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1 Introduction

This work continues the topic introduced and studied in [9]. We consider
n-dimensional area-minimizing locally rectifiable currents T in R™*! with
boundary JT satisfying two properties as follows. First, we suppose there is
an « € (0,1] so that T can locally be written as a finite sum of C1®
orientable (n — 1)-dimensional (embedded) submanifolds which meet only
tangentially with equal orientation; we thus say that T has C'@
tangentially immersed boundary, see Definition Bl Second, we suppose T’
has Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature, see Definition B.6; this means
that 0T has generalized mean curvature Hyp = hvp where h is Lipschitz
and vy is the generalized outward pointing unit normal of 07" with respect
to T' (see Lemma 3.1 of [3] and (2.9) of [4] for the existence of vr).

The main result we aim to prove we heuristically state as follows:

Theorem [4.33] Suppose T is an n-dimensional area-minimizing locally
rectifiable current in R™1 with CY* tangentially immersed boundary 0T for
some « € (0,1], where OT has Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature. Also
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Figure 1: An illustration of the conclusions of Theorem [4.33]

suppose x is a singular point of OT, and near x the support of T equals a
finite union of orientable CY* hypersurfaces-with-boundary. Then near x,
the support of T equals a finite union of orientable C1
hypersurfaces-with-boundary, which pairwise meet only along common
boundary points.

Figure [I] shows a current satisfying the conclusion of Theorem [£.33] There,
T is given by integrating over three surfaces-with-boundary, with
orientation as illustrated. Over two of the surfaces, T' is given multiplicity
one, whereas in the remaining surface 7' is given multiplicity two over a
region of that surface as labeled. Thus, T" has tangentially immersed
boundary consisting of four curves. The better way to understand Theorem
is through the contrapositive: at any point x in the support of 9T near
which the support of 7" is not as in Figure [Il, 7" near x must have
complicated structure; perhaps for example having infinite topology at x.

Previously, Theorem was shown in case « = 1, see Theorem 5.3 of [9].
In case n = 2, Theorem 6.5 of [9] shows that Theorem holds for general
a € (0,1]. Hence, to prove Theorem we only need to consider the case
n >3, with in particular a € (0,1).

1.1 Proof of Theorem 4.33l

The proof of Theorem follows the general strategy set by the proof of
Theorem 5.3 of [9]. The key is to consider half-reqular singular points of
OT'. These points are defined in Lemma 3.5 which we roughly describe:



Lemma Suppose T is an n-dimensional area-minimizing locally
rectifiable current in R™1 with C tangentially immersed boundary 0T for
some a € (0,1]. If x is a singular point of 0T, then for any p >0 there exists
x in the singular set of OT with |x — x| < p and a non-empty open set

U c R so that x € OU and the support of OT in U is a union of disjoint
non-empty (n — 1)-dimensional submanifolds; we call such an x a
half-regular point of T.

This is Lemma 3.8 of [9], but we give it here for convenience. A version of
Lemma 3.5 also appears as Lemma 1 of [7] in the context of two-dimensional
solutions to the c-Plateau problem in space. To prove Theorem [£.33] we
must show the following asymptotic description of 1" at half-regular points.

Lemma 4.1k Suppose T' is an n-dimensional area-minimizing locally
rectifiable current in R™1 with CY* tangentially immersed boundary 0T for
some « € (0,1], where OT has Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature. If X is
a half-reqular point of T, then every tangent cone of T' at X is a sum of
half-hyperplanes with constant orientation after rotation (see Definition

33).

Succinctly, Definition defines a sum of half-hyperplanes with constant
orientation after rotation to be a current given by integrating over a union
of half-hyperplanes meeting along a common (n — 1)-dimensional subspace
of R™*1, where the half-hyperplanes are oriented analogously to Figure [Il

The proof of Lemma (1] follows through naturally. Suppose for
contradiction that (after translation) 0 € spt 97" is a half-regular point of T
with a tangent cone which is not a sum of half-hyperplanes with constant
orientation after rotation. Then we will see that Theorem [B.4] implies that
(after rotation) 7" near 0 is supported in the graph of a function u defined
off R™. By definition of half-regular points, we conclude there is a C1:®
subset 2 ¢ R™ with 0 € 02 so that spt 07" n (2 x R) is a union of disjoint
non-empty (n — 1)-dimensional submanifolds contained in the graph of u.
The proof of Theorem then concludes by applying a generalization of
the Hopf boundary point lemma to 07" at 0, using that 07" has Lipschitz
co-oriented mean curvature.

