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EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF t-GRAPHS OF PRESCRIBED MEAN

CURVATURE IN HEISENBERG GROUPS

JULIÁN POZUELO AND SIMONE VERZELLESI

In Memory of Enrico Giusti

Abstract. We study the prescribed mean curvature equation for t-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 Radó (cf. [59]). The Euclidean prescribed mean curvature equation
of the graph of a function u ∈ C2(Ω) over a bounded domain Ω ⊆ Rn with H ∈ C(Ω) reads as

(PMC) div

(

Du
√

1 + |Du|2

)

= H,

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 ∂Ω is of class
C2, Serrin (cf. [67]) characterized the existence of solutions to the Dirichlet problem for any
boundary datum ϕ ∈ C2(∂Ω) by the condition

(1.1) |H| 6 H∂Ω(z0)

for any z0 ∈ ∂Ω, where H∂Ω is the mean curvature of the boundary of Ω. In the proof, Serrin
obtained Schauder estimates for C2 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 Ω. 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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2 J. POZUELO AND S. VERZELLESI

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 Ω
(cf. [21, 20, 22]). When instead (1.1) fails, meaning that

(1.2) |H| > H∂Ω(z0)

for some z0 ∈ ∂Ω, 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 ϕ 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 ϕ for which the Dirichlet problem is solvable. As an instance, taking as domain Ω ⊆ Rn

the ball of radius 1 centered at 0, we can write the half sphere in Rn+1 centered at 0 with radius
1 as a graph over Ω. A simple computation reveals that it satisfies (PMC) with H = n

n−1
H∂Ω

and with boundary datum ϕ ≡ 0. In particular, (1.2) is verified for any z0 ∈ ∂Ω. In this
regard, when Ω 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

(*)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω̃

H(x) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

< P (Ω̃)

for any set Ω̃ ⊆ Ω such that Ω̃ 6= ∅ and Ω̃ 6= Ω, where P (Ω̃) is the perimeter of Ω̃. 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 Ω ( Ω̂; there is a solution on Ω which
is vertical at every point of ∂Ω; (*) holds and

(**)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

H(x) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= P (Ω).

In these cases, Ω is called an extremal domain. Otherwise, i.e. when (*) also holds for Ω̃ = Ω,
then Ω 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) =

∫

Ω

√

1 + |Du|2 +
∫

Ω

Hudx+

∫

∂Ω

|u− ϕ| dHn−1

for any ϕ ∈ L1(∂Ω), 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 Ω̃ ( Ω 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 Ω
we refer the reader to [48].

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



t-GRAPHS OF PRESCRIBED MEAN CURVATURE IN HEISENBERG GROUPS 3

manifold the n-th dimensional Riemannian Heisenberg group. The Heisenberg group Hn, for
n > 1, is R2n+1 endowed with the non-Abelian group law

(x, y, t) ∗ (x, y′, t′) =
(

x+ x′, y + y′, t+ t′
n
∑

j=1

(

x′jyj − xjy
′
j

)

)

,

where x = (x1, . . . , xn), x
′ = (x′1, . . . , x

′
n), y = (y1, . . . , yn) and y

′ = (y′1, . . . , y
′
n), which realizes

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

Xi =
∂

∂xi
+ yi

∂

∂t
, Yi =

∂

∂yi
− xi

∂

∂t
, T =

∂

∂t
,

for i = 1, . . . , n. A remarkable class of Riemannian structures can be defined on Hn by choosing,
for any ε 6= 0, the unique Riemannian metric gε which makes {X1, . . . , Xn, Y1, . . . , Yn, εT} an
orthonormal frame. The importance of (Hn, gε) 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/τ) (cf. [1]). When ε goes to
0, the space (Hn, gε) converges in Gromov-Hausdorff sense to the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg
group (Hn, 〈·, ·〉), where 〈·, ·〉 is the restriction of any of the metric gε to the horizontal distri-
bution H = span{X1, . . . , Xn, Y1, . . . , Yn}. The sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group Hn 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} ≡ R2n.
The equation of prescribed mean curvature of a t-graph over a bounded domain Ω ⊆ R2n for a
given source H is formally given by

(ε-PMC) div

(

Du+X
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2

)

= H,

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

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ⊆ R2n be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary, and let H ∈
Lip(Ω) ∩ C1,γ

loc (Ω) for some γ ∈ (0, 1). Then (*) holds if and only if there exists u ∈ C2(Ω)

which is a classical solution to (ε-PMC) on Ω. Moreover, if H ∈ Ck,γ
loc (Ω) for some k ∈ N,

k > 1, then u ∈ Ck+2,γ
loc (Ω). Finally, if H ∈ C∞(Ω), then u ∈ C∞(Ω).

Our approach can be summarized in the following major points.

• 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 Ω (cf. Proposition 5.7).

• 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 ∂Eu 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 ∂Eu to u. More
precisely, we show that u is regular outside a small set Ωu,0 ⊆ Ω for which Hs(Ωu,0) = 0
for any s > 2n− 7 (cf Proposition 5.11). The proof of these results is based on a careful



4 J. POZUELO AND S. VERZELLESI

analysis of the prescribed mean curvature equation for intrinsic graphs in the sense of
[6].

• Next, owing to some structure properties of the Riemannian perimeter induced by the
metric gε (cf. Lemma 2.4), we show that minimizers enjoy Sobolev regularity (cf. Proposition 5.12).

• 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).

• To pass from Lipschitz regularity to higher regularity, exploiting a well-established ap-
proach, we write a linear uniformly elliptic equation for the function

uv(z) =
u(z + v)− u(z)

|v| ,

so that both the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory for C1,α 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.

• 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).

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 Ω ⊆ R2n be a bounded domain. Let H ∈ C1(Ω).

Let u ∈ C3(Ω) be a solution to (ε-PMC) and let Ω̃ ⋐ Ω be a domain. For any domain Ω̂ ⋐ Ω̃

there exists a constant C = C
(

n, ε, d(∂Ω̂, ∂Ω̃), ‖u‖L∞(Ω̃), ‖H‖C1(Ω̃), ‖X‖L∞(Ω̃)

)

> 0 such that

(1.4) ‖Du‖L∞(Ω̂) 6 C,

where d(∂Ω̂, ∂Ω̃) the Euclidean distance between ∂Ω̂ and ∂Ω̃.

In the proof of Theorem 1.2, a crucial role is played by the identity

∆S(ν
ε
2n+1) = gε(∇SH, εT )− νε2n+1

(

Ricε(ν
ε, νε) + |hε|2

)

,(1.5)

which holds for an embedded orientable hypersurface of class C3. Exploiting (1.5), we can
study the sign of the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆S associated to S = graph(u), applied to the
vertical coordinate of the Riemannian normal to the graph, νε2n+1. In (1.5), ∇S, Ricε and hε

stand for the gradient in S, the Ricci curvature of (H2n+1, gε) and the second fundamental form
of S respectively. Remarkably, assuming the additional condition

(1.6) |H| < H∂Ω(z0)

for any z0 ∈ ∂Ω, 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 (ε-PMC). More precisely, we generalize [38, Theorem 6.1] to the case in which H is not
constant.

Theorem 1.3. Let Ω ⊆ R2n be a bounded domain with C2,α boundary, for some α ∈ (0, 1). Let
ϕ ∈ C2,α(Ω) and let H ∈ Lip(Ω). Assume that (*) holds and that Ω is a non-extremal domain.
Assume in addition that (1.6) holds. Then, for any ε 6= 0 there exists uε ∈ Lip(Ω) ∩ C2,α

loc (Ω)
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which solves (ε-PMC) on Ω and such that uε = ϕ on ∂Ω. If in addition H ∈ C1,α(Ω), then
uε ∈ C2,α(Ω).

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

Theorem 1.4. Let Ω ⊆ R2n be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. Let H ∈ Lip(Ω) ∩
C1,γ

loc (Ω) for some γ ∈ (0, 1) satisfy (*). The following statements are equivalent.

(i) If Ω̂ ⊆ R2n is any domain such that Ω ( Ω̂, then there is no solution u ∈ C2(Ω̂) to

(ε-PMC) in Ω̂.
(ii) (**) holds.

Moreover, if ∂Ω is of class C2, then (i) and (ii) are equivalent to the following condition.

(iii) For any u ∈ C2(Ω) which solves (ε-PMC) in Ω, it holds that

lim
t→0+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∂Ωt

〈νt, Du+X〉
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
dH2n−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= H2n−1(∂Ω),

where Ωt = {z ∈ Ω : minw∈∂Ω |z −w| > t} is defined for t > 0 small enough and νt is its
exterior unit normal.

Finally, if ∂Ω is of class C2, each of the previous three conditions implies that solutions to
(ε-PMC) in Ω are unique up to vertical translations.

With regard to the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group Hn, it is well known (cf. [10, 16, 38])
that the equation of prescribed mean curvature of a t-graph over Ω ⊆ R2n is formally given by

(H-PMC) div

(

Du+X

|Du+X|

)

= H.

Due to the possible presence of characteristic points, i.e. points in Ω 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 t-graphs with
prescribed mean curvature can be formulated by looking for local minimizers of the functional

(1.7) I(u) =
∫

Ω

|Du+X|+
∫

Ω

Hudz.

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 H1 both of entire area-minimizing t-graphs with merely locally Lipschitz regularity and of
even discontinuous area-minimizing t-graph. Assuming that H = 0 and that minimizers have
at least C1 regularity, Cheng, Hwang and Yang (cf. [17]) proved the presence of a foliation
by C2 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 C1 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 BVloc(Ω) ∩ L∞

loc(Ω) to the sub-Riemannian
prescribed mean curvature equation in the following sense.
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Theorem 1.5. Let Ω ⊆ R2n be an open and bounded set with Lipschitz boundary. Let H ∈
Lip(Ω). Assume that (*) holds. Then, there exists u ∈ BVloc(Ω) ∩ L∞

loc(Ω) such that u is an
H-minimizer for PH on Ω× R in the sense of (7.1). Moreover, there exist a sequence of open
sets such that Ωj ⋐ Ωk ⋐ Ω for any j < k and

⋃∞
j=0Ωj = Ω and a sequence (uj)j ⊆ C∞(Ωj),

such that each uj solves (ε-PMC) in Ωj and moreover

uj → u almost everywhere in Ω and Pεj(Euj
, ·)⇀∗ PH(Eu, ·) locally in Ω× 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 Hn 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 (ε-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 Ω a bounded
domain in R2n with Lipschitz boundary. Given a measurable set A ⊆ Rn, we denote by A the
closure of A and by χA the characteristic function of A. Given two open sets A,B ⊆ Rn, we
write A ⋐ B whenever A ⊆ B. The n-dimensional Lebesgue measure in Rn is denoted by | · |.
The s-dimensional Hausdorff measure with respect to the Euclidean distance is denoted by Hs.
The Euclidean ball in Rn centered at p ∈ Rn with radius r > 0 is denoted by B(p, r).

2.2. The Heisenberg group Hn. We follow the notation and background given in [62]. We
define a non-Abelian group law · in R2n+1 by

p · p′ = (x, y, t) · (x′, y′, t′) =
(

x+ x′, y + y′, t+ t′ +

n
∑

j=1

(

x′jyj − xjy
′
j

)

)

,

where we denote points p ∈ R2n+1 by p = (z, t) = (x, y, t) = (x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn, t). The
Lie group (R2n+1, ·) is referred to as the n-th Heisenberg group and is denoted by Hn. For any
p ∈ Hn, the left-translation by p is the diffeomorphism ℓp(q) = p · q. A basis of left-invariant
vector fields is given by

Xi =
∂

∂xi
+ yi

∂

∂t
, Yi =

∂

∂yi
− xi

∂

∂t
, T =

∂

∂t
,
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where i = 1 . . . , n. The horizontal distribution H in Hn is the smooth distribution generated
by X1, Y1, . . . , Xn, Yn. A vector field U is said horizontal if U(p) ∈ Hp for any p ∈ Hn. Given
a smooth function f , we define the horizontal gradient of f by

∇Hf =
n
∑

i=1

Xi(f)Xi + Yi(f)Yi.

For any ε 6= 0, the matrix of change of basis from X1, . . . , Yn, εT to the canonical basis of
TR2n+1 at p = (x1 . . . xn, y1, . . . , yn, t) is given by

(2.1) Cε =

























1 . . . 0 0 . . . 0 0
...

. . .
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 . . . 1 0 . . . 0 0
0 . . . 0 1 . . . 0 0
...

. . .
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 . . . 0 0 . . . 1 0
y1 . . . yn −x1 . . . −xn ε

























.

In the following, we consider for any ε 6= 0 the left-invariant Riemannian metric gε = 〈· , ·〉ε on
Hn such that {X1, Y1, . . . , Xn, Yn, εT} 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, . . . Z2n+1} to denote the previous basis. Moreover, we denote by ∇ε its associated
Levi-Civita connection. The norm of a vector field U with respect to gε will be denoted by |U |ε.
By means of the Koszul formula (cf. [25]), the following relations hold.

