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MIN-MAX MINIMAL HYPERSURFACES WITH HIGHER MULTIPLICITY
ZHICHAO WANG AND XIN ZHOU

ABSTRACT. We exhibit the first set of examples of non-bumpy metrics on the (n 4 1)-sphere
(2 < n < 6) in which the varifold associated with the two-parameter min-max construction
must be a multiplicity-two minimal n-sphere. This is proved by a new area-and-separation
estimate for certain minimal hypersurfaces with Morse index two inspired by an early work
of Colding-Minicozzi. We also construct non-bumpy projective spaces in which the first min-
max hypersurfaces are one-sided, and non-bumpy balls in which the free boundary min-max
hypersurfaces are improper.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the past decade, we have witnessed many important advancement in the development for
minimal hypersurfaces, including the solution of Yau conjecture on minimal surfaces by Marques-
Neves [20], and Song [30], and the establishment of a Morse theory for the area functional by
Marques-Neves [19,21]. One key challenge in these works is the a priori existence of integer
multiplicity of the varifolds produced by the Almgren-Pitts min-max theory [1L2]22] (see also
[46]). Now we have very well understanding of the multiplicity when the ambient manifold has
a bumpy metric ([35]) thanks to the solution of the Multiplicity One Conjecture [38]; (see also
[3]). For non-bumpy metrics, there are known trivial examples where some min-max varifolds
have higher multiplicities, while some others have multiplicity one. For instance, on a thin and
long flat torus, the min-max varifold can be two identical copies of the cross section, but one
can move one copy parallelly away to obtain a multiplicity one varifold of the same mass. This
made it tempting to conjecture that for any metric there always exists a min-max varifold of
multiplicity one. However, in this paper, we will disprove this conjecture by constructing the first
set of nontrivial and non-bumpy examples, where the varifold associated with the two-parameter
min-max construction must have multiplicity two.

Theorem 1.1. The (n+1)-sphere S"! of dimension 3 < (n+1) < 7 admits metrics g with non-
negative Ricci curvature so that the second volume spectrum wo(S™t, g) can only be achieved
by a degenerate minimal n-sphere with multiplicity 2.

Here {wy} is the volume spectrum of M defined by Gromov [9], Guth [11], and Marques-Neves
[17] as a sequence of non-decreasing positive numbers
0< W1(M,g) S WQ(M,Q) S e g Wk(M,g) — 00,
depending only on M and g; see also [16][8][23][33] for further studies.

Our proof relies on a new area comparison argument. Roughly speaking, we show that
if a connected multiplicity-one minimal hypersurface ¥ is sufficiently close to a multiplicity-
two degenerate stable hypersurface Sj, then the area of ¥ is strictly greater than that of Sj.
Similar area comparison arguments have played essential roles in the study of Morse index and
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multiplicity of min-max minimal hypersurfaces (see [14}[18,306,37]), but in a reserve way. In
particular, the catenoid estimates by Ketover-Marques-Neves [14] imply that if S§ is unstable,
then by pushing away the two copies of Sj and then adding a catenoid type neck therein, one
can strictly decrease the area. More precisely, the area-decrease by pushing away the two copies
of Sy dominates the area-increase by adding the catenoid neck, when Sg is unstable. This
idea has been further extended by Haslhofer-Ketover [13] (see also [7]) to construct the second
minimal 2-sphere in S$? with a bumpy metric associated with the second width. In our situation,
we will show the reverse phenomenon when S is degenerate stable. A crucial ingredient is to
bound the area difference between ¥ and 2S; away from the neck region. To do so, we need a
new distance-separation estimate between ¥ and S{' in terms of the size of the neck region; see
Theorem and This part is inspired by an early work of Colding-Minicozzi [5]; see the
part on idea of proof for more details.

The Multiplicity One Theorem also implies that for bumpy metrics, the min-max minimal
hypersurfaces can only be two-sided. However, our method can also be used to construct non-
bumpy metrics on the projective spaces in which the first width must be achieved by one-sided
hypersurfaces.

Corollary 1.2. The (n + 1)-projective space RP" ™ with 3 < (n + 1) < 7 admits metrics g
so that the first volume spectrum wy (]R]P’"H, g) can only be achieved by a one-sided RP™ with
multiplicity 2.

In [I5], Li-Zhou developed a free boundary min-max theory for compact manifolds with
boundary (M,0M). The minimal hypersurface ¥ constructed therein may not be properly
embedded, i.e. it may have interior touching with the boundary int(X) N 9M # (). The touching
phenomenon had caused major challenges in the application of this theory, e.g. [T0,31.34]. It has
been conjectured that the touching could happen even for Euclidean domains [I5, Conjecture
1.5]. Here we exhibit examples where the touching phenomenon does happen.

Corollary 1.3. B"t! admits a metric with minimal boundary and non-negative Ricci curvature
so that its first volume spectrum can only be achieved by its boundary with multiplicity one.

Proof. Let (S",g) be as in Theorem [Tl Then the round S§ divides the (n + 1)-sphere into
two connected components, denoted by M, and M_; see Section Bl for explicit description. Note
that (M, g) is an (n + 1)-ball that has positive Ricci curvature away from its boundary. By
[B1], wi(M,,g) is realized by a free boundary minimal hypersurface ¥ with multiplicity one,
whose index is bounded by one from above. Then by reflection along Si, one can obtain a
smoothly embedded minimal hypersurface S C (S™+1, g) with index less than or equal to 2.
Clearly, wi (M4, g) < Area(Sy). It follows that

Area(X) < 2Area(SH).

Then by Theorem [L.] 5 can only be the S§ with multiplicity two, which implies that ¥ is the
boundary of M, . O

Idea of the proof. We construct a sequence of Riemannian (n + 1)-spheres M}, (isometrically
embedded in R"*2) that converges locally smoothly to S§ x R (see Section 3 for details), where
Sp is a round n-sphere in R"*!1 and embedded in M}, as the unique degenerate stable minimal
hypersurface for each k. Moreover, for each k, the level sets (denoted by {S;}) of the distance
function to S§ have area lower bound Q,,(1—[¢|"*1), where €2, is the volume of the unit n-sphere.
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Suppose on the contrary that each wo(My) is realized by a minimal hypersurface ¥ that
is not S¢. Then by our construction, j has to be connected, unstable, of index less than
or equal to 2 (by [19]) and multiplicity one ([38]). Then the compactness [27] gives that X
converges locally smoothly to an embedded minimal hypersurface with integer multiplicity in
Sy x R. By the lower bounds for wy(M), the limit of ¥y is exactly S with multiplicity 2.
Moreover, by the classification of embedded minimal hypersurfaces with two ends ([26]), after
suitable scaling, the blowup around each singular point is a standard catenoid. Let r; denote the
“radius” of link of the small catenoid in X, i.e. the distance of the small catenoid to the center
point. First, the Hausdorff distance between ¥ and S is bounded from above by 10ry|log |
(to be discussed next). After replacing the annuli in neck regions of ¥ by two minimizing
n-disks, by using the one-sided minimizing property of {S;}, the area of the new hypersurface
is at least 2|S7| — O(rf™|log rg|"*1); see [@4). On the other hand, the neck regions of %
contribute at least c(n)r} amount of area more than that of the n-disks; see ([B.2). Therefore,
Sk] = 2[SH| > e(n)ry — Oy log 7y ["t1) > 0, contradicting wa (M) < 2wy (M) < 2Area(Sy).

To bound the Hausdorff distance dp (X, S{), the key challenge arises from intermediate
annuli regions A(yk, Ry, €; M), where y;, is a singular point, Ry/rr oo, Rr \, 0. In fact, X
is close in smooth topology to the catenoid of radius ry inside B(yg, Ri; M) and to 257 outside
B(yg, €; M) by smooth convergence. However, ¥; may not be a 2-sheeted graph over S§ inside
A(yk, Ri, €; M), and we are forced to write one component X7 (of ¥x) as a graph over the
other X1. First, dg (X1, ¥7) when restricted to B(yk, Ri; M) is at most 3ry log }f—:; see (419).
We need to prove that this bound keeps roughly at the order 7y log % on 0B (yg, s; M) when
s ' €. Our proof relies on several new monotonicity formulas inspired by Colding-Minicozzi
[5]. In particular, we study carefully the evolution of the averages of the height function wy
(between L},%%): s — JCEiﬂ@B(yk,S;Mk) wy; see Proposition B4 and compare with [5, Lemma
2.1]. The main new challenge as compared with [5] is that wy is not a graph function over
a fixed hypersurface, and this causes many higher-order terms in our monotonicity formulas,
particularly as the height function wy, only satisfies a highly nonlinear PD-inequality (&6]). Note
that some extra care is needed when the two singular points are not too far from each other;
see Proposition

Outline. In Section 2 we will classify the limit cones of the singular set arising from the
compactness of minimal hypersurfaces. In Section Bl we describe the concrete constructions
and prove our main results by assuming the key Hausdorff distance upper bound estimates,
which will be proved in Section @l Finally in Appendix [Al we derive a general inequality for
minimal graphs over another minimal hypersurface. Then we list some basic results of catenoids
in Appendix [Bl

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Professor Gang Tian for his constant support
and encouragement. X.Z. was supported by NSF grant DMS-1945178, and an Alfred P. Sloan
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2. BLOWING-UP ANALYSIS

Let {Mj} be a sequence of (n + 1)-spheres embedded in R"*2 = R"*! x R. Denote by Sg
the unit sphere in R™*!. Let ¥}, be a closed embedded connected minimal hypersurface in Mj,.
We use B,(p) and B(p,r; M}) to denote the geodesic ball in R"*! and M, respectively. In this
section, M} and X always satisfy the following requirements.
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(1) For each k, S§ is a stable minimal hypersurface in M), with constant Jacobi fields;
(2) Mj locally smoothly converges to S§ x R in R"*2 as k — oo;
(3) Xj converges to twice of S in the sense of varifolds;

(4) i has Morse index less than or equal to 2.