Given Lemma [£.]], then the proof of Theorem .33 follows word-for-word as
in the proof of Theorem 5.3 of [9], which shows Theorem 433 in case a = 1.
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Indeed, the proof of Theorem 5.3 of [9] is very geometric, given Lemma 5.1
of [9] which concludes the same asymptotic result at half-regular points as
Lemma [£.T] but in case o = 1. Thus, the majority of our work involves
proving Lemma ATl

The proof of Lemma 5.1 of [9] concludes by applying the usual Hopf
boundary point lemma (see for example Lemma 3.4 of [6]), since a =1 in
that case. Here, to prove Lemma 1] for general « € (0, 1], we must apply a
more general version of the Hopf boundary point lemma recently proved by
the author in [§]. We state the needed version as Lemma for
convenience in the Appendix. Succinctly, as needed here, Lemma
states that the Hopf boundary point lemma holds for C1® weak solutions s
of equations of the form

n-1 n-1
> D;(aD;s)+ . ¢'Dis+ds =0
ij=1 i1

over a C'1® domain, where the a¥ are (as usual) C%* and uniformly elliptic,
¢ are bounded, but we can assume d € L4 for some ¢ >n— 1. More generally,
[8] shows the Hopf boundary point lemma holds assuming the lower-order
coefficients are merely in a Morrey space.

1.2 Future Work

A tempting conjecture to make is that the conclusion of Theorem [4.33]
holds without the initial regularity assumption.

Conjecture: Suppose T is an n-dimensional area-minimizing locally
rectifiable current in R™! with CY* tangentially immersed boundary 0T for
some « € (0,1], where OT has Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature. If x is
a singular point of 0T, then near x the support of T equals a finite union of
orientable C hypersurfaces-with-boundary, which pairwise meet only
along common boundary points.

However, much work is needed in this direction. It may at least be possible
to show that 7" has unique tangent cone at every singular point = of 0T
Contrarily, there is no hope to extend the present results in the case of
general n-dimensional area-minimizing currents in R"*¥; this is discussed in
the last paragraph of Section 1.3 of [9].
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1.3 Outline

We start in §2 by setting some notation, as well as recalling a few
well-known facts about currents we shall need. Next, in §3 we precisely
define C'L* tangentially immersed boundaries and boundaries having
Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature; these are Definitions B.I13.6]
respectively. We as well state for convenience the results from [9] which we
shall need. In §4 we state and prove our main results, beginning with the
asymptotic description near half-regular points Lemma and concluding
with the statement of our main result Theorem We note that we omit
the explicit proof of Theorem [4.33] as it is virtually identical to the proof of
Theorem 5.3 of [9]. Finally, in the Appendix, for convenience we make some
calculations in Lemma [A .1l needed in the proof of Lemma 3.5 and state the
general Hopf boundary point lemma needed here in Lemma [A 16|

1.4 Acknowledgements

This work was partly conducted by the author while visiting the Korea
Institute for Advanced Study, as an Associate Member.

2 Notation

We list basic notation and terminology we shall use throughout.

e N R will denote the natural and real numbers respectively. We shall
let n € N with n > 2. In this section we will let n € {1,...,n}.

e We shall typically write points = = (z1,...,2,1) € R**1. Depending
on context, we shall let

R" = {(x1,...,24,0,...,0) e R" 1 zy,... w5 e R}.
We shall typically write points
E=(¢,.. ., 6n2) = (&, ,6-2,0,0,0) e R"2 (if n > 3),
z=(z1,...,2n-1) = (21,...,2n-1,0,0) e R" and
Y= ¥n) = (Y1, 40, 0) € R

We will let 0 denote the zero vector in different dimensions,
depending on context.



e If n >3, for each ne {n-2,n-1,n} let p,, : R**!' - R" denote the
projection
pi(x) = (z1,...,25).

e Let eq,..., e, be the standard basis vectors for R%*1.
e For Ac R, let clos A denote the closure of A.

e We shall let B,(x) be the open ball in R"*! of radius p > 0 centered at
x. For z € R*, we write B)(z) = B,(z) nR™

e For x e R"*! and X > 0, we let 7, » : R"*! - R"*! be the map
N2 (2) = 5. We shall make use of 7_, 1, which is translation by .

e We let *: A, R"*! - R"*! be the Hopf map

n+1 ) n+1
* (Z ZIZ'Z'(—]_)Z_161 N oNEGANE 1 N A 6n+1) = (—].)n Z T;€;.
i=1 i=1

Note that *(e; A ... Aey) = €pi1.

e We shall let D denote differentiation generally over R**! or R™,
depending on context. In the proof of Lemmas TIA TI[A.16] we will
let D denote differentiation over R*1 and D differentiation over
R"2, for emphasis.

Also in the proof of Lemmas [Z1IJA 1] we will consider functions

F = F(y,p) with y e R* and p € R*! (in particular, for G¥ and H as

in (AI7)). We denote with ke {1,...,n—1} the following derivatives:

Dy F is the derivative of F' with respect to the y,-variable; D, F is the
derivative of F' with respect to the y,-variable; g—; is the derivative of
F with respect to the pg-variable.

e H™ shall denote n-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R»*1.

