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ABSTRACT. We consider area minimizing m-dimensional currents mod(p)
in complete C? Riemannian manifolds ¥ of dimension m + 1. For odd
moduli we prove that, away from a closed rectifiable set of codimension
2, the current in question is, locally, the union of finitely many smooth
minimal hypersurfaces coming together at a common C*® boundary of
dimension m — 1, and the result is optimal. For even p such structure
holds in a neighborhood of any point where at least one tangent cone
has (m — 1)-dimensional spine. These structural results are indeed the
byproduct of a theorem that proves (for any modulus) uniqueness and
decay towards such tangent cones. The underlying strategy of the proof
is inspired by the techniques developed by Simon in [14] in a class of
multiplicity one stationary varifolds. The major difficulty in our setting
is produced by the fact that the cones and surfaces under investigation

have arbitrary multiplicities ranging from 1 to |Z].
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider currents mod(p) (where p > 2 is a fixed integer),
for which we follow the definitions and the terminology of [6] and [5]. In
particular, given an open set Q C R™*" and a relatively closed subset C' C (),
we denote by Z,,(C) (resp. %, (C)) the space of those m-dimensional
integer rectifiable currents T' € %,,(2) (resp. m-dimensional integral flat
chains T' € %,,,(?)) with compact support spt(7") contained in C. Currents
modulo p in C are defined introducing an appropriate family % I”{ of pseudo-
distances on .%,,(C), indexed by K C C' compact, see [5, Section 1.1] and
Appendix A. Two flat chains 7" and S in C are then congruent modulo
p if there is a compact set K C C with spt(T"'— S) C K and such that
Fh(T — S) = 0. The corresponding congruence class of a fixed flat chain
T will be denoted by [T'], whereas if T and S are congruent we will write
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T = Smod(p) or T = Smod(p). The symbols %5, (C) and Zh(C) will
denote the quotient groups obtained from %,,(C) and .%,,(C) via the above
equivalence relation. The boundary 0P is defined accordingly as an operator
on equivalence classes. In what follows the closed set C will always be
(a subset of) a sufficiently smooth submanifold, more precisely a complete
submanifold 3 of R™*" without boundary.

Definition 1.1. Let p > 2, Q C R™*™ be open, and let ¥ C R™™" be a
complete submanifold without boundary of dimension m + 7 and class C?.
We say that an m-dimensional integer rectifiable current 7' € %,,,(¥) is area
minimizing mod(p) in ¥ N Q if

M(T) < M(T+W) for any W € %Z,,(2 N %) which is a boundary mod(p).
(1.1)

Recalling [6], it is possible to introduce a suitable notion of mass and
support mod(p) for classes [T] mod(p). With such terminology we can talk
about mass minimizing classes [T'], because (1.1) can be rewritten as

MP([T]) < MP([T] + 2°[Z]) for all [Z] with spt?(Z) Cc QNX. (1.2)

The set of interior regular points, denoted by Reg(7T), is then the rela-
tively open set of points x € spt?(T") in a neighborhood of which 7' can be
represented by a regular oriented submanifold of 3 with constant multiplic-
ity, cf. [5, Definition 1.3]. Its “complement”, i.e.

Sing(T') := (2 Nspt?(T)) \ (Reg(T) Uspt?(9T)), (1.3)

is the set of interior singular points.

1.1. Structural results. In the work [5] (building upon its companion pa-
per [4]) we have shown that (when ¥ is of class C*%) Sing(T) can have
Hausdorff dimension at most m — 1. For odd p, we have proved the stronger
conclusion that Sing(7") is countably (m —1)-rectifiable and has locally finite
H™ ! measure in Q \ spt?(97). In fact, there exists a representative, not
renamed, such that

e T is a locally integral current in € with spt(07") N Q \ spt?(0T) C
Sing(T);
e 0T = p[Sing(T)] in Q \ spt?(97T) for some suitable orientation of
Sing(T). *
Roughly speaking, at Sing(7") p sheets of the smooth submanifold Reg(T)
come together: Sing(T") is “optimally placed” to minimize the mass of 7" and
the problem of mass minimization mod(p) can be thought of as a “geometric
free boundary problem”. A classical free boundary is however a more regular
object, motivating the following definition.

INote that, while in [5] we state that the multiplicity is an integer multiple of p, in fact
Proposition 3.5 implies that the multiplicity is precisely p, up to choosing the orienting
vector field 7 appropriately, cf. Remark 3.6.
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Definition 1.2. Given an open set U we say that Sing(7) N U is a classical
free boundary if the following holds for some positive «.

(i) Sing(T) N U is an orientable C1** (m — 1)-dimensional submanifold
of UNY;
(i) Reg(T)NU consists of N < p connected C'1: orientable submanifolds
I'; with C%* boundary dT; N U = Sing(T) N U,
(iii) Therearek; € {1,...,[5]} such that, after suitably orienting Sing(7")N
U and I';,

S = Z ki [I;] = TLU mod(p)
OSLU = k; [Sing(T) N U] = p [Sing(T) N U] .

A subset A C Sing(T) is locally a classical free boundary if for every ¢ € A
there exists an open neighborhood U 5 ¢ such that Sing(7')NU is a classical
free boundary. We let S C Sing(7") be the smallest (relatively) closed set
such that Sing(T") \ S is locally a classical free boundary.

Note that in the case of hypersurfaces (7 = dim(X) — m = 1) the Hopf
maximum principle implies that the sheets I'; “join transversally”, i.e. if v
are tangent fields to I'; orthogonal to Sing(7") and pointing “inward”, then
{vi(y)} are all distinct at every y € Sing(T") NU. Furthermore a simple first
variation argument shows the following balancing condition:

S kinaly) = 0. (14)

The first main result of the present paper is the following.

Theorem 1.3. Let p be odd and X, T, and © as in Definition 1.1. If
dim(X) = dim(7T)+1 = m+1, then Sing(T') is locally a classical free bound-
ary outside of a relatively closed S which is countably (m — 2)-rectifiable and
has locally finite H™ 2 measure.

Since (a representative mod(p) of) an area-minimizing current 7" mod(p)
induces a stable varifold outside of spt?(0T"), under the assumption that
dim(X) = dim(7") + 1 and for every moduli p, the groundbreaking theory
developed in [19] for stable varifolds of codimension 1 allows to conclude the
following dichotomy:

(a) either a nontrivial portion of Sing(T) is a classical free boundary;
(b) or the Hausdorff dimension of Sing(7") is at most m — 7.

The latter statement, however, still leaves the possibility that, in case (a),
the complement in Sing(7") of the classical free boundary is pretty large
(in fact for stable varifolds of dimension m and codimension 1 it is not yet
known that the singular set has zero H™ measure!).

After this work was completed, it was pointed out to us by Minter and
Wickramasekera that in fact Theorem 1.3 (except for the countable (m — 2)
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rectifiability and local finiteness of %2 measure of S), as well as Theorems
1.4 and 1.9 below, follow from the theory developed in [19] in a relatively
direct way, in particular from the decay results of [19, Section 16], once our
Proposition 3.5 below is known. The crucial point is that, though the state-
ments of the theorems of [19, Section 16] do not literally apply to our case
because the “a-structural hypothesis” is not satisfied (cf. the introduction
of [19] for the precise statement of the latter), a closer inspection of the
inductive arguments given there shows that the a-structural hypothesis is
only used in a suitably weaker form that is implied by our Proposition 3.5.
For a more detailed explanation see [9].

When p is even, the counterpart of Theorem 1.3 is still open. The main
stumbling block is the existence of flat singular points, namely singular
points having a tangent cone supported in an m-dimensional plane (see [5,
Section 7] for the terminology). Such points do exist, as can be shown
already for m = 2 and p = 4 using the structure result of White [16] (cf. [5,
Example 1.6]). We can however prove the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let p > 3 be arbitrary (i.e. odd or even) and X, T, and 2
as in Definition 1.1. If dim(X) = m + 1 then Sing(T") is a classical free
boundary in a neighborhood of q € Sing(T') if and only if one tangent cone
C to T at q is not flat > and it is invariant with respect to translations along
(m — 1) linearly independent directions.

In a series of forthcoming papers we plan to address the remaining issue
of bounding the Hausdorff dimension of the flat singular points in the case
of even moduli. In fact we believe that we will be able to extend the validity
of the conclusions of Theorem 1.3 to even moduli as well. One main obstacle
is that uniqueness of the tangent plane at a flat singular point is not known.
A first important step towards such result can be actually drawn as a conse-
quence of the theory developed in the present paper. We can, indeed, show
the validity of the following corollary.

Corollary 1.5. Let p = 2Q be even and X,T, and Q) be as in Definition
1.1. Assume one tangent cone to T at q is of the form Q [rn] for some
m-dimensional plane w. Then every tangent cone to T at q is of the form
Q [7'] for some m-dimensional plane 7.

For “small moduli” p € {2,3,4} much stronger conclusions are available.
When p = 2, it is simple to use classical arguments to rule out the existence
of cones C with (m — 1)-dimensional and (m — 2)-dimensional spines in
R™*!. Thus using [11] and [10], one can conclude that Sing(T) is (m — 7)-
rectifiable and has locally finite #™ 7 measure. Even for minimizers of
general uniformly elliptic integrands the dimension of Sing(7T") is strictly less

2We say that a tangent cone C to T at ¢ is flat if spt(C) is contained in an m-
dimensional linear subspace of T;3. Moreover it is well known that the directions in
which the cone is translation-invariant form a vector space, commonly called the spine of
C.
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than m — 2, see [12]. In higher codimension there are again no cones C with
(m — 1)-dimensional spine, but there are cones with (m — 2)-dimensional
spine, and thus one can conclude, using [10], that the singular set is (m — 2)-
rectifiable and has locally finite H™ 2-measure.

The case p = 3 is special as well as there is (up to rotations) a unique
cone mod(3) with (m — 1)-dimensional spine in R™*" for any n. Moreover,
it follows from [15] that in codimension 1 there is no cone mod(3) with
(m — 2)-dimensional spine. In particular in that pioneering work Taylor
proved that, for p = 3, m = 2 and ¥ = R3, the entire singular set is locally
a classical free boundary. On the other hand combining [14], [15], [10], and
classical regularity theory, it is possible to reach the following.

Theorem 1.6. Let p = 3, and let 3,9, and T be as in Definition 1.1.
If dim(¥) = dim(T) + 1 = m + 1, then S is empty for m < 2, and it is
(m — 3)-rectifiable with locally finite H™ ™3 measure for m > 3. If dim(X%) >
dim(T) 42 = m+2, then S is (m — 2)-rectifiable and has locally finite H™ >
measure.

We do not claim any originality in Theorem 1.6 and the statement above
has been included for completeness, while for the reader’s convenience we
include the short argument in the Appendix; see Appendix G. Finally, for
p = 4 (and in codimension 1) [16] shows that minimizers of uniformly elliptic
integrands are represented by immersed manifolds outside of a closed set of
zero H™ 2 measure.

We finally notice that the structure theorems are optimal, in the sense
that a simple modification of a classical example in [15] yields the following

Proposition 1.7. For each p > 3 there is a 2-dimensional integer rectifiable
current T in By C R® which is an area-minimizing representative mod(p)
and whose singular set consists of a 1-dimensional circle which is a classical
free boundary.

1.2. Uniqueness of tangent cones. Both Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4
are in fact corollaries of the following quantitative uniqueness/decay which
holds for all p’s. To simplify our statements, from now on a cone C as
in Theorem 1.4 will be said to have an (m — 1)-dimensional spine and we
isolate an assumption which will be recurrent throughout the paper. For
the notation used in the assumption we refer to Section 2, in particular we
will use a second notion of flat distance .#? which has important technical
advantages over the original one used by Federer; see Appendix A.

Assumption 1.8. p € N\ {0,1,2}, and Cy is an m-dimensional area-
minimizing cone mod(p) in R™" with (m — 1)-dimensional spine and sup-
ported in an (m + 1)-dimensional linear space; see Definition 3.3. X, T, and
) are as in Definition 1.1 with dim(X) =m + 1. n > 0 and ¢ € spt?(T') are
such that By(q) C Q\ spt?(0T") and, setting Ty 1 := (1g,1)4T" for 0y A (q) :=
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“Ha-

spt(C )) CT,x (1.5)

Or(q) = 5 (1.6)
fél(Tq,l —Co) <17 (1.7)
A+ Eo = [|As| 1o, () + /131 dist®(q,spt(Co)) dl|Tyll(q) < n.  (1.8)

Theorem 1.9 (Uniqueness of cylindrical blow-ups). Let p € N\{0, 1,2} and
Cyo be as in Assumption 1.8. There are constants 7 > 0 and C depending
only on p,m,n, and Cy with the following property. If T,3,Q and q are as
in Assumption 1.8 with n = 7, then the tangent cone C to T at q is unique,
has (m — 1)-dimensional spine, and moreover the following decay estimates
hold for every radius r < 1

1 9 _ 1
e [, s @O ITI@) < O B+ AV, (19
r\q

T, (g )y T — C) < C(E, Ey/% + A1/4)7‘% . (1.10)
In particular F: (C Cy) < C(E, E/? 4+ A% 4.

Our proof of Theorem 1.9 is influenced by the pioneering work of Simon
[14]. In fact we use many of the tools developed there, but the main dif-
ference is that in our case the current T as well as the cones C and Cg in
the above statement come with multiplicities. This major issue forces us
to significantly modify the arguments of [14] by developing new tools and
ideas: for this reason, even in the few points where we could have directly
adapted the proofs of [14], we have opted for giving all the details from
scratch, making the presentation self-contained.

1.3. Plan of the paper and description of the strategy. In Section 2
we introduce some relevant notation, recall the relation between area min-
imizing currents mod(p) and varifolds with bounded mean curvature, deal
with some technical assumptions about the ambient manifold ¥ and finally
introduce the modified flat distance .#?. As already mentioned above, the
latter has some technical advantages over the flat distance originally intro-
duced by Federer, as it behaves in a much better way with respect to the
operation of restriction. Section 3 recalls the definition of tangent cones,
their spines, and the usual stratification of spt(7") according to the maximal
dimension of the spines of the tangent cones at the given point. We then an-
alyze the tangent cones C with (m — 1)-dimensional spine. Two elementary
facts will play an important role. First of all, any such C can be described
as the union of finitely many, but at least 3, half-hyperplanes H; meeting at
a common (m — 1)-dimensional subspace V' and counted with appropriate
multiplicities k;. Secondly, if the modulus p is odd, then the angle formed by
a pair (H;,H;) of consecutive half-hyperplanes is necessarily smaller than
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m—99(p), where ¥g(p) is a positive geometric constant depending only on p.
This is effectively the reason why for odd moduli our conclusion is stronger.

In Section 4 we state the most important result of the paper, namely the
Decay Theorem 4.5: the latter states, roughly speaking, that if the current
T is sufficiently close, at a given scale p, to a cone C as above around a
point ¢ where T has density at least £, at a scale dp the distance to a
suitable cone C’ with the same structure will decay by a constant factor.
This is the counterpart of a similar decay theorem proved by Simon in his
pioneering work on cylindrical tangent cones [14] of multiplicity 1 under the
assumption that the cross section satisfies a suitable integrability condition,
which in turn is a far-reaching generalization of the work of Taylor in [15] for
the specific case of 2-dimensional area-minimizing cones mod 3 in R? with
1-dimensional spines (to our knowledge, the first theorem of the kind ever
proved in the literature for a “singular cone”). While our paper builds on
the foundational work of Simon [14] on cylindrical tangent cones, substantial
work is needed to deal with the fact that the multiplicities are allowed to
be larger than 1. In order to perform our analysis, the theorem is proved
for cones C which in turn are sufficiently close to a fixed reference cone Cy.
While Cy is assumed to be area-minimizing mod(p), both C and C’ are
not. Theorem 1.9 is then proved by iterating Theorem 4.5 (accomplished in
Section 12), while Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 are a relatively simple consequence
of Theorem 1.9, and their proofs are given in Section 13. The latter also
contains the proof of Corollary 1.5 and Proposition 1.7. The remaining part
of the paper is devoted to prove Theorem 4.5.

As in many similar regularity proofs (starting from the pioneering work
of De Giorgi [3]) the main argument is a “blow-up” procedure: after scaling,
we focus on a sequence of area-minimizing currents 7T} which are close at
scale 1 to cones Cj, which in turn converge to a reference cone Cjy. Cy
and Cy are assumed to share the same spine V. The distance between T},
and Cj, (which is measured in an L? sense) is the relevant parameter and
will be called excess, cf. Definition 4.3, and denoted by E;. The distance
between Cj, and Cj is not assumed to be related to E;. The overall idea is
then to approximate the currents T} and C; with Lipschitz graphs over the
halfplanes Hy; forming Cy, consider the differences between these graphs,

renormalize them by E,;l/ ? and study their limits. These are proved to
be harmonic (an idea that dates back to De Giorgi), while the remarkable
insight of Simon’s work [14] is used to prove suitable estimates (and com-
patibility relations) at the spine V. This blow-up procedure is accomplished
in Section 10 (cf. Definition 10.1, Corollary 10.2, and Proposition 10.5),
while in Section 11 we use the elementary properties of harmonic functions
to prove a suitable decay of the blow-up limits, c¢f. Proposition 11.1. A
fundamental realization of Simon is that, in order to accomplish the above
program, one needs to introduce an additional object, for which we propose
the term binding function, and whose role will be explained in a moment.
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As already mentioned, the biggest source of complication is that the mul-
tiplicities ko ; of the halfplanes Hy; forming the support of Cy are typically
larger than 1. In particular it is necessary to use ko; (not necessarily all
distinct) functions to approximate the portions of the current T} which are
close to Hp ;. Likewise, it is necessary to use kg, functions to describe the
portions of Cj which are close to Hp ;. Notice that while we know that the
number N; of distinct functions needed in the representation ranges between
1 and Ko; and that the multiplicities of the corresponding graphs are posi-
tive integers x; ; which sum up to kg ;, any choice of coefficients respecting
these conditions is possible, and moreover the choice might be different for
Ty and Cy and depend on k.

In order to produce graphical parametrizations of the current 7} at appro-
priate scales, we take advantage of the e-regularity result proved by White
in [17], but we also need to show that each such parametrization is close to
one of the linear functions describing the cone Cy. This major issue is ab-
sent in Simon’s work [14] thanks to the multiplicity one assumption, and we
address it in the three separate Sections 5, 6, and 7. The relevant “graphical
approximation theorems” which follow from this analysis and will be used
later are Theorem 6.3 and Corollary 6.6.

First of all in Section 5 we show how to use [17] to gain a graphical
parametrization of T' = T}, cf. Theorem 5.8. Inspired by [14] we subdivide
the support of the current in regions @) of size comparable to their distance
dg from the spine of Cy. For practical reasons, dg will range in a dyadic scale
and we will put an order relation on all the regions according to whether a
region @’ is lying “above” the region @, cf. Definition 5.6 for the precise
definition. We then apply the regularity theorem of [17] on any “good”
region, i.e. any ) with the property that at ) and at every region above
Q the current T is sufficiently close to C = Cj. A simple argument (which
uses heavily the fact that the codimension of 7" in ¥ is 1), allows to “patch”
together the graphical approximations across different regions to achieve
p =Ko, “sheets” which approximate efficiently the current.

In section 6 we show that on each region ) each “graphical sheet” of T is
close to some sheet of C, cf. Lemma 6.7: the main ingredient is an appro-
priate Harnack-type estimate for solutions of the minimal surface equation,
cf. Lemma 6.8. While at this stage the choice might depend on the region
@, in Section 7 an appropriate selection algorithm allows to bridge across
different regions and show that there is a single sheet of C to which each
single graphical sheet of T is close on every region @, cf. Lemma 7.1. The
latter selection algorithm will in fact be used again twice later on. An im-
portant thing to be noticed is that, since we use a one-sided excess, there
might be some sheets of C which are not close to any of the graphical sheets
of T: this phenomenon, which is not present in [14], is due to the fact that
the multiplicities o ; might be higher than 1, and forces us to introduce an
intermediate cone C which consists of those sheets of C which are close to
at least one graphical sheet of T'.
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We next appropriately modify the key idea of [14] that the remainder
in the classical monotonicity formula can be used to improve the estimates
near the spine of the cone Cy. In Section 8 this is first done to estimate
the distance of T to suitable shifted copies of C, centered at points of high
density of T', cf. Theorem 8.1. It is in this section that we exploit crucially
a reparametrization of the graphical sheets of T over C (cf. Corollary 6.6)
and, in particular, the fact that C does not contain any “halfspace of C far
from T7. In Section 9 the mod(p) structure allows us to prove the so-called
“no-hole condition”, namely some point of high density of 7" must be located
close to any point of the spine of C (which, we recall, is the same as the
spine of C and Cy), cf. Proposition 9.4. The latter is combined with The-
orem 8.1 to prove that, upon subtracting some suitable piecewise constant
functions with a particular cylindrical structure (the binding functions of
Definition 9.2), the graphical sheets enjoy good estimates close to the spine,
cf. Theorem 9.3. However, again caused by multiplicities xg ;, unlike in [14],
we need to introduce a suitable correction to the binding functions, and a
crucial point is that the size of the latter can be estimated by the product

of the excess E'? = E,t/z and the distance of C = C;, to Cy.

Acknowledgments. C.D.L. acknowledges support from the National Sci-
ence Foundation through the grant FRG-1854147. J.H. was partially sup-
ported by the German Science Foundation DFG in context of the Priority
Program SPP 2026 “Geometry at Infinity”. L.S. acknowledges the support
of the NSF grant DMS-1951070.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we fix the main notation in use throughout the paper and
recall some preliminary facts

2.1. Notation. The following notation is of standard use in Geometric Mea-
sure Theory; see e.g. [13, 6]. More notation will be introduced in the main
text when the need arises.
Br(q) open ball in R™*" centered at ¢ € R™™" with radius R > 0;
BE(x) open disc in R¥ (or in a k-dimensional linear subspace of R™*+™)
centered at z € R* with radius r > 0;
dist(-, F) distance function from a subset £ C R™*" defined by dist(q, F) :
inf{lg —ql: g€ E};
wy Lebesgue measure of the unit disc in R¥;
|E| Lebesgue measure of E C R™*";
H*  k-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R™*";

pwL E restriction of the measure p to the Borel set E: it is defined by
(L E)(F) := u(E N F) for all Borel sets F;
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Ay

)
)

Ty (Fh
%ﬂ% (%717)7,

k[T

[T]
M, (MP)
171 (ITlp)

aT, O[T

spt(T), spt?(T)

O7(q)

second fundamental form of a submanifold ¥ C R™*" of class
C?;

integral flat chains (modulo p) of dimension m;

integer rectifiable currents (modulo p) of dimension m; we write
T = [M,7,0] if T is defined by integration with respect to
TOH™L M for a countably m-rectifiable set M with locally fi-
nite H" measure, oriented by the Borel measurable unit m-
vector field 7 with locally integrable (with respect to H™ L M)
multiplicity 6;

integer rectifiable current [I', 7, k] defined by integration over
an oriented embedded submanifold I' C R™*" of class C! (or a
rectifiable set with locally finite Hausdorff measure) with orien-
tation T

mod(p) equivalence class of T' € F,,;

mass functional (mass modulo p);

Radon measure associated to a current T' (to a class [T']) with
locally finite mass (mass modulo p); ||T|| will also be used for
the corresponding integral varifold if T € Z,,;

boundary of the current T', boundary mod(p) of the class [T].
The latter is defined by 0F[T] := [0T7;

support and support mod(p) of T. The latter is defined as the
intersection of the supports of all chains T € [T];

generalized mean curvature of a varifold V' with locally bounded
first variation;

same as H)p for an integer rectifiable current 7" whose associ-
ated varifold ||T'|| has locally bounded first variation;
push-forward of the current T, of the varifold V', through the
map f;

slice of the current T" with the function f at the point z;

the map R™+" — R™*" defined by n, r(q) := R71(7 — q);
k-dimensional density of the measure u at the point ¢, defined
by ©(s1, ) 1= lim, o+ 450

T whenever the limit exists;

same as ©™(||T)|, q) if T is an m-current with locally finite mass.

2.2. Varifolds and currents. We follow [5], and recall that an integer
rectifiable current 7" which is area minimizing mod(p) in 2N as in Definition
1.1 is always a representative mod(p) in 2. This means that if T = [M, 7, 0]

then

HTHI_QggH’”I_(MﬂQ)

in the sense of Radon measures,

or equivalently that

0] < H™-a.e. on M NS,

N3
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We also recall (cf. [5, Lemma 5.1]) that the varifold ||T’|| induced by T is
stationary in the open set Q \ spt?(0T') with respect to variations that are
tangent to X, that is

OT|I(x) =0 for all y € CL(Q2\ spt?(0T), R™*™) tangent to ¥, (2.1)

and more generally that
SITI00 =~ [ x- Hrd|T]|  for all x € CHQ\spt?(O1), ™) (22)
with [[Hr|[ze < || As| L~ @nspt())-

2.3. The ambient manifold and preliminary reductions. Since the
results of this paper depend on a local analysis of the current T at its
interior singular points, we can always assume to be working in a small ball
B,(q) centered at some point ¢ € ¥. The regularity of ¥ guarantees that
if p is sufficiently small then ¥ N B,(q) is the graph of a C? function of
m + 1 variables, and that ¥ N B,(q) is a Lipschitz deformation retract of
R™*". As observed in [5], equivalence classes mod(p) in £ N B,(¢) do not
depend on X. In other words, in these circumstances it does not matter
what the shape of 3 is outside of B,(¢), and thus we can assume without
loss of generality that X is in fact an entire graph of m + 1 variables. Also,
since we are only interested in interior singularities of T, we can assume
that (07) L B,(¢q) = 0 mod(p). Furthermore, since the singularities we
are interested in belong to the top-dimensional stratum Sing*(7") (see (3.1)
below), we can always assume as a consequence of Proposition 3.5 that the
m-dimensional density of T" at ¢ is Op(q) = p/2, and in fact Op(q) > P/2 is
sufficient for our purposes. By a standard blow-up procedure, we shall work
on the rescaling 75 , := (1q,)s1, and thus also the ambient manifold will
be translated and rescaled to ¥, , := p~1(X — q). Notice that, as p — 0T,
the manifolds ¥, , approach the tangent space T,3: for this reason, we can
further assume without loss of generality that the second fundamental form
Ay, of ¥ satisfies a global bound of the form [[Ag||f ey =@ A < ¢ for
a (small) dimensional constant ¢y. We summarize these reductions in an
assumption, which will be taken as a hypothesis in most of our subsequent
statements.

Assumption 2.1. We establish the following set of assumptions.

(X) ¥ is an entire (m + 1)-dimensional graph of a function ¥: Tp¥ —
(ToX)* of class C?, and A := ||Ag|[100(x) < co.
(T') T is a current in %,,(X) such that:
(T'1) T is area minimizing mod(p) in ¥ N Q for 2 = Bag,(0), where
Ry is a geometric constant;
(T2) 0 € spt(T') and O7(0) > r/2;
(T'3) 0T = 0mod(p) in 2 = Bag,(0).
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2.4. The modified p-flat distance. Throughout the paper, we will often
make use of a modified version of the flat distance mod(p) which is better
behaved than #P with respect to localization, and thus well suited to ap-
plications in regularity statements. More precisely, if Q C R™'™ is open,
C C Q is a relatively closed subset, T, S € %#,,(C), and W CC  is open,
we set

Fh(T = 8) =it {[|[RI(W) + | ZI(W) : R € Bn(Q), Z € Fns1(S)

such that T'— S = R+ 0Z + pP for some P € ﬂm(Q)}
(2.3)

A complete discussion on the necessity of this alternative notion of p-flat
distance and its relationship with the classical .#? is contained in Appendix
A.