Ezample 1. Let My, be the (n + 1)-sphere given by

2n

k2n -
Suppose that M}, contains an embedded minimal hypersurface ¥, with index less than or equal
to 2 and

oy ahy +

Area(Sy) + 6 < Area(Xy) < 3Area(Sy) — 0
for some § > 0. Then {¥;} and {M}} satisfy our requirements in this section.

By compactness [27], X locally smoothly converges to S§ with multiplicity two away from
a set W consisting of one or two points. Let p € W. Then we can take a positive constant
e < 1071990 small enough such that the convergence for ¥, is locally smooth in Ba.(p)\ {p}, and

Q.
(2.1) Area(B(p, 2¢; My) N 5) < g L (5e)",
where €, is the volume of unit m-spheres. Choose p; € X} so that
A%k = max Ak ()]
A% )] = | max A )

Clearly, |A™(py)| — oo as k — oco. In the following, we classify the limit cones of {¥;} at p,
which is either a hyperplane with multiplicity or a catenoid.

Proposition 2.1 (Classification of limit cones). Let {ci} be a sequence of positive numbers with
C, — OQ.
(1) Iflimy o0 |A%F (pr)|/cx = £ > 0, then ¢, (X —py) locally smoothly converges to a catenoid
contained in R™t1;
(2) If limp_o0 |AZ* (pr)|/ck = 0, then cx(Sk, — pi) locally smoothly converges to a hyperplane
contained in R™t1;
(8) Iflimy_so0 |AZ*(pr)|/cx = 00, then ¢ (g —pi) converges to a multiplicity-two hyperplane
contained in R™1. Moreover, the convergence is locally smooth away from at most two
points including 0.

Proof. Note that ci (X — pg) is always a minimal hypersurface in ¢ (M) — pr) with index < 2.
By the monotonicity formula and (21]),
Qn—l

n

r".

(2.2) kli)rr;o Area(B,(0) N k(X — pr)) <

N | Ot

Clearly, cx(My — px) converges locally smoothly to R™*!. Thus ck (X — pr) converges to an
embedded minimal hypersurface with integer multiplicity in R®™! with index < 2. By the
work of Tysk [32], the limit minimal hypersurface, which has finite Morse index and polynomial
volume growth (2.2)), must have a unique tangent cone at infinity; therefore using the work of
Schoen [26, Theorem 3] (see also [12], Theorem 1.3]), the limit minimal hypersurface is either a
catenoid or a hyperplane.

If limp o0 |A¥* (pr)|/ck = £ < 00, then for any compact set Q C R"*2, ¢(35 — pr) N Q has
uniformly bounded second fundamental form, and this implies that the convergence is locally
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smooth. When £ > 0, the limit hypersurface has at least one point that has non-zero curvature.
Thus the limit is a catenoid. When ¢ = 0, the limit hypersurface is flat and hence is a hyperplane.

If limg_yo0 |A™* (pr)|/ck = 00, then the convergence is non-smooth. By Allard’s Regularity
Theorem [28], Theorem 24.2], the multiplicity of the convergence is larger than or equal to two.
Thus the limit is a stable minimal hypersurface in R"*! with polynomial (degree n) area growth,
which can only be a hyperplane by Schoen-Simon [24] and Schoen-Simon-Yau [25]. Since the
index of ¥; is bounded from above by 2, the convergence is locally smooth away from at most
two points. Together with (2.2)), we also have that the multiplicity of the convergence is exactly
2. Hence Proposition 211 is proved. O

Remark 2.2. Let z; € ¥ and ¢ — oo. Then ¢ (X — k) converges to a multiplicity-one
catenoid or hyperplane with multiplicity one or two in the sense of varifold. Suppose that the
convergence is not locally smooth. Then the limit is a multiplicity-two hyperplane.

Denote by 71,1 = /n(n — 1)|A%* (pg)|~!. Take Yr1 € X so that T;%(Ek — Yk,1) converges to

a standard catenoid C in R™*!; see Appendix [Bl for several properties of the geometry of C. In
the remaining of this section, we are going to find a sequence of “bad balls”, in which Y is not
flat enough even after rescaling.

So long as
max |AZk () ]|z — ypa| < 2¢/n(n — 1),
z€B(yp,1,6Mp)NEg

we let yg o := yg 1. Otherwise, take y;fg € Y so that

max | A% () |z = yi| = |A™* (Y )| [Who — Yr1| = 2¢/n(n — 1).

xE€B(Yk,6; My )NEy

Then by Proposition 1] [A%* (v} ,)|(Sk —y, 5) converges locally smoothly to a catenoid in R+,

Then we can take yj, 2 around y}c o and 7 2 > 0 so that rk_é(Ek — yg,2) converges locally smoothly
to a standard catenoid. Let

T = max{ry 1, 52}
Denote by
(2.3) bk = [yk,1 — Ykl
By the locally smooth convergence of ¥ in Be(p) \ {p}, we know that

b — 0, as k — oo.

Note that in a standard catenoid (see Appendix[B]), we have |z|-|A(z)| < \/n(n — 1). Therefore,
we also have that
bi/ri — 00, if Yr1 # Yk
For simplicity, denote by A(p,r, s; M) = B(p,s; My) \ B(p,r; My), Wi = {yk,lyyka} and
(2.4) dk(x) = diSth (a;, Wk)

We now claim that for all sufficiently large k,

(2.5) max |AZ* (2)|d () < 2¢/n(n — 1).

Suppose not, then one can find y; 3 and another small cantenoid. Observe that each small
catenoid will contribute index 1. This contradicts that ¥; has index less than or equal to 2.
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From now on, let 1 and X7 be the two connected components of Xy \ U;B(y.;, 2% j; Mk).
Without loss of generality, outside B(p,e¢; My), we choose the unit normal vector field of E,l€
pointing towards Z%.

Proposition 2.3. Given § > 0, there exists K > 0 such that for all k > K, the following
statements hold true.

(1) The second fundamental forms satisfy for x € Xy \ U?ZlB(yk,j, Kry i3 My),
(2.6) di - |A%F (z)| + d2 - |[VAZ* ()| < 6.

Moreover, E,l€ is a minimal graph over E%. Denote by wy, the graph function.
(2) For every x € £} \ U?ZlB(ykJ,Krk,j; My),

V2w
d < 0.
Wi, () + dy Wi, dp

(3) For any s > Kry and z,y € X+ N A(y, s,48; Mg) \ B(2k, 8/4; My),
wi(x) < (1 + 6)w(y).

Proof. Note that by Remark 2.2 the limit of dj'(v4)(Xx — ) can only be a multiplicity-
two hyperplane if dj(xy)/rr; — o0o. Then the first item follows from standard blowup and
contradiction arguments. Observe the third one follows directly from the second one. Hence it
suffices to prove the second item.

Suppose on the contrary that there exists 6 > 0 and «p — oo such that for a subse-
quence of k > «i, there exists xp € X \ nglB(ykJ,akrkJ?Mk) violating (27). So long as
limg_, o di(x) # 0, after renormalizations, the sequence, still denoted by {wy}, will converge
locally smoothly to a Jacobi field of Sf away from at most two points (see [29]), which is a
constant function. This will give the desired contradiction.

It remains to consider the situation dp — 0 and dj /Tk’j > ap — oo. By Remark 2.2]
d,;l(Ek — ) converges to a hyperplane with multiplicity two. Then the normalizations of
{wy} will converge locally smoothly to a positive Jacobi field of the hyperplane, which is also a
constant function. This will also give a contradiction. O

(2.7) &2 [Veow] | w

link of the catenoid aroun

Tink of the catenoid around Yk

FIGURE 1. Structure of Y.

Remark 2.4. For {X} satisfying the requirements at the beginning of this section, we summarize
the properties of 3, (see Figure[l) for large k:
(1) there exists {yy ;j} containing one or two points such that for each j, ¥; has a small
catenoid with radius 7 ; around yy ;;
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(2) I has exactly two connected components (denoted as X} and ¥7) after removing such
two (possibly one) small catenoids;
is a graph over ¥; and the graph function satisfies Proposition
3) 2 i h over X} and the graph function satisfies Proposition 23l

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

For any a > 1 and 3 < (n+ 1) < 7, let M, be the embedded (n + 1)-sphere in R"*2 given by

2n
an -

2 2 2
$1+3§‘2“‘+$n+1+

For simplicity, let S; := {zp+2 = t} N M,, where we omit the a without ambiguity. These
(n + 1)-spheres satisfy the following properties:

(A) it has non-negative Ricci curvature;

(B) S§ = Sp is the unique stable minimal hypersurface for each a > 1; it follows that each
minimal hypersurface is two-sided;

(C) My — S§ x R locally smoothly as a — oo;

(D) {S:}¢__, forms a foliation of M, and {x,42 = t} is an embedded n-sphere with mean
curvature vector pointing away from Sy for 0 < |t| < a. In particular, any two embedded
minimal hypersurfaces in M, intersect each other;

(E) the area of S; C M, satisfies that for all ¢,

t2n .
(3.1) Area(S;) = Qu(1 = —7) > 2 (1 - [t[?™).