We now give notation related to currents in R™*!. For a thorough
introduction to currents, see [5],[10].

e Recall that D*(U) denotes for U ¢ R™*! an open set the smooth
n-forms compactly supported in U.



e For T a current in U ¢ R™! an open set and f: U — R""!, we denote
f#T the push-forward current of 1" by f; we shall frequently make use
of ny xx1" and in particular the translation n_, 147"

e We say a current C is a cone if 19 ,4C = C for every A > 0.

e Given an orientable n-dimensional submanifold M c R™*!, we denote
[M] the associated multiplicity one current, given an orientation.

e Denote by E™ the n-dimensional current in R™*! given by
E*"(w) = [ga{w,e1 A .. Aey) dH for w e D (RMY).

e For U ¢ R™! an open set and T' an n-dimensional current in U, we let
pr denote the associated mass measure of 7. This is given for U an
open subset of U by up(U) = SUP ,epi(77) wj<1 1 (W) As usual, we set
spt T = spt pur.

For A a pp-measurable set, we let T A denote the restriction
current (T'L A)(w) = [, <w,T > dug for we D*(U), where T is the
orientation vector of T.

Given x € U, we denote the density of T at x by

o B
Or(z) = lp\o PPHM(B(0))

whenever this limit exists.

e Given U < R™! an open set, we let I 1,.(U) be the set of
n-dimensional currents 7" so that T, JT are respectively n- and
(n — 1)-rectifiable integer multiplicity.

For T € I, 1o, we let T, T denote the approximate tangent space of T’
for the pr-almost-every x € U such that this space exists; naturally,
we let T+T denote the orthogonal complement of 7,7 in R"*!.

e For T'e1; ,.(U), we denote dT" to be the first variation of mass, given
by

ST(X) = f divy X dyiy
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for X e CH(U;R™1).

We say that T has mean curvature Hyp : U - R**1 if Hp is
pr-measurable and if

6T(X):fX'HT dpr

for every X € CH(U;R™1)

For T € I 1o.(U), we let reg T denote the regular set of T": the set of
x €sptT so that there is a p > 0 such that T'L B,(z) = [M] for § e N
and M an n-dimensional orientable (embedded) C! submanifold of
B,(x). We define the singular set singT" =spt T \regT.

We say T € 1, 1,.(U) is area—mmlmlzlng if ,uT(U )< R(U ) whenever
U c U is an open set with closU c U and R eI, 1oc(U) with OR = 0T
and spt(T - R) c U.

For T €I} 1o.(U) area-minimizing there is, by Lemma 3.1 of [3] (see as
well (2.10) of []), a pgr-measurable vectorfield vy : U - R"*!
satisfying |vp| < 1 for pgr-almost-everywhere so that

5T(X)=[VT'X dpar

for every X € CL(U;R"*!). We call vr the generalized outward
pointing normal of 9T with respect to T. Note that since

0T(X)| < [ |X AIT| dugr by Lemma 3.1 of [3] (see also (2.9) of [4])
for X e CH(U;R™!), we conclude vp(z) € TrOT for psr-almost-every
xel.

Definitions and previous results

We now state for convenience the necessary results and definitions from [9].
We begin by defining precisely what it means to have C1.® tangentially
immersed boundary.

Deﬁnltion 3.1. Let U c R™! be an open subset and « € (0,1]. We define

n, loc

(U) to be the set of area-minimizing T €L, 1,.(U) so that 0T is
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locally C1 tangentially immersed: for every x € spt 0T there is p >0, an
orthogonal rotation ), and N € N so that

OT L B,(x) = (-1)";177%[(77_%1 0 Qo ®re)4 (B L By (0)| L By(a),

where for each £=1,...,N we have my € N, and &7, € Ch(Br-1(0); R™*1)
s the map
Dro(2) = (2, 0160(2), Ure(2)),

where 14,7 € CH(B)~1(0)) satisfy
¢10(0) = ¢7,(0) =0 and Dor,(0) = Dpr,(0) = 0.

This is Definition 3.1 of [9] in case k = 1. Observe that we could define what
it means for a current to have C'»* tangentially immersed boundary in
general. But we include the requirement that 7'e TI"® (U) must be

n,loc
area-minimizing for future brevity. Observe that if T" € TI;’?OC(U ) then the
approximate tangent space 1,01 exists for every x € spt 97

In order to clearly state our results, we will state Definition 3.3l First, to
better understand Definition .3 and for convenience, we state Lemma 3.2
of [9].

Lemma 3.2. Suppose C €1, ;,.(R™1) is an area-minimizing cone with
JC =m(-1)"QxE"! for some m e N and an orthogonal rotation Q). Then
C is of one of the following two forms:

(1) There is N € {1,...,m} and distinct orthogonal rotations Q1,...,Qn
about R so that

N
C= m(QoQu)4(E" L {y e R" 1y, >0}),
k=1

where my, ..., my € N satisfy Yo, mg = m.
(2) There is 0 € N so that
C=Qu((m+0)E" L {yeR" sy, >0} +UE" L {y e R" 1, <0}).
Proof. See the proof of Lemma 3.2 of [9]. O
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We thus give the following definition:

Definition 3.3. Suppose C €1, ;,.(R™*). If C is as in (1) of Lemmal3.2,
then we say that C is a sum of half-hyperplanes with constant orientation
after rotation. If C is as in (2) of Lemmal32, then we say that C is a
hyperplane with constant orientation but non-constant multiplicity.

