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MIN-MAX THEORY FOR CAPILLARY SURFACES

CHAO LI, XIN ZHOU, AND JONATHAN J. ZHU

Abstract. We develop a min-max theory for the construction of capillary surfaces in 3-
manifolds with smooth boundary. In particular, for a generic set of ambient metrics, we
prove the existence of nontrivial, smooth, almost properly embedded surfaces with any given
constant mean curvature c, and with smooth boundary contacting at any given constant angle
θ. Moreover, if c is nonzero and θ is not π

2
, then our min-max solution always has multiplicity

one. We also establish a stable Bernstein theorem for minimal hypersurfaces with certain
contact angles in higher dimensions.

0. Introduction

Capillary surfaces are the mathematical model for the interfaces between incompressible
immiscible fluids. If a liquid occupies a region Ωn+1 in a container Mn+1 (a Riemannian
manifold with boundary), then Gauss’ free energy consists of the following terms: the free

surface energy Hn(∂ΩxM̊), the wetting energy Hn(∂Ωx∂M), and a potential energy of the
liquid. Assuming homogeneity of the liquid and the container, this energy can be written as

(0.1) A(Ω) = Hn(∂ΩxM̊) + (cos θ)Hn(∂Ωx∂M)− cVol(Ω).

Capillary surfaces are then critical points of the functional (0.1); for classical solutions the

boundary Σ = ∂Ω ∩ M̊ satisfies the following elliptic partial differential equation subject to
Neumann-type boundary conditions

H = c, on Σ

〈ν, η〉 = cos θ, on ∂Σ,
(0.2)

where H is the mean curvature and ν the outer surface normal on Σ, η is the outer normal
of ∂M in M and c, θ are constants1. Since then, there has been a large amount of interdisci-
plinary investigations on the stationary solutions and local minimizers of the A energy; see the
beautiful monograph of Finn [14] for an overview from antiquity. However, there have been
very few general existence results for capillary surfaces, particularly with prescribed mean
curvature and contact angle.

In this paper, we construct, via a min-max method, nontrivial capillary surfaces of any
prescribed constant mean curvature and contact angle, for generic set of ambient metrics:

Theorem 0.1. Let M3 be a compact manifold with smooth boundary ∂M . There is an open,
dense set of Riemannian metrics on M such that the following holds: Given any c ∈ R and
any θ ∈ (0, π2 ] there exists a nontrivial, smooth, almost properly embedded surface Σ ⊂ M
which has constant mean curvature c and smooth boundary ∂Σ contacting ∂M with angle θ.

Here the generic set of metrics consists of those for which the boundary mean curvature is
a Morse function. In fact, our min-max theory can handle any metric satisfying:

1In our convention, the mean curvature of a unit sphere in R
3 is 2.
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(⋆) If Σ →֒ M is an embedded surface of constant mean curvature with respect to g,
then Σ ∩ ∂M is contained in a countable union of connected, smoothly embedded
1-dimensional submanifolds.

Our theory is the first min-max theory for nonzero Neumann boundary conditions and
nonzero mean curvature, and builds upon work of the second and third named authors [50, 51]
for prescribed mean curvature surfaces, and of the second named author and M. Li [26] for
free boundary (θ = π

2 ) minimal surfaces.
As we were finishing writing the paper, we were pleased to learn that a min-max construc-

tion for the special case of capillary minimal surfaces (c = 0) in convex domains in R
3 was

independently carried out by De Masi and De Philippis [13]. Indeed, property (⋆) is designed
to rule out large sets of improper boundary touching; in the case of minimal Σ and convex
∂M , any boundary touching is ruled out (hence (⋆) is satisfied) by the maximum principle.

A key component of our theory is the establishment of curvature estimates for stable capil-
lary surfaces. To achieve these, we need a Bernstein-type theorem for stable capillary minimal
surfaces in a Euclidean half-space:

Theorem 0.2. Let R3
+ denote the half space {(x1, x2, x3) : x1 ≥ 0}, and suppose Σ2 ⊂ R

3
+ is

a properly immersed, two-sided capillary minimal surface. Suppose also that Σ has Euclidean
area growth, that is, there exists some C > 0 such that

Area(Σ ∩Br(0)) < Cr2

for any r > 0, and that Σ is stable for the capillary functional. Then Σ is planar.

Prior to the completion of this article, Hong-Saturnino [20] independently proved Theorem
0.2. Our approach differs from theirs and also admits generalisations to hypersurfaces Σn ⊂
R
n+1 of dimension 2 ≤ n ≤ 5 (with restrictions on the contact angle when n > 2); see

Remark 1.11 and Appendix C. We expect these Bernstein-type results to be of significant
independent interest in the study of capillary surfaces, just as the classical Bernstein theorem
is fundamental to the theory of minimal surfaces (without boundary). Note that the classical
Bernstein theorem holds for stable minimal hypersurfaces of dimension 2 ≤ n ≤ 6. We expect
the generalisations of 0.2 for dimension n > 2 to play an important role in the min-max
construction of capillary hypersurfaces in higher dimensions.

Historically, the study of capillary surfaces began in 1805, when Young [48] studied the
equilibrium state of liquid fluids, introducing the notion of mean curvature and proposing
the boundary contact angle condition of capillarity - nowadays also known as Young’s law.
These ideas were reintroduced by Laplace [22] and reformulated by Gauss [15] in 1830 through
introducing the free energy as in (0.1).

We are interested in the existence and regularity of stationary solutions Σ := ∂ΩxM̊ for
A. Interior regularity of Σ follows from the classical theory of minimal and constant mean
curvature surfaces, so a major challenge is the regularity near the boundary. A classical
result in this direction was due to Taylor [44], who proved C∞ boundary regularity for local
minimizing solutions when n = 3 and M is a general smooth Riemannian manifold with
boundary. Note that when θ = π

2 , Σ is called a varifold with free boundary, and its boundary
regularity was settled by Grüter [17] and Grüter-Jost [18]. When n ≥ 4, De Philippis-Maggi
obtained a sharp partial regularity result [12, Theorem 1.2] for local minimizers of much more
general capillary type functionals, allowing anisotropic surface energy, inhomogenous boundary
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adhesion and nonconstant gravitational energy2. Recently, minimizers of A have been used as
a key geometric tool by the first-named author [24] in proving Gromov’s geometric comparison
theorems for scalar curvature via Riemannian polyhedrons (see also [23, Section 1.2] on the
perspective of its higher dimensional extensions).

Our proof of Theorem 0.1 is based on a min-max approach for constructing (unstable)
critical points of the A functional. Min-max methods have been very successful recently in
the construction of minimal hypersurfaces, constant mean curvature (CMC) hypersurfaces,
and more generally hypersurfaces with prescribed mean curvature (PMC). These hypersur-
faces may be seen as critical points of the area functional, possibly under certain volume
constraints, or of modified area functionals. The Almgren-Pitts min-max theory [4, 5, 34, 36]
provided the first general existence result for closed minimal hypersurfaces, and was recently
greatly improved starting from the solution of the Willmore conjecture by Marques-Neves
[29]. Yau’s conjecture [47] on the existence of infinitely many closed minimal surfaces was
solved by combining the works of Marques-Neves [31] and Song [40]. For generic metrics,
Irie-Marques-Neves [21], Marques-Neves-Song [33] respectively proved density and equidistri-
bution results for closed minimal hypersurfaces, using the Weyl Law for the area functional by
Liokumovich-Marques-Neves [27]. In contrast, Song and the second-named author obtained
scarring results for closed minimal hypersurfaces surrounding any closed stable hypersurface
[41] using a cylindrical version of the Weyl law in [40]. Around the same time, a Morse theory
for the area functional was established: the second-named author [49] proved the Multiplicity
One Conjecture raised by Marques-Neves [30, 32] (see also Chodosh-Mantoulidis [11]). Us-
ing this, Marques-Neves [32] proved that, for bumpy metrics, there exists a closed minimal
hypersurface of Morse index p for each p ∈ N. Recently, the Morse inequalities for the area
functional were proved for bumpy metrics by Marques-Montezuma-Neves [28]. Parallel to the
developments for minimal hypersurfaces, which have zero constant mean curvature, the second
and third named authors [50, 51] further generalized the Almgren-Pitts min-max theory to
the CMC and PMC settings, and established a complete existence theory for closed CMC hy-
persurfaces for all prescribed mean curvatures, as well as an existence theory for closed PMC
hypersurfaces for a smooth generic set of prescription functions. The latter PMC min-max
theory played an essential role in [49]. Very recently, a mapping approach for constructing
min-max CMC spheres was developed by Cheng and the second-named author [9]. Finally,
we note that the min-max theory for free boundary minimal hypersurfaces, which is a special
class of capillary minimal hypersurfaces with π/2 contact angle, has also enjoyed significant
advancements recently; we refer to [26, 45, 43] for more details.

0.1. Overview of the proof. Our min-max theory largely follows the Almgren-Pitts proce-
dure. (The reader may consult [50] for a detailed overview of typical min-max methodology. In
this procedure, a min-max width is defined over discrete families of generalised surfaces. The
space of generalised surfaces is chosen rather large to guarantee a weak limit, which transfers
the core problem from one of existence to regularity of the limit.

The regularity theory for capillary surfaces is relatively undeveloped compared to the reg-
ularity theories for closed CMC hypersurfaces or even free boundary minimal hypersurfaces,
and there are new behaviours which differ markedly from the better-established theories; see
for instance Figure 3 or Theorem 5.1. The latter theorem classifies all possible tangent cones

2In particular, the singular set of ∂Σ has Hausdorff dimension at most n − 4. This dimension bound is
conjecturally not optimal for the A functional, cf. [17].
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to the min-max limit, and is an essential step in the regularity theory. To prove it, we cannot
rely on Allard regularity or reflection techniques as in other min-max theories. Instead, we de-
vise an argument based on replacements and the monotonicity formula. The classification also
accounts for nontrivial tangent cones which are new for capillary surfaces: 1 or 2 half-planes
meeting at the prescribed angle θ, or an N or N+ cos θ multiple of the barrier plane.

In our present setup, we use capillary boundaries of Caccioppoli sets as our generalised
surfaces (see Definition 1.1). Roughly, these involve adding a cos θ multiple of a portion
B ⊂ ∂M of the ambient boundary; the resulting varifolds actually behave as varifolds with
free boundary. This allows us to incorporate certain technical innovations from [50, 51] for
Caccioppoli boundaries, and [26] for free boundary.

The proof of regularity proceeds via a replacement method for surfaces which are almost
minimising (in annular regions) with respect to theA functional. These replacements are limits
of local minimisers, which must be regular. A key step is to prove a compactness (Theorem
2.4) that shows the replacements retain this regularity in the limit. This compactness relies
on curvature estimates for stable capillary surfaces, which to the authors’ knowledge were not
available prior to our work. Nevertheless, we were able to prove the stable Bernstein Theorem
1.10 which implies the required estimates.

One typically proceeds by taking overlapping secondary replacements, to extend the first
replacements towards the centre of the annular region, and also to provide continuity with the
original min-max varifold V . These gluing procedures can be simplified greatly on the interior
using the CMC regularity theory of the second and third named authors [50]. However, due to
addition of the boundary portion B when θ 6= π

2 , the replacements may not a priori contain
interior points at the gluing interface. To deal with this, we retain the double-replacement
method, and devise a novel gluing method at the boundary to ensure preliminary C1 regular-
ity up to the boundary; the classical maximum principle then rules out components totally
supported in the boundary ∂M . (See Step 2 of Theorem 5.4.)

The extension across the annular centre requires a removable singularity theorem for cap-
illary surfaces, which again was not available to the authors’ knowledge. To establish this
key result, we adapt a technique of White [46] to the capillary setting (see Theorem 1.15)
to establish regularity across an isolated boundary singularity. We then complete the proof
of regularity by showing that the replacements (now fully regular) locally coincide with the
original min-max limit.

Outline of the paper. In Section 1, we outline our basic notions and prove several prelim-
inary results, including the Bernstein-type Theorem 0.2, a removable singularities theorem
for capillary surfaces, and certain maximum principles. In Section 2, we describe our notion
of ‘generic’ metric, as well as compactness properties of regular capillary varifolds. In the
remainder of that section, we detail the min-max setup including the statement of the main
min-max Theorem 2.7, prove the existence of nontrivial sweepouts and describe the pull-tight
process.

In Section 3 we define a capillary notion of ‘almost-minimising’ and construct replacements.
Then, in Section 4, we show that the pull-tight process yields a min-max limit which has
bounded first variation and is almost-minimising in small annuli. Finally, in Section 5, we
prove the main regularity Theorem 5.4.

Acknowledgements. The authors are very grateful to Brian White for helpful discussions,
and to Guido De Philippis for informing us of their independent progress on this subject.
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1. Preliminaries

In this section we outline some basic background, and also detail certain preliminary results
on capillary CMC surfaces. This includes our proofs of the stable Bernstein theorem for
capillary minimal surfaces (Theorem 1.10) and a removable singularity result (Theorem 1.15).

Basic notations.

• C(M) or C(U) the space of sets Ω ⊂ M or Ω ⊂ U ⊂ M with finite perimeter (Cacciop-
poli sets), [39, §14][16, §1.6];

• ∂Ω denotes the (reduced)-boundary of [[Ω]] as an integral current, and ν∂Ω denotes
the outward pointing unit normal of ∂Ω, [39, 14.2];

• X(M): set of tangent vector fields on M ; Xtan(M): tangent vector fields on M that
are tangent to ∂M along ∂M ; [26, (2.2)]. For a given relatively open subset U ⊂ M ,
Xtan(U) is the set of vector fields X ∈ Xtan(M) that is supported in U ;

• The topological interior of a set U is denoted by Ů ;
• Given a compact subset K ⊂ M , the relative interior intM (K) (or sometime abbrevi-
ated as int(K)) denote the interior of K with respect to the relative topology on M .
The relative boundary ∂relS is the set of points in M which are neither in intM (S) nor
intM (M \ S).

Notions related to Capillary surfaces. (Mn+1, g) is a smooth, compact, oriented Riemannian
manifold with boundary. We can always assume that M is a subset of some closed Riemannian

manifold M̃ of the same dimension such that M ⊂ M̃ . Assume that M̃ is embedded in
some R

L, L ∈ N. Let Σn be an orientable n dimensional compact manifold with non-empty
boundary ∂Σ and ∂Σ ⊂ ∂M . Assume Σ separates M̊ into two connected components. Fix
one component and call it Ω. Denote η the outward pointing unit normal vector field of ∂M in
M , ν the unit normal vector field of Σ in Ω pointing outward Ω, η the outward pointing unit
normal vector field of ∂Σ in Σ, ν the unit normal vector field of ∂Σ in ∂M pointing outward Ω.
Let A denote the second fundamental form of Σ ⊂ Ω, II denote the second fundamental form
of ∂M ⊂ M . We take the convention that A(X1,X2) = 〈∇X1

X2, ν〉. Denote H,H the mean
curvature of Σ ⊂ Ω, ∂M ⊂ M , respectively. Note that in our convention, the unit sphere in
R
3 has mean curvature 2.

Several notions of balls. Br(p) and Ans,r(p) denote respectively Euclidean open ball of radius

r and Euclidean open annulus Br(p) \Clos(Bs(p)) centered at p in R
L. B̃r(p) will denote the

open geodesic ball in M̃ , and B̃+
r (p) denotes the open Fermi half-ball of radius r centered

at p ∈ ∂M . (We refer to [26, Section 2.2 and Appendix] for the notion related to Fermi

coordinates near ∂M .) We denote the Fermi half-spheres by S̃+
r (p) = ∂rel(B̃

+
r (p)).

We define the (relatively) open annular regions

Ãns,r(p) =

{
B̃r(p) \Clos(B̃s(p)) , p ∈ M̊

B̃+
r (p) \ Clos(B̃+

s (p)), p ∈ ∂M.
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Figure 1. Capillary surfaces

Classical notions in GMT. We denote by Hn the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure; In(M)
(or In(M,Z2)) the space of n-dimensional integral (or mod 2) currents in R

L with support in
M ; Zn(M) (or Zn(M,Z2)) the space of integral (or mod 2) currents T ∈ In(M) with ∂T = 0;
Vn(M) the closure, in the weak topology, of the space of n-dimensional rectifiable varifolds in
R
L with support in M ; Gn(M) the Grassmannian bundle of un-oriented n-planes over M ; F

and M respectively the flat norm [39, §31] and mass norm [39, 26.4] on In(M); F the varifold
F-metric on Vn(M) [34, 2.1(19)(20)].

1.1. Capillary surfaces. Capillary surfaces are critical points of the following weighted area
functional defined on C(M). Given c ∈ R and θ ∈ (0, π/2], define the A-functional on C(M)
as

(1.1) A(Ω) = Hn(∂ΩxM̊) + cos θHn(∂Ωx∂M)− cVol(Ω).

In the variational point of view, it is natural to view the first two terms in the above
definition as an integral term.

Definition 1.1 (Capillary boundary current/varifold). Fix a capillary contact angle θ ∈ (0, π2 ].

Given a Caccioppoli set Ω ∈ C(M), the capillary boundary current, denoted as ∂θΩ, is defined
as

(1.2) ∂θΩ = ∂ΩxM̊ + cos θ · ∂Ωx∂M.

The capillary boundary varifold, denoted as |∂θΩ|, is defined by

(1.3)

∫

Gn(M)
f(x, S)d|∂θΩ| =

∫

∂ΩxM̊
f(x, Tx(∂Ω))dHn + cos θ

∫

∂Ωx∂M
f(x, Tx(∂M))dHn.