(F) for each t with 0 < |t| < a,
‘t‘ < diStMa(SQ,St) < 2’t’.

Before stating our main results, we introduce the key height estimates, which will be proved
in the next section (Theorem [£.6] and [4.9]).

Theorem 3.1. Let X, C M, g“ be a sequence of embedded minimal hypersurfaces with index < 2
and

Area(X) < 3Area(Sy) — ¢
for some 6 > 0. Then for all sufficiently large k,

max distas, (z, Sy) < 8ri|log 7).
k

Remark 3.2. Note that the estimates are sharp for dimension n+1 = 3 (Theorem [4.6]). In higher
dimensions 4 < n 4+ 1 < 7, the height estimates are much better (Theorem [£.9]).

In the following, we prove a rigidity theorem for minimal hypersurfaces with low index and
area. This will be useful to identify the min-max solutions that realize the second width.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Xy, is a closed embedded minimal hypersurface in My, with index < 2
and

Area(Xy) < 2Area(Sy).
Then for sufficiently large k, Xy, is exactly S§ .
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Proof. Suppose not, then ¥ converges to a closed minimal hypersurface (with multiplicity) in
S x R. By the monotonicity formula, the limit is S x {0} with multiplicity less than or equal
to 2. We claim the multiplicity has to be two. So long as the the convergence has multiplicity
one, the normalization of the difference between Si and X converges to a non-trivial Jacobi
field on S§ (see [29]). Note that such a Jacobi field is a constant. Thus X lies on one side of
Sy, which contradicts (D) at the beginning of this section. Therefore, ¥ converges to ¥ with
multiplicity two.

By [27], the convergence is smooth away from a set W containing at most two points since
the index of X is less than or equal to 2. Then {¥;} and {M}} satisfy the conditions in Section
(see Example[d]). Let p € W. By the argument therein, we can find yi(€ My) — p and 7, > 0
such that Tk_l(Ek — y;) locally smoothly converges to a standard catenoid C C R"*! i.e. it has
the center at 0 and

max]A( )| =+vn(n—1).

By Remark 2.4] here we have three poss1b1ht1es.

(1) W = {p, q} consists of two different points. In this case, there exists z; — ¢ and 7y, such
that 77,;1(21C — z) locally smoothly converges to a standard catenoid. Without loss of
generality, we assume that r, > 7 for all large k.

(2) W = {p} consists of only one point and by, described in Proposition 23] is equal to 0. It
follows that X \ B(yg, 2rr; M) has exactly two connected components. In this case, we
let 7, = 0.

(3) W = {p} counsists of only one point and by described in Proposition 2:3]is not 0, i.e. there
exists zx — p, |2k — yk|/rx — oo and T, > 0 such that ?gl(zk — zx) locally smoothly
converges to a standard catenoid. Without loss of generality, we assume that rp > 7
for large k.

Above all, outside two small balls with radii r;, and 7, X has exactly two connected compo-
nents; see Remark[2.4l Moreover, we can take Ry — 0 with Ry /ri — oo, r,;l(Ek—yk)ﬂBRk/m (0)
is arbitrarily smoothly close to a standard catenoid C N Bg, /., (0); if zj exists, we can also take
Ry, — 0 with Ry /7, — oo so that 77,;1(21C — 2) N B, /r, (0) is arbitrarily close to a standard
catenoid C N Bg, /., (0).

Denote by 74 and 77 the two components of ¥y N OB(yk, Ri; My). Then each ’y]z (j=1or2)
bounds an area minimizing n-disk Dj, in Mj. By Proposition (IEI),

(3.2) Area(B(yg, Ri; My) N k) ZArea ) > A—rk > 0.

Here A, (n > 3) is defined by (B.2)) and Az can be any fixed real numbers because of (B.3).
Similarly, in Case (@) or (), there exist 7] C Xj (j = 1,2) surrounding zj, such that each ¥,
bounds an area minimizing n-disk Dj, in M}, with

An

(3.3) Area(B(zy, Ry; My,) N Sy) — ZArea D] ) > -7 T > 0.

Then we cut off ¥y N B(yk, Rk; My) and Xi N B(zk,Rk,Mk) which are close to a standard
catenoid after scaling. After that, we add the n-disks {DJ } and {D] } to the new hypersurface;

see Figure[[Il This yields a closed hypersurface with two connected components I'y and I'y which
are both homologous to S in M.
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FiGUuRrE II. Replacing the catenoids by two n-disks.

Note that Theorem [B.1] can be applied to obtain

max dist g, (x, Sg) < 8ry|log ryl;
TEXY

together with a standard minimal foliation argument (applied to B(yg, €; My)), this implies that

max distay, (x, Sy) < 107 |log rg|.
z€l';

Let 0y, := 10ry|log 7x|. Then by the one-sided minimizing property of Sy, and S_;,,
Area(I';) + Area(Sy) > Area(Sy, ) + Area(S_p,).
By B.1),
Area(Sy,) > Area(Sy) — Qu|0k/*™  and  Area(S_o,) > Area(SE) — Qp|0x|*™;
these imply that
(3.4) Area(Ty) + Area(I'y) > 2Area(SE) — 49Q,07",

By the construction of I';,

2
Area(Xy) = Z (Area(Fj) - Area(DZ) - Area(ﬁi)) + Area(B (yg, Ri; M) N Xg)
j=1
+ Area(B(zk, Ek; Mk) N Ek)
2 .
> Z (Area(Fj) - Area(Di)) + Area(B(yg, Ri; Mi) N Xg)

<
Il
—

> 2Area(Sy) — 102721 (4Q, 7| log ri |*™) + ﬁrg

2
> 2Area(Sy) + %r?
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Here the first inequality is from (3.3]); we used ([B:2]) and (B.4) in the second one; the last one
follows from the fact that r|logr|?” — 0 as k — oo. This gives a contradiction and we finish
the proof of Theorem [3.31 O

Now we are going to prove our main results.

Theorem 3.4. For sufficiently large k, the second width wa(My) can only be realized by Si with
multiplicity two.

Proof. By the work of Marques-Neves [19], together with the Frankel’s property (DI), wa(My)
is realized by the area of a connected, closed, embedded, minimal hypersurface ¥, with integer
multiplicities and index(Xj) < 2. Observe that

(3.5) klim wa (M) = wa(Sg x R) = 2Area(Sy).
—00

We first prove that ¥y is S{'. Suppose not, then 3 is unstable by Property (Bl); therefore
using the direct corollary of the Multiplicity One Theorem in [38], ¥; has multiplicity one, i.e.
wa(My) = Area(Xy). On the other hand, by the construction of optimal 1-sweepouts (c.f. [36]),
w1 (My) = Area(S§). Then it follows that (c.f. [20, Proof of Theorem 5.1]).

(3.6) wa(My) < 2wy (My) = 2Area(Sy).

By Theorem [3.3] ¥ has to be identical to Si, but this contradicts (3.5]). Thus we conclude that
Y, has to be S§. Then the multiplicity follows from (3.5)).
Therefore, wa(My) can only be realized by Si with multiplicity two. (]

Let Mj, be the Riemannian (n+1)-sphere in Theorem 3.4l Denote by Ny and RP the quotient
spaces My, /{x ~ —z} and Si/{x ~ —z}, respectively. Then we have the following properties:
(1) for each k, Nj satisfies the Frankel’s property, i.e. any two embedded minimal hyper-
surfaces intersect;
(2) RPy is a one-sided embedded minimal hypersurface in Ny;
(3) as k — oo, Nj locally smoothly converges to S x R/{z ~ —x};
(4) wi(Sy x R/{x ~ —z}) = Area(S)) = 2Area(RPp).
Here the first three items follow from the Properties (AHDI)) of M) at the beginning of this
section. For the last one, since S x R/{z ~ —z} has a minimal foliation, it follows that
w1(Sg x R/{x ~ —x}) < Area(Sy) = 2Area(RPy).
On the other hand, as the limit contains S x (0,00), it follows that
wi(Sy x R/{z ~ —zx}) > wi(Sy x R) = Area(Sy).

Hence the last property is proved.
The following result directly implies Corollary

Corollary 3.5. For sufficiently large k, the first width wi(Ny) can only be realized by RPG with
multiplicity two.

Proof. Notice that Ny, also satisfies the Frankel’s property. Then by Marques-Neves [19], wy (Ny)
is realized by the area of a connected, closed, embedded, minimal hypersurface I';, with integer
multiplicity mj and index(T'x) < 1. Observe that

(3.7) kh_}ngo w1 (Ng) = w1(Sg x R/{zx ~ —x}) = 2Area(RPy).
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It follows that Area(I';) is uniformly bounded. Then by compactness [27], 'y converges to an
embedded minimal hypersurface I' C S x R/{z ~ —z}. Notice that such a space is foliated by
minimal hypersurfaces. Thus I' is S x {t} or RP{. Recall that I'; intersects RPj. Hence we
conclude that the limit is RP{. Together with (8.7), we then have that my < 2.