∇ε
Xi
Xj = 0, ∇ε

Yi
Yj = 0, ∇ε

TT = 0,

∇ε
Xi
Yj = −δi,jT, ∇ε

Xi
εT =

Yi
ε
, ∇ε

Yi
εT = −Xi

ε
,(2.2)

∇ε
Yi
Xj = δi,jT, ∇ε

εTXi =
Yi
ε
, ∇ε

εTYi = −Xi

ε

for any 1 6 i, j 6 n, where δi,j is the Kronecker delta. Setting J(U) = ∇1
UT for any vector

field U , we can easily deduce that J(Xi) = Yi, J(Yi) = −Xi and J(T ) = 0. The Riemannian
volume of a set E for gε is, up to a constant, the Lebesgue measure in R2n+1. Given a norm
| · | in THn, and v ∈ TpH

n, we will drop the subindex p and write |v|. We denote by Ric the
quadratic form associated with the Ricci tensor induced by gε, that is

Ric(U) =
2n+1
∑

j=1

gε
(

∇Zj
∇UU −∇U∇Zj

U +∇[U,Zj]U,Zj

)

for any vector field U of class C2. As we will show in Section 8,

(2.3) Ric(U) = − 2

ε2
gε (U, U) + (2n+ 2)

u22n+1

ε2

for any vector field U =
∑2n+1

j=1 ujZj ∈ C2(Hn;THn).

2.3. Carnot-Carathéodory structure on Hn. If Γ : [a, b] −→ Hn is an absolutely continuous
curve, we say that it is horizontal whenever Γ̇(t) ∈ HΓ(t) for almost every t ∈ [a, b], and we say

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

(2.4) dH(p, p′) := inf{T : Γ : [0, T ] −→ Hn is sub-unit, Γ(0) = p and Γ(T ) = p′}
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which, by the Chow-Rashevskii theorem (cf. [19]), defines a distance on Hn, called Carnot-
Carathéodory distance. The metric space (Hn, dH) is then a prototype of Carnot-Carathéodory
space (cf. [43]).

2.4. Embedded hypersurfaces in Hn. We consider oriented hypersurfaces of class C1 em-
bedded in Hn, and we choose a unit normal to S. In case S is the boundary of a domain in Hn,
we always choose the outer unit normal νε. The characteristic set of S, denoted by S0, is the
set of points p ∈ S where the tangent space TpS coincides with the horizontal distribution Hp.
The horizontal unit normal νH is defined in S \ S0 by

νH =
νεh
|νεh|

,

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

2.5. Perimeters in Hn. In this subsection, Ω ⊆ R2n is a bounded open set and ε 6= 0. We
denote the Euclidean norm, total variation, perimeter and divergence in R2n+1 by | · |, V ar,
P and diveu respectively, and we denote the space of functions of bounded variation by BVeu.
Given an open set A ⊆ Hn and f ∈ L1(A), the ε-variation of f in A is denoted by

V arε(f ;A) = sup

{
∫

A

f divε(U) dx : U ∈ C1
c (A;TH

n), |U |ε,∞ 6 1

}

,

where C1
c (A;TH

n) is the space of C1 compactly supported vector fields inA, |U |ε,∞ = supp∈A |U(p)|ε
and divε is the divergence associated to gε. The space of L1(A) functions with bounded ε-
variation is denoted by BVε(A). Given E ⊆ Hn a measurable set and A ⊆ Hn an open set, the
ε-perimeter of E in A is given by

Pε(E;A) = V arε(χE ;A).

In case A = Hn we write Pε(E;H
n) = Pε(E). Given a vector field U ∈ C1

c (A;TH
n), it follows

from (2.1) that

(2.5) diveu U = divε U,

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

(2.6) C|v| 6 |v|ε 6 c|v|
for any v ∈ Tp(Ω×R). Indeed, we assume for clarity that n = 1 and let v = v1

∂
∂x

+ v2
∂
∂y

+ v3
∂
∂t
.

Using (2.1) and recalling that (a + b)2 6 2a2 + 2b2 for any a, b ∈ R, we get

|v|2ε 6 v21 + v22 +
2

ε2
v23 +

4

ε2
y2v21 +

4

ε2
x2v22 6 4

(

1 +
1 + maxz∈Ω̄ |z|2

ε2

)

|v|2,

On the other hand,

|v|2 6 v21 + v22 + 4x2v22 + 4y2v21 + 2(v3 − yv1 + xv2)
2 6 max

{

1 + 4max
z∈Ω

|z|2, 2ε2
}

|v|2ε.

Notice that, in (2.6), c can be chosen uniformly in ε for |ε| big enough, while C can be chosen
uniformly in ε for |ε| small enough. Given an open set A ⊆ Ω × R and a vector field U ∈
C1

c (A;TH
n) with |U |ε,∞ 6 1, it follows from (2.6) that |CU | 6 |U |ε 6 1 and

∫

A

f div(U)dx =
1

C

∫

A

f div(CU)dx 6
1

C
V ar(f, A)
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for any f ∈ L1(Ω× R). Hence V arε(f, A) 6
1
C
V ar(f, A). Similarly, V ar(f, A) 6 1

c
V arε(f, A),

so that

(2.7)
1

c
V ar(f, A) 6 V arε(f, A) 6

1

C
V ar(f, A).

Notice that (2.7) implies that BVε(A) and BVeu(A) coincide for A ⊆ Ω×R, and shall be denoted
by BV (A). Moreover, the perimeters P and Pε 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 Pε. In the following, we will denote by ∂∗E the reduced boundary of
E. Given E ⊆ Hn measurable and A ⊆ Hn open, the horizontal perimeter of E in A is defined
by

PH(E,A) = sup

{
∫

E

divU dx, U ∈ C1
c (A,H), |U |1,∞ 6 1

}

,

where C1
c (A,H) is the space of C1 compactly supported horizontal vector fields in A. We refer

to [30] for the main properties of the horizontal perimeter. We point out that both Pε and PH

behave like the Euclidean perimeter P for vertical sets. More precisely, given a Caccioppoli
set E ⊆ R2n and an open set A ⊆ Hn, arguing as in [13, (3.2)] and observing that the last
component of the measure theoretic Euclidean unit normal to E × R is zero, then

(2.8) Pε(E × R;A) = PH(E × R;A) = P (E × R, A).

By the above definitions, the following relations between horizontal and ε-perimeter hold.

Proposition 2.1. Let A ⊆ Hn be an open bounded set and F ⊆ Hn be a Caccioppoli set. Then

PH(F,A) 6 Pε(F,A) and lim
ε→0

Pε(F,A) = PH(F,A).

Moreover, if (εj)j ⊆ (0, 1) satisfies εj ց 0 as j → ∞, and E and (Ej)j are measurable sets
such that χEj

→ χE in L1
loc(A), then

(2.9) PH(E;A) 6 lim inf
j→∞

Pεj (Ej;A).

Moreover, the following compactness result holds.

Proposition 2.2. Let A ⊆ Hn be an open and (Ek)k be a sequence of finite H-perimeter sets in
A. Assume that there exists M > 0 such that supk PH(Ek, A) < M . Then there exists a finite
H-perimeter set E in A such that χEk

→ χE in L1
loc(A).

Proof. Let A′ ⋐ A open. Let B1, . . . , Bk 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

A′ ⊆
s
⋃

j=1

Bj ⋐ A.

Notice that χEk
∈ BVH(Bj) for any j = 1, . . . , k (cf. [29] for the definition of BVH). Let us

consider first B1. In view of [29, Theorem 2.2.2], there exists vk ∈ C∞(B1) ∩ BVH(B1) such
that

‖vk − χEk
‖L1(B1) 6

1

k
and

∣

∣

∣

∣

PH(Ek, B1)−
∫

B1

|∇Hvk| dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

6
1

k

Therefore

‖vk‖L1(B1) 6 |Ek ∩B1|+ 1 and

∫

B1

|∇Hvk| dx 6 sup
k

PH(Ek, A) + 1,

so that (vk)k is bounded in BVH(B1). Hence, [32] implies that there exists v ∈ BVH(B1) such
that, up to a subsequence, vk → v in L1(B1). This fact trivially implies the existence of a set
E1 ⊆ B1 such that, up to a subsequence, χEk

→ χE1 in L1(B1). The thesis then easily follows
by a diagonal process and the lower semicontinuity of the H-perimeter. �
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2.6. t-graphs in Hn. Given a bounded open set Ω ⊆ R2n and a measurable function u : Ω −→
[−∞,+∞], we write the subgraph of u as

(2.10) Eu = {(z, t) ∈ Ω× R : t < u(z)}.

A simple computation shows that, for u ∈ W 1,1
loc (Ω) and Ω̃ ⊆ Ω open, the perimeter of Eu in

Ω̃× R can be computed as

(2.11) Aε(u, Ω̃) =

∫

Ω̃

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2 dz,

where X : R2n → R2n is defined by X(x, y) = (−y, x) and Du is the gradient of u. The
L1-relaxation of Aε for u ∈ BV (Ω) is

Aε(u, Ω̃) = inf
{

lim inf
k→∞

Aε(uk, Ω̃) : (uk)k ⊆W 1,1(Ω), uk → u in L1(Ω̃)
}

.

We also define

Sε(u, Ω̃) = sup

{
∫

Ω̃

(−u div g̃ + 〈X, g̃〉+ εg2n+1) dz : g = (g̃, g2n+1) ∈ C1
c (Ω̃,R

2n+1), |g| 6 1

}

.

Lemma 2.3. Given a bounded open set Ω ⊆ R2n, Ω̃ ⊆ Ω open and u ∈ L1(Ω), then

Pε(Eu, Ω̃× R) = Aε(u, Ω̃) = Sε(u, Ω̃).

Proof. The proof follows exactly as the proof of [66, Theorem 3.2]. �

Recall that for any u ∈ BV , its distributional derivative D̃u can be decomposed as the sum
of the two mutually singular measures DuL2n + (Du)s, where Du ∈ L1 and (Du)s is singular
with respect to the Lebesgue measure L2n.

Lemma 2.4. Given a bounded open set Ω ⊆ R2n, Ω̃ ⊆ Ω open and u ∈ BV (Ω), it holds that

Pε(Eu, Ω̃× R) = (Du)s(Ω̃) +

∫

Ω̃

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2 dz.

Proof. Let us define L : C1
c (Ω,R

2n+1) −→ R by

L(g) =

∫

A

(−u div ḡ + 〈X, ḡ〉+ εg2n+1) dz,

where g = (ḡ, g2n+1). L is clearly linear. Moreover, since by Lemma 2.3 Sε(u) < +∞, then L
extends to a linear bounded functional on C0

c (A,R
2n+1). Therefore, by Riesz Theorem (cf. e.g.

[5, Theorem 1.54]) there exists a unique (2n+ 1)-valued finite Radon measure µ such that

L(g) =

∫

A

g · dµ and Sε(u,A) = |µ|(A)

for any g ∈ C1
c (A,R

2n+1). By the uniqueness of such a measure it is easy to see that µ =
(Du+XdL2n, εdL2n), and so

Sε(u,A) = |(Du+XdL2n, εdL2n)|(A).

A trivial computation, together with Lemma 2.3, concludes the proof. �
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3. Geometry of hypersurfaces in (Hn, gε)

Along this section, we fix ε 6= 0 and the metric gε, and write as {Z1, . . . , Z2n, Z2n+1} the
frame {X1, . . . , Xn, Y1, . . . , Yn, εT} to keep a compact notation. We let S ⊆ Hn be an embedded
orientable hypersurface of class C3 with Riemannian unit normal νε. We recall that

(3.1)
2n+1
∑

j=1

(Ziν
ε
j )ν

ε
j = 0

for any i = 1, . . . , 2n+1 for any unitary extension of νε, being (νε1, . . . , ν
ε
2n+1) the coordinates of

νε related to {Z1, . . . , Z2n+1}. Moreover, if we denote by d be the signed Riemannian distance
from S, then d is of class C3 near S, and satisfies the Eikonal equation |∇d| = 1 in a neighbor-
hood of S, where we used the compact notation ∇ = ∇ε. Therefore, νε can be extended to a
suitable neighborhood of S by letting νε = ∇d. With this extension, we have

(3.2) Zi(ν
ε
j ) = Zj(ν

ε
i )

for any i, j = 1, . . . , 2n+ 1 such that either i = 2n+ 1, j = 2n+ 1 or |j − i| 6= n. Finally,

(3.3) Xi(ν
ε
n+i) = Yi(ν

ε
i )−

2νε2n+1

ε
and Yi(ν

ε
i ) = Xi(ν

ε
n+i) +

2νε2n+1

ε
for any i = 1, . . . , n. Hence

(3.4)

2n+1
∑

j=1

(Zjν
ε
i )ν

ε
j = −2

νε2n+1

ε
J(νε)i

for any i = 1, . . . , 2n + 1, where we recall that J(νε) = (−νεn+1, . . . ,−νε2n, νε1, . . . , νεn, 0). We
denote by hε and Hε the associated second fundamental form and mean curvature of S respec-
tively, i.e., for a given p ∈ S, hεp(v, w) = gε(∇vν

ε, w) for any v, w ∈ TpS, and

(3.5) Hε(p) =

2n
∑

i=1

hεp(ei, ei) =

2n
∑

i=1

gε(∇eiν
ε, ei) =

2n+1
∑

i=1

Ziν
ε
i (p)

for any orthonormal basis e1, . . . , e2n of TpS. It is possible to express the norm of hε by

(3.6) |hε|2 =
2n+1
∑

l,s=1

Zs(ν
ε
l )Zl(ν

ε
s) + 4

〈

J(νε),∇
(

νε2n+1

ε

)〉

+ (2n− 2)
(νε2n+1)

2

ε2
+

2

ε2
,

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

(3.7) Ric(νε) + |hε|2 =
2n+1
∑

l,s=1

Zs(ν
ε
l )Zl(ν

ε
s) + 4

〈

J(νε),∇
(

νε2n+1

ε

)〉

+ 4n
(νε2n+1)

2

ε2
.

Let us denote by ∇S and ∆S the gradient and the Laplace-Beltrami operator in (S, gε|S) re-
spectively. A standard computation shows that

|∇Sf |2 = |∇f |2 − gε(∇f, νε)2

∆Sf =
2n+1
∑

i,j=1

gi,jZi(Zjf)−Hεgε(∇f, νε) +
2νε2n+1

ε
〈∇f, J(νε)〉(3.8)

for any f ∈ C2(S), where

(3.9) gi,j = δi,j − νεi ν
ε
j .