We now state the main result of [9], which is needed to prove Lemma
We need Theorem [3.4] so that we can apply the general Hopf boundary
point lemma of [8] to prove Lemma

Theorem 3.4. Let U € R™! be an open set, a € (0,1], and T € TI};;‘OC(U).
Suppose x € spt T and that T at x has a tangent cone which is a hyperplane
with constant orientation but non-constant multiplicity (as in Definition
[3.3). Then there is a p € dist(0,dist(z,0U)) and a solution to the minimal
surface equation u € C* (B (0)) with u(0) =0 and Du(0) =0 such that

sptT'n B,(z) = ﬁ—x,l(Q(gl"apth(O) u)) N B,(z)

for an orthogonal rotation (). The orientation vector for T is given by

Sy -Du 1
(@)= (\/1+|Du|2’\/1+|Du|2)

p,(Q7! (i-2))
if T esptT n B,(x).

Proof. This is Theorem 3.18 of [9]. Note that we should have, as stated
above, p,,(Q~1(Z - z)) and not projg.  as stated in [9]. O

Next, we state a lemma which consequentially defines (and shows the
existence of) half-reqular points at the boundary of 7" € TIi”‘l)‘oc near any
singular point of T. As previously noted, half-regular points were
previously used to prove a main result of [9], which we wish to extend here
in Theorem [1.33] Lemma is a simpler, but sufficient, version of Lemma
3.8 of [9].

Lemma 3.5. Let U be an open subset of R™*! «€(0,1], and
T e TI:L’;OC(U). Suppose x € sing T and that p € (0,dist(x,0U)) is as in

Definition [31), so that

OT L B,(z) = (-1)" ng[(n,m,l 0Qo®ry)u(E L B;H(O))] L B,(z)

l=1
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for Nymyq,...,my € N, an orthogonal rotation ), and
Qe CH(B1(0); R™1) for each ( =1,...,N. Then there is z € By~1(0),
a radius o € (0, p —|z|], and distinct £,0 € {1,..., N} so that

e (N-z10Q0Pr)(By(2)) U (Nae1oQo D) (B (2)) cregdT,

e Pr(ByH(2)) N Pri(By(2)) = 2,

o O1(0By 1 (2)) N ®p (0B (2)) + 2.
With this, we say any point

x € 0108y (z)) n 1,;(0B; 7 (2))

is half-regular.

Proof. Follows directly from the statement of Lemma 3.8 of [9]. O

Finally, we precisely define what it means for an area-minimizing current 7’
to have boundary with Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature. This and
Definition [3.1] are our main concepts.

Definition 3.6. Let U be an open subset of R™", and suppose T € 1, 1,.(U)
s area-minimizing. We say 0T has Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature if
0T has mean curvature Hyr = hvy for h: U — R a Lipschitz function,
where vy : U - R is the generalized outward pointing normal of 0T with
respect to T'; this means that

[ diver X duor = [ X - (hvr) dpar
for all X e CLU; R"*).

The assumption that 7' is area-minimizing in Definition is merely to
guarantee the existence of the generalized outward pointing unit normal vy
of OT with respect to T'; see Lemma 3.1 of [3] and (2.10) of [4]. Definition
is a more specific version of Definition 4.1 of [9], which does not require
h to be Lipschitz.
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4 Main results and proofs

We now put our two main concepts together, and study co-dimension one
area-minimizing currents 7" with boundary being both C1® tangentially
immersed and having co-oriented Lipschitz mean curvature. Again, our
main result is Theorem 4.33] which states that near any z € sing 9T of such
a current T, either T near x exhibits a reasonable amount of regularity (as
in Figure[) or spt 7' near x must be extremely irregular. To prove Theorem
433, we must prove Theorem [£.32] which states that the boundary 0T of
any such current T is regular near any point = € spt T such that T" at = has
tangent cone which is a hyperplane with constant orientation but
non-constant multiplicity. Given Theorem [£.32 then the proof of Theorem
is virtually identical to the proof of Theorem 5.3 of [9].

To prove Theorem we must prove Lemma [Tl which shows that if

x € spt OT is half-regular (see Lemma [3.0), then every tangent cone of T" at
x must be a sum of half-hyperplanes with constant orientation after
rotation. The proof of Lemma [4.1] will take the majority of this section.

Lemma 4.1. Let U € R™! be an open set, and suppose T € TI;"Z‘OC(U)
where JT has Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature Hyr = hup. For any
x € sing T, there is p € (0,dist(z,0U)) so that for any half-reqular

x € sing 0T n B,(x) (see Lemmal3.3), every tangent cone of T' at x is the
sum of half-hyperplanes with constant orientation after rotation (see

Definition[3.3).

