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Interior regularity of area minimizing currents within a

C?“_submanifold

Stefano Nardulli* and Reinaldo Resende!

Abstract

Given an area-minimizing integral m-current in 3, we prove that the Hausdorff dimension
of the interior singular set of T' cannot exceed m — 2, provided that ¥ is an embedded (m +
n)-submanifold of R™*™ of class C*“, where o > 0. This result establishes the complete
counterpart, in the arbitrary codimension setting, of the interior regularity theory for area-
minimizing integral hypercurrents within a Riemannian manifold of class C*.
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1 Introduction

Letm>2,n>1,n>0,a>0,and X C R®™ be a C%2_gubmanifold of dimension m+7n. In order
to state our main result, we need to introduce the notion of regular interior points in the context
of integral currents. This notion asserts that the support of 7" is equal to a C%®-submanifold of ¥
around points that are far from the boundary. We refer the reader to Section 2 notation and basic
definitions.

Definition. Let T be an m-dimensional integral current in ¥. We say that p € spt(T") \ spt(97)
is an interior reqular point of T, if there exists a neighborhood U > p and an m-dimensional C?°-
submanifold & C ¥ such that spt(T) N U = SN U. The set of such points will be denoted by
Reg;(T). We call Sing;(T) :=spt(T) \ (Reg;(T") Uspt(9T')) the set of interior singular points of T

We now define the notion of area minimality that we will consider throughout this note.

Definition. Let U C R™"™ be an open set, we say that an integral m-current T is area minimizing
in ¥ N U where ¥ is an embedded C%* of R™ " if

IT(U) < |17+ 2S[/(U),

for every integral (m + 1)-current S with spt(S) C X NU.

Given the definitions above, we are ready to state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let a >0, m>2,n>1,n >0, and let ¥ be an embedded (m + n)-submanifold of
class C* of R™T™. If T be an area minimizing integral m-current in 2, then

dimy, (Sing; (7)) < m — 2.

This result provides a complete counterpart in the context of arbitrary codimension for the inte-
rior regularity theory concerning area-minimizing integral currents in codimension 1. Specifically,
through an application of Nash’s embedding theorem (for a comprehensive exposition of Nash’s
embedding theorem, see [3, Section 4.1]; for Nash’s original proof assuming at least C® regularity,
see [12]; and for a generalization assuming C*#-regularity with k + 8 > 2, see [11]), Theorem 1.1
implies the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let o >0, m >2,n >0, and let (X, g) be a Riemannian (m +n)-manifold of class
C?e. If T be an area minimizing integral m-current in %, then

dimy, (Sing; (7)) < m — 2.

Remark 1.3. Note that the assumption on Theorem 1.1 is weaker than what we ask for in Theo-
rem 1.2. Indeed, if we consider ¥ already embedded in R™*" and of class C*® as in Theorem 1.1,
then its Riemannian structure (i.e., the metric tensor) is of class C1'® which is not covered by
Theorem 1.2.

Nash’s embedding theorem remains a wide open problem for C? Riemannian manifolds. Specifi-
cally, the challenge lies in ensuring that the embedded Riemannian structure inherits C? regularity.
While it is known that one can achieve Cl®-regularity for the embedded Riemannian structure,
the question of attaining C? regularity remains unanswered. With that being said, one would need
to approach Theorem 1.2 intrinsically in order to relax the assumption from C%® to C2. Although



the authors expect such a result to be true, rerunning all the machinery presented in [6, 5, 7, 8]
intrinsically seems quite challenging. Indeed, in the case that the density is 1, an intrinsic proof of
Allard’s e-regularity theorem in C? Riemannian manifolds will be provided in [10].

It is well-known that the dimensional bound in Theorem 1.1 is optimal. Indeed, consider
the 2-dimensional integral current 7' in R* induced by {(z,w) € C? : 22 = w3} (which, being
a holomorphic subvariety of C2, is area-minimizing by a famous theorem due to Federer), this
current T clearly has 0 as a singular point, demonstrating the optimality of the dimensional bound
in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.1 was first proved by Almgren in his celebrated work [1], considering ¥ an already
embedded submanifold of some higher dimensional Euclidean space and of class C°. While Alm-
gren’s approach was innovative and groundbreaking, it is also intricate and lengthy. In their series
of papers [4, 6, 5, 7, 8], De Lellis and Spadaro introduced new techniques to tackle the regularity
theory developed by Almgren. They provided a much simpler and shorter proof of Theorem 1.1,
in which they also achieved an improvement by weakening the assumption on the regularity of X
from C% to C®. In this work, we further improve upon their results by extending them to the
case where ¥ is merely C>.

Outline of the proof

We will follow the approach introduced in [4, 6, 5, 7, 8] to prove Theorem 1.1. The techniques
presented in [4, 5] do not depend on the C3“regularity of X. In [5], the authors do require ¥ to
be at least C2, which is then applicable to the setting considered in the present work.

In contrast, in [6, 7, 8], the authors utilize the full strength of the C%-regularity assumption.
Specifically, in [7], they need to construct the so-called center manifold M C X, which enjoys
C3°-regularity due to X € C>?, to subsequently leverage this regularity in controlling certain error
terms arising in [8] after some applications of [6]. The control over these error terms, with very
specific decay exponents, is delicate and crucial for proceeding with proving the so-called almost-
monotonicity of the frequency function and the blow-up argument in [8]. Therefore, the question
of whether the C%®-regularity assumption could be eliminated has remained open.

In our approach, we weaken the C3“-regularity assumption by constructing what we term the
external center manifold M*, potentially lying outside ¥ (contrary to M which is always contained
in X)), which culminates in several complexities when approaching Theorem 1.1. Nonetheless, our
method of proof can still establish that M* is C*® (Theorem 3.7) using only the elliptic system
induced by the C?“-regularity of ¥ and the stationarity of T in X.

Another delicate issue in this work is the construction of the so-called M-normal approximations
N, as introduced in [7], which serve as an average-free approximation of 7. These approximations,
termed M™*-normal approximations and denoted by N*, are defined on M* in our setting. This
enables us to utilize all the results in [6], as they solely rely on the C%-regularity of the domain
of N*. However, it is crucial that N* ranges within X, as we aim to utilize the stationarity of
T in ¥ to compare it with the first variation of the multi-valued graph of N*, thereby obtaining
precise error terms that lead to the almost-monotonicity of the frequency function. In Section 4,
we provide a construction to ensure that the image of N* is trapped within X.

The geometric constructions and the proof of the almost-monotonicity of the frequency function
in [8] heavily rely also on the fact that M C X, which is not necessarily true for M*. Hence, we
provide a less geometric approach (compared to [8]) in Section 5 to carry out a blow-up argument
that allow us to demonstrate Theorem 1.1.
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2 Preliminaries and Whitney decomposition

We will use the following notations: B(p,r) := {x € R™*" : |[x — p| < r}, mp := R™ x {0} ¢ R™*™,
For any m-plane 7 and x € 7, we define B, (z,7) := B(z,r) N7 and C(z,r,7) = B, (z, ) x 7,
when m = 7y we simply omit it from the notation. We also fix H* for the s-dimensional Hausdorff
measure in R™" w,, := H™(B1(0)), and dimy(S) to be the Hausdorff dimension of a set S. Let
E(T,B(p,r),m) to be the spherical excess of T'in B(p, ) with respect to m as in [5]. For basics on
Q@-valued functions, we refer the reader to [4, 6]. We refer the refer the reader to [9] for classical
theory of currents. We will call any element T' of 1, (U) an integral m-current in U C R™*" and

|IT'|| denotes its total variation measure.

Assumption 1. Let T be an m-dimensional integral current of R™*" with support in 3 N B S
where ¥ is given by the graph of ¥, : T)X N By m — TpEL. We assume that

% is a C**-submanifold of By 7, (2.1)

T' is an area minimizing current in ¥ N By /7, (2.2)
0T Bg /i = 0, (2.3)

O™(T,0) =Q € N\ {0}, (2.4)

HT”(iW — Qum (6ym)™ <2, Vr<l1, (2.5)
my = max{E,c(X)} <2 <1, (2.6)

where e, is a small positive number to be specified later, E := E(T, Bﬁﬁ) = E(T, B¢ /m, m0) and
o(X) = SUPpexnBg /m [ Dl

We will say that a constant is a dimensional constant when it depends only on m and n, and
geometric constant when it depends on m,n and Q. We always use the notations Cy and c¢g for
large and small geometric constants, respectively. We recall that from [6, Lemma 1.6], we have as
a consequence of Assumption 1, that

(P4T)LByyijs = Q [Boyia | (2.7)

and the height bound estimate that will be helpful to derive more refined bounds. Precisely, there
exists positive geometric constants Cy, cg > 0 such that

1
h (TLBQWE, C5\/W> < Comg™, whenever €., < co. (2.8)
4



2.1 Whitney decomposition, behaviour of the various parameters, and stopping
conditions

We begin by setting up the Whitney decomposition that will allow us two construct the external
center manifold. To define this Whitney decomposition, we define the so-called stopping conditions
in which we use precise rates of decay for the excess and height of the current T to determine
whether or not a m-cube should belong to such Whitney decomposition.

We will fix some notations on m-cubes and Whitney decomposition that will be used in this
work. For each j € N, we denote by 7 the family of closed dyadic cubes L of mp := R™ x {0} = R™
(such identification will be used without further mention) of the form

[a1,a1 + 20] X -+ X [am, am + 20] C 7o,
where ¢(L) := ¢ and 277 = ¢(L) is half of the side-length of the cube, a; € 2 77Z, and we also set
—4<a; <a;+20(L) <A4. (2.9)
We fix the notation for the center xy, of the cube L, i.e. xp := (a1 +¥¢,...,am +¢). Next we
set ¢ :=Ujen €.