3. TANGENT CONES

Using the fact that ||T']| has locally bounded variation we can define (see
[5, Sections 7 and 8]) the set of tangent cones to ||T'|| at every point ¢ €
spt(T) \ spt? (0T, and stratify spt(T") \ spt?(9T) as

S'cStc...c8™tc 8™ =spt(T)\ spt?(9T),

according to the maximal dimension of their spines: more precisely, S* is
the subset of points ¢ € spt(T) \ spt?(0T') with the property that no tangent
cone to ||T'|| at ¢ has spine of dimension k + 1.

Of particular importance is the set

Sing*(T) := 8™ 1\ ™2, (3.1)
All points g € Sing*(T') are characterized by the following two properties:

(a) no tangent cone to ||T|| at ¢ is supported in an m-dimensional sub-
space of T,%;
(b) there is at least one tangent cone to ||T']| at ¢ with spine of dimension
m — 1.
The following is an obvious corollary of Theorem 1.9:

Corollary 3.1. Let p > 2, T, Q, and X be as in Definition 1.1 and assume
dim(X) = dim(T') + 1. Then a point q belongs to Sing*(T') if and only if (b)
above holds.

More importantly, by [17] when p is odd and dim(X) = dim(7") 4+ 1 the
existence of one flat tangent cone at ¢ guarantees the regularity of the point
¢: in that case we thus have Reg(T) = 8™\ S™~! and Sing*(T') = Sing(T") \
S™~2, Moreover [10] implies that S™~2 is (m — 2)-rectifiable; in Appendix
F we will show that, as a consequence of the theory to be developed, it also
has locally finite ™2 measure. Therefore Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4
can be unified in the following single statement
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Theorem 3.2. Let p > 2, T, Q, and 3 be as in Definition 1.1 and assume
dim(X) = dim(T") + 1. Then Sing™(T") is locally a classical free boundary.

An important point in our analysis is that the tangent cones to the varifold
|T|| are in fact induced by corresponding tangent cones to the current T
cf. [5, Theorem 5.2]. We establish next the following terminology.

Definition 3.3 (Area minimizing cones mod(p)). An integer rectifiable cur-
rent 3 C will be called an area minimizing cone mod(p) in R™™ provided
the following conditions hold:
(a) C is locally area minimizing mod(p) in R™*" i.e. it is area mini-
mizing mod(p) in every open set W cC R™*";
(b) 0C = 0mod(p);
(c) the associated varifold ||C|| is a cone, namely (19 )s|/C|| = ||C|| for
all A > 0.

The spine of an area minimizing cone mod(p) is the spine of the associated
varifold [|C]||.

As shown in [5, Corollary 7.3] we then have

Proposition 3.4. Let p, Q, X, and T be as in Definition 1.1. Let q €
sptP(T) \ spt?(9T') and consider any sequence ri | 0. Up to subsequences
(ng,r )¢ T converges locally to a cone C which is area minimizing mod(p) and
is supported in the plane m := T,%. Moreover (ng,, )s||T|| converges to ||C||
in the sense of varifolds.

The following proposition is the starting point of our analysis and gives
the geometric structure of m-dimensional area minimizing cones mod(p)
with spine of dimension m — 1.

Proposition 3.5. Let p > 2 be an integer, and let C be an m-dimensional
area minimizing cone mod(p) in R™T™ with spine V of dimension m — 1.
Let V- be the orthogonal complement of V. Then:

(i) C = C' x [V] for some 1-dimensional area minimizing cone mod(p)
in V*+ (where we assume to have fived a choice of a constant orien-
tation T on V' );

(ii) There exist N > 3 distinct vectors v(1),...,v(N) € S* C V* and N
positive integers k(1),...,k(N) € [1,2/2) N Z such that

o if £(i) = {tv(i) : t > 0} C V* is oriented in such a way
that O [¢(i)] = — [0], then either C' = Zfil k(1) [€(7)] or C' =

—211’1()[[()
.Zz IH()():

3We remark explicitly that, following our definitions, integer rectifiable cones are, in
fact, only locally integer rectifiable currents, in the sense that their restriction to any
compact set in R™T" is integer rectifiable. Nonetheless, in what follows we will avoid
being too pedantic on the distinction between being integer rectifiable and being locally
integer rectifiable whenever that property refers to a cone.

I;
0.
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(iii) Zfil k(i) = p, and hence the m-dimensional density of C at 0 is
O¢(0) = £.
Moreover, when p is odd, the set of area minimizing cones mod(p) with spine
of dimension m — 1 is compact with respect to the flat topology.

Remark 3.6. As already observed in the Introduction, combined with [5,
Corollary 1.10], Proposition 3.5 allows to conclude that when p is odd the
multiplicity of 0T and Sing(7") is precisely p, up to a suitable choice of the
orientation of the rectifiable set Sing(T').

Remark 3.7. We notice explicitly that the compactness claimed at the end
of the proposition fails if p is an even integer, as in that case there area area
minimizing cones mod(p) with spine of dimension m — 1 that are arbitrarily
close, with respect to the flat distance in By, to m-planes with multiplicity
/2.
Proof. First, observe that as a direct consequence of [5, Lemma 8.5] we can
conclude that

C=C'x [V] mod(p), (3.2)
where C’ is a one-dimensional area minimizing cone mod(p) in V+ ~ R*+!
with trivial spine. In particular, the associated varifold vgr is stationary
in R"*! and singular. Hence, v consists of the union of N > 3 distinct
half-lines ¢(¢) with multiplicities x(¢) such that, if £(i) = {tv(i) : t > 0} for
some v(i) € S* C R™™! then Y, k(i) v(i) = 0. Furthermore, 1 < k(i) < p/2
for all i due to C’ being area minimizing mod(p). Observe that we cannot
exclude the case k(i) = p/2 yet. Next, let [£(i)] be the multiplicity one
integral current supported on ¢(i) and oriented so that 9[¢(i)] = — [0].
Since 9P[C'] = 0, we may then conclude that C' = >, &(i) [¢(¢)] mod(p)
with |5(i)] = k(i) for every i, with the equality holding in the sense of
classical currents if k(i) # p/2 for every i. In order to complete the proof of
(ii), we will show that it is

either k(i) = k(1) for every i € {1,...,N}
or k(i) = —k(7) for every 1 € {1,...,N}.
Indeed, suppose towards a contradiction and w.l.o.g. that £(1) < 0 <

k(2). Since N > 3, we can also assume w.l.o.g. that the vectors v(1) and
v(2) do not lie on the same line, and thus v(1) # —v(2). We consider then

the current

S = [0, o(V)]] = [0, v2)]T + [[v(1), v(2)]] ,
where [r,y] denotes the segment [z,y] := {x +t(y — ) : t € [0,1]} in R*!
and [[z,y]] is the associated current with multiplicity one endowed with the
natural orientation. Since 95 = 0, the current

W:=C'+S
has the same boundary of C’, but
IWI(BIFY = IC1(BY ) = [o(1) —v(2)] =2 <0,
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(1) r+(2)

FIGURE 1. The two hemispheres St and S~ and the rays
¢t (j) and £~ (I). The points v*(j) and v~ (l) are the inter-
sections of the rays with the appropriate hemisphere.

thus contradicting the minimality of C'.

Next, we prove (iii). Of course, O¢(0) = O¢r(0), so it suffices to work
on C'. Assume w.l.o.g. that &(i) > 0 for every i, so that (i) = x(¢). Also
observe that since 9P[C’] = 0 it must be

200/(0) =Y k(i) =vp
1
for some positive integer v. The proof will be complete once we show that
> £(i) < p, so that it must necessarily be v = 1. By contradiction, assume
that >, k(i) > 2p. Let mo be a hyperplane in V- having the property that
mo N (i) = {0} for every i. The hyperplane 7y divides S™ into two relatively
open hemispheres ST such that v(i) € ST U S~ for every i. Let

{fot(1),...;vT ()} ={v(@)} N ST, {v=(1),...,v (L)} ={v(@i)} nS™,

and define accordingly the positive integers k*(j) for 1 < j < J and x~(I)
for 1 <1 < L and the halflines £*(j) and ¢~ (1), cf. Figure 1.
Since ), k(i) > 2p, the hyperplane 7y can be chosen so that

J
> KT(G) = p,
j=1

and in fact we can select integers 1 < m™(j) < k*(j) such that

J
> omt ) =p. (3.3)
j=1
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FIGURE 2. The restriction of currents W and Z in B{H'l:
in this example, the modulus is p = 3 and the multiplicities
m™(j) are all equal to 1. The current W is represented by
the thicker lines connecting the points v (j) to the center of
the circle, while the current Z is represented by the lighter
lines connecting the points v (j) to their barycenter z.

If we define W = Z}-le m*(7)[¢T(j)] and S = C'— W, we can observe that
IC|| = [[W] +||S]|, W + S = C’' mod(p) and 9P[W] = 0 and thus conclude
that both W and S are area-minimizing currents mod(p).

Now, let z € R™*! be such that

J J
Dm0 () = 2 = min D omT () [0 () — yl.
j=1 7j=1

The point z lies in the convex hull of {v*(1),... ,v"(J)} (in fact it can be
explicitly computed as the “weighted barycenter” z = 1 ijl m*(H)vt(4));

P
therefore, since all vectors v*(j) belong to ST, it is necessarily z # 0. In

particular,
J J
domT G G) -2l <Y mt(). (3.4)
j=1 j=1

We define the integral current

cf. Figure 2. Because of (3.3), 0Z L By = OW L Bymod(p), but M(Z L
B1) < M(W L By) due to (3.4). This contradicts the minimality of W, thus
completing the proof of (iii).

Next, we can use (iii) to prove that necessarily x(i) < »/2 for every i.
Indeed, since ), k(i) = p, the existence of 7 such that x(i) = /2 is incom-
patible with the stationarity condition ), k(i)v(z) = 0, unless spt(C’) is
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contained in a line. Since C’ is singular, the latter condition cannot hold,
and the proof of (ii) is complete.
Now we can use (ii) to upgrade (3.2) to the equality in the sense of recti-
fiable currents
C=C'x[V] (3.5)

claimed in (i). Indeed, the proof of [5, Lemma 8.5] shows that once a constant
orientation is chosen on V' so that
N
C' x [V] =) &(i) [H()]
i=1
for m-dimensional half-planes H(i) with boundary V and #(i) < 0 for all ¢
or £(i) > 0 for all 7, then we can represent C as

N
C =) 0() [H(i)] (3.6)
i=1

with [0(i)| = |k(7)| for every i. On the other hand, since |%(i)| < p/2 for
every i and C = C’ x [V] mod(p), it has to be 6(i) = (i) for every i, which
completes the proof of (i).

Finally, observe that the class of area minimizing cones mod(p) is com-
pact by [5, Proposition 5.2]. Hence, the compactness of the subset of area
minimizing cones mod(p) with spine of dimension m — 1 when p is an odd
integer is a consequence of the following elementary observation: there exists
a constant c¢(p) > 0 such that

inf {9%1(0 — Q) : Q is a multiple mod(p) of an m—plane} > c(p) (3.7)

for every such cone C. Indeed, should (3.7) fail there would be an oriented
m-dimensional plane o C R™*" an integer q € {1, ..., p%l}, and a sequence
{Ci};2, of area minimizing m-cones mod(p) with (m —1)-dimensional spines
such that ff%l(Cl,q [w]) = 0 as | — oo. By [5, Proposition 5.2], the
varifolds induced by C; converge to the varifold induced by ¢ [w] and in
particular wp,q = limy ||C;||(B1) = w5, contradicting that ¢ is an integer.

O

4. EXCESS-DECAY

The main analytic estimate towards the proof of Theorem 1.9 is an excess
decay in the spirit of the work of Simon [14], see Theorem 4.5 below. Before
coming to its statement we introduce some terminology.

Definition 4.1 (Open books). We call open book a closed set of R™ 1™ of
the foorm S = S’ x V, where V is an (m — 1)-dimensional linear subspace
and S’ consists of a finite number of halflines ¢1,. .., ¢y originating at 0, all

contained in a single 2-dimensional subspace, and all orthogonal to V. The
half spaces H; = ¢; x V will be called the pages of the book S, and <(S) will
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denote the minimal opening angle between two pages of S. The symbol %P
will denote the set of open books with at most p pages.

We say that the book is nonflat if it is not contained in a single m-
dimensional plane.

Remark 4.2. Note that the support of a cone Cy as in Assumption 1.8
is necessarily a nonflat open book in %P. Moreover, except for the trivial
case in which the book consists of a single page, we can assign orientations
and multiplicities to S so that it becomes the support mod(p) of a cone C
with 9C = Omod(p). However, such assignment of multiplicities is clearly
not unique and in general there is no choice which would make C area
minimizing.

Definition 4.3. The excess E of a current 7" with respect to an open book
S in a ball Bg(q) is

E(S.a.h) =R [ dst@8)dTi@. (@1
Br(q)
As anticipated, the main estimate of our paper is contained in the decay
Theorem 4.5 below. Before stating it we need to introduce the following
quantity.

Definition 4.4. Consider a cone Cg which is nonflat, area-minimizing rep-
resentative mod(p), has (m — 1)-dimensional spine V' and is contained in
mo = TyX. Let Sg = spt(Cp) be the corresponding open book, Hy; its
pages, and kg ; positive coefficients so that

No
Co =) ko [Hoy] -
i=1

We say that a representative mod(p) cone C is coherent with Cy if spt(C) C
mo and there is a rotation O of my with the following properties:

(i) O4C is a nonflat cone with spine V;
(ii) The pages of the open book S := spt(C) can be ordered as H; ; with
1<i< Ny, 1<j<J(i) so that

C= Z Z Kij [Hi ]

for positive coefficients r; j such that >, ki j = ko,
(i) The angles 6(O,1,j) between the pages O(H,; ;) and Hy; are all
smaller than $<((Sp).

If C is coherent with Cy and O is the collection of rotations of my which
satisfy the conditions above, we denote by ¥(C, Cy) the quantity

min <|0 —Id| + nggx{ﬁ((),z,y)o :
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While 9(Cy, C) is equivalent to the flat distance .Zg, (C —Cy), it presents
some technical advantages as it makes it easier to iterate Theorem 4.5.

Theorem 4.5 (Decay estimate). Let p > 2 be an integer and let Cy be as
in Assumption 1.8 with ¢ = 0. There are constants C, n > 0, and p > 0,
depending only on m,n,p, and Cy with the following property. Assume
that X and T are as in the Assumption 2.1 with Ry = 1, that ﬁgl(T —
Co) < n and that C is a representative mod(p) cycle (not necessarily area-
minimizing), with the following properties:

(i) C is a cone coherent with Cy and ¥(C, Cy) < n;

(ii) max{E(T,spt(C),0,1), A} <.
Then there is a representative mod(p) cycle C' which is a cone coherent with
Co and satisfies the following estimates:

max{E(T,spt(C"),0, p), (pA)'"*} < p/* max{E(T,spt(C),0,1), A"},

(4.2)
L (0,)iT — C') < C(B(T,spt(C),0,1) + A)"2 (4.3)
9(C', Cy) < V(C, Co) + C(E(T,spt(C),0,1) + A)72. (4.4)

The proof of the above theorem will occupy most of the remaining sections
of this paper. Before coming to them, we collect here a series of technical
facts about L2, L™, and flat distances, and how to compare them in our
setting. The proofs of all of them are deferred to the appendix.

4.1. Flat-excess comparison lemmas. We start with a qualitative com-
parison between the excess and the flat distance.

Lemma 4.6. Let C be a representative of a mod(p) cycle whose support
is a nonflat open book S € %P and such that ©c(0) = E. Then there is

2
m = n1(S) > 0 with the following property. If Tj € %m(Bs2) are such that
sup || 7| (Bsy,) < o0, (0T;) L B3, = 0 mod(p), (4.5)
j
and
I5,(T; —C) <m Vi, (4.6)
then

lim E(7},8,0,1)=0 = lim $§ (I;-C)=0.  (4.7)
j—o0 j—o0
The following lemma is a quantitative estimate of the (modified) p-flat
distance between a representative mod(p) 7" and a cone C in terms of the
L' distance of T from the open book spt(C). By the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality, it implies a corresponding estimate with respect to the L? dis-
tance (which involves also the mass of T'), and thus it can be regarded as a
quantitative version of Lemma 4.6.
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Lemma 4.7. If C and S are as in Lemma 4.6, then there are ny = 1n2(S) > 0
and C = C(S) > 0 with the following property. If T € %mn(Bgr), R < 1,
with

(0T)L By = 0 mod(p), (4.8)
dist(q,S) < me R for all q € spt(0P(T'LBg)), (4.9)
F5 (T — C) < mpR™™ (4.10)
then
Fp, (1)< 0/ dist(-, ) d||T]| (4.11)
Br

The next two lemmas give L°°-type estimates in the case of area-minimizing
currents.

Lemma 4.8. Let X be as in Assumption 2.1. There is a constant Cy =
Co(m) with the following property. Let T be area minimizing mod(p) in
YN Bsg with (0T)LBsg = 0mod(p). If S € %, (Bsr) and spt(T),spt(S)
both intersect Br then, setting d(-) := dist(-,spt(S)), one has

min{1,d(q)} d™(q) < Cy ﬁézR(T ) for every q € spt(T) N Bg.

Lemma 4.9. Let ¥ be as in Assumption 2.1, and let K C R™™ be a
compact set with 0 € K. If T is area minimizing mod(p) in X N By with
(0T)L By = 0 mod(p) then

dist™*2(¢, K) < C’o/ dist?(-, K)d ||T|| for every q € spt(T) N By,

B;
(4.12)
for a constant Cy depending on m.

Finally, we record the validity of the following immediate corollary of
Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8.

Corollary 4.10. Let C and S be as in Lemma 4.6. There are ng = 12(S) >
0 and C' = C(S) > 0 with the following property. Let ¥ be as in Assumption
2.1, and let T be area minimizing mod(p) in XNB3 and such that (0T )_Bs =
Omod(p). If R <1 is such that

FE (T —C) <mpR™, (4.13)

then

Fhp,(T —C) < CR™UE(T,S, 0, R):. (4.14)

5. GRAPHICAL PARAMETRIZATION

This section is dedicated to construct a “multigraph” approximation of
T under the assumption that its excess with respect to a nonflat open book
is sufficiently small. Before proceeding we recall that the notation W= and
pw will be extensively used for the orthogonal complement of W and the
orthogonal projection onto W. We start by detailing the assumptions on
the current T which will be relevant for the rest of this section.
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Assumption 5.1. ¥ and T satisfy the requirements of Assumption 2.1 with
2 = Bapg,(0), where Ry > 1 is a large constant which depends only on m.
7o denotes the tangent space TyX. Cg is an m~dimensional area minimizing
cone as in Assumption 1.8, so that Sy := spt(Cp) is a non-flat open book
in P. We will assume that Sg C 7, and we will call V' C my the spine of
So. C is a representative of a mod(p) cycle whose support is a nonflat open
book S € %P contained in 7y, with the same spine V as Sp, and such that
@C(O) = P/2.

Assumption 5.2. Furthermore, we assume that
Q]I;RO (T — Co) < Msg > féRo (C — Co) < Msg > (5.1)

where, denoting 6(Sg) := tan(<((Sy)/2),
. 0(S
18, = min {?71(30)7772(50)7 %} ; (5.2)

for some large number M to be chosen (depending only on m).

It will be useful to set some notation for the rest of this section, more
precisely

N() NO
Co = Zﬂo,i [Ho,] , So = U Ho,; , (5.3)
i—1 i=1

where Ho; = £p; x V and £y ; = {tvg; : t >0}, vp; € St C Vinm =: V4o,
with vg; pairwise distinct. Moreover, we assume without loss of generality
that
7o = {0p_1} x R™T!
V ={0,_1} x {05} x R™~1
VJ_ — RTH—I X {Om—l}
VJ'O = {On—l} X ]R2 X {Om—l}-
Thus every ¢ € R™*" will be given canonical coordinates ¢ = (z,y), with
(z,0) € V*+ and (0,y) € V and for brevity we shall often identify = (z,0)

and y = (0,y). In particular, |z| will always denote the distance of ¢ from
V.

Remark 5.3. We note explicitly that the hypothesis (5.1), together with
the choice of ng, specified in (5.2) imply that the cone C and its support S
have the following structure:

Ng Ko0,i No Ko,i
C = ZZ [[Hiyj]] , S = U U HZ',]', (54)
i=1 j=1 i=1j=1

where H; ; = ¢; ; x V with ¢; ; C V1o with possible repetitions.
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5.1. Multigraphs, Whitney domains, and main approximation. The
Lipschitz approximation of T' will be reached through the following notion
of p-multifunction over an open book.

Definition 5.4. Let V, mp, and S be as in Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2 and
Remark 5.3. Given a subset U C [0,00) x V, a p-multifunction u on U over
S is a collection of functions {u; ;} such that:

(a) i € {1,...,No} and for each ¢ the index j ranges between 1 and kg ;;
(b) for every i and j we let U; j := {z = (z,y) € H; ; : (Jz|,y) € U} and
Ui j: UZ’J C Hivj — HZJ’_] . (55)

For every k € N and o € (0, 1] we say that a p-multifunction v on U over
S is of class C* (shortly u € C**(U)) if u;; € C**(U; ;) for all i and j.
Moreover, for z € U; ; we set

[Du; 4], (2) := inf sup { | Duij(21) u; j(22)]

D21 F 2 € UZ’J ﬁBR(Z)} .

R>0 |Zl — Z2|a
(5.6)
Furthermore, for every ¢ € U we set
[u(Q) = max{fui;j(z)[},  where zi; = (z,y) € Uij, with (|2}, y) = ¢,
and define analogously |Du(()|, and [Du], (¢). Finally, we define
lullcra@y == sup (¢ u(Q)] + [Du()] +t* [Dul,, (€)) (5.7)

¢=(t,y)eU

If u € CH*(U), given any orientation on V which naturally induces orienta-
tions on the half spaces H; ; for every i and j, we set

No Ko,i
Gs(u) :=> Y G, (5.8)
i=1 j=1
where Gy, ; := [M; ;] is the multiplicity-one current on
Mi,j = {Z + ’LLZ'J'(Z) VS UZ’J’} (5.9)
with the standard orientation induced by that of U; ; C H; ;.

Remark 5.5. In this section, we shall only be working with p-multifunctions
over the cone Sy. In this case, Definition 5.4 applies verbatim with the
identification H; ; = Hy; for all j € {1,...,k¢;}. In particular, if u = {u; ;}
is a p-multifunction on U over Sy then we shall simply denote U; the common
domain of the functions w; ; for j € {1,...,K0;}.

The next step before stating the main theorem of the section is to iden-
tify the domain on which the p-multigraph approximation of T is going
to be defined. This will consist of a union of cubes in a Whitney-type
decomposition of (a subset of) [0,00) x V with suitably good properties.
Preliminarily, consider the half-cube [0,2] x [~2,2]™! C [0,00) x V, and
the collection Q of sub-cubes defined as follows. First, we partition [0, 2]
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FIGURE 3. The Whitney decomposition of [0, 2] x [-2, 2]
In the above example the parameter M equals 2

into the dyadic intervals {[27%,27%*1]};50. Then, we further divide each
layer [27F 27F+1] x [=2,2]™~1 into 2mM . 2(m=1)(k+2) congruent sub-cubes
of side-length 2=(:+M) where M is as in Assumption 5.2, cf. Figure 5.1.
Notice that

2M+1 M

N diam(Q) > max dist(z, V') > gélél dist(z, V) > % diam(Q) VQ € Q.
(5.10)

For any @ € Q, we shall denote cg = (t@,yq) the center of Q) and dg the
diameter of Q.

Definition 5.6. We establish the following partial order relation in Q: if
Q,Q" € Q, we say that Q is below @', and we write Q < @', if and only if
pv(Q) C py(Q’). Let T and C be as in Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2, with S =
spt(C) € %P, and let 7 € (0,1). The Whitney domain of [0,2] x [~2,2]™!
associated to (7,S,7), denoted by W = W(T,S, 1), is the subfamily of
Q@ € Q such that

E(T,S,yq. Mdg) <% VQ=Q', (5.11)
where M = 2M+2/, /m.

Remark 5.7. Note that Q € W and Q < Q' 1mply Q' € W, and that every
cube Q € Q for which there are no cubes above Q (henceforth called cubes
in the top sub-layer) belongs to W as soon as E(T, S, 0, Ry) is suitably small
(depending on 7).

Since we will often deal with suitable dilations of the cubes in Q we
introduce the following notation. For A > 0, AQ is the cube with the same
center cg as () and diameter dyg = Adg. Considering U = AQ as in
Definition 5.4, we let AQ; be the corresponding domains U; C Hg;, as
described in Definition 5.4(b) and Remark 5.5. Given a Whitney domain
W =W(T,S,7) and A > 0, we shall also denote by Uyyy the union

Uw = ] 2@, (5.12)

Qew
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and, setting Uyy = Uy yy, we define the “distance” function gyy: [—2, 2]""_1 —
[0,2] as
ow(y) ==inf{t: (t,y) € Un} . (5.13)
The graphicality region Ryy is the rotationally invariant set
Ry i={a=(z,y) eR™: ye[-229™" and ow(y) < |o] <2} .
(5.14)
Theorem 5.8 (Graphical parametrization). Let T, %, C, S, Cy, and Sy be
as in Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2. For any B € (O, %) there are 7 > 0 and
e1 > 0, depending on (m,n,p,Sq, 3) with the following property. If
A +E(C,S),0,Ry) <7, (5.15)
and  E:=E(T,S,0,Ry) <e&7, (5.16)

then there is a p-multifunction u = {u; ;} over Sg of class CL3 on Uy with
W =W(T,S, ) and with u; j: (Usw); C Ho; — Hég for all i and j such
that, for some constant Co = Coy(m,n,p,Sy),
(i) every @Q € Q with dg > Co El/(g+2) belongs to W;
) ol gy, ) <5
(iii) TL Rw = Gs, (v)L Ry, where v is the p-multifunction on Uy over
Sy defined by
vij(2) == uij(2) + V(2 +ui;(z)) (5.17)

(¥ is the map detailed in Assumption 2.1);
(iv) the following estimate holds:

[ Rk [ Pdic)<cp B, (5a8)
Ba2\Ryy B2\Rw

where, for ¢ € Bo\ Ry, |x| denotes, as usual, the distance of q from
the spine V.

5.2. White’s epsilon-regulary theorem. In what follows, we will use
the shorthand notation Pg, p;, and pZ-L for the orthogonal projections pr,,
PH,; and Ph_, (where, with a slight abuse of notation, we are identifying

Hy; with the m-dimensional linear plane containing it). We shall then
set T' := (Po)4T; furthermore, given a cube Q € Q, letting Q; denote
the corresponding cube in Hy; and AQ); its dilation with center cyg, and
diameter dyg, we define

C(A\Q;,0) == {q € m: pi(g) € A\Q; and |pZL(q)| < 5Md,\Qi} , (5.19)

and

No
C(AQ, ) := | C(AQs,9). (5.20)

i=1
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In other words, for each i the set C(AQ;,d) is a cylinder in 7y with cross
section AQ;, axis orthogonal to Ho; and height 2 M4 dyg,, while C(A\Q, §) is
the union of all such cylinders. With these notation in place, we can state
and prove the following lemma, which is the key technical step towards the
proof of the main theorem of this section, Theorem 5.8.