We will also use dµθ to denote the associated Radon measure of |∂θΩ|; that is

(1.4)

∫

M
f(x)dµθ(x) =

∫

∂ΩxM̊
f(x)dHn(x) + cos θ

∫

∂Ωx∂M
f(x)dHn(x).

Using these notations, the A-functional can be written as

(1.5) A(Ω) = M(∂θΩ)− cVol(Ω).

By [32, Section 5], C(M) is identified with In+1(M,Z2). In particular, the flat F-norm and
the mass M-norm are the same on C(M). Given Ω1,Ω2 ∈ C(M), we define the F-distance
between them as:

F(Ω1,Ω2) = F(Ω1 −Ω2) + F(|∂Ω1xM̊ |, |∂Ω2xM̊ |).
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Note that a sequence Ωi → Ω∞ converges under the F-distance if and only if Ωi → Ω∞ weakly
as currents and the interior pieces |∂ΩixM̊ | converge as varifolds to |∂Ω∞xM̊ |.

We have the following simple lemma.

Lemma 1.2. Suppose that a sequence Ωi ∈ C(M) converges to some limit Ω∞ ∈ C(M) under
the F-distance, then ∂θΩi converges weakly to ∂θΩ∞ as n-currents as well as under the F-
distance.

Proof. The weak convergence follows from the following decomposition

(1.6) ∂θΩ = (1− cos θ) · ∂ΩxM̊ + cos θ · ∂Ω,
and the fact that ∂ΩixM̊ converges weakly as n-currents to ∂Ω∞xM̊ . (In fact, since

|∂ΩixM̊ | → |∂Ω∞xM̊ | as varifolds, we know that the weak limit (as currents) of ∂ΩixM̊

has no support on ∂M , and hence the weak limit must be ∂Ω∞xM̊ .)
As a result, we also have the weak convergence ∂Ωix∂M → ∂Ω∞x∂M . The convergence

under the F-distance is a direct consequence of the convergence of ∂Ωix∂M → ∂Ω∞x∂M
in the M-norm, which is the same as the weak convergence of ∂Ωix∂M . (Note that the flat
norm F is the same as the M-norm for n-currents supported on ∂M .) �

The following result follows as a direct corollary of Lemma 1.2 using compactness, c.f. [29,
Lemma 4.1].

Corollary 1.3. Let S be a subset of C(M) which is compact under the F-distance. Then for
any ǫ > 0, there exists a δ > 0, such that for every Ω ∈ C(M) and Ω′ ∈ S

F(Ω,Ω′) < δ =⇒ F(∂θΩ, ∂θΩ′) + F(|∂θΩ|, |∂θΩ′|) < ǫ.

Note that ∂θ : C(M) → Rn(M) is continuous map from C(M) (under the F-distance topol-
ogy) to the space of n-dimensional rectifiable currents Rn(M); (the image ∂θΩ is not integer
rectifiable as it has fractional coefficient along ∂M). Clearly, the operation ∂θ commutes with
pushing forward by any boundary preserving diffeomorphisms, which we record as:

Proposition 1.4. Let f : M → M be a diffeomorphism of M such that the restriction
f : ∂M → ∂M is a diffeomorphism of ∂M . Then for any Ω ∈ C(M)

∂θf(Ω) = f(∂θΩ).

The first variation formula for A along X ∈ X(M) is (see [39, 16.2])

δA|Ω(X) =

∫

∂ΩxM̊
div∂ΩXdµ∂Ω + cos θ ·

∫

∂Ωx∂M
div∂ΩXdµ∂Ω − c

∫

∂Ω
〈X, ν〉 dµ∂Ω

=

∫

∂Ω
div∂ΩXdµθ − c

∫

∂Ω
〈X, ν〉 dµ∂Ω,

(1.7)

where ν = ν∂Ω is the outward unit normal on ∂Ω.
Finally, we recall the following classical regularity result for A-minimizing currents.

Theorem 1.5 ([44],[12]). Suppose M3 is a smooth manifold with boundary, U a relatively

open subset of M , and Ω ∈ C(M) minimizes A in U . Let Σ = ∂Ω ∩ M̊ . Then Σ is an
embedded surface in U . Moreover, near each point on Σ ∩ ∂M , Σ is properly embedded and
meets ∂M transversely at angle θ.
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1.2. Boundary maximum principle and Monotonicity Formula. Suppose Σn ⊂ Mn+1

is a capillary CMC hypersurface with constant contact angle θ and mean curvature c. Suppose
p ∈ ∂Σ, and that Σ is properly embedded in a neighborhood U of p. Let W ⊂ ∂U be the
region separated by ∂Σ inside ∂M , and that νΣ points outward W . Define a varifold V =
|Σ|+cos θ|W |. Then V is a varifold with bounded first variation and free boundary (compare
to [26, Definition 2.1]). Denote ρ the distance to p in M . Then there exist δ, α, ρ0 > 0, such
that the quantity (see [38, (2.6)])

(1.8) exp(δρα)
‖V ‖(Bρ(p))

ρn
is increasing in ρ ∈ (0, ρ0).

In general, if Ω is a Caccioppoli set in M and is stationary for A (see Definition 1.1),

V = |∂θΩ|, and p ∈ spt(∂ΩxM̊ ) ∩ ∂M , then there exist δ, α, ρ0 > 0 such that (1.8) holds.
We will need a maximum principle for free boundary varifolds with c-bounded first variation,

which follows from the proof of [25, Theorem 1.1] with trivial modifications - one may use

precisely the same argument, noting that (in their notation) trP AS′

s > c.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose V ∈ Vn(M) is a free boundary varifold with c-bounded first variation
in a relatively open subset U ⊂ M , where c ≥ 0. Suppose K ⊂⊂ U is a smooth, relatively
open connected subset such that

(1) ∂relK meets ∂M orthogonally;
(2) the mean curvature of ∂relK with respect to the outward normal is greater than c;
(3) spt ‖V ‖ ⊂ Clos(K).

Then spt ‖V ‖ ∩ ∂relK = ∅.
1.3. Almost properly embedded capillary CMC surfaces.

Definition 1.7. Suppose Σn ⊂ Mn+1 is a smooth, immersed, two-sided surface with unit
normal vector ν such that ∂Σ ⊂ ∂M . We say that Σ is a capillary CMC surface if the mean
curvature with respect to ν is equal to c, and the angle between ν and η along ∂Σ is everywhere
equal to θ. We further say that Σ is a stable capillary CMC surface if

(1.9) Q(f) := −
∫

Σ
(f∆f + (|A|2 +Ric(ν, ν))f2)dH2 +

∫

∂Σ∩∂M
f

(
∂f

∂η
−Qf

)
dH1 ≥ 0,

for all f ∈ C2(Σ), where

Q =
1

sin θ
II(ν, ν)− (cot θ)A(η, η).

Definition 1.8 (Almost proper embedding). Let U ⊂ M be a relatively open subset, and Σn

be a smooth n-dimensional manifold with boundary. A smooth immersion φ : Σ → U is said
to be an almost proper embedding, if φ(∂Σ) ⊂ ∂M , and at any point p ∈ φ(Σ), the following
holds:

(1) If p ∈ φ(∂Σ), there exists a small neighborhood W ⊂ U of p, such that:
• Σ ∩ φ−1(W ) is a disjoint union of connected components ⊔l

i=1Σi;
• for each i = 1, · · · , l, Σi ∩ ∂Σ 6= ∅, and φ(Σi) is a proper embedding in W .
• for each i, any other component φ(Σj), j 6= i, lies on one side of φ(Σi) in W .

(2) If p ∈ φ(Σ̊), there exists a small neighborhood W ⊂ U of p, such that:
• Σ ∩ φ−1(W ) is a disjoint union of connected components ⊔l

i=1Σi;

• for each i = 1, · · · , l, Σi ⊂ Σ̊, and φ(Σi) is an embedding in W ;
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• for each i, any other component φ(Σj), j 6= i, lies on one side of φ(Σi) in W .

With slight abuse of notation, we will denote φ(Σ), φ(Σ̊), φ(∂Σ) by Σ, Σ̊, ∂Σ, respectively.

From the definition, we see that ∂Σ ⊂ ∂M , but it could happen that Σ̊ ∩ ∂M 6= ∅. We
denote the subset of points in Σ where Σ fails to be embedded by S(Σ). Finally, define

T (Σ) = Σ̊ ∩ ∂M . Note that S(Σ) describes the self-touching set, while T (Σ) describes the
barrier-touching set.

We will call Σ\S(Σ) the regular set, and denote it by R(Σ). Consider a point p ∈ S(Σ), and
{Σj} the collection of components meeting at p. From its definition, if p ∈ Σ̊, then {Σj} meet
tangentially at p; if p ∈ ∂Σ, then the {∂Σj}, as hypersurfaces in ∂M , meet tangentially at p.
In particular, the tangent cone of Σ at p is a collection of half spaces through p containing a
common subspace R

n−1.

Definition 1.9 (Almost embedded capillary boundary). (1) An almost embedded hyper-
surface Σ ⊂ U is said to be a boundary if there exists an open subset Ω ⊂ C(U), such

that Σ = ∂ΩxŮ in the sense of currents;
(2) The outer unit normal νΣ of Σ is the choice of the unit normal of Σ which points

outside of Ω along the regular part R(U);
(3) Σ is called a stable capillary boundary if Σ is a boundary, and the associated Ω ∈ C(U)

satisfied d2

dt2
|t=0A(φt(Ω)) ≥ 0 for any φt generated by X ∈ Xtan(U).

In either case, we call a connected component of Σ ∩ φ−1(W ) a sheet near p.

Observe that if Σ = ∂ΩxM̊ is an almost embedded capillary CMC boundary, then at any
point p ∈ ∂Σ, the tangent plane to each properly embedded sheet is a half plane meeting
Tp(∂M) at constant angle θ. By the strong maximum principle, there can exist at most two

such sheets. Also, d2

dt2
|t=0A(φt(Ω)) ≥ 0 is equivalent to (1.9), where f = 〈X, ν〉 is the normal

component of the variation. In particular, each sheet near p is properly embedded and stable
- that is, (1.9) is satisfied. For a derivation of the second variation formula, see the Appendix
of [35].

We proceed to prove curvature estimates for capillary surfaces. We start with the following
stable Bernstein theorem for capillary minimal surfaces in R

3.

Theorem 1.10 (= Theorem 0.2). Let R3
+ denote the half space {(x1, x2, x3) : x1 ≥ 0}, and

suppose Σ ⊂ R
3
+ is a properly immersed, two-sided capillary minimal surface. Suppose also

that Σ has Euclidean area growth, that is, there exists some C > 0 such that

Area(Σ ∩Br(0)) < Cr2

for any r > 0, and that Σ is stable for the capillary functional. Then Σ is planar.

Proof. Let ∇ denote the connection given by the Euclidean metric, and ∇ the connection on
Σ. The vector field −e1 is the outward unit normal vector field to R

3
+ on {x1 = 0}. Let

w = 〈e1, ν〉. Notice that w is a Jacobi function on Σ. Moreover, along {x1 = 0}, w = cos θ,
and ∂ηw = ∂η 〈e1, ν〉 = 〈e1,∇ην〉 = A(η, η) 〈e1, η〉 = sin θA(η, η). Set ϕ = 1 − w cos θ. Then
ϕ|∂Σ = sin2 θ, and ∂ηϕ = − cos θ sin θA(η, η). Thus, we have that

(1.10)

{
∆ϕ+ |A|2ϕ = |A|2 in Σ,

∂ηϕ = Qϕ on ∂Σ.

Here Q = − cot θA(η, η) on ∂Σ.
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For any compactly supported function f ∈ C1(R3
+), plug ϕf into the stability inequality:

0 ≤ −
∫

Σ
ϕf(∆ + |A|2)(ϕf) +

∫

∂Σ
ϕf(∂η −Q)(ϕf).

Now ∫

∂Σ
ϕf(∂η −Q)ϕf =

∫

∂Σ
ϕf [(∂ηϕ)f −Qϕf + ϕ∂ηf ] =

∫

∂Σ
ϕ2f∂ηf.

Perform integration by parts for the other term:
∫

Σ
ϕf(∆ + |A|2)(ϕf)

=

∫

Σ
ϕf [(∆ϕ)f + ϕ∆f + 2 〈∇ϕ,∇f〉+ |A|2ϕf ]

=

∫

Σ
ϕf(|A|2f + ϕ∆f + 2 〈∇ϕ,∇f〉)

=

∫

Σ
|A|2ϕf2 +

∫

Σ
ϕ2f∆f +

1

2

∫

Σ

〈
∇(ϕ2),∇(f2)

〉

=

∫

Σ
|A|2ϕf2 +

∫

Σ
ϕ2f∆f +

∫

∂Σ
ϕ2f∂ηf −

∫

Σ
ϕ2(f∆f + |∇f |2).

Thus the stability inequality gives

(1.11)

∫

Σ
|A|2ϕf2 ≤

∫

Σ
ϕ2|∇f |2

for all compactly supported Lipschitz functions f . Since the function ϕ satisfies the bound
1− | cos θ| ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 + | cos θ|, (1.11) gives

(1.12)

∫

Σ
|A|2f2 ≤ Cθ

∫

Σ
|∇f |2

with Cθ =
(1+| cos θ|)2
1−| cos θ| . Now we may take f to be the standard logarithmic cutoff function and

conclude that |A| ≡ 0. �

Remark 1.11. Our use of the test functions above was inspired by their use in [1] due to
Ainouz and Souam. During the completion of this article, Hong-Saturnino [20] and Souam
[42] also used the same test functions to study stable capillary surfaces with planar boundary.
In particular, Theorem 1.10 was proven independently in [20] using Fischer-Colbrie–Schoen
techniques. (The results of [42] strictly only apply to compact surfaces.) Our approach to
Theorem 1.10 is simpler than that of [20] and also admits generalisations to higher dimensions
(for certain contact angles) via Schoen-Simon-Yau techniques, detailed in Appendix C.

Using Theorem 1.10 and a blow-up argument analogous to [19, Theorem 3.2]3, we have the
following curvature estimate for stable capillary constant mean curvature surfaces.

3The subtlety here is that, a priori, the blow-up points may converge onto the interior touching set; however,
since the ∂M converges smoothly to a plane, this cannot happen due to the maximum principle. See [19].
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Theorem 1.12. Let M3 be a Riemannian manifold with boundary, U ⊂ M be an open subset.
Suppose (Σ, ∂Σ) ⊂ (U, ∂M ∩ U) is a smooth properly immersed stable two-sided capillary
constant mean curvature surface with Area(Σ) < C0. Then

|AΣ|2(x) ≤
C1

dist2M (x, ∂U)
for all x ∈ Σ

where C1 > 0 is a constant depending on C0,M,U , the mean curvature of Σ and the angle
between Σ and ∂M .

Next, we give a precise local description of S(Σ). We start with the following a maximum
principle.

Lemma 1.13 (Strong maximum principle for embedded capillary CMC surfaces). Suppose
U ⊂ M is an open subset, Σi ⊂ U , i = 1, 2, are two connected properly embedded constant
mean curvature surfaces, with the same mean curvature c > 0 with respect to unit normal νi
and the same contact angle θ along ∂M . Assume that Σ2 lies on one side of Σ1 and that
p ∈ Σ1 ∩Σ2 6= ∅. Then we have the following:

(1) If ν1(p) = ν2(p), then Σ1 = Σ2;
(2) Let U1 ⊂ U be the region divided by Σ1 where ν1 points outward of U1. Suppose that

Σ2 lies in the closure of U1. If p is an interior point, then Σ1 = Σ2. If p is a boundary
point, then either Σ1 = Σ2, or ν2(p) is the reflection of ν1(p) across an axis parallel to
Tp∂M .

Proof. If p is in the interior of M , then both items follow from the interior strong maximum
principle as in [50, Lemma 2.7]. Henceforth we consider the case where p ∈ ∂M .

Take a Fermi coordinate system {xi} in a neighbourhood U of p so that M is identified
with {x1 < 0}, and p is identified with x = 0. By a rotation, we may assume that ν1(p) =
(cos θ)e1 + (sin θ)e3, and write each Σj ∩ U , as a graph x3 = uj(x1, x2), for j = 1, 2.

For item (1), we assume ν1(p) = ν2(p). Similar to [50], it follows that the difference
u = u2 − u1 satisfies Lu = 0, where L is a positive linear elliptic operator. We may assume
without loss of generality that u2 > u1, hence u > 0, on {x1 < 0}. Writing the normals νj in
terms of uj , one can see that ν1(p) = ν2(p) implies ∂1u1(0) = ∂1u2(0), hence ∂1u(0) = 0. The
Hopf lemma then gives that u = 0 on U , hence Σ1 = Σ2 by unique continuation.

For item (2), since Σ2 lies in the closure of U1, we see that TpΣ2 must lie in the negative half-
space of TpM with respect to ν1(p). Then since Σ2 is a capillary surface, the only options for
its outer normal are ν2(p) = (cos θ)e1±(sin θ)e3. Note that (cos θ)e1−(sin θ)e3 is precisely the
reflection of ν1(p) across the x3-axis. On the other hand, if ν2(p) = (cos θ)e1+(sin θ)e3 = ν1(p),
then item (1) gives Σ1 = Σ2 as claimed. �

Remark 1.14. From Lemma 1.13 and its proof, we see that for any almost properly embedded
capillary CMC boundary Σn = ∂ΩxM̊ and p ∈ S(Σ), we have the following. If p ∈ ∂Σ, then

locally two sheets Σ1,Σ2 meet transversely at p; if p ∈ Σ̊, then there are two sheets, Σ1,Σ2,
touching each other at p with ν1 = −ν2. Since locally each sheet Σj is a solution to the
CMC equation, we conclude, as in [50, Lemma 2.8] that S(Σ) is contained in a finite union of
1-dimensional submanifolds

1.4. Removable singularities. Using Theorem 1.12, we establish a removable singularity
theorem for Caccioppoli sets that are stationary for the A functional and are stable away from
a single point.
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Theorem 1.15. Let (M,g) be a smooth 3-manifold with boundary, U an open subset of M
and p ∈ ∂M ∩ U . Suppose Ω is a Caccioppoli set in U such that:

(1) Σ := ∂Ωx (U \ {p}) is a connected, properly embedded, stable capillary constant mean
curvature surface in U \ {p}, and p ∈ sptΣ.

