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EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF (-GRAPHS OF PRESCRIBED MEAN
CURVATURE IN HEISENBERG GROUPS

JULIAN POZUELO AND SIMONE VERZELLESI

In Memory of Enrico Giusti

ABSTRACT. We study the prescribed mean curvature equation for ¢-graphs in a Riemannian
Heisenberg group of arbitrary dimension. We characterize the existence of classical solutions
in a bounded domain without imposing Dirichlet boundary data, and we provide conditions
that guarantee uniqueness. Moreover, we extend previous results to solve the Dirichlet problem
when the mean curvature is non-constant. Finally, by an approximation technique, we obtain
solutions to the sub-Riemannian prescribed mean curvature equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Plateau problem has been a fundamental issue in geometry since the pioneering works
of Douglas (cf. [26]) and Radé (cf. [59]). The Euclidean prescribed mean curvature equation
of the graph of a function u € C*(Q2) over a bounded domain Q2 C R" with H € C(Q) reads as

D
(PMCQ) div | —— | = &,

1+ |Dul?
where D stands for the Euclidean gradient. Notice that we are taking the mean curvature as
the (not averaged) sum of the principal curvatures. When H is constant and 0f) is of class

C?, Serrin (cf. [67]) characterized the existence of solutions to the Dirichlet problem for any
boundary datum ¢ € C?(99) by the condition

(1.1) |H| < Haq(20)

for any zy € 0f), where Hyq is the mean curvature of the boundary of 2. In the proof, Serrin
obtained Schauder estimates for C? solutions first by providing height estimates for |u|, and
then, by means of a gradient maximum principle, showing that the maximum of the gradient
is attained at the boundary of €. In the final step, he estimated the gradient at the boundary
exploiting the so-called barriers (cf. [37]), whose construction relies on (1.1). When H is not
constant, an approach based on the maximum principle typically fails. Therefore, in order
to deal both with non-constant sources and to allow merely continuous boundary data, it is
customary to rely on suitable interior and global gradient estimates. Some references to these
kind of estimates in the Euclidean space are the works of Korevaar and Simon (cf. [46]) and
Wang (cf. [71]). Beyond the Euclidean framework, the Dirichlet problem for any sufficiently
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regular boundary datum and constant source H satisfying conditions analogous to (1.1) has
been studied in warped products with a particular lower bound on the Ricci curvature (cf.
[69]), in 3-dimensional Heisenberg groups (cf. [3]) and in higher dimensional Heisenberg groups
(cf. [38]). When H is not constant, the previous results were later extended in Riemannian
manifolds with a Killing vector field and a lower bound on the Ricci curvature depending on €2
(cf. [21, 20, 22]). When instead (1.1) fails, meaning that

(1.2) |H| > Haqa(z0)

for some zy € 0f), we could lose control of the norm of the gradient of a solution near the
boundary, and hence of the existence of solutions. More precisely, as shown in [37], when (1.2)
holds there always exists a boundary datum ¢ for which the Dirichlet problem has no solution.
Nevertheless, the validity of (1.2) does not preclude a priori the existence of a suitable boundary
datum ¢ for which the Dirichlet problem is solvable. As an instance, taking as domain 2 C R"
the ball of radius 1 centered at 0, we can write the half sphere in R™*! centered at 0 with radius
1 as a graph over Q. A simple computation reveals that it satisfies (PMC) with H = —"= Hyq
and with boundary datum ¢ = 0. In particular, (1.2) is verified for any z, € 0. In this
regard, when € has Lipschitz boundary, Giusti (cf. [40]) proved that the existence of solutions
to (PMC) with a suitable boundary condition, not imposed a priori, is characterized by

*) | @)

for any set Q2 C Q such that Q # () and Q # Q, where P(Q) is the perimeter of 2. Moreover, [40]
provides a characterization of those domains where (PMC) admits, up to vertical translations,
a unique solution. Precisely, the previous statement is equivalent to each of the following
conditions: there is no solution to (PMC) in any domain  C €; there is a solution on  which
is vertical at every point of 0€; (*) holds and

(*%) /Q H(z) da

In these cases, Q is called an extremal domain. Otherwise, i.e. when (*) also holds for Q = Q,
then 2 is called a non-extremal domain. The proof of the existence of solutions under condition
(*) relies on previous results by Giaquinta (cf. [35, 34]) and Miranda (cf. [51]). In the non-
extremal case the proof consists in showing the existence of BV minimizers of the penalized
functional

(1.3) .F(u):/ 1+|Du|2+/Hudx+/ lu — | dH"
Q Q o0

for any ¢ € L'(09), whose regularity is then gradually improved in several steps. The more
involved extremal case, i.e. when (**) holds, follows by a compactness procedure. More pre-
cisely, in view of condition (*), every domain Q C Q is itself a non-extremal domain. Therefore,
exploiting the existence result in the non-extremal case, together with a compactness argument
based on a notion of generalized solution first introduced by Miranda (cf. [52]), existence in
the extremal case follows. For similar results under weaker assumptions on the boundary of €2
we refer the reader to [48].

< P(Q)

= P().

Although the Dirichlet problem, as previously discussed, has been widely studied beyond the
Euclidean framework, as far as the authors are aware no results in the spirit of [40] are available
in the Riemannian setting. The aim of this work, consequently, is to lay the groundwork for
the study of hypersurfaces with prescribed mean curvature outside the Euclidean setting and
overcoming conditions inspired by (1.1). As a relevant first instance, we choose as ambient
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manifold the n-th dimensional Riemannian Heisenberg group. The Heisenberg group H", for
n > 1, is R?"*! endowed with the non-Abelian group law

(z,y,t) * (x,y,t") = (93 +aly+y -ty (2 - %’%’)) :
j=1

where © = (xq,...,2,), o' = (2,...,2), y = (y1,...,yn) and ¥’ = (y1,...,y.,), which realizes

it as (the most relevant instance of) Carnot group (cf. [9]). The Lie algebra of H" is generated
by the family of left-invariant vector fields

0 0 0 0 0
Xi=5—+Yis, Yi= 7 —wio, T=—,
o Yigr oy ot ot
fori =1,...,n. A remarkable class of Riemannian structures can be defined on H" by choosing,

for any € # 0, the unique Riemannian metric g. which makes {X3,..., X, Y7,...,Y,,eT} an
orthonormal frame. The importance of (H", g.) in the Riemannian framework is supported by
several reasons. For instance, it appears in the classification of homogeneous 3-spaces with
isometry group of dimension 4, usually denoted by Nil3(—1/7) (cf. [1]). When & goes to
0, the space (H", g.) converges in Gromov-Hausdorff sense to the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg
group (H™, (-,-)), where (-,-) is the restriction of any of the metric g. to the horizontal distri-
bution H = span{Xy,..., X,,,Y:,...,Y,}. The sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group H" is itself
of fundamental importance in various settings, since it constitutes the prototypical model in
the context of Carnot groups, sub-Riemannian manifolds (cf. [2]) and CR manifolds (cf. [14]).
In the following, we deal with a relevant class of non-parametric hypersurfaces, namely that
of vertical or (t-) graphs, i.e. Euclidean graphs over the horizontal hyperplane {t = 0} = R?*".
The equation of prescribed mean curvature of a t-graph over a bounded domain Q C R?" for a
given source H is formally given by

Du+ X
(e-PMC) div ut _
Ve2+ |Du+ X|?

where X(z,y) = (—y,z) (cf. [16, 38]). Our main achievement, in the spirit of [40], is an
existence and regularity result for solutions to (e-PMC), both in the non-extremal and in the
extremal case.

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C R?* be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary, and let H €
Lip(Q) N CLY(Q) for some v € (0,1). Then (*) holds if and only if there exists u € C?(Q)

which is a classical solution to (=-PMC) on Q. Moreover, if H € C;27(Q) for some k € N,
k=1, then uw € CFP2(Q). Finally, if H € C(Q), then u € C*(Q).

loc
Our approach can be summarized in the following major points.

e Following Giusti’s scheme, we will first prove existence of BV minimizers of a suitable
penalized functional, analogous to (1.3), in the non-extremal case (cf. Proposition 5.3).
To improve the regularity of such minimizers, we first rely on suitable variational prop-
erties of minimizers (cf. Theorem 5.5 and Proposition 5.6) to infer that minimizers are
locally bounded in §2 (cf. Proposition 5.7).

e Our second step relies on a generalization to the anisotropic setting (cf. [68]) of some
celebrated regularity results for almost-minimizers of the perimeter (cf. e.g. [24, 60, 4, 64,
70, 8], and cf. [27, 49] and references therein for recent developments). Exploiting some
results from [68], we shall see that the boundary OF, of the subgraph of a minimizer u is
regular outside a singular portion with small Hausdorff dimension (cf. Proposition 5.9). A
crucial result then consists in translating these regularity properties from 0F, to u. More
precisely, we show that u is regular outside a small set €, o C € for which H*(,,) =0
for any s > 2n — 7 (cf Proposition 5.11). The proof of these results is based on a careful
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analysis of the prescribed mean curvature equation for intrinsic graphs in the sense of
6].
e Next, owing to some structure properties of the Riemannian perimeter induced by the
metric g. (cf. Lemma 2.4), we show that minimizers enjoy Sobolev regularity (cf. Proposition 5.12).
e In view of the previous steps, and exploiting a suitable existence result for the Dirich-
let problem in small balls (cf. Theorem 1.3), we provide local Lipschitz regularity
by means of an approximation procedure and a comparison principle argument (cf.
Proposition 5.13).
e To pass from Lipschitz regularity to higher regularity, exploiting a well-established ap-
proach, we write a linear uniformly elliptic equation for the function

R e

so that both the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory for C1® regularity and the classical
Schauder theory for higher regularity apply (cf. Theorem 5.8). This last step basically
concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the non-extremal case.

e Finally, the existence of classical solutions in the extremal case (cf. Section 5.6) follows
exploiting the aforementioned approximating procedure, together with a suitable com-
pactness argument and the extension to the Riemannian setting of the Euclidean notion
of generalized solution to (PMC).

Y

As already mentioned, since our source H may not be constant, a crucial step in the proof of
local Lipschitz regularity is the use of suitable interior gradient estimates. More precisely, we
extend the proof of Korevaar and Simon (cf. [46]) to achieve the following result, which may
be of independent interest.

Theorem 1.2 (Interior gradient estimates). Let  C R*" be a bounded domain. Let H € C1(Q).
Let u € C3(Q) be a solution to (e-PMC) and let Q € Q be a domain. For any domain ) € {2

there exists a constant C = C (n,e,d(@fl,@@), [ull ooy 1 Ml 1y HX”LOO(Q)> > 0 such that
(1.4) ||DU||LOO(Q) &
where d(8Q, 8Q) the Buclidean distance between 8 and 8.
In the proof of Theorem 1.2, a crucial role is played by the identity
(15) As(Vin) = 0:(VsH,eT) = v,y (Rica(v,v7) + [1°]%).

which holds for an embedded orientable hypersurface of class C®. Exploiting (1.5), we can
study the sign of the Laplace-Beltrami operator Ag associated to S = graph(u), applied to the
vertical coordinate of the Riemannian normal to the graph, v5,.,. In (1.5), Vg, Ric. and h®
stand for the gradient in S, the Ricci curvature of (H?"™!, g.) and the second fundamental form
of S respectively. Remarkably, assuming the additional condition

(16) |H‘ < Hag(zo)

for any zg € 0, i.e. the sub-optimal version of (1.1) required in [3, 38], the proof of Theorem 1.2
can be adapted to provide global gradient estimates (cf. Theorem 4.3). Consequently, we can
improve the existence results proved in [3, 38] for the Riemannian Dirichlet problem associated
to (e-PMC). More precisely, we generalize [38, Theorem 6.1] to the case in which H is not
constant.

Theorem 1.3. Let Q € R*™ be a bounded domain with C** boundary, for some a € (0,1). Let
© € C%%(Q) and let H € Lip(Q?). Assume that (*) holds and that Q is a non-extremal domain.
Assume in addition that (1.6) holds. Then, for any e # 0 there exists u. € Lip(Q) N C2%(Q)

loc
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which solves (e-PMC) on Q and such that ue = ¢ on 0. If in addition H € Ch(Q), then
u. € C**(Q).

Regarding uniqueness, we shall prove that the extremal condition (**) is equivalent to the
maximality of the domain and the verticality of solutions to (s-PMC), in a weak sense, at the
boundary. Moreover, we show that and any of these conditions implies uniqueness of solutions

of (e-PMC) up to vertical translations.