Case I: my, = 1.

Then I'y, locally smoothly converges to 2RPj away from at most one point. Then by the same
argument as in Theorem [3.3]
Area(T'y) > 2Area(RPp),

which contradicts wq(Ng) < 2Area(RPy).
Case II: my, = 2.

Then I'y, converges to RPj with multiplicity one. By Allard’s regularity, the convergence is
smooth. Let I'y € M} be the double cover of I'y,. Then I'y smoothly converges to Si. This

implies that fk is identical to Si’. Hence I'y is identical to RPy. This completes the proof of
Corollary O

4. UPPER BOUNDS FOR THE HAUSDORFF DISTANCE

We use the notation in Section [2I Recall that 3, C M,?H is a closed embedded minimal
hypersurface such that the Morse index is bounded above by two and the area is uniformly
bounded independent of k£ € N. As k — 0o, M, converges locally smoothly to the product space
Sy x R, and X converges to a minimal n-sphere in the limit space of M}, namely S x R. The
convergence of ¥y, is locally smooth away from at most two points according to the Morse index
and area bounds. At a point near which the convergence is not smooth, the limit cones are either
planes or catenoids by Proposition 2.1l For simplicity, we use A Nfor A*r and sometimes omit
the subscription & when there is no ambiguity. Denote by V and V the Levi-Civita connections
of 3 and My, respectively.

In this section, we prove the key height estimates, which says that the Hausdorff distance
between 3, and S is bounded by a quantity associated with the catenoids arising from blowups.
This result is essentially used in the previous section (see Theorem [B.1]).

Recall that by Remark 24, ¥ has two connected components (denoted by E,l€ and E%) by
removing one or two small catenoids. Denote by g, zx the centers and 7y, 7 the radii of links of
such catenoids (we used y ; and 7 ; in Section (2l for general cases). Without loss of generality,
we assume that r, > 7.

Then by Proposition 2.3] Ei is a minimal graph over Z}g. Let n be the unit normal vector
field of X1 , and let p and p be the distance functions to y; and z; in Mj. Denote by

(4.1) n="Vp/|Vol, 7=Vp/IVAl; ¢=IVsl, ¢=|Vil

Recall that by, defined in (2.3]), is the distance between the two blowup points yy, z;. For any
(4.2) €>5>2bp >0 or bg/2>s>4dr,

we set

(4.3) Vs = i N OBy, 5; My,).

In the remaining part of this section, we assume that Ry, ﬁk — 0 are two sequence of real
numbers satisfying Ry /rr — oo and Ry /T, — 0o. Moreover, we can also assume r,;l(Ek N

B(yk, Ri; My) — yk) (vesp. 7 (Zg N B(zi, Ri; My;) — yi)) is arbitrarily close to the catenoid
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C N Bg, /. (0) (resp. CN B A (0)) in the smooth topology. By Proposition 21 for sufficiently

large k, s~ (s — ) is very close to the unit (n— 1)-sphere in the smooth topology. In particular,
we have

(4.4) (1 — Q18" < |y < (14 €2)Q, 15",
where €Q,,, is the volume of unit m-spheres. Recall that wy is the graph function of Zi over Z}C.
Lemma 4.1. Given any § > 0, then for all sufficiently large k, we have
g
di ()
for x € T} \ [B(yk,Rk;Mk) U B(zk,ﬁk; Mk)] In particular,
(1) for all large k and & € 3}, N A(yg, Ry, € M) \ B(zp, bp/2; M),

(4.5) Awy, < wi + C(n)d

1 w}
4.6 Awy, < wp + = - k ;
o SN P
(2) for all large k and x € 3t N A(zk, R, bi/2; My),
1 w
Awg < wp + = - — k
8 |p(z)l*

Proof. By Proposition 23] |A**| has an upper bound over X1 NA(yg, s, 2s; My )\ B(2k, b /2; M),
so the level sets of the distance to E,lf will form a desired foliation as in Appendix [Al By the
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

1 32| Vg [* 1
(4.7) 814]| Ve [* < I APwy + %; (V2w Al < 8 APwy + 15[V wi P
k
By plugging (2:6)), (Z7) and (7)) into (A.3) in Appendix [Al we can show that
3
Awy, + |A]Pwy, < 30wy, + |APwy + C(n)6 - < ;Uk + wk>.
d ()

Here in (A.3), we deal with the first and third terms by (4.7)); for the second term in (A.3]), we
used |Alwy, < di| Al - FE < 62; in the fourth term, we used wy, + |Vwy| + |Vwi|® < 36 by (Z7);
the others can be bounded similarly; for instance, we have
3
Yk
T
dy

dwp \ 2
21v72 k
V9] < (55°)

wy,
= <0
di
Hence the (L) is proved.
Then for z € ¥} N A(yk, Rk, € My) \ B(2k, br/2; My), it follows that

1
() = 70(2).
Plugging this into (£.6]), we then have
1 w}
4.8 Awkgwk—i——-ik.
) 5 Top

The last case can be proved similarly. This completes the proof of Lemma [£.11 O
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Inspired by Colding-Minicozzi [5, (2.1)], we define

1 _
/ W V| A (2),
Vs

(4.9) Zk(s) = QT

(4.10) Tr(s) = Ql X / (Vwg,m) and  Fi(s) = 3 nls"/ (6! — &),
n— s n— -

where ¢ = |Vp| is defined in ([41]). Compared with [5], we introduce the weight ¢ = |Vp| in Z
as E,lC is not flat. Note that by Proposition [B.1],

(4.11) tim )
k—oo T

4.1. Inequalities for the first derivatives. In this subsection, we take the derivative for the
averages of the height functions between two sheets. The coefficients of leading terms are the
functions 7, defined above.

Proposition 4.2. Using above notations, we then have

Sn—l Qn_lsn—l
n
— Q18"

1 R 1- n—
7i(s) - 2 - [ o divs, Fo 2o e
Vs

[ @ = oy + Cosi(),
Vs
where Cy is a constant depending only on n and can be changed from line to line.

Proof. Recall that ¢ = |Vp|. A direct computation gives that

(4.12) (Vo,n) + ¢divy,n = (Vo,n) + ¢divs, n = divy, ¢n = divs, Vp = divzkep.
Here we used that (Vym,n) = 0 in the first equality; and the last one follows from the minimality

of ¥;. Then by noting that % = ‘vaﬁz = %, we have
I,Q(s) = Q,_ 5" LS wip dH + m /S (V(wrg), E> + wypdiva, (5) dH
_1-m / wety dH™ + L/ (Vwe,m) +wi[(Vo, ™) + div, ] dH
Q, 15" . k Qn—lsn_l e ks k ) ¢ Vs
1—n 1 ~
— d n—1 - _1d. d n—1
Qn_lsn /ys wk(b H + Qn—lsn_l /ys <Vwk7n> + wk(b IVZkV,O H )

where the last equality is from (412]). Then we are going to prove the inequality. Recall that
when restricting to T'(0B(p, s; My)), we have

(4.13) T2 = %5,-]- +0(p).
Therefore, we have that for x € s,
(4.14) divs, Vp = diva, Vo — (VaVp,n)
= 24+ 0(s) = (V£Vp, E)n, E)”

<

» | =

(’I’L - (;52) + Cps.
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In the above calculation, we used E for the following expression,
P (n, 6/}36/);
1 - <n7 Vp>2
this is the unit projection of n to T(0B(p, s; My)). This finishes the proof of Proposition[4.2l O

In the next subsection, we will use the inequality in Proposition to bound Z;, which
requires the following results for Fy(t).

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that [R,s] C [Rg,br/2] or [2bg,€]. Then

d R ! 1
Zlgm ElﬁAyk,R,S;Mk _|__/ ¢ :s—n/ ——(25 + / OPQ.
Is |: <| k ( )| n ), ):| —ys((b ) gn+1 A(yx,R,s;M)NSE ( )

For all sufficiently large k,

by /2 €
/ Fk(t)dt + Fk(t)dt < e.
Ry %y,

Proof. By the divergence theorem,

(4.15) / Ap* = / 25¢ — / 2R¢.
A(yg,R,s;Mp)NSL Vs YR
Since Ap? = 2n + O(p?), we have

R s
|%nA@m&aMm+—/"¢=—/¢+/ O(p?).
" Jyr LLIVEA A(yg,R,s;M)NSL

Finally note that
d
—‘E}f N A(yk,R,s;Mk)‘ = / o L.
ds s

The first identity follows by plugging all the above identities. Then we have
bk/2 n Rk
Fi(t) dt < s———==(IZ N A(yk, Rk, bi/2; My,)| + —/ ¢
/Rk Q1 (br/2)" ( : n Jyg, )
1 / 9
QB o ’

Recall that by (&.4]), for all sufficiently large k, we have

€ € €
1— )0 18" V< sl <1+ =) 1s™h 1< P< 14+ —.
( 10) 18 _!’Y\_(+1O) 18" 1<¢ < + 35

Then by the co-area formula, we have

n R
(I5k0 Al Rse/2 0001 + 25 [ o)
TRy,

Qp_1(br/2)"

b /2 R
n €\ po k €\ el €
< QO 1+ —)s" tds+ —=(1+— =14 —.
= Qi (bp/2)" 1{/}% T R S } 10
On the other hand,
1 / €
P — p>1—_.
Qn1 Ry ! YR 5

'k
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Combining them together, we then have

br/2 3e €
F <= 2 < -,
/Rk k(t)dt_10+C’oe <3

Similarly,

Fi(t)dt < <.
% 2

Hence Proposition 3] is proved. O

4.2. Hausdorff distance upper bounds in dimension three. In this part, we focus on the
case n = 2 and prove the upper bounds of the Hausdorff distance between X; and Sg. Recall
that Z}C and Ei are jointed by one or two small catenoids with radii r, and 7; see Remark 2.4]
Without loss of generality, we assume that r; > 7. Recall that Eg is a graph over E,lf with
graph function wy.