In particular, applying (3.8) to νε2n+1 and exploiting (3.7), we infer that

∆S(ν
ε
2n+1) = gε (∇SH

ε, Z2n+1)− νε2n+1

(

Ric(νε, νε) + |hε|2
)

.



12 J. POZUELO AND S. VERZELLESI

4. Interior and global gradient estimates

Throughout this section, we fix ε 6= 0 and the metric gε, and we write as {Z1, . . . , Z2n, Z2n+1}
the orthonormal frame {X1, . . . , Xn, Y1, . . . , Yn, εT}. Moreover, we fix a bounded domain Ω ⊆
R2n and H ∈ C1(Ω). We shall provide interior and global gradient estimates for C3 solutions
to (ε-PMC). Our approach follows the technique developed in [45, 46]. Given u ∈ C3(Ω), we
denote by νε the Riemannian normal to the hypersurface S = graph(u), which can be globally
extended to Ω× R through vertical translations by

(4.1) νε(z, t) = −
2n
∑

i=1

Diu(z) +Xi(z)
√

ε2 + |Du(z) +X(z)|2
Zj|(z,t) +

ε
√

ε2 + |Du(z) +X(z)|2
Z2n+1|(z,t)

for any (z, t) ∈ Ω × R. Moreover, given f ∈ C3(Ω), we can consider f as a C3 function on S
or on Ω×R by letting f(z, u(z)) = f(z) and f(z, t) = f(z) respectively. In particular, it holds
that ∇f = (Df, 0). We begin with the following preliminary result.

Proposition 4.1. Let u ∈ C3(Ω) be a classical solution to (ε-PMC) for H ∈ L∞(Ω) ∩ C1(Ω).
Then

(4.2) ∆Su > −‖H‖∞(|ε|+max
Ω̄

|X|)− 2

|ε| max
Ω

|X|.

Proof. Since Z2n+1u ≡ 0, (4.1) implies that

div

(

Du+X
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2

)

=
∆u

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
+
〈

Du+X,D
(

(ε2 + |Du+X|2)− 1

2

)〉

=
∆u

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
−
∑2n

i,j=1DiDju(Du+X)i(Du+X)j

(ε2 + |Du+X|2) 3

2

=
1

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2

(

2n+1
∑

i=1

ZiZiu−
2n+1
∑

i,j=1

ZiZjuν
ε
i ν

ε
j

)

=
1

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2

(

2n+1
∑

i,j=1

gi,jZiZju

)

,

and hence

H
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2 =
2n+1
∑

i,j=1

gi,jZiZju.

Since u solves (ε-PMC), then our choice of νε in (4.1) implies that Hε = −H . Hence, by (3.8),

∆Su = H
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2 − H
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
〈Du,Du+X〉+ 2

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
〈Du, J(νε)〉

=
H

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
(

ε2 + |Du+X|2 − 〈Du,Du+X〉
)

+
2

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
〈Du, J(νε)〉

=
H

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
(

ε2 + 〈X,Du+X〉
)

− 2
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
〈X, J(νε)〉

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

We are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let Ω̃ and Ω̂ be as in the statement, and let r ∈ (0, d(∂Ω̂, ∂Ω̃)) be fixed.

In this way, B(z0, r) ⋐ Ω̃ for any z0 ∈ Ω̂. Fix then z0 ∈ Ω̂. We set γ1 = ‖u‖L∞(Ω̃) and γ2 =
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‖H‖
C1(Ω̃)

. Let ϕ ∈ C∞(B(z0, r)) be the paraboloid centered at z0 such that ϕ(z0) = u(z0)− 1

and ϕ(z) = γ1 for any z ∈ ∂B(z0, r), and let γ3 = ‖ϕ‖C2(B(z0,r))
. Notice that γ3 = γ3(r, γ1). We

define

η(t) =
(

eKt − 1
)

e−(γ1+γ3)K

for any t ∈ R, where K > 0 is a constant to be chosen later. Notice that η ∈ C∞(R) and

0 6 η((u− ϕ)+(z)) 6 1 for any z ∈ B(z0, r). Since the function Φ : B(z0, r) −→ R defined by

Φ(z) =
ε · η((u− ϕ)+(z))

νε2n+1(z)

is continuous, we can denote by M its maximum over B(z0, r). Moreover, by the choice of ϕ, it
holds that Φ ≡ 0 on ∂B(z0, r) and Φ(z0) > 0. Therefore the maximum M is achieved at some
point z̃ ∈ B(z0, r). Since M > Φ(z0) > 0, then (u − ϕ)+ = u − ϕ locally near z̃ and Φ is of
class C2 in a neighborhood of z̃. In particular,

Ψ(z) := η((u− ϕ)+(z))−M
νε2n+1(z)

ε
6 0

for any z ∈ B(z0, r), and

(4.3) Ψ(z̃) = 0, ∇SΨ(z̃) = 0 and ∆SΨ(z̃) 6 0.

We claim that there exists M0 = M0

(

ε, ‖X‖L∞(Ω)

)

such that, if f ∈ C2(Ω) is any solution to
(ε-PMC) satisfying

(4.4) ‖f‖L∞(B(z0,r)) 6 γ1,

and ϕ, M and z̃ are as above, then M > M0 implies that

(4.5) |∇S(f − ϕ)|2(z̃) > ε2

2
.

Indeed, let (fk)k be a sequence such that

(4.6) Mk > k and |∇S(fk − ϕk)|2(z̃) 6
ε2

2
,

where Mk and z̃k are defined as above. Notice that
√

ε2 + |Dfk +X|2(z̃k) > Φ(z̃k) > k

and, being X bounded over Ω, |Dfk(z̃k)| diverges to +∞ as k → +∞. Moreover, by (3.8),

|∇S(fk − ϕk)|2 = |∇(fk − ϕk)|2 − 〈∇(fk − ϕk), ν
ε〉2

= |Dfk −Dϕk|2 −
〈Dfk −Dϕk, Dfk +X〉2

ε2 + |Dfk +X|2

>
ε2|Dfk −Dϕk|2
ε2 + |Dfk +X|2 .

Hence, since (Dϕk(z̃k))k bounded by (4.4), we get

lim inf
k→+∞

|∇S(fk − ϕk)(z̃k)|2 > lim
k→+∞

ε2|Dfk −Dϕk|2(z̃k)
ε2 + |Dfk +X|2(z̃k)

= ε2,

which contradicts (4.6). We claim that M 6 M0 for suitable choices of K. Indeed, for a fixed
K > 0, assume that M > M0. Hence (4.5) holds. Notice that (u− ϕ)+ = u− ϕ locally around
z̃. Notice that Hε(z, t) = −H(z) for any z ∈ Ω since u solves (ε-PMC), and H is extended
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vertically on Ω × R. Exploiting (1.5), (2.3), (4.2), (4.3) and (4.5), and recalling that u solves
(ε-PMC), we infer that, at z̃,

∆SΨ = ∆S(η(u− ϕ))− M

ε
∆Sν

ε
2n+1

= η′′|∇S(u− ϕ)|2 + η′ (∆Su−∆Sϕ) +
M

ε

(

gε(∇SH, εT ) + νε2n+1

(

Ricε(ν
ε, νε) + |hε|2

) )

= η′′|∇S(u− ϕ)|2 + η′ (∆Su−∆Sϕ) +
Mνε2n+1

ε

(

− gε(∇H, νε) + Ricε(ν
ε, νε) + |hε|2

)

= η′′|∇S(u− ϕ)|2 + η′ (∆Su−∆Sϕ) + η
(

− gε(∇H, νε) + Ricε(ν
ε, νε) + |hε|2

)

>
ε2

2
η′′ − Cη′ − Cη

(4.7)

for some C = C(n, ε, r, γ2, γ3) > 0. Hence, since ∆SΨ(z̃) 6 0 and up to choosing a different
constant C = C(n, ε, r, γ2, γ3) > 0, we conclude that

(4.8) η′′((u− ϕ)(z̃))− Cη′((u− ϕ)(z̃))− C2η((u− ϕ)(z̃)) 6 0.

The choice K = 2C is in contradiction with (4.8), so that, for this choice of K, we must have
M 6M0. Hence

η((u− ϕ)+(z))−M0

νε2n+1(z)

ε
6 0.

Since (u− ϕ)+(z0) = 1, we conclude that

|Du|(z0) 6
√

ε2 + |Du+X|(z0)2 + |X|(z0) 6
M0

η(1)
+ |X|(z0),

whence the thesis follows. �

An approach as in Theorem 1.2 allows to reduce global gradient estimates for solutions to
(ε-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 ∈ C1(Ω) and σ ∈ [0, 1],
and let u ∈ C3(Ω) ∩ C1(Ω) be a solution to

(4.9) div

(

Du+ σX
√

ε2 + |Du+ σX|2

)

= σH(z)

on Ω. Then there exists C = C
(

n, ε, ‖u‖L∞(Ω), ‖H‖C1(Ω), ‖X‖L∞(Ω)

)

> 0, thus independent of

σ ∈ [0, 1], such that

‖Du‖L∞(Ω) 6 C
(

‖Du‖L∞(∂Ω) + 1
)

.

Proof. Let us set γ1 = ‖u‖L∞(Ω). Let η(t) = eK(t−γ1), where K > 0 is a fixed constant to be
chosen later. Notice that

(4.10) e−2Kγ1 6 η(u(z)) 6 1

for any z ∈ Ω. Let Φ : Ω̄ → R be defined by

Φ(z) =
ε(η(u(z))

νε2n+1(z)
.

Since u ∈ C1(Ω), then Φ ∈ C(Ω), so that Φ achieves its maximum M at some point z̃ ∈ Ω.
Suppose first z̃ ∈ Ω. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, and thanks to (4.10), there exists
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M0 = M0

(

ε, ‖X‖L∞(Ω)

)

such that, if f ∈ C2(Ω) is any solution to (ε-PMC) satisfying (4.4),
and M and z̃ are as above, then M >M0 implies that

(4.11) |∇Sf |2(z̃) >
ε2

2
.

Repeating the computations of (4.7), and exploiting (4.11), we get that, for a particular choice
of K = K(n, ε, ‖X‖L∞(Ω), ‖H‖C1(Ω̄)) > 0, it holds M 6M0. Hence, we get that

η(u(z))
√

ε2 + |Du+X|(z)2 6 η(u(z̃))
√

ε2 + |Du+X|(z̃)2 6M0

for any z ∈ Ω, so that, by (4.10),

|Du|(z) 6
√

ε2 + |Du+X|(z)2 + |X|(z) 6M0e
2Kγ1 + ‖X‖L∞(Ω)

for any z ∈ Ω. If instead z̃ ∈ ∂Ω, then

|Du|(z) 6 e2Kγ1η(u(z))
√

ε2 + |Du+X|(z)2 + |X|(z)
6 e2Kγ1η(u(z̃))

√

ε2 + |Du+X|(z̃)2 + ‖X‖L∞(Ω)

6 e2Kγ1
(

|ε|+ ‖Du‖L∞(∂Ω) + ‖X‖L∞(Ω)

)

+ ‖X‖L∞(Ω)

for any z ∈ Ω, whence the thesis follows. �

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

Theorem 4.3 (Global gradient estimates). Let Ω be a bounded domain with boundary of class
C2. Let H ∈ C1(Ω) be such that (1.6) holds. Let ϕ ∈ C2(Ω), ε 6= 0 and σ ∈ [0, 1]. Assume
that there exist a constant γ1 = γ1(n, ε,Ω, ϕ,X,H) > 0, independent of σ ∈ [0, 1], such that
any solution u ∈ C2(Ω) to

(4.12)







div

(

Du+σX√
ε2+|Du+σX|2

)

= σH(z) in Ω

u = σϕ in ∂Ω

satisfies ‖u‖L∞(Ω) 6 γ1. Then there exists C = C
(

n, ε, ‖ϕ‖C2(Ω), γ1, ‖H‖C1(Ω), ‖X‖L∞(Ω)

)

> 0,

thus independent of σ ∈ [0, 1], such that any u ∈ C3(Ω) ∩ C1(Ω) solution to (4.12) satisfies

‖Du‖L∞(Ω) 6 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]. �

5. Existence and regularity of t-graphs

5.1. Existence of minimizers: the non-extremal case. Throughout this subsection we fix
a bounded domain Ω ⊆ R2n with Lipschitz boundary, and we consider H ∈ L∞(Ω) such that
(*) holds and

(***)
∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

Hdz
∣

∣

∣
< P (Ω).

We stress that, even without imposing boundary conditions, (*) is a necessary condition to the
existence of a solution u ∈ C2(Ω) to (ε-PMC) in Ω. More precisely, arguing as in the Euclidean
setting, the following result holds.

Theorem 5.1. Let Ω ⊆ R2n be a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary, let H ∈ Lip(Ω) and
assume that there exists u ∈ C2(Ω) which solves (ε-PMC) in Ω. Then (*) holds.
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For any ϕ ∈ L1(∂Ω), we define the functional Iε : BV (Ω) → R by

(5.1) Iε(v) = Pε(Ev,Ω× R) +

∫

Ω

Hudz +

∫

∂Ω

|v − ϕ| dH2n−1,

where Ev 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 δ > 0 such that

(5.2)
∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω̃

H dz
∣

∣

∣
6 (1− δ)P (Ω̃)

for every measurable set Ω̃ ⊆ Ω.

The proof of the following proposition reproduces the argument of [35, Theorem 1.1].