Definition 2.1. If H, L € ¥, we say that:

H is a descendant of L and L is an ancestor of H, if H C L;

(a)
(b) H is a child of L and L is the parent of H, if H C L and ¢(H) = 1¢(L);

()

(d) {HZ}ZOZNO is called the genealogical tree of H, if H;, := H, Hy, € €™°, and each H; is the
parent of H;1q.

H and L are neighbors if $¢(L) < ¢(H) < 2((L) and HN L # (.;

Let us recall the classical well known notion of Whitney decomposition in which we decompose
[—4,4]™ satisfies nice interactions among the cubes.

Definition 2.2. A Whitney decomposition of [—4,4]™ C my consists of a closed set I' C [—4,4]™
and a family # C ¥ satisfying the following properties:

(wl) TUUprey L =[—4,4]™, and I does not intersect any element of #;

(w2) the interiors of any pair of distinct cubes H, L € # are disjoint, i.e., HnlL= 0;

(w3) if H, L € # have nonempty intersection, then 1¢ (H) < ¢(L) < 2¢(H).

Note that, if H, L € # have nonempty intersection and (T, #') is a Whitney decomposition,
then H and L are neighbors. We now show the behaviour of the various parameters that we need
to prove the existence of the external center manifold. This hierarchy of the parameters ensures
that we can indeed choose such parameters in a way that all the assumptions of the statements of
Section 3 are satisfies. Henceforth, we denote by ¢, > 0 and 7, > 0 the geometric constants 1
and 1 given by the strong Lipschitz approximation, [5, Thm 2.4]. Note that the author in [5] only
assume C? regularity of X.



Assumption 2 (Hierarchy of the parameters for the external center manifold). ~;, and 7. are two
fixed exponents satisfying:
_ . { 1 Va }
Yn = 47, = min .

2m’ 100

My is positive real number and Ny = Ny(Mp) a natural number under the following assumptions:

My > Co(m,n,n,Q) >4, and /mMy2" N < 1.

C. and C}, are positive real numbers for which, throughout the paper, we always assume:

o Co = Ce(e, My, No) > 6™ M, ™2(No+6)(m+2=27e)

e Ch = Cy(m, Mo, No, Ce(e, Mo, No)) = Ce/*Cy (MO + 2N0(1+“/h)),
Finally, €cm = €em (Yes Y, Mo, No, Ce, Cr) > 0 will be a small parameter.

This hierarchy is the very same that appears in [7, Assump 1.8 and 1.9]. From now on, we give
several properties of our Whitney decomposition given by the stopping cubes conditions. First of
all, thanks to property (2.7), given a cube H € %, there exists y;, € R" such that py, := (z1,yr) €

spt(T). We also define
rr, = Moyv/mé(L).

We will usually call generation of the cube L the number —log,(¢(L)) € N and satellite balls the balls
B(pr, 267“L). We use an abuse of notation on the balls that we work with, for instance B, (pr, 7)
is not precise since py, ¢ my can totally occur, however, we understand it as B, (pr, (pL), 7H).
This abuse of notation will make the text more fluid and clear, furthermore it does not affect the
mathematics in it, since up to translations everything work properly.

Definition 2.3 (Stopping cubes conditions). For L € &, we define the families of cubes . C ¢
and W = W, U W, UW, C % with the convention that

ST =SNE, W =#NnE, and #I=#aNE, for O=h,n,e.

We set #¢ = %" = () for i < Ny. We define the next generations, i.e., j > Ny, inductively: if no
ancestor of L € €7 is in #/, then

Lew/)ifE (T, B(pL, 26rL)) > Comgl(L)* 2, (Stops for the excess)
: _ 1

Lew;] it L¢#] and h (T, B(pL, 267“1,)) > CpmZ™ ((L) (Stops for the height)

LeWiifL¢wu 7/}5 but it intersects an element of #7771 (Stops by neighboring)

Les7ifL¢wiu V/hj U (Subdividing cubes)

Lastly, we define what we call the contact set as follows

r=[-44™m Jr= U L

Lewy j>No Le.7i

Observe that, if j > Ny and L € .7 U #7, then necessarily its parent belongs to 7771,
Otherwise, its parent would not be subdivided, i.e., it would be a stopping cube and then the
children must not exist.



2.2 Fine properties of the Whitney decomposition

All results disclosed in this subsection are not proved in this paper, one can look in [7, Subsections
4.2 and 4.3] for the proofs. We warn the reader that to find out the relation among the constants
depending on the parameters My, Ny, it is enough to carefully keep track of all choices of constants
in [7, Subsections 4.2 and 4.3]. We show that the set of cubes # defined by the stopping conditions
and the mp-contact set I' (as in Definition 2.3) is a Whitney decomposition in the sense of Definition
2.2.

Proposition 2.4 (Whitney decomposition). Under Assumptions 1 and assuming Mgy/m27No <
1, then (T, %) is a Whitney decomposition of [—4,4]™ C my. If we additionally have that

o= (L (1)) <

Co 2
,‘Vh +FY€ S 17 (2 10)
Ce = Ce(e, Mo, No) > 6™ M ™2 Not0)m+2-27¢)
1
Ch = Ch(’yha M07 N07 CE(FYG)) Z C€2 CO (MO + 2NO(1+’Y}L)) )
then we obtain that ‘
W =0 for j < Ny +6. (2.11)
Remark 2.5. Equation (2.11) is clearly stating that all the cubes belonging to the first 6 genera-
tions are always subdivided into other cubes. O
Remark 2.6. We attract the reader’s attention to the following: C} depends on . through C., it
means % only depends on m,n, v, My, Np. ]

A piece of essential information about our Whitney decomposition is the behavior we can extract
when comparing quantities among different cubes. More specifically, we disclose estimates on how
much the optimal planes 7y, H € # U .Y, deviate from each other and from the basis 7y, and
we give upper bound for the height function h of the current T' in cylinders with center p; and
reference plane wp for possibly different cubes H and L. Last but not least, we state that the
portion of the support of the current spt(7") inside those cylinders is contained in satellite balls.

Proposition 2.7 (Comparisons among cubes and optimal planes). Under Assumption 1. Assume
that the conclusion of Proposition 2.4 holds and

ma {64 3 3 1}<Z\4 <2_7+N0 and + 9. <1
XS —, =, —, — e < 1,
7736764736 = 0> — Yh Y

m m2
€cm - Ecm(M07 NO? Ch) S CO min { <M027N0> 9 (267N0M0) 9 27mN07 (212)

2 2 2 2
m2(6=Ng) _ ms 4y _ m?(Ng—6) = mZ
27 2 mN0M02 ,max ! {C’,T,Q 2 M,y? }},

then we get that
B(pH,QﬁT’H) C B(pL, 267'L) C By forall H/L € W U with H C L. (2.13)
Assume further that

m
2

Ce = Ce(Mo, No) = (2_6+N06M61> , and Cp, = Cp(Mp, Ny) > Cpmax {QNO, (QNO_GMOI)Q} )

IfH,L € W U.%, and either (a) H C L, or (b) HNL # 0 and 274(L) < ¢(H) < (L), then



1
() |7 — 7| < CemG (L)1,

1
(ii) |rg —mr] < CemSZ(L)l—%;

—

(iii) |7y — mo| < Cemé;
o
(iv) h(T,C(pw,36rH,m)) < Crm@™¢(H) and spt(T) N C(pu, 36rm, ™) C B(pH,26rH);

1
(v) h(T,C(pr,36rL,m)) < Chm@™ (L) and spt(T) N C(py, 36rL, ) C B(pr,25rL) for m =
WH,ﬁH.

We exhibit upper bounds for the excess and height of stopping cubes. We recall that the
stopping conditions give only lower bounds to the excess and height.

Corollary 2.8 (Upper bounds for stopping cubes). Provided the conclusions of Proposition 2.7
hold. For every L € W', we have that

1 1
Cemg (L) < E (T ,B(pb?ﬁm)) < 2MT2 e O mg (L)% 2, (2.14)

1 1
Crmg™ (L) < b (T, B(pr, 271 ) ) < 247 (Ch + Moy/mCe) mdme(L) 7. (2.15)

The Constancy Lemma [9, 4.1.17] is used to prove that the property (2.7) also holds for tilted
cylinders.

Lemma 2.9 (Full projection property on tilted planes). Under Assumptions 1, assume the con-
clusions of Proposition 2.7 hold. We additionally assume that

Co
(Ce)™

Eem = 5cm(]\407 N07 Ce) < (216)
Let H,L € # U.% such that either (a) H C L, or (b) HNL # 0 and 27'4(L) < ¢(H) < ¢(L).
Then, for m = gy, Ty, we have that

Pr# (TLC(va 32rp, 77)) =Q [[B32TL (pLa 7[')]] :

3 Existence of the external center manifold

We start fixing a convolution kernel p € C*°(B;) which is radial and satisfies [p = 1 and
[1z|?0(z)dz = 0. For t > 0, we define g; as g¢(z) := t"™o(x/t). We will also always assume

that ¥ € C°([—1Z, 111 [0, 1]).

3.1 Lipschitz approximations on tilted cylinders and interpolating functions

Definition 3.1 (m-approximations). Let L € ./ U# and m an arbitrary m-dimensional plane. If
T C(pr,32ry, ) is under the assumptions of [5, Thm 2.4] in the cylinder C(pr, 32rz, ), then the
Q-valued map fr, : Bs,, (pr, ™) — Ag(mt) given by [5, Thm 2.4] is called w-approzimation of T in
C(pr,8rr, ™).



Definition 3.2 (Smoothed average). The single valued map hy By, (pr, ) — 7t given by
hr == (mo fr) * o¢(r) is called smoothed average of the m-approzimation.