Theorem 1.4. Let Q C R?*" be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. Let H € Lip(Q) N
CL(Q) for some v € (0,1) satisfy (*). The following statements are equivalent.

loc
(i) If @ C R> is any domain such that Q C Q, then there is no solution u € C2(Q) to
(=-PMC) in Q.
(i) (**) holds.
Moreover, if OQ is of class C?, then (i) and (ii) are equivalent to the following condition.
(iii) For any u € C*(Q) which solves (e-PMC) in 2, it holds that

<yt7DU‘+X> d 2n—1

= H"H(09),
o0, /€2 + |[Du+ X (66

lim
t—0t

where & = {z € Q : minyepq |z —w| >t} is defined for t > 0 small enough and v; is its
exterior unit normal.

Finally, if 0Q is of class C?, each of the previous three conditions implies that solutions to
(e-PMC) in Q are unique up to vertical translations.

With regard to the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group H", it is well known (cf. [10, 16, 38])
that the equation of prescribed mean curvature of a t-graph over 2 C R?" is formally given by

. Du+ X

Due to the possible presence of characteristic points, i.e. points in {2 where Du + X vanishes,
(H-PMC) may be both degenerate elliptic and singular (cf. [16, 38]). Therefore, this issue
should be understood in a weak sense. More precisely, the problem of finding ¢-graphs with
prescribed mean curvature can be formulated by looking for local minimizers of the functional

(1.7) I(u) :/Q|Du+X|+/QHudz.

When H = 0, the regularity of such minimizers has carried the attention of many authors. In
the papers of Ritoré (cf. [61]) and Serra Cassano and Vittone (cf. [66]) there are examples
in H' both of entire area-minimizing ¢-graphs with merely locally Lipschitz regularity and of
even discontinuous area-minimizing t-graph. Assuming that H = 0 and that minimizers have
at least C' regularity, Cheng, Hwang and Yang (cf. [17]) proved the presence of a foliation
by C? curves in the non-characteristic set. Later on, Ritoré and Galli (cf. [31]) extended this
result for a continuous source H, and Ritoré and Giovannardi (cf. [39]) obtained the same
property under the weaker assumption of Lipschitz regularity and intrinsic C* regularity in the
sub-Finsler Heisenberg group. Regarding the existence of such solutions, it is customary to
rely on the aforementioned Riemannian approximation (cf. [16, 55]). A similar approximation
scheme was considered in the sub-Riemannian setting in [12, 11] to study the Lipschitz regularity
for non-characteristic minimal surfaces. For a detailed analysis of this approach, we refer to
[10]. Accordingly, our existence result can be applied to study minimization problems related
to (1.7). More precisely, we obtain solutions in BV.(2) N L2 (£2) to the sub-Riemannian
prescribed mean curvature equation in the following sense.
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Theorem 1.5. Let Q C R*® be an open and bounded set with Lipschitz boundary. Let H €
Lip(Q2). Assume that (*) holds. Then, there exists u € BVj,.(2) N L2, (2) such that u is an
H-minimizer for Py on Q x R in the sense of (7.1). Moreover, there exist a sequence of open
sets such that Q0 € Qy € Q for any j < k and | J;2,Q; = Q and a sequence (u;); € C>(Q;),

such that each u; solves (e-PMC) in Q; and moreover
u; — u almost everywhere in ) and P.,(Ey,,-) =" Pu(Ey,-) locally in Q x R,
where —* denotes the weak-* convergence of measures.

We point out that Theorem 1.5 generalizes the existence result proved in [66] for minimal
t-graphs allowing H to be different from zero. Another interesting difference with respect to
[66] consists in the different approach to the existence issue. Indeed, Serra Cassano and Vit-
tone provided existence essentially via direct methods. On the other hand, although we believe
that the same strategy could have worked as well in our framework, we preferred to provide
existence combining direct methods and approximation. Indeed, as nicely explained in [12],
sub-Riemannian minimizers arising as limit of Riemannian minimizers are only a particular
subfamily of all sub-Riemannian minimizers, and they typically enjoy better regularity proper-
ties. Finally, as a byproduct of the computations done to prove (1.5), we recover in Theorem 7.5
the interpretation of the second variation formula of a smooth non-characteristic hypersurface
in the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group H"™ as a Riemannian limit stated in [65, 33].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we fix the notation and we provide some
background, focusing mainly on some properties of the perimeter of a subgraph. In Section 3
we provide some useful tools in order to deal with embedded hypersurfaces in the Riemannian
Heisenberg setting. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 4.3, i.e.
interior and global gradient estimates. Section 5 contains the existence and regularity results
for solutions to (s-PMC), namely Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3. In Section 6 we prove the
uniqueness result Theorem 1.4. In Section 7 we prove Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 7.5. Finally,
in Section 8 we prove (1.5), including the proofs of some facts stated in Section 2 and Section 3.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Unless otherwise specified, we let n € N, n > 1 and we denote by €2 a bounded
domain in R?" with Lipschitz boundary. Given a measurable set A C R™, we denote by A the
closure of A and by x4 the characteristic function of A. Given two open sets A, B C R", we
write A € B whenever A C B. The n-dimensional Lebesgue measure in R" is denoted by | - |.
The s-dimensional Hausdorff measure with respect to the Euclidean distance is denoted by H?.
The Euclidean ball in R” centered at p € R™ with radius r > 0 is denoted by B(p, ).

2.2. The Heisenberg group H". We follow the notation and background given in [62]. We
define a non-Abelian group law - in R***! by

p-p = (zyt) (&9, 1) = (‘” Faly gt ) (a xjy})) |

j=1

where we denote points p € R*"" by p = (2,t) = (z,y,t) = (T1,- -, Tn, Y1, - > Yn, ). The
Lie group (R**1 .) is referred to as the n-th Heisenberg group and is denoted by H". For any
p € H", the left-translation by p is the diffeomorphism ¢,(q¢) = p-¢q. A basis of left-invariant
vector fields is given by

0 0 0 0 0

Xi:— YR }/;: — i 5 T:_a
o Vi oy Vi ot
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where ¢ = 1...,n. The horizontal distribution H in H" is the smooth distribution generated
by Xi1,Y1,...,X,,Y,. A vector field U is said horizontal if U(p) € H, for any p € H". Given
a smooth function f, we define the horizontal gradient of f by

Vi = Z X () X; +Yi(f)Ys

For any € # 0, the matrix of change of basis from Xi,...,Y,,eT to the canonical basis of
TR* at p= (x1...%0, Y1, .., Yn,t) is given by

r ... 0 0o ... 0 0

o ...1 0 ... 0 O
(2.1) c.=10 ... 0 1 ... 0 O

o ... 0 0 ... 1 0

Yy oo Yy -1 ... —Tp £

In the following, we consider for any € # 0 the left-invariant Riemannian metric g. = (-, ). on
H" such that {X;,Y7,..., X, Y,,eT'} is an orthonormal basis at every point. We shall drop the
subindex in the metric (-, -) when considering horizontal vectors. We shall also use the compact
notation {Z1, ... Za,+1} to denote the previous basis. Moreover, we denote by V¢ its associated
Levi-Civita connection. The norm of a vector field U with respect to g. will be denoted by |U]..
By means of the Koszul formula (cf. [25]), the following relations hold.

Y; X;

7 9. i 8 g 8
c e Y; . X,
v X = 05T, ViXi=—, ViY==

for any 1 < i,j < n, where §;; is the Kronecker delta. Setting J(U) = V},T for any vector
field U, we can easily deduce that J(X;) =Y, J(Y;) = —X; and J(T) = 0. The Riemannian
volume of a set E for g. is, up to a constant, the Lebesgue measure in R***!. Given a norm
| - | in TH", and v € T,H", we will drop the subindex p and write |v|. We denote by Ric the
quadratic form associated with the Ricci tensor induced by g., that is
2n+1
Ric(U) = Y 9: (V2,VoU = VoV U + ViU, Z;)

j=1
for any vector field U of class C?. As we will show in Section 8,

2
2 Udop11

(2.3) Ric(U) = ~ 30 (U, U)+ (2n+2)

22
for any vector field U = ngl u; Z; € C*(H™; TH").

2.3. Carnot-Carathéodory structure on H". If I' : [a,b] — H" is an absolutely continuous
curve, we say that it is horizontal whenever I'(t) € Hp(, for almost every t € [a,b], and we say

that it is sub-unit whenever it is horizontal with |['(¢)| = 1 for almost every ¢ € [a, b]. Moreover,
we define

(2.4) d*(p,p’) .= inf{T : T :[0,T] — H" is sub-unit, ['(0) = p and I'(T) = p'}
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which, by the Chow-Rashevskii theorem (cf. [19]), defines a distance on H", called Carnot-
Carathéodory distance. The metric space (H",d™) is then a prototype of Carnot-Carathéodory
space (cf. [43]).

2.4. Embedded hypersurfaces in H". We consider oriented hypersurfaces of class C! em-
bedded in H", and we choose a unit normal to S. In case S is the boundary of a domain in H",
we always choose the outer unit normal v*. The characteristic set of S, denoted by Sy, is the
set of points p € S where the tangent space 7},5 coincides with the horizontal distribution #,,.
The horizontal unit normal V™ is defined in S\ Sy by

H _ v,
|yl

v

where we denote by U, the orthogonal projection of a vector U onto H.

2.5. Perimeters in H". In this subsection,  C R?*" is a bounded open set and € # 0. We
denote the Euclidean norm, total variation, perimeter and divergence in R*"™! by |- |, Var,
P and div,, respectively, and we denote the space of functions of bounded variation by BV,,.
Given an open set A C H" and f € L'(A), the e-variation of f in A is denoted by

Var.(f; A) = sup {/ fdiv.(U)dz : U € CHA; TH"), |Ul. 00 < 1} ,
A

where C!(A; TH") is the space of C' compactly supported vector fields in A, Ul 00 = sup,e 4 [U(p)]-
and div, is the divergence associated to g.. The space of L'(A) functions with bounded e-
variation is denoted by BV.(A). Given E C H" a measurable set and A C H" an open set, the
e-perimeter of E in A is given by

P.(E;A) = Var:(xg; A).

In case A = H" we write P.(E;H") = P.(E). Given a vector field U € C!(A; TH"), it follows
from (2.1) that

(2.5) div,, U = div. U,

so that from now on we shall simply write div. There exist constants C(€,¢) > 0 and ¢ =
c(€Q,e) > 0 such that

(2.6) Clo| < vle < ¢fv]

for any v € T,(€2 x R). Indeed, we assume for clarity that n =1 and let v = vla% + 1)28% + 03%.
Using (2.1) and recalling that (a + b)? < 2a® + 2b* for any a,b € R, we get

1+ max,cq |z|2> e
)

2 4 4
ol <o+ od + Sud o ool et <a (14 EE

On the other hand,

[v]? < vf 4+ v3 + 4203 + 4y*o? + 2(vs — Y1 + 7v9)? < max {1 + 4 max |z|%, 282} lv]2.
z€Q)
Notice that, in (2.6), ¢ can be chosen uniformly in € for |¢| big enough, while C' can be chosen
uniformly in ¢ for |¢| small enough. Given an open set A C © x R and a vector field U €
CHA; TH") with |U|. . < 1, it follows from (2.6) that |CU| < |U]. < 1 and

1

/A F div(U)dz = % /A fdiv(CU)dr < ZVar(f, 4)
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for any f € L'(Q x R). Hence Var.(f,A) < §Var(f, A). Similarly, Var(f, A) < 1Var.(f, A),
so that

(2.7) ;MMﬁARUMQUA)géVMU¢U

Notice that (2.7) implies that BV.(A) and BV,,(A) coincide for A C QxR and shall be denoted
by BV (A). Moreover, the perimeters P and P. are absolutely continuous with respect to each
other. Hence, the Euclidean reduced and essential boundaries of a Caccioppoli set coincide
with the ones induced by P.. In the following, we will denote by 0* E the reduced boundary of
E. Given E C H" measurable and A C H" open, the horizontal perimeter of E in A is defined
by

Pu(E, A) = sup {/ divUdz, U € CH(A,H), U100 < 1},
B

where C(A, H) is the space of C' compactly supported horizontal vector fields in A. We refer
to [30] for the main properties of the horizontal perimeter. We point out that both P. and Py
behave like the FEuclidean perimeter P for vertical sets. More precisely, given a Caccioppoli
set £ C R? and an open set A C H", arguing as in [13, (3.2)] and observing that the last
component of the measure theoretic Euclidean unit normal to E x R is zero, then

(2.8) P.(ExR;A)=Py(E xR;A) = P(E xR, A).
By the above definitions, the following relations between horizontal and e-perimeter hold.