(2) Some tangent cone of Σ at p is a multiplicity one capillary half plane in R
3
+.

Then Ω is stationary for A, and Σ extends smoothly across {p} as a properly embedded surface.

Remark 1.16. When θ = π/2, hypothesis (1) in Theorem 1.15 may be replaced by the as-
sumption that Ω is A-stationary in U (in particular, without assuming stability), thanks
to the classical Allard regularity theorem for free boundary stationary varifolds ([18]). It is
tempting to conjecture that an Allard type regularity theorem holds for capillary submanifolds
with general contact angles.

Proof of Theorem 1.15. We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1: Stationarity of Ω for A.

We first prove that Ω is stationary for the A functional in U . By assumption (2), there
exists a sequence {rj}∞j=1 such that ηrj∗(Σ) converge as varifolds to a limit supported on a

half planes in R
3, here ηrj(x) := r−1

j (x − p). In particular, for j ≫ 1, ‖Σ‖(Brj (p)) < 2πr2j .

On the other hand, we have that ‖∂Ωx∂M‖(Brj (p)) ≤ ‖∂M‖(Brj (p)) = πr2j . Thus, there is
C0 independent of j such that

(1.13) ‖∂θΩ‖(Brj (p)) < C0r
2
j .

Let X ∈ Xtan(U). Denote by r the geodesic distance on M to p. For ǫ > 0, take a function
ϕǫ(r) such that ϕǫ(r) = 0 when r ∈ [0, ǫ2], ϕǫ(r) = 1 when r ≥ ǫ, and |ϕ′

ǫ(r)| < 2
ǫ . Taking

ϕǫ(r)X into the first variation formula (1.7), we have
∫

∂Ω
ϕǫ(r) div∂ΩXdµθ − c

∫

∂Ω
ϕǫ(r)〈X, ν〉dµ∂Ω = −

∫

∂Ω
ϕ′
ǫ(r)〈∇∂Ωr,X〉.

Note that
∣∣∣∣
∫

∂Ω
ϕ′
ǫ(r)〈∇∂Ωr,X〉

∣∣∣∣ dµθ =

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

∂ΩxBǫ(p)
ϕ′
ǫ(r)〈∇∂Ωr,X〉dµθ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
2‖X‖C0(U)

ǫ
‖∂θΩ‖ (Bǫ(p)) .

Taking ǫ = rj ց 0 in the above inequality and using (1.13), we conclude that δAΩ(X) = 0 for
all X ∈ Xtan(U), and thus Ω is stationary in U .

Step 2: Construction of a capillary CMC foliation near p.

Denote by H0 the mean curvature of Σ. Take a sequence {rj}∞j=1 converging to 0 such that

the rescaled surfaces Σj := r−1
j (Σ− p) converge in the varifold sense to a capillary half-plane

P in R
3
+ with multiplicity one. Moreover, by Theorem 1.12, Σj ∩

(
B1(0) \B1/2(0)

)
is properly

embedded and has bounded curvature, and thus subsequentially they converge graphically
smoothly to P in B1(0) \ B1/2(0) (we continue to denote the subsequence by Σj). Take
local Fermi coordinates relative to ∂M ⊂ M . By an affine transformation, we may assume
p = (0, 0, 0), P = {x3 = 0, x1 ≥ 0} and ∂M = {x3 = x1 tan θ}. Denote by Mrj = r−1

j (M − p).

Take the transformed Fermi coordinates {x1, x2, x3} near 0 ∈ Mrj similar as before, and define
Yrj ∈ Xtan(Mrj ) to be the smooth vector field Yrj = cos θ∂x1

+ sin θ∂x3
.
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For any fixed angle γ ∈ (π/3, π/2), we describe a foliation of a neighborhood of 0 as follows.
For each r ∈ (0, 1), consider the domains

Tr :=
{
(x1, x2, 0) : 0 ≤ x1 ≤ (r2 − x22)

1/2 − r cos γ
}
,

Cr :=
{
(x1, x2, x3) : 0 ≤ x1 ≤ (r2 − x22)

1/2 − r cos γ
}
.

We also denote

Sr =
{
(x1, x2, 0) : x1 ≥ 0, (x1 + r cos γ)2 + x22 = r2

}
, Γr = {(0, x2, 0) : −r sin γ ≤ x2 ≤ r sin γ}.

Clearly the set {Sr}r∈(0,3/2) gives a foliation of a neighborhood of p on P .
By Theorem 1.12,

(1.14) r−1
j

(
Σ ∩ (C3rj/2(p) \ Crj/2(p))

)
→ T3/2(0) \ T1/2(0)

as C∞ graphs. In particular, there exists a C∞ function wj, such that

r−1
j (Σ ∩ (C5rj/4(p) \ C4rj/5(p))) = {wj(x)Yrj (x) : x ∈ Uj},

where Uj ⊂ P is an open domain that limits to T5/4 \ T4/5. Denote by wj = wj |S1
. For

α ∈ (0, 1) to be specified later, it follows from (1.14) that

‖wj‖C2,α(S1) = εj → 0.

We then extend wj to be a C2,α function on T1 (which we still call wj) with ‖wj‖2,α,T1
≤ 2εj .

By the monotonicity formula, for j sufficiently large, spt(Σj ∩ C3/2(0)) is contained in a 1/2
tubular neighborhood of P .

For rj sufficiently small, we construct a local foliation {Σρ
j} of a neighborhood of 0 ∈ Mj by

properly embedded capillary CMC surfaces (with mean curvature H0) with boundary on ∂M ,
such that Σ0

j is also the graph of wj|S1
over S1. We do this by the implicit function theorem

as follows.
Given r ∈ (0, r0), we consider the rescaled manifold Mr = r−1(M−p). Let C2,α

0 (T1) = {u ∈
C2,α(T1) : u = 0 on S1}. Given functions u ∈ C2,α

0 (T1), w ∈ C2,α(T1) and t ∈ R, consider the
surface

Σ(u+w+t) = {(u(x) + w(x) + t)Yr(x) : x ∈ T1}
written as the graph of the function u+w+t along the vector field Yr insideMr. For sufficiently
small r, define a function

h : R× R× C2,α(T1)× C2,α
0 (T1) → C0,α(T1)

by letting h(r, t, w, u) = H(u+w+t) − H0r, where H(u+w+t) equals to the mean curvature of
Σ(u+w+t) in Mr. Similarly, define

ξ : R× R× C2,α(T1)× C2,α
0 (T1) → C1,α(Γ1)

by letting ξ(r, t, w, u) = 〈νΣ, ηr〉 − cos θ, where νΣ is the outward conormal unit vector field
of ∂Σ(u+w+t) in Σ(u+w+t), and ηr is the outward unit normal vector field of ∂Mr in Mr. We
then consider the function

Θ = (h, ξ) : R× R× C2,α(T1)× C2,α
0 (T1) → C0,α(T1)× C1,α(Γ1).
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It is straightforward that h, ξ are C1 functions (see the appendix of [46]). When r → 0,
the manifold Mr converges in C∞ Cheeger-Gromov sense to the Euclidean space. Hence (see
Lemma A.2 and A.3 of [24])

D4(0, t, 0, 0)(v) = Lv =

(
∆v, sin θ

∂v

∂η

)
.

Clearly the linear operator L : v ∈ C2,α
0 (T1) 7→ (∆v, (sin θ)vη) has trivial kernel. Now we

fix α ∈ (0, π
2γ ). Since γ ∈ (π/3, π/2), we may apply the elliptic regularity theory for mixed

boundary conditions developed in [7] and the Fredholm alternative in the appendix B of [6],
and obtain

‖u‖2,α ≤ C (‖∆u‖0,α,T1
+ ‖uη‖1,α,Γ1

) .

Thus L is a Banach space isomorphism, and by the implicit function theorem, for each t ∈
[−1/2, 1/2], sufficiently small r and ‖w‖C2,α(T1), there is a unique function u = Ur,t,w in

C2,α
0 (T1) such that Θ(r, t, w, u) = Θ(0, t, 0, 0). This implies that the surface Σ(u+w+t) is a

surface with constant mean curvature H0r that meets ∂Mr at constant angle θ. Now we let
vtr = Ur,t,w + w + t, and define

Σρ
r = {vρr (x)Yr(x) : x ∈ T1}.

Since U depends C1 on t, the surfaces Σρ
r foliate Cr ∩

{
|x3| ≤ 1

2

}
, a neighborhood of 0 in Mr,

if r is sufficiently small. Moreover, ∂Σ0
r is the graph of w over S1.

Step 3: Removable singularity.

Fix rj sufficiently small, we apply the above construction to Mrj , and obtain a foliation

{Σρ
j}ρ∈[−1/2,1/2] of the

1
2 tubular neighborhood of p ∈ Mrj by capillary surfaces of constant

mean curvature H0rj. Let ρ̃ ∈ (−1
2 ,

1
2 ) be the unique real number such that Σρ̃

j contains
p. We now claim that the tangent cone of Σj at p is unique, and is precisely the half-plane
P = {x3 = 0, x1 ≥ 0}. We split this into two cases:

Case 1: ρ̃ ≥ 0. Let ρ0 be the supremum of all real numbers ρ such that Σj ∩Σρ
j 6= ∅. Since

p ∈ Σj ∩Σρ̃
j , we have that ρ0 ≥ ρ̃. However, if ρ0 > ρ̃, then Σj and Σρ0

j must touch at a point

which is not p, nor any point on ∂Σj ∩ ∂Crj (as ρ0 > ρ̃ ≥ 0), violating the strong maximum

principle. Thus, ρ0 = ρ̃, and hence Σj is contained in the closure of the lower side of Σρ̃
j

(i.e. {x3 ≤ 0} in our Fermi coordinates). However, there are only two possible such planes in
TpMrj ≃ R

3
+: either TpΣ

ρ0
j = P ; or the reflection P of P across the line Tp(∂Σ

ρ0
j ) ⊂ Tp(∂Mrj )

(i.e. {x3 = tan(2θ − π)x1, x1 ≥ 0}). But the set of all possible tangent varifolds of Ω (and
hence of Σj) at p must be connected, as it is equal to the limit points of {ηp,r(Σj), r > 1}.
Since P,P are clearly separated in the space of (half-)planes, it follows that the tangent cone
of Σj at p is unique and must be P .

Case 2: ρ̃ ≤ 0. By a similar argument as above (taking ρ0 to be the infimum of all real
numbers ρ such that Σj ∩Σρ

j 6= ∅), we conclude that ρ0 = ρ̃, and Σj is contained in the closure

of the upper side of Σρ̃
j (i.e. {x3 ≥ 0}). In this case, TpΣ

ρ̃
j = P is the only such half plane.

Finally, since the tangent cone of Σj at p is unique, Σj is, in a neighborhood of p, the graph
of a C1 function v. By standard elliptic regularity, this implies that v is in fact C∞, and hence
Σj is a smooth embedded surface. �
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2. Setups and main results

In this section, we establish the technical setup for our min-max theory, including the generic
metrics we consider, and compactness results for regular capillary varifolds. This section also
contains the statement of the main min-max Theorem 2.7.

Recall that by [32, Section 5], C(M) is identified with In+1(M,Z2). In particular, the flat
F-norm and the mass M-norm are the same on C(M). Given Ω1,Ω2 ∈ C(M), recall that we
have defined the F-distance between them as:

F(Ω1,Ω2) = F(Ω1 −Ω2) + F(|∂Ω1xM̊ |, |∂Ω2xM̊ |).
Given Ω ∈ C(M), we will denote B

F

ǫ (Ω) = {Ω′ ∈ C(M) : F(Ω′,Ω) ≤ ǫ}.
2.1. Generic metrics, regular capillary varifold and compactness results. We con-
sider metrics with the following property:

(⋆) If Σn →֒ M is an embedded submanifold of constant mean curvature with respect to
g, then Σ ∩ ∂M is contained in a countable union of connected, smoothly embedded
(n− 1)-dimensional submanifolds.

Let S be the set of smooth metrics g on M such that the boundary mean curvature H∂M
g

is a Morse function on ∂M . Note that (⋆) is clearly satisfied for any g ∈ S. For instance,
one may adapt the argument of [50, Lemma 2.8] as follows: Given p ∈ Σ ∩ ∂M , write Σ
and ∂M as graphs over their common tangent plane at p. The difference u of the graph-
defining functions satisfies a linear elliptic PDE Lu = H∂M − c, and u does not change sign.
Wherever H∂M − c 6= 0, the touching set Σ ∩ ∂M near p is contained in the critical set
{u(x) = 0,Du(x) = 0} and is a union of (n − 1)-dimensional submanifolds by [50, Lemma
2.8]. On the other hand, the set {H∂M − c = 0} is automatically contained in a union of
(n − 1)-dimensional submanifolds since H∂M is Morse.

Lemma 2.1. Let n ≥ 2 and let (Mn+1, ∂M) be a smooth manifold with boundary. Then S is
open and dense in the space of Cm Riemannian metrics on M , for any m ≥ 4.

Proof. Openness is clear. To show that it is dense, let Hg be the mean curvature of ∂M with
respect to the outer unit normal ν and a given metric g. We may choose a Morse function
H ′ on ∂M with ‖H −H ′‖Cm(∂M,g) ≤ ǫ/16. Denote h = H ′ −H. Then there exists a smooth
function u on M such that

u = 0,
∂u

∂ν
= −h

n
on ∂M, ‖u‖Cm(M,g) ≤ ǫ/8.

Let g′ = e2ug. It follows that Hg′ = eu
(
Hg − n∂u

∂ν

)
= Hg + h = H ′. �

Henceforth, by a generic metric on M we mean one satisfying (⋆).

Definition 2.2 (Regular capillary varifold). Let (M,∂M) be a smooth manifold with bound-
ary, U a relatively open set of M , g a smooth metric satisfying (⋆). For a fixed capillary
contact angle θ ∈ (0, π) and c ∈ R, we say V is a regular capillary varifold in U , if:

(1) c 6= 0 and V = |∂θΩ|; where Ω ∈ C(U) is a Caccioppoli set such that Σ = spt(|∂θΩ|xŮ)
is a regular, almost properly embedded, capillary CMC surface in U .

(2) c = 0 and V = |∂θΩ|+∑i miΣ(i); where:

• Ω ∈ C(U) is a Caccioppoli set such that Σ = spt(|∂θΩ|xŮ) is a regular, almost
properly embedded minimal surface in U ;
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• Σ(i) is a connected, smooth, embedded, minimal surface with no boundary in U ;
• mi ≥ 2 are integers.

We say V is stable if Ω is stable (in U) for the capillary functional A (and each Σ(i) is
stable, when c = 0).

Note that CMC components without (topological) boundary in U may be included in the
capillary boundary ∂θΩ, but they occur with multiplicity 1 and are locally boundaries (of
Caccioppoli sets).

Example 2.3. We illustrate in this example how the generic property (⋆) is useful. If one does
not enforce (⋆), then one can construct, as illustrated in Figure 2, (Mn+1, ∂M, g), such that
part of ∂M has constant mean curvature, and an embedded capillary CMC surface Σ coincide
with ∂M on an open set of ∂M . Moreover, Σ bounds a Caccioppoli set Ω. We emphasize here
that spt(∂ΩxM̊) 6= Σ, and that ∂ΩxM̊ is not a capillary CMC surface.

Ω

Figure 2. Example: n-dimensional touching in non-generic metrics

By simply taking M \Ω in place of Ω, one obtains the same capillary surface with H = −c
and contact angle π − θ. Thus, we will focus on the case when θ ∈ (0, π2 ] from now on.

Suppose V = |∂θΩ| is a regular capillary varifold in (M,∂M, g), g is generic, spt(∂ΩxM̊)
is an almost properly embedded capillary CMC Σ, and p ∈ sptV ∩ ∂M . If p /∈ Σ, then in a
neighborhood of p, V is supported on ∂M with density cos θ. Assume that p ∈ Σ ∩ ∂M . We
list all possible behaviors of V near p; (see also Figure 3, where shaded regions indicate Ω).

(1) If p ∈ ∂Σ ∩ R(Σ), Σ is locally a properly embedded surface meeting ∂M at θ near p.
In particular, Θn(‖V ‖, p) = 1

2(1 + cos θ).
(2) If p ∈ ∂Σ ∩ S(Σ), by Remark 1.14, Σ is locally the union of two properly embedded

surfaces meeting ∂M both at θ near p. Thus Θn(‖V ‖, p) = 1.
(3) If p ∈ int(Σ) ∩R(Σ), Σ is locally properly embedded and touches ∂M at p. We have

Θn(‖V ‖, p) = 1 or Θn(‖V ‖, p) = 1+cos θ depending on the orientation relative to ∂M .
(4) If p ∈ int(Σ)∩S(Σ), by Remark 1.14, Σ is locally the union of two embedded surfaces,

each touching ∂M at p. In this case Θn(‖V ‖, p) = 2 or Θn(‖V ‖, p) = 2 + cos θ
depending on the orientation relative to ∂M .

We have the following important compactness property for regular capillary varifolds in
generic metrics.