Lemma 5.9. Let Cy and Sg be as in Assumptions 5.1 and 5.2. There exists
do = do(m,p,So) with the following property. Let § € (0,0¢] be arbitrary,

and set
) ) 5 m+2
o =T = 21
=T <1600> ’ (5:21)

where Cy is the constant from Lemma 4.9. If T and C are as in Assumptions
5.1 and 5.2, C satisfies (5.15) for some e1 < &1, and

QeW(T,S,T) for some T < T, (5.22)

then:
(a) spA(T) 1 () ¢ (1) 9) € @) € P3H(C(4Q,0));
(b) there exists a p-multifunction u® = {uZQ]} € CY2(4Q) over Sy with
ugj: 4Q; C Ho; — Hé? for all i and j and

Q
1l 1 4 4y < C10 (5.23)

for some constant C; = C1(m,p) > 0, and such that
T'LC(4Q,0) = Gsg, (u?). (5.24)

Proof. First, let us observe that since the manifold ¥ is the graph of ¥
on my, (Id + ¥) o Py is the identity map on X. Letting dgm+n denote the
standard Euclidean metric on R™*", we can then define gy := (Id+¥)*dgmn
to be the associated pull-back metric on my. The current T" = (Pg)4T is
supported on 7y and area minimizing mod(p) in mp N Bag, with respect
to the area functional relative to the metric gy, which falls in the class of
elliptic functionals in the sense of Almgren.

We are going to divide the proof into several steps.

Step one. Let dyp < ng,. We claim that for every @ € W(T,S, 1) the
following holds:

spt <TyQ,MdQ L (B2 \§1/8(V))> - {q = (ﬂj‘,y) € R™H™ dlSt(qv SO) <90 |3§‘|} :

(5.25)

Indeed, applying Lemma 4.9 with K = S and TyQ,MdQ in place of T', we find
that

dist™2(q, S) < Co / dist?(q',8) dlI T, s1a.lI(d) (5.26)

By
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for every ¢q € Spt(Ty@MdQ) N Bs. On the other hand, since S = spt(C),
Lemma 4.9 implies that for any point w € SN By

dist(w, S)™ 2 < CO/ dist?(-,So) d||C|| . (5.27)

Bs
Thus, putting together (5.26) and (5.27) we deduce that for any ¢ €
spt(Ty,, ird,) N B2

dist(g, Sp) < Cp (E(T7S7yQ7MdQ)1/(m+2) + E(C, So,O,Ro)l/(m+2)>

< Oy (7_2/(m+2) + 6?/(7”‘1'2)) <

0| ™

(5.28)
In particular, if ¢ = (z,y) ¢ By/3(V) then |z| > 1/8, and thus the above

estimate gives
dist(q, So) < d |z| for ¢ = (z,y) € spt(Ty@MdQ) N (Bo \El/g(V)).
(5.29)
We observe in passing that (5.25) immediately implies conclusion (a).

Step two. Since ¢ is smaller than 6 := tan(<t(Sp)/2), (5.25) implies that
for every Q € W(T', S, 7) we can decompose

No
Ty itao L B2\ Byys (V) = > T7, (5.30)
=1

T2 =Ty, wpag L (B2 \ Biys(V)) N {g = (z,y) : dist(q, Ho,) < 6 [5P])

where each TZQ has no boundary mod(p) in By \ By5(V) by [5, Lemma 6.1]
and

spt(TiQ) N spt(Tf}z) = (  whenever i #4¢, (5.32)
No

1Ty 5140 | B2\ Byys(V)) = > M(T?). (5.33)
i=1

In particular, each TZQ is area minimizing mod(p) in X N (By \ Bys(V)).
Rescaling back, we have an analogous decomposition

No
TL (Bonzag, Q) \ Birags(V) = > T2, (5.34)
=1

where each TZQ has no boundary mod(p) in Byyzq,, (4q) \EMdQ/s(V) and

Spt(TiQ) N spt(TZQ) = 0  wheneveri#1¢, (5.35)

No
IT|(Boxraq (¥0) \ Brrags(V)) = > M(TP). (5.36)
=1
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In particular, each TZ-Q is area minimizing mod(p) in ¥ N (Byyzq,(¥Q) \
Biitags(V))-
Step three. From (5.34), we deduce that, for T" = (P)4T", we have

No

T'L (B, (¥0) \ Birags(V)) = > _(T)¢, (5.37)
i=1

where each (T’)f2 = [(Po)ﬁTiQ] L (Biza, (¥0) \EA-MQ/S(V)) satisfies
spt((T)7)

< (Buta (90) \ Bitags(V)) N{a = (2,) € mo : dist(q, Ho,i) < 8|z},
(5.38)

by (5.31), and it is area minimizing mod(p) in 7N (BJ\ZdQ (yo) \ EMdQ/s(V))
with respect to the area functional relative to the metric gy on my. Further-
more, since

sptp(aTiQ)
- <aBmdQ (yQ) U 8BMdQ/s(V))> N{q = (z,y) : dist(q,Ho;) <z},

each (T’)f2 has no boundary mod(p) in B4, (y0) \EMdQ/S(V).
Now, we observe that, due to (5.38),

spt((T/)Z- YN {q € m: pi(q) € 32Q;} C C(32Q;,0), (5.39)
and that
C(32Q:,9) € 70 1 (Bizag (40) \ Birag/s(V)) (5.40)

as soon as M is large enough (depending on m).
Finally, notice that the constancy lemma mod(p) implies that

(P[(TH2L {q €m0 : pilg) € 32Q:}] = ko, [32Qi] mod(p)  (5.41)

for some constant kg, € Z N ( 95 g]

Step four. In this step, we prove that
KQ; = K0,i» (5.42)

for every i € {1,..., No}: this will imply, in particular, that |kg,| < p/2.

Observe that to this aim it is sufficient to prove (5.42) with @ replaced
by any cube Q' with Q =< @'. Indeed, since for any two consecutive cubes
Q and Q the cubes 32Q and 32Q overlap on a region of positive area, then
by (5.41) the equality (5.42) would propagate from Q' to @ along a chain
which connects them.

Let us then choose @’ € W such that Q < @’ and there is no cube of Q
above @’. By Remark 5.7 we infer that the conclusions of steps one, two,
and three hold with @’ in place of Q.
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We claim now that there exists A € (16,32) such that

F5, ()T L{a e mo: pile) € A — ko PQ]) < H™(0Q),
(5.43)
which, due to (5.41), implies in particular that (5.42) holds for the cube @’,
since the (modified) p-flat distance between two m-currents supported on
an m-dimensional cube is the mass mod(p) of their difference.
In order to prove (5.43), we begin observing that

3211;% (T/ — Co) <7nsy -

This follows from (5.1) and the fact that 7" — Cy = (P)3(T — Cyp), because
Py is a 1-Lipschitz map.
Let R, S and Z be such that

T'—Cy=R+0S+pZ with |RII(Bry)+I1SI(Bry) < 27s, - (5.44)

For each i, let us define the function f;: my — [0, 00) by

fila) = max {241 py(q) — cqrle. 6407 Dt (@)}, (5.45)

having denoted |v|oo := max{|zz|: h = 1,...,m} if v = (21,...,2y) is a
decomposition of v in the orthonormal system of coordinates on Hy; having
V as a coordinate hyperplane. Using that there is no cube of Q above @,
so that the side length of Q" is 2™ together with the definition of M, it
is not difficult to see that the above definition of f; implies that, for any
16 < X < 32, the sublevel set {f; < A} coincides with the cylinder

D)

i <A =C A, ——— | . 5.46

PV (@Z 64de;> (5.46)
By the slicing formula [13, Lemma 28.5], for almost every 16 < A < 32

we have from (5.44) that

(T'=Co)L{fi < A} = RL{fi < \}+O[SLLfi < M —(S, fi, N +p ZL{fi < A}

(5.47)
Now, observe that, by the definition of #, each cylinder
0\ 0
ClANQ), —=—— | CcC [N}, ———
[ s ) < © (29 337
does not intersect Hy ; for any j # i for M large enough. Hence,
CoL {fi <A} = ro; [MQ7] - (5.48)

Next, we claim that
T'L{f; <A} = (T2 L{fi <A} = (1) L{g € mo: pilg) € AQ}}. (5.49)

Indeed we have

0
(i <N {q = (2,y) : dist(q, Hoy) < 5 |:c|} — 0 for every j # 1,
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and therefore, since § < g, (5.37) and (5.38) imply the first identity in

(5.49). The second identity follows from (5.39) and (5.46), since, for § < 2%,
C(\Q},0) c C <)\Q;~, m\%k—@‘). Now by (5.48) and (5.49), we can rewrite
(5.47) as

(T L{g €m0+ pila) € AQ} — ko [MQ]

=RL{fi <A} +OSLA{fi <A = (S, fi ) +pZL{fi <A},
(5.50)

By [13, Lemma 28.5 (1)], we can find A € [16,32] such that

1 1
M((S, fi, A)) = gLip(fi) 1S({fi < 32}) < {-Lip(fi) [1S(Bg,) - (5.51)
In turn, using that Lip(f;) < 646071 + 2M+1 (5.44) yields
jﬁRo ((T’)Z.Q, L{q €mo: pi(q) € \Q}} — Ko, [[AQ'J])
< g, (1+4071 4273 <« H™(A\Q), (5.52)

as soon as
1

2m(M—2)(2 + 801+ 2M—2) ’
whose validity is guaranteed by the choice of ng, in (5.2). Lastly, (5.43)
follows from (5.52) since p; is 1-Lipschitz.

Step five. By (5.39), (5.41), and (5.42), and recalling that 1 < ko; < p/2,

we see now that, for each ¢ € {1,..., Ny}, the currents (T’)Z-Q satisfy the hy-
potheses of the regularity theorem in [17, Theorem 4.5] in {q € 7y : pi(q) €
32Q;} as soon as dy is chosen such that

3200 M < dpw ,

NSy <

where dpw = dpw (m,p) denotes the regularity threshold of [17, Theorem
4.5]. We can then conclude from [11, Theorem 1] that there exist precisely
ko, functions u; ;: 4Q; — Hé? ~ R of class C11/2 such that
(1) win Suip <o S Uk, 0 4Q;
(i) given j,j" € {1,..., kKo, } with j < j" it is either u; j = u; j in 4Q); or
ui;(q) < u;j(q) for every q € 4Q;
(iii) ”ui’j”cl'%@Qi) < (16 for every i and j, for some constant C; =
Ci(m,p) > 0;
(iv) the current (T’)f2 L{q € mo: pi(q) € 4Q;} coincides with the multi-
graph defined by {u; ;}%%.

7=1
Finally, we let u® denote the p-multifunction on Q over Sg defined by the
functions {u; ;} as also i is let vary in {1,...,Np}. Conclusion (iii) above

readily implies (5.23), whereas (5.24) follows from (iv) together with (5.37)
and (5.39). O
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5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.8. Let Q € Q, and, with the usual meaning of
yq and dg, observe that, whenever dg > o it holds

_ 1 )
E(T.S,yq, Mdg) = W/ dist®(q, S) d||T|
(Mdg) Biirag, (Y@
2 (5.53)
< Ry E
- ﬁ om+2’
In particular, choosing o = Cy El/(g il guarantees the validity of (i) as
soon as
RO m+2
%> <C’2M> g, (5.54)

Next, fix 6 := min {Cﬁl, (50}. If 1 and 7 are sufficiently small, explicitly

if e; < & and 7 < 7 with & and 7 defined by (5.21) in correspondence with
this choice of §, we can apply Lemma 5.9 to every cube Q € W. We can
therefore guarantee that the conclusion in (i) is satisfied by choosing the
constant Cs so that we can find an appropriate 7 satisfying

Ro m+2 1 m+2
< > B <t <72 < < > B2, (5.55)

Cy M 16CyC,

From Lemma 5.9 it then follows that for every Q@ € W there exists a
p-multifunction u® € C’l’%(élQ) over Sp such that (5.23) and (5.24) hold
true with 8 replacing C;d in the right-hand side of (5.23). Since, for any
two adjacent cubes Q and Q in W, the cubes 4Q and 4@ intersect on a set
of positive measure, each function u® is the restriction, on 4Q, of a unique
p-multifunction u of class C3 on Uy = Ugew 4@Q over Sg satistying (ii).
In particular, it follows from (5.24) that, setting Capy 5 := UQGWC(ZIQ, d)

T'L Cyy.s = Gs, (1) . (5.56)

Recalling that 7" = (Pg)y7’, and that, on the manifold X, Py is invertible
with inverse Id 4+ ¥, the p-multifunction v on Ugy over Sy defined by (5.17)
satisfies

TLP, Cows) = Gs,(v) (5.57)

Conclusion (iii) follows then at once from Lemma 5.9(a) which immediately
implies that spt(T) N (R \ V) € Py (Ca s)-
We finally come to (iv). Observe first that

B, \RW C U {ng(y)(y) RS [—2,2]7”_1 with Qw(y) > 0} .

Next, we observe that, by the definition of gy, (y) and the properties of cubes
in Q, for each y € [—2,2]™ ! with oW (y) > 0 there is a € Q such that
ly — yo| < Cow(y) < Cdg and E(T, S, yg, Mdg) > 72, where the constant
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C depends only on m and M. In particular, for some other positive constant
C(m, M),

E(T7 S, Y, CQW(y)) > 6_17-2 .
Apply Vitali’s covering theorem to find pairwise disjoint balls B,, (y;) :=
By (ys) (Wi) such that {Bs,, (y;)} covers By \ Ryy. Using the monotonicity
formula, we then have

/ [«*d|IT| + / > d|C|
Ba2\Ryy Bi\Rw
<ZCr (1711 (Bsr, () + [[CI| By, (1)) <ZCrm+2

—22/ dist2(-,S)d|T|| < Cr—2E.

Brl Yi)
The estimate in (5.18) then follows from the choice of 7 in (5.55). O

6. LINEAR SELECTION I: LOCAL ALGORITHM

We next observe that the the cone C is also a p-multigraph over Sg. For
this reason we introduce linear multifunctions over Sy.

Definition 6.1. A p-multifunction [ = {l; ;} over Sy will be called linear if,
for each ¢ and j, ; j : Hog; — H&i is linear and vanishes on the spine V.

The following is then an obvious consequence of Theorem 5.8

Corollary 6.2. Let T, X, C, Cy, S :=spt(C), and Sg := spt(Cy) be as in
Theorem 5.8, and consider the corresponding map v and Uy its domain.
Then:

() there is a linear p-multifunction | over Sy such that C = Gs,(1);

(i) dist (¢, S) = dist (q,Upspt (Gry, (li,n))) for each q € spt(Gs, (vij));
(iii) there is a geometric constant C such that

K0,3
-1 . 2
C - dist(q, 8)%d||T| (¢ Q;V;/ ZJZ_:KI;ILEQO |vij(2) = lLin(2)]“ dz
<CE.
(6.1)
The main purpose of this and the next section is, roughly speaking, to
take out of the integral the min in (6.1).

Theorem 6.3 (Improved estimate). Let T, ¥, C, Cop, S := spt(C), and
So := spt(Co) be as in Theorem 5.8, let u and Ugyy be the corresponding map
and its domain, and let | be as in Corollary 6.2(i). There are a geometric
constant C' and a selection function h : (i,j) — h(i,j) € {1,... Ko} such
that zfl denotes the linear p-multifunction {l” = lina } and w denotes the
p-multifunction on Uyy over Sy defined by

wm = ’LLZ'J' — l~i,j s (6.2)
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then

sup 13 (£ w(Q)| + [Dw(Q)] + ¢4 [Duli(0)) < C (B+ A,
C=(t,y)€Usw

(6.3)
No Ko,i
3 ZZ/ (wij () + 22| Duws ;(2)?) dz < C (B + A2),
QewW i=1 j=1
(6.4)

where, for z € 3Q;, |x| denotes, as usual, the distance of z from V.

The selection function (i, j) — h(i,j) identifies a new cone C and a new
open book S C S as follows.

Definition 6.4. Let [ be the linear p-multifunction {l~” = lip(iy)} from
Theorem 6.3. We denote by C the cone given by GSO(Z). The corresponding
open book spt(C) is denoted by S.

Remark 6.5. Observe that
S = U Hi,h(i,j) =: U I:IZ'J' . (65)
4,J 4,J

Clearly the halfspaces appearing in (6.5) are not necessarily distinct, namely
it might be that H; ; = Hy j for distinct pairs (7, 7) and (¢, j"). Moreover

C=> [Hinupl =>_ [[Hw]] :
i ij
and thus each page INL-J is counted in C with a multiplicity that equals the
number of pairs (i, j') such that h(i', j") = h(3, j).
However, since the ||l; j|| is suitably small compared to the minimal
angle between distinct pages of So (cf. (5.1) and (5.2)), we at least know
that H; JF H; j» whenever ¢ # i'. In particular we can conclude that:

e S has at least as many pages as So;

e S C S, so that in particular S has no more pages than S

e H; § has a multiplicity in C which is at most K0,i-
It is however possible that S is a strict subset of S, i.e. that it has less
pages than S. Likewise, the multiplicities, in the respective cones C and

C, of a page H; ,j which is common to both S and S are just two, typically
unrelated, integer numbers in {1,...,Ko;}.

An important corollary of Theorem 6.3 is that, in the graphicality region
Ryy, the current T' coincides also with a p-multigraph over S.

Corollary 6.6. Let T,%,C,Cy,S := spt(C), and Sp := spt(Co) be as
in Theorem 6.3, and let S be the open book in Definition 6.4. There ex-
ists a p-multifunction @ = {4;;} over S of class cY3 on Usyy and with
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@i (Uaw)ij C Hij — Hll]O for all ¢ and j such that

1l g g,y < B (6.6)

and, denoting © the p-multifunction on Usyy over S defined by

’l~)i7j(2’) = ﬁ@j(Z) + \I’(Z + ﬂi,j(z)) R (67)
we have
TL Ry = Gg(3)L Ry (6.8)
and
/| (sl + o Vs < € [ (i ? + 22w )
(Uaw )i, B2 (Usw)iNB3
< C(E+A?),
(6.9)

where w is the p-multifunction over Sq defined in (6.2).
Finally, for every fixzed 7 > 0, if €1 in (5.15)-(5.16) and ns, in (5.1) are
chosen sufficiently small, then

fig%(é -C)<17. (6.10)

In this section we will show that a suitable selection h(i,j) as in Theorem
6.3 exists at the level of each cube in the Whitney domain W. Such local
selection algorithm depends on an appropriate Harnack-type estimate and
will result in Lemma 6.7 below. How to choose the same h(i, j) on all cubes
of the Whitney domain so that the conclusions of Theorem 6.3 and Corollary
6.6 hold will instead be explained in the next section.

Lemma 6.7 (Local linear selection). There is a constant C depending only
on m and p such that the following holds. Let T, ¥, C, Cy, S := spt(C),
and Sy := spt(Cy) be as in Theorem 5.8, let u, v and Uspy = UgenwdQ
be the corresponding maps and their domain, and let I be as in Corollary
6.2(i). Consider any i and j and any cube Q € W. Then there is a h, which
depends on i, j, and @, such that

A llwig =il 2o s0r) + 4o ™ 1D (wig = L) Fogn + 4™ [DUi,j]Q%,gQi
<C o min [ () — Lin(2)* dz + CA*dg™ (6.11)

(where we recall that dg denotes the diameter of Q).

6.1. A Harnack type inequality. We start with the Harnack-type esti-
mate which, as explained in the paragraph above, is the main tool to obtain
the local selection. It turns out that the only property needed on the linear
functions [; is that they solve the minimal surface equation and since the
argument would not be any simpler, we state the lemma under this more
general assumption.
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Lemma 6.8. For every N € N, L > 0, and s > m there is a constant
C = C(m, N, L,s) with the following property. Set A\Q := [-\,\]"" C R™,
and assume that
(al) g1 < g2 < --- < gn 18 an ordered family of solutions to the minimal
surfaces equation in 4Q C R™ with Hng|]Loo(4Q) < L for every
j=1,...,N;
(a2) u € C%(4Q) with IVull o sy < L is a solution to

div [ —Y% ) _g,
V14 [Vu?
for some H of the form H = div(H;) + Hs with H; € L*(4Q) and
Hy € L*2(4Q).

Then
min{lu = gill e @)
2 2\ /2
<C <AQ Z:DlﬂlnN\U —gi|"dz + <HH1HLS(4Q) + HH2HLS/2(4Q)> ) :
(6.12)

Proof. Setting F(w) := for w € R™, assumptions (al) and (a2)

w
V14 |w?

read
div(F(Vg;)) =0 for every j, and div(F(Vu))=H in4Q. (6.13)
We note that

1 w R w
DF(w) = \/TW <Id — TW) (6.14)

is a symmetric matrix with minimal and maximal eigenvalues A(w) = 1+
\w\2)_% and A(w) = (1 + \w\2)_%, respectively; in particular, DF(w) is
positive-definite, and A/X is bounded uniformly on {|w| < L}.

Arguing by induction on N > 1, we will prove (6.12) with 3Q) replaced
by 27V Q in the left-hand side; the estimate in (6.12) will then follow by a
classical covering argument.

Induction base: N = 1. In this situation the statement reduces to classical
elliptic regularity: using (6.13), the function w := u — gy solves
div(AVw) = H on 4Q (6.15)

where A = A(z) = fol DF(Vgn(z) + tVw(z))dt is uniformly elliptic by
(6.14). Hence, (6.12) follows from [7, Theorem 8.17].
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Induction step: N —1 — N. We split the proof into two cases, depending
on the validity of

i —u)>0. :
inf(gn —u) = 0 (6.16)

First case: (6.16) holds. Set K(H) := ||Hil|Lsaq) + [[Hz2l 12 @g). and
suppose further that, for a dimensional € > 0 to be chosen,

0< ianf(gN —u) < max{e ianf(gN —gn-1), K(H)}. (6.17)

Harnack’s inequality, see [7, Theorems 8.17, 8.18|, then implies that, for
some constant C = C(m, L, s)

s2qu(gN—u) <C <121g(gN —u) + K(H)) < 2C max{e ianf(gN—gN_l),K(H)}.

If K(H) > ¢ infaq(gn — gn—1) we conclude supyg (gy —u) < 2C K (H), and
thus (6.12) follows. Otherwise, we deduce

1,
sup(gy —u) < 2Ce 1nf(gN gn-1) < 3 inf(gn — gn—-1)
2Q 2Q

for e < E' Hence, we have gy (z) — u(z) = min;—;1,__n|u(z) — gi(2)| for all
z € 2Q). The estimate follows now as in the case N = 1. In conclusion,
(6.12) holds true if (6.17) holds.

Assume now that (6.16) holds but (6.17) fails. Consider next a point
Z € 2@Q). Should

arg minN|u(2) —gi(2)| =N, (6.18)

i=1,...,

we must necessarily have u(z) > gy_1(Z), otherwise

[u(2) = gn-1(2)| = gn-1(2) — u(2) < gn(2) —u(2) = |gn(2) —u(2)],

a contradiction to (6.18). Owing again to (6.16), we then have
min - [u(2) = gi(2)] < |u(2) = gn-1(2)] = u(2) = gn-1(2) < gn(2) = gn-1(2)

i=1,.,
; C
< Cinf(gn — gn-1) < — (v (2) — u(2))
C
=S min Ju(2) — i)
On the other hand, if (6.18) fails at z, then
_min (@) = g(2) = min Ju(z) - g:(2)].

5oy

This implies that for every z € 2Q)

m|Q>

min _fu(2) - g:(:)]| <

’i:17..., -

_minJu(2) = gi(:)].
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Hence by the induction step we conclude
min_sup ju—g/[* < min sup  |u — gi|?
2217"'7N2*NQ =1,..., _127(1\771)%

§C’/ min  |u — g;|* + C K(H)?
20 i=1,..N~1

C
<= min_|u — ¢;|> + C K(H)? (6.19)
€2 Jogi=1,.N
(observe that the inductive statement has been applied by replacing the
outer cube 4Q with 2Q and the inner cube 2=V =1 Q with 2=V Q = 2= (V-1 %;
this can however be easily achieved by scaling the original statement).

Second case: (6.16) fails. We will reduce the proof to the first case. As
observed in the induction base, the function w := u— gy solves (6.15), hence
wt := max{w, 0} is a sub-solution to the same equation in 4Q, and therefore
by [7, Theorem 8.17]

sup(w™)? < C </ (wh)? +K(H)2> <C </ min |u— g;|? +K(H)2> ,
3Q 4Q 4Q =1 N

where we have used that, by the ordering of the functions g;, w™ = min; |u—
gi| on the set {w* > 0}. Define g := gy +CD where D? = f4Q min;—; . n|u—
gil* + K(H)?, in such a way that gy —u > 0 in 3Q. Since

u(2) = gn(2)] < u(z) — gn(2)| + CD,
the definition of D? implies that, setting §; = ¢; for i < N,

/ min_|u — §|* + K(H)* < CD?.
9Q i=1,-»N

Thus, the family {gi}f\il and u satisfy the assumptions of the lemma as well
as (6.16) with gy in place of gy, and therefore by (6.19)

min__ sup |u—g;|* <2 min  sup |u— gl|* + CD?
i:1,...,N 27]\7@ Z':L...,N 27NQ

<C </ min_|u — §;|? +K(H)2> + CD* < CD?.
2Q i=1,...N

This closes the induction step, and completes the proof. O

6.2. Proof of Lemma 6.7. Let usfixi € {1,...,No} and j € {1,...,K0,},
and consider the corresponding function u; ; as well as all the linear functions
{li n} defined on the page Hy; of the book Sy. For brevity, we will drop
the reference to the fixed pair (¢,j), and simply write ko, Hyp and u for kg ;,
Hy; and u; j, respectively. Fix any m-dimensional cube @ in the Whitney
domain W and, following the same convention just explained, identify it
with @;. Observe also that, since the estimate (6.11) is scaling invariant, we
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might assume, without loss of generality, that the sidelength of the cube @)
is 1.

By Theorem 5.8, the graph of the function z — v(z) = u(z) + ¥(z +
u(2)) over 4Q is stationary in X. Let gy := (Id + ¥)!0gm+n be the metric
on my defined in the proof of Lemma 5.9. We fix an orthonormal basis
{e1,. - em,emy1} of mg with e, 11 € H&, and define the function Hy x R x
R™ > (z,u,p) — ®(z,u,p) € RT as

@(Z,’a,ﬁ) = \/th [(glll)z+ﬁem+1 (ea +ﬁa€m+1, €p +ﬁﬁ€m+1)j| . (620)

Since |jul|cr < B (cf. Theorem 5.8(ii)), w is then a critical point of the
energy

/ D(z,u(z), Vu(z)) dz . (6.21)
1Q

Therefore, u is a solution to the Euler-Lagrange equation for (6.21), which
reads

div (Dp®(2z,u, Vu)) = Dg®(z,u, Vu) . (6.22)
| R —
=:Hs
Since
Dy, ®(z,0,p) — ——2 Ra(z,,p) with | Ra(z,3,p)| < C |DW||_ (1 +|p]),

VIt
IDa®(z,a,p)| < C|D*¥ (1 +1p]),

we can then conclude that u solves

diV <%> = le (—R(Z, u, VU)) +H2 s

given that DTI’(O) = 0). On the other hand, the functions lh,T)eing linear,
solve the minimal surface equation. We can thus apply (the rescaled version
of) Lemma 6.8 with s = oo to conclude the estimate

with ||H;ce < C||D?*¥||s (Where we have used that |[DV¥||s < C||D?*¥||s

min [|u — |7 30) < 0/4@ min [u(z) — In(2)[* dz + Cdy || D* P[] (40p) -

We let then h be the index such that ||u— I || L (30) = ming [[u— lp]| L 30)
and we estimate ||D(u — )|z 30) and [D(u — lﬁ)]%,SQ using standard
Schauder theory for (6.22): since DIy is a constant, and therefore [D(u —
lh)]%,gQ = [Du]%g,Q, (6.11) is achieved by observing that || D?¥||s < C|Ax||ee =

CA

7. LINEAR SELECTION II: GLOBAL ALGORITHM

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 6.3 and Corollary 6.6.
The key of the proof of Theorem 6.3 is to show an analogue of Lemma 6.7
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where the choice of h is independent of the cube @. The relevant statement
is thus the following.