To prove the desired bound, we will derive several monotonicity formulas associated with the
average of wg. Then the smooth convergence on 0B (p, €; M) will give the desired upper bound.

Now let

(4.16)  Ti(s) = Tp(s) — 3y log S 251, log SR 10</
Tk Tk

Fy(t) dt) - log i;
[Rr,s]\[br/2,2bx] Tk

T2 S
4.17 T (s) = £ srplog =.
(4.17) Te(s) = Ti(s) + 5s ~ STRlog

Then by Proposition [4.3],

(4.18) Ti(s) < Zi(s) + 4ry, log Ti
k

Recall that Ry /ri — +oo and r,;l(Ek N B(yg, Ri; My) — yg) is arbitrarily close to the catenoid
C N Bg, /7, (0) in the smooth topology. Then by Item ()in Appendix [B]

1 Bi/ri ds 1 2R}, Ry
4.1 T <(1+-—)-2 14+ —) 2r;plog — log —.
(4.19) k(RE) < (1+ 100) Tk/l = <(1+ 100) ry log o < 3ri log o

Then by (4.11), (4.16) and (4.19]),

(4.20) fk(Rk) <0, 7(Rk)<(2+ %)Tk

Now we are ready to show that Zj(s) is decreasing.

Proposition 4.4. Z;(s) and 7y (s) are decreasing on [Ry,by/2] (resp. [Ri,€]) if by # 0 (resp.
b, = 0). It follows that

2
Tk (s) < 4rg log i, Tr(s) < 3rp — Tk + s logi for s € [Ry,b/2].
Tk 2s Tk

Proof. We first assume that b, # 0. To prove that 7, and 7, are decreasing on [Ry, by /2], let

s1:=sup{s € (Ry,by/2) : 74(t) <0, Zp(t) <0 for all ¢ € [Ry,s)}.
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We claim that s; = by /2. Suppose on the contrary that s; < by/2. Then ik and 7 are decreasing
on [Rg, s1], which together with (&20) implies that

=~ =~ or
Ti(s1) < Te(Re) < 0; Talsn) < T(Ri) < 5

By (@I7) and (4I8]), it follows that
Ti(s1) < i’k(sl) + 47, log SR 47, log ﬂ;
Tk Tk

~ 7’]% S1 7‘]% S1
Tr(s1) = Te(s1) — s, + s1ry log - < 3r, — s, + s1ry log -
Then by Proposition 2],
Tk(Sl)

S S
T(s1) < + 51 log r_l - Fi(s1) + Cosiri log r_l
k &

51

3
< Tk + 2r log il + 5ry log o Fy(s1).
51 Tk Tk

Here in the first inequality, we used that by Proposition 2.3 [8) and ([4), for = € vs,,

(4.21) wi(@) < (14 1/100)2T4(s1) < 5r¢ log i—l
k
Then by (4.16), it follows that
= , 3Tk 51 51
(4.22) Ti.(s1) < Ij(s1) — — — 21 log — — 10Fy(s1) - 7 log — < 0.
S1 Tk Tk
On the other hand, by the divergence theorem, the co-area formula, (£6]) and (£21),
w3
(4.23)  7(s1) / ¢ Awy < - ¢_1<wk + —'Z)
Vs 831
1
r2
< 287 - (57‘klog +8—53 (log—) ) <Tklog—+ﬁ

Here the first inequality follows from (4.0); the second one follows from (£2I]), (£4]) and
¢_1|%1 < 1+ ¢; in the last one, we used that as k — oo,

S1 Tk 51,3

51— 0; — — oo (lo —)° = 0.
Tk 51 Tk
Together with ([IT), it follows that
2
71.(51) < 1.(s —T—k—r lo ﬂ<O.
Tr(s1) < 1(s1) 252 k 108 ™

Combining with ([4.22]), this contradicts the choice of s;.

If b, = 0, then the same argument above gives that fk and Ty are decreasing on [Ry,€|. This
finishes the proof of Proposition 4.4l O

Note that Z(s) is not well-defined in a small neighborhood of b;. Here we use Proposition
2.3 and the divergence theorem to jump over such a small interval.
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Proposition 4.5. Suppose that b, # 0. Then ik — 3r; log % and Ty, are decreasing on [2by, €.
It follows that

Tr(s) < Trylog Ti, T(s) < 6ry + sry log ri for s € [2bg,€].
k k
In particular, we conclude that for sufficiently large k,

5 €
max wg < —71p log —.
x€X,NOB (Y e My,) 2 Tk

Proof. By applying Proposition 2.3] (B]), and then Proposition [£.4] we have

b b
(4.24) max{wy;x € SpNA(Yg, br/2, 2bk; My.)\ B(2k, bi/4; My)} < (1+5)Ik(§k) < grk log —-.

2 27
Then by (@A),
b
(4.25) T1.(2by,) < 5ry,log ——.
27’k
Moreover, by the divergence theorem,
1
T(20%) — 75 (bk/2) — Tie(bre /45 25) = 5= Awy, dx
27 J 510 A(yn br /2,260 M)\ Bz bi /45 M)
1
< = Wy, + sS4 diE
2T J LN Ay br /2,265 Mi)\ B (1 by /45 My, 8p*
b 5% b\ 3
< 10birk log * oy gk (log—k)
Tk by Tk
b 2
< b log —
KTk 108 5 + 2bk
Here we used the notation
1
nlsia) =5 [ (Vum),
™ ZiﬁﬁB(zk,s;Mk)

and 7, is the unit normal to dB(zy,s; My) N X}. The first inequality is from (@6); we used
(E24)) in the second one, and the area upper bound of X} N A(yg, bx/2, 2bg; My) \ B(zk, bi/4; My)
is from the fact that b,;l(E,lC — yg) is very close to a hyperplane. Recall that 3 is very close to
a catenoid with radius 7, < rp around z;. Then by the same argument as in Proposition 4.4]
we also have ) b ) )
T (by /4; z1) < 3Tk + Zbk?k log ﬁ < 3ri + Zkak log ﬁ
Here the inequality is from 7, < rg, and the monotonicity of r — rlog Z—’; when by, /41, > e !
It follows that
b 2
(4.26) Tr(20k) < Tk (b/2) + Ti(br/4; 21) + = kak log —k + = 2[)
k
r2 r2

by, by, by,
< 3ry — b_ + - bkrk log —|— 3re + ka‘k log — —l— ka‘k log — —|— 2b
k

2

b
< 611 — m + b1k log—k
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In the next, we are going to prove that ik(s) — 3ry log % and 7 are decreasing. Let

s := sup{s € [2by, €] : Th(t) <0, Tp(t) < 3% for all ¢ € [2b, s]}.

It suffices to prove that so = €. Suppose on the contrary that sy < e. Then ik — 3ri log i and
Tk are decreasing on [2by, sq], and this implies that

~ ~ 2b 2b
Tk (s2) — 3ry log i—2 < Ty (2by) — 3ri log T—k < I(2by) — 61 log r—k < 0, by (4.25));
k k k

~ ~ 2 2b
Fi(s2) < Fe(2b) = 7i(2b) + L= — 2byrilog == < 6., by (@),
k

4by,
Together with (£18) and (417, we then have
(4.27) Ti(s2) < :Zk(SQ) + 47, log i—2 < Trylog i—2;
k k
-~ 7’]% S92 7‘,% 59
Tr(s2) = Tp(s2) — == + sorp log — < 61 — = + s9ry log —.
259 Tk 2s9 Tk

Recall that by Proposition [£.2]

T (s0) < T%2)

s s
+ 97 log °2, Fy(s2) + Cysary log —2,
52 Tk Tk

6r S S
L 2ry, log 22 4 97}, log 22, Fy(s2),
S9 Tk Tk

where in the first inequality, we used that for all x € ~s,,

(4.28) wi(z) < (14 1/10) Ty (s2) < 9ry log :—2
k
By (£I0), it follows that
(4.29) I} (s9) < Tp(s2) — 3k _ 21, log 2 10Fy(s2) - r log 2 < %
52 Tk Tk OS2

On the other hand, by the divergence theorem and the co-area formula,

L/¢%w<—/ k+iwx

2

< 4sg - 9rklog— + 93 k(log ) < Tklog— + 5
Tk 2 282

Here the first inequality is from (4.6]); the second one follows from @27), [@.28), (4£4) and
¢_1|%1 < 1+ ¢; in the last one, we used that as k — oo,

52 Tk

sg = 0; — —o00; —(log—)"—0
Tk S2 Tk
Then (4.17) can be applied to get
(o) < rhs2) = 2 —relog 22 <0
Tr(s Ti(82) — =5 — i log — .
k\°92 k\°92 23% k108 e

Combining with ([4.29)), it contradicts the choice of sa.
Then the bound of wy on X1 N OB (yk, €; My,) follows from Proposition 2:3((3). Hence Propo-
sition is proved. O
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Recall that ¥, smoothly converges to 252 outside at most two balls. In particular, E,l€ and
E% are graphs over S3 outside such two balls; see Remark 2.4l Observe that the normalization
of graph functions of Z}Q and Zi can both give bounded Jacobi fields, which would be smooth
across the singularities. Then wy, are equivalent to the difference of the two graph functions. By
the maximum principle, such two graph functions should have opposite signs. Then the upper
bound for wy, implies the Hausdorff distance between Xj, and Sg.