Proposition 3.3 (Existence of interpolating functions). Assume the conclusions of Proposition

2.7 holds true. Then, we have

(i) For m € {mg, 7y}, we have that (p)#TL_C(pr,32rr,m) = Q [Bs2,, (pr, )] and T satisfies
the assumptions of [5, Theorem 2.4].

Furthermore, let frr be the wg-approximation of T in C(pr,8rp, 7r) and ﬁHL == (no fyr)* 2u(L)

it smoothed average. Set x := 7'(']%1 NTp,2, hyr = prHE(iLHL), and hygy, == (BHLa‘IJpH ohgr).
We then have

(ii) there is a smooth function gj;; : Bay, (pr,m0) — my such that GQ?IL = GBHL L C(pr,4rr, m),

iiii) there is a smooth function gy, : Bar, (pL,m0) — & such that G =Gy, LC(pr,4ry, m).
L 0 9gHL HL

Remark 3.4. Note that hyp’s definition includes a composition with a function depending on 3,
however the function P71, ¥ I8 fixed for each H, i.e., it is a fixed linear function. Hence, hg, does

not depend on the C?“-regularity of 3.

Definition 3.5 (Glued interpolation). Set ¥ (x) = ﬁ(xezgf) and define, for each z € (—4,4)™,
the glued interpolating functions at step j to be

5, i a2 VLIL g e Toreps V0L
’ > Lezi VL ! > rewi VL

3.2 Construction of the external center manifold M*

The main goal of this subsection is to show (Theorem 3.7) the existence of the external center
manifold M* which is a C®*,x > 0, submanifold of R™*". The external center manifold does
not necessarily lie within . Furthermore, we can construct (Theorem 3.6) a center manifold M
similarly to the classical approach (as in [7]) that lies inside ¥, it will be, however, only of class
c?e,

Theorem 3.6 (Existence of the center manifold M). Under Assumption 1 and Assumption 2,
there is a positive constant C = C(ve,Vn, Mo, No, Ce, Cr) such that, for any j > Ny, the glued
interpolating functions ; satisfy

(A) [lpjllco < Cmy/™;

1/2
(B) [[D%¢)l|co. < Cmy/?;

(C) if H € #'" and L is the cube concentric to H with {(L) = 9¢(H)/8, then ¢; = o on L for
any j,k > 1+ 2;

(D) ¢; convergence in C* to a map ¢ and M = graph(p|(_4,4ym) is a C?® submanifold of X.

Theorem 3.7 (Existence of the external center manifold M*). Under Assumption 1 and Assump-
tion 2, there is a positive constant C = C(ve, Yn, Mo, No, Ce, Cp) such that, for any j > Ny, the
glued interpolating functions ¢ satisfy
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(A%) [lgtllco < Cmg/™™;

(B¥) D303 o < Cmy/?;

(C*) if H € #'" and L is the cube concentric to H with ((L) = 9¢(H)/8, then @7 = @3 on L for
any j,k > i+ 2;
(D*) ¢} convergence in C3 to a map p* and M* = graph(¢*|(_44ym) is a C3* submanifold of
R™*7,
In order to prove the existence of M and M?*, we implement an argument similar to [7]. We

start showing how to derive both existences from the constructions estimates that we state below.

Proposition 3.8 (Construction estimates). Under Assumption 1 and Assumption 2, there is a
positive constant C' = C (e, Yh, Mo, No, Ce, Cy) such that, setting k = min{«, v, }/2, the following
hold:

. X 1/2m » 1/2
() Nlgrllcogs) Hlgiloos) < Cmg™™ and llgi 2.y Hgirllcse ) < Cmg' for B = Bur, (z1,m0);
(i) if HNL # 0, then |lgn — grlley (Bryy (211,m0)) < Cm(l]/QK(L)3+min{ama}—h for any 1 € {0,1,2}
and ||g5; — g7 llon B, (@ me)) < Cm é/ZE(L)?’“”*l for every h € {0,1,2,3};
(iii) |D2gy(vy)—D?*gr(xr)| < C’m(l)/2|mH—1:L]1+min{o‘ma} and we also have |D3g¥ (v ) —D3g} (v1)| <
Cmo/ |$H — $L|"'i

(V) llgr —yrrlloo + 197 —yrllco < Cmg ™ €(H) and 751 T, g, (21 G|+ 711~ T, (20 Gy | <
Cmé/QE( H)'Y% for allx € H;

(v) if L' is a cube concentric to L € #7 with (L") = 9¢(L)/8, we have ||¢; — gLl 111y + 1] —
gilloi oy < le/Qf(L)er?’erin{o‘m“} for any i > j.

Proof of Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.7. Define xg = /(X 1cpi V1) for each H € 97 and
0j(z) == (pj(x), ¥(x,p;(x))). Note that

Hei HeZi(L
| DM | o g Col(H)™!, VleN, (3.2)
C(0)
!
1D "X Hl oo < HH) (3.3)
By definition of ¢; and ¢}, we have
R . (ii) of Prop. 3.8 1/2
Iillc0 + I9illoo < 37 lgzlleo +llgilloe < Cmy™™,

Le2i(H)

where the summation sign disappeared by reasons of the cardinality of 27(H) is bounded by a
dimensional constant Cp. This and the definition of ¢; and ¢} conclude the proof of (A) and (A*).
From (3.1), whenever x € H, we achieve that

gj() =gu(x)+ Y (9r—gn)(@)xr(x) and i(z) = gi(x)+ Y (97 —gi)(@)xe(2). (3.4)
LePi(H) Lei(H)
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Differentiating the first equation in (3.4), we infer that

ID*@jll o < D%l o +COZ > (ID'(gn = g)llconlID* X1 o

1=0 Le2i(H)
+1D"(gu — gL>||coHD2-le||co,a)
(3-2),(3.3)
L Do+ 0@y Y «LY=2 (1D (g - g1) | co.e
=0 LeZi(H)

+D' (g1 — g1)llcot(L) ™)

(i) of Prop. 3.8 2
< U om+c@d Y wn) (110 gn - gn)llcos
=0 Le2i(H)

+HD (g1 — g1 | col(L) ™).

Notice that for each I € {0,1,2} and L € 27(H), it holds

_ (ii) of Prop. 3.8 1/9  tminda
(L)' 2D g — gr)llco. < 7 oml/yp)t-etmin{amal,

whereas we also obtain

(ii) of Prop. 3.8 .
1D (grr — g1)llcot(L) 27" <7 Cmy/Pe(r)tmermin{and,

The last three inequalities lead to
| D?;ll oy < Comg (L)t -etmintenel, (3.5)

where we use that the cardinality of 227(H) is bounded by a dimensional constant. Note that the
estimate on the Holder norm in (3.5) is only on the cube H, we need to extend it uniformly to the
whole cube (—4,4)™ to prove (B). To that end, we fix x,y € (—4,4)™ and H,L € 27 such that
r€ Handy€ L.

If HN L # 0, the proof is trivial by (3.5) and the triangle inequality. If H N L = (), we prove
the last inequality as follows. Without loss of generality, assume that ¢(L) > ¢(H), then by simple
geometric considerations, we have

max{|z — zyl, ly — x|} < Vml(L) < 2v/m|z -yl

Using that ¢; = gy on a neighborhood of zy for any cube ¥ € 27| we thus obtain

|D?¢;(x) = D*¢4(y)| < |D*¢j(x) — D*@j(xu)| + |D?gu(zm) — D?gr(xr)| + |D*@j(xn) — D*@;(y)]
(i) of Progp. 38,(3.5) 1/2|$H _ xL,l—a-l—min{Ot,"{la}.

This inequality and an easy application of the chain rule on ¢; finish the proof of (B). Notice that
the proof of (B*) goes in the very same lines of the four previous displayed equations with the use
of the bound on the third derivatives of gj; and g7 provided by Proposition 3.8 in items (i), (ii),
and (iii).

Fix H € #* and j > i+ 2, by construction, we have 27(H) = 2*2(H) C #. If L is the cube
concentric to H with (L) = 9¢(H)/8, recalling the definition of ¥y, we easily ensure spt(dy )NL = ()
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for all cubes Y ¢ 2J(H). Hence, (C) and (C*) are verified. We finally start the proof of (D).
Differentiating the first equality in (3.4) and putting (3.2) into account, for [ € {0, 1,2}, we obtain

1D';llco < 1D gnllco + Z Y 1D (gm — gr)llcot(L)"!

k=0 Le 23 (H)
(i) of Péop. 38 1/2 n Z Z HDk(gH B QL)HCOK(L)kil (3.6)
k=0 Le 2 (H)
(iii) of 1;rop. 3.8 Cm(l)/Q.
Pick a point = € (—4,4)™ such that x € H N L with L € 97 and H € 27+1. Notice that
¢j(rm) = gu(zrm) and Pjpi (L) = go(rr), (3.7)

thus the following holds

05(@) = ¢301(@)| < 195(2) = @5(wm)| + lgn (@) — gu(@n)| + [2j01(22) = Gy11 ()
< Co (ID35llco + 1D@551llcoqry) €LY + |gu (@) =yl

+l9(zr) — yi| + |pr — pLl

(3.6),(+) .
< om}*rL) =c2,

in (%) we use the same computation as in [13, Eq. 4.46]. Notice that the same bound holds to
¢; due to the Lipschitz continuity of W. So, passing the last inequality to the limit, we obtain
that (¢;);>n, uniformly converges to a map ¢. It is straightforward to derive the C? convergence,
indeed it is concluded as follows

R . B1) |D"¢i(z) — D*¢j(zn
D23(0) - Dgyua(o)] < (A= D BNy ey 1D on) - Dgu (o)
|D*¢jt1(zr) — D*@jia(2)]
" : |z — zp|® ] = eal”

(iff) of Pmsp' 3:8,(3:5) cop)tmi{enat — gomimin{ema})

The chain rule and the definition of ¢; assures that this bound is also true for ¢;. Again, using
the same argument and the bounds on the third derivatives given in Proposition 3.8, we obtain

|D*p5(2) = D¢ (2)] < C274",

At last, the Holder regularity of the external center manifold M* := graph(¢*|(_44)=) and of the
center manifold M := graph(ep|(_44)m) are a consequence of the convergences above and (B*) and
(B), respectively. O

3.3 Proof of the construction estimates for M* through the elliptic system

Definition 3.9 (Tangential parts). Fix H € 7 and let s be the orthogonal complement of 7
in T, 3. Given p € R™"" any set ) C 7y, and any function y : p+Q — WIJ;, the map p,. o x will
be called the tangential part of x and denoted by ¥.
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As it is well-known, from the minimality of T, one can derive an elliptic systems that leads to
great estimates on the mp-approximations that are gathered in Proposition 3.10. These estimates
in turn lead (not trivially, see Lemmas 3.11 and 3.13) to the bounds on the derivatives given in the
construction estimates (Proposition 3.8).