Proof. Suppose (after translation) x =0 € sing 07 Observe that
TIi’j‘OC(U )< TI;:?OC(U ) for each 3 € (0,]. Replacing o with any
& € (0,min{er, 2=2}), we can those suppose by Definition B1] and after a
rotation if necessary, that there is a p € (0,dist(0,0U)) such that there are
N,my,...,my € N and maps ®7(2) = (2, 010(2),¢1(2)) for z € By~1(0)

and each ¢=1,..., N so that

OT L B,(0) = (-1)" %m@T,g#(EM L Br1(0)) L B,(0)
/=1

with @T’g,iﬂﬂg € C’l’O[(B;k1 (O)) for av € (O, L

4.2 2
(42) 1), satisfying

¢1,0(0) = ¢7(0) = 0 and Dipr,(0) = Dipy,(0) = 0;
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recall that we shall let D denote differentiation over R™~!, for emphasis (see
the ninth item in §2). We can also choose p € (0,dist(x,0U)) sufficiently
small depending on € = €(n) > 0, to be determined later, so that

(4.3) | Drl

o1 0 DYl esrio) <€

Suppose x € spt 91" n B,,(0) is a half-regular point. Thus, by Lemma
there is z € B;L/jll(O) and o € (0,4%) such that (after relabeling)

|Z - pnfl(x)| = 307
x € 71 (0B, (2)) N Pro(9Bs, ' (2)),
(I)T,1(B§f;1(z)) U (I)TQ(B:?;I(Z)) cregdT, and
®7.1 (B (2)) N ®r2(Bi (2)) = 2;

note that in applying Lemma we have replaced o with 30.

(4.4)

Consider any tangent cone C of T at x. Then C is area-minimizing and by
(42) there is an orthogonal rotation ) so that

0C = ( Z mg) (—1)”Q#En71.
{€e{1,....,N}:xe®Pr ((Bp~1(0))}

We conclude by Lemma 3.2 and Definition B3] that C is either a sum of
half-hyperplanes with constant orientation after rotation or a hyperplane
with constant orientation but non-constant multiplicity. Suppose for
contradiction that C is a hyperplane with constant orientation but
non-constant multiplicity. After applying Theorem B.4] to T at x, our goal
is to apply Lemma (a Hopf boundary point lemma) to 9T at x, with
(44) in mind, in order to yield a contradiction. To properly do so will
require that we carefully set some notation.

Proceeding, and to be clear, we assume for contradiction by (£2),[3) that
there is m, 0 € N so that

C=(QoR)u((m+0)E"L {yeR":y,>0}
+0E" L {y e R": y,, < 0})

4.5
(45) for an orthogonal rotation R about R™™*

and an orthogonal rotation @ with |Q — I,,,1| < Ce
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where I,,,1 is the (n+1) x (n+1) identity matrix and C = C(n) > 0; note that
we mean R fixes R"!. Also, ) is such that Q(R" 1) = Tx0T. Observe as

well that if € = ¢(n) > 0 is sufficiently small then |p,,_(R1(Q1(2)))| > 2 for
all z € 9B571(0). We can thus take S an orthogonal rotation so that by (2.4

o[ it
[Pyt (BH(Q7 (15, 00.0(2))))] ’
S(en) =en, S(ens1) = €ny1-

(4.6)

We shall use S so that we can define a region Q) over which we can apply
Lemma [A.16] as stated.

We now translate and rotate T so that we can apply Lemma [A.16] at the
origin. Define the orthogonal rotation and the current respectively

(4.7) @ =SoR'o Q_l and T = (@ o nx’o)#T.

We now choose € = €(n) >0, as well as z € B"}(0) and 0 € (0, %) as
pl4 12
described if necessary, so that the following three occur.

First, choose € = ¢(n) > 0 sufficiently small so that by (4.3]),(d.4)),([4.0)),([Z1)
(in particular the first identity of (4.6])) we have for each ¢ =1,2

(BI2(0) % (=3.3)) N (Pyo1 © Q 0 1o © 1) (BE; ' (2))

= {2 € BI7(0) x (=3,3) : zn-1 > we(P,2(2))} < BF(0)
where w, € CY*(B772(0)) satisfies
we(0) =0, Dwe(0) =0, and [we|crapr2(oy) <€

(4.8)

recall that we shall let D denote differentiation over R"-2, for emphasis (see
the ninth item in §2). The functions w, shall be used to define the region Q
over which we shall apply Lemma [A.16l But the next step will be necessary
to define Q.