Proposition 5.3. Let H ∈ L∞(Ω) and assume that (*) and (***) hold. Then Iε has a
minimum in BV (Ω) for every ϕ ∈ L1(∂Ω).

Proof. Let B ⊆ R2n be a ball containing Ω such that the Euclidean distance between ∂Ω and
∂B is positive, and extend H to B by letting H ≡ 0 outside Ω. Fix a function φ ∈ W 1,1

0 (B)
with trace ϕ on ∂Ω. Then minimizing Iε is equivalent to minimize the functional

(5.3) Jε(v) = Pε(Ev,Ω× R) + V ar(v, B \ Ω) +
∫

B

Hv dz

in K = {v ∈ BV (B) : v = φ in B \ Ω}. Indeed, given v0 and v in K with v0 minimum of Jε

and writing u0 = v0|Ω and u = v|Ω, it follows from [41, Remark 2.13] that

Iε(u)− Iε(u0) = Jε(v)− Jε(v0) > 0.

For a given v ∈ K, we define v+, v− ∈ BV (B) by

v+(z) =

{

max{0, v(z)} if z ∈ Ω,

0 otherwise
and v−(z) =

{

max{0,−v(z)} if z ∈ Ω,

0 otherwise
.

Notice that

(5.4) Et := {z ∈ B : v+(z) > t} = {z ∈ Ω : v(z) > t} ⊆ Ω

and

(5.5) Ft := {z ∈ B : v−(z) > t} = {z ∈ Ω : v(z) < −t} ⊆ Ω

for any t > 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

∫

B

H(z)v(z) dz =

∫

Ω

H(z)v+(z) dz −
∫

Ω

H(z)v−(z) dz

=

∫ +∞

0

dt

∫

Ω

χEt
H(z) dz −

∫ +∞

0

dt

∫

Ω

χFt
H(z) dz

> −(1 − δ)

∫ +∞

0

P (Et) dt− (1− δ)

∫ +∞

0

P (Ft) dt

= −(1− δ)

∫ +∞

0

P (Et, B) dt− (1− δ)

∫ +∞

0

P (Ft, B) dt

> −(1 − δ)V ar(v+, B)− (1− δ)V ar(v−, B).
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Therefore, owing again to [41, Remark 2.13],

∫

B

H(z)v(z)dz

> −(1− δ)(V ar(v+,Ω) + V ar(v−,Ω))− (1− δ)

(
∫

∂Ω

|v+| dH2n−1 +

∫

∂Ω

|v−| dH2n−1

)

= −(1− δ)V ar(v,Ω)− (1− δ)

∫

∂Ω

|v| dH2n−1

> −(1− δ)V ar(v,Ω)− (1− δ)

∫

∂Ω

|v − ϕ| dH2n−1 − (1− δ)

∫

∂Ω

|ϕ| dH2n−1

= −(1− δ)V ar(v,Ω)− (1− δ)

∫

∂Ω

|ϕ| dH2n−1

> −(1− δ)V ar(v, B)−
∫

∂Ω

|ϕ| dH2n−1

(5.6)

On the other hand, it holds that

(5.7) Pε(Ev; Ω× R) > V ar(v,Ω)−
∫

Ω

|X| dz.

Indeed, let (vk)k ⊆ W 1,1(Ω) be such that vk → v in L1(Ω). Then, for any fixed k ∈ N, (2.11)
implies that

Pε(Evk ; Ω× R) =

∫

Ω

√

ε2 + |Dvk +X|2 dz >
∫

Ω

|Dvk +X| dz >
∫

Ω

|Dvk| dz −
∫

Ω

|X| dz

Hence, by the lower semicontinuity of V ar(·,Ω) with respect to the L1-convergence, we conclude
that

∫

Ω

|Dv| dz −
∫

Ω

|X| dz 6 lim inf
k→+∞

(
∫

Ω

|Dvk| dz −
∫

Ω

|X| dz,
)

6 lim inf
k→+∞

Pε(Evk ; Ω× R),

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

(5.8) Jε(v) > δV ar(v, B)−
∫

Ω

|X| dz −
∫

∂Ω

|ϕ| dH2n−1

Let {vk} ⊆ K be a minimizing sequence for Jε. By (5.8) and the Poincaré’s inequality, {vk} is
bounded in BV (B), so that, up to a subsequence, there exists v0 ∈ BV (B) such that vk → v0
in L1(B). Noticing that K is a closed with respect to the L1 convergence on B, then v0 ∈ K.
By the lower semicontinuity of the perimeter with respect to L1 convergence, we get that v0 is
a minimizer of Jε and hence Iε has a minimizer in BV (Ω). �

5.2. Variational properties of minimizers. Throughout this subsection, we fix a bounded
domain Ω ⊆ R2n and H ∈ L∞

loc(Ω).

Definition 5.4. We say that a Caccioppoli set E ⊆ Ω×R is a (local) H-minimizer in Ω×R if

(5.9) Pε(E,A) +

∫

E∩A

Hdx 6 Pε(F,A) +

∫

F∩A

Hdx

for any open set A ⋐ Ω × R and any measurable set F such that E∆F ⋐ A, where H(z, t) =
H(z).
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In the following theorem we prove that subgraphs of minimizers of Iε are H-minimizers (cf.
[28] for an exhaustive account of this and related results in the Euclidean setting). Notice that,
if u ∈ BV (Ω) is a minimizer for Iε, then

(5.10)

∫

Ω̃

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2 +
∫

Ω̃

Hudz 6

∫

Ω̃

√

ε2 + |Dv +X|2 +
∫

Ω̃

Hv dz

for any open set Ω̃ ⋐ Ω and any v ∈ BVloc(Ω) such that {u 6= v} ⋐ Ω̃. When u ∈ BVloc(Ω)
satisfies (5.10), we refer to it as (local) H-minimizer. The ambiguity with Definition 5.4 is
motivated by the following result.

Theorem 5.5. Let u ∈ BVloc(Ω). Then u satisfies (5.10) if, and only if, Eu is an H-minimizer
in Ω× R.

Proof. Assume first that u ∈ BVloc(Ω) satisfies (5.10). Let A ⋐ Ω× R be open, and let Ω̃ ⋐ Ω
be an open set such that A ⋐ Ω̃×R. let now F be a measurable set such that F∆Eu ⋐ A. We
can assume without loss of generality that F has finite perimeter in A. Since Eu is a subgraph,
we infer that

lim
t→+∞

χF (z, t) = 0 and lim
t→−∞

χF (z, t) = 1

for a.e. z ∈ Ω. Inspired by [41, Lemma 14.7], we set w ∈ BVloc(Ω) the function

w(z) = lim
k→∞

wk(z) = lim
k→∞

(
∫ k

−k

χF (z, t) dt− k

)

.

We claim that

(5.11) Pε(Ew; Ω̃× R) 6 Pε(F, Ω̃× R)

and

(5.12)

∫

Ω′×R

(χEw
− χF ) dz dt = 0

for any open set Ω′ ⋐ Ω̃. Indeed, assume first that ∃L > 0 such that

(5.13) Ω× (−∞,−L) ⊆ F ⊆ Ω× (−∞, L).

It is clear that −L 6 w 6 L and w(z) = −L +
∫ L

−L
χF (z, t) dt. Let η : R → [0, 1] be a smooth

cut-off function between [−L, L] and [−L− 1, L+ 1]. From a direct computation, we get that
for a.e. z ∈ Ω, it holds

(5.14)

∫

R

χF (z, t)η(t) dt = w(z) + α and

∫

R

χF (z, t)η
′(t) dt = 1,

where α = L+
∫ L

−L−1
η(t) dt. Let g = (g̃, g2n+1) ∈ C1

c (Ω,R
2n+1) be such that |g| 6 1. Let us set

W |(z,t) =
2n
∑

j=1

η(t)gj(z)Zj |(z,t).
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Then W ∈ C1
c (Ω× R, THn) and |W |ε 6 1. Therefore (5.14) implies that

Pε(F,Ω× R) >

∫

Ω×R

χF (z, t) divW (z, t) dt dz

=

∫

Ω

∫

R

χF (z, t) (η(t) div g̃(z)− η′(t)〈g̃(z), X(z)〉+ η′(t)εg2n+1(z)) dt dz

=

∫

Ω

(

div g̃(z)

∫

R

χF (z, t)η(t) dt− 〈g̃(z), X(z)〉
∫

R

χF (z, t)η
′(t) dt

+ εg2n+1

∫

R

χF (z, t)η
′(t) dt

)

dz

=

∫

Ω

(w(z) + α) div g̃(z)− 〈g̃(z), X(z)〉 + εg2n+1(z) dz

=

∫

Ω

w(z) div g̃(z)− 〈g̃(z), X(z)〉 + εg2n+1(z) dz,

where we used the fact that supp(g̃) ⊆ Ω. Hence, assuming (5.13), (5.11) holds by Lemma 2.3.
Moreover,

∫

Ω̃

H(u− w)dz =

∫

Ω̃∩{u>w}

H(u− w)dz −
∫

Ω̃∩{u<w}

H(w − u)dz

=

∫

Ω̃∩{u>w}

H(|Eu(z) ∩ A(z)| − |Ew(z) ∩ A(z)|)dz

−
∫

Ω̃∩{u<w}

H(|Ew(z) ∩ A(z)| − |Eu(z) ∩A(z)|)dz

=

∫

(Ω̃∩{u>w})×R

H(χEu∩A − χEw∩A)dx−
∫

Ω̃∩{u<w}

H(χEw∩A − χEu∩A)dx

=

∫

Ω̃×R

H(χEu∩A − χEw∩A)dx,

(5.15)

where Ev(z) = {t ∈ R : v(z) > t} and A(z) = {t ∈ R : (z, t) ∈ A}. To drop (5.13), one can
argue exactly as in the proof of [41, Theorem 14.8]. Finally, (5.12) follows verbatim 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] Eu is an H-minimizer in Ω×R. Being the converse implication fairly straightforward,
the thesis follows. �

Clearly, since H ∈ L∞
loc(Ω), H-minimizer sets are almost minimizers in the sense of [4] for

suitable anisotropic energies. More precisely, if E is an H-minimizer in Ω × R, Ω̃ ⋐ Ω and
‖H‖L∞(Ω̃) = H0, then

(5.16) Pε(E,A) 6 Pε(F,A) +H0|E∆F |
for any open set A ⋐ Ω̃ × R and any measurable set F ⊆ Ω × R such that E∆F ⋐ 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 Ω̃ ⋐ Ω, there exist c0 = c0(ε) > 0, c1 = c1(ε) > 0, c2 > 0

independent of ε ∈ (0, 1] and r0 > 0 such that for any H-minimizer E, any p ∈ ∂∗E ∩ (Ω̃× R)
and any r < r0, it holds

(5.17) c0r
2n+1 6 min{|E ∩ B(p, r)|, |E \B(p, r)|}
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and

(5.18) c1r
2n 6 Pε(E,B(p, r)) 6 c2r

2n,

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 (Ω) be a minimizer of Iε. Then u ∈ L∞
loc(Ω).

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 Iε. 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 (ε-PMC) holds.

Theorem 5.8. Let H ∈ Liploc(Ω) and u ∈ Liploc(Ω) be a weak solution on Ω to (ε-PMC).
Then u ∈ C2,α

loc (Ω) for any α ∈ (0, 1) and is a classical solution to (ε-PMC). Moreover, if

H ∈ Ck,γ
loc (Ω) for some k > 1 and γ ∈ (0, 1), then u ∈ Ck+2,γ

loc (Ω). Finally, if H ∈ C∞(Ω), then
u ∈ C∞(Ω).

Proof. Let α ∈ (0, 1). Let Ω̃ ⋐ Ω be a bounded domain. It suffices to show that u ∈ C2,α(Ω̃).
For r > 0, set

Ω̃r =

{

z ∈ Ω̃ : min
w∈∂Ω

|z − w| > r

}

.

Given ψ ∈ C∞
c (Ω̃), we can assume that ψ ∈ C∞

c (Ω̃r) for r > 0 small enough. Let v ∈ B(0, r).
Using ψ and ψ(· − v) as test functions the weak formulation of (ε-PMC), we get

(5.19)

∫

Ω̃

〈A(z + v,Du(z + v))−A(z,Du(z)), Dψ(z)〉 dz =
∫

Ω̃

(H(z)−H(z + v))ψ(z) dz,

where

A(z, ξ) =
ξ +X(z)

√

ε2 + |ξ +X(z)|2
.

Fixed z0 ∈ Ω̃r, the fundamental theorem of calculus implies that

(5.20) A(z0 + v,Du(z0 + v))− A(z0, Du(z0)) =

∫ 1

0

d(A(αz0(s))

ds
dt,

where αz0 : [0, 1] → R2n × R2n is given by

αz0(t) = (z0 + tv,Du(z0) + t(Du(z0 + v)−Du(z0))).

Writing uv(z) =
u(z+v)−u(z)

|v|
, it follows from a direct computation that

d(A(αz(t))

dt
= Az(αz(t)) · v + |v|Aξ(αz(t)) ·Duv(z),(5.21)

where Aξ is the matrix with entries (Aξ)ij =
∂Aj

∂zi
given by

(5.22) (Aξ)ij(z, ξ) =
δij(ε

2 + |ξ +X(z)|2)− (ξi +X(z)i)(ξj +X(z)j)

(ε2 + |ξ +X(z)|2) 3

2

.
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We set

Ã(z) =

∫ 1

0

Aξ(αz(t)) dt,

B̃v(z) =

(∫ 1

0

Az(αz(t)) dt

)

· v|v|

H̃v(z) =
H(z)−H(z + v)

|v| .