We mention that the following proof differs from the proof presented in [7], since the authors
rely on the C%%0-regularity of ¥ to get the bounds on the error terms that will appear naturally
when investigating the first variation of the current Gy, (see (3.18)).

Proposition 3.10 (Elliptic system). Assume Assumption 1 and Assumption 2, we denote B :=
Bsr, (pr,7mH) and o := min{a,vi.}. There is a positive constant C = C(7Ye, Y, Mo, No, Ce, Ch)
such that

[, Do Fus) s D+ by (@ = pa)') L ¢| < Conarky™ (rllescon + [Clevisy) s (38)
for any test function (. Moreover
|her —mo JEHLHLI(BWL (wrmp)) < Cmor 379, (3.9)

Proof. We will denote geometric constants by Cjy, whereas C' denotes constants depending upon
the parameters vp,Ye, Mo, No, Ce and Cp. In order to simplify the notation, we fix a system of
coordinates (z,y,z) € mg X 3 X (TpHE)L so that pgy = (0,0,0). Although the domains of the
various maps are subsets €2 of p;, + 7wy, from now on we will consider them as functions of z; i.e.,
we shift their domains to pr, (£2). We also use ¥y for the map ¥,, which graph gives ¥ as in

Assumption 1. Recall that ¥ (0,0) =0, DU (0,0) =0 and [V | 2.0 < mé/Q.

Given a test function ¢ and any point ¢ = (z,y,2) € X, we consider the vector field x(q) =
(0,{(x), Dy¥(z,y) - ¢(x)). The vector field x is tangent to X, and therefore 67'(x) = 0. Thus, we
easly conclude that

6G 11, (0] = 10G 7, (0) = 6T ()| < Co [ Dx|d|Gy,, =TI (3.00)

PL,8TL,TH
Since we have ||[DV¥ || < m(l)/ ?, choosing £, sufficiently small, we achieve
Ixl < 21¢] and D] < 2/D¢] +2(q]. (3.11)

We denote Ep, := E(T, C(pr, 32r, i) and recall the estimates in [5, Theorem 1.4], where Ky C
Bsr, (pr,m™m) is the bad set,

|Dfur| < CoERS + CorA < Cmjlerje, (3.12)

[fur| < Coh (T, Clp, 32z, wu)) + Co (Byj + ruA) rir < CmZ7r (3.13)

/Bsm(pbm) IDfurl* < CoBprrl < Cmory 2%, (3.14)
Bsr, (P, mm) \ Kur| < CoEJe (EHL + rlngQ) ry < Cmé+vzarg+(2_2ve)(l+71“), (3.15)

(3.16)

1
T (s 8ri ) = [Bery (o) = | Dl
Bsry, (pL,7H)

a 2 A2 1H+91a, mA+(2—27e) (14714
< CoEJS (EHL"i'THA)TZZSCmO " r?}( ve) (1471a)
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Concerning (3.13) observe that the statement of [5, Theorem 1.4] indeed bounds osc(frr). More-
over, in our case we have pg = (0,0,0) € spt(T) and spt(T)N Gy,, # 0. Thus we con-
clude |frr| < Coosc(fur) + Coh(T,C(pr,32ry, 7r)). Taking selections frr = >, [fi,mr] and
fur =3 [[fl #1], we have that spt(Gy,,) C ¥ implies

Q
S =Y [(fimr: Yu(fimr))] - (3.17)
i—1

We have from [6, Theorem 4.1] (straightforwardly estimating Err with (3.12) and (3.14)) the fol-
lowing inequality for the first variation

Q

0Gfy, (x) = Err + D> (S1+S2+53): (Si+ S5) + Dol Dofiir,
BSTL(pLJTH) i=1 (3-18)

Err S CHCHCl m(1)+71“rz+2—27e+7m7
where we are using the following notations
Sy = DyyVp(z, finr(x)) ¢, So:= (DyyVp(z, fimr(x))  Dpfinr)-C
S = DyVy(z, fiur(x)) - DuC,  Si:= DeVu(z, finr(x)), Ss:=DyVpu(x, finr(r)) Definr.

Our goal now is to use (3.18) and (3.10) to prove the proposition. To that end, we will estimate all
related terms. Let us start with a Taylor expansion for Uy € C** using [2, Proposition 2.1] and
the aforementioned considerations for Wy to derive the following bound

|DWi(2,y) = Da DV (0,0) - 2 — DyD¥(0,0) - y| < Col| Crllgza (| + y?) /22,
|D*W g (x,y) — D*Wp(0,0)] < Col|Wrrllcze (] + [y])*.
By (3.13) we have ||(z, fiur(z))| < C|(=, fimr)| < C|z|. Joining the last fact with [|[¥g||c2.a <

mé/ % and the last displayed inequalities, we infer the following

D (2, fini (@) = DeDWy(0,0) - 2 = O (mg*r}f ) + O (mg/*ri) | (3.19)
DYz, fiare(x))] < my*ry, (3.20)

D2 (2, fipr(x)) — D2 (0,0)] = O (mgry) (3.21)
ID*Uy(z, fire(x))] < my. (3.22)

We now start to estimate the several quantities appearing in (3.18). Henceforth we omit the domain
of integration Bg,, (pr,mr) for the sake of simplicity. We begin as follows

/ ZSI 5, 22 / z Doy Wit(w, finn(w)) - €) : (DeD¥y(0,0) - 2)
+0( iy ) [iq))
- / Z (DayW5(0,0) - €) : (DaDW(0,0) - ) (3.23)

e (mori?mm{w} [
_.0 ( 1+m1n{Oé,’Yla} / K‘) /xt “Li4-C,
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where Ly 4 = L1 4(D*V 4(0,0)) is defined in the last inequality and we bring the reader’s attention
to the fact that it does not depend on L. It is easy to see that Ly 4 is a quadratic form of D2V 4(0,0).

We also have o
/ZSI 5, B2620.612) (méﬂzar?m / !C!) . (3.24)
i=1

Now that we handled the terms involving S7, let us turn the attention to So. We have

/Z Sy : (844 85) BREDE1) <m(1)+wa 1494 / |<|> (3.25)

It remains to take care of S3, we proceed as follows

Q
/ZSS . S5 (3-22)7(320)7(3-12) 0 (m(l)eraT?{era / |DC|> ) (3.26)
=1

Additionally, we obtain

Q
/ 253 g, B1L820) / > (Dya¥1a(0,0) - ) - DaC) s Du¥i(a, i ()

Q
(319){3.22) / S (Dye¥(0,0) - 2) - DyC) : (Dag U1 (0,0) - ) (3.27)
+0 <m0r§{+min{aﬁla} / |DC>

() o (morz—kmin{ama} / |DC|> + /a;t L4 -,

where in (x) we integrate by parts and define L34 = L3 4(D?*¥(0,0)) in accordance with the
equality. As before, we bring the reader’s attention to the fact that L34 does not depend on L
and is a quadratic form of D*W¥g(0,0). Denoting L = L(D?*¥(0,0)) := Ly 4 + L34 and putting
together (3.18), (3.23), (3.24), (3.25), (3.26), and (3.27), we obtain that

0G s (X) = / (Damo firp : DoC+ 2L ) + O (||| crmg rerf 221t
+0 (mo }{-l—mm{ama}HC”Ll) +0 (moT?{—’—aHDCHLl) )

Such equation inserted into (3.10) generates

‘/DznofHL Dy¢+a' - L- g’<0 ngclm”% [an. 2%”“1)+0(mor§;a||pg|yp)
(3.28)
+0 (morp ™™ ) 1) +Co/|D§|d79

where we are using for any Borel set E

V(E) = H"(E\ Kun) + |[TI((E\ KuL) x R) and [|T = Gy, |(E < R") < Cod(E).
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The same argument provided in [7, Eq. 5.20] ensures that
19(B87'L (pL7 7TH)) S Cm07“2+27276+71a‘

By (3.28) and the last inequality, we derive that

[ Dene fun D¢+t L] £ O ([l crmar ) + O (mor | D)
1+ min{a,yq
+0 (mory ™™ ]| ).

Thanks to the choice of the exponents, we have v, — 27, = 497;,/50 < 0, hence (3.8) follows. The
proof of the moreover part goes along the very same line of the proof of [7, Eq. 5.2] using (3.8), we
omit it here. ]

For the sake of clarity and completeness, we will state the following two lemmas that will be
used in the proof of 3.8.