Theorem 2.4. Let (M3, ∂M, g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold with boundary, where g
satisfies (⋆), and U be a relatively open subset of M . Suppose Vk = |∂θΩk| +

∑
imiΣk,(i) is

a sequence of stable regular capillary varifolds in U with mean curvature ck, constant contact
angle θ ∈ (0, π2 ], and supk ‖Vk‖(M) < ∞. Setting Σk = spt(‖Vk‖xŮ), the following statements
hold.
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Figure 3. Different boundary behaviors of a regular capillary varifold.

(1) Assume that either: inf |ck| > 0; or θ 6= π/2 and each connected component of Σk has
nonempty boundary. Then Vk subsequentially converges as varifolds to a stable regular
capillary varifold V∞ = ∂θΩ∞. Moreover, Σk → Σ∞ with multiplicity 1 on R(Σ∞).

(2) If inf |ck| > 0 and θ 6= π/2, for any p ∈ S(Σ∞) ∩ ∂Σ∞, there exists a neighborhood Up

of p, such that S(Σ∞) ∩ Up ⊂ ∂Σ∞.
(3) If ck → 0, then up to a subsequence, Σk converges locally smoothly (with multiplicity)

to some smooth almost properly embedded stable minimal capillary surface Σ∞ in U .
Moreover, S(Σ∞) ⊂ ∂Σ∞.

(4) If θ = π/2, then up to a subsequence, Σk converges locally smoothly to some almost
properly embedded free-boundary stable CMC surface Σ∞ in U .

Proof. By assumption, supArea(Σk) < ∞. Thus, by Theorem 1.12, sup |AΣk
| < ∞. Therefore,

by standard elliptic PDE estimates, a subsequence of Σk (still denoted by Σk) locally smoothly
converges (possibly with multiplicity) to a stable regular capillary surface Σ∞. Also, since
each Σk is almost properly embedded with uniform curvature bounds, we conclude that Σ∞
is almost properly embedded. By the generic assumption on g, Σ∞ does coincide with ∂M on
any open subset of ∂M .

We now prove assertion (1). Suppose Σk = ∂ΩkxŮ for Ωk ∈ C(U). By the standard
compactness theorem, up to a subsequence, Ωk → Ω∞, ∂Ωk → ∂Ω∞ as integral currents, and
Ω∞ ∈ C(U). Further more, replacing Ωk by U \ Ωk if necessary, we assume that ck ≥ 0 and

θ ∈ (0, π). We must prove Σ∞ = spt(∂Ω∞ ∩ Ů) as varifolds.
We first assume inf ck > 0. Fix a point p ∈ R(Σ∞). By Lemma 1.13, there is an open

neighborhood Up of p, such that for sufficiently large k, Σk∩Up has a graphical decomposition
⊔mk

i=1Σ
i
k, where mk ≥ 1 is the multiplicity of convergence, and that the outward unit normal
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of Σi
k points to the same direction (without loss of generality, say they are all upward, when

viewed as an oriented graph over Σ∞).
We claim that mk = 1. By the constancy theorem, ΩkxUp =

∑mk

i=0 aiUi, here ai ∈ Z,
Ui are the open subsets of Up separated by {Σi

k}. Thus, ΣkxUp = ∂(ΩkxUp) =
∑

i ai∂Ui.
Hence, along {Σi

k} where each Σi
k viewed as an oriented graph over Σ∞, the number of upward

unit normal and the number of downward unit normal may differ by at most 1. This is only
possible when mk = 1.

Alternatively, we assume that θ 6= π/2, and that each connected component of Σk has
nonempty boundary. Thus Σ∞ satisfies the same assumption. Fix a point p ∈ ∂Σ∞. We
separate two cases. First suppose p ∈ R(Σ∞). Let νp be the outward unit normal of Σ∞
at p. By taking a small neighborhood Up of p and sufficiently large k, we can decompose
Σk ∩ Up graphically as ⊔mk

i=1Σ
i
k. Let νik be the outward unit normal vector field of Σk at p.

By smooth convergence, we have either νik → νp or νik → −νp. However, since θ 6= π/2 and
each Σk satisfies

〈
νik, η

〉
= cos θ 6= 0 along the boundary, we must have that νik → νp, and in

particular, all of the outward unit normal of Σi
k points to the same direction as νp. Thus, by

the same proof as before, we must have mk = 1 near p, and hence Σk → Σ∞ in multiplicity 1
as currents.

Now assume that p ∈ S(Σ∞). In a small neighborhood Up of p, let Σ1
∞, · · · ,Σl

∞ be the

properly embedded sheets of Σ. By Lemma 1.13, TpΣ
j
∞, j = 1, · · · , l, are capillary half planes

in R
3
+ without interior intersection. Thus l = 2, and Ω ∩ Up is the region bounded by Σ1

∞
and Σ2

∞. We then perform the same analysis as before over Σ1
∞, Σ2

∞, and conclude that the
convergence Σk → Σ∞ is with multiplicity 1.

For assertion (2), suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that there exists p ∈ S(Σ∞)∩∂Σ∞,

and a sequence pj ∈ S(Σ∞)∩ Σ̊∞ converges to p. Since each pj is in the interior of Σ∞, by the
maximum principle, at each pj , there exist two sheets of Σ∞ touching at pj, and the outward
unit normal of Σ∞ at pj are opposite. Since pj → p and Σ∞ is smooth, the same holds for
the two sheets meeting at p. On the other hand, the angle between the outward unit normal
vectors of Σ and M is constant θ. This implies 2θ = π, contradiction.

Assertion (3) and (4) follows directly from Theorem 1.12 and the interior strong maximum
principle for minimal surfaces. �

2.2. Main theorems. Let I = [0, 1] be the unit interval. Let Φ0 : I → (C(M),F) be a
continuous map under the F-topology, and so that Φ0(0) = ∅ and Φ0(1) = M . We usually call
such Φ0 a sweepout. We use Π to denote the set of all continuous maps Ψ : I → (C(M),F)
such that Ψ(0) = ∅,Ψ(1) = M and Ψ and Φ0 are homotopic to each other in C(M) with the
flat toplogy.

Definition 2.5 (Width and min-max sequences). The (c, θ)-width (or simply called width) of
Π is defined by

L(Π) = inf
Φ∈Π

sup
x∈I

A(Φ(x))

A sequence {Φi}i∈N ⊂ Π is called a min-max sequence if L(Φi) := supx∈I A(Φi(x)) satisfies

L({Φi}i∈N) := lim sup
i→∞

L(Φi) = L(Π).
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Definition 2.6. Given a min-max sequence {Φi}i∈N in Π, the critical set of {Φi} is defined
as

C({Φi}) =
{
V = lim

j→∞
|∂θΦij (xj)| as varifolds: with lim

j→∞
A(Φij(xj)) = L(Π)

}
.

Now we state the min-max theorem for capillary surfaces in a three dimensional compact
manifold.

Theorem 2.7 (Min-max theorem). Let (M3, g) be a compact manifold with smooth boundary
∂M and metric g satisfying (⋆), c ∈ R, and θ ∈ (0, π2 ]. Given a map Φ0 : I → (C(M),F)
continuous in the F-topology with Φ0(0) = ∅ and Φ0(1) = M , let Π be the associated homotopy
class. Suppose

(2.1) L(Π) > max{A(∅),A(M)} = max{cos θ · H(∂M)− cVol(M), 0}.

Let {Φi}i∈N ⊂ Π be a min-max sequence for Π. Then there exists V ∈ C({Φi}) such that VxM̊
is induced by a nontrivial, smooth, almost properly embedded surface Σ ⊂ M of prescribed mean
curvature c and smooth boundary ∂Σ contacting ∂M at angle θ. Moreover, if c 6= 0 and θ 6= π

2 ,
then V has multiplicity one.

Remark 2.8. When c = 0 and θ = π
2 , this is the free boundary min-max theory established by

M. Li and the second author in [26]. When M is closed, i.e. ∂M = ∅, this is the constant mean
curvature (CMC) min-max theory established by the last two authors in [50]. The results were
later generalized to the cases when c 6= 0, θ = π

2 in [43].

Proof of Theorem 2.7. As in the above remark, the remaining case is when θ < π
2 . The

theorem follows from combining Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 5.4. �

2.3. Existence of nontrivial sweepout. We begin with the following lemma:

Lemma 2.9. Let (Mn+1, g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold with boundary, c ∈ R, θ ∈
(0, π). Then there exists δ > 0, and constants C0, V0 > 0 depending only on M, c, θ, such that

A(Ω) > δHn+1(Ω)
n

n+1 , whenever Ω ∈ C(M) and |Ω| < V0.

Proof. For V > 0, consider the following two (relative) isoperimetric problems in M for an
open subset Ω ⊂ M :

I1(V ) = inf

{
Hn(∂ΩxM̊)

Hn(∂Ωx∂M)
: Hn+1(Ω) = V,Ω ⊂ M

}
,

I2(V ) = inf
{
Hn(∂ΩxM̊),Hn+1(Ω) = V,Ω ⊂ M

}
.

I2(V ) is the isoperimetric profile of M . It is known from [8, Proposition 2.1] that for all

sufficiently small V , I2(V ) ≥ µV
n

n+1 . Here µ is an explicit constant depending only on n.
Since M is compact and ∂M is C2, there exists a vector field X ∈ X(M) with X = −ν∂M

on ∂M and |X| ≤ 1. For instance, let r0 > 0 be the injectivity radius of M . Take a cut-
off function φ : [0,∞) → [0, 1], such that φ = 1 on [0, r0/2], φ = 0 on [r0,∞), and let
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X = −φ∇ dist(·, ∂M). Then for any Ω ∈ C(M), |Ω| = V , we have

Hn(∂Ωx∂M) ≤ Hn(∂ΩxM̊) +

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
divX

∣∣∣∣

≤ Hn(∂ΩxM̊ ) + Lip(X)V ≤
(
1 +

Lip(X)V
1

n+1

µ

)
Hn(∂ΩxM̊).

Thus, for any ǫ > 0, there exists V0 = V0(M, ǫ), such that I1(V ) > 1− ǫ for all V ∈ (0, V0).
Now fix ǫ = 1

2 (1− | cos θ|). Then for all Ω ∈ C(M), |Ω| = V ∈ (0, V0),

A(Ω) > ǫHn(∂Ω ∩ M̊ )− |c|Hn+1(Ω) > ǫµV
n

n+1 − |c|V > δV
n

n+1 ,

by letting δ = ǫµ/2 and possibly further shrinking V0 = V0(M,θ, c). �

Theorem 2.10. There exists a homotopy class Π satisfying (2.1) for any c ∈ R and θ ∈ (0, π2 ].

Proof. Take a Morse function φ : M → [0, 1], and define a sweepout Φ0 : [0, 1] → C(M) by
letting Φ0(t) = {x ∈ M,φ(x) < t}. Let Π be the set of sweepouts homotopic to Φ0, and
Φ ∈ Π. We prove supx∈[0,1]A(Φ(x)) > 0 uniformly in Φ.

We separate the proof into two cases. Suppose first that cos θ · Hn(∂M) − cVol(M) ≤ 0.
Let V0 be given as in Lemma 2.9. Since Φ is continuous in the F-topology, there exists x0 such

that Hn(Φ(x0)) ∈ (V0/2, V0). Therefore A(Φ(x0)) > δHn+1Φ(x0))
n

n+1 > δ(V0/2)
n

n+1 . Since

this holds for any Φ ∈ Π, we conclude that L(Π) > δ(V0/2)
n

n+1 .
Now suppose that cos θ · Hn(∂M) − cVol(M) > 0. As before there exists x0 such that

Hn+1(Φ(x0)) ∈ (Vol(M)− V0,Vol(M)− V0/2). Denote Ω = M \Φ(x0). Applying Lemma 2.9
to Ω, with π − θ in place of θ and −c in place of c, we obtain

Hn(∂ΩxM̊)− cos θHn(∂Ωx∂M) + cHn+1(Ω) > δ(V0/2)
n

n+1 .

Adding cos θ ·Hn(∂M)− cVol(M) to both sides, we obtain that A(Φ(x0)) > cos θ ·Hn(∂M)+

Vol(M) + δ(V0/2)
n

n+1 . Thus L(Π) > cos θ · Hn(∂M) + Vol(M) + δ(V0/2)
n

n+1 . �

Now we sketch the pull-tight process applied to {Φi}. The goal is to make sure that
every element in the critical set C({Φi}) has uniformly bounded first variation with respect
to boundary preserving diffeomorphisms.

Definition 2.11. V ∈ Vn(M) is said to have c-bounded first variation with respect to Xtan(M)
(or Xtan(U) for a given relatively open subset U ⊂ M) if:

∫

Gn(M)
divS X(x)dV (x, S) ≤ c ·

∫

M
|X(x)|dµV (x), ∀X ∈ Xtan(M) (or ∈ Xtan(U)).

Let Lc = 2(L(Π) + cVol(M)). Denote

Ac
∞ ={V ∈ Vn(M) : ‖V ‖(M) ≤ Lc, V has c-bounded first variation

with respect to Xtan(M)}.
We can follow [50, Section 4] by changing X(M) to Xtan(M) to construct a continuous map:

H : [0, 1] × (C(M),F) ∩ {M(∂Ω) ≤ Lc} → (C(M),F) ∩ {M(∂Ω) ≤ Lc}
such that:

(i) H(0,Ω) = Ω for all Ω;
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(ii) H(t,Ω) = Ω if |∂θΩ| ∈ Ac
∞;

(iii) if |∂θΩ| /∈ Ac
∞,

A(H(1,Ω)) −A(Ω) ≤ −L(F(|∂Ω|, Ac
∞)) < 0;

here L : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a continuous function with L(0) = 0, L(t) > 0 when t > 0.

Lemma 2.12. Given a min-max sequence {Φ∗
i }i∈N ∈ Π, we define Φi(x) = H(1,Φ∗

i (x)) for
every x ∈ I. Then {Φi}i∈N is also a min-max sequence in Π. Moreover, C({Φi}) ⊂ C({Φ∗

i })
and every element of C({Φi}) has c-bounded first variation with respect to Xtan(M).

Proof. By continuity of H, we know that Φi is homotopic to Φ∗
i in the flat topology, so {Φi} ∈

Π. By (ii)(iii), A(Φi(x)) ≤ A(Φ∗
i (x)) for every x ∈ I, so {Φi} is also a min-max sequence.

Finally, given any V ∈ C({Φi}), then V = limj→∞ |∂θΦij(xj)| where limj→∞A(Φij(xj)) = L.

Denote V ∗ = limj→∞ |∂θΦ∗
ij
(xj)|. By (iii), limj→∞F(|∂Φ∗

ij
(xj)|, Ac

∞) = 0 (as limj→∞A(Φij (xj)) =

limj→∞A(Φ∗
ij
(xj)) = L), so V ∗ ∈ Ac

∞. On the other hand,

V = lim
j→∞

|∂θH(1,Φ∗
ij (xj))| = H(1, lim

j→∞
|∂θΦ∗

ij(xj)|) = H(1, V ∗) = V ∗.

We used Proposition 1.4 in the second equality. Note thatH is also well defined as a continuous
map H : [0, 1] × {V ∈ Vn(M), ‖V ‖(M) ≤ Lc} → {V ∈ Vn(M), ‖V ‖(M) ≤ Lc}. Hence
C({Φi}) ⊂ C({Φ∗

i }) and the proof is finished. �

3. Almost minimizing capillary varifolds

In this section we define almost minimizing varifolds with respect to the capillary functional
A, and establish the existence and properties of replacements. We fix c ∈ R and θ ∈ (0, π2 ).

Definition 3.1 (capillary almost minimizing varifolds). Let ν be the F , M-norms or the
F-metric. For any given ǫ, δ > 0 and a relative open subset U ⊂ M , we define A (U ; ǫ, δ; ν) to
be the set of all Ω ∈ C(M) such that if Ω = Ω0,Ω1,Ω2, · · · ,Ωm ∈ C(M) is a sequence with:

(i) spt(Ωi − Ω) ⊂ U ;
(ii) ν(Ωi+1,Ωi) ≤ δ;
(iii) A(Ωi) ≤ A(Ω) + δ, for i = 1, · · · ,m,

then A(Ωm) ≥ A(Ω)− ǫ.
We say that a varifold V ∈ Vn(M) is capillary almost minimizing in U if there exist

sequences ǫi → 0, δi → 0, and Ωi ∈ A (U ; ǫi, δi;F), such that F(|∂θΩi|, V ) ≤ ǫi.

The following simple fact says that capillary almost minimizing implies c-bounded first
variation with respect to Xtan(U).

Lemma 3.2. Let V ∈ Vn(M) be capillary almost minimizing in U , then V has |c|-bounded
first variation with respect to Xtan(U).

Proof. Suppose not, then there exist ǫ0 > 0 and a smooth vector field X ∈ Xtan(U) compactly
supported in U , such that

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Gn(M)
divS X(x)dV (x, S)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ (|c|+ ǫ0)

∫

M
|X|dµV > 0.
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By changing the sign of X if necessary, we have
∫

Gn(M)
divS X(x)dV (x, S) ≤ −(|c|+ ǫ0)

∫

M
|X|dµV .

By continuity, we can find ǫ1 > 0 small enough depending only on ǫ0, V,X, such that if
Ω ∈ C(M) with F(|∂θΩ|, V ) < 2ǫ1, then

δA|Ω(X) ≤
∫

∂Ω
div∂ΩXdµθ + |c|

∫

∂Ω
|X|dµ∂Ω ≤ −ǫ0

2

∫

M
|X|dµV < 0.