Proposition 2.1. Let A C H" be an open bounded set and F C H" be a Caccioppoli set. Then
Py(F,A) < P.(F, A) and lir% P.(F,A) = Py(F,A).
e—

Moreover, if (¢5); C (0,1) satisfies €; \, 0 as j — oo, and E and (E;); are measurable sets
such that xg, = xg n Lj,(A), then

loc

(2.9) Pu(E; A) < liminf P. (E;; A).

J—00

Moreover, the following compactness result holds.

Proposition 2.2. Let A C H" be an open and (Ey) be a sequence of finite H-perimeter sets in
A. Assume that there exists M > 0 such that sup, Py(Ey, A) < M. Then there exists a finite
H-perimeter set E in A such that xg, — x& in L,.(A).

loc

Proof. Let A’ € A open. Let By, ..., By be a covering of A" of Carnot-Carathéodory balls, i.e.
the metric balls with respect to the distance introduced in (2.4), such that

Ac|)Bea
j=1
Notice that xg, € BVu(B;) for any j = 1,...,k (cf. [29] for the definition of BVy). Let us
consider first By. In view of [29, Theorem 2.2.2], there exists v, € C*°(B;) N BV(B;) such
that
Pu(Ey, B)) — [ |V™u|dx

B

1
<=
k

1
vk = xE [l (B < T and
Therefore
vkl i) < |Ep N Byl +1 and \VHvk\ dx < sup Py(Fg, A) + 1,
By k
so that (vg)y is bounded in BVi(By). Hence, [32] implies that there exists v € BVg(B;) such
that, up to a subsequence, v, — v in L'(B;). This fact trivially implies the existence of a set

E' C By such that, up to a subsequence, xp, — Xgt in L'(Bj). The thesis then easily follows
by a diagonal process and the lower semicontinuity of the H-perimeter. O
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2.6. t-graphs in H". Given a bounded open set 2 C R?" and a measurable function u :  —
[—00, +00], we write the subgraph of u as

(2.10) E,={(zt) e QxR :t <u(z)}.

A simple computation shows that, for u € I/Vlicl(Q) and  C Q open, the perimeter of E, in
2 X R can be computed as

(2.11) AE(U,Q):/\/82+\Du+X\2dz,
0

where X : R*™ — R?" is defined by X(z,y) = (—y,x) and Du is the gradient of u. The
L'-relaxation of A, for u € BV (Q) is

A.(u, Q) = inf {li;n inf A, (uy, Q) (ug)r € WEHQ), uy, — uin LI(Q)} )

We also define

SE(u7Q) = sup{/(—udlvg—i— <X7g> —|—€ggn+1)d2 9= (§7g2n+1) € Ccl<QvR2n+1)7 |g‘ < 1} :
Q

Lemma 2.3. Given a bounded open set Q@ C R**, Q C Q open and u € L'(Q), then
P.(E,,QxR) = A (u,Q) = S.(u, Q).
Proof. The proof follows exactly as the proof of [66, Theorem 3.2]. U

Recall that for any u € BV, its distributional derivative Du can be decomposed as the sum
of the two mutually singular measures Dul?" + (Du)s, where Du € L' and (Du), is singular
with respect to the Lebesgue measure £,

Lemma 2.4. Given a bounded open set Q CR>*, Q C Q open and u € BV (Q), it holds that

P.(E,,Q x R) = (Du),(Q) + / Ver+ |Du+ X2 dz.
0
Proof. Let us define L : C}(2,R*"*1) — R by

L(g) = / (—udivg+ (X, 3) + cgansr) dz,
A

where g = (g, gans1). L is clearly linear. Moreover, since by Lemma 2.3 S.(u) < +oo, then L
extends to a linear bounded functional on C?(A, R***1). Therefore, by Riesz Theorem (cf. e.g.
[5, Theorem 1.54]) there exists a unique (2n + 1)-valued finite Radon measure u such that

L(g) = / g-du  and  S.(u,A) = ul(A)

for any g € C}(A,R?*"!). By the uniqueness of such a measure it is easy to see that pu =
(Du + XdL* ed?), and so

S.(u, A) = |(Du + XdL*>, =dL*)|(A).

A trivial computation, together with Lemma 2.3, concludes the proof. U
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3. GEOMETRY OF HYPERSURFACES IN (H",g.)

Along this section, we fix € # 0 and the metric g., and write as {Z1,..., Zon, Zons1} the
frame { X1, ..., X, Y1,...,Y,,eT} to keep a compact notation. We let S C H" be an embedded
orientable hypersurface of class C® with Riemannian unit normal v°. We recall that

2n+1
(3.1) > (Zaf)s =0

j=1
for any ¢ = 1,...,2n+1 for any unitary extension of °, being (v5,...,v5,,,) the coordinates of
ve related to {Z1, ..., Zans1}. Moreover, if we denote by d be the signed Riemannian distance

from S, then d is of class C® near S, and satisfies the Eikonal equation |Vd| = 1 in a neighbor-
hood of S, where we used the compact notation V = V¢. Therefore, v can be extended to a
suitable neighborhood of S by letting v* = Vd. With this extension, we have

(3-2) Zi(v5) = Z;(v;)

J 7

for any i,7 = 1,...,2n + 1 such that either i = 2n+ 1, j = 2n+ 1 or |j — i| # n. Finally,

5 15 2y§n+1 5 5 2”571—}—1
(3.3) Xi(vpy) =Yi(v7) — e and Yi(v;) = Xi(vp) + P
for any ¢ = 1,...,n. Hence
2n+1 1/6
(3.4) S (Zph)s = —Q%J(zﬁ)i
j=1
for any ¢ = 1,...,2n + 1, where we recall that J(v°) = (=5 ,..., —V5,,15,...,5,0). We

denote by h® and H¢ the associated second fundamental form and mean curvature of S respec-
tively, i.e., for a given p € S, hy (v, w) = g.(V,v%,w) for any v, w € 1,5, and

2n+1

2n 2n
(3.5) H(p) = Z hy (€3, €:) = Zg€<ve¢V€7 €i) = Z Zv; (p)
i=1 i=1 i=1

for any orthonormal basis e, ..., e, of T),S. It is possible to express the norm of h® by
2n+1 Voo (5 +1)2 9
€12 n n
(36)  |K7] l§ 1;2 Vi) Zi(v +4<J( ),V(T)>+(2n—2) S

so that, combining (2.3) and (3.6), we infer that

2n+1 R . )
oot ronuensaf s (4 it

l,s=1

Let us denote by Vg and Ag the gradient and the Laplace-Beltrami operator in (S, g.|s) re-
spectively. A standard computation shows that

Vsfl? = V[ = g-(Vf, )

(38> plans 1,J £ 5 2V§n+1 £
Asf = g"2(2;f) — Hg.(Vf.v7) + — (VLI
ij=1
for any f € C*(S), where
(3.9) g =85 — ViV,

In particular, applying (3.8) to v5,,, and exploiting (3.7), we infer that
As (V1) = 9= (VsH, Zoni1) — Vi (Ric(v®,v%) + [1°]%).
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4. INTERIOR AND GLOBAL GRADIENT ESTIMATES

Throughout this section, we fix € # 0 and the metric g., and we write as {Z1, ..., Zan, Zont1}
the orthonormal frame {Xi,..., X,,Y1,...,Y,, eT}. Moreover, we fix a bounded domain Q C
R?*" and H € C'(Q). We shall provide interior and global gradient estimates for C* solutions

o (e-PMC). Our approach follows the technique developed in [45, 46]. Given u € C3(Q), we
denote by v the Riemannian normal to the hypersurface S = graph(u), which can be globally
extended to 2 x R through vertical translations by

zn: z) + X;(2) Zile 5
W |Du ESEERIVEE TEES el
for any (z,t) € Q x R. Moreover, given f € C?(Q), we can consider f as a C* function on S

or on 2 X R by letting f(z,u(2)) = f(2) and f(z,t) = f(2) respectively. In particular, it holds
that Vf = (Df,0). We begin with the following preliminary result.

Proposition 4.1. Let u € C3(Q) be a classical solution to (-PMC) for H € L>(Q) N CY(Q).
Then

(4.1) Zont1l(z4)

2
(4.2) Asu > —||H||(|g] + maX|X\) — mmax\)ﬂ

Proof. Since Zs,1u = 0, (4.1) implies that
D X A
div Ut _ ! +(Du+X,D (2 + |Du+ X)) 74) )
Ve + [Du + X2 Ve2+ |Du+ X2
Au Z” 1 DiDju(Du+ X);(Du+ X);

- /e + [Du+ XP? (2 + |Du + X|?)3

1 2n+1 2n+1
\/52 + |Du + X |? (Z ZiZit = Z ZiZju”@'E’/J€'>

1 2n+1
_ W77
e \/82 |Du _'_ X|2 <Z g ZzZJu> 9

i,7=1

and hence
2n+1

H\/2+[Du+X[? = ¢"ZZu.
ij=1
Since u solves (e-PMC), then our choice of v© in (4.1) implies that H* = —H. Hence, by (3.8),

H 2
(Du, Du+ X) + (Du, J(v°))
Ve2+ |Du+ X|? Ver+ |Du+ X2

2
(2 + |Du+ X|* — (Du, Du+ X)) + (Du, J(v°))
Ver+ [Du+ X|?

(X, J (7))

Agu= H+\/e2 4 |Du+ X|? —

B H
/22 + |Du+ XP?
H ) 2
= +(X,Du+ X)) —
Ve2+ [Du+ X2 (&4 (X, Du+ X)) Ve2+ |Du + X2

Finally, (4.2) follows at once from the previous computation. O

We are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let Q and Q be as in the statement, and let r € (0, d(9$2, 9Q)) be fixed.
In this way, B(z,r) € €2 for any z € ). Fix then z € 2. We set 71 = [[ul| ;=@ and 72 =
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||H||Cl(5). Let ¢ € C*(B(20,7)) be the paraboloid centered at z, such that ¢(zp) = u(z) — 1

0
and ¢(z) = for any z € 0B(z0,7), and let 73 = |[¢|| o257 Notice that 3 = y3(r,71). We
define
n(t) = (e —1) e e

for any ¢t € R, where K > 0 is a constant to be chosen later. Notice that n € C*°(R) and
0<n((u—p)t(2)) <1 for any z € B(z,r). Since the function ® : B(zg,r) — R defined by

ol 9) ()
Vspni1(2)

®(2)

is continuous, we can denote by M its maximum over B(zg, 7). Moreover, by the choice of ¢, it
holds that ® = 0 on 0B(zg,r) and ®(z) > 0. Therefore the maximum M is achieved at some
point Z € B(zp,r). Since M > ®(z9) > 0, then (u — ¢)* = u — ¢ locally near z and ® is of
class C? in a neighborhood of Z. In particular,

Vgn—f—l (Z)
£

U(z) =n((u—9)"(2) - M <0

for any z € B(z, 1), and
(4.3) U(z) =0, VsU(2) =0  and AgU(Z) <0.

We claim that there exists My = My (&, || X || 1)) such that, if f € C*(Q) is any solution to
(e-PMC) satisfying

(4.4) | fllzoo(B(zo0r)) < M1,
and ¢, M and Z are as above, then M > M, implies that

2
€
(4.5) IVs(f = @)F(2) > 5
Indeed, let (fx)r be a sequence such that
2
N €
(46) Mk = k and |V5(fk - cpk)|2(z) < 5,

where M, and Z, are defined as above. Notice that
Ve [Dfi+ XP2(%) = D(%) > k
and, being X bounded over Q, |Dfi.(Z)| diverges to +o00 as k — +o0o. Moreover, by (3.8),
Vs(fie = ou)l* = V(e — o) P = (V(fi — 1), 07)?

(D fr, — Doy, D fr + X>2
g2+ |Dfr + X2

= |Df, — Dyi|* —

52|ka — DgOk|2
T2+ [Dfp+ X[*
Hence, since (D (Zx))r bounded by (4.4), we get
. DSk — Do’ (G) _

liminf |V (fi — ) G))* = 1 T
im inf [Vs(fi — i) (2)] koo 22+ [Dfy + XIP(5)

which contradicts (4.6). We claim that M < M, for suitable choices of K. Indeed, for a fixed
K > 0, assume that M > M,. Hence (4.5) holds. Notice that (u— ¢)™ = u — ¢ locally around
Z. Notice that H®(z,t) = —H(z) for any z € Q since u solves (e-PMC), and H is extended
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vertically on € x R. Exploiting (1.5), (2.3), (4.2), (4.3) and (4.5), and recalling that u solves
(e-PMC), we infer that, at Z,
(4.7)
M €
AsV = Ag(n(u—¢)) - ?ASVQnJrl

M : e €
="|Vs(u= @) + 0" (Asu = Asp) + — (9:(Vs H,eT) + vy (Rice (v5,07) + [1°7) )

MUuvs .
=1"|Vs(u— @) + 1 (Asu — Asp) + %( — 9(VH,v*) + Ric(v°, v°) + [1°[?)