Lemma 7.1 (Global linear selection). There is a constant C' depending only
on m and p such that the following holds. Let T, 3, C, Cy, S := spt(C),
and Sy := spt(Cy) be as in Theorem 5.8, let u, v and Uspy = UgenwdQ
be the corresponding maps and their domain, and let | be as in Corollary
6.2(i). Consider anyi and j, let QeW be any cube which does not have any
element above (cf. the partial order relation of Deﬁmtzon 5.6) and let h be

the index h of Lemma 6.7 corresponding to i, j, and Q Then the following
two estimates hold

sup <d8HUm’ — Ll @an + 4o 1D Wi g — 1) e 30 + 4™ [Duw]ng )

<C Z / min |u; ;(2) — L n(2)]> dz + CA? (7.1)
> 5 (lluig = 1 e g + 4B 1D(ig — L)l a)
QEW

< in |u; ;(2) — I 2 2 :
<cy / min fuis(z) — () dz + CAZ. (1)

Proof of Theorem 6.3. Setting h(i,j) = h from Lemma 7.1, and recalling
the definition for w given in (6.2), the estimates (6.3) and (6.4) follow im-
mediately from (7.1) and (7.2), together with the simple observation that

Z min |u; ;(2)—l; p(2) > dz < Z mln lvi j(2)=lin(2)|* dz < CE,
Qew /1@ " Qew
where the last inequality is (6.1). O

Proof of Corollary 6.6. Consider each u; ;, defined on its respective domain
(Usw)i C Hy; as specified in Theorem 5.8. For any z € (U4W)Z, we let
Z denote the orthogonal projection of (z + u; j(2)) on the page H, j of S.
It is easy to see that, if 8 (which controls the Lipschitz constant of w, cf.
Theorem 5.8(ii)) is sufficiently small, the map z — Z is biLipschitz on its
image, so that, in particular, we can define the maps

ﬂi,j(é) = (Z + ui,j(z)) —zZ€ Hj'jo R @i,j(é) = ﬂi,j(é) + \I’(Z + ’LNLZ'J'(Z)) .

Moreover, for every o > 0 a suitable choice of § (depending on o) entails,
for z = (x,y) and Z = (Z,7), that

y=y, (I—o)ll<[z[<(1+0)z]. (7.3)

We denote by UZ ,j the corresponding domain of @; ; and v; ;. Observe that,
differently from u,v, and w, a domain Uy ; with (i’,5') # (i,7) cannot be
recovered from Uj; ;,; through a rotation around the spine V. Nonetheless, by
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restricting each 1, ; to a suitable subset of UM, we can regard the collection
{@; j} (and thus, analogously, {; ;}) as a p-multifunction over S on a domain
which, in view of (7.3) (and for an appropriate choice of (), contains Usyy.
In turn, the latter implies

spt(T — Gg(@)) NRy=10. (7.4)

This proves (6.8). Concerning (6.9), the first inequality follows readily
from the definitions of the maps w; ; and %; ;, whereas the second inequality
is an immediate consequence of (6.4). Finally, (6.10) is a simple compactness
argument: fix 77 and assume Ty, X, Cy satisfy the corresponding assump-
tions with vanishing e; (k) and ng,(k). In particular, it follows readily that
C; and Cj, converge to Cqy as well, and for k sufficiently large we must
satisfy (6.10). O

We are then only left with the proof of Lemma 7.1.

Proof of Lemma 7.1. Fix i,j, and a cube Q as in the statement. As in the
proof of Lemma 6.7, we drop the subscripts 4, j and we identify Ho = Hy;
with [0,00) x V. Let also h: W > Q — {1,...,k0} be a map which selects,
for each cube Q € W, the index h(Q) of an L>(3Q)-optimal linear function
in {I5};%, as in Lemma 6.7.

In order to simplify the estimates, let us introduce the monotone function

m—+2

u(E) = / mgn lu— 1> + |E| = A% for E C Uyy Borel, (7.5)
E

so that (6.11) can be re-written as

dgy (HU — @) 12 @) + dlID(u — o) 17 (30) + d?é[DU]Q%,gQ) <Opu4Q).

(7.6)
Recall the partial order relation < of Definition 5.6 and Remark 5.7. For
every Qo € W, let #(Qo) be the family of all cubes that are above Qg
together with a shortest path of adjacent cubes in the top sub-layer that
connects this family to Q (cf. Figure 7). We index the elements #(Qo) =
{Qo,...,Qx} with Qg = Q, and Q; either immediately above Q;_1 (when
Qi—1 does not belong to the top sub-layer) or adjacent (if @;—1 belongs to
the top sub-layer), and we say that @); comes right after ;1.

Next we select ko+1 elements ¢(Qo, s) (with s € {0,...,ko}) from #(Qo),
where the function ¢(Qo,-): {0,...,k0} — #(Qo) is defined through the
following recursive algorithm:

(a) &(Qo, ko) = Qyx = @
(b) for 0 < s < kg — 1 we define ¢(Qo, s) by:
e Qo if h(¢(Qo, s+ 1)) = h(Qo),
e otherwise ¢(Qo, s) is the cube Q; such that i + 1 is the smallest
index such that h(Qi11) = h(6(Qo, s + 1)).

In particular, the map ¢ enjoys the following properties:

(P1) ¢(Qo,%0) = Q and ¢(Qo,0) = Qo for all Qy € W,
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FIGURE 4. An example of #(Qo).

(p2) #(Qo,s) € #(Qo) for all s € {0,...,ko},
(p3) If s < kg — 1 and Q" denotes the cube that comes right after Q,
then

h((#(Qo. ) ") = h(¢(Qo, s + 1))

Since [;, are linear functions of the distance to the spine V| by (5.10) we
have

d
1lh = Wl L3y < C dQl 1Th = Inll Lo (@) (7.7)
Q2

for all h,h' € {1,...,K0}, and for all cubes Q1,Q2 € W. Hence, recalling
h = h(Q) we can estimate

lu — 13l Lo (3Q0)

ko—1
< =i lz=ean + D Ilhw@ost1) ~ tis@osnll=6eo
s=0
(77) Ko— 1
S H QO ”Loo (3Qo) + C Z d H h((b Qo,s+1)) — lh(¢ Qo,S) ”Loo(¢ Q0,9))
?(Qo,s)
ko—1
< =l llze6ao) + C Z doto )<th< (6(Qos)T) ~ UL (3(6(Q0,5)T)
0,8

+lu - lf_l(¢(Qo,S)) ”L"O(3¢>(Q0,S))> ?
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where in the last inequality we have used that Q@ € 3Q". In turn, (7.6)
allows to conclude

2
Go 1t = 1 200 (300)

< (4Qo) +ROZI< o, ))W (u(4¢(Qo,8))+u(4(¢(Qo,S))T)))

dp(Qo,s

<O ), (7.8)

Qew

which gives the L bound of (7.1). Arguing similarly for the first derivative
we conclude the whole estimate.

Next, summing over Qg the inequality (7.8), the left hand side of (7.2) is
bounded by

> ( (4Qo) +KOZI< Iy )W (u<4¢<czo,s>>+u<4¢<Qo,s>T>))

QOEW d¢(QO: )
= T+ IT+1IIT.

Thus, we just need to show that IT, ITT < C > gew H(4Q). The two cases
are analogous and we just argue for /1. Interchanging the summation, we

have
m+2
1= u(4Q) > <%> . (7.9)

d
Qew Qo: Is st 6(Qos)=Q ¢

For fixed @ € W, we aim at estimating the inner sum in (7.9) by ana-
lyzing separately the contributions coming from each layer [2_k, 2_1‘”’1] X
[—2, Z]m_l. First of all observe that if Qg belongs to the same layer of @,
so that dg, = dg, then either @ is above )y and dg, = dg, or both must
belong to the top sub-layer: in particular the number of such ¢ is at most
C(m, M). Moreover, for d > 1 there are precisely 2 .21 cubes Qy € Q
such that @) is above Qg and dg, = 2—d dg. Hence,

m—+2
Z <?> < C(m, M) + 22—d(m+2) .9M  9d(m~1)
Qo: Fs st 9(Qos)=Q © @ a>1

<C(m,M).

Inserting the latter inside (7.9) we conclude I1 < C' 3 5y, 1(4Q). O

8. HARDT-SIMON TYPE ESTIMATES

This section implements one of the crucial ideas of Simon’s work [14] (cf.
also [2]): close to points of high density we can use the monotonicity formula
to give an improved L? estimate, see (8.1); in particular, such points of high
density are bound to lie close to the spine V' at the scale of the excess E.
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Theorem 8.1. There exists a constant $1 > 0 depending only on Sy with
the following property. Let T, %, C,Cy, S, and Sy be as in Assumptions 5.1
and 5.2. For any 8 € (0,51) there are constants C, n3, and 0 < g9 < &1
(where e1 was given in Theorem 5.8) depending upon (m,n,p,So,3) such
that the following conclusion holds. Assume that:
(a) (5.1)-(5.2)-(5.15)-(5.16) are satisfied with €5 and ns in place of 1
and ns,;
b) {I} = {lingig)} 18 the linear p-multifunction of Theorem 6.5 and S
denotes the open book induced by it as in Definition 6.4;
(¢) qo = (z0,y0) € (V- xV)NBsy, is a point with Op(qe) > O¢c(0) = 5.
Then

dist? (¢ — qo,

o+ [ B0 g comen). sy
Bi g —qo|™"4

8.1. Corollaries of the monotonicity formula. We summarize in the

following lemma two consequences of the stationarity of the varifold ||T|.

Lemma 8.2. Let T and C be as in Theorem 8.1, and assume that g(q) =
lql* g (‘ ‘) for some k > 1 and some Lipschitz nonnegative function § on the
unit sphere. Then, for every 2 > a > 0 and R; < Ry we have

a 2
3L, 1Tl

m + 2k / ) 2/ Vg(@)?la*|?
<R L 2gr+ 2 [ DD T (g
Rgn+2k—a Br, H H a B, |q|m+2k_a H H()

1
12 11 (Br,)
+CA'”gHgO m—al )
1

(8.2)

where ¢- = q — pP(q) at H™-a.e. q € spt(T) (here, pp = Py s the

orthogonal projection onto span( ( )) ) Moreover for every nonnegative

f € CYR), upon setting F(t ft s™ds, we have
12
L, ftabdicio - [ saairi +m/ L iz @)
H
S‘A “%Wlﬂ)wmm» (83

The proof, which follows standard computations, is given in the Appendix.
This is the point where one crucially uses the assumption that ©7(0) > £ =
O¢c(0).

The rest of the section will be devoted to the proof of Theorem 8.1.

8.2. Preliminary estimates. In the sequel we denote by 9, the derivative
in the radial direction ﬁ and, given a p-multifunction v as in Theorem 6.3,
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2
we use the shorthand notation 8TUT—(‘Z)‘ for the functions

||

on the respective domains U; = Ryy N Hy ;.

Oy

Proposition 8.3. There exists a geometric constant $1 > 0 such that for
any B € (0,1) there are constants C' and 1 depending on (m,n,p, Co, )
with the following property. Let T,%,C,Cy,S, and Sg be as in Theorem
5.8, let uw and Uyy be the map defined in Theorem 5.8 and its domain,
respectively. Then:

) 2
/ dlSt(Q7 ‘T|’+Z/ ’2—m 8ru2(z) dz
Bll/p |q| Bll/(‘ﬂU ’Z‘
IqLI2
<C AT+ CE+ A). (8.4)
Biis lq|

Proof. We apply (8.2) with R; = 11/6, g(q) = dist(q, S), and o = 1/4. Since g
is 1-homogeneous, and 1-Lipschitz, the fist integral in (8.4) can be bounded
by the right hand side.

To deduce the bound on the second element in the sum, first observe that
o, Wi(2)| |5 vii(2)
2] 2]
Hence, since for ¢ = z + v; ;(2) it holds
gl <C 1+ 8z,

the inequality will follow if we can show that the pointwise estimate
(2 + vig (2) 1P

2|
holds for every i € {1,...,No} and j € {1,...,K0,}.

Using that 0,(z/|z|) = 0, we readily calculate
o, Vi) _ 5 24 0i(z) _ 2412 0viy(z) 24 vis(2) (8.6)

2| 2| |22 |22

P vij(2) 7

e

<2

for every z € Bu N U; (8.5)

so that, since z + |2] 0,v; j(2) is tangent to the graph of v;; (and thus to
spt(T')) at z + v; j(2), we have

2
(07 | -

Then, to conclude the validity of (8.5) we only have to estimate the tangen-
tial component. To this aim, we recall the notation p; for the orthogonal pro-

G2+ vig ()P -

B

jection onto (the m-plane containing) Hy ;, and using that p; <8T Ui’j(z)) =0
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since v; j(2) € H&i, we deduce that, for pr = PF(q) with ¢ = 2z + v; (%),
0ig(2) 0ig(2)
oT <ar T > < lIpg = pillo |0 =

T
2|
where ||- |0 denotes operator norm. In particular, a suitable choice of 5 > 0
yields, due to conclusion (ii) in Theorem 5.8,

)

vii(D\[F 1], vii2)]?
(0,2l " L L v 8.8
or (057 )| <5 ] &
so that we can conclude (8.5) from (8.8) and (8.7). O

The goal of the next proposition is to show that, in fact, also the first
addendum in the right-hand side of (8.4) can be estimated by C' (E + A),
which can be thought as a Caccioppoli-type inequality.

Proposition 8.4. Under the same assumptions of Proposition 8.3 (up to
possibly choosing a smaller value for 1) the following estimate holds. De-
note by py the orthogonal projection on the spine V' of Cq, and for ||T||-a.e.
q denote by P the projection on the orthogonal complement of the tan-

gent plane to T at q. Then

2 qJ_ 2
L (oveprge] + k) ditiw <c®+an, 69
11/6
where | - | is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm and the constant C depends upon

(m7n7p7 SOa B)

Proof. Let g € C°(BRg, ), and, denoting py,1 the orthogonal projection onto
the complement V1 to the spine V of Cy, test the first variation formula
(2.2) with the vector field x(¢) = x(z,%) := ¢*(¢) Py (q) = ¢*(¢) x to obtain

- [ ¢ rdiT) = [ divy () dlTy. (8.10)

In order to calculate divz (g%z), where T = T(q) and x = py(q), let us

denote (11,...,7m) and (Vpmi1, ..., Vmtn) orthonormal bases of T and T+
respectively, so that

m
divz Zn Volg*z) =2gpx) - Vg+g> Y 7 pyi(n).
i=1

Concerning the ﬁrst addendum, we see that
P7(z) - Vg=pz(@) (Vyrg+ Vvg) =pz(a)  Vyig —pr.(2) - Vvyg,
since z - Vyg = pyi(q) - Vyg = 0. Concerning the second addendum,
instead, we write
m

m
Y ripyi(n)=m-> 7-pv(n),
i=1

i=1
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and since

m n
DT Pv(T) + D Vinj Py (Vi) = tr(py) =m 1,
i=1 j=1

we deduce

m n

2
D 7 Pyi(n) =14 Vi Py (Umtg) = I+tr (pv-pzy) = 1+[py - prs
i=1 j=1

Hence, Young’s inequality allows to estimate from (8.10)
—/gzx-HTdHTH
2
=/(1 +|pv - pp ) dT| +/29 (pp(z) - Vyrg —pgi(x) - Vyg) d||T||

2
> [ dlpvpp ) dIT] ~2 [ (16 P (9val - 9 (bre) - Vi) dIT])
(8.11)

In particular we infer

2
/<1+%\pv-pﬂ| )2 dIT|

< [ o trdr) +2 [ (157 19val - g (br@) - Vi) dIT].
(8.12)

We next consider the linear p-multifunction {/; ; ;)} of Theorem 6.3 and

the corresponding cone C. Since C has spine V, it is invariant with respect
to scaling in the V* direction, so that, if we define ¢,(z,y) := (¥,y), then

(Lr)ﬁé = C for all 7 > 0. Hence, if we differentiate in r the identity

[ el = [ #dieel
and evaluate for r = 1 we conclude
0=~ [ (9@ Vi) + ) dICI.
that is

/ 7 d|C] = / 2 (- Vyig)d|C]. (8.13)



SINGULARITIES OF AREA MINIMIZING HYPERSURFACES MODULO 2k +1 47

Subtracting (8.13) from (8.12) we infer

[ 1oy b sl + 2 ( [ - [ g2dué||)
<2 [ o traT|

=:(A)

4 / L2 [V g2 d|T]

—(B)
4 / g(x Vyig)d|C| -4 / g (pp() - Vyrg)d|T| . (8.14)

=:(C)

Choose next ¢g(q) := v(|q|), where ~ is a smooth, nonnegative, and nonin-
creasing function which equals 1 on [0,11/6] and is supported in [0, 2). With
this choice, and using (8.3), the left-hand side of (8.14) dominates the left-
hand side of (8.9) up to a summand C'A. Moreover, it is easy to bound (A)
with CA and thus it remains to bound (B) and (C) with C(E + A). We
first use |Vg|loo < C and (7.4) to achieve the bound

(B) < c/ 2|2 d||T|| +CZ/ [zt * d||Ga, |l
BQ\RW i,j B>

=:(B

i,j)

where 0 = {?;;} is the p-multifunction over S introduced in Corollary
6.6. The first summand is bounded by C(E + A?) because of (5.18). As
for the second summand, we use the graphical structure to write it as
an integral over f]” To that end, we write every z € f]” C Hy;j as
z = (£,¢) € Vt x V and denote by pL the orthogonal projection onto the
normal space (7. z+ﬁi,j(z)Gﬁi,j)l- Using the fact that the Lipschitz constant
of v; j is bounded by C3, we then infer

2

(Bij) <C Py (€ + i(2) + Uz +1,4(2)))| dz.

f]iyijQ

Next, consider that ||py —Puy, Jlo £ C|V©; 5(2)] < C|DY|o+C|Vi;(2)|
i,j

and since Ph!, (&) =0, we conclude
s8]

pL(6)| < CA +CIEl| Vi (=) (8.15)
On the other hand,

Py (i j(2) + W(z + 11;5(2)))| < Clitg(2)] + CA. (8.16)
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In particular we conclude
Bi)) <C [ (Pt + 11as(2) ) dz -+ CA?
Us,;

(6.9)
Sof  (ePIVug R + i (a)) e+ CA?
(Usw)iNB3

and thus (B, j) < C(E + A?) because of (6.4).

We now come to estimating (C). To this aim, we first compute the two
integrands, namely

W j2[* =: Alq]) |=|?
7 (la)~(la))
lq|

In both cases the integrands are bounded by C|z|?> due to the fact that
lg|7'%(Iq]) is bounded. In particular, arguing as for (B) we can estimate

9(q)x - Vyig(q) =

9(@) Py, (2) - Vyrglq) = Pri,) (@) -z =: Allg]) Py, (2) - =

/Ui’j /\(|Z|)|£|2 dz—//\(|q|)pf(q)($) 'deGfii,jH(Q) ‘

(8.17)

and the
Jacobian J?; ;(2), we can then use the graphicality to express the second
integral as

| M+ 5D P+ ) - (€ +505()) Toi(:)dz. (838)
v =if(2)
Recall first the classical Taylor expansion
|Jf)i7j(z) — 1| < C’|Vf}i7j(z)|2 < C’|V&Z~,j(z)|2 + CA?.

Since | f(2)| < C|€|2+|9:,j(2)|* < Cl€]*+C A2, up to an error term C|£|? |V, ;(2)|*+
CA? the integrand in (8.18) can be treated as

Az + 3,3 (2)]) P2 (€ + 3,3 (2)) - (€ + 0i5(2)) - (8.19)
Next note that A vanishes on [0, 1], so that we can regard it as a smooth
function of |g|%. Since |z + 0;j(2)|? — [2]® = | ;(2)]? + [P (z + 1 ;(2))* <

|i; ;(2)|* + CAZ, up to an error term C|i; j(2)|*> + CA?, the expression in
(8.19) can be treated as

Alz)) p= (€ + 0i(2)) - (€ + 0i3(2)) - (8.20)

(C)<CE+AY)+4)

If we introduce the projection p, onto the tangent 1’5 ()G, ,

Next observe that
P=(§+ 0i(2)) - (€ + 0i(2) = [P=(€ + 0i(2))
= |Pz(£)|2 + |Pz(ﬁi,j(z))|2 +2p.(€) 'pz(f)m'(z))-
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Now, we clearly have
P2 (T,i(2))* < Clati j(2)|* + CA?;
furthermore, from the definition of p, one gets that
21p=(§) - P2 (0i,j(2))| = 2€ - P=(i3(2))] < CIE[[Vi;(2)] i (2)]
< CIEP [Vai;(2) + Clag(2)]* + CA?.

Thus, up to an error term of type C |£? |V, ;(2)|> + C i j(2)|*> + CAZ,
(8.20) can be treated as

MzDlp= (&) -

In turn we can write
€7 = [p=(&) ) < CIEPIV;(2) P < CIEP Vi j(2)]> + CA>.

Since A(|z])|€|? is the integrand in the first integral of (8.17), summarizing
our considerations we achieve

/UM )\(|Z|) |£|2 dz — /)\(|q|) pf(q)($) . deGﬁ” H(q)

<oa?+0 [ (VR + )P
i,;B2

Hence, using again (6.9) and (6.4) we conclude the desired estimate (C) <
C(E+ A?). a

8.3. Proof of Theorem 8.1. Before coming to the proof we isolate the
following simple remark:

Lemma 8.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 8.1, if A € (1/2,1) and
provided €9 and n3 are chosen sufficiently small, the assumptions of Theo-
rem 6.3 hold replacing T with Ty, x = (Ngo 2 )3T, X with g, » = (X —qo) /A,
and the cones Cy and C with cones O(Cqy) and O(C), where O is an isom-
etry of R™™ mapping ToX onto T, X with |O — Id| < CyA. Moreover,
after introducing the cone C of Corollary 6.6 corresponding to the new
choices Ty, 3, ¥go.0, O(Co), and O(C), the assumptions of Proposition 8.3
and Proposition 8.4 hold with Ty, » and C replacing T and C.

Proof. For the first part the main point is that the cones C and Cg are both
invariant under dilation and under translation along the spine V', while the
assumption (c) in Theorem 8.1 ensures that, upon choosing 13 very small,
we can assume that ¢ is sufficiently close to V. As for the second part
of claim, observe that it suffices to apply Corollary 6.6 to ensure that the
conditions (5.1) and (5.2) are satisfied when replacing C with C. As for
(5.15)-(5.16), since we can apply Corollary 6.6 with T, », they will follow
from an appropriate choice of 5. O
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Proof of Theorem 8.1. By Lemma 8.5, we can apply Proposition 8.3 and
Proposition 8.4 with T}, » and C replacing 7" and C. Choosing A € (1/2,1)
such that By C By11/5(qo), we conclude

dist (¢ — qo, S)? ~
[ BB 7)) < CEES +an0AR) +A) . (320
Bi [g—qo|""7
Next, observe that
dist(q, S + qo) < dist(q, S) + |zo] . (8.22)

In particular, using the invariance of C along V, it can be readily checked
that

E(T,S + 0,0, ARy) < C|zo|? + CE(T,S,0, Ry) < Clzo|> + C(A+E),

where we have used that S € S. Combining with (8.21) we achieve

dist (¢ — qo, S)?
/ (4 qo+z) d|[T|/(g) < C(E+ A) + Clof*. (8.23)
Bi [g—qo|™"
We claim the existence of 81 and C depending only upon Sy such that, if
p > max{CoE/™+2 371 x|}, (8.24)

where C is the constant of Theorem 5.8(i) and C' depends only on Cy, then

7 dist (¢ — qo,S)? —m
of? < Cupt [ |<q|ﬁﬂ>awm@+0m E+A).  (325)
19 —4o 4

Using (8.25) with a fixed appropriately small p we then get from (8.23)
: &2
[ B0 gy q) < cm+ ). (5.26)
Bi [g—qo|"*7
which in turn we can combine again with (8.25) to achieve the desired es-
timate (8.1). Note that in order to ensure that p can be chosen sufficiently
small, we need E sufficiently small, which in turn dictates a sufficiently small
choice of €9, depending on 3, and |xg| smaller than a constant depending on
B and Sp, which in turn requires 13 to be chosen sufficiently small.
We now come to the proof of (8.25). We first choose a half plane Hy;
which is furthest away from qq, i.e.

[Py, (90)] = [Pag, (w0)] = m?X{Ipnﬁj (q0)I} = m?X{Ipnﬁj (zo)l}. (8.27)

Note that, since the open book Sy is nonflat, there is a positive constant ¢
depending only on Cg such that

dclzo| < [Pr, (90)] (8.28)

Next, consider the book O(Sy), where O is the linear isometry of Lemma
8.5. Observe that

4elzg| < ]pO(HOVi)L(qo)\ +CA
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Observe that if |xg| < C'A, then (8.25) obviously holds and therefore we can
assume, without loss of generality

3clzo| < [Pog,,) - (20)] -

Since in the rest of the proof the rotation O will just introduce additional
error terms controlled by C'A, from now on we omit it from the discussion.

Consider now the orthogonal complement of Hg; in 7, namely Holf =
Ho{iﬂwo. The latter is a line and we can identify it with {(¢,0,...,0) : t € R}.
We now look at the projection of ¢ on this line, which is given by (9,0, ... 0).
Observe that, |pH0Ll_(q0)| < |to] + CoA|xo|, because qo € spt(T) C X, where
Cy is a geometric constant. In particular, choosing €9 sufficiently small, we
can assume that [tg] > 2c|zg|. If tg = 0, it follows that g = 0 and there
is nothing to prove. We can thus assume, without loss of generality, that
to > 0. We now consider {ﬁi,j}j as graphs over Hy; of functions taking
values in Hég We then choose the j whose graph is lowest in the natural
ordering induced by the variable . We then have

[Pe2 (90| = [Puy, (90)| = [P, — Py [zl
Choosing 73 sufficiently small we can thus ensure
clrol < bz (a0)]. (329)

On the other hand for any point = in H; ; with dist(z,V) > Clzo|, where
the constant C' depends only upon Sy, it follows that

dist(z — qo,S) = |pﬂf‘j (qo)| > clxol - (8.30)

In order to prove the latter claim we first observe that it suffices to show it
for the point pr,(qo). Secondly, using the invariance of the cone along the
spine V, we can assume as well that qo,z € V*, thus reducing the claim to
a simple 2-dimensional geometric consideration. An illustration of why the
latter holds is given in Figure 8.3 below.

Fix a system of coordinates so that I;Ii,j = {(z1,0,...,0,v) :v € Va1 >
0}. Consider now 5 < (31 fixed and let £ be chosen so small that the domain
of the function ¥; ; contains Q := [p, 2p] x {0} x B,(yo). This is possible by
choosing ey sufficiently small because of (8.24) and Theorem 5.8. We also
require that any point in  satisfies dist(x, V) > p > Clag|, so that (8.30)
holds.