Second, taking ¢ > 0 smaller and z closer to x in that direction if necessary
(more specifically, replacing o with ¢ € (0,0) and z with
z=x+%(z-p, 1(x))), we can assume z € B;L/jll(O) and o € (0, $) are such

that (£.4),(48) still hold while by (4.2)),(4.3]),(d.6]),[d.7) we have that
Definition [3.1] holds for T" at the origin with radius = 8 : there are
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N,ml,...,mN e N and maps CDT,e(Z) = (Z>‘PT,£(Z)’¢T,4(Z)) for z € B21(0)
and each€=1,...,N so that

N
OT L By(0) = (~1)" Y1y, ., (B™ L By~(0)) L By(0)
(=1

(4.9) with ¢y, 5, € Ch(BE(0)) satisfying
<PT,£(0) = wf,e(o) =0, ESOT,E(O) = E¢T,£(0) =0, and

HSOT,e ||cl»a(Bg*1(0)), ||¢T,z||cl»a(3g*1(o)) <€

note that 80 < % and N e {1,...,N}. After relabeling, we define and
conclude by (4.4)),([£7),([L8]),([Z9) and Definition B.I] that

w(§) =max{w; (£), w2(€)} for € € BY7(0),
Q={zeBI%(0) x (=3,3) : 2n-1 > w(Pp2(2))},
0 E@T’l(aﬁ) N (I)iz(aQ),
(4.10) D, (1) U D7, (Q) creg OT, and
07, () N D4,(2) =2,
with w e C*(B772(0)) satisfying
U)(O) = 0, QU)(O) = 0, and Hw”cl,a(B’il—Q((])) <E.

We will later modify the function w, for technical reasons, in order to define
the region € over which we will apply Lemma [A 16 to yield a contradiction.

' 12
([@R),[#9),[@I0) continue to hold while Theorem B4 holds for T at the
origin with radius = 8. More specifically, by (&.3),(@.0]),([47) and Theorem
B4 there is u € C*=(BZ(0)) so that

Third, we can also assume z € B;L/’A}(O) and o € (0, %) are such that

spt T'n Bg(0) = graphpy o) u N Bs(0),
u(0) =0 and Du(0) =0 with [ufcz2(sz(0)) <€,
_ (_Du(y)a 1)

T (y,u(y)) —m for (y,u(y)) € Bs(0);

(4.11)

note that we specifically used S(e,:+1) = €,41 by (46]). The graph of u,
together with Definition [3.6], will allow us to compute the appropriate
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uniformly elliptic weak equation satisfied by 0T (heuristically speaking), to
which we will apply Lemma [A.T6l

Consider ¢z , for £=1,2. Our goal is to show that we can apply Lemma
[AT6to s = ¢, — @, at the origin. For this, fix £ € {1,2} and for simplicity
of notation (until otherwise stated) write ¢ = o7 .- We must show ¢ satisfies
a divergence-form equation. We do so in the following four steps, which will
require setting some notation.

First note that by (£9),[ 11 with € = e(n) > 0 sufficiently small we have

(4.12) ®5,() = {(z,0(2),u(z,¢(2))) : z € 2}

To further simplify notation, define for y € Bf(0) and z € Q

h(y) =0h((Q o nxva)’l(y,U(y))),
ui(y) =D;u(y) =e; - Du(y) for i e {1,...,n},
W13 4y(2) =Dye(=) = ¢ Dip(z) and
9;(2) =(e,95(2),u; (2, 0(2)) + un(z,9(2))p;(2))
for je{l,...,n-1},

where recall for emphasis we let D be the gradient over R™ L.

Second, consider the downward pointing unit normal of the graph of ¢ over
Q) within the graph of u. This is given by v(z,p(z), Dp(z)) for z € Q where
we define v : B(0) x R**! - R"*! by

((r,=1,0) + (%5558 ) (-Du(y). 1))

(- Du())”
\/1 + 1P - “tump

(4.14) v(y,p) =

for y e Bf(0) and p e R*1.

Third, we define the matrix giving the metric tensor of ®7,(Bg (0)), and
the entries of its inverse. For each p € R"! and ¢q € R” define

9(p,q) = L1 + (L +¢2)pp" + ¢ (pPr1(0)” + Py (@)p")
(4.15) +Pn1 ()P, ()", and
97 (p,q) =ei-g(p,q)ej for i,j e {1,...,n-1},
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where I,,_1 is the (n—1) x (n — 1) identity matrix; g is generally invertible,
but we may by (£9),([@IT) restrict g to |p|,|q| small. Consequentially, we
can choose € = ¢(n) > 0 sufficiently small so that

(4.16) l9(p,q) = In-1] < € and g(p,q) ™" = L-a| <€
for each 7,7 € {1,...,n— 1} whenever p e B»1(0) and ¢q € B*(0).