=1"|Vs(u—@)> + 1 (Asu— Agp) + n( — g-(VH,v°) + Ric. (v°,1°) + |p°]?)

82

> En” _ 077/ . CT}

for some C' = C(n,e,r,72,73) > 0. Hence, since Ag¥(2) < 0 and up to choosing a different
constant C' = C(n, e, r,7v2,73) > 0, we conclude that

(4.8) ' ((u =) (2) = Ci'((u = ¢)(2)) — C*n((u — ¢)(2)) <0.
The choice K = 2C' is in contradiction with (4.8), so that, for this choice of K, we must have
M < M,. Hence

o= - a2 <o

Since (u — ¢)*(20) = 1, we conclude that

| Dul(20) < /€2 + [Du+ X[(20)? + | X (20) < % +1X1(20),

whence the thesis follows. O

An approach as in Theorem 1.2 allows to reduce global gradient estimates for solutions to
(e-PMC) to boundary gradient estimates. For future convenience, we state the result for a
slightly more general class of equations.

Theorem 4.2 (From boundary to global gradient estimates). Let H € C* (Q) and o € [0,1],
and let u € C3(Q) N CYQ) be a solution to

Du+oX
(4.9) div uto — oH(2)
Ve2+ [Du+oX|?

on Q. Then there exists C = C (n,&t, Jull oo, 1 |l 1@y ”XHLOO(Q)) > 0, thus independent of
o € [0,1], such that
Proof. Let us set 71 = ||u|z=@). Let n(t) = e~ where K > 0 is a fixed constant to be
chosen later. Notice that
(4.10) e 25 Cp(u(z)) € 1
for any z € Q. Let ® : Q — R be defined by

5oy — S0

Vnt1(2)

Since u € C1(Q), then ® € C(f), so that ® achieves its maximum M at some point Z € Q.
Suppose first Z € ). Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, and thanks to (4.10), there exists
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My = My (&, | X||z=(e)) such that, if f € C*(Q) is any solution to (-PMC) satisfying (4.4),
and M and Z are as above, then M > M, implies that
2

(4.11) V) > 5

Repeating the computations of (4.7), and exploiting (4.11), we get that, for a particular choice
of K = K(n,e, || X||re@), [[H|[c1q)) > 0, it holds M < My. Hence, we get that

1(u(2))V/e? + [Du+ X[(2)? < n(u(z))/e? + [Du+ X[(2)? < Mo
for any z € , so that, by (4.10),
| Dul(2) < Ve + [Du+ X[(2)? + | X|(2) < Moe®™ ™ + || X || o )
for any z € Q. If instead Z € 99, then
| Dul(2) < XM n(u(2))v/e? + [Du + X[(2)? + [ X|(2)
M (u(2))V/e? + [Du+ X[(2)2 + | X[ =0
7 (le| + |1 Dull oy + X [ L=)) + [ X[z

NN

for any z € Q, whence the thesis follows. O

As a corollary of Theorem 4.2, we provide global gradient estimates for solutions to the
Dirichlet problem associated with (s-PMC) when (1.6) holds.

Theorem 4.3 (Global gradient estimates). Let Q2 be a bounded domain with boundary of class
C?%. Let H € CY(Q) be such that (1.6) holds. Let o € C*(Q), € # 0 and o € [0,1]. Assume
that there exist a constant v1 = y1(n,e,Q, 0, X, H) > 0, independent of o € [0, 1], such that
any solution u € C*(Q) to

div (\/#%X'Q) = UH(Z) in €2

u=0oyp in OS2

(4.12)

satisfies ||| o) < 1. Then there exists C = C (n,e, lell 2@y 110 1 H | er @y ||X||Loo(g)> > 0,
thus independent of o € [0, 1], such that any u € C3() N CL(Q) solution to (4.12) satisfies

[ Dul| ooy < C.
Proof. In view of Theorem 4.2 we are left to provide boundary gradient estimates. Thanks to

(1.6), and following [38, Section 6], the latter follow verbatim as in [38, Proposition 4.8]. O

5. EXISTENCE AND REGULARITY OF {-GRAPHS

5.1. Existence of minimizers: the non-extremal case. Throughout this subsection we fix
a bounded domain  C R?" with Lipschitz boundary, and we consider H € L>(£) such that
(*) holds and

(%) )/QHdz) < P(Q).

We stress that, even without imposing boundary conditions, (*) is a necessary condition to the
existence of a solution u € C?(2) to (-PMC) in €. More precisely, arguing as in the Euclidean
setting, the following result holds.

Theorem 5.1. Let Q C R*" be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary, let H € Lip(Q) and
assume that there exists u € C*(Q) which solves (e-PMC) in Q. Then (*) holds.
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For any ¢ € L'(99), we define the functional Z. : BV (2) — R by
(5.1) T.(v) = P.(E,,Q x R) + / Hudz +/ o — | dH2,
Q 90

where E, is defined as in (2.10). The following result follows as [40, Lemma 1.1] (cf. also [48,
Lemma 3.2]).

Lemma 5.2. Assume that (*) and (***) hold. Then there exists 6 > 0 such that
(5.2) /Hdz < (1-6)P(Q)

for every measurable set QCQ.
The proof of the following proposition reproduces the argument of [35, Theorem 1.1].

Proposition 5.3. Let H € L>*(Q) and assume that (*) and (***) hold. Then I. has a
minimum in BV (Q) for every ¢ € L'(99).

Proof. Let B C R?" be a ball containing € such that the Euclidean distance between 02 and
OB is positive, and extend H to B by letting H = 0 outside Q. Fix a function ¢ € Wy (B)
with trace ¢ on 9€). Then minimizing Z. is equivalent to minimize the functional

(5.3) J(v) = P.(E,,Q x R) 4+ Var(v,B\ Q)+ / Huvdz

in K ={veBV(B):v=¢in B\ Q}. Indeed, given vy and v in K with vy minimum of 7.
and writing ug = vglq and u = v|q, it follows from [41, Remark 2.13] that

T.(u) — Z.(up) = J-(v) — Te(vg) = 0
For a given v € K, we define v*, v~ € BV(B) by

vt () = max{0,v(z)} ifze Q, nd v () = max{0,—v(z)} ifze Q, .
0 otherwise 0 otherwise

Notice that

(5.4) Ei={zeB: v e2)>t}={2€Q :v(z) >t} CQ
and
(5.5) For={zeB:v (2)>t)={2€Q :v(z) < -t} CQ

for any ¢ > 0. Hence, thanks to Lemma 5.2, (5.4), (5.5), the layer-cake formula (cf. [50, Remark
13.6]) and the Coarea formula (cf. [50, Theorem 13.1]), it follows that

/H(z) dz-/H dz—/H
B
+00 +o0
:/ dt/XEtH(z) dz—/ dt/XFtH z)dz
0 Q 0 Q

(1) /:w P(B) dt — (1 - ) /Om P(F)dt

WV

=—(1-9) /+OO P(E:, B)dt — (1 —6) /+OO P(F,, B)dt
> —(1-0)Var(vt,B)— (1 —46)Var(v™,B).
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Therefore, owing again to [41, Remark 2.13],

(5.6)
/BH(Z)U(Z)dZ

>—(1-8)Var(w",Q) +Var(v",Q)) — (1 —14) ( [T dH> T+ / [~ | dH* 1)
G9)
=—(1-0)Var(v,Q2) — (1 — 5)/ lv| dH* !
o0
> —(1-0)Var(v,Q) — (1 — 5)/ v — | dH* ' — (1 -90) | dH* !
B) B)
=—(1-96)Var(v,Q) — (1-9) | dH*
o0
> —(1-90)Var(v,B) — | dH* !
o9
On the other hand, it holds that
(5.7) P.(E,;QxR) > Var(v,Q) —/ | X | dz.
Q

Indeed, let (vg,)r, € W(Q) be such that vy, — v in L'(Q). Then, for any fixed k € N, (2.11)
implies that

P(By:QxR) = /\/52+|ka+)(|2¢2>/|ka+X|dz>/\ka|dz—/\X|dz
Q Q Q Q

Hence, by the lower semicontinuity of Var(-, Q) with respect to the L'-convergence, we conclude
that

/|Dv|dz—/|X|dz hmmf (/ |ka|dz—/|X|dz) liminf P.(E,,; Q2 x R),

from which (5.7) follows by Lemma 2.3. Substituting (5.6) and (5.7) in (5.3), we finally obtain

(5.8) J-(v) = éVar(v, B) —/ | X | dz —/ || dH* !
Q o0

Let {vx} € K be a minimizing sequence for J.. By (5.8) and the Poincaré’s inequality, {vy} is
bounded in BV (B), so that, up to a subsequence, there exists vy € BV (B) such that vy — vy
in L'(B). Noticing that K is a closed with respect to the L! convergence on B, then vy € K.
By the lower semicontinuity of the perimeter with respect to L' convergence, we get that vy is
a minimizer of J. and hence Z. has a minimizer in BV (2). O

5.2. Variational properties of minimizers. Throughout this subsection, we fix a bounded
domain Q C R* and H € L° ().

loc

Definition 5.4. We say that a Caccioppoli set E C QxR is a (local) H-minimizer in 2 X R if

(5.9) P.(E, A) + Hdz < P.(F, A) + Hdx
ENA FNA

for any open set A € Q x R and any measurable set F' such that EAF € A, where H(z,t) =
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In the following theorem we prove that subgraphs of minimizers of Z. are H-minimizers (cf.
28] for an exhaustive account of this and related results in the Euclidean setting). Notice that,
if u € BV(Q) is a minimizer for Z., then

(5.10) /\/52+\Du+X\2+/Hudz<[\/52+\DU+X\2+/~Hvdz
Q Q Q Q

for any open set Q € Q and any v € BVj,.(Q) such that {u # v} € Q. When u € BV,.(Q)
satisfies (5.10), we refer to it as (local) H-minimizer. The ambiguity with Definition 5.4 i
motivated by the following result.

Theorem 5.5. Let u € BV.(2). Then u satisfies (5.10) if, and only if, E, is an H-minimizer
in Q x R.

Proof. Assume first that u € BV,.() satisfies (5.10). Let A € Q x R be open, and let Q € Q
be an open set such that A € Q) x R. let now F be a measurable set such that FAE, € A. We
can assume without loss of generality that F' has finite perimeter in A. Since E, is a subgraph,
we infer that

lim xp(z,t) =0 and tlim Xr(z,t) =1
——00

t——+o0

for a.e. z € Q. Inspired by [41, Lemma 14.7], we set w € BV,.(£2) the function

w(z) = Tim wy(2) = lim </_pr(z,t) dt k)

k—o0 k—o0

We claim that

(5.11) P.(E,; Q2 xR) < P.(F,Q xR)

and

(5.12) / (XE, — XF) dzdt =0
Q' xR

for any open set ' € Q. Indeed, assume first that 3L > 0 such that
(5.13) QX (—00,—L) CF CQx(—00,L).
It is clear that —L < w < L and w(z) = —L + f_LL Xr(z,t)dt. Let n: R — [0,1] be a smooth

cut-off function between [—L, L] and [-L — 1, L 4+ 1]. From a direct computation, we get that
for a.e. z € (), it holds

(5.14) /Rxp(z, tn(t)dt =w(z)+a  and /Rxp(z, On'(t) dt =1,

where o = L + ffLLfl n(t)dt. Let g = (g, gony1) € CH(2, R?* 1) be such that |g] < 1. Let us set

2n
Wl =D 1(t)g;(2) Zjl ).
j=1
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Then W € CH(Q x R,TH") and [W|. < 1. Therefore (5.14) implies that

P.(F,Q) x R) 2/ Xr(z,t)divW(z,t) dt dz
QxR

= [ [ e (0 div () = (0502 X )+ O (2) d s

= [ (aivie) [ xotm e = GG XE) [ oo
g [ el 0) dt) dz

— [ (@) + ) div () — (G(:), X ) + cgnna(2)

:/Qw(z) div g(z) — (9(2), X(2)) + €gon+1(2) dz,

where we used the fact that supp(g) C €2. Hence, assuming (5.13), (5.11) holds by Lemma 2.3.
Moreover,

/H(u—w)dz:/ H(u—w)dz—/ H(w —u)dz
Q Qn{u>w} On{u<w}

= [ H(BA: N AR - |Eul) 0 Al)
Qn{uzw}
(5.15) - / H(|Ey(2) N A(2)| — | Eu(2) N A(2)|)d2
QN{u<w}
= / H(XB.na — XBona)de — / H(XEB,nA — XE.na)dx
(QN{u>w})xR QNn{u<w}

= | H(XE.,na — XB.na)dz,
QxR
where E,(z) = {t € R: v(z) >t} and A(z) = {t € R: (2,t) € A}. To drop (5.13), one can
argue exactly as in the proof of [41, Theorem 14.8]. Finally, (5.12) follows wverbatim as in the
proof of [51, Teorema 2.3]. In view of (5.11), (5.12) and (5.15), arguing as in [41, Theorem 14.9]
and [52] E, is an H-minimizer in Q) x R. Being the converse implication fairly straightforward,
the thesis follows. U

Clearly, since H € L{2.(Q2), H-minimizer sets are almost minimizers in the sense of [4] for

suitable anisotropic energies. More precisely, if E is an H-minimizer in Q x R, Q @ Q and

(5.16) P.(E,A) < P.(F, A) + Hy|EAF)

for any open set A € Q x R and any measurable set ' C Q x R such that EAF € A. For
almost minimizers in the previous sense, arguing as in the Euclidean setting (cf. [50]) it is
possible to derive uniform density estimates for both volume and perimeter. In view of (2.7),
the following well-known estimates follow from for instance from [68, Proposition 4.5].