If F(|∂θΩ|, V ) < ǫ1, then by deforming Ω along the 1-parameter flow {ΦX(t) : t ∈ [0, τ)}
of X for a uniform short time τ > 0, we can obtain a 1-parameter family {Ωt = ΦX(Ω) ∈
C(M) : t ∈ [0, τ)}, such that t → Ωt is continuous under the F-topology, with spt(Ωt−Ω) ⊂ U ,
F(|∂θΩt|, V ) < 2ǫ1 and A(Ωt) ≤ A(Ω0) = A(Ω) for all t ∈ [0, τ), but with A(Ωτ ) ≤ A(Ω)− ǫ2
for some ǫ2 > 0 depending only on ǫ0, ǫ1, V,X.

Summarizing the above, given any ǫ < min{ǫ1, ǫ2} and δ > 0, if Ω ∈ C(M) andF(|∂θΩ|, V ) <
ǫ, then Ω /∈ A (U ; ǫ, δ;F); this contradicts the capillary almost minimizing property of V . �

Now we formulate and solve a natural constrained minimization problem which will be used
in the construction of replacements.

Lemma 3.3 (A constrained minimization problem). Given ǫ, δ > 0, a relatively open subset
U ⊂ M and any Ω ∈ A (U ; ǫ, δ;F), fix a compact subset K ⊂ U . Let CΩ be the set of all
Λ ∈ C(M) such that there exists a sequence Ω = Ω0,Ω1, · · · ,Ωm = Λ in C(M) satisfying:

(a) spt(Ωi − Ω) ⊂ K;
(b) F(Ωi − Ωi+1) ≤ δ;
(c) A(Ωi) ≤ A(Ω) + δ, for i = 1, · · · ,m.

Then there exists Ω∗ ∈ C(M) such that:

(i) Ω∗ ∈ CΩ, and
A(Ω∗) = inf{A(Λ) : Λ ∈ CΩ};

(ii) Ω∗ is stable and locally A-minimizing in the relative interior intM (K) (relative to ∂M);
(iii) Ω∗ ∈ A (U ; ǫ, δ;F).

Proof. The proof follows a similar structure to [50, Lemma 5.7]:
Proof of (i): Take any minimizing sequence {Λj} ⊂ CΩ, i.e.

lim
j→∞

A(Λj) = inf{A(Λ) : Λ ∈ CΩ}.

Notice that spt(Λj − Ω) ⊂ K and A(Λj) ≤ A(Ω) + δ for all j. By standard compactness [39,
Theorem 6.3], after passing to a subsequence, Λj converges weakly to some Ω∗ with Ω∗ ∈ C(M)
and spt(Ω∗ − Ω) ⊂ K.

We will show that Ω∗ is our desired minimizer. Since Λj converges weakly to Ω∗, we have

that M(∂θΩ∗) ≤ limj→∞M(∂θΛj) (by Lemma 1.2), and Hn+1(Ω∗) = limj→∞Hn+1(Λj) (by
definition of weak convergence). Therefore,

(3.1) A(Ω∗) ≤ lim
j→∞

A(Λj) = inf{A(Λ) : Λ ∈ CΩ}.

It remains to show that Ω∗ ∈ CΩ. For j sufficiently large, we have F(Λj − Ω∗) < δ. Since
Λj ∈ CΩ, there exists a sequence Ω = Ω0,Ω1, · · · ,Ωm = Λj in C(M) satisfying conditions (a-c)
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above. Consider now the sequence Ω = Ω0,Ω1, · · · ,Ωm = Λj,Ωm+1 = Ω∗ in C(M); it trivially
satisfies conditions (a) and (b). Moreover, using (3.1), we also have

A(Ω∗) ≤ A(Λj) ≤ A(Ω) + δ.

Therefore, Ω∗ ∈ CΩ and hence (i) has been proved.

Proof of (ii): For p in the relative interior intM (K) of K, we claim that there exists a small

relative open ball B̃r(p) ⊂ intM (K) such that

(3.2) A(Ω∗) ≤ A(Λ),

for any Λ ∈ C(M) with spt(Λ−Ω∗) ⊂ B̃r(p). To establish (3.2), first choose r > 0 small so that

Vol(B̃r(p)) < δ/2. Suppose (3.2) were false, then there exists Ω′ ∈ C(M) with spt(Ω′ −Ω∗) ⊂
B̃r(p) such that A(Ω′) < A(Ω∗). We will show that Ω′ ∈ CΩ, which contradicts that Ω∗ is a
minimizer from part (i).

To see that Ω′ ∈ CΩ, take a sequence Ω = Ω0,Ω1, · · · ,Ωm = Ω∗ in C(M) satisfying (a-c)
above, and append Ωm+1 = Ω′ to the sequence. Since spt(Ω∗−Ω) ⊂ K and spt(Ω′−Ω∗) ⊂ K,

we have spt(Ω′ − Ω) ⊂ K. By the facts that spt(Ω′ − Ω∗) ⊂ B̃r(p), we have F(∂Ω′ − ∂Ω∗) ≤
Vol(B̃r(p)) < δ. Finally note A(Ω′) < A(Ω∗) ≤ A(Ω) + δ. Therefore Ω′ ∈ CΩ.

Similarly we can prove that Ω∗ is stable with respect to the A functional in intM (K). If
this were not true, then there exists a flow {Φt}|t|≪1 supported in intM (K) (Φt preserves
K ∩ ∂M if K ∩ ∂M 6= ∅), such that A(Φt(Ω

∗)) < A(Ω∗) for 0 < |t| ≪ 1. Append Ωm+1 =
Φt(Ω

∗) to the sequence Ω = Ω0,Ω1, · · · ,Ωm = Ω∗ above for some small enough 0 < |t| ≪ 1
with F(∂Φt(Ω

∗), ∂Ω∗) < δ; hence we have Φt(Ω
∗) ∈ CΩ, which again contradicts Ω∗ being a

minimizer. This proves part (ii).

Proof of (iii): Suppose that the claim is false. Then by Definition 3.1 there exists a sequence
Ω∗ = Ω∗

0,Ω
∗
1, · · · ,Ω∗

ℓ in C(M) satisfying

• spt(Ω∗
i −Ω∗) ⊂ U ;

• F(Ω∗
i − Ω∗

i+1) ≤ δ;
• A(Ω∗

i ) ≤ A(Ω∗) + δ, for i = 1, · · · , ℓ,
butA(Ω∗

ℓ) < A(Ω∗)−ǫ. Since Ω∗ ∈ CΩ by part (i), there exists a sequence Ω = Ω0,Ω1, · · · ,Ωm =
Ω∗ satisfying conditions (a-c) above (with K changed by U in (a)). Then the sequence Ω =
Ω0,Ω1, · · · ,Ωm,Ω∗

1, · · · ,Ω∗
ℓ in C(M) still satisfies those conditions (a-c), since A(Ω∗) ≤ A(Ω)

implies that A(Ω∗
i ) ≤ A(Ω)+δ. Therefore Ω ∈ A (U ; ǫ, δ;F) implies that A(Ω∗

ℓ ) ≥ A(Ω)− ǫ ≥
A(Ω∗)− ǫ, which is a contradiction. This proves part (iii). �

Proposition 3.4 (Existence and properties of capillary replacements). Let V ∈ Vn(M) be a
capillary almost minimizing in a relatively open set U ⊂ M and K ⊂ U be a compact subset,
then there exists V ∗ ∈ Vn(M), called a capillary replacement of V in K such that

(i) Vx(M\K) = V ∗x(M\K);
(ii) −|c|Vol(K) ≤ ‖V ‖(M)− ‖V ∗‖(M) ≤ |c|Vol(K);
(iii) V ∗ is capillary almost minimizing in U ;
(iv) moreover, V ∗ = limi→∞ |∂θΩ∗

i | as varifolds for some Ω∗
i ∈ C(M) such that Ω∗

i ∈
A (U ; ǫi, δi;F) with ǫi, δi → 0; furthermore Ω∗

i is stable and locally minimizes A in
intM (K);

(v) if V has |c|-bounded first variation with respect to Xtan(M), then so does V ∗.

Proof. The proof follows similarly to [50, Proposition 5.8]:
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Let V ∈ Vn(M) be capillary almost minimizing in U . By definition there exists a sequence
Ωi ∈ A (U ; ǫi, δi;F) with ǫi, δi → 0 such that V is the varifold limit of |∂θΩi|. By Lemma 3.3
we can construct a minimizer Ω∗

i ∈ CΩi
for each i. Since M(∂θΩ∗

i ) is uniformly bounded, by
compactness there exists a subsequence |∂θΩ∗

i | converging as varifolds to some V ∗ ∈ Vn(M).
We claim that V ∗ satisfies items (i)-(v) in Proposition 3.4 and thus is our desired capillary
replacement.

• First, by part (i) of Lemma 3.3, we have Ω∗
i ∈ CΩi

and thus spt(Ω∗
i −Ωi) ⊂ K. Hence the

varifold limits satisfy V ∗x(M\K) = Vx(M\K).
• Second, as Ωi ∈ A (U, ǫi, δi;F) and Ω∗

i ∈ CΩi
, we have

A(Ωi)− ǫi ≤ A(Ω∗
i ) ≤ A(Ωi);

thus by (1.5),

M(∂θΩi)− cHn+1(Ωi)− ǫi ≤ M(∂θΩ∗
i )− cHn+1(Ω∗

i ) ≤ M(∂θΩi)− cHn+1(Ωi).

Note that |Hn+1(Ωi)−Hn+1(Ω∗
i )| ≤ Vol(K); taking i → ∞, we have

−|c|Vol(K) ≤ ‖V ‖(M) − ‖V ∗‖(M) ≤ |c|Vol(K).

• Since each Ω∗
i ∈ A (U ; ǫi, δi;F) by Lemma 3.3(iii), by definition V ∗ is capillary almost

minimizing in U .
• (iv) follows from Lemma 3.3(ii).
• Finally by (iii) and Lemma 3.2, V ∗ has |c|-bounded first variation with respect to Xtan(U).
By (i) and a standard cutoff trick it is easy to show that V ∗ has |c|-bounded first variation
with respect to Xtan(M) whenever V does.

�

Finally, we establish the regularity of our replacements.

Proposition 3.5. Let V ∗ be as given by Proposition 3.4. Then V ∗ is a stable regular capillary
varifold in intM (K), in the sense of Definition 2.2.

Proof. By Lemma 3.4(iv) and Theorem 1.5, V ∗ is a limit of stable, properly embedded capillary
surfaces in intM (K). Theorem 2.4 implies that this is a smooth limit, which implies the
result. �

4. Existence of Almost minimizing capillary varifolds

In this section, we complete the pull-tight process by showing that there is a min-max
varifold which has c-bounded first variation, and is capillary almost minimizing.

Let p ∈ M and r > 0. Assume that r < distM (p, ∂M) if p /∈ ∂M . Recall that we defined
the open annular neighbourhoods as

Ãns,r(p) =

{
B̃r(p) \Clos(B̃s(p)), p ∈ M̊

B̃+
r (p) \ Clos(B̃+

s (p)), p ∈ ∂M.

Definition 4.1. A varifold V ∈ Vn(M) is called capillary almost minimizing in small annuli, if
for each p ∈ M , there exists ram(p) > 0 such that V is capillary almost minimizing in Ans,r(p)
for all 0 < s < r ≤ ram(p). If p /∈ ∂M , we further require that ram(p) < distRL(p, ∂M). (We

may equivalently use the intrinsic annuli Ãns,r(p) as they are comparable at small scales.)
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We need the following equivalence result among several capillary almost minimizing concepts
using the three topologies induced by F , F, and M. It implies that we can work with the
strongest M-norm at the expense of shrinking the annuli. The proof follows from a standard
interpolation process (see [50, Proof of Proposition 5.3(c) on page 483]) using Lemma A.1 in
place of [50, Lemma A.1].

Proposition 4.2. Given V ∈ Vn(M), the following statements satisfy (a) =⇒ (b) =⇒ (c) =⇒
(d):

(a) V is capillary almost minimizing in some open set U ⊂ M ;
(b) For any ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 and Ω ∈ A (U ; ǫ, δ;F) such that F(|∂θΩ|, V ) ≤ ǫ;
(c) For any ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 and Ω ∈ A (U ; ǫ, δ;M) such that F(|∂θΩ|, V ) ≤ ǫ;
(d) V is capillary almost minimizing in W for any relatively open set W ⊂⊂ U with

compact closure in U .

Theorem 4.3. Under the assumption of Theorem 2.7, there exists V ∈ C({Φi}) such that

• V has c-bounded first variation with respect to Xtan(M);
• V is capillary almost minimizing in small annuli.

Proof. We first note that the discretization and interpolation results needed here have been
addressed in Theorem 3.3, Theorem 3.4, and Proposition 3.5 in [43]. The proof follows that of
Theorem 1.7 in [49] verbatim. We will only provide a sketch here with an emphasis on some
minor differences.

We start with a pulled-tight minimizing sequence {Φi}i∈N ⊂ Π (existence guaranteed by
Lemma 2.12); namely, every element of C({Φi}) has c-bounded first variation with respect to
Xtan(M). In the following we will need notions of discrete sweepouts, which can be found in
[51, Section 4].

To use Almgren-Pitts combinatorial argument to deduce the existence of a capillary almost
minimizing varifold in C({Φi}), we need to discretize the continuous sweepouts to discrete
sweepouts. For each Φi, we can apply [43, Theorem 3.3] to find a sequence of discrete maps:

φj
i : I(k

j
i )0 → C(M),

with kji < kj+1
i and a sequence of positive numbers δji → 0 (as j → ∞), such that

(i) the fineness

f(φj
i ) = sup{M

(
(∂φj

i (x)− ∂φj
i (y))xM̊

)
: x, y are adjacent vertices in I(kji )0} ≤ δji ;

(ii) sup{F(φj
i (x),Φi(x)) : x ∈ I(kji )0} < δji ;

(iii) M(∂φj
i (x)xM̊) ≤ M(∂Φi(x)xM̊) + δji ;

(iv) sup{F(φj
i (x),Φ

j
i (x)) : x ∈ I(ki)0} ≤ δji .

By (ii) (iv) and Corollary 1.3 (letting S = Φi(I)), we can find for each each i a sufficiently

large j(i), such that, denoting ϕi = φ
j(i)
i ,

(4.1) sup{F(∂θϕi(x), ∂
θΦi(x)) + F(|∂θϕi(x)|, |∂θΦi(x)|) : x ∈ dmn(ϕi)} ≤ ηi,

where ηi → 0 as i → ∞.
Note that

∂Ωx∂M =
1

1− cos θ

(
∂Ω − ∂θΩ

)
,
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so (ii) and (4.1) imply that

M
(
∂ϕi(x)x∂M − ∂Φi(x)x∂M

)
= F

(
∂ϕi(x)x∂M − ∂Φi(x)x∂M

)

≤ 1

1− cos θ

(
F(∂ϕi(x)− ∂Φi(x)) + F(∂θϕi(x)− ∂θΦi(x))

)
→ 0

uniformly in x ∈ dmn(ϕi) as i → ∞ (note that F in the first line denotes the flat norm in
∂M , which coincides with the flat norm in M for n-dimensional currents supported in ∂M).
This together with (ii) and (iii) implies that

(4.2) sup{A(ϕi(x)) : x ∈ dmn(ϕi)} ≤ sup{A(Φi(x)) : x ∈ I}+ η′i,

where η′i → 0 as i → ∞.
Denote by S = {ϕi}, and define as usual the associated critical value L(S) and critical set

C(S) as

L(S) = lim sup
i→∞

sup{A
(
ϕi(y)

)
: y ∈ dmn(ϕi)},

C(S) = {V = lim
j→∞

|∂θϕij (yj)| as varifolds: with lim
j→∞

A(ϕij (yj)) = L(S)}.

Claim 1. By (4.1) and (4.2), We have L(S) = L({Φi}) and C(S) = C({Φi}).
Now we are in the place to apply the Almgren-Pitts combinatorial argument to find a

V ∈ C(S) which is capillary almost minimizing in small annuli with respect to the M-norm.

Claim 2. There exists V ∈ Vn(M) satisfying: for any p ∈ M and any small annulus Ar1,r2(p),
there exists two sequences of positive numbers ǫj → 0, δj → 0, a subsequence {ij} ⊂ {i}, and
yj ∈ dmn(ϕij ) (the domain of ϕij ), such that

• limj→∞A(ϕij (yj)) = L(S);
• ϕij (yj) ∈ A (Anr1,r2(p); ǫj , δj ;M); and

• limj→∞ |∂θϕij (yj)| = V .

If Claim 2 were not true, then using the Almgren-Pitts combinatorial argument (see [49,

Theorem 1.16]), we can find another sequence of discrete maps S̃ = {ϕ̃i} so that ϕ̃i is homo-
topic to ϕi in the discrete sense (see [43, page 22]), but the critical value decreases strictly

L(S̃) < L(S). One can then use the interpolations results [43, Theorem 3.4, Proposotion 3.5]
to extend ϕi and ϕ̃i to continuous maps in F-topology

Φi : Φ̃i : I →
(
C(M),F

)
.

Moreover, the maps are both homotopic to Φi in the F-topology, and

lim sup
i→∞

sup{A(Φ̃i(x)) : x ∈ I} ≤ L(S̃) < L(S) = L({Φi}).

This is a contradiction to the definition of critical value. Hence we finish checking Claim 2.
By Proposition 4.2, V is capillary almost minimizing in any smaller annuli inside Anr1,r2(p).