Fourth, we apply Definition Take any ¢ € C1(2). Using Definition
with the vector field

X(z) = Z(2)¢(p,_1(x))e, for z € QxR

where Z : R"*! - R is a function of the form Z(z) = Z(x,, 1) for
x e R we can show using as well ([@.7),([£9)-(@I5) that

g7 (De(2), Du(z, ¢(2)))
[nzl x Do,(2)(C(2)en) - 95(2) dH" (%)

T faet (o(Dete), Dutz.o(:))

(20202 0(2))
R O RS O ) VI

«\Jdet (9(Dp(2), Du(z, o(2))))

Computing using (£13),(£14), we conclude ¢ is a weak solution over §2 to
the divergence-form equation

S D (G (2, 0(2). Dip(2))Dyo(2)) = H(z (), Dip()) with

G (y,p) =\/det(g(p, Du(y)))g” (p, Du(y)) and
L+ (Sm?) waw) )

G D)
1+ P - Gl

a1 Hem)e h(y,u<y>>(

x\/det(g(p, Du(y)))
for y € B7(0) and p e R™!, where
GY e C~(Bg(0) x R"™) for each i,j € {1,...,n -1} and
H:B(0) x R"* - R is Lipschitz.
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Choosing € = €(n) > 0 sufficiently small, we conclude by (Z.IT),([4.I6]) that

n—-1

3 3 .
(4.18) 2, G (y,p)pip; > 7|pf* for all pe R

ig=1
whenever y € BZ(0) and p € B*1(0).
Before we set and consider s = o4, = @7, (to which we shall apply Lemma
[A.T6]), we must use (£IT) to derive second derivative estimates for ¢. Since
v € CH2(Q) by (£9), then standard Schauder theory together with
(A17),[dI8) imply ¢ € C?(2). One can show this more directly using the

gradient estimates from [6] and difference quotient methods. The
calculations which follow illustrate the argument.

Define and conclude by ({.10) with € = ¢(n) > 0 sufficiently small
W(E) =2w(&) + del¢|'* for € € BY2(0) where
w eCH(B72(0)) satisfies
w(0) =0, Dw(0) =0 and | D ¢(pp-2(0)) < b€,
(429) Q=(z € BI(0) x (=3.3) 201 > (P, 5(2))
QcQn{zeBP(0)x (0,3) : 21 > 2€|p,2(2)[™},

and clos BY! (2) ¢ Q when 2 ¢ Q.
i

Let us show the last claim. Fix 2 € Q, then the fifth item of #IJ) implies
Zn-1 > 0. Moreover, for any z € clos BZ! (%) we have by ({.10) and the
4

definition of w0, with € = (n) € (0,1)

Zn-1 =W(Pp_o(2)) + Zn1 + 21 = Zna
+w(P, (%)) —w(p,2(2)) ~w(Py2(%))
2W(Py-2(2)) + Zn-1 = [2n-1 = Zni
= €lPp-2(2) = Proa(2)| — w(P,_2(2))

Zn-1

2w(P,-2(2)) + == ~w(P,-2(2))
>w(P,5(2)) + 26, 5(2)|* 2 w(p, 2(2))-

We now note that € is precisely the region over which we shall apply
Lemma [A.T6 But now we bound the second derivative of ¢ over €.
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Since clos B! (2) c Q, we can consider ¢ € C2(B% ! (2)) and integrate
4

4 —_
(A7) against Dy¢ with ke {1,...,n -1} fixed. Recalling that ¢ € C%*(Q)
by Schauder theory, then using integration by parts we can define and
conclude with ke {1,...,n -1} fixed that

o = Dy € CH(clos B! (2))
4

is a weak solution over B! (2) to the equation
4

n-1__ o n-1__ ) n-1__
(4.20) > D;(A"Djpi) + Y. Di(B'gy) = . D;F'
i,j=1 i=1 i=1

where by ([£9),[17) for z e clos B2 (£) and i,j € {1,...,n—1} we define
-

M) G (. D) + 3 (G ) o) DA Dol

i 0, n-1 (2
AY e C"*(clos BT~ (2)),
4

Bi(=) = 5 (DaG9) (2.0(2), Dip(=)) D 0(2)

B:i e C%*(clos B! (%)),
Fi(2) =0uH(z,0(2), Dp(2)) - ilz:(ﬁkGij)(zv‘P(Z)7E4P(Z))Ej¢(z)

F' e C*(clos B! (2));
4

observe that we use the notation for derivatives discussed in the ninth item
of §2. We now use (L.20) together with standard Schauder estimates from
[6] to bound |Depk(Z2)].

We must thus observe the equation (£.20)) is uniformly elliptic, for which we
use the calculations of Lemma [A.Jl To see this, note that (£.9),(.19) with
e = €(n) > 0 sufficiently small imply (z,¢(z)) € B(0) and Dy(z) € B21(0)
for each z € B! (£). We conclude by ([@9),([ I8),(A.5) and the definition

of A% above thgfc

n-l 1
Z AV (2)pip; > §|p|2 for all pe R",

i,j=1
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when z € B¥1 (2), if € = ¢(n) > 0 is sufficiently small. Recalling that
i

@kzbmpig for ¢=1,2 and ke{l,...,n-1},

then the demonstrated uniform ellipticity of the A% together with

(4.9),(@.11),(4.15),(4.16), (4.17),(E20) means that we can apply Theorem
8.32 of [6] over B! (2). We conclude there is a C > 0 depending on n,

4
SUP B (0)xBr (0) |H|, and the Lipschitz constant of H so that for each ¢ =1,2
and ke {l,... n-1}

C

Zn-1

(4.21) IDDys ,(2)] < for 2 € Q;
note that we in particular used [z ,|cre(sp-1(0)): |ulc2 (B 0)) <€

Now define and conclude by (£9),#19)

(4.22) §=0p, =z, € CH(clos Q).