Proposition 5.6. For any domain Q € Q, there exist cg = co(€) > 0, ¢; = ¢1(e) > 0, >0
independent of € € (0,1] and ro > 0 such that for any H-minimizer E, any p € 0*E N (Q x R)
and any r < rg, it holds

(5.17) cor®™ <min{|E N B(p,7)], |E\ B(p,r)|}
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and

(5.18) cr®™ < P.(E, B(p,7)) < cor®,
where B(p,r) is the Euclidean ball centered at p of radius r.

The local boundedness of minimizers is a consequence of Theorem 5.5 and Proposition 5.6,
and it follows as its Euclidean counterpart (cf. [41, Theorem 14.10]).

Proposition 5.7. Let u € BV () be a minimizer of Z.. Then u € LiS.(2).

loc

5.3. Higher regularity of Lipschitz continuous t-graphs. In the rest of this section, in-
spired by [41], we show classical regularity for minimizers of Z.. The main difficulty consists
in obtaining Lipschitz regularity since, as soon as a minimizer is Lipschitz, standard regularity
results for uniformly elliptic equations apply. More precisely, the following regularity property
for Lipschitz weak solutions to (s-PMC) holds.

Theorem 5.8. Let H € Lip,.(2) and u € Lip,. () be a weak solution on Q to (s-PMC).
Then v € CEY(Q) for any a € (0,1) and is a classical solution to (e-PMC). Moreover, if

loc

H e CM(Q) for some k > 1 and v € (0,1), then u € CF7>7(Q). Finally, if H € C=(Q), then

loc loc

ue C®(Q).

Proof. Let a € (0,1). Let Q € Q be a bounded domain. It suffices to show that u € C%*(Q).
For r > 0, set

Qr:{zEQ: min|z—w|>r}.
wedN

Given ¢ € C(Q), we can assume that ¢ € C°(Q,) for r > 0 small enough. Let v € B(0,r).
Using ¢ and ¢ (- — v) as test functions the weak formulation of (s-PMC), we get

(5.19) /ﬁ(A(z + v, Du(z 4+ v)) — A(z, Du(z)), DY(z)) dz = /Q(H(z) — H(z+v))Y(z) dz,

where
£+ X()
VE+E+XE)P

Fixed zy € Qr, the fundamental theorem of calculus implies that

(5.20) A(ZO+U7DU(ZO—|—U))—A(zO,Du(zO)):/0 d(A(z—zo(S))

A(z,€)

dt,

where a, : [0,1] — R?*" x R?" is given by

A, (t) = (20 + tv, Du(zp) + t(Du(zo + v) — Du(2))).

w

(5.21) MO — fel) v+ ol Al (0) - D (o),

Writing wu,(z) = , it follows from a direct computation that

where A is the matrix with entries (Ag);; = % given by

0ij (e + 1€+ X (2)FF) = (& + X(2)a) (& + X(2);)
(2 + [+ X (2)]%)2

(5.22) (Ag)ij(2,6) =
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We set

A(z) :/0 Ag(a(t)) dt,

B = ( 1 Adalnat) - &

i, (2) = H(z)—H(erv).

[l

Inserting (5.20) and (5.21) in (5.19) and dividing by |v|, we get

/Q (A(2) - Duy(2), D(2)) dz = /Q Hy(2)(2) dz — /Q <Bv(z),Dw(z)> dz

In other words, u, is a weak solution on 2 to the linear equation
div (4- Du,) ~ fl, — div B,.

Since H € Lip(Q), the coefficients of A, B, and H, are uniformly bounded with respect to
v. Moreover, since u € Lip(Q), (5.22) implies that A is uniformly elliptic on €. Finally, since
u € Lip(Q), then u, is bounded in L>=()) uniformly for v € B, with » > 0 small enough.
Therefore, using the celebrated De Giorgi-Nash-Moser method (cf. [15, Chapter 4, Theorem
2.3] and cf. the proof of the Corollary right after [15, Chapter 4, Theorem 2.2]), we conclude
that, up to a smaller Q, u, is bounded in C%*(Q) uniformly for v € B,, so that u € CH*(Q)
and u, € C*(Q). In particular, A and B, are of class C%*. Therefore, in view of [37, Theorem
8,32] and up to a smaller €, u, is bounded in C*(Q) uniformly for v € B,, so that u € C>*(Q).
In particular, u is a classical solution to (=-PMC). Let k > 1 and assume H € C7(Q). Since
u is a weak solution to (e-PMC), by means of [15, Chapter 12, Theorem 1.1] we infer that, for
any j =1,...,2n, g := (Du); is a weak solution to the linear equation

div (88?(,2 Du) - Dg) = D;H —div <g—i(z,Du)) .

The thesis then follows exploiting the classical Schauder’s theory (cf. [36, Theorem 5.20]). O

5.4. The Dirichlet problem for (=-PMC). As a corollary of the global gradient estimates,
we extend the existence result obtained in [38] for the sub-Finsler constant mean curvature
equation to the existence of solutions for the sub-Riemannian prescribed, but not necessarily
constant, mean curvature equation.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume first that H € C1*(Q). Arguing exactly as in [38], it suffices to
provide a priori estimates in () for solutions u € C*%(Q) to (4.9) with boundary datum ¢
which are independent of u and ¢ € [0, 1]. First, by means of Lemma 5.2, uniform estimates
in L>(Q2) follow as in [38, Proposition 4.4]. Moreover, arguing verbatim as in Theorem 5.8,
any solution u € C%%(Q) to (4.9) belongs to C3(2) N C*(Q). Hence, Theorem 4.3 provides
global gradient estimates uniform with respect to o € [0,1]. Assume now that H € Lip(2),
and denote by Hj its Lipschitz constant. By McShane’s extension theorem, we can suppose
that H € Lip(R?") with the same Lipschitz constant Hy. By a standard mollification argument,
there exists a sequence (H;); € C*(Q) such that

(5.23) H; — H uniformly on Q  and

|Hjllcr@) < Ho + [[H | peo) + 1
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for any j € N. Since H and Q satisfy (*) and (***), we let § be as in the statement of Lemma 5.2.
Let us denote by h(Q2) the Cheeger constant of Q (cf. [47]), that is
P(A
h(Q) :inf{ﬁ L ACQ, A >o}.

Being 2 bounded and open, it is well known (cf. [47, Proposition 3.5]) that h(Q2) > 0. By
(5.23), we can assume up to a subsequence that

Sh(Q
1~ Hll < 2,
so that
5
(5.24) ‘/Adez‘ < ‘/AHdz‘ FIANH — Hyll =@ < (1 - 5) P(A)

for any A C 2 such that |A| # 0. On the other hand, by (1.6) and (5.23), there exists
C = C(, || H||z(@)) > 0 such that, up to a subsequence,

(5.25) |H;(20)| < Hoalz) — C

for any 2o € 02 and any j € N. Combining (5.24) and (5.25), from the previous step we get
a solution u; € C*%(Q) to (s-PMC) with boundary datum ¢ and source H;. Again by (5.23),
(5.24) and (5.25), and following [38, Proposition 4.4], [38, Proposition 4.8] and Theorem 4.3,
(u;); is uniformly bounded in C*(Q), so that, by Ascoli-Arzela Theorem, there exists u € Lip(f2)
such that u; — w uniformly on Q. First, notice that u = ¢ on 9. Finally, a compactness
argument as the forthcoming Theorem 7.4, coupled with Theorem 5.5 and Theorem 5.8, implies
that v € C7%(Q) and that u is a classical solution to (s-PMC), whence the thesis follows. [

loc

5.5. Lipschitz regularity of t-graphs. Throughout this subsection, we fix a bounded domain
Q C R?" with Lipschitz boundary and H € C,.7(Q) for some v € (0,1). We are left to show
that BV-minimizers of Z. are locally Lipschitz continuous.

Proposition 5.9. Let H € C.2(Q) and let u € BV (Q) be such that B, is an H-minimizer for
P. on Q x R. Then 0*E, is a C*>7 manifold and H*(OE \ 0*E) =0 for any s > 2n — 7.

Proof. Let u be as in the statement. Let Q € Q be an open set. Fix v € (0,1) and let F' € QxR
be a finite perimeter set such that FAF € B(p,r) € Q x R for some p € Q x R and r € (0, 1).
Taking Hy = [|H|[;0c(qp) it follows that

P€(EaB(pa ’I")) < P€(FaB(p7T)) + H0|EAF| < P€(FaB(p7T)) + Hown,r.2n+0l.

Moreover, for any Caccioppoli set F'in 2 x R and any open set A C €2 x R it holds that

R@N@I/ﬁ |Ce(p)" v (p)| dH™ (p) = V(M. (p)v(p), v(p)) dH* (p),

8*FnA 9*FnA

where C. is defined in (2.1), M.(p) = C.(p)” - C.(p) for any p € Q x R and v is the measure
theoretic Euclidean unit normal to F'. It is easy to check that M. is uniformly positive definite
and a-Holder continuous. Then [68, Theorem 1.1] implies that FE, is a manifold of class C7,
and moreover H*(OF \ 0*E) = 0 for any s > 2n — 7. Fix 0 < a < 1 such that ¢ <. Since S
is CV%, for any p € S we can consider an open neighborhood U of p in the tangent hyperplane
of S at p where S coincides with ®5(U) := {q — v(p)u(q) : ¢ € U} for a suitable function @ of
class C1%. Given v € WU Y(U), we let A(v) be the area of ®,(U) with respect to the metric g..
By Theorem 5.5, @ is a critical point of the functional

(5.26) [(U):A(U)—i—/Uf{U,
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for a suitable H € C’loc (U). Writing A in local coordinates, and writing the Euler-Lagrange
equation associated to (5.26) for u, one can argue exactly as in the proof of Theorem 5.8 to
conclude that @ € C2°(U) for any § € (0,1). Since H € CL7(U), the thesis follows as in

Theorem 5.8. ]

Let m: H" — € be the projection on the first 2n components and u € BV (€2). We denote
(5.27) Qo =m(0FE, \ 0°E,).

We say that S C H" is locally a Yi-graph around p = (ZT1,...,ZTn,Y1,- -, Yn,t) € S if there
exists a neighborhood U C R*" of @ = (Ty,...,Tn, Y2, ¥n,t + T151) € R** and a function
@ € C(U) such that

S={(x1,...,Tn, 0(W), Y2, .. ., Yn, t — x10(W)) : W= (21,..., T, Y2y, Yn,t) €U}

(cf. [30]). Identifying R?*" with the hyperplane {y; = 0} C H", we follow [6, 7] and consider the
vector fields on U given by

0
(528) ngo,e = a—,j(;l + 2QOT|U, W;O’E = Xj|U7 W:;Zf] 1= )/]|U and W;;f = ET|U,
where 7 = 2,...,n. We denote by (V[/f’a)* the adjoint operator of VV;"’6 with respect to L*(R*"),
we write Wee = (W75, ..., W5F) and we let C¥ be the coefficient matrix associated to the
family W#<. Notice that for any 7 = 2,...,2n, it holds that

(5.29) (WY 6 = —W§p—20T|wp  and  (WF°) 6= —WF.
and hence

PENX 11/ PE PETI/PE
(WPe) W = —WHswee,

j
The following standard first variation formula follows as in [7, Section 3.1].