The graph of v; ; over € belongs to T, and if ¢ is a point on it and z is
its projection onto INL-J we can combine (8.30) and the triangle inequality
to get

clzo| < dist(z—qo,S) < dist(g—qo, S)+|:,; ()| < dist(g—qo, S)+|s;(z)|+CA. .
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FIGURE 5. The picture on the left shows the books Sy
(dashed lines) and the book S (solid lines).The page Hy;
is pictured horizontal and the page H; ; is the “lowest page”
of S among those close to Hj ;. The angle formed between
¢o and Hy; is larger than a geometric constant (depending
only on Sp) and much larger than the angle between Hy;
and H; ;. The picture on the right shows H; ;, the trans-
lated book ¢y + S and a point z € H, ; with the property
that |z — qo| > Clxo| for a suitable constant. Observe that
dist (z—qo, S) = dist (z, go+S) = |Z—z|, where Z is the point
on qo + S closest to z. Note that Z must belong to go + H; ;
and T — x must be orthogonal it, in particular |z — Z| =

Prt (90)]-

Squaring the latter inequality, integrating it over the domain €2, and using
that 2 C B if p is small enough we reach

7 dist(q — qo, S 2 _ B
rmPSCM/’—J———wawm+Cpm il + CA?
B |g—qo/™"1 BiNH;

7 dist(q — qo, S)? m

<cpt [ DI gz g) + cp e+ A),
Bi g —qo|™"1

where we have used (6.9). O

9. NO-HOLE CONDITION, BINDING FUNCTIONS, AND ESTIMATES ON THE
SPINE

We start by summarizing the assumptions on the various currents and
parameters.
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Assumption 9.1. We let T, 3, Cg, C,Sp, and S be as in Assumption 5.1.
(1 is the constant of Theorem 8.1, which depends only upon Sy. For any
fixed B8 < p1 we choose 13 and €9, depending upon (m,n,p,Sq, ), as in
Theorem 8.1 and we assume that

‘gﬁRo (T —Cy) + ‘gﬁRo (C—-Cy) <n3, (9.1)
A +E(C, 8,0, Ry) +E(T,8S,0,Ry) < 3. (9.2)
In this section, we are going to adopt the following notation. Recall that
Q defines a collection of cubes in [0,2] x [2,2]™ " C [0,00) x V, so that
U Q@ =(0,2] x [_2,2]711—1 = [0,2] x [_2’2]711—1 \V.
QeQ
Recalling that
7m0 ={0p_1} x R x R™ 1
V ={0,-1} x {02} x R™7 1,
we will set
Rg := {q =(0,z,y) €mp: 0<|z|] <2 and yE€ [—2,2]m_1} . (9.3)
Notice that Rg is invariant with respect to rotations around V' in .

Definition 9.2. A binding function is any Borel measurable function £: Rg —
V+ with the property that £(q) = £(¢) for all ¢ = (0,2,y) and ¢’ = (0,2',%/)
such that (|z|,y) and (|2'|,y) belong to the interior of the same @ € Q.

The following is the main theorem of this section. In the statement, we
will use the notation

Oco 1= ||QWHLOO([_272}7”71) , (9.4)

where gyy is the function defined in (5.13) corresponding to a Whitney do-
main W.

Theorem 9.3. Let Cy be as in Assumption 1.8, with So = spt(Cy) C mo
and let V' be the spine of Cy. Let 51 be as in Assumption 9.1. For any
B < Bi there exist positive constants g < n3, €3 < €2, and C, depending
upon (m,n, p, So, B) with the following property. Let T, %, C, and S be as in
Assumption 9.1 such that (9.1)-(9.2) hold with ny and €3 in place of n3 and
g9. Then, setting as usual |x|(q) = dist(q, V'), it holds

dist(q, S)?
/ @ S) @) < CE+A). 95)
B, max{0oe: o]}

where S is the open book spt(C) = G, (1) from Definition 6.4. Furthermore,
let u, Ugw, I, and w be as in Theorem 6.53. There exist a binding function
& and a p-multifunction @ on Uy over Sy such that
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€% < C(E+A), (9.6)
sup |@(()]* < C(E+ A) ﬁéR (C—Cyp)?,

¢eUw 0

N o |wij — @ij — Pygto ()] 2

ZZ/ 5/2 0,7 + ‘vwih/é‘ dZ S C(E+A)
i=1 j=1" (UW)iNBuy || ||

(9.8)

9.1. No-holes property. The following “no-holes property” is the crucial
tool towards the proof of Theorem 9.3.

Proposition 9.4 (No-holes property). Let Cy be as in Assumption 1.8,
with
So = spt(Co) C mo

and let V be the spine of Cy. For every § € (0, %), there exists eng =
enu(m,p,So,d) > 0 with the following property. Let X2 be as in Assumption
2.1, and let T be area minimizing mod(p) in X N By with (0T)L By =
Omod(p). If jlgl(T — Co) < mi(So) (where n1(Sop) is the parameter defined
in Lemma 4.6), and if

A +E(T,S0,0,1) < ¥y, (9.9)
then T satisfies the following d-no-holes condition w.r.t. Cqy in 31772_1 cV:
(NH) for any y € BIZ_I, there exists ¢ € Bs((0,y)) such that ©Op(q) >

O, (0) = 7/2.
We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 9.5. Let X be as in Assumption 2.1, and let T be area minimizing
mod(p) in ¥ N By with (0T)L By = 0mod(p). If ©7r(q) < »/2 for every
q € By, then (0T)LBy = 0. In particular, T is an area minimizing integral
current without boundary in B1.

Proof. First observe that, since {q € By : Op(q) = rl} = 0, 9T is a flat
chain whose support spt(07) N By is contained in the singular set Sing(7") N
B;. By the standard stratification of Sing(7"), given a point g € spt(97)NB1,
one and only one of the following (mutually exclusive) cases may occur:

(a) g€ 8™72

(b) g€ ST\ S 2,

(c) g € [S™\ 8™ 1] N Sing(T).
By Proposition 3.5, the assumption that ©7(q) < p/2 prevents case (b)
to occur, and, since T' has codimension one in X, White’s regularity [17,
Theorem 4.5] implies that the set of points in (c) is empty. Thus, the only
possible alternative is (a), whence dimy (spt(07) NB1) < m — 2. Since 0T
is a flat chain of dimension m — 1, this implies that necessarily 0T LB =0
(see e.g. [18, Theorem 3.1]). O
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Remark 9.6. We observe explicitly that if ¥ is of class C%% for some
ap € (0,1) then Lemma 9.5 holds true also when the codimension of 7" in
> is larger than one. The proof is the same, modulo the fact that White’s
regularity theory cannot be invoked, and that the set of points in (¢) may in
fact be not empty. Nonetheless, we can still bound its Hausdorff dimension
by m — 2 using [5, Theorem 1.7].

Proof of Proposition 9.4. Given the structure of area minimizing m-cones
mod(p) with (m — 1)-dimensional spine as detailed in Proposition 3.5, we
can assume that 9Cy = p [V] in R™*™ for a suitable choice of a constant
orientation on V. In particular, it holds

(0Cy) L Bs((0,9)) #0 for every § > 0 and for every y € V.. (9.10)

Now, suppose towards a contradiction that the proposition is false. Then,
there are 0 < § < 1/8, a sequence ¢; | 07, and currents 7; area minimizing
mod(p) in ¥; N By with

Sptp(aTJ) N B1 = ®7 ‘g&:]gl(TJ - CO) < 771(80) ) A] + E(Ev SOv 07 1) < 6? )

(9.11)
which do not satisfy (NH). That is, there are points y; € B?/Lgl C V such
that ©r,(¢q) <r/2 for all ¢ € B5((0,y;)). Lemma 9.5 then yields

(0T5) L Bs((0,y5)) = 0. (9.12)

First observe that, by a classical argument, it is easy to see that the
second condition in (9.11) together with the minimality mod(p) of T} imply
that the masses of Tj in, say, By/s are uniformly bounded by a constant
C(m,p). Moreover, since ¢; | 07, Lemma 4.6 implies that

gf{;m (T; —Cp) -0  asj—o0. (9.13)

Next, let y € E?};l C V be a subsequential limit of the points y;. By
slicing theory, if we denote d,(¢) = |¢ — (0,y)|, we have that

6
[, M@ dy.0)) do < T3 (Bs((0,)) < |75 Baya)

so that there exist a (not relabeled) subsequence of T; and o € (%, 6) with
the property that

lim M((T},dy,0)) < C(m,p) 5"

j—o0
In particular, since
IlT; L B4((0,y))] = (T},dy,0)

by (9.12) for all sufficiently large j, the sequence {T;LB,((0,y))}; satisfies
the hypotheses of the Federer-Fleming compactness theorem for integral cur-
rents, so that a further subsequence converges, in the sense of currents and
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with respect to the classical flat distance gfﬁg((o y))» o an integral current
T, and (9.12) guarantees that

(OT) L Bs((0,y)) =0. (9.14)

By [5, Proposition 5.2], T is area minimizing mod(p), and by Proposition
A.2 it holds lim; 0 ﬁgg((o ) (T;LB,((0,y))—T) = 0. In turn, using (9.13),

the monotonicity of .#P with respect to the localizing set, and Proposition

A.1, we conclude that féa((o y))((T — Cp) LB,((0,9))) = 0, so that, in
particular,
TLBs/2((0,)) = CoLBys2((0,y)) mod(p) (9.15)

by Corollary A.3. In fact, since the multiplicities on Cg are all strictly less
than p/2, the identity in (9.15) holds in the sense of classical currents. The
conditions (9.10) and (9.14) are then incompatible, and we have reached a
contradiction. ]

9.2. Proof of Theorem 9.3. Step one. Recall the notation Q for the
collection of cubes Q@ C [0,2] x [-2,2]™! defined in Section 5. Select,
thanks to (5.10), a number § € (0, 1) such that

dist(4Q, V') > 2ddg for every Q € Q, (9.16)

and then let exg be given by Proposition 9.4 in correspondence with this
choice of §. Let y € Bf};l = B, NV be arbitrary, and let 2 > R > o(y).
By definition of o(y) and the structure of Uy, then, there exists a cube
Q € W(T,S,7) such that ¢ = (R,y) € Q. As usual, let cg = (29, y0Q)
be the center of @), yo = (0,yg) the projection of cg onto V, and dg the
diameter of (). Notice, in passing, that |y — yg| < dg/2. Also observe that,
by (5.10) and our choice of M, it holds

1 - 1 -
ZMdQ <R< §MdQ. (9.17)

We claim now that, modulo possibly choosing a smaller value for 7, the
current Ty g := (ny,r)sT satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition 9.4. It is
clear, by the choice of Ry, that T},  is area minimizing mod(p) in £, r N By,

where ¥, p = %, and that (0T, r) L B; = 0 mod(p). Next, Ayr =
|45, pllo < R||Asllo < 2A, and thus Ay g < eXy as soon as e3 < e3y/2.
Hence, we only have to check that

FE (Tyr—Co) <m(So),  E(Tyr S0,0,1) < ey - (9.18)

For the excess estimate, using that E(T} r,S0,0,1) = E(T, So, y, R) together
with (9.17) we deduce that

E(T, r,S0,0,1) < CE(T,S,yg, Mdg)+C disty(SNBy, SonNB1)2 < Cr2+Cn3.

Therefore, the second inequality in (9.18) is satisfied for suitable choices of
7 and 7. In this regard, notice that the quantity 7 defining the Whitney
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domain was previously chosen so that (5.55) is satisfied: the smallness con-
dition of 7 with respect to exg forces, therefore, 8 to be sufficiently small
with respect to exm, which translates into a smallness requirement on the
constant 31 of Theorem 8.1, depending on m, p, and Sg.

Next, we prove the estimate on the modified flat distance. Of course,
the estimate is trivial (provided 74 is chosen small enough depending on
the constant M) if R is comparable to 1, so we can assume without loss
of generality that @ is not contained in the top stratum [1,2] x [-2, 2]m_1,
so that log; /2(]\_4 dg) +1 > 0. The estimate is a simple consequence of the

following claim: for any integer 0 < ¢ < log, /2(]\_4 dg) + 1 it holds

L¢§1 (Ty72*(e+1) - CO) < C(SO7 m) E(T7 SO7 Y, 2_6)% . (919)

To prove (9.19), first, notice that, by assumption, jﬁl(Ty,l —Cy) < m.
Thus, as long as 14 < 12(Sp), Corollary 4.10 implies that

Fh, . (Ty1 = Co) < C(So) B(T, So,y,1)?,
and thus, by rescaling,

~ 1

f%\]gl (Ty7271 — C()) < C(SQ, m) E(T, So, v, 1)5 , (920)

which is (9.19) when ¢ = 0. Next, suppose that (9.19) is true for £ — 1 > 0,
namely that

F8 (T, 5« — Co) < C(So.m) E(T, So,,2~ ")z, (9.21)

and let us prove it for ¢. Since ¢ —1 < logl/z(MdQ), there exists a cube @’
with diameter dg = 2-(=2) and such that Q < Q' (see Definition 5.6). By
the definition of W, we then have that
E(T, S, Yo, Md@/) < 72 ,
which in turn yields
E(T7 SOv Y, 2_(6_1)) < CE(Tv SO7 Yo', MdQ’)

< E(T,S, Yo', MdQ/) + Cdisty(SNB1,Sp N B1)2

<O 4 Cni.
If 7 and 7,4 are sufficiently small, depending only on m, p, and Sg, (9.21) then
implies that .Fg (T, o-¢ —Co) < 172(So), so that Corollary (4.10) applies and
gives

Fh (T, 50 — Co) < C(So) BT, S, 5,277,

that is, by rescaling, (9.19). When (9.19) is applied with £ = log; ), (Mdg)+
1, and keeping (9.17) into account, we deduce the first inequality in (9.18)

as soon as 7 and 74 are sufficiently small.

Step two. As a first, immediate consequence of Step one, we see that for
every y € Bf}z_l the hypotheses of Proposition 9.4 are satisfied when T is
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replaced by Ty, p with R = p. In particular, for every y € 31772_1 there

exists a point £ € B, ((0,y)) with ©7(£) > ©¢,(0) = »/2. Let us write the
left-hand side of (9.5) as

dist?(q, S dist*(¢, S
/’ ( )U2WTW@::/ ——{%—lawwm
B, max{ 0oo, ||} B1pNBeo (V) Q0

dist?(q, S
- ) g1y q)
Bis\Bow (V) |7

(9.22)

and let us discuss here the first summand. For any y € 31772_1, letting £ be

a “no-hole” point as above in Bgs,_((0,y)), we can apply Theorem 8.1 to
estimate

dist?(q, S
[ S gy
Booo ((0,9)) Q0o

dist®(¢ — €, S
<o [ BUAZES) Loty g2
B, (0) g —&™*a

<CoP(E+A).

We can then cover B1,NB,, (V) with N < C’Q;o(m_l) balls {B,.. ((0,y;)) é-V:l,
and using the Besicovitch covering theorem to arrange such balls in C'g sub-
families each consisting of pairwise disjoint balls we finally conclude that

dist?(q, S
/ B irj@ <o®+a). 029
B1/,NBo V) Oco

Step three. Concerning the second term in the sum (9.22), we first notice
that By \ Bo, (V) C By, N Ryy. Then, we write Ry = Jgeyy Ag, where
Ag is the set of all points ¢ = (z,y) € R™"" such that (0, |z|,y) € Q. Step
one shows that for each cube ) € W whose center cg has a projection
Yy onto V' in BI?Q_I the hypotheses of Proposition 9.4 hold for the current
Tyo,rRg When Rg := mingeq dist(¢, V). As a consequence, for each Q@ € W
there exists a point {g € Bsgr, ((0,y¢)) with ©1(§g) > /2, and Theorem
8.1 gives

dist2(q -0, S)

i

- (€Q) + / ATI@) <CE+A).  (9.24)

B: |¢g—&g
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We can then argue as in Step two, using in addition that |z| > ¢(m)dg when
q € Ag to estimate

/ B@.5) 1710
B

12NAQ max{goo, |‘,17|}1/2

b fa— dist?(q — &0, S m—
<cay [ W82 5) iryig) + Cay ™ oy (E0)
Bipndg  |q —&o™TT

<Cdy B+ A),

(9.25)

where we have used (9.24) in the last inequality. Consider now that dg is
comparable to the sidelength of the cube, and that such sidelength is given
by 27F for some positive integer k. For each fixed k, consider the collection
Cy of cubes in W which intersect Bij, \ By, (V) and have sidelength 27k,

There are at most C'(27%)1=™ such cubes. Therefore, we can estimate

/ .5 51710
B

I/Q\B.Qoo (V) max{g@O? "T‘}l/z

ist? S
>y Bs7a8) 7))

T 5ot /By anag max{ oo, [}/

<) C2FAE+A) <CE+A), (9.26)
k

thus completing the proof of (9.5).

Step four. Towards the proofs of (9.6)-(9.8), we will need to repeat the
arguments of Lemmas 6.7 and 7.1 leading to the definition of the selection
function h = h(i,j) of Theorem 6.3. Let us fix i € {1,...,No} and j €
{1,...,ko:}, drop the corresponding subscripts, and identify Hy = Hy;
with [0,00) x V. We then write u = w;j, v = v;j, and w = u — [ for
the functions of Theorem 6.3 and Definition 6.4 on Uyyy. Let also {l5};2,
where kg = kg, be the collection of all linear functions /;;, defined on the
page Hyp = Hp; and whose graph parametrizes S. Let us also fix a cube
Q € W, and let {g € Bsr,((0,3g)) be the corresponding point from Step
three. Setting

q(z) = z+v(z) =z +u(z) + U(z 4+ u(z)) for all z € 4Q,
we see that for every z € 4Q)
dist?(q(z) — &g, S)

. : . 22 o (32
> min nf {|z—pr (o) — 2 + lu(=) ~ prgia (o) ~ (2P |

= min inf {]z — 27 +[u(2) ~ pyyio (60) — (D) + lulpr, (€D
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where the first inequality was obtained by projecting on 7y = Hg @ Héo
(where, with a slight abuse of notation, we are identifying Hy with the lin-
ear space containing it) and using that the distance on the left-hand side
is realized by pages in S parametrized as graphs [, = [;; on Hy = Hy;
due to the choice of 4 in (9.16); and where the second identity was ob-
tained by simply replacing Z with Z + pg,(£g). Notice that, due to the
invariance of S (and, therefore, of the corresponding functions l;) with re-
spect to translations along V', we may assume without loss of generality that
pv(z) = pv(§g) = 0, and thus that also py(Z) = 0 in the above infimum.
It is then a simple exercise in planar geometry to show that

Qist*(q(2) ~ €0.8) > 5 min u(z) — by (€) — In(2) + In(prsy(€0))

<h<ko
(9.27)
Next, we proceed as in Lemma 7.1, letting h denote a map Q € W
h(Q) € {1,... Ko} which selects, for each Q € W, the index h(Q) of an
L*>(3Q)-optimal function in the sense of Lemma 6.8 when u(z) is replaced

by u(z) — Pyt (&) and gp(z) is replaced by I, (z) — I (PH,(£Q)). Setting,
for the sake of simplicity,

wQ = lﬁ(Q)(pHO (éQ)) ) (9.28)

we then obtain the following estimate, similar to (6.11):
dgllu =Py 10(€Q) — lg) + @l 1emg) + g " I1D(u = o) I~ @o) + oM™ [DU];gQ

<C AQ m}%n lu(z) — pHé‘O (&) — n(2) + ln(pH, (5Q))|2 dz + CAzdz;m,

(9.29)
Combining (9.27) with (9.24) then yields
» min [u(2) = Py10(€Q) — la(2) + ln(Prq (EQ))I? d=
7 ist? —
< C’dg+4 / dist“(q(z) SQ,7S) s
1Q Jq(z) — ol
m+2
<Cdy T (E+A), (9.30)

so that we achieve, through (9.29), the estimate

Ju — Pybo(§@) — lhg) + Q7o 30y + 40 1Dt = T 7 30) + @& [DU];?)Q
7
< CdJ(E+A).
(9.31)

Next, we proceed verbatim as in the proof of Lemma 7.1. Letting Q ew
be any cube which does not have any element above, and setting h := h(Q),
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for any Qg9 € W the recursive algorithm and estimates from the proof of
Lemma 7.1 (see the argument leading to formula (7.8)) yield the estimate

déé [lu— PHOLo (€qo) — lj, + WQoHLoo(ng)

-1
< dgy 1w = Pygto (€@0) — lhiqo) + @aollz=(300)
rko—1

~1
+C Z; Do, 1M(3(Qo.5+1)) ~ Th(0(Qous)) 120 (6(Q0.5))

1
< dgy 1w = Pygto (€@0) — lhiqo) + @aollz=(300)
rko—1

+C Y IDla(@os+1)) — Plio@ousy o 6(@0.5)
s=0

< déé [ pHéO (§Qo) — lB(QO) + onHLOO(SQO)
ko—1
+C Z <|’Dlﬁ((¢(Qo,s))T) - DUHL‘X’(3(¢(Q0,5))T)
s=0

+ 1D = Dlg(qp.pll 1 35(@0.0) )
so that finally (9.31) gives

_ —1
do? ||u — Pyto (€Q0) = 1y + @Qoll7 300) < CdQO/4 (E+A) (9.32)
Standard elliptic estimates then imply also that
—1
ID(w = 1)1 (20) + dau [Pl 4, < C do/ (E+A). (9.33)

We set h* = h*(i,j) = ﬁ, and [f; = l; p«(; ), and we can proceed to
compare the linear p-multifunction {/;;} with the linear p-multifunction
{[,J} introduced in Theorem 6.3 and corresponding to the selection h =
h(i,j). By the triangle inequality, and still dropping the subscripts ; j, we
have for any @ € W that

Ay 2D = D e (ag) < C AP = )| 700 ag) + C dG T IDU = w)l|7e (20

(9.33) m+£ m+2 7 2
< Cdy "(E+A)+Cdg 2D —u)|[Foo (20 -

Using that || D(I* —1)|| Lo (2¢) is constant with respect to ), we can sum the
above inequality over @ € W: using (7.2) together with the fact that cubes
@ € W have side length lg = 27% for some positive integer k, and that
for every k the set Cj, of cubes ) with side length Ig = 27F has cardinality
#(Cr) = C (27%)1=™, we obtain

ID(I* =D <C(E+A), (9.34)

and thus .
11 = U (3g) < Cdgy (E+ A). (9.35)
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In particular, the estimates in (9.32) and (9.33) can be rewritten using
the multifunction {/} in place of {{*}, that is it holds

— 7 —1
dg” l1u = Perio(€Q) = I+ @l g < Cdy " (B +A), (9.36)
1D (wi,j — iz‘,j)||2Lo<>(2Q) < C’dél/4(E +A). (9.37)

Step five. Recall the notation Ag introduced in Step three. We define the
binding function £ on Rg by:

pyi(§g) if g € int(Ag) for some Q € Q with yg € Bl/2 ,
§(q) =
0 elsewhere .

(9.38)

In particular, the L*° estimate for the binding function £ appearing in

(9.6) is immediate from (9.24). Next, we define the p-multifunction w on

Uy over Sy as follows: for every i € {1,...,N} and j € {1,...,k0,}, we let
w; ; be given on (Uy); by

1/2 )

() {wi,j@ if z = (x,y) and (|z|,y) € int(Q) for some Q € W with yg € B},
TWi,j z) =

0 elsewhere .

(9.39)
where @; ;o is the constant wg defined in (9.28). In particular, if ( =
(|z],y) € int(Q) for some Q € W, then for z = (x,y) it holds, thanks to
(9.24),
|i(2)]* < C Vi j0)l5 (B +A), (9.40)

which implies (9.7). Finally, we prove (9.8). Recalling that w = u — [, using
the definitions of £ and w as in (9.38) and (9.39), and taking into account
that, for every @) € W, the diameter dg is comparable to the distance from
the spine, we can use (9.36) to estimate

K0,i |wi,j — Wi,j — Pyto (£)|
>3, <0 S d T m )
i=1 j=1" (UW)iNBuy 2] Qew
k
<C> D d, ! E+A <CZ<1/4> (E+A).
k>0 QECy, k>0

This proves the first part of (9.8); the proof of the second part is analogous,
using (9.37) in place of (9.36). O
10. BLow up

In this section we consider “blow-up” sequences.

Definition 10.1. A blow-up sequence is given by

(a) submanifolds ¥ as in Assumption 2.1 with ToX, = m9 = {0p—1} X
Rm-i-l;
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(b) a sequence of currents T} in %, (X;) which are area-minimizing
mod(p) in X N Bag,;

(c) a sequence of cones Cy supported in 7p;

such that

(i) ©r,(0) > £ for every k;

(ii) the cones Cj have the same (m —1)-dimensional spine V' = {0,,—1} X
{02} x R™Y

(iii) Cy converge in the flat topology to an area-minimizing cone Cy with
spine V;

(iv) the currents T}, converge, with respect to fngO, to Co;

(v) upon denoting by Sy and Sy the books corresponding to Cj and
Co, by Ej the excesses E(Tj, Sk, 0, Ry), and by Ay the quantities
| As, || zoe, we have

E,—0 and =F 0, (10.1)

(where we implicitly assume Ej > 0).

Having fixed the constant 8; of Theorem 9.3, we let 5 = % and assume,
without loss of generality, that each pair (T7,C) = (T}, Cy) satisfies the
assumptions of Theorem 9.3. In particular we denote:

(a) by w” the corresponding p-multifunctions w over Sg and by U* :=
Upr their domains (here, W¥ = W(Ty, Sy, 7) with 7 depending
Only on (m7 n,p, SO))7

(B) by h* the selection functions h from Theorem 6.3;

(v) by I¥ the corresponding linear p-multifuctions [;

(8) by & the corresponding binding functions &;

(¢) by @” the corresponding p-multifunctions w.

Observe that under (10.1), by Theorem 5.8(i), the domains U* “close around”
the spine, in the sense that, for any fixed cube Q € Q, Q C U* provided
k is large enough. For further reference, we let U be the union of all 2¢)
for @’s in Q. The following is then an easy corollary of Theorem 9.3, whose
proof is left to the reader.

Corollary 10.2. Consider a blow-up sequence (Ty,Cy) as in Definition
10.1, set B = % for Bi as in Theorem 9.3, consider wF U h¥ 1k, &,
and @k as in (a)-(¢), and set wF = E;lhwk, &k = E;lhfk, and " =
E;lhwk. Up to subsequences, the following holds:
(i) h*(i, ) is constant for every i and j;
(ii) @® converges locally in C' to a p-multifunction w on U®N{|¢| < 1/2}
over Sq taking values in mo;

(iii) €% converges locally uniformly to a binding function & defined on
U N{[¢| < 1/}, whereas @"* converges locally uniformly to zero;
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(iv) The following estimates hold (for a geometric constant C' which de-
pends only on p, m and n):

sup 34 (7 w(Q)] + [Da(Q)] + EEDE)u(Q)) SC - (102)
C=(ty)eu=

S e
ij Y B120U>

|Wij — Pggto ©P o |2
/ of 27 IVl o (10.4)
B, /pNU

| 2|

5 wj j(2)
|2

2
dz<C (10.3)

0J
Remark 10.3. Observe that the open sets U C Hp; do not include any
portion of the spine V/, rather By NV is contained in the boundary of each
U°. When we refer to “local properties”, we understand them as taking
place in compact subsets of the domain, i.e. “away from V”. In particular,

precise formulations of points (ii) and (iii) in Corollary 10.2 are the following:

k
4,37
w; ; monotonically, each u’)ﬁj (which is defined on 2Q for k large

(ii) for every Q € Q and for every ¢, upon ordering the sheets w; ., and

enough), converges in C1'(2Q) to W; 5

(iii) for every @ € Q the constant values taken by the & on int(Ag)
converge to the constant value taken by ¢ (and @* converge to zero

on Q).