Lemma 3.11 (From the elliptic system to C7 estimates). Assume Assumption 1 and Assumption 2
and set B' := Bs,,, (p, 7)) and B := By, (pm, 7). Then, we obtain that

I 3+min{a,"/la}_j’ JE {O, 1,2, 3},
L min{(X,’Yla}—e’ ve c (0, 1),

) 3.30
)

L)3.1_min{oc,“/la}’—j7 jE {0, 1, 2}7
)

3.31
3.32
3.33

2
Iher — hatllos sy + 195 — girlles ) < Cmy/

1 2

W — harllcsocpn + 95 — gillesogmy < Cmy
2
hrr, — harllessn + lgmr — gillos s < Cmg/*t
1/2 L 1—a+min{a,’yla}.

«
«
«
«

~~ I~ I~

)
)
)
||hHL — hHHC’?’a(B’) + ||9HL - gH”CZO‘(B) < Cm )

Consequently, items (i) and (iv) of Proposition 3.8 hold.

Remark 3.12. Notice that hgz and g7r1, are proven to be in fact of class ¢3min{eva} - On the
other hand, since hyy is a composition of Wy and hpy, the regularity of hyy (and consequently
of gy1) do not always exceed C%® which is ¥’s regularity.

Proof. The proof of [7, Lemma 5.3] works in the same lines using Proposition 3.10 instead of [7,
Proposition 5.2]. O

Lemma 3.13 (Tilted L' estimates). Assume Assumption 1 and Assumption 2. We have that

ey — hLMHLl(Bg,.J(pJ,wH)) < CmOE(J)TfH-B—&-min{ama}. (3.34)
Proof. The very same proof given in [7, Lemma 5.5]. O
We are now able to derive the construction estimates for the functions ggr, and g7 .

Proof of Proposition 3.8. Since k = min{«, v;,}/2, recall that (i) and (iv) are proven in Lemma 3.11.
Let us show how to prove (ii). Take H,L € &7 with nonempty intersection. We show that the
inequality

Vst = Bl By (e < Comg (LY 3] (3.35)

holds true. If ¢(L) = ¢(H), it is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.13. If ¢(L) = 2{(H), take J to
be the father of H. It is clear that J N L # (), therefore we can apply Lemma 3.13 to obtain

HhHJ o }ALLHLI(BQrH (pu,7H)) < CmOE(L)m+3+min{a’7l“}.
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On the other hand, by (3.32), we have

lhe = ha il LBy, r ) < Cm/2e(L)mt3tmintonal

The last two inequalities prove the validity of (3.35) in the latter case. Recalling that by construc-
tion, we have Gy, L C(zg,rH,m0) = Gp L C(zy,TH, ) (same with ¢* and h) for X € {L,H}.
Thus, as a consequence of [7, Lemma B.1] we deduce

* * 1/2 m min{a
lgr — 9Ll ., eumo)) T 190 — 9Ll 21 (®B,,; (21r,70)) < Cmy/2¢(L)m+3+min{anal (3.36)

The fact that [|gn — grllc2.a( < Cmé/2€(L)1_°‘+min{aﬁla} (see (3.33)) and the last in-

equality together with

Bry (@ 1,m0))

. s ) _
1D? (91 = gr)llco < O™ llgr — grllor + Cri ™ ID* (g — 91) | o
imply (ii), for ¢gj; and gj the proof is exactly the same using (3.31) and

1D7(95 = 98w < Cri™ llgis = il + Cri"™ 1D (gir = g1)llcor-
We now prove (v) since it is an easy consequence of (3.35) instead of (3.33). Indeed, if L € V& and
i > j, consider the subset Z*(L) :={X € &' : X N L # (}. Note that the cardinality of 2*(L)
is bounded by a dimensional constant. If L’ is a cube concentric to L with ¢(L") = 9¢(L)/8, by
definition of ¢; and the last considerations, we have

18 = gl ey + 195 — gillpiey <C° Y (HQH = 9Ll L (B, (ex .m0 T+ 19H — ngLl(BTX(xXJro)))
Xez(L)

3.36 i
( 2 ) Cmé/QE(L)m+3+mln{a771a}’

which is exactly (v). Aiming at proving (iii), we take J to be any ancestor of H and Hy =
H,...,H;, = J a chain of cubes such that H; is the father of H; ;. Then, we have

io (3.33) .
ID%g(zn) — D*gy(25)| <Y |D%0m, (i) — DPgm,y ()| < Cmg/20(J)Hrmintenad - (3.37)
i=0

If we now take any random par of cubes H, L € 23, we choose Jy and Jr, to be the first ancestors
of H and L, respectively, such that Jg N Jy, # (). We then have

|D?gr(xrr) — D?gr ()| < |Dgr(za) — D9y (@)l + 1D g1y (2.0,) — D9, (21,)]

+ |D29L($L) - DQgJL(xJL”

(3.37),(3.33) .
< omp? max{€(Jy), 0(Jy) o)

By construction, one can check that |zg — x| > comax{¢(Ju),¢(Jr)}, the last inequality and
this consideration finish the proof of (iii). Again, it is a straightforward adaptation to prove the
statement in (iii) for gj; and g7. O



18

4 Normal approximation on the external center manifold

Having now the existence of the external center manifold, Theorem 3.7, we can construct the M*-
normal approximation (Theorem 4.7) which is a @-valued function defined on M* whose graph
induces a current that approximates T in cylinders defined by Whitney regions (p~'(L£) for £
being a Whitney region). Let us make this notion precise below.

Definition 4.1 (Whitney regions). Let M* be the external center manifold relative to mp and
(T, #') the Whitney decomposition associated to it. Defining ®*(z) := (z, ¢*(z)), we call ®*(T")
the contact set. Moreover, to each L € #', we set the Whitney region £ on M* to be the following

set £ := ®*(JN[—%, 21™) where J is the cube concentric to L with side-length equal to 17¢(L)/16.

Definition 4.2. Let M* be an external manifold as in Theorem 3.7, we define
o U= {2z eR"™":3ly=p*(z) e M* |z -yl <1, and (z —y) L M*},
e p*: U" = M* is the map defined by the previous bullet,
e QU* := (p*)~1(OM*) is the lateral boundary of M*.

Assumption 3. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, we further possibly decrease e., > 0 in order to
have that p* € C1*(U*) and (p*)~'(y) = y + B1 (0, T, M*) for every y € M*.

We are now in position to prove the following corollary of the constructions made so far.

Corollary 4.3. Under Assumption 1, Assumption 2, and Assumption 3, we have
(i) spt(A(TLU*)) C 9U*, spt(TL[—%, Z] x R") C U*, and p*(TLU*) = Q [M*];

(i) spt((T,p*, ®*(q))) C {y | ®*(q) —y| < Cmé/QmE(L)”%} for every q € L € W, where C =
C(’}/e,’)/h,MO,NO7Ce,Ch);

(iii) (T,p*,p) = Q [p] for every p € ®*(T).

Remark 4.4. Notice that, the set U* is not necessarily contained in ¥ which is not an issue when
paralleled to the approach in [7, Corollary 2.2]. Indeed, one can see that the set U in [7, Corollary
2.2] is not guaranteed to be within X.

U* :\\ 7 o LE

spt(T)

Proof. The proof of the first and third affirmations in item (i), items (ii), and (iii), are the same
as presented in [7, Corollary 2.2]. Let us prove spt(TL[—%, %] x R™) c U*. Pick a point p €
spt(T L[—%, %] xR™) and denote by p’ the first m coordinates of p,,(p), then py := (p/, ¢*(p')) € M*.
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If p’ € T, it follows from item (iii) that po € ®*(I') Nspt(7’) and thus, by (2.8), [p — po| < 1. If
p' € H where H € #7 for some j, we can proceed as follows:

Prop. 2.7 (iv)
lp —po| < |p—pE|+ |PH — PO < 211 + |par — po| = 28 Mov/ml(L) + |pr — pol-

Therefore, it remains to bound |pg — po|. We show this bound below:
pr = pol < 10" — zul +1¢5(0) — yul + 105 (0) — " ()]

p'eH
< Vml(H) + |05 (0") — yul + ;@) — ¢*(0")]
Thm. 3.7 (A*) 1/2m .l .l
< VmlH) + Cmy " 4yl + 0i0) — ()]
Prop. 2.7 (iv) m m . .
Vml(H) + Cmy*™ + Crmy ™ 0(H) + |03 () — " ()]

po€M*, Thm. 3.7 (A*, D*)
< Cmépm <1

We proved that |p—pp| < 1 always holds true. Therefore, by Assumption 3, we get that p € U*. [

A notion of Lipschitz approximation for nonlinear domains is given below with respect to M*.
Opportunely, we highlight the fact that the M*-normal approximations are required to take values
in 3, see item (ii) in Definition 4.5. Even though F' and N will be defined on the external center
manifold (which possibly lies outside ¥, in contrast with [7]), their values are trapped in ¥ which
will be important for computing inner and outer variations in what follows.

Definition 4.5 (M*-normal approximation). An M*-normal approzimation of T is given by a
pair (IC, F) such that

(i) F: M* — Ap(U*) is Lipschitz w.r.t. the geodesic distance in M* and F(p) = >, [p + Ni(p)]
where N : M* — Ag(R™") is called the normal part of F,

(ii) Ni(p) L T,M* and p + N;(p) € X for any p € M* and ¢,
(iif) K C M* is a closed set that contains ®*(I'N [—2, %]m) and TrL(p*) 1K) = TL(p*)"1(K).

Remark 4.6. We point out that IV; is not necessarily tangent to 3. In fact, this is often the case,
it can be explicitly seen in the proof of Theorem 4.7 when we construct the map Z=.