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

Ω̃

〈Ã(z) ·Duv(z), Dψ(z)〉 dz =
∫

Ω̃

H̃v(z)ψ(z) dz −
∫

Ω̃

〈

B̃v(z), Dψ(z)
〉

dz.

In other words, uv is a weak solution on Ω̃ to the linear equation

div
(

Ã ·Duv
)

− H̃v − div B̃v.

Since H ∈ Lip(Ω̃), the coefficients of Ã, B̃v and H̃v are uniformly bounded with respect to
v. Moreover, since u ∈ Lip(Ω̃), (5.22) implies that Ã is uniformly elliptic on Ω̃. Finally, since

u ∈ Lip(Ω̃), then uv is bounded in L∞(Ω̃) uniformly for v ∈ Br with r > 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 Ω̃, uv is bounded in C0,α(Ω̃) uniformly for v ∈ Br, so that u ∈ C1,α(Ω̃)
and uv ∈ C1,α(Ω̃). In particular, Ã and B̃v are of class C

0,α. Therefore, in view of [37, Theorem

8,32] and up to a smaller Ω̃, uv is bounded in C1,α(Ω̃) uniformly for v ∈ Br, so that u ∈ C2,α(Ω̃).

In particular, u is a classical solution to (ε-PMC). Let k > 1 and assume H ∈ Ck,γ
loc (Ω). Since

u is a weak solution to (ε-PMC), by means of [15, Chapter 12, Theorem 1.1] we infer that, for
any j = 1, . . . , 2n, g := (Du)j is a weak solution to the linear equation

div

(

∂A

∂ξ
(z,Du) ·Dg

)

= DjH − div

(

∂A

∂zj
(z,Du)

)

.

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

5.4. The Dirichlet problem for (ε-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,α(Ω). Arguing exactly as in [38], it suffices to
provide a priori estimates in C1(Ω) for solutions u ∈ C2,α(Ω) to (4.9) with boundary datum ϕ
which are independent of u and σ ∈ [0, 1]. First, by means of Lemma 5.2, uniform estimates
in L∞(Ω) follow as in [38, Proposition 4.4]. Moreover, arguing verbatim as in Theorem 5.8,
any solution u ∈ C2,α(Ω) to (4.9) belongs to C3(Ω) ∩ C1(Ω). Hence, Theorem 4.3 provides
global gradient estimates uniform with respect to σ ∈ [0, 1]. Assume now that H ∈ Lip(Ω),
and denote by H0 its Lipschitz constant. By McShane’s extension theorem, we can suppose
that H ∈ Lip(R2n) with the same Lipschitz constant H0. By a standard mollification argument,
there exists a sequence (Hj)j ⊆ C∞(Ω) such that

(5.23) Hj → H uniformly on Ω and ‖Hj‖C1(Ω) 6 H0 + ‖H‖L∞(Ω) + 1
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for any j ∈ N. SinceH and Ω satisfy (*) and (***), we let δ be as in the statement of Lemma 5.2.
Let us denote by h(Ω) the Cheeger constant of Ω (cf. [47]), that is

h(Ω) = inf

{

P (A)

|A| : A ⊆ Ω, |A| > 0

}

.

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

‖H −Hj‖L∞(Ω) 6
δh(Ω)

2
,

so that

(5.24)
∣

∣

∣

∫

A

Hjdz
∣

∣

∣
6

∣

∣

∣

∫

A

Hdz
∣

∣

∣
+ |A|‖H −Hj‖L∞(Ω) 6

(

1− δ

2

)

P (A)

for any A ⊆ Ω such that |A| 6= 0. On the other hand, by (1.6) and (5.23), there exists
C = C(Ω, ‖H‖L∞(Ω)) > 0 such that, up to a subsequence,

(5.25) |Hj(z0)| 6 H∂Ω(z0)− C

for any z0 ∈ ∂Ω and any j ∈ N. Combining (5.24) and (5.25), from the previous step we get
a solution uj ∈ C2,α(Ω) to (ε-PMC) with boundary datum ϕ and source Hj. Again by (5.23),
(5.24) and (5.25), and following [38, Proposition 4.4], [38, Proposition 4.8] and Theorem 4.3,
(uj)j is uniformly bounded in C1(Ω), so that, by Ascoli-Arzelà Theorem, there exists u ∈ Lip(Ω)
such that uj → u uniformly on Ω. First, notice that u = ϕ on ∂Ω. Finally, a compactness
argument as the forthcoming Theorem 7.4, coupled with Theorem 5.5 and Theorem 5.8, implies
that u ∈ C2,α

loc (Ω) and that u is a classical solution to (ε-PMC), whence the thesis follows. �

5.5. Lipschitz regularity of t-graphs. Throughout this subsection, we fix a bounded domain
Ω ⊆ R2n with Lipschitz boundary and H ∈ C1,γ

loc (Ω) for some γ ∈ (0, 1). We are left to show
that BV -minimizers of Iε are locally Lipschitz continuous.

Proposition 5.9. Let H ∈ C1,γ
loc (Ω) and let u ∈ BV (Ω) be such that Eu is an H-minimizer for

Pε on Ω× R. Then ∂∗Eu is a C3,γ manifold and Hs(∂E \ ∂∗E) = 0 for any s > 2n− 7.

Proof. Let u be as in the statement. Let Ω̃ ⋐ Ω be an open set. Fix α ∈ (0, 1) and let F ⋐ Ω̃×R

be a finite perimeter set such that E∆F ⋐ B(p, r) ⋐ Ω̃× R for some p ∈ Ω̃×R and r ∈ (0, 1).
Taking H0 = ‖H‖L∞(Ω̃), it follows that

Pε(E,B(p, r)) 6 Pε(F,B(p, r)) +H0|E∆F | 6 Pε(F,B(p, r)) +H0wnr
2n+α.

Moreover, for any Caccioppoli set F in Ω× R and any open set A ⊆ Ω× R it holds that

Pε(F,A) =

∫

∂⋆F∩A

|Cε(p)
Tν(p)| dH2n(p) =

∫

∂⋆F∩A

√

〈Mε(p)ν(p), ν(p)〉 dH2n(p),

where Cε is defined in (2.1), Mε(p) = Cε(p)
T · Cε(p) for any p ∈ Ω × R and ν is the measure

theoretic Euclidean unit normal to F . It is easy to check that Mε is uniformly positive definite
and α-Hölder continuous. Then [68, Theorem 1.1] implies that Eu is a manifold of class C1,α

4 ,
and moreover Hs(∂E \ ∂∗E) = 0 for any s > 2n− 7. Fix 0 < α < 1 such that α

4
6 γ. Since S

is C1,α
4 , 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 Φũ(U) := {q − ν(p)ũ(q) : q ∈ U} for a suitable function ũ of
class C1,α

4 . Given v ∈ W 1,1(U), we let A(v) be the area of Φv(U) with respect to the metric gε.
By Theorem 5.5, ũ is a critical point of the functional

(5.26) I(v) = A(v) +

∫

U

H̃v,
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for a suitable H̃ ∈ C
1,α

4

loc (U). Writing A in local coordinates, and writing the Euler-Lagrange
equation associated to (5.26) for ũ, one can argue exactly as in the proof of Theorem 5.8 to

conclude that ũ ∈ C2,β
loc (U) for any β ∈ (0, 1). Since H̃ ∈ C1,γ

loc (U), the thesis follows as in
Theorem 5.8. �

Let π : Hn → Ω be the projection on the first 2n components and u ∈ BV (Ω). We denote

(5.27) Ωu,0 = π(∂Eu \ ∂⋆Eu).

We say that S ⊆ Hn is locally a Y1-graph around p = (x̄1, . . . , x̄n, ȳ1, . . . , ȳn, t̄) ∈ S if there
exists a neighborhood U ⊆ R2n of w̄ = (x̄1, . . . , x̄n, ȳ2, . . . , ȳn, t̄ + x̄1ȳ1) ∈ R2n and a function
ϕ ∈ C(U) such that

S = {(x1, . . . , xn, ϕ(w), y2, . . . , yn, t− x1ϕ(w)) : w = (x1, . . . , xn, y2, . . . , yn, t) ∈ U}
(cf. [30]). Identifying R2n with the hyperplane {y1 = 0} ⊆ Hn, we follow [6, 7] and consider the
vector fields on U given by

(5.28) W ϕ,ε
1 =

∂

∂x1
+ 2ϕT |U , W ϕ,ε

j = Xj |U , W ϕ,ε
n+j−1 = Yj|U and W ϕ,ε

2n = εT |U ,

where j = 2, . . . , n. We denote by
(

W ϕ,ε
j

)⋆
the adjoint operator ofW ϕ,ε

j with respect to L2(R2n),
we write W ϕ,ε = (W ϕ,ε

1 , . . . ,W ϕ,ε
2n ) and we let Cϕ

ε be the coefficient matrix associated to the
family W ϕ,ε. Notice that for any j = 2, . . . , 2n, it holds that

(5.29) (W ϕ,ε
1 )⋆ φ = −W ϕ,ε

1 φ− 2φT |Uϕ and
(

W ϕ,ε
j

)⋆
φ = −W ϕ,ε

j φ.

and hence
(

W ϕ,ε
j

)⋆
W ϕ,ε

2n = −W ϕ,ε
2n W

ϕ,ε
j .

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

Lemma 5.10. Let u ∈ BV (Ω) be such that Eu is an H-minimizer for Pε on Ω × R, and set
S = graph(u). Assume that S is the Y1-graph of ϕ ∈ C2(U), where U ⊆ R2n. Then

(5.30) −
2n
∑

j=1

∫

U

W ϕ,ε
j ϕ

(

W ϕ,ε
j

)⋆
ψ

√

1 + |W ϕ,εϕ|2
dw =

∫

U

H(x1, , . . . , xn, ϕ(w), y2, . . . , yn)ψ dw

for any ψ ∈ C∞
c (U).

Proposition 5.11. Let H ∈ C1,γ
loc (Ω) and let u ∈ BV (Ω) be such that Eu is an H-minimizer

for Pε on Ω× R. Then u ∈ C3,γ
loc (Ω \ Ωu,0) and Hs(Ωu,0) = 0 for any s > 2n− 7.

Proof. Let z = (x̄, ȳ) ∈ Ω\Ωu,0, where x̄ = (x̄1, . . . , x̄n) and ȳ = (ȳ1, . . . , ȳn). By Proposition 5.9,
S = graph(u) is a hypersurface of class C3,γ near p = (z, u(z)), and Hs(Ωu,0) = 0 for any
s > 2n − 7. Hence it suffices to show that gε(T, ν

ε) 6= 0 on Ω \ Ωu,0, where ν
ε is the outer

unit normal of S. Indeed, assume by contradiction that gε(T, ν
ε(p)) = 0. Then νε(p) ∈ Hp,

and so p is non-characteristic, since otherwise νε(p) ∈ Hp = TpS. Therefore, by the implicit
function theorem for intrinsic graphs (cf. [30, Theorem 6.5]) S is, locally near p, a Y1-graph
with respect to a continuous function ϕ defined on an open neighborhood U ⊆ R2n of w̄ =
(x̄1, . . . , x̄n, ȳ2, . . . , ȳn, t̄ + x̄1ȳ1). Moreover, arguing as in [57, Proposition 6.1], ϕ ∈ C3,γ(U).
Since S is a t-graph vertical at p, up to choosing a smaller U , we infer that

(5.31) T |Uϕ(w̄) = 0 and T |Uϕ(w) > 0

for any w ∈ U . If W ϕ,ε is defined as in (5.28), in the following we drop the superscript for
the sake of clarity. Taking ψ = W2nψ in (5.30) and using (5.29) and the definition of adjoint
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operator, we infer that
∫

U

∂H

∂y1
W2nϕψ dw = −

∫

U

HW2nψ dw

=

2n
∑

j=1

∫

U

WjϕW
⋆
j

(

W2nψ
)

√

1 + |Wϕ|2
dw

=

2n
∑

j=1

∫

U

W2n

(

Wjϕ
√

1 + |Wϕ|2

)

Wjψ dw

=

2n
∑

j,k=1

∫

U

{

W2n

(

Wjϕ
)

√

1 + |Wϕ|2
− W2n

(

Wkϕ
)

WkϕWjϕ

(1 + |Wϕ|2) 3

2

}

Wjψ dw.

Setting g = W2nϕ, we get

0 =
2n
∑

j,k=1

∫

U

{(

W ⋆
j g

√

1 + |Wϕ|2
− W ⋆

k gWkϕWjϕ

(1 + |Wϕ|2) 3

2

)

Wjψ +
∂H

∂y1
gψ

}

dw,

that can be rewritten as
∫

U

Wψ · A · (Wg)T + 〈Wψ,B〉g − ∂H

∂y1
gψ dw = 0,

where A = (Ajk)jk and B = (Bj)j are defined by

Ajk =
(1 + |Wϕ|2) δjk −WjϕWkϕ

(1 + |Wϕ|2) 3

2

and Bj = 2T |UϕAj1

for any j, k = 1, . . . , 2n. Since Wϕ is continuous, an easy computation shows that, up to
choosing a smaller U , there exists α > 0 such that ξ ·A(w) · ξT > α|ξ|2 for any w ∈ U and any
ξ ∈ R2n. Moreover, as Wf = Df · Cϕ,ε for any f ∈ C1(U), we infer that

∫

U

Dψ · Ã · (Dg)T + 〈Dψ, B̃〉g − ∂H

∂y1
gψ dw = 0,

where

Ã = Cϕ,ε · A · (Cϕ,ε)T and B̃ = B · (Cϕ,ε)T .