Lemma 5.10. Let u € BV (Q2) be such that E, is an H-minimizer for P. on Q x R, and set
S = graph(u). Assume that S is the Yi-graph of ¢ € C*(U), where U C R**. Then

W (W) b
(5.30) —Z/ NI w:/UH(xl,,...,:cn,so(w),yg,...,yn)wdw

for any ¢ € C*(U).

Proposition 5.11. Let H € C.7(Q) and let u € BV(Q) be such that E, is an H-minimizer
for P. on Q x R. Then u € C2Y(Q\ Qo) and H*(Quo) = 0 for any s > 2n — 1.

loc

Proof. Let z = (z,y) € Q\Qy 0, where T = (Z1,...,%,) and y = (41, . .., Yn). By Proposition 5.9,
S = graph(u) is a hypersurface of class C*7 near p = (z,u(2)), and H*(Q,) = 0 for any
s > 2n — 7. Hence it suffices to show that ¢.(7,v°) # 0 on Q\ €, , where v is the outer
unit normal of S. Indeed, assume by contradiction that g.(7',v°(p)) = 0. Then v*(p) € H,,
and so p is non-characteristic, since otherwise v*(p) € H, = T,S. Therefore, by the implicit
function theorem for intrinsic graphs (cf. [30, Theorem 6.5]) S is, locally near p, a Yi-graph
with respect to a continuous function ¢ defined on an open neighborhood U C R?*" of w =
(T1,. .y Tp, Y2y -, Unst + T171). Moreover, arguing as in [57, Proposition 6.1], ¢ € C37(U).
Since S is a t-graph vertical at p, up to choosing a smaller U, we infer that

(5.31) Tlyp(w) =0 and  Tlypp(w) =0

for any w € U. If W¥< is defined as in (5.28), in the following we drop the superscript for
the sake of clarity. Taking ¢ = W5, in (5.30) and using (5.29) and the definition of adjoint
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operator, we infer that

oOH

e Wagvdu = — / HWanth duw
1

](,OW W2n1/})
_Z/ V14 [Wel? dw
Wi '
_Z/ ( V14 [WeP |2>W]¢dw

Wn Won (Wro) WipW.
Z/{ 2 J<P2 o (W) k%0§ a@}ijdw.
Sl VI+[WeP (14 [Wel?)>

Setting g = Wa, 0, we get

2n
Wig Wi gWieoW; ?
0o-> | J AL ) Wi+ g
j,kz=1 U{<\/1+|W‘P|2 (1+ W)
that can be rewritten as

OH
[ we-a- W)+ o, Blg - S lgvdw =0,
U 1

where A = (A;x);, and B = (B;); are defined by

1+ W — W;oW,
Ajp, = (L+ [Wel?) djx JSO kP and B, = 2T|pp A,
(1+ [Wel2)?
for any 5,k = 1,...,2n. Since Wy is continuous, an easy computation shows that, up to

choosing a smaller U, there exists o > 0 such that & - A(w) - T > a|¢|? for any w € U and any
¢ € R?". Moreover, as W f = Df - C¥* for any f € C'(U), we infer that

0
/ Dy A (D, B)g - 8—igw dw =0,

where
A=C9 - A-(C*)"  and B=B-(C")"

Being C¥*¢(w) invertible and continuous in w, up to restricting U there exists & > 0 such that
G AL =07 A (CP) g1 =€ CF - A (- C7) > alg- O > alef

on U for any £ € R?". Hence A is uniformly elliptic on U. Therefore, recalling (5.31) and
choosing a suitable smaller neighborhood U, we can apply a strong maximum principle as in
[58, page 73, Theorem 10] to conclude that T'|yp = 0 on U. In particular, ¢.(T,v°) = 0 in a
neighborhood O of p and H**~}(V) > 0, where V = 7(0). Arguing verbatim as in [41, page
169], it follows that V' C €, which is a contradiction with H*"~1(Q, ) = 0. O

Proposition 5.12. Let H € C.7(Q) and let u € BV (Q) be such that E, is an H-minimizer

loc

for P. on Q2 x R. Then u € WHH(Q).

Proof. By Proposition 5.11, u € C37(Q\ Quo) and H* Q) = 0, where Q, is defined in
(5.27). Let Du be the distributional derivatives of u, and consider the decomposition Du =
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DuLl?* + (Du), as in Lemma 2.4. It is enough to show that (Du), = 0. Since in particular
u € WEH(Q\ Quo), (2.11) combined with Lemma 2.4 implies that

loc

PA(BwSx R) = [ VEH DU+ XPdz + (Du)()
Q

_ / V¥ [Du+ XPdz + (Du)s(Q)
N\ Qw0

= P(Ey, (2\ Quo) x R) + (Du),(Q),
so that

(Du)(Q) = P.(F,, (2N Q) x R).
Arguing as in Proposition 5.7, there exists L > 0 such that 9*E, N (QxR) CQxI[-L, L
Therefore, exploiting (2.7), there exists C' > 0 such that
(Du)S(Q) < C’P(Eu, (Q NQo) X R) = C”Hzn(@*Eu N (Q NQy0) x R)
<2CLH™ Y (Quo) =0. O
Proposition 5.13. Let Q C R?" be a bounded domain with Lipschitz continuous boundary and

let H € C1(Q) for some y € (0,1). Let u € BV(Q) be such that E, is an H-minimizer for P.
on Q x R. then u € Lip,;,. ().

Proof. Fix zy € Q. Let 19 > 0 small enough to ensure that B,, = B(zy,79) € 2. We claim that
there exists r € (r,79) such that (*), (***) and (1.6) hold for B, = B(zo,7). Indeed, setting

H() = ||H||L°°(Br0)7 then
/Hdz
A

for any r € (0,ry) and any measurable set A C B,. Therefore, recalling that
P(B,) 1roP(B,,)
| B, | r | Byl

< HylA|

h(Br) =

cf. [47]), the claim concerning (*) and (***) follows by taking r < roP(Bry). Regarding (1.6), it
Ho|Bry |
o
2n—1

suffices to see that Hyp, = ==, so that Hyp, can be made arbitrarily big as r becomes small.
Given w € WH(B,), we consider the extension of w to a function w € BV () by letting @ = u
on Q\ B,. In particular, u and @ share the same trace on dQ. Using that u € W1(Q) is
such that F, is an H-minimizer for P. on 2 x R and (2.8), we infer that u|p, minimizes the
functional

(5.32) I(w) = Ver+ |Dw + X|2dz + dez+/ lu — w|dH"
B, OB,

By

in WH1(B,). Since H?*"71(Q,,0) = 0 by Proposition 5.11, we can take a sequence of open sets
(%)x such that Q, 0 € Qpyr € Q € Qforany k € N, Q0 = (e 2 and H>™ L (QnDB,) — 0
as k — o0o. For any k € N, let o, € C>7(B,) be such that ¢, = u on 9B, \ {; and

(5.33) sup |¢x| < 2sup |ul.
OBy OBy
We apply Theorem 1.3 to get a classical solution v, € C?(B,) to (s-PMC) such that vy = ¢y

on 9B, for any k € N. In particular, being Z. convex in WH1(B,), we infer that v, minimizes
the functional

(5.34) Li(w)= [ e+ |Dw+ X2dz+ | Huwdz+ / lor — w|dH™ !
By 0B,

B
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in Wh(B,). Thanks to Lemma 5.2 we can apply [38, Proposition 4.4] which, together with
(5.33), implies that (vg) is uniformly bounded in L(B,). By Theorem 5.8, v, € C7(B,), and
by Theorem 1.2 the sequence (vg ) is locally uniformly bounded in Lip(B,). By Ascoli-Arzela
Theorem, there exists v € Lip,,.(B,) such that, up to a subsequence, vy — v locally uniformly
on B,. Since (v ) is uniformly bounded in L*°(B,) and by the lower semicontinuity properties
of Lemma 2.3, we can pass to the limit in (5.34) with w = 0 to infer that v € WH(B,). Let
us check that v is a minimum of I in WH(B,). Let y € 0B, be a regular point for u, k big
enough so that y € OB \ Q and V a neighborhood of y in dB,. Let o= € C%7(B,) be such
that
ot =uinV and 0" < op <t in 0B,
and let v be the solutions to the Dirichlet problem in B, with boundary datum ¢*. Then,
using the maximum principle [37, Theorem 10.7], we get v~ < v < v™, and v = u at regular
points of u, which together with H**~*(Q,0) implies that u and v have the same trace on
0B,. Moreover, by the lower semicontinuity, the local uniform convergence of v, — v and that
or — u in LY(0B,), we get
I(v) < liminf I (vg) < liminf I (w) = I(w)
k—+o0 k—+o0

for any w € W (B,). Therefore, u and v are minimizers in W'(B,) of the functional I.
Recalling that v — v € I/VO1 ’1(Br), the conclusion easily follows by the strict convexity of the
functional. O

As a direct consequence of Proposition 5.3, Theorem 5.8 and Proposition 5.13, we have the
following result.

Theorem 5.14. Let Q C R*" be a bounded domain with Lipschitz continuous boundary and let
H e C(Q)NLXQ) for some~ € (0,1). Assume that (*) and (***) holds. Then there exists

loc

w e CXN(Q)NWIY(Q) which minimizes T. and solves (-PMC). Moreover, if H € C™(Q) then

loc

ue C®(Q).

5.6. Existence of minimizers: the extremal case. Throughout this subsection we fix
H € Lip(Q) N C.2(Q) for some v € (0,1). To deal with solutions to (s-PMC) in the extremal

loc
case (**), we follow the approach of [40]. To this aim, we generalize the notion of H-minimizer

as in (5.10) admitting merely measurable functions.

Definition 5.15. A measurable function u : Q@ — [—o00,+00] is a generalized H-minimizer
for P. on Q x R if (5.9) holds.

According to the notation introduced in [41], if u : 2 — [—00, +-00] is a measurable function
we set

(5.35) Ny ={2€Q : u(z) = +oo} and N_={z€Q : u(z) = —o0}.
As in the Euclidean setting, we have the following minimization property.

Proposition 5.16. Let u be a generalized H-minimizer. Then

(5.36) P(Ny, A) i/ Hdz < P(F, A) + H dx

NiNA FNA
for any open set A € Q and any measurable set F' C Q such that N, AF € A.

Proof. Let us check this property for N, being the case N_ analogous. For any j € N, set
u; = u — j. Then u; converges almost everywhere to

v(z) = .
—oo if z ¢ N,
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Arguing verbatim as in [50, Section 21.5]. (cf. Section 7 for the proof of a similar result), E, is
an H-minimizer as in (5.9). Assume by contradiction that there exists an open set A € (2, a
measurable set F' such that N, AF € A and 0 > 0 such that

P(F;A)+ Hdng(N+;A)+/ Hdz— 6.

FNA NiNA

Given L > 0, we set A, = A x [—L, L] and Ay, = A x (—2L,2L), and

F xR in A
Fr = :
Ny xR  otherwise.

Then, using (2.8), we have

PE(FL;AQL)JF/ H dx <4/ Ve +|X[2dz + 2LP(N,, A) + 2LP(F; A)
Q

FL mAgL

+ 2L/ Hdz+2L Hdz
NiNA

FNnA

<4/ Ver+ | X|?dz+4LP(Ny; A) + 4L Hdz—2Lé
Q

FynA

:PE(EU7A2L)+/ Hdl'+4/ \/€2+‘X|2d2—21)5
E,NAsr Q

< PE(E/U;A2L) —|—/ HdSL’,
EvﬁAgL
where the last strict inequality follows provided that L > % fQ e2 4+ |X|?dz. Being FE, an
H-minimizer, a contradiction follows. U

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us assume (**), since otherwise the thesis follows by Theorem 5.14.
Let (¢5); € (0,1) be such that e; \, 0 as j — co. Let (€2;); be a sequence of open domains with
Lipschitz boundary such that Q; € Q) € Q for any j < km (J;2)Q; = Q and P() — P(Q)

as j — oo (cf. [63]). By hypothesis

)/QjH) < P(,)

for any j € N. Hence, for any fixed boundary datum ¢; € L'(9Q;), Proposition 5.3 implies
the existence of u; € BV/(€);) which minimizes Z. on ;. In view of Theorem 5.5, E,; is an
Hj-minimizer for P, on €; x R. Arguing as in [40, 48], up to vertical translations we assume
that

1€

4

for any j € N. Applying again a compactness argument as in [50, Section 21.5] and Section 7,
there exists a generalized H-minimizer u for P, on €2 x R as in Definition 5.15 such that u; — u
almost everywhere on 2. We are left to show that v € L7 (). Indeed, in this case, since
E, is a Caccioppoli set, Lemma 2.3 would imply that u € BV},.(f2), whence Proposition 5.13
and Theorem 5.8 guarantee the requested regularity. To show that u € Ly (), we let N, and
N_ be as in (5.35). We claim that |N,| = |[N_| = 0. In this case, arguing verbalim as in
[42, Proposition 16.7], volume density estimates as in Proposition 5.6 allow to conclude that
u € L2 (§2). We prove that |[N,| = 0, being the other case analogous. To this aim, we apply
Proposition 5.16 to infer that N, is a minimizer as in (5.36). But then, (**) allows to apply [40,
Lemma 1.2], whence either | N, | = 0 or |[N_| = |Q2|. Being the latter possibility in contradiction

with (5.37), we conclude that |N,| = 0, from which the thesis follows. O

(5.37) min{|{z € Q; : u;(2) <O0},{z € Q; : u;(2) 20}|} >
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6. ESSENTIAL UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS

Similarly to what happens in the Euclidean setting (cf. [40]), the extremal case (**) describes
those maximal configurations €2 for which (s-PMC) admits a classical solution. Moreover, in
these cases, solutions are unique up to vertical translations.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The equivalence between (i) and (ii), thanks to Theorem 1.1, follows
word-by-word the proof of [40, Proposition 2.2]. To prove that (i) is equivalent to (iii) it
suffices to notice that, if u € C?(Q) solves (=-PMC) in €, then

Du+ X Du+ X
Hdz:/div s dz = i, Dut X) o,
o o Ve2+ [Du + X2 o0 /22 + [Du+ X|?

so that

D X
/Hdz— lim r, Du + X) dH* 1
Q t=0% Jag, 1/e2 + |Du+ X |?