Theorem 4.6. For all sufficiently large k,

max dist g, (x,83) < 8rg|log rg|.
k

Proof. Recall that X locally smoothly converges locally smoothly to 2 - Sg away from W which
contains at most two points. Then for any compact set 2 C Sg \ W, ¥k can be decomposed into
two minimal graph functions in the neighborhood of 2 for sufficiently large k. Denote by u}C
and ui the graph functions. Note that u,lC and uz are defined on any compact domain in S3 \ W
by taking large k. Denote by

Az, 8) = 8B?(1a)}r(15‘2{ ui,uz}  and Aks—né%)\k(a: s).

Then by a standard argument (see [29]), u},/Ay and u2 /A locally smoothly converges to c;
and co, which are Jacobi fields of Sg \ W. By the minimal foliation argument, ¢; and co are
bounded, which implies that they can be extended smoothly across WW. Therefore, ¢; and cy are
constants. Moreover, by the definition of Ay, ¢ = —1 or c = 1. Without loss of generality,
we assume that co = 1. Note that X4 does not lie in one side of S?, which implies that ¢; < 0.
Then by the smooth convergence of X in By (W) \ B, /2(W), for sufficiently large k,

u? — ul
lim max = lim max -E£—k—1_¢ >1.
k=00 SLAB. (W) Ak@ k—00 dB.W)NE A

By Propositions [4.4] and [£.5], for sufficiently large k,

ma w (15 + ! )ri lo
< el =
2EXLNIB(W) ks 1007 * g
Thus we conclude that for all large k&,
15
Ape < ( 50 — )rg| log x|

By the minimal foliation argument inside B¢(p) and Harnack inequalities outside such a ball,

max dist s (z, S3) < 8ry|log ry|.
TEX

This completes the proof of Lemma O

4.3. Upper bounds for Hausdorff distance in high dimensions. In this part, we restrict
3 < n < 6 and prove the upper bounds of the Hausdorff distance between ¥; and Si. Recall
that E}C and Ei are jointed by one or two small catenoids with radii r; and 7; see Remark 2,41
Without loss of generality, we assume that r;, > 7. Recall that Ei is a graph over E,lf with
graph function w; > 0.
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To prove the desired bound, we start at one catenoid and derive new monotonicity formulas.
Then the smooth convergence on 0B (p, €; My) will give the desired upper bound. Now let

- 3
(4.30) Ti(s) = Zi(s) + 48_%7‘13 — 8T — 10rk/ Fy(t) dt;
[Ri»s]\[br /2,2b]
3 5
(4.31) Tk(s) = Ti(s) — 98" —r2s" 2.
Then by (4.3]),
(4.32) Ti(s) < Ti(s) + ;—’8,

Recall that Ry/rr — 0 and r,;l(Ek N B(yk, Rk; My) — yx) is arbitrarily close to the catenoid
C N Bg, /r, (0) in the smooth topology. Then by Item (II) in Appendix Bl

27

+ ! )2 /Oo ds <
—)-2r — < T}
100" ) Jemn_; 10"

(4.33) Te(Re) < (1

And by @II), (30) and @33),
1

~ 14
(4.34) Ti(Br) <z, lBp) < (24 1—0)7’2_1-

Now we are ready to show that fk(s) is decreasing in two disjoint intervals.

Proposition 4.7. Z,,(s) and 7,(s) are decreasing on [Ry,by/2) (resp. [Rp,€]) if by # 0 (resp.
b, = 0). It follows that

5

3
Ti(s) < 3rk, 7x(s) < 37’2_1 +9s"ry +1r2s""2  for s € [Ry,by/2].

Proof of Proposition [{.7 Suppose by # 0. To prove that 7, and 75, are decreasing on [Ry, b /2],
we let

s1:=sup{s € (Ry,by/2) : 74(t) <0, Zp(t) <0 for all ¢ € [Ry,s)}.

We claim that s; = bx/2. Suppose on the contrary that s; < bx/2. Then it follows that i’k(s)
and 7y (s) are decreasing on [Ry, s1]. Hence by (£.34)),

~ ~ 14r, ~ 57"2_1
Ti(s1) < Ti(Ry) < 5 Tr(s1) < Th(Ry) < g
Together with (A32) and (£31)), we have that
=~ Tk 29Tk
4.35 7 <7 — ;
(4.35) w(51) < I(s1) + 55 < 575
~ n =33 _0 a1 gn n=3 3
Tk(51) = Tr(s1) + 98Ty + 5, °rp < 37K +9syry + 5, °rf.

Note that the first inequality together with (£4]) and Proposition 23] (3] implies that for z € ~s,,

(4.36) wk(l‘) < (1 + 1/100)Ik(81) < 37
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Then by Proposition [4.2],

TE(S1 n B
Tp(s1) < 75_1) + 5 n/ (671 — d)wg + CosiTu(s1)
51 n=151 Jos)
=3 <Z_k) + 951k + 51 2 + 3rpF(s1) + Cosy - 3ry,
1

3
< 2<Z—k> : + 7+ 37’ka(81),
1

where the second inequality is from (4.36]); the last one follows from n — 1 > 2, s; — 0 and
ri/sk — 0 as k — o0o. Together with (£30]), we then have

3
(4.37) Th(s1) = Th(s1) — 2(T—’“) 2 — 10muFy(s1) < 0.
51
On the other hand, by the divergence theorem and the co-area formula,
1 1 wy
7.(51) = “Awy < / -1 <w + —k)
%(s1) o), ¢ ES g . ¢~ (wy 551
1 29 ,_ 33 _
< (1+ m)2 . 1—08? 17"k+ g 48? 57"2

-1 —4
< 387y + sy

Here the first inequality follows from (Z.8]); in the second one, we used (£4)), (E35), (£36) and
¢t < 1+ 135; the last one is from 7y /s; — 0. Together with (Z31)),
Vsq
3 n 7

5.3 no
5)7“,531 2 <0.

7.(s1) = 77.(51) — 9ns?_1rk —(n—

Combining with (437, this contradicts the choice of s;.
If by, = 0, then the same argument above gives that 7 and 7j are decreasing on [Ry, €]. Hence
Proposition .7 is proved. O

Note that Z(s) is not well-defined in a small neighborhood of b;. Here we use Proposition 2.3]
and the divergence theorem to jump over such a small interval.

Proposition 4.8. Suppose that by, # 0. Then ik and Ty, are decreasing on [2by, €. It follows
that

3
Ti(s) < dr,  7(s) < 61t + 9s"ry, + 1] s"3 for s € [2b, €.

In particular, we conclude that for sufficiently large k,

max wg < =Tk.
xEE}cﬂ@B(yk,e;Mk) 2

Proof. By applying Proposition 2.3] (B]), and then Proposition 4.7, together with (44]), we have
by

(4.38)  max{wy;z € Xt N A(yg, bi/2, 2bx; M) \ B2k, b /4; M)} < (1 + 5)Ik(5) < 3Ty
as well as

11Tk
(4.39) Ik(Qbk) < —.