The main point of this section is to show that the convergence of w* is
strong in L? and to collect some relevant properties of the pair of functions
w and ¢ in Corollary 10.2. One crucial property is (10.7) below, which is
valid for cylindrical vector fields.

Definition 10.4. Let V be a linear subspace of R™*". A vector field W :
R™*™ — R™*" ig called cylindrical with respect to V if W(q) = W(q) for
any pair of points ¢, g such that py(q) = py(q) and dist(q, V) = dist(gq, V).

Proposition 10.5. Let Tj,, w*, &%, U*, w, &, and U™ be as in Corollary 10.2.
Then:

(i) The converge of wy to w is strong in the sense that, for |x|(q) =
dist(q, V),

|l +lapipap) aicl
e (10.5)

— lim (lo"? + |z|*| Dw¥|?) d||Co|| < oo.
k—o0 UkﬂBl/g

(ii) The following estimate holds (for, we recall, Sy the open book spt(Cy))

1
limsup — [ dist(g, Sp)2 d|[Tx| g/ B2d|Coll.  (10.6)
k—o0 k B1/2 Bl/gﬂU
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(iii) Wi is (locally) smooth in U NBy 5 and Aw; ; =0, for every i and

Js5
(iv) for any W € C2°(By /2, R™*") cylindrical with respect to V we have
w
Z/ ZVwi,j;va—dZZO Vi=1,...,m—1. (10.7)
T JHo S Ay

Remark 10.6. In (10.7) each map w; j, which takes values in Hé?, is re-
garded as a map taking values in R"™*" while W is restricted on Hy; and
regarded thus as a map from Hp; to R™*™. The corresponding product
in (10.7) is thus understood as the usual Hilbert-Schmidt product of the
Jacobian matrices Vw; ; and V%—ywl/, where in both cases V denotes the dif-
ferential with respect to the variables in Hp;. In a few computations we
will use the notation DW for the full Jacobian matriz of W, i.e. when the
derivatives are taken with respect to all variables. Observe however that,
because of the special symmetry assumption on W, 9,W(q) = 0 for every
q € Hp; and any v € H&Z

Proof. Proof of (i). By the uniform convergence on compact subsets of
B/, N U for all 4, it suffices to show that there is no “concentration” at
the spine. To that end, consider a positive radius r and estimate, using the
results of Theorem 9.3,

Lo T D ) ol
1/2NBy(V)NU*

= (1w — =~ Dyysg ) + l2PIDuHP) G
Bl/zﬂBr(V)nUk 0,
+ OrEt (€812 + 1t 1% )
k_ k _ k\|2
152 lw w pHé,?(g )| |Dwk|2
<Er 5/2 + 1/2
By /2NB(V)NU* || |z|

+orBt (116012 + =" 1% )

df|Coll

<C <r5/2 +r4r ﬁgRo (Ck — Co)2> (1+ E?Ak) :

Recalling that both E,;lAk and fngO (Cr — Cyp) are infinitesimal, we con-
clude

lim sup

/ (&2 + 22| Da*2) d]| o < O
k—oo JBy,oNB-(V)NU*

Proof of (ii). First of all observe that ¢ = z + lf’j(z) + wﬁj(z) +UF(z +
lf’j(z) + wﬁj(z)) € spt(T},) for every choice of k,i,j and every z € UF, while
z—l—lllfj(z) € spt(Cr) = S, C Sj. We thus have dist(g, S) < [w(2)|+C Ay.
Moreover, the support of the current 7} coincides with the graph of the
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multifunction u* +¥*(-+u*) on ByNn{dist(q, V') > oy} for some infinitesimal
sequence oy. Therefore we can write

k—o00

limsupElzl/B e dist(q, Sx)? d||Tx||(q)
1/2\Br

<lim sup {(1 + CLip(u®) + CAy) /

E; wk(2)[2d||Col|(2) + CTE; 'Ay ¢
k—o00 BI/Q\BT(V)

where we have used the area formula to estimate the area element on the
graphical parametrization of the current induced by the graph of u* + ¥ (-4
uF) with 1 + CLip(u*) + CAj. Observe now that the Lipschitz constant of
uF converges to 0 on any compact set in By \ V and we can thus conclude

k—o0

iimsup ;! dist(g, Sk)? dITi (0
B1/2\Br(V)

ﬁmw/ @ ()] ]| Col|(2)
By ,2\Br(V

k—00

§/|Www«
By

In order to prove (ii) we then need to show the nonconcentration estimate

™0 koo

lim lim sup Elzl/ dist(g, Sk)* d|| Ty |(q) = 0.
By/2NBr (V)

Fix r and assume that k is large enough so that r > of_ (recall the definition
of the latter is given in (9.4)). We can then use (9.5) in Theorem 9.3 to bound

B[ dist(g, )2 d| Tk (@)
B, /5N B (V)

_ dist(q Sk)2 )
<E11ﬂ/) 7 d|Ti)|(q) < C(1+ B Ap)rt/?.
o B, , max{ok,, |z|}1/2 1Tkll(q) < C(A+E; Ag)r

Proof of (iii). We consider a cube Q € U™ and recall that, on 4Q, @w*
converges to w in C!. Consider a single sheet uf = wﬁj + lﬁj, and recall
that it is a critical point of the area functional with respect to the metric
(Id 4+ U*)86pm+n on mo; see formula (6.21). In particular, uf ; Is a solution
to the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation, which we can rewrite as

Vuﬁj(z)
1+ ]Vuﬁj(z)\z

div

= div (—Rp(z,uf ;(2), Vuﬁj(z)) + Sp(z,ul (2), Vuﬁj(z)) ,

Z7j 27]

=:f(2) =:g5(2)
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where the functions Sy and Ry, satisfy the bounds | Ri (2, @, p)|+|Sk(z, @, p)| <
CAk(1+ ||+ [p]). On the other hand we have

Vik (2
div 1% =0.
1+ |ViF;(2)2
Subtract the two equations, divide by E;l/ ? and consider that ¢y := /1 + |Vl£-f ()P

is a constant. We can then write

AT (2) =epdiv(Ey 2 fr) + By g

+ div (E,;l/2 ( o - 1) vuj.ﬁj) (10.8)
14|V ;(2)[2

=:hg

Let next k — oo: clearly the left hand side converges to Aw in the sense of
distributions. On the other hand we have the estimates || fx|/co + ||gk|lco <
CAj and (since ¢, — 1) the first two summands in the right hand side
converge (distributionally) to 0. We next estimate

hi(2)] < CIVuk;(2) = VIE,(2)| = C|Vwl,(2)] < Clz| 75 Y (E)” + Ay) .

Considering however that we are taking z € 4Q);, we can estimate

— _m_l
E; 2|l gy < Cdg?

Since Vuf’ ; converges uniformly to 0 on 4¢);, we conclude that the third
summand in (10.8) converges to 0 as well.

k
27]
takes values in the linear subspace V0. We can therefore assume, without
loss of generality, that W takes values in V10 as well.

Fix next » > 0 and consider a cut-off function ¢, which is identically
equal to 0 in a neighborhood of 0, equals 1 on [r, c0) and satisfies the bound

|¢h]lo < Cr~L. Consider then the vector field

Proof of (iv). Fix W as in the claim. We first observe that each map w

We(Z,y) = W(Z,y)or(|Z]) + W(0,y)(1 — &, (|7])) .-

Obviously W, depends only on ¥ in a neighborhood of V', while we have the
estimate

a(W — Wr)

\Y%
oy

(z,y)| < C||ID*W|lg Vi=1,...,m—1.
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Using that W — W,. = 0 outside of B,.(V), it thus follows easily that

/ Z S (8(Wa— Wr)>
Ho,; Y
< OHD2W||OZ / 19

Hy ;NB;/2NB-(V

v v
< CID*Wor™ (/H N Ny z> .
0,iNB1/2

j |$|2

Since the left hand side converges to 0 as r | 0 by (10.4), and since the
vector fields W, are still cylindrical, it suffices to prove (iv) for a cylindrical
vector field W which in addition depends only upon the variable y in some

neighborhood of V.
We then fix the index [ € {1,.. —1}, set W := ay W and, summarizing
the above discussion, without loss of generality we assume:
(S) W is cylindrical, it depends only on the variable y € V in By, (V),
and it takes values on V10 (everywhere).

Next consider that:

e Since Cj, is invariant in the direction vy; and W is a derivative along
that direction (of a compactly supported smooth vector field) then
dC(W) = 0;

e Since T} is area minimizing mod(p) in Xy, we have [Ty (W)| <
Ar[[Wlo-

In particular
_1 _ -
klim E, (6T, (W) = 6Cy(W)) =0. (10.9)
—00

Next consider an r < g and a k large enough so that T}, is the graph of the
multifunction v* = u* + U*(- + u*) outside B,(V). We split both currents
Ty and Cy, into two pieces:
o T, kg is the graph of the multifuction v* over Sy on U, := {¢ =
(t,y) : t>r}, while T} is the remainder in By /5 (i.e. (Tx—T%)LB1/2);
o likewise C% is the graph of the multifunction (¥ over Sy on U, and
We denote by U, ; the sets (U,); C Hp; and make the following claims:

limsupE,Zl/ ‘/dlkaWdHTkH —/leCk < Crl/? (10.10)
k—00
—1 o : =
Iim B,/ (/dwTdeHTkgH—/dlvcdeHC ) Z/ S Vi VIV
T'l ‘]

(10.11)
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Since obviously

§T,(W) = /dikaVT/dHTgH +/dikaI7VdHT,§H

SCR(W) = /dwcdeHC H+/divcde||C§||,

the combination of (10.10), (10.11), and (10.9) implies

Z/ > Vi VW| < Cr'/?
U,

TZ ‘]

Thus the desired conclusion follows from letting r | 0.
We now come to the proof of (10.10) and (10.11). Concerning (10.10),
observe that (S) above implies that

div,W =0  in B, (V)
for every vector space m which contains V' and, in particular,
|div-W| < C||DW| [pv - pri] , (10.12)

for any arbitrary vector space .
Since every tangent plane to Cj, contains V', and since Cj, is supported
in By, (V), we conclude

/dlvcdeHC =0,

while using (10.12) and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we get

1/2
< C (ITkll(Byj2 0 B (V)2 (/B (g )> ‘
1/2

‘/dikaWduT,gn PV P (o)

The proof of (10.10) is then complete once we apply estimate (8.9) in Propo-
sition 8.4 to reach

/ divy, W d|TE || < CBY? (ITill(Byjo 0 B(V)/? < CEY /2.

In order to show (10. 11) we will decompose C% and T} in the union of
the graphs of lk- and of v-j = l’-“- + wk it Tk(. 4+ li-fj + wi-fj) and over the
corresponding domaln Ui To that end

/ dive, W d|TE| = 3 / L divgy, ) WG, ()]

1,J pHo,z‘(UT’i

(1)
Ik 1,7

/ dive, W d| G| = 3 / L A, )W G,

ij “PHg; (Ui

(2)
- Ik: ,5,J



70 C. DE LELLIS, J. HIRSCH, A. MARCHESE, L. SPOLAOR, AND S. STUVARD

Our task is then accomplished once we show that, for every ¢ and 7,
: —1/2,,(1) () _ TR VA
kh_}ngo E, (Ikw — Ikﬂ.J) = /M Vw; ;j: VIW. (10.13)

From now on we fix ¢ and j and, in order to simplify our notation, we
drop both of them. Next, fix an orthonormal frame e1, ..., e+, such that
e1,...,em is a basis of Hyp; and define the (m + n) x m matrices A(k) =
(A1(k),...,An(k)) and B(k) = (B1(k),..., Bn(k)), where A, (k) and B, (k)
are the following vectors in R

An(k) i= eq + 00" = eq + 0al® 4 Opw® + F
Ba (k) == eq + 941",

where |¢f| < CA. Furthermore, given any matrix A = (Aj,...,A,,) €
RMHX e Jot M(A) € ROMH7)X(m47) he the matrix

M(A) = Vdet ATA(ATA) jA0 ® Ag .

a7/B

We can then apply the well known formula for the variation of the area
functional, leading to

I (k) = 1®) (k) = / (M(A(k)) — M(B(k))) : DW . (10.14)
Ur,i

We next compute
A (k) ® Ag(k) — Ba(k) ® Ba(k) — (aw® @ eg 4 eq @ dpuw")
= daw" @ 051* + 051" ® Dgw” + 04w ® Gpu” + YE @ Ag(k) + Aa(k) ® ¥} .
Recall next that over the domain U, ; we have the estimate
IVwh||p= < C(Ey + Ap)'/?

while | VI¥|| = o(1). Furthermore, |A,| = O(1), whereas [¢o| = O(Eim) due
to (10.1). We therefore conclude

Au(k) © Ag(k) — Ba(k) ® By(k) = 0qw* ® €5 + o @ dgw® + o(E}/?) .
Similarly
(AT Ak))ap = as + 0al” - 051* + o(B*) = (B() B(k))ap + o(B)
(B(k)"B(k))ap = bap +o(1).
We then conclude that
M(A(k)) — M(B(k)) = > (8aw® @ eq + €q ® Jaw) + o(E,/*) . (10.15)

«
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Recall next that, because of the special structure of W, 0,W =0 on Hy;
whenever v € HL Therefore, since dw* € H0 ;» we conclude

(M(A(K) — M(B(k)) : DW = 3" (9aw* @ €q) : DW + o(E,*)

:Vwk:VV_V—i-o(Eim) 1/2V % . VW + o(E i/z).

Combined with (10.14), the latter estimate gives (10.13). O

11. DECAY FOR THE LINEAR PROBLEM

The aim of this section is to prove the fundamental integral decay property
of the blow-up map w of Corollary 10.2.

Proposition 11.1. There is a constant C' (which depends only on m) with
the following property. Let w be as in Corollary 10.2. Then there are a
linear map b : V. — VLo and a linear p-multifunction a = {a;;} over Sy
(taking also values in mo) such that ||al|pe(s,nB,) + |bll Lo (sonBy) < C and
the following holds for all 0 < p <r < %:

i i b 2<C p m+4/ |2
Z/Hmpgjj\wmy ~eig(0) =Py O <O ()7 [ al
(11.1)

11.1. Smoothness and properties of the average. An important step
in the proof of Proposition 11.1 is showing smoothness for the “average of
the sheets”, which is defined in the following way. First of all, we consider
a linear isometry ¢+ : R™*! — 7 with the property that ¢(0,y) € V for
every y € R™~!. In particular, by a small abuse of notation we will denote
{0} x R™~! as well by V. For each i we then select an angle 6; such that

Ho, = {(tcosb;,tsinb;,y) : (t,y) € RT x V =RT}.

The average of @ is then the function w : B, — R™t" given by

1/2

w(¢) = w(t,y) ZZU}” (tcosb;,tsinb;,y), (11.2)

where we use the notation B, := {C = (t,y) € RT : t* + |y|* < r?}. The
sum in (11.2) must be understood as a sum of vectors in R™*".
The relevant properties of w are collected in the following

Lemma 11.2. Let w be as in Corollary 10.2 and define w as in (11.2).
Then
(i) w is harmonic and can be extended to a harmom'c function (still
denoted w) on By o C R™ with the property that 2 8t8 =0o0onVNBy
for everyl =1,. —1;
(ii) w(0) =0 and w(O,y) takes values in V>0,
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(iii) There is a linear map L : R™T"™ — V4o which depends only on Co,
such that each w; ;(0,y) = Pp1o (L(w(0,y))) for everyy € VN By a.
0,i
In particular, for each i the functions {w; ;}; have the same trace on
VN B1/2 .

Proof. Proof of (i). The fact that w is harmonic is an immediate conse-
quence of Proposition 10.5(iii). Next, recall that w € W'? and that, by

(10.4),
Vuw|?

where V denotes the gradient in the coordinates ( = (¢,y) on RY'. Fix
now any test function ¢ € C°(B; /2,Rm+n). Clearly, the vector field W €
CX(R™*" R™*") defined by

W(z,y) := ¢(|lz|,y)
is cylindrical, and therefore an admissible test in (10.7). We thus conclude

dp
Vw:V— =0 Vi=1,...,m—1. 11.4
/ oy (1L4)

Observe next that %—“; is an L? function because of (11.3), and we can thus
regard its trace on V N By/y as a distribution in H~Y2: the action of the
latter on a test function ¢ € C2°(V N By 9, R™*") will, by abuse of notation,
be denoted by

Ow
oY

v Ot
Having fixed any function ¢ € C2°(By 2NV, R™*"), take a smooth extension
to some ¢ € C°(By s, R™*™). Integrating (11.4) by parts we then conclude
Ow 0

v Ot Oy

The latter identity implies that the distribution %—‘%’ is a constant, which we
can denote by c. But then w — ¢t is an harmonic function which satisfies the

Neumann boundary condition and clearly we can extend it to an harmonic
function on Bj/; using the Schwarz reflection principle.

Proof of (ii). First of all recall that, by Corollary 10.2,

2
e g0
/BIF/ZK‘ ‘C Iq

< 0. (11.6)
Using the C? regularity of w, we write
w(¢) = w(0) + Vw(0) - C+D*w(0)[¢]* +@(C),
having used the notation A[(]? for the quadratic form > a8 Aaplalp. Since

@ is C? by construction, and its first and second derivatives vanish at 0, %

0 Vie{l,...,m—1}. (11.5)

is a Lipschitz function, which means that its derivative is bounded. On the
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other hand, Vw(0)- |_E‘| is a 0-homogeneous function, so that (- vaéO')'C =0.

Instead, w is 1-homogeneous, and thus ( - VD%‘(CO‘)KF = D2w|(€9|)[4127

which is bounded.
We therefore conclude that

w .
¢ V% —w(0)¢- V¢!
is a bounded function. Since ¢-V|¢|7! = —|¢|7L, if w(0) were different from

0 then the integral in the left hand side of (11.6) would be infinite.
Consider next the linear map

1
P = ]—QZKOJ Prito (11.7)
i 5T

and observe that the image of P is contained in Vo,
Consider next the binding function £ as a function on R’ and note that,
due to (10.4)

/ 17520 (t,y) — P(E(t,y))|> dy dt < oo. (11.8)
B+

1/2
In particular
/ =5 pyw(t,y)* dy dt < oo,
B+

1/2
which clearly implies w(0,%) € V1o for every y.

Proof of (iii). Observe that P is self-adjoint: in particular its image
Z coincides with its cokernel, and it is mapped into itself. We denote by
P|,;! the inverse of the restriction P|; : Z — Z and let L := P|,' o py.
Observe in particular that, since Z C V0, L maps the whole space on V0.
Moreover, if v € Z, then P(L(v)) = v. In particular, since w(0,y) € Z
as a consequence of (11.8), it holds P(L(w(0,y)) = w(0,y). We therefore

conclude from the regularity of w that |P(L(w(t,y))) —w(t,y)| < Ct, so that
from (11.8) we obtain

/+ t5/2 ‘P(L(w(t,y)) — g(t,y)) ‘2 dydt < co. (11.9)
B

1/2

Next observe that, since Pyylo is an orthogonal projection,
0,7
> roilPyo (Lw(t,v) = &(t,y))
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In particular, using the boundedness of ¢ and the local boundedness of w,
for every r < 1/2 we conclude

Zﬂo,i‘pH(i? (L(w(tvy))_g(tvy))P < C ’P(L(w(tvy))_g(tvy))’ V(t,y) € B;“‘r .

We can thus estimate

[ [Pygzo (Lt y)) = E(t.y)
B

S < 00

using (11.9) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. In turn, this easily implies,
for every i and j, that

B’,«ﬁHo,i

‘$’5/4

< 00.

The claim that py,(L(w(0,y))) is the trace of w;; on V follows then at
0,

once. 0

11.2. An elementary lemma on harmonic functions. In order to prove
Proposition 11.1 we will appeal to classical decay lemmas for harmonic func-
tions. On the other hand, since our objects are actually defined on “half
balls”, we will require the following estimate.

Lemma 11.3. There is a constant C' = C(m) > 0 with the following prop-
erty. Let B, C R™ and w € L?(B,,RY) be a harmonic function such that
%—‘%’ is constant on V N B,.. Then

w?<c [ |wP. (11.10)
Br B

Proof. First of all, since we can argue componentwise, we can assume that

N =1 and, by scaling, we can also assume that r = 1. Furthermore, the

Schwarz reflection principle shows that, denoting ¢ := %—‘; on V N B,, the

function we(t, x) := w(t,z) — ct is even in ¢, which in turn implies that

/ w2:/ (w? 4 2t?).
B B

/wz:2/ wz,
B B
/t2:2/ 2,
By B

it suffices to show the existence of a positive constant d(m) > 0 such that

/ cwet
Bf

for any w, which belongs to the space H, of even harmonic functions.

Since

2

< (1-196) /B+ (w? + 2t?) (11.11)
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Observe that, for any fixed w,, the inequality is equivalent to the nonneg-
ativity of the two quadratic polynomials

PE(e) = (1 - 5)”%‘@%3?) + (1 — 5)02\“”%2(Bl+) + 2¢{we, t)

where we denote by (-, -) the L?(B]") scalar product. Since both polynomials
have a positive coefficient in the quadratic monomial, their nonnegativity
is equivalent to the nonpositivity of their (common) discriminant, which in
turn is the inequality

(we, )] < (1 — 5)Hwe”L2(Bj)”t”m(Bj) : (11.12)
Since the latter inequality is homogeneous in w,, we can prove it under the

additional assumption that ||w|| ) = L So assume by contradiction

that a sequence {wy} C H, satisfies ||wy| 2 = 1 and violates the inequality
(11.12) with 6§ = £, i.e. (upon changing a sign)

k—1
/B+ wit > ——tl 2o - (11.13)

1
Upon extraction of a subsequence we can assume that wy converges to some
Weo € H, weakly in L?. By lower semicontinuity, ||weo|| 12(BH) <1, and by
1
weak convergence we have

/Bl+ woet 2 ] s - (11.14)
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we conclude that, on the other hand,
/B+ woct < ool 2 ey It 2 - (11.15)

1

In particular HWOOHH(Bl*) = 1 and thus (11.14) and (11.15) hold with equal-

ity. But this would mean that w is collinear with ¢, i.e. weo is a nontrivial
even harmonic function with we(0,y) = 0 for every y. By Schwarz reflec-
tion, wse must be odd in ¢ as well, which implies that w, vanishes identically,
contradicting Hwoo||L2(Bl+) =1 O

11.3. Proof of Proposition 11.1. First of all, consider the average w as
defined in (11.2), and extended to the whole ball B;/, as in Lemma 11.2.
Then, define a linear function by (y) by

y— Vyw(0)-y.

Consider additionally ¢ := %—‘;’(0). Since w(0) = 0 by Lemma 11.2, classical

estimates on harmonic functions and Lemma 11.3 imply

B e £m+4/ 2 . £m+4/ )
/ij(t,y) ) et < (2)" [ <o ()"

<C <3)m+4/B |2 (11.16)

T
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Next fix 4 and j and, with a slight abuse of notation, identify Hg; with R']".
Define then the map ; ; as

wi,j (ta y) = wi,j (tv y) - pHOL,(i) (L(w(tv y))) .

By Lemma 11.2, the trace of w; ; on V is zero and we can therefore extend

it to By/p as a harmonic function, which is odd on ¢. The y derivative of w

at 0 vanishes, and if we let d; ; := 81;};’3' (0) we get, from classical estimates

on harmonic functions,

m+4 m+4
Ai't —di't2<C£ / AZ..2<C'B / o2
/B; iy (t0) —digt? < 0 (2)"7 [ i< (8)" [
(11.17)
If we now set b(y) := L(bi(y)) and a; () = d; j|z| + Pgyo (L(c))|z], com-
0,7
bining (11.16) and (11.17) we reach

_ p\mHa _
[ o) — b b)) — ang@P < ¢ (8)" [ jap
B,NHp,; 0,

(11.18)
Summing the latter inequality over ¢ and j we reach the desired conclusion.
O

12. PROOFS OF THEOREM 4.5 AND OF THEOREM 1.9

In this section we prove Theorem 4.5 and obtain Theorem 1.9 as a corol-
lary.

12.1. The new cone. We start with a simple corollary of the analysis that
we carried on thus far.

Corollary 12.1. Let Cq be as in Assumption 1.8, with Sy = spt(Cp) C m
and let V be the spine of Co. There are a threshold p™ € (0,1) and a constant
C, depending only on Co, m, n, and p, such that, if p~ < pt is a second
positive number, then the following properties hold, provided ns = ns(p~) > 0
is chosen sufficiently small. Assume T,%,C, and S are as in Theorem 9.3
with ns replacing n3 and o in (9.1)-(9.2). Assume in addition that A < nsE,
and let | = l~” be the linear p-multifunction of Theorem 9.3. Then there
are a rotation O of my and a linear p-multifunction llfj with the following
properties:

(i) [0 = 1d| + [|I*| oo (sorBy) < CEY?; )
(i) If C* is the cone realized as p-multigraph over Sg of l; ; + l:j and
C' := O4C™, then

=2 /B dist(q.spt(C)d|T| (@) < B VpelpTpT]. (12)
P
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Before coming to the proof, we observe that C’ is coherent with Cy and
that in addition

9(C',Co) <V(C, Co) + C (|0 = 1d| + |[I"]| L (syrBy)) < P(C, Co) + CEV2,
(12.2)

for an appropriate constant C, which depends only on Cy

Proof. First of all, the parameters C and p* will be chosen, respectively,
sufficiently large and sufficiently small, depending only on the constants Ry
of Assumption 5.1 and C of Theorem 9.3. We fix them for the moment and
will specify their choices later. Hence we fix any p~ < pT and in order to
find the threshold 75 we argue by contradiction. If the statement is false,
we then have a blow-up sequence X, Tk, Ci as in Definition 10.1 which
is violating the claim of the Corollary. In particular no matter how we
choose [T = [ and O = Oy, with |O — Id| + [[I7 || 12 (s,nB,) satisfying the
bound (i), (12.1) (with T = T},) will fail for some p = py € [p~,pT]. After
extraction of a subsequence (not relabeled) we can then apply Corollary
10.2 and Proposition 10.5. If we consider the corresponding blow-up map
w, we can then apply Proposition 11.1. Let a and b be the corresponding
maps. We then set [#+ := Ei/ %4. Moreover we observe that the vector field
b (extended to the whole 7y by b(x,y) = b(y)) is the infinitesimal generator
of a one-parameter family of linear transformations O(t, -) of m, i.e.

{O(O,w,y) = (z,y)
2100, z,y) = b(y)-

Observe that, if we take the matrix B which represents the linear trans-
formation b, then O(t,-) is the linear transformation whose matrix is the
exponential exp(tB). Since V10 is in the kernel of B and V+0 = B(V), we
easily see that B is an antisymmetric matrix and in particular exp(tB) is
orthogonal. This means that O is a one-parameter family of rotations. We
then define the rotation Oy := O(Ei/z, -). Observe that the bound (i) is
satisfied with this choice of ¥ and Oy.