The proof is completed. �

5. Regularity of almost minimizing capillary varifolds

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 2.7 by proving regularity for the varifold
obtained by Theorem 4.3. Throughout this section (M3, g) will be a compact manifold with
smooth boundary ∂M and metric g satisfying (⋆), c ∈ R, and θ ∈ (0, π2 ].
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5.1. Characterization of tangent varifolds and rectifiability. We start this section by
describing the possible types of tangent varifolds of a capillary almost minimizing varifold
which has c-bounded first variation with respect to Xtan(M). We will identify the tangent
space TpM of M at a boundary point p ∈ ∂M with the upper half space R

3
+ = {(x1, x2, x3) ∈

R
3 : x3 ≥ 0}. Hence Tp(∂M) is identified with

B = {x3 = 0}.
Given a half space H ⊂ R

3
+ so that H ∩ ∂R3

+ = L is a line passing through the origin, we

denote by B− the half of ∂R3
+ cut by L which makes angle π − θ with H.

Theorem 5.1 (Characterization of tangent varifolds and rectifiability). Let V be the varifold
obtained by Theorem 4.3. Fix c ∈ R and θ < π

2 . Then the tangent varifolds of V at p ∈
spt ‖V ‖ ∩ ∂M is one of the following 4 cases:

(1) [H] + cos θ[B−] for some half plane H and the associated half plane B− ⊂ B;
(2) [H +H ′], where H,H ′ are two half planes that intersect along a common line L ⊂ B;
(3) k[B] for some k ∈ N;
(4) (k + cos θ)[B] for some k ∈ N.

Furthermore, the type of tangent varifold is unique, that is: if one tangent varifold is of a
particular type (1-4), then all are of the same type.

Remark 5.2. As the main challenge to obtain characterization of tangent cones for V , there
is no natural way to extend V to a varifold with bounded first variation, and one can not
directly invoke Allard Rectifiability Theorem [3]. Nevertheless, we note that blowups of V
can be simply extended by reflection (across Tp∂M which is a plane) as a stationary varifold.
Similar observation first appeared in [26].

Proof. By the classical min-max theory for minimal hypersurfaces [5, 34, 36] and the CMC

min-max theory [50], we know that VxG2(M̊ ) is induced by a smooth almost embedded
hypersurface Σ of constant mean curvature c (with multiplicity one when c 6= 0).

Now we divide the proof into the following three steps.

Step 1: V has uniform density lower bound at p ∈ spt ‖V ‖ ∩ ∂M .

Fix p ∈ spt ‖V ‖ ∩ ∂M . Choose 0 < r0 < ram(p)/4 small enough such that for any r < r0
the mean curvature H of ∂Br(p) ∩ M̃ is greater than c. Let V ∗ be a capillary replacement of
V in Clos(Ar,2r(p)) ∩M produced by Proposition 3.4.

By a standard argument using the Maximum Principle 1.6, for any r < s < 2r, we have

(5.1) spt ‖V ∗‖ ∩ (∂Bs(p) ∩M) 6= ∅.
By Proposition 3.5, inside Anr,2r(p) ∩M the replacement V ∗ is induced by ∂θΩ+

∑
i miΣ(i),

where Σ = spt(‖∂θΩ‖xM̊) is a smooth, almost embedded, capillary constant mean curvature
surface of mean curvature c, and the Σ(i) are disjoint, connected, smooth embedded, minimal
surfaces (clearly no Σ(i) arise if c 6= 0).

We remark that Σ may be empty (when ∂θΩ is supported entirely on ∂M) or a surface with
no boundary.

By (5.1), there exists some q ∈ spt ‖V ∗‖ ∩ (∂B3r/2(p) ∩ M). We may choose q to have a
uniform density lower bound; we do so differently according to the following cases:

Case 1: Σ is empty. Then ∂θΩ, which is nontrivial, must be identical to cos θ(∂M ∩Anr,2r(p)).
In this case, we pick q ∈ ∂B3r/2(p) ∩ ∂M . Then Θ2(‖V ∗‖, q) ≥ cos θ.
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Case 2: At least one Σ(i) 6= ∅, or Σ 6= ∅ and at least one connected component Σ0 of Σ satisfies
∂Σ0 ∩ Anr,2r(p) = ∅. That is, one of the Σ(i) or Σ0 is a smooth nonempty surface
with no boundary in Anr,2r(p) ∩ M . In this case, we pick q ∈ Σ0 ∩ ∂B3r/2(p) or

q ∈ Σ(i) ∩ ∂B3r/2(p). Then Θ2(‖V ∗‖, q) ≥ 1.
Case 3: Σ 6= ∅, and all components of Σ have nontrivial boundary on Anr,2r(p) ∩ ∂M . In this

case, we pick q ∈ ∂B3r/2(p) ∩ Σ. Then Θ2(‖V ∗‖, q) ≥ 1
2(1 + cos θ).

With the choice of q, we know by the monotonicity formulae and Proposition 3.4 (i) and

(ii) that (Ci, i = 1, 2, · · · denote uniform constants depending only on M̃)

‖V ‖(B4r(p))

π(4r)2
≥ ‖V ∗‖(B4r(p))− c · Vol(Anr,2r(p) ∩M)

π(4r)2
≥

‖V ∗‖(Br/2(q)) − c · C1r
3

π(4r)2

≥ 1

64C2
lim
s→0

‖V ∗‖(Bs(q))

πs2
− c · C3r =

1

64C2
Θ2(‖V ∗‖, q)− c · C3r

≥ 1

128C2
− c · C3r.

As a crucial ingredient, in the second inequality we have used the fact that Vol(Anr,2r ∩M) ≤
C1r

3. Note that we have used the interior Monotonicity Formula [39] in Case 2, and the
boundary version [26, Theorem 2.3] in Cases 1 and 3.

Since the above inequality holds true for all r > 0 small enough, letting r → 0, we derive
the uniform lower density bound Θ2(‖V ‖, p) ≥ 1

128C2
.

Step 2: Given a tangent varifold C ∈ VarTan(V, p), where p ∈ spt ‖V ‖∩∂M , C is a stationary
2-rectifiable cone in TpM with free boundary.

Here by [26, Definition 2.1], a varifold is stationary with free boundary in M if and only if
it has 0-bounded first variation with respect to Xtan(M). Let Vi = (ηp,ri)#V for some ri → 0
such that

C = lim Vi ∈ V2(TpM) as varifolds.

Here ηp,r : RL → R
L is the rescaling map ηp,r(x) =

x−p
r . We know that ηp,ri(M) converges

smoothly to the half space TpM . Hence the blowup limit C is stationary with respect to
Xtan(TpM), and is stationary with free boundary in TpM . By the varifold convergence and
the uniform area ratio lower bound of V as in Step 1, we have Θ2(‖C‖, q) ≥ θ0 > 0 for all
q ∈ spt ‖C‖.

Consider the doubled varifold C (obtained by taking the union of C and its reflection to

TpM̃ \ TpM across Tp(∂M)). Then C is stationary in TpM̃ by [26, Lemma 2.2]. Note that C

has uniform density lower bound Θ2(‖C‖, q) ≥ min{1, 2θ0} > 0 for every q ∈ spt ‖C‖, so C
is rectifiable by the Recifiability Theorem [39, 42.4]. Therefore C is a rectifiable cone by [39,
Theorem 19.3], and so is C.

Step 3: Now we use the smooth convergence for stable capillary surfaces to obtain character-
ization of tangent varifolds.

Pick α ∈ (0, 14 ). For each i large enough, we can apply Proposition 3.4 with the compact set
Ki = Clos(Anαri,ri(p) ∩M) to obtain a replacement V ∗

i ∈ V2(M) of V in Ki. As in (5.1), we
know that ‖V ∗

i ‖xAnαri,ri(p) 6= 0. By Proposition 3.4 (ii), there exists some C1 > 0 depending
only on M so that for any R > ri,

(5.2) − c · C1r
3
i ≤ ‖V ‖(BR(p))− ‖V ∗

i ‖(BR(p)) ≤ c · C1r
3
i .



MIN-MAX THEORY FOR CAPILLARY SURFACES 29

By weak compactness of varifolds with bounded total mass, after passing to a subsequence,
we obtain varifold limit:

C∗ := lim
i→∞

(ηp,ri)#V
∗
i ∈ V2(TpM).

Now C∗ satisfies the following properties.

(1) By Proposition 3.4 (i), C is identical to C∗ outside Clos(Anα,1(0)).
(2) By Proposition 3.4 (iii) and (v), V ∗

i is also capillary almost minimizing in small annuli
and has c-bounded first variation with respect to Xtan(M). So by similar arguments
as in Step 1 and 2, we know that V ∗

i has uniform lower density bound, and hence C∗

is rectifiable and stationary with free boundary in TpM .
(3) As a crucial corollary of (5.2), for any R > 1, we have

−c · C1ri ≤ ‖(ηp,ri)#V ‖(BR(p))− ‖(ηp,ri)#V
∗
i ‖(BR(p)) ≤ c · C1ri.

Therefore, letting i → ∞, we have

‖C∗‖(BR(0)) = ‖C‖(BR(0)), for any R > 1.

(4) Lastly, by Proposition 3.5 and Theorem 2.4, we know that C∗x(Anα,1(0) ∩ M̊) is an
integer multiple of an embedded, stable, capillary minimal surface, and if a connected
component Σ of C∗x(Anα,1(0)∩M̊ ) has non-empty boundary on Anα,1(0)∩∂M , then
the multiplicity of Σ is one.

Claim 1: C = C∗.

Proof of Claim 1 : We consider the doubled varifolds C,C∗ ∈ V2(TpM̃) of C,C∗ ∈ V2(TpM)

across Tp(∂M) as in Step 2. We will to show that C and C∗ coincide. This follows from a

standard argument as in [34, Theorem 7.8]. Indeed, Since C is a rectifiable cone, we have

‖C‖(Br(0))

πr2
≡ constant;

by (1) and (3), C and C∗ have the same density at 0 and the same area ratio near infinity.
Using that C∗ is stationary and rectifiable, the classical monotonicity formula implies that

‖C∗‖(Br(0))

πr2
≡ constant;

thus C∗ is also a cone by [39, Theorem 19.3]; by (1) again, we have C = C∗ and hence
C = C∗. �

Next, we prove the characterization of C.

Claim 2: C is one of the following,

(i) [H+cos θB−], where H intersects with Tp(∂M) with angle θ along a line L ⊂ Tp(∂M),
and B− is half of Tp(∂M) cut by L making angle π − θ with H;

(ii) [H + H ′] where H,H ′ are two half planes which intersect along a line L ⊂ Tp(∂M)
and each make angle θ with Tp(∂M);

(iii) (k + cos θ)[Tp(∂M)] or k′[Tp(∂M)] for some k, k′ ∈ N.

Proof of Claim 2 : Since C is a rectifiable stationary cone, the restriction to the unit sphere
CxS1(0) is a rectifiable stationary varifold. Also as the densities of C have a uniform lower
bound by Step 2, so does CxS1(0). Hence by [2], CxS1(0) consists of geodesic networks.
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Since C = C∗ and by (4), we know that Cx int(TpM) is smoothly embedded, so C consists
of finitely many half planes intersecting along a line which passes 0 and lies in Tp(∂M).

We first assume that Cx int(TpM) 6= ∅. By Theorem 2.4, Cx int(TpM) consists of one
half plane H intersecting with Tp(∂M) along a line L with angle θ, or two half planes H1 and
H2 which each intersect Tp(∂M) along a common line L with angle θ. In the first case, by
Theorem 2.4 again, C = [H] + cos θ[B−], where B− is half of Tp(∂M) cut by L making an
angle π − θ with H. In the second case, by by Theorem 2.4, C = [H] + [H ′].

Now we assume that Cx int(TpM) = ∅. In this situation, C can only be supported on
Tp(∂M), so it is a constant multiple of Tp(∂M) by the Constancy Theorem [39, §41] (applied

to C). By Theorem 2.4 and (4), C is then the smooth limit of almost properly embed-
ded stable CMC surfaces together with possible a cos θ multiple of ηp,ri(∂M), so C is either
(k + cos θ)[Tp(∂M)] or k′[Tp(∂M)] for some k, k′ ∈ N.

It remains to show that the type of tangent varifold is unique. The density immediately
distinguishes types (1) and (4) as unique: Note that in type (1), the density is 1

2(1+cos θ) < 1,
whilst types (2-3) have integer density and type (4) has non-integer density k+cos θ > 1. Thus
we only need to show that one cannot have one tangent varifold of type (2) and another of
type (3; k = 1).

Let C be the set of all planes in TpM intersecting B = Tp∂M at angle θ. Note that all
elements of C are rotations of each other around B. Then C is clearly separated from B in
G2(R

L); in particular there is a neighbourhood U of B in G2(R
L), disjoint from C, and a

smooth function β supported in U such that β(B) = 1 (and β(C) = 0)
It then follows from the definition of F-metric that F([B], C+) > 0, where C+ be the set of

all type (2) varifolds, i.e. induced by the union of two capillary half-planes intersecting along
a common line. But the set of tangent varifolds must be connected (as it corresponds to the
limit points of the connected set {(ηp,r)#(V )|r > 1}), so this implies the uniqueness of tangent
cone type.

�

5.2. Regularity of capillary min-max varifolds. In this section, we prove the main regu-
larity Theorem 5.4, and by doing so complete the proof of Theorem 2.7. The idea for regularity
is to get as far as we can using the interior gluing and regularity which was already established
in [34, 36, 50]. However, there is a subtlety at the boundary, which can be overcome using the
smooth maximum principle so long as the replacement is C1 up to the gluing interface. For
this reason, we use a double replacement method.

In this section, a regular capillary surface will refer to a smooth, almost properly embedded
surface Σ of constant mean curvature c and (smooth) boundary ∂Σ, which meets ∂M with
angle θ. The smooth maximum principle we need is as follows:

Lemma 5.3. Let c ∈ R and θ ∈ (0, π2 ). Consider a connected, regular capillary surface Σ in

the annular region Ãns1,s2(p) which is C1 up to the outer interface S̃+
s2(p).

There exists s∗ = s∗(n, c, θ) and s0 = s0(n, c, θ, s2) such that if s1 < s0 < s2 < s∗, and Σ is
as above, then either:

(1) Clos(Σ) ∩ S̃+
s2(p) ∩ M̊ 6= ∅; or

(2) Clos(Σ) is tangent to ∂M at every point of Clos(Σ) ∩ S̃+
s2(p) ⊂ ∂M .
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That is, either Σ meets the outer interface at an interior point, or it only meets the outer

interface along false boundary points. Note that Clos(Σ)∩S̃+
s2(p) is nonempty for small enough

s∗ by Theorem 1.6. The proof of Lemma 5.3 is deferred to Appendix B. With the lemma in
hand, we can establish the main regularity result:

Theorem 5.4. Let V be as in Theorem 4.3. Then V is a regular capillary varifold in M . That
is, VxM̊ is induced by a nontrivial, smooth, closed, almost properly embedded surface Σ ⊂ M
with (possibly empty) smooth boundary ∂Σ ⊂ ∂M , and Σ has prescribed mean curvature c and
meets ∂M with contact angle θ. Moreover, when c 6= 0 and θ 6= π

2 , V has multiplicity one.

Proof. Recall that we fix c ∈ R and θ ∈ (0, π2 ).

The interior regularity of VxM̊ was established by [34, 36, 50]. In particular, Σ = spt ‖V ‖∩
M̊ is a smooth almost properly embedded surface of constant mean curvature c. To prove the
boundary regularity, we need to show that Σ extends smoothly to ∂M as a regular capillary
surface.

Let p ∈ spt ‖V ‖ ∩ ∂M . Recall that B̃+
r (p) and S̃+

r (p) = ∂relB̃
+
r (p) denote the Fermi half-

balls and half-spheres respectively. Fix r0 ∈ (0, ram(p)/4) sufficiently small so that Theorem

1.6 applies on B̃+
r (p) for all 0 < r ≤ r0 to show that for any W ∈ Vn(M) which is stationary

with c-bounded first variation in B̃+
r (p), and ‖W‖xB̃+

r (p) 6= 0, we have

(5.3) 0 6= spt ‖W‖ ∩ S̃+
r (p) = Clos(spt ‖W‖ \ Clos

(
B̃+

r (p))
)
∩ S̃+

r (p).

The idea will be to use the previously established interior gluing to simplify matters, us-
ing unique continuation and noting that the first replacement is regular through the gluing
interface. The subtle case to rule out is when the second replacement intersects the gluing
interface in a subset of the barrier ∂M which is disjoint from Σ′.

Step 1: Replacement with boundary structure.

Let s∗ be as given by Lemma 5.3.

Take a replacement V ∗ on Ãns,t(p), with s < t ≪ min(ram(p), s∗). By Proposition 3.5, V ∗

is regular in Ãns,t(p), and we set Σ′ = spt(‖V ∗‖xÃns,t(p) ∩ M̊). By regularity of V ∗ (up
to the boundary), the self-touching set S(Σ′) and boundary ∂Σ′ are 1-rectifiable. Moreover,
by property (⋆), the barrier-touching set T (Σ′) is also 1-rectifiable. Then we may choose
s2 ∈ (s, t) so that:

(T) S̃+
s2(p) intersects Σ

′, ∂Σ′ transversely, and S(Σ′),T (Σ′) sparsely, that is, in sets of zero
1-dimensional measure.

We then likewise take a second replacement V ∗∗ of V ∗ on Ãns1,s2(p), where s1 < min(s, s0)
and s0 is again given by Lemma 5.3. In particular note s1 < s < s2 < t.

As in [50, Step 1, Section 6], the second replacement V ∗∗ may be constructed so that:

Claim 1: There exists Ω∗∗ ∈ C(M) satisfying the following: Suppose q ∈ spt ‖V ∗∗‖∩ S̃+
s2(p),

and that Σ′,Σ′′ have multiplicity 1 in a neighbourhood of q. Then there exists ǫ > 0 so that:

(a) V ∗xÃns2,t(p) and V ∗∗ are given by by |∂θΩ∗∗| in Ãns2,t(p) ∩ B̃+
ǫ (q) and Ãns1,s2(p) ∩

B̃+
ǫ (q) respectively.