Being Cϕ,ε(w) invertible and continuous in w, up to restricting U there exists α̃ > 0 such that

ξ · Ã · ξT = ξ · Cϕ,ε · A · (Cϕ,ε)T · ξT = ξ · Cϕ,ε · A · (ξ · Cϕ,ε)T > α|ξ · Cϕ,ε|2 > α̃|ξ|2

on U for any ξ ∈ R2n. Hence Ã 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 |Uϕ ≡ 0 on U . In particular, gε(T, ν

ε) = 0 in a
neighborhood O of p and H2n−1(V ) > 0, where V = π(O). Arguing verbatim as in [41, page
169], it follows that V ⊆ Ωu,0, which is a contradiction with H2n−1(Ωu,0) = 0. �

Proposition 5.12. Let H ∈ C1,γ
loc (Ω) and let u ∈ BV (Ω) be such that Eu is an H-minimizer

for Pε on Ω× R. Then u ∈ W 1,1(Ω).

Proof. By Proposition 5.11, u ∈ C3,γ(Ω \ Ωu,0) and H2n−1(Ωu,0) = 0, where Ωu,0 is defined in

(5.27). Let D̃u be the distributional derivatives of u, and consider the decomposition D̃u =



t-GRAPHS OF PRESCRIBED MEAN CURVATURE IN HEISENBERG GROUPS 25

DuL2n + (Du)s as in Lemma 2.4. It is enough to show that (Du)s ≡ 0. Since in particular
u ∈ W 1,1

loc (Ω \ Ωu,0), (2.11) combined with Lemma 2.4 implies that

Pε(Eu, Ω̃× R) =

∫

Ω̃

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2 dz + (Du)s(Ω̃)

=

∫

Ω̃\Ωu,0

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2 dz + (Du)s(Ω̃)

= Pε(Eu, (Ω̃ \ Ωu,0)× R) + (Du)s(Ω̃),

so that

(Du)s(Ω̃) = Pε(Eu, (Ω̃ ∩ Ωu,0)× R).

Arguing as in Proposition 5.7, there exists L > 0 such that ∂⋆Eu ∩ (Ω̃ × R) ⊆ Ω̃ × [−L, L].
Therefore, exploiting (2.7), there exists C̃ > 0 such that

(Du)s(Ω̃) 6 C̃P (Eu, (Ω̃ ∩ Ωu,0)× R) = C̃H2n(∂∗Eu ∩ (Ω̃ ∩ Ωu,0)× R)

6 2C̃LH2n−1(Ωu,0) = 0. �

Proposition 5.13. Let Ω ⊆ R2n be a bounded domain with Lipschitz continuous boundary and
let H ∈ C1,γ

loc (Ω) for some γ ∈ (0, 1). Let u ∈ BV (Ω) be such that Eu is an H-minimizer for Pε

on Ω× R. then u ∈ Liploc(Ω).

Proof. Fix z0 ∈ Ω. Let r0 > 0 small enough to ensure that Br0 = B(z0, r0) ⋐ Ω. We claim that
there exists r ∈ (r, r0) such that (*), (***) and (1.6) hold for Br = B(z0, r). Indeed, setting
H0 = ‖H‖L∞(Br0

), then
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

A

H dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 H0|A|

for any r ∈ (0, r0) and any measurable set A ⊆ Br. Therefore, recalling that

h(Br) =
P (Br)

|Br|
=

1

r

r0P (Br0)

|Br0|
(cf. [47]), the claim concerning (*) and (***) follows by taking r <

r0P (Br0
)

H0|Br0
|
. Regarding (1.6), it

suffices to see that H∂Br
= 2n−1

r
, so that H∂Br

can be made arbitrarily big as r becomes small.
Given w ∈ W 1,1(Br), we consider the extension of w to a function w̃ ∈ BV (Ω) by letting w̃ ≡ u
on Ω \ Br. In particular, u and w̃ share the same trace on ∂Ω. Using that u ∈ W 1,1(Ω) is
such that Eu is an H-minimizer for Pε on Ω × R and (2.8), we infer that u|Br

minimizes the
functional

(5.32) I(w) =

∫

Br

√

ε2 + |Dw +X|2 dz +
∫

Br

Hwdz +

∫

∂Br

|u− w|dH2n−1

in W 1,1(Br). Since H2n−1(Ωu,0) = 0 by Proposition 5.11, we can take a sequence of open sets
(Ωk)k such that Ωu,0 ⊆ Ωk+1 ⊆ Ωk ⊆ Ω for any k ∈ N, Ωu,0 =

⋂

k∈NΩk andH2n−1(Ωk∩∂Br) → 0

as k → ∞. For any k ∈ N, let ϕk ∈ C2,γ(Br) be such that ϕk ≡ u on ∂Br \ Ωk and

(5.33) sup
∂Br

|ϕk| 6 2 sup
∂Br

|u|.

We apply Theorem 1.3 to get a classical solution vk ∈ C2(Br) to (ε-PMC) such that vk ≡ ϕk

on ∂Br for any k ∈ N. In particular, being Iε convex in W 1,1(Br), we infer that vk minimizes
the functional

(5.34) Ik(w) =

∫

Br

√

ε2 + |Dw +X|2 dz +
∫

Br

Hwdz +

∫

∂Br

|ϕk − w|dH2n−1
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in W 1,1(Br). Thanks to Lemma 5.2 we can apply [38, Proposition 4.4] which, together with
(5.33), implies that (vk)k is uniformly bounded in L∞(Br). By Theorem 5.8, vk ∈ C3,γ

loc (Br), and
by Theorem 1.2 the sequence (vk)k is locally uniformly bounded in Lip(Br). By Ascoli-Arzelà
Theorem, there exists v ∈ Liploc(Br) such that, up to a subsequence, vk → v locally uniformly
on Br. Since (vk)k is uniformly bounded in L∞(Br) 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 ∈ W 1,1(Br). Let
us check that v is a minimum of I in W 1,1(Br). Let y ∈ ∂Br be a regular point for u, k big
enough so that y ∈ ∂B \ Ωk and V a neighborhood of y in ∂Br. Let ϕ± ∈ C2,γ(Br) be such
that

ϕ± = u in V and ϕ− 6 ϕk 6 ϕ+ in ∂Br,

and let v± be the solutions to the Dirichlet problem in Br with boundary datum ϕ±. Then,
using the maximum principle [37, Theorem 10.7], we get v− 6 vk 6 v+, and v = u at regular
points of u, which together with H2n−1(Ωu,0) implies that u and v have the same trace on
∂Br. Moreover, by the lower semicontinuity, the local uniform convergence of vh → v and that
ϕk → u in L1(∂Br), we get

I(v) 6 lim inf
k→+∞

Ik(vk) 6 lim inf
k→+∞

Ik(w) = I(w)

for any w ∈ W 1,1(Br). Therefore, u and v are minimizers in W 1,1(Br) of the functional I.
Recalling that u − v ∈ W 1,1

0 (Br), the conclusion easily follows by the strict convexity of the
functional. �

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

Theorem 5.14. Let Ω ⊆ R2n be a bounded domain with Lipschitz continuous boundary and let
H ∈ C1,γ

loc (Ω)∩L∞(Ω) for some γ ∈ (0, 1). Assume that (*) and (***) holds. Then there exists

u ∈ C3,γ
loc (Ω)∩W 1,1(Ω) which minimizes Iε and solves (ε-PMC). Moreover, if H ∈ C∞(Ω) then

u ∈ C∞(Ω).

5.6. Existence of minimizers: the extremal case. Throughout this subsection we fix
H ∈ Lip(Ω) ∩ C1,γ

loc (Ω) for some γ ∈ (0, 1). To deal with solutions to (ε-PMC) in the extremal
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 : Ω −→ [−∞,+∞] is a generalized H-minimizer
for Pε on Ω× R if (5.9) holds.

According to the notation introduced in [41], if u : Ω −→ [−∞,+∞] is a measurable function
we set

(5.35) N+ = {z ∈ Ω : u(z) = +∞} and N− = {z ∈ Ω : u(z) = −∞}.
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 (N±, A)±
∫

N±∩A

H dz 6 P (F,A)±
∫

F∩A

H dz

for any open set A ⋐ Ω and any measurable set F ⊆ Ω such that N+∆F ⋐ A.

Proof. Let us check this property for N+, being the case N− analogous. For any j ∈ N, set
uj = u− j. Then uj converges almost everywhere to

v(z) =

{

+∞ if z ∈ N+

−∞ 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), Ev is
an H-minimizer as in (5.9). Assume by contradiction that there exists an open set A ⋐ Ω, a
measurable set F such that N+∆F ⋐ A and δ > 0 such that

P (F ;A) +

∫

F∩A

H dz 6 P (N+;A) +

∫

N+∩A

H dz − δ.

Given L > 0, we set AL = A× [−L, L] and A2L = A× (−2L, 2L), and

FL =

{

F × R in AL

N+ × R otherwise.

Then, using (2.8), we have

Pε(FL;A2L) +

∫

FL∩A2L

H dx 6 4

∫

Ω

√

ε2 + |X|2 dz + 2LP (N+, A) + 2LP (F ;A)

+ 2L

∫

N+∩A

H dz + 2L

∫

F∩A

H dz

6 4

∫

Ω

√

ε2 + |X|2 dz + 4LP (N+;A) + 4L

∫

F+∩A

H dz − 2Lδ

= Pε(Ev;A2L) +

∫

Ev∩A2L

H dx+ 4

∫

Ω

√

ε2 + |X|2 dz − 2Lδ

< Pε(Ev;A2L) +

∫

Ev∩A2L

H dx,

where the last strict inequality follows provided that L > 2
δ

∫

Ω

√

ε2 + |X|2 dz. Being Ev an
H-minimizer, a contradiction follows. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us assume (**), since otherwise the thesis follows by Theorem 5.14.
Let (εj)j ⊆ (0, 1) be such that εj ց 0 as j → ∞. Let (Ωj)j be a sequence of open domains with
Lipschitz boundary such that Ωj ⋐ Ωk ⋐ Ω for any j < km

⋃∞
j=0Ωj = Ω and P (Ωj) → P (Ω)

as j → ∞ (cf. [63]). By hypothesis
∣

∣

∣

∫

Ωj

H
∣

∣

∣
< P (Ωj)

for any j ∈ N. Hence, for any fixed boundary datum ϕj ∈ L1(∂Ωj), Proposition 5.3 implies
the existence of uj ∈ BV (Ωj) which minimizes Iε on Ωj . In view of Theorem 5.5, Euj

is an
Hj-minimizer for Pεj on Ωj × R. Arguing as in [40, 48], up to vertical translations we assume
that

(5.37) min{|{z ∈ Ωj : uj(z) 6 0}|, {z ∈ Ωj : uj(z) > 0}|} >
|Ω|
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 Pε on Ω×R as in Definition 5.15 such that uj → u
almost everywhere on Ω. We are left to show that u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω). Indeed, in this case, since
Eu is a Caccioppoli set, Lemma 2.3 would imply that u ∈ BVloc(Ω), whence Proposition 5.13
and Theorem 5.8 guarantee the requested regularity. To show that u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω), we let N+ and
N− be as in (5.35). We claim that |N+| = |N−| = 0. In this case, arguing verbatim as in
[42, Proposition 16.7], volume density estimates as in Proposition 5.6 allow to conclude that
u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω). 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−| = |Ω|. Being the latter possibility in contradiction
with (5.37), we conclude that |N+| = 0, from which the thesis follows. �
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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 Ω for which (ε-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 ∈ C2(Ω) solves (ε-PMC) in Ω, then

∫

Ωt

H dz =

∫

Ωt

div

(

Du+X
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2

)

dz =

∫

∂Ωt

〈νt, Du+X〉
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
dH2n−1,

so that
∫

Ω

H dz = lim
t→0+

∫

∂Ωt

〈νt, Du+X〉
√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
dH2n−1.

To show uniqueness, assume that u, v ∈ C2(Ω) satisfy (ε-PMC) in Ω. Up to changing the sign of
u and v, we can assume that

∫

Ω
H dz > 0. Being (ε-PMC) invariant under vertical translations,

we fix z0 ∈ Ω and we assume that v(z0) = u(z0). In order to simplify the notation, we let

Wεu =
Du+X

√

ε2 + |Du+X|2
,

and Wεv accordingly. Notice in particular that |Wεu|, |Wεv| 6 1. Notice that, for any ϕ ∈
Lip(Ω) such that ϕ > 0 on Ω, and for any sufficiently small t ∈ (0, 1), it holds that
∫

Ωt

〈Wεu−Wεv,Dϕ〉 dz =
∫

∂Ωt

ϕ (〈νt,Wεu〉 − 〈νt,Wεv〉) dz >
∫

∂Ωt

ϕ (〈νt,Wεu〉 − 1) dz.

For any k > 0, let ϕk = max{0,min{v − u, k}}. Then ϕk ∈ Lip(Ω), ϕk > 0 on Ω and
〈Wεu−Wεv,Dϕk〉 6 0 on Ω, so that

0 >

∫

Ωt

〈Wεu−Wεv,Dϕk〉 dz > −k
(

P (Ωt)−
∫

∂Ωt

〈νt,Wεu〉 dz
)

.