Next let CZ’ be the graph over Sy of the multifunction lf,j + lﬁ’f and
C, = (Ok)ﬁC;. We claim that, combining Proposition 10.2, Proposition
10.5, and Proposition 11.1, for every fixed ¢ > 0, we conclude

fimsup sup p B [ distlg,spt(Ch) Pl Tl0) < Cot
k—oo pelp=,pt] Bo\B,(V)

=:Iy
(12.3)
Note first that each ¢ € spt(7}) N B, \ By(V) is contained in the graph of a

function vf’ ; for all k sufficiently large. Fix ¢ and let therefore z = (x,y) €
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Hj ; be such that z + vif ;(#) = g. Consider now the following points
=2 =B pa, (0(y)
gt =27+ lf’j(zﬂ + lﬁ’;r(er)
¢ = 0E% q").
Observe that ¢’ € spt(C}) and thus
dist(q, spt(C},)
On the other hand ¢ — ¢’ = (¢ — q™) +
0= g =B pu,, (b(y)) + iy (2) — 1f5(=5) 115 (z7) + O(A)
=B "pr,. (b(v)) + 1 5(2) - zf;j<z> — 15 (2) + (1) + O(By/*))|z — =¥| +O(4),
where we have used that HVlfJHOO < Cﬁgl(ck, Coy) =o(1) and HVlk +Hoo =

O(E,lg/ 2). In particular we conclude

<lg—dq.
+ (¢7 — ¢'). First of all notice that:

)
(

1/2 1/2 1/2
0 —q" =B pr, (b)) + uf;(2) ~ B %ai(@) + o(B,).

On the other hand, using that b is the generator of O(t,-) we obviously have
1/2
¢ — ¢ =B b(y) + O(Ey).
Summing the last two estimates we conclude that
1/2 1/2
0= o = [wf;(2) — By *(ai;(2) + P, (b(»))] + o(E?)
Thus we can estimate

s 0 E S /. D lut2) = B ais(e) + gty G | +0(1).

Hy szp\B@

We can now apply Proposition 11.1 to estimate the term in the parenthe-
sis, and, using that the L? norm of @ is bounded due to Proposition 10.5,
conclude (12.3).

In addition, observe that in B; we have dist(g, spt(C})) < dist(g, spt(Cg))+

C’E,lg/ 2 and thus we can estimate

limsup sup p OB / dist(q, spt(C}))2d]| Til|(0)
k—00 pe[p*7p+] BmeQ(V)

N . 3 dist(q, spt(Cy))?
<C(p7) " o+ o limsup sup p 3Ek1/ . F/z( D) g1 a)
k—oo  pelp=,pt] B,NB,(V) 0

<Co'2(p7)™m 0.

Since p~ is fixed, we can now choose g arbitrarily small to conclude

fimsup sup "B [ distla, spt(Ch)Pd| Tl () < Cp”
k=00 pelp~,pt] B,
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Obviously, choosing p™ so that 2CpT < Ry L for a sufficiently large k we
actually reach a contradiction with C, = C*, as Cy, Oy, I¥1 satisfy both
the conclusions (i) and (ii) of the Corollary. O

12.2. Proof of Theorem 4.5. First of all, by scaling, we can replace the
outer radius 1 by Ry, while of course the decay rate has to be replaced
by (Ri0)1/2. Choose now p := p', coming from Corollary 12.1. The proof
will distinguish between two regimes. If A < nsE, where 15 comes from
Corollary 12.1, we will be able to apply Corollary 12.1, while in the other
regime we will let C’ be the cone C obtained as the graph, over Cg, of the
linear p-multifunction I of Theorem 9.3. Observe that in both cases the
claim (4.4) holds: in the case A < n;E it follows from (12.2), while in the
other case it follows because spt(C’) C spt(C).

Consider now the case A < nsE, and choose C’ as in Corollary 12.1:
then, the estimate (4.2) is obvious, since both the quantities over which
we maximize have the right decay. Consider next the situation in which
A > nsE. Here we will choose 7 < 75 (and in fact much smaller than 7).
We know that

(ROA)1/2 > R(l]/277_1A > 175R(1]/277_1E.

Hence if we choose 1 sufficiently small, depending only on Ry e 15, we
conclude

(RoA)Y? = max{E(T,spt(C),0, Ry), (RoA)"/?} . (12.4)
By our choice of C’, we also have
E(T,spt(C'),0,p) < Cp ™ 2 (E+A) < Ong'p ™ 2A
< 077775_lp_m_2_1/2 (pA)Y/2.
Hence, by choosing 7 so small that
Cn%—lp—m—2—1/2 <1

(which again is a choice depending only on 75 and p, which have been fixed),
we achieve

(pA)'? = max{E(T,spt(C'),0, p), (pA)"/?}. (12.5)

(12.4) and (12.5) give thus the desired decay in the regime A > n;E.
We now come to estimate (4.3). Observe first that, since now p is fixed and
ZP behaves nicely under restrictions and rescalings, it suffices to estimate

FP (T —C'). Observe also that it suffices to estimate .Z% (T —C), since
By B2

in one regime we have Q’ — C, while in the other regime we can estimate
fém (C' - C) <¥(C',C) < CEY2. Coming to C, we first wish to extend
the multifunction u = {u;;} so that its domain of definition is Sp N By,
and it satisfies the bounds

] ™ i g (2, )| + [V i (2)] < C
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In order to achieve the latter extension, we first claim that u; ; is globally
Lipschitz. In fact pick two points (z,y), (2',4") and denote by @ and @’ the
corresponding cubes of the Whitney domain which include them. If the two
cubes are neighbors then we obviously have

Jui g (@,y) — i i (@', 9)| < (IVuille @) + 1Vl @)@ ) — (23]

We can thus assume that they are not neighbors. In particular this implies
that |(2/,y') — (z,y)| > comax{dg,dq } for a suitable geometric constant.
Thus we can estimate

Jui (@, y)—wii (@, )] < Jug (@, y)|+ui (@, y)] < Cldg+deg) < Cla,y)—(a',y)]-
Having established the global Lipschitz bound, it suffices to first extend u; ;
to V identically 0 and observe that such extension is still Lipschitz. Hence
we can further extend wu;; to a Lipschitz function defined on the whole
B/, N"Hp;. The estimate |u;j(z,y)| < Clz| follows from the Lipschitz
regularity and wu; ;(0,y) = 0.

Next we extend the map v as well by simply setting

0ij(2) = wij(2) + U(z + uij(2)).-

Observe that the extension obeys the estimate

/ (lol? + 112
Bo(V)NBy /2

<c 22| G, (v)| + C / 12]2d|Gs, (D]] + O(A)
By /2NBe(V) B /2NB,(

<c «2d|T| + C / «[2d|C] + O(A)
B1/2NBe(V) B1/2NBe(V)

< C’(E + A) ,

by Theorem 5.8(iv).
We now write

TLB; — C=T - Gg,(v)_B; + Gs,(v)LB; — Gs,(I)LB; .
:;Rl :ZRQ

P (Ry) < / |v--—l~--|
By ZZ: Ho.(B1 s ZJ: 2] 1,7

<CA + / o] + / (o] + 1)) < C(E + A)2.
SoNBy 2\ By (V) SoNBy /2NB,(V)

As for estimating FP R7), observe that R; = 0 outside B,(V). Hence
B1/2 4

consider the homotopy H (t,z,y) := (tz,y), which is retracting R™*" onto
V. We then apply the homotopy formula and conclude that

RiL By = —9Hy([[0,1]] x R1)L.B; mod(p)
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and we can estimate

T, (1)

< M(Hy([[0,1]] x Ry) <C lz|d||T|| +C 2] d||Gs, (v)]]
By /5NBe(V) By /2NBe(V)

< C(E+ A)Y2. O

12.3. Proof of Theorem 1.9. First of all, without loss of generality we
assume ¢ = (0. Next we assume that 7 < 7 is sufficiently small, where 7 is
the constant of Theorem 4.5, so that we can apply it setting C = Cy. We
then find a new cone C; which satisfies

max{E((n,,);T,spt(C1),0,1), (pA)/*} < p'/?(Bg + A'/?)
Fh, (10,);T — C1) < C(By* + AMY)
9(C1,Co) < C(EY? + AV,
Assume now that for a certain number of steps j = 1,...,k — 1 we can
apply Theorem 4.5 to the triple (T}, C;, ;) where Tj = (1 i );T and ¥; =
Mo,pi (X). Observe that Ay ||p~(s;) = p/ A. Setting
m(j) := max{E(T},spt(C;),0,1), (o A)"/?}
we then get
m(k) <p*/*(Bq + AY?),
B, (T = Cp) <Cm(k 1) < cp“f DAEY? + AT,

k—1
9(Cy, Co) <C > m( h9<c§:¢“ B+ AYY . (126)
7=0 7=0

In particular we conclude that
|As, ||~ =pFA < ﬁpk
E(T},spt(Cy),0,1) <m(k) < p*/?(E +Al/z) < 25k D/25
ﬁﬁl(Tk - Co) g (Tk Cy) + Z5,(C — Co)
(Ik—-ck)+Ch%cg,co)

k—1
<0 pEY A < 0
§=0
where the constant C is independent of both 77 and k. If 7 is chosen suf-
ficiently small, the latter estimates guarantee that we can keep applying
Theorem 4.5 for all k£ € N.
The conclusions of Theorem 1.9 thus follow at once, considering that the
unique tangent cone to 1" at ¢ is simply the unique limit of the sequence Cj
(which is a Cauchy sequence in the flat distance by (12.6)). O
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13. PROOFS OF THE STRUCTURE THEOREMS

In this section we give the proof of the two structure Theorems 1.3 and
1.4, of Corollary 1.5, and of Proposition 1.7. In fact, the two theorems will
be corollaries of the following more precise consequence of Theorem 1.9.

Corollary 13.1. Consider %,T, and  as in Definition 1.1 and assume
that dim(X) = dim(T) + 1 =m + 1. Assume q € spt(T) is a point where a
tangent cone Cy has (m — 1)-dimensional spine V, i.e. it takes the form

No
Co = Z ko [Ho]
i—1

where Ho; are the (distinct) pages of the open book So = spt(Cp) and ko; €
NN [1, g) are such that Y, ko; = p. Then there is a neighborhood U of q
such that Sing(T) N U is a classical free boundary as in Definition 1.2, with
the additional information that:
(i) The coefficients k; in Definition 1.2 coincide with ko ;;
(ii) The tangent to Sing(T') at q is V;
(iii) The tangent to each T'; at q is Hy ;.

The corollary is obviously a stronger version of Theorem 1.4 when p is
even. As for Theorem 1.3, in the case of odd p, observe that, using the
terminology of the proof of Lemma 9.5, White’s regularity theorem implies
that S™ \ S™~! consists of regular points and thus S™~! is closed. Next
observe that any point ¢ € ™1\ S§™~2 falls in the assumptions of Corollary
13.1, hence Sing*(T) = ™1\ 8™ 2 is locally a classical free boundary of
T. On the other hand, if ¢ € Sing(7") has an open neighborhood U such that
Sing(7') N U is a classical free boundary, then 7" has, at ¢, a unique tangent
cone with (m — 1)-dimensional spine, which means that ¢ € Sing™(7"). We
conclude therefore that S = S™~2 is relatively closed in S™~!. Furthermore,
it is a simple consequence of Theorem 1.9 and Corollary 13.1 that, when p is
odd, 8™~2 coincides, locally, with the quantitative stratum SZ]”_2 for some
n > 0; see Appendix F for the terminology and the proof of this fact. Thus,
by the Naber-Valtorta rectifiability theorem, cf. [10], S = S™~2 is (m — 2)-
rectifiable and it has locally finite (m — 2)-dimensional measure, thus giving
the conclusions of Theorem 1.3.

13.1. Stucture. We now come to Corollary 13.1.

Proof. Without loss of generality we let ¢ = 0. We fix a small threshold
7. First of all, by rescaling, we can assume max{E(T, Cy,0,4), A} < 7 and
since we are in the position of applying Theorem 1.9, we conclude that Cy
is the unique tangent cone to 17" at 0 and that we actually have

1
ez [ @@ PO dITI@) < e, (13.1)

T

> ~ 1
F8 ((no,s):T — Co) < 7'/*ri . (13.2)
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for every r < 4. We moreover denote by V| the spine of Cj.

For every ¢ € B4(0) N X consider m, := T,% and let O, be a rotation of
R™*" which maps T, onto TpX. O, can be chosen to have a C I dependence
on ¢ and to satisfy Oy = Id at ¢ = 0. Consider now the currents (Og)s(74,1)-
Observe that the map g — (O4)8(Ty,1) is continuous in the flat topology.
Hence, for a sufficiently small ¢ and for every ¢ € Bs(0) Nspt(7), it holds

. dist?(g, Co)? d[|(Og):Ty111(q) < C) (13.3)
3

jgg((oq)ﬂTqJ —Co) <C7). (13.4)

In particular, we are again in the position to apply Theorem 1.9 with Cy
to the current (Og)y(Ty,1), provided ©7(¢q) > &. We thus conclude that, for
every q € By, the following alternative holds true:

(a) Either ©7(q) < &;
(b) Or ©7(q) > &, in which case we can apply Theorem 1.9 and hence

find a unique tangent cone C, to T' at ¢, with m — 1-dimensional
spine V,, and the decay properties

1 o ) )
), o, BE@ @ CHAITI@ < Cir' 2, (135)
r{d

=

j]gl((nq,r)tiT —C,) < Ci'?ri, (13.6)
for all radii r < 3

Since we can apply a further rescaling to the current, from now on we assume
that the alternative in fact holds for every ¢ € By Nspt(7'). Consider now
two points ¢,q¢" € By with O7(q), O7(¢") > §. If we set ¢ — ¢'| = r and we
denote by 7, the translations 7,(z) = z 4+ v, we conclude easily from (13.6)
that

N

j]gl(cq - (Trfl( ))tiCq’) < C'fll/zr
After scaling, the latter estimate implies
e dist(q, Vi) + dist(q', V) < Ci'/2r5/4,

e [py, —py, | < O

q9'—q

It thus turns out that the set {©7 > £} is contained in the graph of a ch1/4
map ¢ : Vo — Vg with [[¢]|y1/4 < O/

Fix ¢ > 0 and consider now a point gg € VoNBy /5. Observe that Proposi-
tion 9.4 implies that (if 7 is chosen sufficiently small), then Bs(qo) contains a
point ¢ € spt(T') with ©7(q1) > §. We now consider the point q1 € §1 + Vg,
such that py,(¢1) = Py, (¢0) = qo and observe that |¢1 — q1| < 20. We are
thus in the position to apply again Proposition 9.4 to the current (1, 1 27T,
the cone Cg,, and the spine Vg, to find a point g with 07(¢2) > £ such that
G2 — q1] < %. Hence we consider the unique point g2 € g2 + V3, such that
Pv,(22) = Py (q1) = qo, for which we have |g2 — go| < 2%. Proceeding
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inductively we get two sequences of points {qx},{Gr}, with the following
properties:

|Gk — qr_1| <27%16

gk — @] <27%F2%6
O7(qr) Zg

Pv; (qk) =qo0 -

Both sequences converge to a unique point g € By4s(qo), with py; (¢e0) = qo-
The latter argument implies that {© > £} N B, is indeed the graph A of
a CYV/4 map 4 : Vy — Vg-. Observe moreover that T,A =V, C m, = T,%
and that indeed ©(T',q) = § for all points ¢ € AN By 5.

We now choose a second rotation U, of R™™ with the property that
U,(Tox) = T,%, U, (Vo) = V,, and U, has a C'/* dependence on ¢. In fact
we can see that

j]gl(cq - (Uq)ﬁCO) < 0771/2|Q|1/4 .

We can now apply the approximation Theorem 5.8 to the current (U, 7 l)ﬁTq,r
with C = (U, ')4C, and Cy, for every r < Ryt

Consider now the halfplanes Hy ; := U;(Hp ;). Fix a point z € B(yp,)-1\A
and let ¢(z) € A be a point such that r = |¢(z) — z| = dist(z, A). Theorem
5.8 implies then that:

e 2 is a regular point of T, and indeed, in a neighborhood of z, T is a
graph over ¢(2) + Hy(,); for some i;

. |pH;(Z) i(z—q(z))| < Ch|z—q(2)]7/4, where C is a geometric constant.

We therefore consider the open sets
= {4 € Bungyr gy (2~ a(2))| < Cillz — q(2)]}

We now restrict our attention to T'L_ ;. Let H be the m-dimensional space
which contains Hy;, consider the projection A := py(A) and let e; be the
unit normal to A which is contained in Hy ;. Denote by B, the balls of radius
pin H and observe that A divides each sufficiently small B, in two connected
regions: we will call B; the one such that e; is the interior unit normal at
0. We claim that, if p is sufficiently small, in the intersection of the set U;
with the cylinder pﬁl (B;r), the current T is given by g, Lipschitz graphs
(which are Lipschitz up to the boundary A) of functions vj, j € {1,..., K0}
Observe that, if Ug : my — 7y is the graphical parametrization of ¥ over
7o, each function will take the form u;(§) = (& u;(§), ¥(& u;(€))), where
¢ € H and u;j(€) € HENmp. Since HE N is 1-dimensional, we can identify
it with R and order the functions u; from top to bottom. Observe also
that there is a function 1o : A — H* N 7y such that A is the graph of the
map A D & — (&,vo(&), V(£ ¢o(€))). As a consequence of our claim we will
conclude that wu;|y = 1o for every j.
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Consider now the classical Whitney (or Calderon-Zygmund) decomposi-
tion of B;p. In particular for each cube ) in the decomposition, we let
£(Q) be a closest point on A and observe that the distance dg of @ to £(Q)
is comparable to the sidelength ¢(Q) of the cube. We let ¢ be the point
q = (£(Q),%0(£(Q)), ¥(£(q),%0(£(Q))) € A. Apply now Theorem 5.8 to
(Uq_l)ﬁqu(Q) with Cyp and C = (Uq_l)ﬁCq. If we enlarge slightly the cube
@ to a concentric cube Q" with slightly larger sidelength (say 94(Q)/8) and
we consider the region R := pﬁl(Q’), then (Uq_l)tiTq,g(Q)LL{i N R consists
of pieces of ko ; graphs over Hg; with controlled Lipschitz constant C. In
rotating back to the original system of coordinates using U,, the graphical
representation still holds because |U, — Id| is small, and the Lipschitz con-
stants becomes slightly larger, but they are still controlled by a geometric
constant. The claimed graphicality is thus correct over each enlarged cube
@', and since for neighboring cubes the enlarged ones has a nontrivial over-
lap, the ordering of the sheets shows that the functions u; (and hence the
vj’s) can be defined coherently over the whole region B;. The Lipschitz
constant of the restriction of each u; (and hence v;) to every cube in the
Whitney decomposition is bounded by an absolute constant C'. Observe
however that we have as well the bound

[vj — Po(§(Q) e (@) < CUQ)

for every cube @), simply because the graphs are contained in the open sets
U;. It is now simple to see that the graph v; is then globally Lipschitz.
In fact consider z,2" € B} and let Q and Q" be the cubes of the Whitney
decomposition which contain them. If the two cubes are neighbors, then
obviously

|vj(2) = vi(2)] < Clz = 2]

If the two cubes are disjoint, notice that £(Q') + £(Q) < C|z — 2/| and
1€(Q) — &(Q")| < Clz — 2'|. Hence

[vj(2) — v ()] <vj(2) — Yo(€(Q))] + [¥0(§(Q)) — Yo (E(Q))] + [v;(z") — Yo (&(Q))]
<C(U(Q) +1€(Q) — E(@ + Q) < Clz — 4]

Having shown that each v; is a minimal Lipschitz graph and that u;|y =
o, the CH1/4 regularity of v; up to A in B:/z follows now from standard
Schauder estimates.

However, because of the decay to the cone Cgy at the point 0, the normal
derivatives of each v; at 0 is in fact 0. Observe that u1 <wug < ... <y, on
their domain of definition. In particular the Hopf maximum principle implies
that all of these functions coincide. Thus T U; is, in a neighborhood U of
0, a single C11/4 graph with boundary A N U and multiplicity K0,i- O

With the obvious modifications of the proof given above, one can prove
the following e-regularity result:
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Corollary 13.2 (e-regularity). Let p € N\ {0,1,2} and Cy be as in As-
sumption 1.8, with (m — 1)-dimensional spine V, i.e. of the form

No
Co = Z ko, [Hoy]
i=1
where Ho ; are the (distinct) pages of the open book So = spt(Cp) and ko; €
NN [1, g) are such that ), ko; = p. Then there is a constant ) > 0 depending
only on p,m,n and Cy with the following property. If T, X, and q are as
in Assumption 1.8 with n = 7, then Sing(T) N Biyy(q) is a classical free
boundary as in Definition 1.2, with the additional information that:
(i) The coefficients k; in Definition 1.2 coincide with Ko ;;
(ii) The tangent to Sing(T') at q is V;
(iii) The tangent to each T'; at q is Hy ;.

13.2. Flat singular points for even moduli. We next come to the proof
of Corollary 1.5. Fix thus T, p = 2Q, X, €0, and ¢ as in the statement.
Clearly ©7(q) = Q. Consider the set Tan (T, q) of cones which are tangent
to T" at ¢ and subdivide it into

Tany := {S € Tan (T, q) : S = Q[n] for some m-plane 7}

and
Tan,,¢ := Tan (T, q) \ Tany .
Consider now Z € Tan,,; and let V' be its spine, which is given by
Vi={z:0z(z) =Q}.

Since Z is not flat, dim (V') < m—1. On the other hand if it were m—1, then
Proposition 3.5 and Theorem 1.4 would imply that Z is the unique tangent
cone to T at ¢. So we must necessarily have dim (V) < m — 2. Consider
now a point x € spt(Z) which is not regular, i.e. « € Sing(Z). If a tangent
cone to Z at x is Q ['] for some plane 7/, then z € V. If x € Sing(T) \ V
then no tangent cone to Z can be flat, because the multiplicity would have
to be an integer k € {1,...,Q — 1} and then = would be regular by White’s
theorem [17]. Next, by Proposition 3.5, if a tangent cone to Z at x has
(m — 1)-dimensional spine, then ©z(x) = @ and thus z € V. We conclude
that

e if z € Sing(Z) \ V, then the spine of any tangent cone to Z at x has
dimension at most m — 2.

From the Almgren’s stratification theorem we then conclude that dimy (Sing(Z)\
V) < m — 2. But then the Hausdorff dimension of the whole Sing(Z7) is at
most m—2. This in turn implies that Z is a classical area-minimizing current
without boundary. Indeed, take first a connected component U of Reg(Z).
On U the multiplicity of Z must be a constant mod(p). On the other hand,
since this regular part is not part of the spine of the cone, such multiplicity
cannot be congruent to § = Q. It is thus simple to see that it can be chosen
to be constant as an integer valued function. Recalling that Z is a precise
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representative, we conclude that the support of 0Z must be contained in
the singular set Sing(Z). Since 0Z is a flat chain supported in a set of zero
H"~l-dimensional measure, a well-known theorem of Federer implies that
07 = 0.

We are now ready to show that Tan,, s = (). Assume otherwise and for each
Z € Tan (T, q) consider now its spherical cross section (Z,|-|,1). Observe
that the space of such cross sections is a compact subset of the space of
mod(p) cycles in OBy in the topology of 3}%2. For each Z € Tan,; we
consider the function

A(Z) = min{ 3, ((Z,] - ,1) = (S,] -, 1)) : § € Tany}.
Now, d(Z) > 0. We claim that:
(Con) if Tan, s # 0 then there is og > 0 such that

Vs € (0,00) 3Z € Tan(T, q) such that d(Z) = s. (13.7)
The latter is an easy consequence of the observation that the function
d(r) = min{FE ((Tys|-1,1) = (S,]-],1)) : S € Tans}

is continuous in r and that, if T, ,, — Z, then d(ry) — d(Z). Having these
two properties in mind, we let o := d(Z) for some fixed chosen Zy € Tan,, .
Then there is py | 0 such that T}, ,, — Zp. On the other hand there is also
r 1 0 such that T}, ,, — Sp € Tany. W.l.o.g. we can assume r < pj. Next,
d(pr) — d(Zp) = oo and d(rr) — 0. Fix therefore s € (0,00). Then for
every sufficiently large k there must be a 7, € (7, p) such that d(7x) = s.
Since by extraction of a subsequence we can assume T}, ., — Z for some
Z € Tan (T, q), we then conclude

d(Z) = kh_}ngo d(ty) = s,

thus proving (13.7). Next, consider s = % and let Zj, be the corresponding
element of Tan(7T,q) such that d(Zy) = +. Then Zy — Q[x] for some
m-dimensional 7 in the flat topology mod(p) on every bounded open set.
On the other hand since both Z; and @ [r] are integral cycles, the latter
convergence takes place in the usual flat topology of integer rectifiable cycles
as well. In particular, since Z} is area-minimizing and has codimension 1
in T,%, for a sufficiently large k the regularity theory implies that Z, is in
fact everywhere regular. But since Zj is a cone, it must then be a flat cone,
ie. @ [mi] for some m-dimensional plane 7. On the other hand the latter
conclusion would imply d(Z;) = 0, while we know that d(Zy) = % >0 O

13.3. Proof of Proposition 1.7. We fix coordinates x1, z2, z3 in R3, con-
sider a cycle mod(p) S which is invariant under rotations around the x3
axis and let T" be an area-minimizing current mod(p) with 0T = S. The
following is a well-known fact:

Lemma 13.3. T is invariant with respect to rotations around the x3 axis.
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Proof. Fix a minimizer 7' which is a representative mod(p) and let 7 : R® —
R* be given by 7(z1,x2,23) = /23 + 3. We denote by Cs the closed set
{r < 4} and observe that, by the monotonicity formula,

IT1(Cs) < C6

for some constant C' independent of §. Moreover, up to a rotation around
x3 we can assume that ||T||({x2 = 0}) = 0. Introduce next the function
0(x1,x2,x3) which gives the angle between (x1,x2,0) and the z; axis. We
will assume that 6 is defined on the complement of H := {xy = 0,27 < 0}.
Even though € is just locally Lipschitz, we can define the current (7', 6, «) L r
by taking the limit of the currents

<T6707Q>LT7

where Ts = T'L(Cs U H)°. Tt follows easily that

M{T,0,a)l r)doa =M(TLrdf) < M(T).

So
1
essinf, M((T,0,a)L.r) < %M(T) .

On the other hand, for a set of full measure of «, if we construct an integer
rectifiable current by rotating the current (7,6, ) around the z3 axis we
find a current 7" with 97" = Smod(p) and

M(T) < M(T") = 2eM((T,0,a) ).

This shows that indeed M(T'Ldf) = M(T'), which in turn shows that T'
must be invariant under rotations around the z3 axis. O

Using the notation of the Lemma we observe that (S,6,0) is a sum of
Dirac masses
i

T is then obtained by rotating around the z3 axis the current Ty in {1 > 0}
with the property that 97y = S mod(p) and Ty minimizes the mass relative
to the Riemannian metric § = z1(d2? + dr3). It is easy to see that T
consists of the union of finitely many geodesic arcs (in the metric §) with
integer weights and which meet in a finite number of singular points. In
particular the singular set of T' consists of finitely many circles ; contained
in planes {x3 = ¢;} and centered at (0,0, ¢;). It suffices to show that for an
appropriate choice of the P;’s and of their weights at least one “singular”
circle must be present. This however can be arranged by choosing p distinct
P;’s and multiplicities k; = 1, with the additional property that the P;’s are
not all contained in a single geodesic. O
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APPENDIX A. ON TWO NOTIONS OF FLAT DISTANCE

Recall that, for any (relatively) closed subset C of an open set  C R™*",
the group .%,,(C) of m-dimensional integral flat chains in C consists of all
m-~dimensional currents 7" in €2 for which there exists a compact set K C C
such that

T=R+0Z
for some integer rectifiable currents R and Z (of the appropriate dimensions)
with support spt(R),spt(Z) C K. Given an integer p > 2, and following
Federer [6], one endows .%,,(C) with a family of pseudo-distances as follows:
if T € #,(C) and K C C is compact, then one sets

FLAT) = inf {M(R) +M(Z): R € Bn(K), Z € Bpsr(K)

such that T'= R + 0Z + pP for some P € fm(K)}
(A1)

Then, if T, S € %,,(C) one defines the flat distance modulo p between T’
and S in K to be the quantity .#%.(T — S). Notice that such distance may
be infinite. Given T, S € .%,,(C), we say that T = Smod(p) if there exists
a compact set K C C such that #%.(T — S) = 0.