3
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Moreover, by the divergence theorem and (4.6]),

T (2bk) — (b /2) — T (br /4 21) = Awy, dx

Qn1 /EimA(ykvbk/Zm’k?Mk)\B(Zkybk/‘l;Mk)
wi

1

Qn1 /X3iﬂA(yk7bk/272bk;Mk)\B(Zk,bk/4;Mk)
10 1 1 10 1

g (14 —)(2b)" + (1 4+ —) (=) =r3(20)" % < 41y, (201)" + 172(2b,)" 3.
< 3T ( +100)( k)" ( +100)(3) 87’k( R)"TT < Arp(205)" + i (2b)

Here
1

Qp1 /Z,lcﬂé)B(zms,Mk)

Tk(s;zk) = <vwk7nz>7

and 7, is the unit normal to dB(zy, s; M) N XL, The first inequality is from (6); we used
(438)) in the second one, and the area upper bound is from the fact that b,;l(E,lC — yg) is very
close to a hyperplane. Recall that X is very close to a catenoid with radius 7, < r; around zj.
Then by the same argument as in Proposition 4.7, we also have

bi\" bp\n—5 3 bi\" bp\"—5 3
. ~n—1 Yk~ Yk 252 < g.n-1 Yk Yk 2.3
mlbn/4s2) < 37 +9(55) T+ () TR < s ao( ) e+ () 2
It follows that
7o (201) < Th(br/2) + i (b /4; 21) + 47y (2bg)"™ + 77 (20)" 2
b\ 7 be\7—5 & /by b\~ 2
n—1 2k ZENT 200 2k 2T 2.0 no .2 n—3
< 67y, +9(2) rk+<2) rk—|—9<4> rk—l—(4> re 4 4rp(2by)" + 71(2bk)

3
< 67 4 9(2bk) "y + (2b)" " Er 2,

which implies that
3
To(2bg) = Ti(2bk) — 9(2bg) 1 — 12 (2b5)" "3 < 677

Then one can prove that Zj(s) and 74(s) are decreasing on [2by, €] by the same argument as in
Proposition .71
Applying Proposition 2Z3|[3) and (44]) again,

9
max wi < (1+1/10)Zk(€) < =7
e€SLNIB(yk,e;My) 2

This completes the proof of Proposition [4.71 O

Then using the same argument as Theorem [.6], one can prove the Hausdorff distance upper
bounds between ¥j and S§. The only modification is to replace Propositions 4.4l and by
Propositions 7] and [£.8]

Theorem 4.9. For all sufficiently large k,

max distp, (z,S)) < 5rg.
k
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APPENDIX A. MINIMAL GRAPHS

Let N/ C M be a two-sided minimal hypersurface in (M"*!, g) with a chosen unit normal
vector field n. Let d be the oriented distance function to N, and N be the level set of d. Then
for some small 0 > 0, {N; };c(—a,5) forms a foliation of a neighborhood of V. Denote by V and

V the Levi-Civita connections of M and N respectively. Then Vd is the unit normal vector
field on V. In this section, we always assume that M and N satisfy the following conditions:

(A1) |Aly <€/, |R| <1, |VR|<C(n).

Here R is the Riemannian curvature tensor of M; e is a small constant depending only on n,
e.g. € =107 C(n) > 1 is a constant that can be changed from line to line.
Let ¥ be a minimal graph over N/ with

max distys (2, N) < 0.
zeX
Denote by u the graph function. Then such a function can be extended to a neighborhood of
N by taking
u(p,s) = u(p) — s
When restricted to N, u is the graph function of ¥ over N,. Moreover, u = 0 when restricted

to X, and hence 6u!z is the normal vector field on ¥ and is non-zero everywhere.
For p € XN, let {e;} be an orthonormal basis of T,N;. Let A and H denote respectively the

second fundamental form and mean curvature of N, with respect to Vd. A direct computation
gives that

%H = —Ric(Vd, Vd) — |A]%;

~ o~ ~ o ~
Ve Vu = Vg, Vu = —A(Vu); %|Vu|2 = —2A(Vu, Vu);
divys A(Vu) = diva, A(Vu) = (V2u, A) + Ric(Vu, Vd) 4+ (Vu, VH);

%divM%u — —Ric(Vd, Vu + Vu) + |A]? — 2(V?u, A) — (Vu, VH);

%\vm? = —2(V(Ric(Vd, Vd) + |A]?), VH) — 2A(VH,VH);
%\AP = 2R(Vd, e;, Vd, ej)A(ei,ej) — 2A(e;, ej)Alej, er) Aleg, €;);

0
&!VAF = 2Rgjsk,iAjki + 4Rsik Aj1Agij + 4Rsitj Akt Ajryi — 245k Ajri A — 4Aak j Ak, Ait
0

&quﬁ = —2Ap; iukuij + 2Rgipjupui — duijug; A

We pause to state a standard differential inequality, whose proof is left to readers.
Lemma A.1. Let f:]0,0] = R be a non-negative differentiable function. Suppose that
f'(t) < a+bf(t)

for real numbers a and b. Then for each t € [0,9],
F(t) < e F(0) + T — 1.

Now Lemma [A.1] can be applied to bound those terms on N by their restriction on N.
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Lemma A.2.
|Vu(z,t)| < 2\Vu(z)|; Az, t)| < 2|A(x)] + 2t;
A D - @] < ) (JA@IE + ¢+ [A@)PH):
VA, 0] < C0)(IVA@)] + (A=) +1));
VH (.0 < C(n) (¢ + 1] A()| + 1) VA@E)] + [A()#):
[V2u(e,1)] < C) (IV2u(@)] + 1 + [VA@)))| Fu(@))).
Proof. Note that %]AF < 2|A| + 2|A|?. Then by classical OD-inequalities, we have
arctan |A(z,t)| < arctan |A(z)| + t.
Since |tA(x)] < §|A(x)| < e,
(A.2) |A|(z,t) < 2]A(x)] + 2t.
The others can be derived similarly as follows: note that

%WAF < C) (IVA@,8)] + A2, DIV A, 1)] + A, )V A, D))

Fix z € N. Now let f(t) = /1 + |VA(z,t)]?. It follows that
1) < O (1+ A, 1) + A, D1F) < ) (14 A@)| + (1 + [A@)) (1))
Here the second inequality comes from (A.2]). Then Lemma (AJ]) can be applied to obtain
IVA(z, 1) + 1 < CONAHA@D () 4 | T A(z)]) + COFHA@DE _ 1

which yields
|VA(z,t)| <2|VA(z)| + C(n)(1 + |A(x)|)t.
Here we used the condition that C'(n)|A(z)|t < C(n)|A(z)[d < 1 by (AJ).
Now we are ready to derive our inequality for u. Indeed, by the minimality of X,
Vul” [Vl
Vu Vu >
[Vl [Vu]/

0= divzﬁu = divM%u — 62u<
= divy Vu — (4 + V2u)<

It follows that
(A + V2u)(Vu, Vu)
1+ |Vul?

:diVNVu—l—/ QdivM%u
o Ot

= Anu+ / —Ric(Vd, Vu + Vu) + |A]? — 2(V2u, A) — (Vu, VH) dt.
0

Since Vu = Vu — %d, then
Ric(Vd, Vu + Vu) = — Ric(Vd, Vd) + 2 Ric(Vd, Vu).
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It follows that
(Au+ |AlPu)(x,0) + /0 ) Ric(Vd, Vd) dt
< (JA| + [V2u]) | Vul? (2, 5) + /0 2n|u| + [|A(@)? — | Az, D] + 21Vl |A] + [Vul VH| dt
Combining all of them, we conclude that
Anu+ |ARRru+ /0 " Ric(Vd, Vd) dt
< 8| AINIVul? + AR + V2l [ Alvu + C(n) (u+ [Vl + [Val Jut
+ C){ IVu(@) V2l + [Vul [V AJu + |Aju®(1 + [Vul) + [F2ufu?+
+ |VA||Vulu? (JA| + u) + |[Vul|u?(1 + |A||Vu| + |VAJu + |A|2u)}N.

APPENDIX B. CATENOIDS

In this section, we collect some basic results for the catenoids. In R™*!, given r > 0, there is
an associated catenoid given by

t ds 9 9
_ — el 2
o] = / G =1 Yot rag ool
Here r is called the radius. When r = 1, this catenoid is said to be standard. Let ¢, h, R be the
solutions of

ds

s2(n=1) _ 1

t
(B.1) t2+h*=R?* and |} :/
1

For a standard catenoid C, we have that
(1) for n =2, logt < |h| < log(2t) and for n > 3, |h| < 1.31103;
(2) |A(z)] < y/n(n—1) and |z||A] — 0 as |z| — oc;
(3) for each connected component v of dBr(0) NC, it bounds an n-dimensional ball D with
area Q’;;lt”, where 2,1 is the area of unit (n — 1)-sphere;
(4) fora<(n+1)<T,

Qo
(B.2) A, = lim Area(C N Bg(0)) —2- —2=14" > 0,
R—o00 n
(5) for n =2,
(B.3) Area(C N Br(0)) — 2Area(D) = 2r(|h| + t/t2 — 1) — 27t? > 2n(log R — 1).

Note that outside By(0), C has two connected components %! and 2. Here we assume X! C
{411 < 0}. Then X2 is a graph over ¥!. Let w denote the graph function. Denote by n the
unit outward normal to dBg(0) N X! of Br(0) N3t

Proposition B.1.

1
lim / (Vw,n) = 2.
R0 1 $1NIBR(0)
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Proof of Proposition [B.1l. By computation,
8h = (_ =2 — 1K 1)7

where Y = (y1,y2,- -+ ,yn) with |[Y| = 1. Then the normal line at (tY, h) intersects C at another
point

P = (thK zh)v

where z > 0 is given by

(B.4) zn=h+ (tp —t)v t2n=2 1,

Tn41
(thY7 Zh)
t
Y
Oh
h tY, h)
n

F1GURE III. The normal line of a catenoid.

Observe that z, > 0 and h < 0. Then by (B4, t;, > ¢t. By (B), zn < 2logt, < t; and
|h| < 2logt < t for large t. Plugging them into (B.4), it follows that

thtt>z—h=(th—R)VE22 —1>3(t, — ),
which implies that ¢, < 2¢t. Plugging it back into (B4 again,
21og(2t) + 2logt > z, — h = (tp — V122 — 1> (t,, — t)(t — 1).
It follows that ¢ < t;, <t + 1 for large ¢. Observe that by (B.IJ),

Ontn = Onzn - \/ti"‘Tl; ot = —\/t2n—2 1.

