by mean curvature. Comm. Anal. Geom., 3(1- 2):317–333, 1995.

[Whi97] Brian White. Stratification of minimal surfaces, mean curvature flows, and harmonic maps. J. Reine Angew. Math., 488:1–35, 1997.

[Whi00] Brian White. The size of the singular set in mean curvature flow of mean-convex sets. J. Amer. Math.

Soc., 13(3):665–695, 2000.

[Whi03] Brian White. The nature of singularities in mean curvature flow of mean-convex sets. J. Amer. Math.

Soc., 16(1):123–138, 2003.

[Whi05] Brian White. A local regularity theorem for mean curvature flow. Ann. of Math. (2), 161(3):1487– 1519, 2005.

[Whi15] Brian White. Subsequent singularities in mean-convex mean curvature flow. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 54(2):1457–1468, 2015.

[Whi24] Brian White. The avoidance principle for noncompact hypersurfaces moving by mean curvature flow.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.13966, 2024. Preprint.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY, 3400 N. CHARLES STREET, BALTI-

MORE, MD 21218

Email address: jberns15@jhu.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF TENNESSEE, 1403 CIRCLE DRIVE, KNOXVILLE, TN 37996

Email address: lchen63@utk.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, YALE UNIVERSITY, 219 PROSPECT STREET, NEW HAVEN, CT 06511 Email address: lu.wang@yale.edu