To show uniqueness, assume that u, v € C?(Q2) satisfy (s-PMC) in Q. Up to changing the sign of

u and v, we can assume that [, H dz > 0. Being (e-PMC) invariant under vertical translations,
we fix zp € 2 and we assume that v(z9) = u(2p). In order to simplify the notation, we let

Du+ X
Vel + [Du+ X2

and W_.v accordingly. Notice in particular that |W.u|,[W.v| < 1. Notice that, for any ¢ €
Lip(€2) such that ¢ > 0 on 2, and for any sufficiently small ¢ € (0, 1), it holds that

/ (Weu — Wev, D) dz = / o ((vg, Weu) — (v, Wew)) dz > / o (v, Weu) — 1) dz.
o) o0 Gle)

Wou =

For any & > 0, let ¢ = max{0,min{v — u,k}}. Then ¢, € Lip(2), pr = 0 on Q and
(Weu — Wev, Dy < 0 on €, so that

0> / (Weuw — Wev, Do) dz > —k (P(Qt) —/ (v, Weu) dz) :
Q o0

Therefore, in view of (iii), we let first ¢ — 07 and then & — oo to obtain
(6.1) /(Wau — Wov,Dp)dz =0,
Q

where ¢ := max{0,v — u} verifies again (W.u — W.v, Dy) < 0 on Q. Hence (6.1) implies that
(Weu — Wov, Dp) = 0 on Q. In view of the definition of ¢, a simple computation shows that
Dy =0 on Q, so that p(z) = ¢(zy) = 0 for any z € Q. Hence we conclude that u = v on Q. O

7. SOME APPLICATIONS TO THE SUB-RIEMANNIAN HEISENBERG GROUP

7.1. Existence of local minimizers via Riemannian approximation. Throughout this
subsection, we fix a bounded domain Q C R?" with Lipschitz boundary and H € L§ (). Tt
is well-known (cf. e.g. [16, 38]) that (=-PMC) arises naturally as an elliptic approximation of
the sub-Riemannian prescribed mean curvature equation (H-PMC). In this section we provide
existence of solutions to (H-PMC) in a broad sense by means of our previous results coupled
with the aforementioned Riemannian approximation scheme (cf. e.g. [44, 55, 16, 14] for further
insights). To describe our approach, assume that u € W1(Q) is a weak solution to (H-PMC).
A standard variational argument, together with [66, Theorem 3.2] shows that

(7.1) /\Du+X\+/Hudz /\Dv+X|+/Hvdz
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for any open set Q € Q and any v € BVj,(Q) such that {u # v} € Q, where, following [66], we
have set

(7.2) / |Dv+ X| := Py(E,,Q x R)
Q

for any open set Q € Q and any v € BVj,.(Q). A function u € BV,(Q) satisfying (7.1) is
called a H-minimizer for Pg. This definition is motivated by the fact that, arguing as in the
proof of Theorem 5.5 (cf. also [66, Theorem 3.15] and [66, Corollary 3.16]), the subgraph FE,
of an H-minimizer satisfies

(7.3) Py(E,, A) + Hdz < Py(F,A) + Hdz

EuNA FnA
for any open set A € 2 x R and any measurable set F' such that EAF € A. On the other
hand, a truncation argument as in [41, Theorem 14.8] implies that if F, satisfies (7.3), then u
is an H-minimizer for Py. We stress that, in light of [66, Theorem 1.2], the sub-Riemannian

area functional in (7.2) is finite. Therefore, for any ¢ € L'(9Q), we define the functional
T : BV(Q) — R by

Tu(v) = Pa(FE,,Q x R) +/QHudz + o v — @|dH* 1.

Proposition 7.1. Let H € L*(Q) and assume that (*) and (***) hold. Then Iy has a
minimum in BV () N L2 (Q) for every p € LY(09).

loc
Proof. Let B C R?" be a ball containing € such that the Euclidean distance between 9Q and
0B is positive, and extend H to B by letting H = 0 outside 2. As done in the proof of
Proposition 5.3, minimizing Zy is equivalent to minimize

Ju(v) = Pu(E,, Q x R) + Var(v,B\ Q) + / Hudz
B

in K ={ve BV(B):v=¢in B\Q}, where ¢ is a fixed function in W, (B) with trace ¢ on
09Q. Let (g;); € (0,1) be such that £; \, 0 as j — co. Let v; be a minimizer of the functional
J., defined in (5.3). By (5.8) and (2.7), we have

§Var(v;, B) < J-(v;) +C < T, (¢) +C < C'P(Ey, Ux R) + Var(¢, B\ Q) +/ Hodz+C,
B

where C' = [, | X|dz+ [, lo|dH?>" " and C" = C’(2). Hence, arguing as in Proposition 5.3 (v;);
is bounded in BV (B) and it converges in L'(B) to vy € K. By (2.9), vy is a minimizer of Jg,
whence Zy has a minimizer in BV (Q2). Finally, the same arguments of Section 5.2 can be carried
out thanks to the sub-Riemannian density estimates (c.f. [56]) to prove that v € L2.(2). O

loc
As in the Riemannian setting, in the extremal case (**) we rely again on the notion of
generalized solution.

Definition 7.2. A measurable function u : Q@ — [—00, +00| is a generalized H-minimizer for
Py on Q x R if (7.3) holds.

If N; and N_ are defined as in (5.35), in view of (2.8) the following analogous to (5.16)
holds.

Proposition 7.3. Let u be a generalized H-minimizer. Then

(7.4) P(Ny, A) i/ Hdz < P(F, A) + H dx

NiNA FNA
for any open set A € Q and any measurable set F' C Q) such that N, AF € A.
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Before proving Theorem 1.5, we need the following compactness argument, whose proof fol-
lows the approach of [50].

Theorem 7.4. Let (¢;); C (0,1) be such that €; \ 0 as j — co. Let (€2;); be a sequence of
open sets such that Q; € Q) € Q for any j <k and U2, = Q. Let (H;); € L>(Q) be such
that H; — H uniformly on Q. For any j € N, assume that u; € BV,.(§);) is such that E,,
is an Hj-minimizer for P.; on Q; x R (cf. Definition 5.4). Then, up to a subsequence, (u;);
converges almost everywhere to a generalized H-minimizer for Pg on Q X R. If in addition E,
1s a Caccioppoli set, then

(75) Pej(Euja') —* PH(Eua)
locally on 2 x R.

Proof. We set I; = E,; and P, = P; for any j € N. First we show that there exists an
H-Caccioppoli set E on €2 x R such that, up to a subsequence,

(7.6) XE, = XE

in L'(A’") for any open set A’ € Q x R. Since A’ is compact, there exists k € N, py,...,pp € A,
ri,...,7x >0 and Q € ) such that

k
A el JB(p,m) € QxR

i=1

Therefore, in view of Proposition 2.1 and (5.18), we have

Py <Ej UB(pz‘,Tz‘)> < F, <Ej>UB(pz‘,7“i)> <

i=1

P (Ej, B(pi,ri)) <ca Yy ri"

k k
i=1 1=1

)

Hence we can apply Proposition 2.2 to infer the existence of a finite H-perimeter set F in A’
such that, up to a subsequence, xg, — Xxr in L'(A"). Taking a sequence of relative compact
sets that covers Q2 x R and using a standard diagonal argument, (7.6) follows. Thanks to [41,
Lemma 16.3|, E = E, for a measurable function u : Q@ — [—00, +00], and moreover, up to a
subsequence, u; — u almost everywhere on ). Arguing as above,

sup P;(E;, K) < oo
jeN

for any K € Q x R. Therefore, [5, Theorem 1.59] implies the existence of a (2n + 1)-valued
Radon measure g on 2 x R and a scalar Radon measure A on 2 x R such that, up to a
subsequence,

(7.7) Djxp, =" 1 and Pi(Ej,-) =" A
locally on €2 x R as j — oco. We claim that

(7.8) 1= (Duxg,0).

Indeed, fix K € 2 x R and g € C}(K,R**1), and set

Vi = Z(gin‘ + GntiYi) + gonr& T =V + gonga; T

i=1
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Then, since xg, — xg in Lj,.(Q x R), we infer that

loc
/ dWWM—/ divV dx
KNE; KNE

092n
g/ mwwm+q/ J2ni1
KN(EAE;) K

ot
< K A (BAE)|| div Vg, + 551K H

/ g-dDjxE; —/ g9 d(D]HIXEaO)' =
K K

dx

0Gon+1
ot

Lo(K)
—0

as j — 00. An easy approximation argument allows to extend the previous convergence to any
g € CO(K,R?"™), thus proving (7.8). Therefore, combining (7.7), (7.8) and [5, Proposition
1.62], we conclude that

(7.9) Pa(E,-) <A().

Let A be an open set such that A € 2 x R, and let F' be a Caccioppoli set on €2 x R such that
FAFE € A. We claim that

(7.10) Pu(E, A) + Hdx < Py(F, A) + Hdx.
ENA FNA

For any j € N, Let A; be an open set with Lipschitz boundary such that EAF € Ay € A; €
A1 € Aand ien A; = A. Up to a further subsequence, we assume that xg, — xg almost
everywhere on  x R. This fact allows to choose (A4;); in such a way that

(7.11) XE; = XE
H*"-almost everywhere on A;. Moreover, being F; and F are Caccioppoli sets,
(7.12) H™(O*E;N0A;) =0 and  H™(O*FNOA;) =0

for any j € N. For any j € N, we define F; := (F N A;) U (E; \ 4;). It is clear that Fj is a
Caccioppoli set such that F;AFE; € A; € A. Therefore in particular

(7.13) Fy 0 (4;\ Ao) = E50 (45 \ Ao).
Notice that, thanks to (2.7),(7.11) and (7.12) and arguing as in [50, Theorem 21.14],
j—00

We are able to prove (7.10). Indeed, exploiting the H-minimality of E; for P;, together with
(7.13), we see that

P](E],A)—l— del’gpj(F},A)—F del’
= P;(F}, Aj) + P;(F;,04;) + Pj(Fj, A\ 4;) + H;dx
= Pj(F, Aj) + P;(F;,04;) + P;(E;, A\ 4;) + Hjdx
< Pi(F, A) + Py(F;, 04;) + P(E;, A\ Aj) + H;dz,
FjﬂA
which implies that
PJ(EJ,AJ)+ de$<P](F,A)+P](FJ,aAJ)+ H]dZL'

EjﬂA FjﬂA
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Therefore, exploiting Proposition 2.1 together with (7.6) and (7.13), we can pass to the limit
and obtain

AMA) + Hdx < Py(F,A) + Hdzx.