We now state the existence and fine properties of an M™*-normal approximation. The strategy
of the proofs of Theorem 4.7 and Corollary 4.8 follow [7, Thm 2.4 and Cor 2.5] and the final bounds
are indeed the same. Nevertheless, given the difficulties of the C%® setting, some estimates have
to be carefully carried out and the definition of the map N is also subtler. In fact, the authors
in [7] rely on the fact that M C ¥ to construct a trivialization of class C%“ (given that in their
setting M, ¥ € C3%) of the normal bundle of M. A crucial fact in their analysis is that the normal
bundle of M is a subspace of the tangent bundle of > which is not guaranteed for the external
center manifold.

Theorem 4.7 (Local estimates for the M*-normal approximation). Assume Assumptions 1, 2,
and 3, and let Vnq = min{y, /4, a}. If ecm = €em(Yes Thy Mo, No, Ce, Cr) > 0 is sufficiently small,
then there exists a constant C = C (Ye, Yh, Mo, No, Ce, C) > 0 and an M*-normal approximation
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(KC*, F*) such that, for every Whitney region L associated to a cube L € W', the following estimates
hold true:

Lip (N*] ) < Cmg™ £(L)"™ and || N*| [l < Cong/>™ (L), (4.1)
™LA + [ Tre =T ((09)7H(£)) < Cmg (L) +24m, (4.2)
/ IDN*[2 < Cmgl(L)"+22. (4.3)

L

Moreover, for any a > 0 and any Borel V C L, we have
[ e | < Can (HEy™ 3l at(@pom v + S [ GV QIno N (4.4)
%

Corollary 4.8 (Global estimates for the M*-normal approximation). Under the Assumptions of
Theorem 4.7, N* is the map from Theorem 4.7, and denote M{ := ®*([—7/2,7/2]™). Then there
exists a constant C = C (Ye, Yn, Mo, No, Ce, C) > 0 such that

Lip(N*|pg;) < Cmg™ and [Nz lco < Crg/™" (4.5)
H™(MG\K™) + [T =T ((p7) 7' (M7)) < Cmg™ (4.6)
/ IDN*|? < Cmy. (4.7)

0

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Running the same argument as in [8, Subsection 6.2] with M* € C3* (The-
orem 3.7) in place of the center manifold M which in our setting is only C?® (Theorem 3.6), we
can apply [6, Theorem 5.1] for M* to get, for each L € #7, Q-valued maps Ny, and Fy, satisfying
the following properties:

o Np:L' CM*— Ag(R™") and F, : L' C M* — Ag(U*), where L' := ®*(J) with J being
the cube concentric to L with side-length ¢(J) = 9¢(L)/8,

o Fr(p)=>;lp+ (Nr)i(p)] and (N)i(p) L TpM* for every p € L,

« and Gy, L((p")"1(L")) = Tr, L((p*) (L))

The functions Ny, and F7, do not satisfy all the properties required in Definition 4.5. For this
reason, we have to extend their domains of definition and modify them in order to take values
within ¥ and be orthogonal to M*. Indeed, when we run the argument on [7, page 537], we obtain,
using the same notation of [7], functions ' and N defined on the whole external center manifold
M* satisfying that N; (p) L T, M* holds for every p € M*. Moreover, these functions also verify
items (i) and (iii) of Definition 4.5.

The next and last step is to modify F' in order to ensure item (ii) of Definition 4.5, i.e., that

p+ Ni(p) € ¥ and N;(p) L T, M* for every p € M*. Such step has to be done cautiously, since the
authors in [7] use the fact that M C X, thus we perform the complete proof.

Take p € M* and p’ to be the nearest point to p in ¥. Due to the C*“-regularity of ¥, the
correspondence p — p’ is CH*. Since M* is C3* and ¥ is C%©, arguing as in [6, App. A], there is
a global O trivialization of Uye p+ (T, M*) N Ty .



21

D+ W Subset of M*

contained in X

Notice that (T,M*)1 N Ty> always has dimension bigger or equal than one. In fact, the
dimensions of (T, M*)* and TyX are, respectively, equal to n and m + n, thus the dimension of
their sum as vector spaces exceeds m + n.

p/ 4 (TP/M*)J_

\p’ + (T, M) N T, %
#{0}

Denote s, := (Tp./\/l*)J- NT,Y. Having a Cl%trivialization of Upe 56y, we can get a map

e p'+ Z(p,v) is the only point in ¥
Z: Upems 54 — R™" such that that is orthogonal to T, M*,
L p%p(E(pr)) =v.

Finally, we can define the M*-normal approximation (which does not necessarily satisfy N;(p) €
Ty3) as follows:

Q
N : M* = Ag(R™™) defined by [[E(p, P, (Ni(p))ﬂ .
=1

Since p 4+ Nj(p) belongs to the support of T' and then to X, it is clear that N(p) = N(p) for any
point in the good set I*. To simplify the notation, denote Q(p,v) := Z(p, ps, (v)). As mentioned
before, © is a C1® map. Therefore, we obtain

€2(p, v) — p, u)| < Colv —ul. (4.8)

Moreover, since §(p,0) = 0 for every p, we have D,(p,0) = 0, thus |D,Q(p,v)| < Cp|v|*. Hence,
we obtain that
(P, v) = Qg v)| < Colv[*|p — gl (4.9)
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Fix two points p, ¢ € £ and assume that G(N(p), N(¢))? = 32, |Ni(p) — Ni(q)|>. We now have

G(N(p), N(9))* <23 _19(p, Ni(p) — p, Ni(a))I* + 22 Q(p, Ni(q)) — g, Ni(q))?

(4.8),(4.9) o 2o )
< CoG(N(p),N(q) +CZ|N )[**lp — gl

S Cng'Ynag(L)Q'Yna ‘p — q|2 —+ szé/mg(L)Qa(l-i_’Yh)‘p - q‘z

Thanks to the fact that v,, < «, the last inequality concludes the proof of (4.1). The proof of the
remaining estimates goes along the same lines as [7, Thm 2.4]. O

5 Frequency function and blow-up argument

In this section, we show how to prove Theorem 1.1 using the approach in [1] and [8]. To this end,
we set some notations and definitions. We start by setting the rescaling functions by ¢, () := =2
for any p, 2 € R™*" and r > 0 and denoting the rescaled currents as T}, := (tp,r )37

Assumption 4 (Contradiction assumption). Assume that Theorem 1.1 is false. Precisely, assume
that: there exists m > 2,7 > 0,n > 1,a > 0,% and T such that ¥ is an C** embedded (m + n)-
submanifold of R™*" T is an integral m-current in ¥ that minimizes area, and

H™ 2+ (Sing(T')) > 0, for some 7 > 0.

Under Assumption 4, we apply [8, Prop 1.3] to obtain the following contradiction sequence,
which will allow us to derive a contradiction from Assumption 4 and therefore conclude the proof
of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 5.1 (Contradiction sequence). Assume Assumption 4 and let my < ey, where gy, €
(0,eem). There exist two real numbers T,m > 0 and a sequence ry | 0 such that:

(i) @m(T7 0) =Q;
(ii) E (To,rk, B&/ﬁ) goes to 0 as k goes to +00;
(i) limg— 400 HE T ({p: @™ (To sy, p) = QY N B1) > 1;

™ ((B1 Nspt (Tor,)) \ {p: O™ (Lo, p) = Q}) >0 for all k € N;
ToS = R™7, 0T By = 0;

(EQB7\/*)<5bu,

(iv

(v

(vi

)
) M
)
) ¢

(vii) ||T)| (BG\/Fm») <" (Quim (64/m)™ + €py,) for any r € (0,1).

We bring the readers’ attention to the fact that the current T' of Assumption 4 satisfies, thanks
to Lemma 5.1, all the requirements in Assumption 1 ezcept the smallness of the excess. However,
(ii) of Lemma 5.1 ensures that the excess of the rescalings of 7" with respect to the sequence
{7k} converges to 0. This motivates us to define the intervals of flattening that capture all radii
r € (0,64/m) for which the rescaled current Ty, is under Assumption 4. Thus, the external center
manifold and the normal approximations can be constructed for each Tp .
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Definition 5.2 (Intervals of flattening and sequence of external center manifolds M7). Assume
Assumption 4. We define the following set of radii:

R = {T‘ € (0,1] : E(To,, Bg ) < Egu} :

If {sy} C R and s 1T s, then s € R. Now, we cover R with a family of interval F = {(sj,tj]}j
called intervals of flattening, defined as follows: ty := max{t : t € R}, by induction, assume that ¢;
is defined, and hence also tg > s > 1 > 51 > ... > s;_1 > t;. We also define the following objects:

o Tj = Tot;L Bgm, X = tot;(¥) N By 4. Moreover, consider for each j an orthonormal
system of coordinates so that my := R x {0} is the optimal m-plane for the excess, i.e.,

E (TjanﬁﬂTo) =E (Tj7B6\/ﬁ)§

o Let Mj be the external center manifold and N} the Mj-normal approximation constructed
in Theorem 3.7 and Theorem 4.7 applied to T; and ¥, with respect to the m-plane m. Notice
that T} and 3; are under Assumption 1, 2, and 3, thanks to Lemma 5.1 and the definition of
the intervals of flattening.

With this, we consider the Whitney decomposition #7) of [—4,4]™ C mp with respect to T},
and we define
s;j = tjmax ({C_IE(L) :LewY and ¢;'(L) > dist(0, L)} u {O}) .

S

As in [8], one can see that s;j/t; < 27° which then ensures that (s;,¢;] is a nontrivial interval. Next,
if s; = 0, we stop the induction. Otherwise, we let ¢;1; be the largest element in R N [0, s;] and
repeat the procedure above.

5.1 The frequency function

Definition 5.3. Let ¢ : [0, +00) — [0, 1] be the piecewise linear function given by

1, r e 0,%
o(r)=<2—-2r, re %, 1
0, r € [l,+00) .