(b) if ‖V ∗∗‖(S̃+
s2(p) ∩ B̃+

ǫ (q)) = 0, then V ∗∗ is given by |∂θΩ∗∗| in Ãns1,t(p) ∩ B̃+
ǫ (q).

Proof of Claim 1. Fix 0 < τ < s1. By Proposition 3.4 we have V ∗ = limi→∞ |∂θΩ∗
i | for some

Ω∗
i ∈ A (Ãnτ,r0(p); ǫi, δi;F) with ǫi, δi → 0. Let U = Ãns1,s2(p) ∩ B̃+

ǫ (q). The regularity of
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∂θΩ∗
i in Ãns,t(p), the compactness Theorem 2.4 and the multiplicity 1 assumption imply that

the ∂θΩ∗
i converge locally smoothly to Σ′ in U ∩ M̊ , for small enough ǫ.

For each Ω∗
i , we may apply Lemma 3.3 in K = Clos(Ãns1,s2(p)) to construct a new sequence

Ω∗∗
i satisfying:

• spt(Ω∗
i −Ω∗∗

i ) ⊂ K;
• Ω∗∗

i is locally A-minimising in intM (K);
• V ∗∗ = limi→∞ |∂θΩ∗∗

i |;
• ∂θΩ∗∗

i x(U ∩ M̊) converges locally smoothly to Σ′′ (as in the proof of Proposition 3.4).

Now by Lemma 1.2, up to taking a subsequence ∂θΩ∗∗
i will converge weakly as currents to

∂θΩ∗∗ for some Ω∗∗ ∈ C(M). Claim 1(a) follows from the locally smooth convergence. The

weak convergence implies that ‖∂θΩ∗∗‖(U) ≤ ‖V ∗∗‖(U). If ‖V ∗∗‖(S̃+
s2(p) ∩ B̃+

ǫ (q)) = 0, then

the locally smooth convergence implies that, in fact, ‖∂θΩ∗∗‖(U) = ‖V ∗∗‖(U). Claim 1(b)
then follows from [34, 2.1(18)(f)] (which only assumes rectifiability). �

Again, by Proposition 3.5, V ∗∗ is regular in Ãns1,s2(p). We set Σ′′ = spt(‖V ∗∗‖xÃns1,s2(p)∩
M̊ ).

Step 2: Gluing V ∗ and V ∗∗ along S̃+
s2(p).

The goal is to show that V ∗xÃns,s2(p) = V ∗∗xÃns,s2(p). It suffices to show that Σ′ ∩
Ãns,s2(p) = Σ′′ ∩ Ãns,s2(p) and that the densities match along S̃+

s2(p).

Let Σ′
i be (the relative closures in Ãns,t(p) of) the connected components of Σ′∩M̊ . Similarly

let Σ′′
j be (the relative closures in Ãns1,s2(p) of) the connected components of Σ′′ ∩ M̊ . We

will use the following claim, which is immediate by unique continuation:

Claim 2 (Gluing): Suppose that for some i, j, there is q ∈ S̃+
s2(p) and a neighbourhood U of

q so that we have the local gluing Σ′
i ∩U ∩ Ãns,s2(p) = Σ′′

j ∩U . Then the components match,

i.e. Σ′
i ∩ Ãns,s2(p) = Σ′′

j ∩ Ãns,s2(p).

Recall that Σ′ is a regular capillary surface on Ãns,t(p), in particular across S̃+
s2(p). Then

Lemma 5.3 and property (T) imply that:

(†) Every component Σ′
i must intersect S̃+

s2(p) inside M̊ .

(In particular, the sparse intersection with T (Σ′) rules out case (2) of Lemma 5.3, and transver-

sality implies that each component has points on both sides of S̃+
s2(p).)

Step 2a: Gluing across interior points.
In the interior M̊ , the gluing procedures in [50, Step 2, Section 6] (for c 6= 0) and [34,

Lemma 7.10] (for c = 0) proceed verbatim. In particular, from the arguments in [50, Step 2,
Section 6], we have that Σ′ glues smoothly with Σ′′ across the interior intersection

Γ := Clos(Σ′′) ∩ S̃+
s2(p) ∩ M̊ = Σ′ ∩ S̃+

s2(p) ∩ M̊.

(For the readers’ convenience we sketch that: for the forward inclusion, one may apply (5.3)

to V ∗∗ and take the intersection with M̊ ; the reverse inclusion follows from the transverse

intersection of Σ′ with S̃+
s2(p).)

By (†) and Claim 2, the gluing across Γ implies that Σ′ ∩ Ãns,s2(p) ⊂ Σ′′ ∩ Ãns,s2(p). (It

remains to rule out new components of Σ′′ inside Ãns,s2(p).)
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In particular, Clos(Σ′′) is a C1-regular surface with boundary near any point of Clos(Γ).

Step 2b: C1 regularity in the exceptional case.
We now investigate the regularity of the remaining interface points of Σ′′, that is, those

q ∈ (Clos(Σ′′) ∩ S̃+
s2(p) ∩ ∂M) \Clos(Γ). As (Σ′, ∂Σ′) intersect S̃+

s2(p) transversely, any such q

has a neighbourhood U on which U ∩Clos(Σ′) = ∅ and U ∩ Clos(Σ′′) ∩ S̃+
s2(p) ⊂ ∂M .

Consider now a tangent cone C∗∗ = limi→∞(ηq,ri)#V
∗∗ of V ∗∗ at q, and the corresponding

tangent cone C∗ = limi→∞(ηq,ri)#V
∗ of V ∗. The gluing interface blows up to TqS̃

+
s2(p), which

divides TqM into two quarter-spaces corresponding to Ãns,s2(p) and Ãns2,t(p). We refer to
these as the V ∗∗ and V ∗ side respectively.

Since V ∗∗ coincides with V ∗ on Ãns2,t(p), the tangent cones C∗ and C∗∗ must coincide on
the V ∗ side. But U ∩Clos(Σ′) = ∅, so C∗ has no support in the interior and must be either 0
or cos θ[Tq∂M ]. Thus the only possibilities for C∗∗ are types (1) or (4; k = 0) in Theorem 5.1.

Now as the density at any point on Σ′′ is a positive integer, so the As,s2(p) side of C
∗∗ con-

tributes density at least 1
2 , This rules out case (4) for C

∗∗, which has density cos θ everywhere.

This leaves case (1) - a capillary half-plane - and since U ∩ Clos(Σ′′) ∩ S̃+
s2(p) ⊂ ∂M , it can

only be the unique capillary half-plane on the V ∗∗ side which has boundary Tq(S̃
+
s2(p)∩ ∂M).

Thus we have shown that any tangent cone at q is a unique capillary half-plane. This
implies that V ∗∗ is a C1-regular surface with boundary near q.

Step 2c: There is no exceptional case.
Combining Steps 2a and 2b, we have that Clos(Σ′′) is (at least) C1 regular up to the gluing

interface S̃+
s2(p). Then by the smooth maximum principle (Lemma 5.3), we have that:

(‡) Each component Σ′′
j either has nontrivial intersection with S̃+

s2(p) ∩ M̊ , or intersects

S̃+
s2(p) only in points tangent to ∂M .

Suppose Σ′′
j is tangent to ∂M at q ∈ S̃+

s2(p). Then TqV
∗∗ = Θ[Tq∂M ], where Θ ≥ 1. Since

V ∗∗ coincides with V ∗ on Ãns2,t(p), it follows that TqV
∗ = TqV

∗∗ = Θ[Tq∂M ] and in particular
q ∈ spt ‖V ∗‖. If q ∈ spt ‖V ∗‖ \Σ′ then the density at q would be cos θ < 1, which contradicts

Θ ≥ 1. So we must have q ∈ Σ′. Then since S̃+
s2(p) intersects (Σ

′, ∂Σ′) transversely and T (Σ′)

sparsely, we conclude that q ∈ Clos(Σ′ ∩ S̃+
s2(p) ∩ M̊) = Clos(Γ).

Thus in either case of (‡), the gluing across Clos(Γ), together with Claim 2, now implies that

Σ′′
j ∩ Ãns,s2(p) ⊂ Σ′ ∩ Ãns,s2(p) for each j. In particular, the exceptional case of Step 2b does

not occur a posteriori. Together with Step 2a we conclude that Σ′∩Ãns,s2(p) = Σ′′∩Ãns,s2(p).
Step 2d: Density matching.

Consider q ∈ Σ′ ∩ S̃+
s2(p) = Clos(Σ′′) ∩ S̃+

s2(p). As in Step 2b, the tangent cones of V ∗

and V ∗∗ at q must coincide on the quarter-space of TqM corresponding to Ãns2,t(p). Since

∂Σ′ intersects S̃+
s2(p) transversely, it follows from the classification of tangent cones Theorem

5.1 that Θn(‖V ∗‖, q) = Θn(‖V ∗∗‖, q). We conclude that V ∗xÃns,s2(p) = V ∗∗xÃns,s2(p) as
desired.

Step 3: Unique continuation up to the centre.

By unique continuation, we may repeat the above process for arbitrarily small s1, and define

Ṽ = lims1→0 V
∗∗
s1 . The surface Σ̃ =

⋃
s1
Σ′′
s1 will be a regular capillary surface in B̃+

s2(p) \ {p}.
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Step 4: Removable singularity at p.

We now wish to extend Σ̃ as a regular capillary surface through p. A blowup argument as in
the proof of Theorem 5.1 implies that all tangent cones of Ṽ at p are of one of the types (1-4).

(Noe that Ṽ was already constructed via continued replacements, so that argument actually
goes through without taking further replacements.) We now divide into cases depending on
the tangent cone type:

Case 1: All tangent cones of Ṽ at p are of type (1).
That is, every tangent cone is induced by a multiplicity 1 capillary half-plane. Then by

Claim 1, Σ̃ is locally the boundary of some Ω̃ in B̃+
σ (p) \ {p}. (Note that the hypothesis of

Claim 1(b) is automatically satisfied as a consequence of interior gluing.) So we immediately

deduce from Theorem 1.15 that Σ̃ extends as a regular capillary surface through p (with unique
tangent cone).

Case 2: All tangent cones of Ṽ at p are of type (2).
That is, every tangent cone is induced by a pair of multiplicity 1 capillary half-planes. Again

by Claim 1, Σ̃ is locally the boundary of some Ω̃ in B̃+
σ (p)\{p}. The plan is to apply Theorem

1.15 to ‘both sides’. First, since Σ̃ is (boundary) regular away from p, for sufficiently small

σ0 > 0 we have ∂Σ̃∩Clos(B̃+
σ0
(p)) = γ, where each γ is the union of finitely many continuously

embedded segments in Clos(B̃+
σ0
(p)), smooth in B̃+

σ0
(p) \ {p}, each with one endpoint at p and

the other on S̃+
σ0
(p).

Take local coordinates so that M corresponds to {x3 > 0}, and let Cγ be the surface
corresponding to the cylinder γ × R+ over γ. We say that a surface S is separated by Cγ

if it consists of precisely 2 connected components S1, S2, each in a distinct component of
(Bs(p) ∩ M̊) \ Cγ . We claim that for any sufficiently small σ > 0, the surface Σ̃ ∩ Anσ/2,σ(p)
is separated by Cγ .

First, by regularity of Σ̃ away from p, we have that

(5.4) (Σ̃ ∩ Nσ(γ)) \Bσ/10(p) is separated by Cγ

for sufficiently small σ > 0, where Nσ denotes the σ-neighbourhood. Now since any tangent
cone is of type (2), for any sequence σi → 0 there is a line L ⊂ Tp∂M such that

(5.5) ηp,σi
(Σ̃) → [H +H ′],

where H,H ′ is the unique pair of half-planes which each intersect Tp∂M along L at angle θ.
In particular, ηp,σi

(γ) Hausdorff converges to L.
The point is that even though L may depend on the blow-up sequence, the claimed property

does not depend on L. Indeed, suppose that the claim is false, and consider a sequence
of counterexamples σi → 0. Then we have the convergence in (5.5), and by stability and
our curvature estimates, this convergence will be smooth away from L. In particular, the
convergence is smooth in An1/2,1(p) \N1/10(L), which implies that Σ̃∩Anσi/2,σi

(p) \Nσi/9(γ)
is separated by Cγ for large enough i. Combining with (5.4) by unique continuation implies

that Σ̃∩Anσi/2,σi
(p) is indeed separated by Cγ . This contradiction completes the proof of the

claim.
Thus Σ̃ ∩Anσ/2,σ(p) is separated by Cγ into Σ̃i(σ), i = 1, 2. As σ was arbitrary we can fix

σ0 and continue Σ̃i(σ0) to Bσ0
(p) \ {p}. For convenience we denote the continuations by Σ̃i.
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Then each Σ̃i is a regular capillary surface in Bσ0
(p) \ {p}, lying in a distinct component of

(Bσ0
(p) ∩ M̊) \ Cγ . (In particular Σ̃ is separated by Cγ into Σ̃i, i = 1, 2.)

But now all tangent cones of either Σ̃i are of type (1), so we may apply Theorem 1.15 to

each Σ̃i to conclude that each extends to a regular capillary surface in Bσ1
(p). This implies

that Σ̃ extends to a regular capillary surface in B̃+
s (p), as desired.

Case 3: Suppose the tangent cones of Ṽ at p are of type (3) or (4). Then the tangent cone
at p is in fact unique, since it is a multiple of [Tp∂M ] distinguished by density. This implies

that for sufficiently small ρ, Σ̃ ∩ (B̃+
ρ (p) \ {p}) has a graphical decomposition over Tp∂M .

Applying Allard regularity and then elliptic regularity to each sheet (as in the interior setting)
gives the extension across p.

Step 5: V coincides with Ṽ on a small enough ball.

It is enough to show that Σ glues with Σ̃ along S̃+
ρ (p), for sufficiently small ρ < s2. Following

exactly the same gluing process as Step 2, with V ∗∗
ρ , V taking the place of V ∗, V ∗∗ respectively,

implies the result. In particular, the (boundary) regularity of Σ up to S̃+
ρ (p) is not known a

priori, but now Σ′′
ρ is regular across S̃+

ρ (p) (since it extends as Σ̃). The gluing procedure of

Step 2 shows that Σ glues smoothly with Σ′′
ρ across Γ̃ := Σ ∩ S̃+

ρ (p) = Σ′′
ρ ∩ S̃+

ρ (p), and that

Clos(Σ)∩ S̃+
ρ (p) = Clos(Γ̃); thus by unique continuation Σ coincides with Σ̃ and is regular on

B̃+
ρ (p). �

Appendix A. An interpolation lemma

The following interpolation lemma is an adaption of [50, Lemma A.1]. Compared with [50,
Lemma A.1], the main difference is item (iv). Now we need to control the mass of the capillary
boundary currents, whereas previously we only need to control the mass of the usual boundary
currents.

Lemma A.1. Suppose L > 0, η > 0, W is a compact subset of a relatively open set U ⊂ M ,
and Ω ∈ C(M). Then there exists δ = δ(L, η, U,W,Ω) > 0, such that for any Ω1,Ω2 ∈ C(M)
satisfying

(a) spt(Ωi − Ω) ⊂ W , i = 1, 2,
(b) M(∂Ωi) ≤ L, i = 1, 2,
(c) F(Ω1,Ω2) ≤ δ,

there exists a sequence Ω1 = Λ0,Λ2, · · · ,Λm = Ω2 ∈ C(M) such that for each j = 0, 1, · · · ,m−
1,

(i) spt(Λj − Ω) ⊂ U ,
(ii) A(Λj) ≤ max{A(Ω1),A(Ω2)}+ η,
(iii) M(∂Λj − ∂Λj+1) ≤ η,

(iv) M(∂θΛj) ≤ max{M(∂θΩ1),M(∂θΩ2)}+ η/2,
(v) M(Λj − Ωi) ≤ η

2c , for i = 1, 2.

Here We only need to consider the case when U ∩∂M 6= ∅, as otherwise the result is exactly
[50, Lemma A.1]. An interpolation result between two relative integral cycles were discussed
in [26, Lemma B.1, Lemma B.3]. Our results can be adapted from there with several minor
modifications, which we will point out. As noted in the proof of [50, Lemma A.1], we only
need to prove the case when Ω2 is fixed, and the general case follows by a covering argument.
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By a contradiction argument, we can find a sequence {Ωl}l∈N ⊂ C(M) satisfying (a)(b) and
F(Ωl,Ω) → 0. We need to construct a sequence {Λj}mj=1 connecting Ωl to Ω satisfying (i)-(v)
when l is sufficiently large. Since we focus on the mass of capillary boundary currents, the key
step in [26, Lemma B.3] to modify is to change the varifold limit in the line above [26, (B.1)]
to V = limj→∞ |∂θΩj|. By the lower semi-continuity of mass and (1.6), we have

|∂θΩ|(A) ≤ ‖V ‖(A), for all Borel A ⊂ M.

One can then follow exactly the remaining construction in [26, Lemma B.3] to construct the
desired sequence of {Λj}mj=1 which satisfy (i)(iii)(iv). Item (v) will follow from the same

reasoning as [50, Page 483, (2)]. Item (ii) is a direct corollary of (iv) and (v). Note that in
terms of notations, we just need to change the Sj’s (in [26]) to Ωl’s.