The definition of flat distance mod(p) proposed in (A.1l) is ill-behaved
with respect to localization. Consider, as an examples, two integer rectifiable
currents T, S € %,,(B2) such that spt(7 —S) C B;. The quantity 55%1 (T -
S) is certainly finite, bounded above by M(T — S). If, on the other hand,
one wanted to measure the localized flat distance mod(p) between 7" and
S in, say, Bys, the definition (A.1) would produce f%l/z(T - 95) =

unless spt(T — S) C By /2. An obvious solution to this apparently minor
issue would be to modify the definition so that 9’% (T'— S) is given by
1/2

7 % ) ((T — S)L By /). Although natural, such approach is not completely
1/2
satisfactory either, since the resulting distances .% %1 (T'—S) and 9’% ) (T -
1/2

S) may not be comparable, and in particular it is false, in general, that the
former controls the latter. To see this, let R and Z be almost optimal for
9% (T'—95), so that

1

T—-S=R+0Z+pP and M(R)+M(Z) < J‘%1(T—S)+e.

An obvious attempt would be to use R and Z as competitors to estimate

the localized distance ff% ) (T'—S). On one hand,
1/2

(T—S)LBl/Q :RI_B1/2+(8Z)I_B1/2 +pP|_B1/2,

so that a competitor decomposition of (T'— )L B/, may be obtained by
applying the slicing formula [13, Lemma 28.5] to get

(T'=S)LByy=RLByy—(Z,||,1/2) + 0(ZL Bys) + pPLBys.
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On the other hand, the slice (Z,] - |,1/2) at the given radius r = 1/2 may
not even be defined, and, even if it were, its mass may be arbitrarily large.
Of course, any fixed neighborhood of » = 1/2 contains radii 7’ such that
the corresponding slices enjoy good mass estimates (which degenerate as
the neighborhoods shrink), but the fact that (A.1) does not allow to gain
control at a fixed sub-scale makes its use rather inconvenient when it comes
to the regularity statements that are needed in the present paper.

In order to overcome these issues, we are going to define here an alterna-
tive notion of flat (pseudo)-distance mod(p), inspired by that proposed by
Simon in [13]. While the two definitions are not metrically equivalent in a
given compact set, they induce the same notion of convergence on .%#,,(C)
(see Proposition A.2 below) and, in particular, the same equivalence classes
mod(p). Let © and C be as above, and assume, for the sake of simplicity,
that C' is a Lipschitz neighborhood retract of R™*". For any T € .%#,,(C),
and for any open set W CC 2, we define

Fh(T) i= inf {[RIW) + | Z[(W) i R € Bn(), Z € B ()

such that T'= R + 0Z + pP for some P € ﬂm(Q)} ,
(A.2)

and then we let the modified flat distance modulo p between T, S € %, (C)
in W to be Z5,(T — S).

Notice that, since integral currents are dense in the space of integral flat
chains with respect to (classical) flat distance, (A.2) is unchanged if we re-
place the condition P € .%,(Q) with P € .%,,(Q). Furthermore, since C' is
a Lipschitz neighborhood retract of R™%™, one could require the currents
R,Z, and P to be (compactly) supported in C' rather than in € and ob-
tain a comparable definition of 525/ (T') to the one in (2.3), with comparison
constant depending only on the Lipschitz constant of the retraction. Since
we are only interested in the notion of convergence induced by the fam-
ily {fjﬁ,}w on Z,(C) and the corresponding equivalence classes mod(p),
we shall not enforce this requirement here (see also [5, Remark 1.1]). Ob-
serve that the quantity P is monotone non-decreasing with respect to set
inclusion, namely #F,,(T) < Zh(T) it W' C W.

The following proposition shows that, when T is integer rectifiable, the
value of %P in an open set depends only on the restriction of T' to the open
set itself.

Proposition A.1. Let Q and C be as above, and let T € %, (C). For any
open set W CC €2, it holds

A~

FE(T) = FE(TLW). (A.3)
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Proof. For any 6 > 0, let R? € %,,(Q), Z° € %y 11(Q), and P° € .7,,(Q) be
such that

T=R40Z2°4pP°  and  ||[R°|(W)+|Z°||(W) < FE(T)+6. (A4)
We can then write
TLW =T -TL@R™"\W)=R’—-TL(@R™™"\ W)+ 0z’ +pP°
so that
Fh(TLW) < [R(W) + | 2°(W) < F}(T) +5,
and thus the inequality
FE(TLW) < .Z8(T) (A.5)
follows from the arbitrariness of d.

For the converse, for any § > 0 let now R € Z,,(Q), Z° € Zny1(Q), and
P € 7,,(Q) be such that

TLW = R°+3Z°+pP°  and  |R||(W)+||Z°||(W) < FE(TLW)+6.
(A.6)
We can then write

T:TLW+TL(Rm+n\W):R5+T|_(Rm+n\W)—|—8Z6—|—pP6,

which, since T'L (R™+" \ W) is integer rectifiable with zero localized mass
in W, yields

F(T) < |[RN(W) + | 2°|(W) < FR(TLW) +5, (A7)
and the conclusion follows again from the arbitrariness of §. O

The following proposition compares the values of .Z? and %P for a given
flat chain T

Proposition A.2. Let C C Q be a Lipschitz neighborhood retract of R™+™,
and let T' be in F,(C).

(a) Let K C C be a compact set. Then
Fh(T) < FR(T) (A-8)
for all open sets W CC Q.

(b) Let W CC Q be an open set. For every € > 0 there exists an open
set U. C CNW with dist(U;, Rt \ W) < & such that

FATLU:) < Ce FhAT), (A.9)

where C. — 0o as € — 0.
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Proof. Proof of (a). We can assume that .Z7(T) < oo, otherwise the
inequality is trivial. In particular, spt(T) C K. For any § > 0, let R® €
R (K), Z° € Rppy1(K), and P? € %, (K) be such that

T=R +02°+pP° and  M(R®) +M(Z%) < F2(T) +3.
In particular, since R®, Z°, and P° are supported in K, it holds
IR [[(W") + | Z° (W) = M(R’) + M(Z°) < F(T) +6

for all open sets W/ cC Q such that K € W’. Thus, for any W as in the
statement, letting W’ CC € be any open set containing W U K we have

Fi (T) < |RY(W) + (| 2°)|(W) < |[R°||(W) + | 2°||(W') < FR(T) + 6,
so that (A.8) follows by letting § | 0.

Proof of (b). Let Ry, € % (), Zn, € Zm+1(R2), and Py, € 7,(Q2) be
such that

T =Ry +0Zu+pPr,  ||Rall(W) + 1 Z4|(W) < Z2,(T) + % . (A.10)
Letting II: R™™ — C be a Lipschitz retraction, we can first replace the
currents Ry, Zp, and P, with Iy Ry, I3 2y, and 11 P, respectively, in such
a way that the first part of (A.10) holds with currents Ry, Zp, and P,
supported on C', whereas the inequality in the second part still holds with
the right-hand side multiplied by L := Lip(I1)™*! in case Lip(IT) > 1. Next,
fix £ > 0, and let dy denote the function dy (q) := dist(¢, R™*™™ \ W). By
[13, Lemma 28.5], it holds

/aM((Zh,dW,CJ’))da <||Zn|(W) <L <£?5V(T) - %) , (A.11)
0

so that there exists o € (0,¢) and, for every § > 0 there exists a subsequence
h(¢) such that

sup M({Zp,p), dw, o)) <
0>1

FhA(T)+6. (A.12)

Then, let
Us:={qeC: dwl(q) >0}, K. :=U.. (A.13)

Notice that U, € CNW is open, K. is compact, and dist(K., R™T"\W) <
e by the choice of 0. Next, we can write from (A.10) and the slicing formula

TLU, = Rh(Z) LU: + (OZW)) LU: + pPh(g) LU,
= Ry L Uz + (Zn(e), dw, 0) + (Zp(ey) L Ue) + p Py L U,

so that combining (A.10) and (A.12) yields
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yﬁs(TLUa) < I\/I(Rh(g) |_U€) + M(Zh(g) L Ue) + M((Zh(g),dw,()'»
1 S L
< - a P _— .
(A.14)

and (A.9) follows by letting first £ — oo and then 6 — 0.
O

Corollary A.3. If T € %, (C) and W CC Q is such that j{,’v(T) =0, then
TLU = 0mod(p) for every U CcC W.

Proof. From Proposition A.2(b) it follows that there exists U’ with CNU C
U’ C CNW such that ZL(T'LU’) = 0, so that TL U’ = 0 mod(p). In

particular, since T is integer rectifiable there exists a rectifiable current R
such that TLU’ = p R, which in turn gives TLU = p RLU = 0 mod(p). O

APPENDIX B. PROOF OoF LEMMA 4.6

The Lemma will be a simple consequence of a compactness argument and
of the following extreme case.

Lemma B.1. Let C and S be as in Lemma 4.6. There exists n; = m(S) > 0
with the following property. Let T be a representative mod(p) in By C R™*+™
with 0T LB = O0mod(p). If

E(T,8,0,1)=0 and F (T —C)<2m (B.1)
then
TLB; =CLB;. (B.2)
Proof. To fix the notation, let x; € [1,7/2) N Z and H; be such that

N
C :Zm [H,] .

Let T be as in the statement. The first hypothesis in (B.1) implies that
spt(T) N By C S. Given that 9T = Omod(p), the constancy lemma for
currents mod(p) [5, Lemma 7.4] applied on each page H; of the book S
implies that there are integers 6; with |6;| € [0, %] such that
N
TLB; =) 6;[H]LB; mod(p). (B.3)
i=1
Since there are only finitely many classes of integer rectifiable representatives
mod(p) having the structure (B.3) which are not congruent to C mod(p) in
B, the minimum of their ffgl—dis‘cance from C is positive by Corollary A.3.

If we let 271 be this value, the condition jﬁl(T — C) < 2 forces
TLB; =CLB; mod(p). (B.4)
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The conclusion in (B.2) then follows from the fact that 7" is representative
and all multiplicities on C satisfy x; < /2. g

Proof of Lemma 4.6. By (4.5) and standard slicing and compactness, there
exist o € (1,3/2) and a rectifiable current 7" in B, which is representative
mod(p) with (97) L B, = 0 mod(p) such that F& (LB, —T) — 0. In
particular, jﬁl(Tj —T) — 0 by Propositions A.1 and A.2.

For every A > 0, setting U, := {q € B, : dist?(¢,S) > )\} we have that

T <A [ st S)din) =AE@ S D). (B5)
B1

Since Tj,T are representatives mod(p), and the mass mod(p) is lower semi-

continuous with respect to the flat convergence mod(p) in U, for almost

every A > 0, we conclude from (B.5) that spt(7') N B; € SN By, and thus

E(7,S,1) = 0. Lemma B.1 then implies that 7L B; = CL By, and the

proof is complete. O

ArPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA 4.7

We first prove the statement for R = 1, and then we show how to deduce
(4.11) in full generality. Let C be the cone C = C’ x [V™7!], where
C’ is a singular one-dimensional cone in the orthogonal complement V- of
V in R™*T" (with S’ := spt(C’) contained in some two-dimensional linear
subspace of V+). We consider a retraction F’: V+ ~ R"*! — 8/ satisfying
the following properties:

(i) F’ is 1-homogeneous
(ii) F’]aB?ﬂ agrees with the closest point projection onto S’ NGB! =
{v(i)}}¥, in a tubular neighborhood of this set;
(iii) F” is smooth outside of 0 and L-Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant
L=L(S);

(iv) |F'(z) — x| < Cdist(x,S’) for some C' = C(S').

For instance F’ can be constructed as follows (cf. Figure 6): we fix p €
(0,1/8) and a corresponding tubular neighborhood

Usp = {x € 9B« dist(x, {v(i)}iLy) < 2p}
where a closest point projection F, : Ua, — {v(i)}Y, is uniquely defined.
Then we extend Fjj to 9B by setting
Fi(z) = ¢(|z — Fy(2)) Fy(2),

where 0 < ¢(t) < 1 is a smooth cut-off with ¢(¢) =1 for ¢t < p and ¢(¢t) =0
for t > 2p. Finally, we let F’: R"*! — S’ be the 1-homogenous extension

F'(z) = |z| F] < v > .

]
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FIGURE 6. A visual illustration of the map F. In the non-
shaded areas F' takes the constant value 0. In each of the
four darker shaded areas F'(x) is the unique point in the cen-
tral halfline such that |F(z)| = |z| (hence each thick arc is
mapped into its middle point v(7)). In the remaining lighter
shaded areas the map F' is extended to be Lipschitz, while
still taking values in the nearest thick halfline.

We remark that p, and thus the Lipschitz constants of ¢ and F’, depend on
the smallest opening angle between two distinct branches of C’. Now, if x
is such that ‘—i‘ € U, we have that

7 <1> oz
F\al) e
If, instead, ¢ U, then dist(x,S") > ¢, |z|, whereas |F'(z) — z| < |z], so

that (iv) holds for an appropriate constant C'(S).
Next, we extend F” to a retraction F': R — S by setting

F(q) := (F'(2),y) for ¢ = (z,y) eV x V,
so that property (iv) implies
|F(q) — q| < C(S)dist(q,S) for all ¢ € R™*™. (C.1)
Consider now the linear homotopy H : [0, 1] x R™*" — R™*" defined by
H(t,q) == (1—=t)qg+tF(q),

and deduce from (C.1) that choosing 7y = 1(C) suitably small we can
ensure that

|F'(z) — 2| = || < 2dist(x,S’).

for all ¢ € [0,1].

(C.2)

Let now T be as in the statement, and apply the polyhedral approxima-
tion theorem mod(p) [8, Theorem 3.4] to the restriction 7'L By in order to
determine, by exploiting the assumptions (4.8) and (4.9), a sequence {03 }72

N —

lg] > % and dist(q,S) < 2n = |H(t,q)| >
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of positive numbers with §; — 07 as k — oo and a sequence {P}72, of
representative mod(p) integral polyhedral chains in By such that

ygl(TLBl — Py) < 0,
M(P,) < MP(TLBy) + 0,
|Pe|l = || 7| in By as k — oo,
MP((0P;)LB1_5,) < 0,
spt?(0P;,) \ Bi_s C {dist(-,S) < o + 0%} .

We can then apply the H-homotopy formula to each Py, and if Si is any
representative mod(p) of 0P, we can write

FyP = Py = 0 (By([(0, D] x ) — Hy([(0, D] x S) = 0Z; + Wy mod(p) .

(C.3)
By the properties of Py and (C.2), |[Wg[[(Bis) < 6 for all k sufficiently
large. Hence, we can estimate for all such k

T, (FPye = P) < 6+ | Zil|(Buga) (C4)

so that, letting 7" denote a representative mod(p) of Fy(T'L B;), we have

@ -1) <tint (5, (1~ FR) +26+C6) [ 1P~ d IR0
1

< lign inf (ﬁgu (T" — FyPy,) + 26, + C(S) /
—00 2

dist(-S) dumr)
B;

=C(9) [ dist(,8)d|T].
(C.5)

Finally we note that T" is supported in S, and that spt?(0T") N B/, = 0.
Estimating

7, (T'=C)=F (T' - FO)

< lim inf (ﬁgm (T' = FyPy) + Lip(F)"' 7} (P - C))

k—o00

(4.10)
< Lip(F)™ 1y
(C.6)

we see then that, modulo possibly choosing a smaller 72(S), we can apply
Lemma B.1 and conclude that 7"L B, /2 = CL B, which proves the state-
ment for R = 1.

When R < 1, we can repeat the above proof replacing TLB with TrL_Bq,
where Tr := (no,r);T. The assumptions (4.8) to (4.10) hold for Tg by
scaling, and if P is a polyhedral approximation of TrL.B; we can let T}, be
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a representative mod(p) of Fy(Tr L By) so that, setting 7" := (19 g-1)T 5,
(C.5) becomes

ﬁgm (T'—-T) < C(S) R™ ! /

dist(-,S) d|[Txl| = C(S) / dist(-, S) d|| ]|,
B BR

(C.7)
and the statement follows by arguing as above that 7L Bg,, , = CLBg),
by Lemma B.1. O

APPENDIX D. PROOFS OF LEMMA 4.8 AND LEMMA 4.9

Proof of Lemma 4.8. Let W, Z, P be such that T — S =W +0Z 4+ pP in
B3k and

Wl (B2r) +11Z]] (B2r) < 275, (T - 5). (D.1)
Since both T" and S have finite mass in B3g, we can assume that || 0Z||(Bar) <
oo. Pick ¢ € (spt(T") \ spt(S)) N Bg, and set d = d(q) as in the statement.
Observe that by assumption we have 0 < d < 2 R. By slicing theory, we
may select ¢ < o < & such that M((Z, 04,0)) < 4d~1 || Z|| (Ba(q)), where
ov(q") = |¢' — q|. Note that B, (q) Nspt(S) = 0, so that

T1LBs(q) = WLBs(q) = (Z, 0:0) + 0(ZL Bo(q)) +p PLBs(q).
Let us fix a Lipschitz retraction F : R™*™ — 3. Since spt(T) C X we have

TLBo(q) = Fy (WLB,(q) — (Z,04,0)) + 0Fy(ZLBo(q)) +p F4(PLB,(q)) -
(D.2)
Since T is area minimizing mod(p), (D.2) implies that, for some constant

¢ =C(m),

%gm < M(TLB,(q)) < M(E,(W LBy, (q) — (Z, 0,0)))
) (D.3)
< Lip(E)™ (V1 (Bar) + 2 121 (Bar)

where in the first inequality we have used the almost monotonicity of the
mass density ratio stemming from the minimality together with the assump-
tion that |Ax|/re < 1. Plugging (D.1) into (D.3), we conclude that

min{l,0}c™ < Cﬁ]gQR(T - 9)
which completes the proof. O
Proof of Lemma 4.9. Let q € spt(T) N By, \ K, and set 2p := dist(q, K).
Note that p < 1/1, and that dist(¢’, K) > p for all ¢ € B,(¢q). Hence using

minimality and the resulting almost monotonicity of the mass density ratio
of T' we deduce

1 _ .
5/)’” <M(TLB,(q)) <p 2/ dist*(¢', K) d||T|| (¢), (D.4)
Bp(‘])

which completes the proof. O
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APPENDIX E. PROOF OF LEMMA 8.2

In order to simplify our notation we write R for R;. For a fixed a > 0,
and for any 0 < r < R, we consider the vector field

W () = 1 1 \"
T \max(rfgmre R )

We then insert g?W,,, in the first variation formula (2.2) to derive

2 7 . m 2 . m 2
[ W iraimi= [ i g [ gt

“af @D 417 (g) + (m +a) / 20— im) @
Br\B, |q/™T Br\B, |q|mtat2

T / Wl . vg 7],
Br

where W;f ~(q) denotes the projection on the tangent plane to T" at g of the
vector Wy r(q). Observe that W[ (¢) is in fact parallel to ¢*. Now we can
use the homogeneity of g and the identity ¢ = ¢ + ¢ to deduce that

Va*(@)-q" = 2kg*(q) —29(a)Vy(q)- ¢~ > (2k —~ %) (g) - 2

~[Vg(a)Plgt]?
In particular we may choose a = 2k — «, € = « to estimate

g
[ pwa, drd|r) > TR0 [ g M2 [ g
a,r T m+2k—a
Br r B, Br

Rm+2k—a
2 112
o 9°(q) / Y
P) s 4Tl (9) + (m+ 2k —a A—TE il (g
2 /BR\& |g|mt2k—a I (9) + € ) BB, lgmtEEa 17| (q)

X3 s~ ) V9@l AT @
o Jp, \max(r,|q|)mt-a  Rmilh-a 9\q)1"1q q) .

To bound the left hand side |g2W, . - Hrl(q) < C||gl|% AR|q|*~™, valid for
lg| < R, and exploit the monotonicity formula to estimate

[ warrap) < 3
Br

We thus conclude

2

a @ i m + 2k / ) 1B
Timrah—a & <—7Rm d||T|| + CA n= A=

2 ‘/]3R\B'r ’q‘m+2k—a || H (Q) ok—a BRg || || HgHoo Rm—o

2 / Vg(q) gt

+ —
B, max(r, [g|) e

a|[Tl (q)-

a

Letting r | 0 we then conclude (8.2).
Next recall the ”classical” monotonicity formula (which in fact is a par-
ticular case of the identities above, where we set a =0, h =1, R = p, and
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let again r | 0):

|2 p"™ [ ¢t Hr(q)
e 0—TB+pm/ d|T) (q) = 2= [ L2009 gupy(q).
7(0)—||T (B,) N 17| (q) s, " 17| ()
(E.1)

Next recall that

* O7(0) > O¢(0) = p™[|C|(By);
e The identities

[ stabanto) = [ 505 By

/F|q| a0 = [ 10 S @),

valid for any nonnegative Radon measure p such that u({0}) = 0
(provided we interpret the derivative dt( (B:)) distributionally as a
nonnegative Radon measure v on [0, R]).

We conclude (8.3) by first differentiating (E.1) in p, then multiplying by
f(p), and finally integrating in p between 0 and R.

ApPPENDIX F. QUANTITATIVE STRATIFICATION AND PROOF OF
Sm—2 — Sm—2
n

Recall the definition of the classical stratification
StcStc...c8™ ! c 8™ =spt(T) )\ spt?(OT)

of spt(T') \ spt?(9T) introduced in Section 3. Following [10] (see also [5]),
we give the following definition of a notion of local almost symmetry for an
integral varifold V.

Definition F.1. Let V be an m-dimensional integral varifold in R™*", For
ke{l,...,m}and n > 0, we say that V is (k,n)-almost symmetric in a ball
B (q) if there exists a varifold cone C with spine of dimension k such that
the varifold distance between CL B;(0) and ((74,5)4V) L B1(0) is smaller
than 7.

Let now T be as in Definition 1.1, and suppose that spt?(9T)NBy(0) = 0,
so that the associated varifold || T’|| has bounded generalized mean curvature
in B2(0). For k=0,...,m—1,n >0, and r > 0 we then introduce the set

S,];’T = {q € B1(0) Nspt(T) : ||T]| is not (k + 1, n)-almost symmetric
in Bs(q) for all s € [r, 1)} ,

as well as the quantitative strata

st

r>0



100 C. DE LELLIS, J. HIRSCH, A. MARCHESE, L. SPOLAOR, AND S. STUVARD

so that
k _ k
SFnB1(0) = S
n>0
In this section we prove the following result, which follows as a simple con-
sequence of the theory developed in the paper.

Proposition F.2. Let p > 3 be odd, and let T be as in Definition 1.1.
Suppose that dim(X) = m + 1, and that spt?(0T) N Ba(0) = 0. Then,
S™" 2N By(0) = ‘S',’Z’"b_2 for some n > 0.

Proof. Suppose that the statement is false, and let, for h > 1 integer, ¢ €
B,(0)NS™2 \5]7’2_2, where 7, — 07. By definition of quantitative strata,
there are then radii r;, € (0, 1) and cones Cj, with (m — 1)-dimensional spine
such that
distyar (75, L B1(0),Cr L B1(0)) <y, (F.1)

where T}, := (ng,,,r, )#T and distyar denotes varifold distance. By the slicing
formula mod(p) and (F.1), both M(7},LB;(0)) and MP(9(T;,LB1(0))) are
uniformly bounded in A, so that combining (F.1) with [5, Proposition 5.2]
and Lemma 4.8 we deduce the existence of a (not relabeled) subsequence
such that, when h — oo, the currents 7} converge, both with respect to
the topology induced by ﬁgl and in the sense of varifolds in B1(0), to a
representative mod(p) current Cy which is (the restriction to B;(0) of) an
area minimizing cone mod(p) with no boundary mod(p) in B1(0) and spine
of dimension at least m — 1, and such that the excess of T} in B1(0) with
respect to spt(Cy) converges to zero.

Let now ¢ be the limit of a (not relabeled) subsequence of g,. If p :=
lim supj,_,o, 7n > 0, then evidently

T=q+GCy in Bp/z(‘]) . (F.2)

In particular, Cy cannot be a flat plane, since ¢ is a limit of singular points
qn- Hence, Cy has (m — 1)-dimensional spine, and thus, in a neighborhood
of g, all singular points of 7' belong to S™ !\ S™~2, contradicting the
assumption on g, — q.

Therefore, we can assume that 7, — 0. Also in this case, we can exclude
that Cy is a flat plane: indeed, should that happen, White’s regularity
theorem would readily imply that T}, are regular for all h sufficiently large,
a contradiction. Hence, we can assume that Cp has (m — 1)-dimensional
spine Vp, and, by minimality, that its support is contained in mg := T53.

Now, fix 6 € (0,1/8). By Proposition 9.4, we then have that for all h >
ho(6) there is a point g, € B;s(0) such that ©7, (¢,) > £. For ¢ sufficiently
small and for all h sufficiently large, the currents 7}, (and the manifolds
Sp =7, (2 — gqn)) satisfy the Assumptions of Corollary 13.2 with ¢ = gj,
and with Cy replaced by (Oy);Co, where Oy, is a rotation of R™*™ such
that Op(mo) = 15, Xp. In particular, Sing(7},) N Bi/(qn) is a classical free
boundary. Rescaling back, we then deduce that, setting g, := qn + 71 G,
Sing(T) N By, 19(qn) is a classical free boundary for all h sufficiently large.



SINGULARITIES OF AREA MINIMIZING HYPERSURFACES MODULO 2k +1 101

Since |G, — qn| < drp, up to possibly choosing 4 smaller, we then have
that T has, at gp, a unique tangent cone with (m — 1)-dimensional spine, a
contradiction to ¢, € 8™~ 2 which concludes the proof. O

APPENDIX G. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6

First of all, irrespectively of the codimension of T, note that at every point
x € 8™\ 8™ ! there is at least one tangent cone which is flat, and which,
because p = 3, has multiplicity 1. By Allard’s regularity Theorem, cf. [1],
every such point is thus regular. Next, at every point € S~ 1\ 8™ 2 at
least one tangent cone consists of three half m-dimensional planes meeting at
120 degrees at an (m—1)-dimensional linear subspace. We can thus apply the
theory in [14] (because the multiplicity on the regular part is always 1) and
thus conclude that S™~1\ §™~2 is locally a classical free boundary. Now, in
general codimension, Appendix F and [10] imply that S™? is rectifiable and
has locally finite ™2 measure, while in codimension 1, [15] implies that
S™=2\ 873 is empty (because there are no codimension 1 area minimizing
cones mod 3 with (m—2)-dimensional spine. We can thus apply Appendix
F and the theory in [10] and conclude that ™3 is rectifiable and has locally
finite H™ 3 Hausdorff measure.
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