Differentiating both sides in (B.]), we then have
t2n_3 . aht

Combining them together, it follows that
752n—2 —(ty — ¢ -1 752n—3
(th —t)(n —1) .

1— /(22— (2 - 1)

Opzp, = -1 as h— —occ.

Note that
w? = (tn — t)2 + (2, — h)2.
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Then by computation,
Opw* = 2(ty, — t)(\/tf?l_Tmhzh + V#2072 — 1) 4 2(z, — h)(Opzn — 1)
t2n_2 -1
T

R /t2"_2 —1

which implies that

2 t, — /22 _ 1
lim Opw= lim 2GR o = OV _—)
h——o00 h——00 w h——00 t”_l(th —t)
On the other hand,
1 / 1 —Opw
Vw,n) = / = —Jhw.
Q1 Eﬂ{mn+1:h}< ) Qn-1 Jone=ny t"71
This finishes the proof of Proposition [B.1l O
REFERENCES

[1] Frederick Justin Almgren Jr., The homotopy groups of the integral cycle groups, Topology 1 (1962), 257-299.
MR0146835
2] , The theory of varifolds, Mimeographed notes (1965).
[3] Otis Chodosh and Christos Mantoulidis, Minimal surfaces and the Allen—Cahn equation on 3-manifolds:
indez, multiplicity, and curvature estimates, Ann. of Math. (2) 191 (2020), no. 1, 213-328. MR4045964
[4] Tobias H. Colding and Camillo De Lellis, The min-maz construction of minimal surfaces, Surveys in differ-
ential geometry, Vol. VIII (Boston, MA, 2002), 2003, pp. 75-107. MR2039986
[5] Tobias H. Colding and William P. Minicozzi II, On the structure of embedded minimal annuli, Int. Math.
Res. Not. 29 (2002), 1539-1552. MR 1907204
[6] Camillo De Lellis and Dominik Tasnady, The existence of embedded minimal hypersurfaces, J. Differential
Geom. 95 (2013), no. 3, 355-388. MR3128988
[7] Salim Deaibes, Minimal 2-spheres and optimal foliations in 3-spheres with arbitrary metric (2021), available
at [arXiv:math/2001.07695\
[8] Parker Glynn-Adey and Yevgeny Liokumovich, Width, Ricci curvature, and minimal hypersurfaces, J. Dif-
ferential Geom. 105 (2017), no. 1, 33-54. MRI3592694
[9] Mikhael Gromov, Dimension, nonlinear spectra and width, Geometric aspects of functional analysis (1986/87),
1988, pp. 132-184. MR950979
[10] Qiang Guang, Martin Man-chun Li, Zhichao Wang, and Xin Zhou, Min-max theory for free boundary minimal
hypersurfaces I1: general Morse index bounds and applications, Math. Ann. 379 (2021), no. 3-4, 1395-1424.
MR4238268
[11] Larry Guth, Minimaz problems related to cup powers and Steenrod squares, Geom. Funct. Anal. 18 (2009),
no. 6, 1917-1987. MR2491695
[12] Robert Haslhofer, Or Hershkovits, and Brian White, Moving plane method for varifolds and applications
(2020), available at arXiv:math/2003.01505.
[13] Robert Haslhofer and Daniel Ketover, Minimal 2-spheres in 3-spheres, Duke Math. J. 168 (2019), no. 10,
1929-1975. MR3983295
[14] Daniel Ketover, Fernando C. Marques, and André Neves, The catenoid estimate and its geometric applica-
tions, J. Differential Geom. 115 (2020), no. 1, 1-26. MR4081930
[15] Martin Man-Chun Li and Xin Zhou, Min-maz theory for free boundary minimal hypersurfaces I—Regularity
theory, J. Differential Geom. 118 (2021), no. 3, 487-553. MR4285846
[16] Yevgeny Liokumovich, Families of short cycles on Riemannian surfaces, Duke Math. J. 165 (2016), no. 7,
1363-1379. MR3498868
[17] Yevgeny Liokumovich, Fernando C. Marques, and André Neves, Weyl law for the volume spectrum, Ann. of
Math. (2) 187 (2018), no. 3, 933-961. MR3779961



http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0146835
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4045964
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2039986
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1907204
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3128988
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2001.07695.pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3592694
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=950979
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4238268
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2491695
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2003.01505.pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3983295
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4081930
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4285846
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3498868
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3779961

28

ZHICHAO WANG AND XIN ZHOU

[18] Fernando C. Marques and André Neves, Rigidity of min-max minimal spheres in three-manifolds, Duke Math.

[19]
[20]

21]

J. 161 (2012), no. 14, 2725-2752. MR2993139

, Morse index and multiplicity of min-mazx minimal hypersurfaces, Camb. J. Math. 4 (2016), no. 4,
463-511. MR3572636

, Existence of infinitely many minimal hypersurfaces in positive Ricci curvature, Invent. Math. 209
(2017), no. 2, 577-616. MR3674223

, Morse indez of multiplicity one min-max minimal hypersurfaces, Adv. Math. 378 (2021), Paper No.
107527, 58. MR4191255

[22] Jon T. Pitts, Existence and regularity of minimal surfaces on Riemannian manifolds, Mathematical Notes,

vol. 27, Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J.; University of Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1981. MR626027

[23] Stéphane Sabourau, Volume of minimal hypersurfaces in manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature, J. Reine

Angew. Math. 731 (2017), 1-19. MR3709059

[24] Richard Schoen and Leon Simon, Regularity of stable minimal hypersurfaces, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 34

(1981), no. 6, 741-797. MR634285]((82k:49054)

[25] Richard Schoen, Leon Simon, and Shing-Tung Yau, Curvature estimates for minimal hypersurfaces, Acta

Math. 134 (1975), no. 3-4, 275-288. MR423263

[26] Richard M. Schoen, Uniqueness, symmetry, and embeddedness of minimal surfaces, J. Differential Geom. 18

(1983), no. 4, 791-809 (1984). MR730928

[27] Ben Sharp, Compactness of minimal hypersurfaces with bounded indez, J. Differential Geom. 106 (2017),

no. 2, 317-339. MR3662994

[28] Leon Simon, Lectures on geometric measure theory, Proceedings of the Centre for Mathematical Analysis,

29]

Australian National University, vol. 3, Australian National University, Centre for Mathematical Analysis,
Canberra, 1983. MR756417|/(87a:49001)

, A strict maximum principle for area minimizing hypersurfaces, J. Differential Geom. 26 (1987),
no. 2, 327-335. MR906394

[30] Antoine Song, Fzistence of infinitely many minimal hypersurfaces in closed manifolds (2018), available at

arXiv:math/1806.08816.

[31] Ao Sun, Zhichao Wang, and Xin Zhou, Multiplicity one for min-max theory in compact manifolds with

boundary and its applications (2020), available at arXiv:math/2011.04136.

[32] Johan Tysk, Finiteness of index and total scalar curvature for minimal hypersurfaces, Proc. Amer. Math.

Soc. 105 (1989), no. 2, 429-435. MR946639

[33] Zhichao Wang, Conformal upper bounds for the volume spectrum, Geom. Funct. Anal. 31 (2021), no. 4,

[34]

992-1012. MR4317510
, Existence of infinitely many free boundary minimal hypersurfaces, to appear in J. Differential Geom.
(2021), available at arXiv:math,/2001.04674.

[35] Brian White, The space of minimal submanifolds for varying Riemannian metrics, Indiana Univ. Math. J.

40 (1991), no. 1, 161-200. MR1101226//(921:58028)

[36] Xin Zhou, Min-maz minimal hypersurface in (M™' g) with Ric > 0 and 2 < n < 6, J. Differential Geom.

[37]

[38]

100 (2015), no. 1, 129-160. MR3326576

, Min-maz hypersurface in manifold of positive Ricci curvature, J. Differential Geom. 105 (2017),
no. 2, 291-343. MR[3606731

, On the multiplicity one conjecture in min-maz theory, Ann. of Math. (2) 192 (2020), no. 3, 767-820.
MR4172621

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF BRITISH COLUMBIA, VANCOUVER, BC V6T 172, CANADA
Email address: zhichao@math.ubc.ca

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, 531 MALOTT HALL, CORNELL UNIVERSITY, ITHACA, NY 14853, AND DE-

PARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA SANTA BARBARA, SANTA BARBARA, CA 93106,
USA

FEmail address: xinzhou@cornell.edu


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2993139
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3572636
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3674223
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4191255
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=626027
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3709059
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=634285
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=634285
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=423263
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=730928
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3662994
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=756417
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=756417
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=906394
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1806.08816.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2011.04136.pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=946639
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4317510
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2001.04674.pdf
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1101226
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1101226
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3326576
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3606731
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4172621

	1. Introduction
	Idea of the proof
	Outline
	Acknowledgments

	2. Blowing-up analysis
	3. Proof of the main theorem
	4. Upper bounds for the Hausdorff distance
	4.1. Inequalities for the first derivatives 
	4.2. Hausdorff distance upper bounds in dimension three
	4.3. Upper bounds for Hausdorff distance in high dimensions

	Appendix A. Minimal graphs
	Appendix B. Catenoids
	References