ENA FnA
Notice that (7.9) allows to achieve (7.10). Finally, if £, is a Caccioppoli set, then we can choose
F = FE in the previous inequality, so that, recalling (7.9), (7.5) follows. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Being the non-extremal case already covered by (7.1), we can assume
(**). Let (¢;); and (£;); be as in the statement of Theorem 7.4. Assume in addition that
P(Q;) — P(Q) as j — oo. Assume that, for any j € N, Q; has Lipschitz boundary. By

hypothesis
) / H) < P(Q)
Q;

for any j € N. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.3, there exists a sequence (H;); C C=(Q)
such that

H; — H uniformly on and | Hjllery < Ho + || H| o) + 1

for any j € N, being Hy the Lipschitz constant of H on 2. Arguing again as in the proof of
Theorem 1.3, up to a subsequence each H; satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition 5.3 on ;.
Hence, for any j € N, there exists u; € BV (€2;) which minimizes 7., with source Hj, for any
J € N. In view of Theorem 5.5, E,, is an Hj-minimizer for P, on ©; x R. Arguing as in
the proof of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 7.4 implies the existence of a generalized H-minimizer for
Py on € as in Definition 7.2 such that, up to vertical translations, u; — « almost everywhere
on 2. Moreover, arguing again as in Theorem 1.1, in view of Proposition 7.3 and exploiting
sub-Riemannian volume density estimates as in [56], we conclude that v € Ly (€2). Hence,
being E, an H-Caccioppoli set, then [66, Theorem 1.2] implies that u € BV,.(2). In this case,
E, is a Caccioppoli set, so that (7.5) follows. d

7.2. An application to the sub-Riemannian second variation formula. Let S = OF be
a smooth non-characteristic hypersurface, let A C H" be an open set such that AN.S # (), and
let £ € C2°(A). Then it is well-known (cf. e.g. [53, 54]) that

ORI = [ (VS € (- () dios
dtQ tIH t=0 a S q H;
where
2n
(7.15) ¢=Y_ Zu(W) Z(v)) + AT (), VH(TdY)) + 4n(Td")?
h,k=1

and where by E, we mean a smooth variation along the vector field %, Observe that ¢ does
not depend on the chosen unitary extension of v™|g. Here d|0F|y is the horizontal perimeter
measure, d" is the horizontal Carnot-Carathéodory distance defined in (2.4), V¥ is the hori-
zontal gradient, V™9 is the horizontal tangential gradient of S and H® is the horizontal mean
curvature of S (cf. [23]). In the following theorem, we recover the interpretation of ¢ given in
(65, 33] as the limit of |h¢|* + Ric.(v°) as € — 0, using the fact that the family of Riemannian
structures (H", g.) approximate in a suitable sense the sub-Riemannian manifold (H", (-,-)) (cf.
[14]). Notice that both terms |h¢|? and Ric.(v°) diverge, while the sum is controlled thanks to
(3.7).

Theorem 7.5. Let S = OF be a hypersurface of class C3. Then
lim (|A°]* 4 Ric-(v°)) = ¢
e—0

locally uniformly in the non-characteristic part of S, where q is as in (7.15).
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Proof. 1t suffices to observe that
Vi eTd®

_|_
\/1+g2 Td7)? /14 2(Td")> )

£

Therefore, noticing that

ya
2n+1 — TdH

lim 15 = 1 and lim
e—0 7 J e—0 g
locally uniformly for any j =1, ..., 2n, and moreover
hle/ —ZV and lim Z. V. = lim Z.v5 =0
e—0 e—0 Int1%% e—0 kPon41

locally uniformly forany i,j = 1,...,2nand k = 1,...,2n+1, the thesis follows from (3.7).

8. PROOFS OF SECTION 2 AND SECTION 3

Proof of (2.3). Fixj=1,...,nandi=1,...,2n+ 1. From (2.2), it easily follows that

1
Ge (VZiU7 Xj) = Ziuj - g(5i7j+nu2n+1 + 5i,2n+1uj+n)

2
ge(VUU7 Xj) = Uu; — gun+ju2n+1

1 2

1
9:(Vx,U, Vi X;) = ot (n+jtiznsn) + g(ugnu —Upyj)-

Hence
2
9= (Vx, VoU, X;) = X;9:(VoU, X;) = X;(Uuy) = Z X (unsjuznsa)
—Je (VUVXJ-U, Xj) = —Ug. (VXJ-U> Xj) + 9 (VXJ-U, VUXj)
1 1
= —U(Xju;) + ng (Un+ju2n+1) + ?(Ugnﬂ - Uiﬂ)-

Moreover, from

2n+1 2n+1
U, X, = wlZi, Xj) — X (ur) Zie = 2un T — Y X (ug) Z,
k=1 k=1
we get
9 2041
9e (VwxyU, X;) = ZUn+ige (VerU, X;) — Z Xj(ur)ge (Vz,U, X;)
k=1
9 241 1
= 2up 4T (u;) — = n+] Z X (uk) Zi(uy) + X (un+ju2n+1)
k=1
2 1
= [U, XJ](U]) 82 n+j + X (un+ju2n+1)7
so that

1
9 (Va, VoU = VoV, U+ Vipx)U, Xj) = (U310 = 3uis;)-

A similar computation shows that

J

1

9= (V,;VoU = VuVyU + Viuy U,Y) = (U, — 3u3)
1 n

9e (VerVoU — VyVerU + VipenU,eT) = = > (U +ul).

J=1

33

t
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In view of the previous computations, (2.3) follows. O

Proof of (3.6). Consider the extension of v* to a neighborhood of S as v* = Vd. By a continuity
argument and since S\ S is dense in 9, it suffices to show (3.6) in the non-characteristic part
of S. Let us fix p € S\ Sp. It is well known (cf. e.g. [18]) that there exist a local orthonormal
frame ey, ..., €,_1,€n41, ..., €2,—1 of HNT,S such that e, ; = J(e;) at pforany j =1,...,n—1.
We consider the extension to a local orthonormal frame of 7,,S by letting

1 Vs
€n = J(v° and Con = — 2ntl V) + 41— (5, )2%eT,
T T G VT V)

where (v°), = v° — 15, ,€T is the horizontal projection. Moreover, for any i,j = 1,...,2n we

set e; = Zi’jl ot Zy,.. From our choice it follows that

n

(8.1) 1= —(e;, J(€itn)) = Z(O‘ZIZO‘Z - OzZ”aim)
k=1

forany i =1,...,n— 1. We set

2n+1
a;=— Z aal Zs(vp).
l,s=1
Using (2.2), it follows that
£ V§n+1 e 1
e (veienJrh v ) = Qijn+i — - e (vene2n7 v ) = Qp2n — g
v 1 206,,,)
9e (Ven-ﬁ-iei’ Va) - an—H’i + 27(:’_1 Ge (V62n6n7 Va) = a’2n,n - g + %

foranyi=1,...,2n — 1, and
9e (Ve,e5,v°) = aij

forany 4,5 =1,...,2n, |i — j| # n. Writing

£
b _ Von b 1
wn+i — T c n,2n — _ga
Vs 1 2(v5,.,)°
2n+1 2n+1
bpyii = —— bopy = —— + ———
€ £ £

forany i =1,...,n—1,and b;; =0 for any ¢,j = 1,...,2n with |i — j| # n, it follows that

2n 2n n n
(8.2) |h'p|2 = Z hijhj; = Z a; jaj; + 2 Z(ai,n+zbn+i,i + Qpyiibingi) +2 Z bin+ibntiis

ij=1 ij=1 i=1 i=1
where h; ; are the entries of h with respect to ey, ..., ea,. First, by (3.1) and arguing as in [57],
2n 2n+1
(8.3) > aia50="> Z() Z(v5).
ij=1 ls=1

Moreover,

n e 2 1 1 2(1E 2
(84) > binsibniii = —(n — 1)@ T ( _ 2(Vn)”
=1

g2 e \e 5 g2’
Finally,
n V§n+1 n—1 1 _ ,
(8:5) D (impibnsistnyisbinsi) = 8 > (@i — an—f—i,i)_g(a2n7n+(1_2(7/2n+1) )in,2n)-

=1 i=1
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From one hand, in view of (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (8.1),

v L ] V5
2n+1 _ 72n+1 n+z n—l—z
— E (@inti — ntii) = E E ap ' Ze(V5) E ap L Zn(VE)

i=1 =1 \h,k=1 h,k=1
86 V 2 n—1 n n
88) Wil 5™ (S ol + 3 aztial
1=1 = k=1
Ve 2
&2

Again by (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), a similar computation implies that

(8.7) —% (aznm + (1 — 2(V5,41) ) an2n) = 2 <J(u5), v <”§"H)> + 2(V5ni1) :

€

Inserting (8.6) and (8.7) in (8.5) we get

n

12 2 c
B Dl b i) =202 1 2(507), 7 (B ).

2
1=1 € €

Replacing (8.3), (8.4) and (8.8) in (8.2) we obtain the result. O

Proof of (3.8). Fix p € S and consider a geodesic frame ey, . .., e, of TpS at p (cf. [25]), ie. a
local orthonormal frame of T'S such that V2 e;(p) = 0 for any 4, j = 1,...,2n+ 1, where V¥ is
the Levi-Civita connection of (S, g.|s). Let us set ¢; = S o' ol 7, for any ¢ = 1,...,2n+ 1.
From the definition of the basis it follow the relations

2n+1 2n+1 2n
i J ie k ok _ s
(8.9) g apoy = 6; 4, E apvy =0 and g ajai =g
k=1 k=1 k=1

forany i,7=1,...,2nand any I,s = 1,...,2n+ 1. With respect to a geodesic frame (cf. [25])
we have that Agf(p) = Y27 eie; f(p). Hence

2n 2n
Asf =Y g:(Ve,er, V) + Y gee1, Ve,V )
i=1 i=1

2n n
(8.10) = (0(VE e, V) + 0:(V .17 )ge(Veyers v)) + S ge(er, Vo, V)
=1 =1

2n 2n
= Z _ng(vfa VH) + ZQE(eia Vezvf)
=1 =1

On the other hand, by (8.9) and (3.9), we have

2n+1 2n+1

(1) D0 VeVD = Y 6402 V2V ) = Y 6 (ZA4S) - 9:(V2. 2.V 1) ).

l,s=1 l,s=1
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Exploiting (2.2), we see that

2n+1 2n+1
(8.12) = g"0.(V2 2,V ) =Y viig:(Vz 2,V )
l,s=1 l,s=1

n I/En
=2 ( — Vil 9:(V [, T) + 25+1ng€<vf Yi) + vivn19:(Vf, T)
k=1

ntl e Ven € ntl, e
2€+1 n+kg€(vf7 Xk) + 2€+1 ng€<vf7 Yk) 2€+1 n+kg€(vf7 Xk:))

2v5 _
=N (Vi XS + VR
k=1

Therefore, (3.8) follows from (8.10), (8.11) and (8.12). O
Proof of (1.5). Since Agvs,,, depends only on 15, |g, we extend v°|g letting v* = Vd, in

particular eT'd = v5, ;. Moreover, in view of (3.5), we extend H to a neighborhood of S by
letting

2n+1
(8.13) H(p) =) Zv;(p)
i=1
Using (3.8), TZ; = Z,T, (3.1), (3.9) and (8.13), and recalling that
ge(VSHa Z2n+1) = Z2n+1(H) - V§n+1g€(VH7 Ve)v
it holds that

2n+1

2 €
Asthoy — 24U (Td), 1) = Y ¢"9 Z,(Z,(eTd)) — H(V(Td), )
€
2,7=1
2n+1 2n+1
= Z gl’]Z2n+1(ZiV§) - H Z (Z2n+1V]€-)V§
ij=1 j=1
(8'14) 2n+1 2n+1
= Zop+1 <Z ZWf) — Z Zgn 1 (ZiV5 )viv
i=1 ij=1
2n+1
9:(VSH, Zons1) + Vi y19:(VH, v°) = > Zoy 1 (Zi5 )5 5.
2,7=1
By (3.1) and (3.4), we have
2n+1 2n+1
Z Z2n+1<ZfL'V;)I/i€V]€' = Z (VfZQnJrl (ZZV;?I/;) — (ZgnJer;) <ZZV;:I/Z€))
i,j=1 tj=1
21/ flan 2vs
LN Lo (2,d) ) (0F); = —2E(V(Td), S (v)).
7j=1

Inserting (8.15) in (8.14), we get

A5V§n+1 - gE(VSH’ ZQ”‘H) + V;n—l—lga(VHa Ve)'
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Moreover, by (3.2) and (3.3),

2n+1

g9-(VH,v*) = Z Zi(Zv; V5
ij=1
2n+1

=S 2z 23 (T (Yid) — (Vi) (X))

ij=1

2n+1 2n+1 2n+1 Ve
=32 X iy ) - Y zwgz -2 (v (22 ) ).
i=1 j=1 i=1

and, from (3.4), we get

2n+1 2n+1 2n+1 1/5
E E : e e | E : 2n+1 €
i=1 j=1 i=1

e 2n+1 e

Vont1 c Vont1 c
— 9 2ntl 7 )9 Zontl

3 2000 (v (%22) . 907)

= —4n (%)2 —2<V (%) ,J(V€)>-

The thesis then follows from (3.7). O
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