Now we fix, for each j, d; to be the geodesic distance in M} between p and ®7(0). Then, we define

¢ Dj(r) = [y: ¢ (42) IDNF(p)dH™ (p);

aw)\ NP0
¢ Hj(r) =~ [y o () Sio P dH™ ().

The frequency function is then defined as I;(r) := TP]IDJ_"((:)) whenever H;(r) > 0.

Remark 5.4. A main ingredient to prove Theorem 1.1 is the monotonicity of the frequency func-
tion. To prove this, the authors in [8, Thm 3.2] take the inner and outer variations of I; and
prove fine estimates for them. A crucial information in this analysis is the stationarity of T, more
precisely, that the first variation of 7' vanishes with respect to vector fields tangent to . To use
this fact, we need to make sure that our normal approximations are supported in ¥, which we
ensure in Theorem 4.7. Moreover, to carry out the computations in [8], it is also essential to have
that spt(7) is a subset of U (i.e., [8, Corollary 2.2]) which is also guaranteed in our setting with
U* as we have shown in Corollary 4.3, see also Remark 4.4.
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Remark 5.5. We mention that one of the main reasons the authors in [8] need the C%“-regularity
for the center manifold is to utilize the Holder continuity of DH g in proving the monotonicity
of the frequency function, where H 4 denotes the mean curvature of M. In the present setting,
however, M only possesses C%®-regularity, which precludes us from using the derivative of H .
Nevertheless, we have constructed M* so that normal approximations are defined over M*, which
has C3®-regularity. This ensures that DH s+ is well-defined and exhibits Holder continuity.

Taking into consideration Remark 5.4 and Remark 5.5, we are therefore in position to apply the
same machinery as in [8] to obtain the monotonicity of the frequency function, i.e., Theorem 5.6.

Theorem 5.6 (Main frequency estimate). Provided ey, is chosen small enough, there ezists a
geometric constanct Cy > 0 such that

Ii(a) < Co(1+1;(b)), for every [a,b] C

?,31 such that Hylfqp > 0.
j

5.2 Blow-up argument

We now show how to obtain a function at the limit that provides us the desired contradiction to
conclude Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 5.7 resembles that of [8, Thm 6.2], however, it has
to be subtly changed when dealing with the external center manifolds M} and the Mj-normal
approximations N since the arguments in [8] strongly rely on the fact that M C 3 and the
C3“-regularity of ¥ and M.

Theorem 5.7 (Final blow-up). The maps Ng’b strongly converge, up to subsequences, in LZ(Bg/Q)
to a function N3 € WH2(Bg s, Ag({0} x R™ x {0})) that satisfies the following:

(i) NP is a minimizer of the Dirichlet energy in By for any t € (5/3,3/2);
(i) HNgébHL?(BS/Q) =1

(iii) mo NP = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The approach implemented in [8, Pf of Thm 0.3] can be carried out along
the very same lines to get Theorem 1.1 from the above properties of the multivalued limit function
NP, For this reason, we omit the proof here. O

To prove Theorem 5.7, we need to introduce some notation as follows. Consider a current
T satisfying Assumption 4. As in [8, Proposition 2.2], for each radius r; produced by Lemma
5.1, there is an interval of flattening such that r; € (sj(k),tj(k)]. We denote by s, the radius
2ty /3 < 81 < 3ry given by the Reverse Sobolev inequality [8, Corollary 5.3] applied to r = 7.

We then put 7 := 25, and rescale and translate our objects as below:

o Thi= (08T = (0t 00 )T L By, T 1= 10,7, (S50) and My, := 10,7, (M),

Tk

. WZ : MZ — R™*" are the rescaled Mz-normal approximations given by

Ni(p) = 7 Ny (Fap).-
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We can assume TpY = R™ x {0}, thus the ambient manifolds X3 converge to R™*™ x {0} locally

in C*“. Furthermore, since % < fk:’_“(k) < 1, Lemma 5.1 implies that
J

E(Ty,B1/2) < CE(T,B,,) — 0.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that T} locally converges to @ [mo]. Moreover, from
Lemma 5.1, it follows that

HI T (Do (Ti) \ By) < Cory "™ HIT(Do(T) \ Br,) 20 > 0, (5:1)

where Cj is a geometric constant. As in [8, Lemma 6.1], we can show that M}, locally converge in
C3+/2 to the m-plane my. We thus define the blow-up maps NZ’b : B3 C mp =R™ — Ag(R™™):

N* eL\T * T % ‘I’*k(O)
(l/l;;())7 hk = HNk , and pk = #7 (52)

*,b
N, " (x) .=
v () L2(By/2) Tk

where e, := expp: denotes the exponential map of M’,; at p;. Henceforth, we assume, without loss
of generality, that we have applied a suitable rotation to each T}, so that the tangent plane Tﬁzmz
coincides with R™ x {0}.

To prove Theorem 5.7, we will proceed as follows. We approximate, by smoothing, both Mz
and X, with suitable C*°-submanifolds of the ambient space R™*" which we denote by M;E and
ikﬁ, respectively. Using these smoothened approximations, we have the existence of a well-defined
projection Py, . = ‘Bfk,aﬂz,e satisfying:

mk,g(ﬂz,e) C X and Py is of class C*°.

From this, we can run similar constructions to those in [8, Section 7.2] to the pair (ﬂ};s,f“)

where we need to factorize the normal approximation IV J* through the projection above and let
€ — 0 and kK — +00 to conclude the proof. The subtleties of controlling all the error terms involved
with this smoothing procedure are detailed below.

Proof of Theorem 5.7. We divide the proof into some steps.
Step 1: Proof of the existence of NZ¥ € W12(Bs o, Ag({0} xR"x{0})), (), (iii), and L*-strong
convergence.

Without loss of generality, we translate the manifolds ﬂz so that the rescaled points p; =
'F,;li);f(k) (0) all coincide with the origin Ogm+n. Let us define

Fr: 32 C M, — Ag (Rm+n> and F(z) == Z [[;1: + (WZ) (x)]] :

%
i

To simplify the notation, set pj, := P We start by showing the existence of a suitable exponent
~v > 0 such that

Yna

C°(B;/2)§C<m°’j<k>fk) - (53)

*

Lip (N;; / ) <cwre, |V
3/2

M (T~ Tw)Lpi " (Bjs)) < Chi* ™, and \n OW,’;] < Ch;2. (5.4)

Bs /o



26

Using the fact that 37/2 € (sj(k)/tj(k), 3) and (4.4) with a = 7, we infer as in [8, Section 7.1] that

H k)‘ co (Bj; /2< ;<k)>) < Cm1/2(m) 14+, , Lip < ;-‘(k) Bgrk/g(Pj(k))> Cm()j(k) miaxﬁiw’
M ((TFJ*( K TJ(k)) ka (B3Tk/2 (pJ k)))) Z mé:‘;’YZ £m+2+727
M+Yla C |2
o el sman AT

Arguing similarly to [8, (4.12), (4.13), and (4.14)] and using the Reverse Sobolev inequality proved
in [8, Corollary 5.3|, we see that

m C *
Tt F s (ominf < binl) < G [ Piof

37, /2 Tk

(5.5

from which (5.3) and (5.4) follow by a simple rescaling. The constant C on the right-hand side of
(5.5) depends on T  but not on k. It is a consequence of these bounds and the Sobolev embedding (cf.

[4, Prop. 2.11]) that the sequence {Nz’b}k weakly converges in W12 (B3/2,AQ ({0} x R™ x {0}))

(in the sense of [4, Definition 2.9]) to a Q-valued function NP € W12 <B3/2,AQ (Rm+")). From
this convergence and (5.4), we derive that

i, lmone]=
B3z

We now check that N must take its values in Ag ({0} x R™ x {0}). Consider the tangential part
of N}, as in
——*,T %
N (@)= [prs, (Ni@)] -
i

One can verify that G (NZ, NZT) =g (Q[[O]],NZ’L) <y ‘NZF which leads to

lim ‘77 o N* b
k——+o0 Bs)s

< C lim hj=0.

k——+o00

4 (5.3) N\ 27na
< C (moyj(k)ro —0as k — +o0.

_ 2 _
/ G (N i "N ey ) < Cohy / N;
B3/2 B*

3/2

By the C*“-convergence of ¥, to R™*" x {0}, we conclude Step 1.

Step 2: A suitable trivialization of the normal bundle through smoothing estimates and W2-
convergence.

The difficulties we face in exploiting the arguments of [8, Section 7.2] are twofold: (1) the first
is that we have to deal with an external center manifold ﬂz not lying inside X, which introduce
error terms that we have to account for, and (2) the fact that ¥ is merely of class C?, which we
deal with by approximating with X . of class C* obtained from ¥ first by rescaling by a factor
tj(r), then mollifying it, and finally rescaling it again by a factor rj. Precisely, Y is obtained as
follows. We introduce a parameter € > 0, mollify the functions ¥, to get the functions C> ¥y .,
and then define

Yo := graph(®; ) ) and Xp o = o5, (Ej(k),g) .
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Furthermore, since M is of class C3* the projection Py, is only C**, we will also need to mollify
M. Precisely, we define ®; . € C°° to be the mollified function obtained from ®; ),

M, . = graph(® ;) ), M}Zﬁ = 0,7, (M}’;E) , and M}w =P (ng) C Yge.

By construction, X . is approaching X, in the C?P-topology for every 0 < 8 < a and M;a — MZ
in C3P1 topology for every 0 < f3 < K, when ¢ — 0" for any fixed k¥ € N. Observe that an
application of [8, Lemma 6.1], for each Mz’e, permits the construction of an orthonormal frame of

(TMj.)* which we denote by

Z/f’s(p), ... ,Vé’g(p), wlf’s(p), ... ,wf’s(p), at each point p € ﬂz’a,
k - k, -
Vj 76(])) € Tmyg(p)Ek’E, and wj E(p) iR T;Bk’s(p)Ek,g.