Therefore, in view of (iii), we let first t→ 0+ and then k → ∞ to obtain

(6.1)

∫

Ω

〈Wεu−Wεv,Dϕ〉 dz = 0,

where ϕ := max{0, v − u} verifies again 〈Wεu−Wεv,Dϕ〉 6 0 on Ω. Hence (6.1) implies that
〈Wεu −Wεv,Dϕ〉 = 0 on Ω. In view of the definition of ϕ, a simple computation shows that
Dϕ = 0 on Ω, so that ϕ(z) = ϕ(z0) = 0 for any z ∈ Ω. Hence we conclude that u ≡ v on Ω. �

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 Ω ⊆ R2n with Lipschitz boundary and H ∈ L∞

loc(Ω). It
is well-known (cf. e.g. [16, 38]) that (ε-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 ∈ W 1,1(Ω) is a weak solution to (H-PMC).
A standard variational argument, together with [66, Theorem 3.2] shows that

(7.1)

∫

Ω̃

|Du+X|+
∫

Ω̃

Hudz 6

∫

Ω̃

|Dv +X|+
∫

Ω̃

Hv dz
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for any open set Ω̃ ⋐ Ω and any v ∈ BVloc(Ω) such that {u 6= v} ⋐ Ω̃, where, following [66], we
have set

(7.2)

∫

Ω̃

|Dv +X| := PH(Ev, Ω̃× R)

for any open set Ω̃ ⋐ Ω and any v ∈ BVloc(Ω). A function u ∈ BVloc(Ω) satisfying (7.1) is
called a H-minimizer for PH. 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 Eu

of an H-minimizer satisfies

(7.3) PH(Eu, A) +

∫

Eu∩A

H dz 6 PH(F,A) +

∫

F∩A

H dz

for any open set A ⋐ Ω × R and any measurable set F such that E∆F ⋐ A. On the other
hand, a truncation argument as in [41, Theorem 14.8] implies that if Eu satisfies (7.3), then u
is an H-minimizer for PH. We stress that, in light of [66, Theorem 1.2], the sub-Riemannian
area functional in (7.2) is finite. Therefore, for any ϕ ∈ L1(∂Ω), we define the functional
IH : BV (Ω) → R by

IH(v) = PH(Ev,Ω× R) +

∫

Ω

Hudz +

∫

∂Ω

|v − ϕ|dH2n−1.

Proposition 7.1. Let H ∈ L∞(Ω) and assume that (*) and (***) hold. Then IH has a
minimum in BV (Ω) ∩ L∞

loc(Ω) for every ϕ ∈ L1(∂Ω).

Proof. Let B ⊆ R2n be a ball containing Ω such that the Euclidean distance between ∂Ω and
∂B is positive, and extend H to B by letting H ≡ 0 outside Ω. As done in the proof of
Proposition 5.3, minimizing IH is equivalent to minimize

JH(v) = PH(Ev,Ω× R) + V ar(v, B \ Ω) +
∫

B

Hvdz

in K = {v ∈ BV (B) : v = φ in B \ Ω}, where φ is a fixed function in W 1,1
0 (B) with trace ϕ on

∂Ω. Let (εj)j ⊆ (0, 1) be such that εj ց 0 as j → ∞. Let vj be a minimizer of the functional
Jεj defined in (5.3). By (5.8) and (2.7), we have

δV ar(vj, B) 6 Jε(vj)+ C̃ 6 Jεj(φ)+ C̃ 6 C ′P (Eφ,Ω×R)+V ar(φ,B \Ω)+
∫

B

Hφdz+ C̃,

where C̃ =
∫

Ω
|X|dz+

∫

∂Ω
|ϕ|dH2n−1 and C ′ = C ′(Ω). Hence, arguing as in Proposition 5.3 (vj)j

is bounded in BV (B) and it converges in L1(B) to v0 ∈ K. By (2.9), v0 is a minimizer of JH,
whence IH has a minimizer in BV (Ω). 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 u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω). �

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 : Ω −→ [−∞,+∞] is a generalized H-minimizer for
PH on Ω× 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 (N±, A)±
∫

N±∩A

H dz 6 P (F,A)±
∫

F∩A

H dz

for any open set A ⋐ Ω and any measurable set F ⊆ Ω such that N+∆F ⋐ 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 (εj)j ⊆ (0, 1) be such that εj ց 0 as j → ∞. Let (Ωj)j be a sequence of
open sets such that Ωj ⋐ Ωk ⋐ Ω for any j < k and

⋃∞
j=0Ωj = Ω. Let (Hj)j ⊆ L∞(Ω) be such

that Hj → H uniformly on Ω. For any j ∈ N, assume that uj ∈ BVloc(Ωj) is such that Euj

is an Hj-minimizer for Pεj on Ωj × R (cf. Definition 5.4). Then, up to a subsequence, (uj)j
converges almost everywhere to a generalized H-minimizer for PH on Ω×R. If in addition Eu

is a Caccioppoli set, then

(7.5) Pεj(Euj
, ·)⇀∗ PH(Eu, ·)

locally on Ω× R.

Proof. We set Ej = Euj
and Pεj = Pj for any j ∈ N. First we show that there exists an

H-Caccioppoli set E on Ω× R such that, up to a subsequence,

(7.6) χEj
→ χE

in L1(A′) for any open set A′ ⋐ Ω×R. Since Ā′ is compact, there exists k ∈ N, p1, . . . , pk ∈ A′,

r1, . . . , rk > 0 and Ω̃ ⋐ Ω such that

Ā′ ⋐

k
⋃

i=1

B(pi, ri) ⋐ Ω̃× R.

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

PH

(

Ej,
k
⋃

i=1

B(pi, ri)

)

6 Pεj

(

Ej ,
k
⋃

i=1

B(pi, ri)

)

6

k
∑

i=1

Pεj (Ej, B(pi, ri)) 6 c2

k
∑

i=1

r2ni .

Hence we can apply Proposition 2.2 to infer the existence of a finite H-perimeter set F in Ā′

such that, up to a subsequence, χEj
→ χF in L1(A′). Taking a sequence of relative compact

sets that covers Ω × R and using a standard diagonal argument, (7.6) follows. Thanks to [41,
Lemma 16.3], E = Eu for a measurable function u : Ω −→ [−∞,+∞], and moreover, up to a
subsequence, uj → u almost everywhere on Ω. Arguing as above,

sup
j∈N

Pj(Ej , K) <∞

for any K ⋐ Ω × R. Therefore, [5, Theorem 1.59] implies the existence of a (2n + 1)-valued
Radon measure µ on Ω × R and a scalar Radon measure λ on Ω × R such that, up to a
subsequence,

(7.7) DjχEj
⇀∗ µ and Pj(Ej , ·)⇀∗ λ

locally on Ω× R as j → ∞. We claim that

(7.8) µ = (DHχE, 0).

Indeed, fix K ⋐ Ω× R and g ∈ C1
c (K,R

2n+1), and set

Vj =
n
∑

i=1

(giXi + gn+iYi) + g2n+1εjT =: V + g2n+1εjT.
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Then, since χEj
→ χE in L1

loc(Ω× R), we infer that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

K

g · dDjχEj
−
∫

K

g · d(DHχE, 0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

K∩Ej

div Vj dx−
∫

K∩E

div V dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

∫

K∩(E∆Ej)

| div V | dx+ εj

∫

K

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂g2n+1

∂t

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx

6 |K ∩ (E∆Ej)|‖ div V ‖L∞(K) + εj|K|
∥

∥

∥

∥

∂g2n+1

∂t

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞(K)

→ 0

as j → ∞. An easy approximation argument allows to extend the previous convergence to any
g ∈ C0

c (K,R
2n+1), thus proving (7.8). Therefore, combining (7.7), (7.8) and [5, Proposition

1.62], we conclude that

(7.9) PH(E, ·) 6 λ(·).
Let A be an open set such that A ⋐ Ω×R, and let F be a Caccioppoli set on Ω×R such that
F∆E ⋐ A. We claim that

(7.10) PH(E,A) +

∫

E∩A

H dx 6 PH(F,A) +

∫

F∩A

H dx.

For any j ∈ N, Let Aj be an open set with Lipschitz boundary such that E∆F ⋐ A0 ⋐ Aj ⋐

Aj+1 ⋐ A and
⋃

j∈NAj = A. Up to a further subsequence, we assume that χEj
→ χE almost

everywhere on Ω× R. This fact allows to choose (Aj)j in such a way that

(7.11) χEj
→ χE

H2n-almost everywhere on ∂Aj . Moreover, being Ej and F are Caccioppoli sets,

(7.12) H2n(∂∗Ej ∩ ∂Aj) = 0 and H2n(∂∗F ∩ ∂Aj) = 0

for any j ∈ N. For any j ∈ N, we define Fj := (F ∩ Aj) ∪ (Ej \ Aj). It is clear that Fj is a
Caccioppoli set such that Fj∆Ej ⋐ Aj ⋐ A. Therefore in particular

(7.13) Fj ∩ (Aj \ A0) = Ej ∩ (Aj \ A0).

Notice that, thanks to (2.7),(7.11) and (7.12) and arguing as in [50, Theorem 21.14],

(7.14) lim
j→∞

Pj(Fj, ∂Aj) = 0.

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

Pj(Ej , A) +

∫

Ej∩A

Hj dx 6 Pj(Fj , A) +

∫

Fj∩A

Hj dx

= Pj(Fj, Aj) + Pj(Fj , ∂Aj) + Pj(Fj , A \ Aj) +

∫

Fj∩A

Hj dx

= Pj(F,Aj) + Pj(Fj , ∂Aj) + Pj(Ej, A \ Aj) +

∫

Fj∩A

Hj dx

6 Pj(F,A) + Pj(Fj , ∂Aj) + Pj(Ej, A \ Aj) +

∫

Fj∩A

Hj dx,

which implies that

Pj(Ej , Aj) +

∫

Ej∩A

Hj dx 6 Pj(F,A) + Pj(Fj , ∂Aj) +

∫

Fj∩A

Hj dx.
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Therefore, exploiting Proposition 2.1 together with (7.6) and (7.13), we can pass to the limit
and obtain

λ(A) +

∫

E∩A

H dx 6 PH(F,A) +

∫

F∩A

H dx.

Notice that (7.9) allows to achieve (7.10). Finally, if Eu is a Caccioppoli set, then we can choose
F = E in the previous inequality, so that, recalling (7.9), (7.5) follows. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Being the non-extremal case already covered by (7.1), we can assume
(**). Let (εj)j and (Ωj)j be as in the statement of Theorem 7.4. Assume in addition that
P (Ωj) → P (Ω) as j → ∞. Assume that, for any j ∈ N, Ωj has Lipschitz boundary. By
hypothesis

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω̃j

H
∣

∣

∣
< P (Ωj)

for any j ∈ N. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.3, there exists a sequence (Hj)j ⊆ C∞(Ω)
such that

Hj → H uniformly on Ω and ‖Hj‖C1(Ω) 6 H0 + ‖H‖L∞(Ω) + 1

for any j ∈ N, being H0 the Lipschitz constant of H on Ω. Arguing again as in the proof of
Theorem 1.3, up to a subsequence each Hj satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition 5.3 on Ωj .
Hence, for any j ∈ N, there exists uj ∈ BV (Ωj) which minimizes Iεj , with source Hj, for any
j ∈ N. In view of Theorem 5.5, Euj

is an Hj-minimizer for Pεj on Ωj × R. Arguing as in
the proof of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 7.4 implies the existence of a generalized H-minimizer for
PH on Ω as in Definition 7.2 such that, up to vertical translations, uj → u almost everywhere
on Ω. 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 u ∈ L∞

loc(Ω). Hence,
being Eu an H-Caccioppoli set, then [66, Theorem 1.2] implies that u ∈ BVloc(Ω). In this case,
Eu is a Caccioppoli set, so that (7.5) follows. �

7.2. An application to the sub-Riemannian second variation formula. Let S = ∂E be
a smooth non-characteristic hypersurface, let A ⊆ Hn be an open set such that A∩S 6= ∅, and
let ξ ∈ C∞

c (A). Then it is well-known (cf. e.g. [53, 54]) that

d2

dt2
|∂Et|H(A)

∣

∣

∣

t=0
=

∫

S

(

|∇H,Sξ|2 − ξ2
(

q − (HH)2
))

d|∂E|H,

where

(7.15) q =
2n
∑

h,k=1

Zh(ν
H
k )Zk(ν

H
h ) + 4〈J(νH),∇H(TdH)〉+ 4n(TdH)2

and where by Et we mean a smooth variation along the vector field ξνH. Observe that q does
not depend on the chosen unitary extension of νH|S. Here d|∂E|H is the horizontal perimeter
measure, dH is the horizontal Carnot-Carathéodory distance defined in (2.4), ∇H is the hori-
zontal gradient, ∇H,S is the horizontal tangential gradient of S and HH is the horizontal mean
curvature of S (cf. [23]). In the following theorem, we recover the interpretation of q given in
[65, 33] as the limit of |hε|2 + Ricε(ν

ε) as ε → 0, using the fact that the family of Riemannian
structures (Hn, gε) approximate in a suitable sense the sub-Riemannian manifold (Hn, 〈·, ·〉) (cf.
[14]). Notice that both terms |hε|2 and Ricε(ν

ε) diverge, while the sum is controlled thanks to
(3.7).

Theorem 7.5. Let S = ∂E be a hypersurface of class C3. Then

lim
ε→0

(

|hε|2 + Ricε(ν
ε)
)

= q

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

νε =
νH

√

1 + ε2(TdH)2
+

εTdH
√

1 + ε2(TdH)2
εT.

Therefore, noticing that

lim
ε→0

νεj = νHj and lim
ε→0

νε2n+1

ε
= TdH

locally uniformly for any j = 1, . . . , 2n, and moreover

lim
ε→0

Ziν
ε
j = Ziν

H
j and lim

ε→0
Z2n+1ν

ε
k = lim

ε→0
Zkν

ε
2n+1 = 0

locally uniformly for any i, j = 1, . . . , 2n and k = 1, . . . , 2n+1, the thesis follows from (3.7). �

8. Proofs of Section 2 and Section 3

Proof of (2.3). Fix j = 1, . . . , n and i = 1, . . . , 2n+ 1. From (2.2), it easily follows that

gε
(

∇Zi
U,Xj

)

= Ziuj −
1

ε
(δi,j+nu2n+1 + δi,2n+1uj+n)

gε
(

∇UU,Xj

)

= Uuj −
2

ε
un+ju2n+1

gε
(

∇Xj
U,∇UXj

)

=
1

ε
Xj

(

un+ju2n+1

)

+
1

ε2
(

u22n+1 − u2n+j

)

.