Appendix B. Foliations of Fermi half-balls and the maximum principle

Lemma B.1. Fix θ ∈ (0, π2 ). There exists s∗ depending only on (M,g) and θ such that for

any s < s∗, p ∈ M , there are smooth surfaces S̃s,γ(p), γ ∈ [θ, π2 ] which foliate a region in

B̃+
s (p) such that:

(1) S̃s,π
2
(p) = S̃+

s (p);

(2) S̃s,γ(p) intersects ∂M precisely on S̃+
s (p) ∩ ∂M , with contact angle at most γ;

(3) The mean curvature on S̃s,γ(p) is bounded below by h(s, γ) > 0, which satisfies

lim
s→0

h(s, γ) = ∞

for every γ.

...

p

S̃s2,
π

2
(p) = S̃+

s2
(p)

S̃+
s1
(p)≤ γ

S̃s2,γ
(p)

∂M

Figure 4. Foliation of S̃+
s (p). Observe that (by the curvature bound) the

foliation does not intersect Fermi half-balls S̃+
s1(p) for small s1.

Proof. We will take s∗ smaller than the normal injectivity radius of ∂M .
Let Ss,α be the spherical cap in R

n+1
+ centred on the xn+1-axis, which contacts the barrier

B := ∂Rn+1
+ along S+

s ∩ B at constant angle α. (Note Ss,π
2

= S+
s is the hemisphere of

radius s centred at the origin.) We define S̃+
s,γ(p) to be the image of Ss,α(γ) under the normal

exponential map centred at p, where π
2 − α(γ) = (1 + µ)(π2 − γ) for some µ ∈ (0, θ

π
2
−θ ). Then

item (1) and the first statement of (2) are certainly satisfied.

For the second statement of (2), note that the rescaling η0,1/si(S̃
+
si,γ(pi) − pi) converges

smoothly to the spherical cap S1,α(γ) (for any sequence pi ∈ ∂M). Since
π
2
−α(γ)
π
2
−γ = 1 + µ > 1,
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this implies that for small enough s∗, S̃+
s,γ has boundary contact angle at most γ (in fact,

equality if and only if γ = π
2 ). Similarly as the mean curvature of S1,α is strictly positive, item

(3) also follows from the smooth convergence. �

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Take s∗ small enough so that h(s, γ) > c for s < s∗. Given s2 < s∗,
take s0 small enough so that S̃+

s0(p) ∩ S̃s2,θ = ∅. As in the statement of the lemma, let Σ be

a connected, regular capillary surface in the annular region Ãns1,s2(p), which is C1 up to the

outer boundary S̃+
s2(p). Let Γ := Clos(Σ) ∩ S̃+

s2(p) and suppose for the sake of contradiction

that Γ ∩ M̊ = ∅ and there is some q0 ∈ Γ at which Σ is not tangent to ∂M . Then Σ must
meet ∂M at q0 with contact angle θ.

Now suppose that Σ is contained in the region bounded by S̃s2,θ(p) and ∂M . Since S̃s2,θ(p)
has contact angle at most θ, and mean curvature at least h(s2, θ) > c, this violates the
maximum principle at q0.

But then Σ must intersect some S̃s2,γ(p) in M̊ ; in particular consider γ∗ = sup{γ|Σ ∩
S̃s2,γ(p) ∩ M̊ 6= ∅}. Then Σ is contained in the region bounded by S̃s2,γ(p) and ∂M . More-

over, since S̃s2,γ(p) ∩ ∂M = S̃+
s2(p) ∩ ∂M for every γ, we see that Σ must intersect S̃s2,γ∗(p)

tangentially at some point q ∈ M (which may be either interior or boundary). Since S̃s2,γ∗(p)
has mean curvature at least h(s2, γ∗) > c, this violates the maximum principle at q.

Note that we needed the C1 regularity to apply the Hopf lemma at boundary points where

the contact angle of Σ is greater than that of the barriers S̃s2,γ , and the C1 regularity plus
Allard regularity to apply the maximum principle at tangent points. In either case we have a
contradiction, which completes the proof. �

Appendix C. Stable Bernstein theorems for capillary surfaces

In this appendix we prove stable Bernstein theorems for capillary hypersurfaces of dimension
2 ≤ n ≤ 5, for certain ranges of contact angles. In particular, the goal is to show:

Theorem C.1. Consider n, θ satisfying either

• n = 2, and θ ∈ (0, π);

• n = 3, and 5
3 + 3

√
2

2 + (
√
2− 1)Cθ − 5

√
2

2 C2
θ > 0;

• n = 4, and 3
2 + 3

√
3

2 + (
√
3− 1)Cθ − 5

√
3

2 C2
θ > 0;

• n = 5, and 32
5 + 29

4 Cθ − 27
2 C

2
θ > 0.

where Cθ =
(1+| cos θ|)3

sin2 θ
. Suppose that (Σ, ∂Σ) ⊂ R

n+1
+ is a two-sided, stable, capillary minimal

hypersurface with contact angle θ, and supr>0
Vol(Σ∩Br)

rn ≤ CV < ∞. Then Σ must be planar.

Recall the notation of Section 1: ν is the inward pointing unit normal vector field on Σ,
η is the outward conormal of ∂Σ, η̄ is the outward conormal of the barrier, ν̄ is the outward
conormal of ∂Σ in the barrier. The contact angle condition becomes 〈ν, η̄〉 = cos θ.

To prove Theorem C.1, we will use the Schoen-Simon-Yau [37] technique. As such, we first
compute the boundary conditions for the total curvature:

Lemma C.2. Let (Σ, ∂Σ) ⊂ R
n+1
+ be a capillary minimal hypersurface so that 〈ν, η̄〉 = cos θ.

Then along ∂Σ,

∂|A|2
∂η

= 2cot θ


2|A|2A(η, η) −

n∑

j=1

λ3
j


 ,
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here λ1, · · · , λn are the principal curvatures of Σ. In particular,
∣∣∣∣
∂|A|2
∂η

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 6
√
n− 1| cot θ||A|3.

Proof. Fix a point p ∈ ∂Σ. At p, we have:

η = cot θν +
1

sin θ
η̄, ν̄ =

1

sin θ
ν + cot θη̄.

Take Fermi coordinates around p, such that the metric can be written as g = dx21+gx1
(x2, · · · , xn),

and g0 is given by the geodesic normal coordinates. Note that in this choice, ∂1 = η. By our
convention on the second fundamental form, Aij = −〈∇∂i∂j , ν〉. Now take indices i, j, α > 1.
First, observe that at p,

A1j = −〈∂jη, ν〉 = −
〈
−∂j(cot θν +

1

sin θ
η̄), ν

〉

= − 1

sin θ
〈∂j η̄, ν〉 = − 1

sin θ
〈∂j η̄,− cos θη̄ + sin θν̄〉 = 0,

as ∂Rn+1
+ is flat (and hence ∂j η̄ = 0). Therefore ∂jν = Ajα∂α + Aj1ν = Ajα∂α, and similarly

∂1ν = −A11η.
Let x denote the immersion that gives Σ. At p, we have

∂1Aij = −〈∂1∂i∂jx, ν〉 − 〈∂i∂jx, ∂1ν〉 = −〈∂i∂jη, ν〉 −A11 〈∂i∂jx, η〉

= −
〈
ν, ∂i(cot θ∂jν +

1

sin θ
∂j η̄)

〉
−A11

〈
∇∂i∂j , (cot θν +

1

sin θ
η̄)

〉

= − cot θ 〈ν, ∂i(Ajα∂α)〉+ cot θA11Aij

= cot θ(AiαAαj +A11Aij).

(C.1)

Similarly,

∂1A1j = −〈∂1∂jη, ν〉 −A11 〈∂1∂jx, η〉 = −〈ν, ∂1(cot θ∂jν)〉 −A11 〈∂j∂1x, η〉
= cot θAjαAα1 −A11 〈∇∂jη, η〉 = 0.

(C.2)

Additionally, ∂iη = ∂i(cot θν + 1
sin θ η̄) = cot θAiα∂α. Thus, A(∇∂iη, ∂j) = A((∂iη)

T , ∂j) =
cot θAiαAαj . Combining this with (C.1), we have

(∇∂1A)ij = ∂1Aij −A(∇∂1∂i, ∂j)−A(∂i,∇∂1∂j) = cot θ(A11Aij −AiαAαj).

We next compute (∇∂1A)11 = ∇∂1A11 − 2A(∇∂1∂1, ∂1). Note that ∇∂1∂1 has zero component
in ∂1, and thus equals cj∂j , giving A(∇∂1∂1, ∂1) = cjAj1 = 0. Using minimality of Σ,

∇∂1A11 = −∇∂1Ajj = cot θ(AjαAαj −A11Ajj) = cot θ|A|2.
Therefore,

∇∂1 |A|2 = 2 〈∇∂1A,A〉
= 2cot θ(|A|2A11 +Aij(−AiαAαj +A11Aij))

= 2 cot θ(2|A|2A11 −A3
11 −AijAiαAαj).

(C.3)

We have A3
11 +AijAiαAαj =

∑n
k=1 λ

3
k, where λ1, · · · , λn are the principal curvatures of Σ.
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Finally, observe that for any k = 1, · · · , n,

|λk| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

l 6=k

λl

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

√
n− 1


∑

l 6=k

λ2
l




1/2

≤
√
n− 1|A|.

Thus |∑λ3
k| ≤

∑√
n− 1|A|λ2

k =
√
n− 1|A|3. Similarly, |A11| ≤

√
n− 1|A|, and thus

∣∣∇∂1 |A|2
∣∣ ≤ 6

√
n− 1| cot θ||A|3

�

We need the following trace estimate:

Lemma C.3. Suppose Σn ⊂ R
n+1
+ is a smoothly immersed hypersurface with smooth boundary

meeting ∂Rn+1
+ at constant angle θ. Then for any u ∈ C1

c (Σ), we have
∫

∂Σ
u ≤ 1

sin θ

∫

Σ
|∇u|+ |HΣu|.

Proof. Assume Rn+1
+ = {xn+1 ≥ 0}. For R > 0, let ϕR : [0,∞) → R be a smooth function such

that ϕR(t) = 1 when t ≤ R, ϕR(t) = 0 when t ≥ 2R, and |ϕ′
R| ≤ 2

R . Define the vector field
X = −ϕR(xn+1)∂n+1. Let η be the outward unit conormal vector field on ∂Σ. By assumption,
η ·X = sin θ along ∂Σ. Therefore

∫

∂Σ
u =

1

sin θ

∫

∂Σ
uX · η

=
1

sin θ

∫

Σ
divΣ(uX

T ) ≤ 1

sin θ

∫

Σ
|∇u||X|+ udivX + |uHΣ|

≤ 1

sin θ

∫

Σ
|∇u|+ 2

R
u+ |HΣu|.

Letting R → ∞, we obtain the desired inequality. �

Lemma C.4. Fix n, θ and suppose (Σ, ∂Σ) ⊂ R
n+1
+ is a two-sided, stable, capillary minimal

hypersurface with contact angle θ. Let a, b > 0 and q ≥ 0 be such that

Bq,a,b =
2

n
+ 1 + 2q − 3 + 2q

2
bcn,θ −

(
1 + acn,θ +

3 + 2q

2
b−1cn,θ

)
(1 + q)2Cθ > 0,

where cn,θ = 3
√
n− 1 | cos θ|

sin2 θ
and Cθ =

(1+| cos θ|)2
1−| cos θ| = (1+| cos θ|)3

sin2 θ
. Then setting p = 2 + q, for any

φ ∈ C1
c (Σ), there exists C = C(n, θ, p, a, b) such that

∫

Σ
|A|2pφ2p ≤ C

∫

Σ
|∇φ|2p.

Proof. The main point is to prove

(C.4)

∫

Σ
|∇|A||2|A|2qf2 ≤ C

∫

Σ
|A|2+2q|∇f |2.

Recall that Simons’ inequality states

(C.5) |A|∆|A| + |A|4 ≥ 2

n
|∇|A||2.
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Multiplying (C.5) by |A|2qf2 and integrating by parts, we have

2

n

∫

Σ
|∇|A||2|A|2qf2 ≤

∫

Σ
|A|4+2qf2 − 2

∫

Σ
f |A|1+2q〈∇f,∇|A|〉 − (1 + 2q)

∫

Σ
|∇|A||2|A|2pf2

(C.6)

+

∫

∂Σ
f2|A|1+2q∂η |A|

≤
∫

Σ
|A|4+2qf2 − 2

∫

Σ
f |A|1+2q〈∇f,∇|A|〉 − (1 + 2q)

∫

Σ
|∇|A||2|A|2pf2

+ 2cn,θ

∫

Σ

(
|f∇f ||A|3+2q +

3 + 2q

2
f2|A|2+2q |∇|A||

)
.

Here we have used Lemmas C.2 and C.3 for the second inequality.
We now estimate

2|f∇f ||A|3+2q ≤ a|A|4+2qf2 + a−1|A|2+2q|∇f |2,

2f2|A|2+2q|∇|A|| ≤ b|A|2q|∇|A||2f2 + b−1|A|4+2qf2.

This gives

(
2

n
+ 1 + 2q − 3 + 2q

2
bcn,θ

)∫

Σ
|∇|A||2|A|2qf2 ≤

(
1 + acn,θ +

3 + 2q

2
b−1cn,θ

)∫

Σ
|A|4+2qf2

(C.7)

+ a−1cn,θ

∫

Σ
|A|2+2q|∇f |2

− 2

∫

Σ
f |A|1+2q〈∇f,∇|A|〉.

Substituting |A|1+qf into the almost stability inequality (1.12) gives
(C.8)
1

Cθ

∫

Σ
|A|4+2qf2 ≤ (1+q)2

∫

Σ
|∇|A||2|A|2qf2+

∫

Σ
|A|2+2q|∇f |2+2(1+q)

∫

Σ
f |A|1+2q〈∇f,∇|A|〉.

Now for ǫ > 0 we can estimate

(C.9) 2|f∇f ||A|1+2q|∇|A|| ≤ ǫ|A|2q|∇|A||2f2 + ǫ−1|A|2+2q|∇f |2,
so using (C.8) in (C.7) gives

Bq,a,b,ǫ

∫

Σ
|∇|A||2|A|2qf2 ≤ Cq,a,b,ǫ

∫

Σ
|A|2+2q|∇f |2,

where

Bq,a,b,ǫ =
2

n
+ 1 + 2q − 3 + 2q

2
bcn,θ −

(
1 + acn,θ +

3 + 2q

2
b−1cn,θ

)
(1 + q)2Cθ

−
((

1 + acn,θ +
3 + 2q

2
b−1cn,θ

)
(1 + q)Cθ − 1

)
ǫ,

Cq,a,b,ǫ =

(
1 + acn,θ +

3 + 2q

2
b−1cn,θ

)
Cθ+

((
1 + acn,θ +

3 + 2q

2
b−1cn,θ

)
(1 + q)Cθ − 1

)
ǫ−1.
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Now since

Bq,a,b =
2

n
+ 1 + 2q − 3 + 2q

2
bcn,θ −

(
1 + acn,θ +

3 + 2q

2
b−1cn,θ

)
(1 + q)2Cθ > 0,

we may always choose ǫ small enough so that Bq,a,b,ǫ > 0 and hence establish (C.4).
With (C.4) in hand, we substitute it back into (C.8) and use (C.9) again to deduce that

(C.10)

∫

Σ
|A|4+2qf2 ≤ C

∫

Σ
|A|2+2q|∇f |2.

Setting p = 2 + q and f = φp, Hölder’s inequality gives that
∫

Σ
|A|2pφ2p ≤ C

∫

Σ
|A|2p−2φ2p−2|∇φ|2 ≤ C

(∫

Σ
|A|2pφ2p

) p−1

p
(∫

Σ
|∇φ|2p

) 1

p

,

which implies the result.
�

Corollary C.5. Let n, θ,Σ be as in Lemma C.4. The conclusions of that lemma hold for
some 2p > n so long as either:

• n = 3, and 5
3 + 3

√
2

2 + (
√
2− 1)Cθ − 5

√
2

2 C2
θ > 0;

• n = 4, and 3
2 + 3

√
3

2 + (
√
3− 1)Cθ − 5

√
3

2 C2
θ > 0;

• n = 5, and 32
5 + 29

4 Cθ − 27
2 C

2
θ > 0.

Proof. Take a = b = 1 and estimate cn,θ ≤
√
n− 1(Cθ − 1). Using these, straightforward

calculations yield the following:

If n = 3, then B0,1,1 ≥ 5
3 + 3

√
2

2 + (
√
2 − 1)Cθ − 5

√
2

2 C2
θ > 0. If n = 4, we again note that

B0,1,1 ≥ 3
2 +

3
√
3

2 + (
√
3− 1)Cθ − 5

√
3

2 C2
θ > 0. Then by continuity, Bq,1,1 > 0 for small enough

q > 0. If n = 5, we note that B 1

2
,1,1 ≥ 32

5 + 29
4 Cθ − 27

2 C
2
θ > 0. Again by continuity, Bq,1,1 > 0

for some q > 1
2 . In any case, 2p = 2(2 + q) > n which completes the proof. �

Remark C.6. Clearly, one may obtain a slightly larger range for θ by optimising the conditions
Bq,a,b > 0 in the above. For n = 3, one may also obtain a larger range by following the
argument in [10, Appendix D]. We have chosen to present the most straightforward estimate,
as we suspect that even these improved estimates are not sharp, and that the stable Bernstein
theorem in fact holds for a significantly larger range of θ.

Proof of Theorem C.1. We proved the n = 2 case above in Theorem 1.10. Let φ be a smooth
cutoff function such that φ = 1 on Br, φ = 0 outside B2r and |Dφ| ≤ 2

r on B2r \ Br. By
Corollary C.5, we have∫

Σ∩Br

|A|2p ≤ C22pr−2pVol(Σ ∩B2r) ≤ CCV 2
n+2prn−2p

for some 2p > n. Taking r → ∞ implies |A| ≡ 0, which completes the proof. �
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