Thus, we have that, for every fixed € > 0, it holds
Vj]?’s — em+; and w?’g — emynyj i C2F/2 (Mzg) as k — oo, ! (5.6)

where e1, . .., emyn is the standard basis of R™T7+ = R™+" We can find § > 0 (independent of k
and €) such that, for & > ky(0) € N large enough and 0 < € < £¢(d, k) small enough, there is a map
(g Mz,a x R™ — R! converging to 0 in C>*/2 (uniformly bounded in C%% with § < 81 < k < @)
gix;en by the following property:

_ N
Pre(p) +v € Ty = v =1, (p, UT) , Yo e (Tp/\/lkﬁ) with |v] <.

where v = (<U,yf’€>,...,<v,u§’€>) € R" and vt = (<v,w'f’€>,...,<v,wf’€>) € R Observe
Br.c are well defined for every 0 < e < go(k, §) due to the C%-convergence of the mollified manifolds
ke Now, to see that 1/1}2’6 — 0, in C’Q’“/2—topology, consider the map

Jphe: My x R" xR 3 (p, 2,w) = p+ zjuf’a + ijf’e e R™T™ (5.7)
where we use the Einstein convention of summation over repeated indices. It is simple to show that
the frame can be chosen so that D3y .(0,0) = Id and, hence, using the implicit function theorem,
3;2 (ik,e) can be written locally as a graph of a function ¢y _ that meets the claimed property. By
construction, we also have w;;s(x,O) = 0, (which yields waz,e(:r,O) = 0) and ‘Dzwl’gﬁ(m,O)‘ =0

for every x € M;;E, which in turn implies
Dato(w,2)| < CLAMP, Dot o(,2)] < Clzl, and [ o(2,2)| S C12P (5.8)

where C' > 0 is a constant that can be chosen independently of ¢ and k. Indeed, it suffices to
remember that ik@ — ¥ in the 02”3—top010gy and also that X; converges to R™*" x {0} to
deduce the existence of the constant C' > 0 independent of of € and k such that [|¢} [[c28 < C.
We define ¢} analogously substituting in (5.7) Xy by 3x and M;E by Mj. Notice that Yy is of
class O and that the convergence of Yy o to ¥y is in the C+/2_topology, which is enough for the
approximation procedure that we will perform later.

In fact, they converge in C*° topology.
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Now given any Q-valued map uy . = >_; [uge.i] : M};e — Ag ({0} x R"™ x {0}) with [Jugc| e <
d, we can consider the map uy . from M;E to Ag (u(ﬂzg)), where u(m;g) is the total space of
the normal bundle of M;a, defined by

% =1

uk,s(x) = Z ﬁjz (uge, z) )+ Zwk (T, ugci(z ))w;m(x)]] )

where we set (uk757i)j (@) = (Uke,i(X), Emtj) ,wzg (, upei(x)) = <¢};5 (@, ke i(x)) ,em+ﬁ+j>. Then,
we get that

D (uk,e)i =D (Uz)j k ‘ |: x¢k (ZE, uz) + Dzd)zg (33, Uz) Dul] wf’g

+ (u;)? DV]]-C"3 + zp;:,i (x,u;) Dw;?’g, a.e. HmLﬂZ’E,

where we used the Einstein summation convention on the index j. We define u; analogously and
also derive the analogous of the last displayed inequality for ug. Taking into account that

lim HDUf

k——+o0

I L

e—0

ot |DE =D, 59)

we obtain the existence of a double sequence (g¢(k, 0)) kEN,5€(0,+00); Senerating a sequence 0 < gg =
eo(k, d) > 0 such that eg — 07 and d; — 0" as k — 4o0. Furthermore, we have the following

V{ekhren With 0 < e < ez, Vk € N, we have lim HDyf’E’“ o — 0.

k—4o00

+ HDw;C"E’C

C’O

By (5.8), we readily derive that, for some constant C' > 0 independent of k£ and k large enough, it
holds

< c/mymﬁl + uf?| Duf? + o(1)|ul?.

[ (Due = 10uP)

On the other hand, since ¢ . — ¢y in C5/2_topology as € — 0 for any fixed k large enough, we
have

hm‘/ |Duy .| —|Duk|) = 0.

We now choose €35 > 0, depending on § > 0 and k£ € N large enough, to get from the last two

displayed inequalities that
9 2
| Du| + / ‘Dukﬂ:‘k,& -

(0ot = 10u) < f (P -

< C [l 4 o Duf? + o(D]uf.

\Duk\2>’

(5.10)
By (4.1), we can write N, (z) = Q [Bx(2)] @} (2, ux(2)) for some Lipschitz ay, := ¥, [ar.] : M), —
Ag ({0} x R™ x {0}) with ||ag]|c = o(1). Setting

= [Brler(x)) + upi(er(x))],
we conclude, from the Reverse Sobolev inequality ([8, (5.11)]), (4.1), and (5.10), that

lim (’DN,;“”’
Bz

k——+o0

L n? ‘Duzm —0, (5.11)



29

and NP is the limit of hy 'uf in Wh2(Bsy 5, Ag({0} x R™ x {0})).
Step 3: Proof of the Dir-minimizing property of N* ((i) of Theorem 5.7)
There is nothing to prove if its Dirichlet energy vanishes. Therefore, we assume existence of
2
co > 0 such that 0 < coh}? < fB*/ ’DNk . We will argue by contradiction, if () of Theorem 5.7
3/2

were to be false, we argue follow the same argument in [8, Section 7.3] to find r € (¢,2) and UZ’b

with the following property. If we define N ke = Vke (x, vz o e;i), then we have
N];k’g = N:}E on 83/2\575, Llp (N;ﬁ) < Chl’;’s')’na’ ‘N:,E

2
/ <chp? and [ <[
B3 Bs o B3 /2

2
We finally construct the competitor current that will violate the minimality of T. Set F ,jg(x) =

> [[:1: + ]v,j“(:r)ﬂ . The currents Tf,: ) coincides with TFJ,E in (pzﬁ)_1 (83/2\&) and both of them

_ \Yna
<C (makrk)

- - 2
TIONI:,E DN;:,s DNk _5hl:,z-:2‘

lie in X .. Define the function @Z,E(p) = distmz (O,pzﬁ(p)), and, for each s € (¢, %), consider
the slices <T§k — Tk,s, Ok.es s>, where Ths = (E}s)ﬁfk and T : ) — Y. are the natural Cc?B

diffeomorphisms induced by the mollification process which by definition converge to 1§k in C%°
topology. By (5.3), we have

3
2 T 2 na
/t M <<Tﬁk — Tk,€,¢;7€,s>> < Chy, *Tme,

Thus, for each k € N and € > 0, we can find a radius ox . € (¢, 3) for which

M <<Tﬁk —Ther Phcs Uk,e>) < Chj e,
By the isoperimetric inequality (see [5, Rem. 4.3]), there is a current Sy, . such that
O0Ske = <T§;E - Tk,e,9027570k7e> , M (Ske) < Ch275(2+7)m/(m_1) and spt (Ske) C Se-
Our competitor current is then given by
Tlﬁg = Thel ((p;;a)—l (ﬂzﬁa\lggkﬁ)) + Ske + TF/:,E L ((Pi,a)_l (BUk,e)) .

Note that Tkﬁ is supported in fk’e. On the other hand, by (5.3) and the bound on M (S ), we
have

M (Tie) - M (Tie) <M(T5; ) -M <Tﬁk) +o (i)

Denote by sza and F;a the second fundamental forms and mean curvatures of the manifold
ﬂ;g, respectively. Using the above inequality and the Taylor expansion of [6, Th. 3.2], for every
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0 <e < &g, we achieve

M (fk,s) -M (Tk,s) S;/ <’DNI:,5 2)
+C|H;. CO/("’?OW,&
o | ([l + |

< fgh;:; +o(hi..*),

2 ——=k
~ |DN}..

)
2) +0(h;.%)

+|mo N

(5.12)

where in the last inequality we take into account [8, Lemma 6.1], which can be used here in this
form because, by construction, our sze center manifolds are all of class C*° and so in particular

of class C3#1 having also C? norm uniformly bounded with respect to k and e.

To finish the proof, we have to take the limit on € in (5.12). We argue as follows. For every one
parameter family pair of abstract pointed Riemannian manifolds ((3¢, g, p:), (XL, gL, pL)). whose
underlying differentiable structure is of class C'! and with metric tensors g., g. of class C° converging
in topology C° to the pair ((Zo, go, o) , (X, g, Ph)), and every family of C* diffeomorphisms ®. €
Cl(2.,%) and D1 € C' (XL, %,), it is easy to check that (De)y In(Be, ge)) = Im(XL, g2) (here
I,,(3c, g-) denotes all integral m-currents in (X, g.)). Moreover, if we assume that there exists
an isometry of pointed metric spaces f : (3o, go, po) — (2§, 94, Pp) With § € C*(X,%') and §~! €
C! (¥, %) satisfying ©. — f in C* topology, 1. € I,.(2., g:), T — To € L,,(X0, go) in the intrinsic
flat topology, then it holds

M(E’E,gé) ((QE)ﬁ TE) — M(Eﬁ’gé) (fﬂTo) = M(Eo,go) (Tg) , when € — (I (513)
Applying (5.13) to our setting immediately provides the following

M (1) M (1) = Jip M (7.) - M (7).

and, by Dominated convergence theorem, we have that hy . — hy as e — 0" for each fixed k large

enough. This together with (5.12) contradicts the minimizing property of T} for k large enough
and ¢ small enough. Hence, we conclude the proof. O
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