Hence

gε
(

∇Xj
∇UU,Xj

)

= Xjgε
(

∇UU,Xj

)

= Xj(Uuj)−
2

ε
Xj

(

un+ju2n+1

)

−gε
(

∇U∇Xj
U,Xj

)

= −Ugε
(

∇Xj
U,Xj

)

+ gε
(

∇Xj
U,∇UXj

)

= −U(Xjuj) +
1

ε
Xj

(

un+ju2n+1

)

+
1

ε2
(

u22n+1 − u2n+j

)

.

Moreover, from

[U,Xj] =
2n+1
∑

k=1

uk[Zk, Xj]−Xj(uk)Zk = 2un+jT −
2n+1
∑

k=1

Xj(uk)Zk,

we get

gε
(

∇[U,Xj ]U,Xj

)

=
2

ε
un+jgε (∇εTU,Xj)−

2n+1
∑

k=1

Xj(uk)gε (∇Zk
U,Xj)

= 2un+jT (uj)−
2

ε2
u2n+j −

2n+1
∑

k=1

Xj(uk)Zk(uj) +
1

ε
Xj

(

un+ju2n+1

)

= [U,Xj](uj)−
2

ε2
u2n+j +

1

ε
Xj

(

un+ju2n+1

)

,

so that

gε
(

∇Xj
∇UU −∇U∇Xj

U +∇[U,Xj]U,Xj

)

=
1

ε2
(u22n+1 − 3u2n+j).

A similar computation shows that

gε
(

∇Yj
∇UU −∇U∇Yj

U +∇[U,Yj ]U, Yj
)

=
1

ε2
(u22n+1 − 3u2j)

gε
(

∇εT∇UU −∇U∇εTU +∇[U,εT ]U, εT
)

=
1

ε2

n
∑

j=1

(u2j + u2n+j).
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In view of the previous computations, (2.3) follows. �

Proof of (3.6). Consider the extension of νε to a neighborhood of S as νε = ∇d. By a continuity
argument and since S \ S0 is dense in S, it suffices to show (3.6) in the non-characteristic part
of S. Let us fix p ∈ S \ S0. It is well known (cf. e.g. [18]) that there exist a local orthonormal
frame e1, . . . , en−1, en+1, . . . , e2n−1 ofH∩TpS such that en+j = J(ej) at p for any j = 1, . . . , n−1.
We consider the extension to a local orthonormal frame of TpS by letting

en =
1

√

1− (νε2n+1)
2
J(νε) and e2n = − νε2n+1

√

1− (νε2n+1)
2
(νε)h +

√

1− (νε2n+1)
2εT,

where (νε)h = νε − νε2n+1εT is the horizontal projection. Moreover, for any i, j = 1, . . . , 2n we

set ei =
∑2n+1

k=1 αi
kZk. From our choice it follows that

(8.1) 1 = −〈ei, J(ei+n)〉 =
n
∑

k=1

(αn+i
n+kα

i
k − αn+i

k αi
n+k)

for any i = 1, . . . , n− 1. We set

ai,j = −
2n+1
∑

l,s=1

αi
sα

j
lZs(ν

ε
l ).

Using (2.2), it follows that

gε (∇eien+i, ν
ε) = ai,n+i −

νε2n+1

ε
gε (∇ene2n, ν

ε) = an,2n −
1

ε

gε
(

∇en+i
ei, ν

ε
)

= an+i,i +
νε2n+1

ε
gε (∇e2nen, ν

ε) = a2n,n −
1

ε
+

2(νε2n+1)
2

ε

for any i = 1, . . . , 2n− 1, and
gε (∇eiej , ν

ε) = ai,j

for any i, j = 1, . . . , 2n, |i− j| 6= n. Writing

bi,n+i = −ν
ε
2n+1

ε
bn,2n = −1

ε
,

bn+i,i =
νε2n+1

ε
b2n,n = −1

ε
+

2(νε2n+1)
2

ε

for any i = 1, . . . , n− 1, and bi,j = 0 for any i, j = 1, . . . , 2n with |i− j| 6= n, it follows that

(8.2) |hp|2 =
2n
∑

i,j=1

hi,jhj,i =
2n
∑

i,j=1

ai,jaj,i + 2
n
∑

i=1

(ai,n+ibn+i,i + an+i,ibi,n+i) + 2
n
∑

i=1

bi,n+ibn+i,i,

where hi,j are the entries of h with respect to e1, . . . , e2n. First, by (3.1) and arguing as in [57],

2n
∑

i,j=1

ai,jaj,i =
2n+1
∑

l,s=1

Zs(ν
ε
l )Zl(ν

ε
s).(8.3)

Moreover,

(8.4)

n
∑

i=1

bi,n+ibn+i,i = −(n− 1)
(νε2n+1)

2

ε2
+

1

ε

(

1

ε
− 2(νε2n+1)

2

ε

)

= −(n + 1)
(νε2n+1)

2

ε2
+

1

ε2
.

Finally,

(8.5)
n
∑

i=1

(ai,n+ibn+i,i+an+i,ibi,n+i) =
νε2n+1

ε

n−1
∑

i=1

(ai,n+i − an+i,i)−
1

ε

(

a2n,n+(1−2(νε2n+1)
2)an,2n

)

.
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From one hand, in view of (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (8.1),

νε2n+1

ε

n−1
∑

i=1

(ai,n+i − an+i,i) =
νε2n+1

ε

n−1
∑

i=1

(

2n
∑

h,k=1

αn+i
k αi

hZk(ν
ε
h)−

2n
∑

h,k=1

αn+i
k αi

hZh(ν
ε
k)

)

=
2(νε2n+1)

2

ε2

n−1
∑

i=1

(

−
n
∑

k=1

αn+i
k αi

n+k +
n
∑

k=1

αn+i
n+kα

i
k

)

= 2(n− 1)
(νε2n+1)

2

ε2
.

(8.6)

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

−1

ε

(

a2n,n + (1− 2(νε2n+1)
2)an,2n

)

= 2

〈

J(νε),∇
(

νε2n+1

ε

)〉

+
2(νε2n+1)

2

ε2
.(8.7)

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

(8.8)
n
∑

i=1

(ai,n+ibn+i,i + an+i,ibi,n+i) = 2n
(νε2n+1)

2

ε2
+ 2

〈

J(νε),∇
(

νε2n+1

ε

)〉

.

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

Proof of (3.8). Fix p ∈ S and consider a geodesic frame e1, . . . , e2n of TpS at p (cf. [25]), i.e. a
local orthonormal frame of TS such that ∇S

ei
ej(p) = 0 for any i, j = 1, . . . , 2n+ 1, where ∇S is

the Levi-Civita connection of (S, gε|S). Let us set ei =
∑2n+1

k=1 αi
kZk for any i = 1, . . . , 2n + 1.

From the definition of the basis it follow the relations

(8.9)
2n+1
∑

k=1

αi
kα

j
k = δi,j,

2n+1
∑

k=1

αi
kν

ε
k = 0 and

2n
∑

k=1

αk
l α

k
s = gl,s

for any i, j = 1, . . . , 2n and any l, s = 1, . . . , 2n+ 1. With respect to a geodesic frame (cf. [25])
we have that ∆Sf(p) =

∑2n
i=1 eieif(p). Hence

∆Sf =

2n
∑

i=1

gε(∇eiei,∇f) +
2n
∑

i=1

gε(ei,∇ei∇f)

=

2n
∑

i=1

(gε(∇S
ei
ei,∇f) + gε(∇f, νε)gε(∇eiei, ν

ε)) +

2n
∑

i=1

gε(ei,∇ei∇f)

=

2n
∑

i=1

−Hgε(∇f, νH) +
2n
∑

i=1

gε(ei,∇ei∇f).

(8.10)

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

2n
∑

i=1

gε(ei,∇ei∇f) =
2n+1
∑

l,s=1

gl,sgε(Zl,∇Zs
∇f) =

2n+1
∑

l,s=1

gl,s
(

Zs(Zlf)− gε(∇Zs
Zl,∇f)

)

.(8.11)
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Exploiting (2.2), we see that

(8.12) −
2n+1
∑

l,s=1

gl,sgε(∇Zs
Zl,∇f) =

2n+1
∑

l,s=1

νεsν
ε
l gε(∇Zs

Zl,∇f)

=

n
∑

k=1

(

− νεkν
ε
n+kgε(∇f, T ) +

νε2n+1

ε
νεkgε(∇f, Yk) + νεkν

ε
n+kgε(∇f, T )

− νε2n+1

ε
νεn+kgε(∇f,Xk) +

νε2n+1

ε
νεkgε(∇f, Yk)−

νε2n+1

ε
νεn+kgε(∇f,Xk)

)

=
2νε2n+1

ε

n
∑

k=1

(

−νεn+kXkf + νεkYkf
)

.

Therefore, (3.8) follows from (8.10), (8.11) and (8.12). �

Proof of (1.5). Since ∆Sν
ε
2n+1 depends only on νε2n+1|S, we extend νε|S letting νε = ∇d, in

particular εTd = νε2n+1. Moreover, in view of (3.5), we extend H to a neighborhood of S by
letting

(8.13) H(p) =
2n+1
∑

i=1

Ziν
ε
i (p).

Using (3.8), TZi = ZiT , (3.1), (3.9) and (8.13), and recalling that

gε(∇SH,Z2n+1) = Z2n+1(H)− νε2n+1gε(∇H, νε),

it holds that

∆Sν
ε
2n+1 −

2νε2n+1

ε
〈∇(εTd), Jνε〉 =

2n+1
∑

i,j=1

gi,jZi(Zj(εTd))−Hgε(∇(εTd), νε)

=
2n+1
∑

i,j=1

gi,jZ2n+1(Ziν
ε
j )−H

2n+1
∑

j=1

(Z2n+1ν
ε
j )ν

ε
j

= Z2n+1

(

2n+1
∑

i=1

Ziν
ε
i

)

−
2n+1
∑

i,j=1

Z2n+1(Ziν
ε
j )ν

ε
i ν

ε
j

= gε(∇SH,Z2n+1) + νε2n+1gε(∇H, νε)−
2n+1
∑

i,j=1

Z2n+1(Ziν
ε
j )ν

ε
i ν

ε
j .

(8.14)

By (3.1) and (3.4), we have

(8.15)

2n+1
∑

i,j=1

Z2n+1(Ziν
ε
j )ν

ε
i ν

ε
j =

2n+1
∑

i,j=1

(

νεiZ2n+1

(

Ziν
ε
j ν

ε
j

)

− (Z2n+1ν
ε
j )
(

Ziν
ε
j ν

ε
i

))

=
2νε2n+1

ε

2n+1
∑

j=1

Z2n+1(Zjd)J(ν
ε)j =

2νε2n+1

ε
〈∇(εTd), J(νε)〉.

Inserting (8.15) in (8.14), we get

∆Sν
ε
2n+1 = gε(∇SH,Z2n+1) + νε2n+1gε(∇H, νε).
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Moreover, by (3.2) and (3.3),

gε(∇H, νε) =
2n+1
∑

i,j=1

Zj(Ziν
ε
i )ν

ε
j

=

2n+1
∑

i,j=1

Zi(Zjν
ε
i )ν

ε
j + 2

n
∑

j=1

(

T (Xjd)(Yjd)− T (Yjd)(Xjd)
)

=

2n+1
∑

i=1

Zi

(

2n+1
∑

j=1

Zjν
ε
i ν

ε
j

)

−
2n+1
∑

i=1

Ziν
ε
jZjν

ε
i − 2

〈

∇
(

νε2n+1

ε

)

, J(νε)

〉

,

and, from (3.4), we get

2n+1
∑

i=1

Zi

(

2n+1
∑

j=1

Zjν
ε
i ν

ε
j

)

= −2
2n+1
∑

i=1

Zi

(

νε2n+1

ε
J(νε)i

)

= −2
νε2n+1

ε

2n+1
∑

i=1

Zi(J(ν
ε)i)− 2

〈

∇
(

νε2n+1

ε

)

, J(νε)

〉

= −4n

(

νε2n+1

ε

)2

− 2

〈

∇
(

νε2n+1

ε

)

, J(νε)

〉

.

The thesis then follows from (3.7). �
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[62] M. Ritoré and C. Rosales. Area-stationary surfaces in the Heisenberg groupH1. Adv. Math., 219(2):633–671,

2008.
[63] T. Schmidt. Strict interior approximation of sets of finite perimeter and functions of bounded variation.

Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 143(5):2069–2084, 2015.
[64] R. Schoen, L. Simon, and F. J. Almgren, Jr. Regularity and singularity estimates on hypersurfaces mini-

mizing parametric elliptic variational integrals. I, II. Acta Math., 139(3-4):217–265, 1977.
[65] C. Selby. Geometry of hypersurfaces in Carnot groups of step 2. ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 2006.

Thesis (Ph.D.)–Purdue University.
[66] F. Serra Cassano and D. Vittone. Graphs of bounded variation, existence and local boundedness of non-

parametric minimal surfaces in Heisenberg groups. Adv. Calc. Var., 7(4):409–492, 2014.
[67] J. Serrin. The problem of Dirichlet for quasilinear elliptic differential equations with many independent

variables. Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc. London Ser. A, 264:413–496, 1969.
[68] D. A. Simmons. Regularity of almost-minimizers of Hölder-coefficient surface energies. Discrete Contin.
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