Observe as well by (4.10),(d.12),[.19) that
Z ZCDTJ(Q) n (I)T,2(Q)
={(Z,QOTJ(Z),’UJ(LL’,QOTJ(Z))) Pz Q}
n{(z, <pT’2(z),u(x, @T’2(z))) iz € Q}

We conclude ¢4 (2) # @7 ,(2) for each z € Q. After relabeling, we can
suppose together with (£9]) that

(4.23) s(z) > s(0) = 0 for each z € Q and Ds(0) = 0.

We wish to apply Lemma (a Hopf boundary point lemma) to s at the
origin. To do so, we must verify that s satisfies a uniformly elliptic equation
with C% top order coefficients, and appropriately bounded lower order
coefficients.

Using (4.I7) and one-dimensional calculus, we conclude s is a weak solution
over {2 to the equation
n-1

n—-1
(4.24) > D;(a’Djs)+ > ¢'Dis+ds=0
ije1

i=1

20



where we define for each i,7 € {1,...,n -1}
GI(Y(t,2), P(t,2))
1 .
ai(z)= [ (8Gij
0

ni(DnGij)(Y(t, 2), P(t,2))P;(t, 2)

‘@)= [ dt,
(4.25) /0 +(g§)(Y(t,z),P(t,z))

d(z):_[l< nz:lEg((DnG5§')(Y(t,Z),P(t,z))%(t,z))

275:1 9

+ (D, H)(Y(t,2),P(t,2))
with Y'(2,2) = (2,807 5(2) + (1 = 1)04,,(2)),
P(t,2) =tDgg,(2) + (1= t) Dy, (2),
and P;(t,z) = e;- P(t,2) for each je {1,...,n -1},
for t € [0,1] and z € Q. Observe that by ([&3),#IJ) we have
(4.26) Y (t,2) € B2(0) and P(t,z) € B**(0)

for t € [0,1] and z € Q if € = e(n) > 0 is sufficiently small. We conclude by
(L9),@18),@.25),(A.5) that

n—1 B 1
(4.27) > a’(2)pip; > §|p|2 for all p e R™!

i,j=1

when z € Q, if € = ¢(n) > 0 is sufficiently small. We as well have that
Y (¢,0) =0 and P(¢,0) =0 for each t € [0,1] by (49), and so by
(@11),@15),[ I7) we have

(4.28) a”’(0) =6, = a’*(0) for each 7,5 € {1,...,n—1}.

In order to apply Lemma [A.T6l we must now consider the boundedness of
the coefficients of the equation given in (£.25]).

First, we readily conclude by (4.9),(I7) that
(4.29) a € C%(clos ) and ¢ € L*(Q)
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for each i,5 € {1,...,n-1}. We as well claim d € L1() for each
qe (n -1, "7‘2) . This is not immediately evident, and so we carefully verify
in what follows.

We can compute in (4.25]) that
d(z) =~ [, dt

A

2L (DD G (Y (. 2), P(t,2)) Py (t, 2) (a)

ij=1

+ZZ§'=11 D%(;%j’)SY(t,z),P(t,z))]%(t,z)P;(t,z) (b)
L [ (DRGY)(Y (8, 2), P(t,2))
4.30 + Y7 _ _
( ) Zz,jzl { % (tD£D3¢T,2(Z) + (]_ - t)D;D;QOTJ(Z))

(fﬂ;nG”) (Y (t,2), P(t,2))P; (1, 2)
Pk

X i, o (d)
x (tD;Dyp o (2) + (1 =) D; Dy 1 (2))
+(DnH)(Y(t,Z),P(t,Z)) (6)
for z € ). Consider the function
1 ~
P(z) = ———— for z € Q with p,,_,(z) #0.
IPn_a(2)| ?

We will show there is C > 0 depending on n, the C? norm of the Gﬁ, €>0,
and the Lipschitz constant of H so that |d(2)| < CP(z) for all z € Q with
P,,_2(z) # 0. We consider each term (a)-(e) labelled above as follows:

(a) Note that G e C>(Bg(0) x Rn1) for each 4,5 € {1,...,n -1} by
(E17). Also recall Y(¢,2) € B2(0) and P(t,z) € B»1(0) by (£26) for
each t € [0,1] and z € Q2. We conclude there is C > 0 depending on n
and

. max HE;DnGijHC2(BQ(0)><B2—1(O))
7,,]6{1 7777 n—l}

so that for each ¢ € [0,1] and z € Q with p,,_,(2) 0

nf (D;D.GY) (Y (t,2), P(t,2)) P;(t,2)| < C < CP(2);

7,7=1

we as well used p,,_,(z) € B*2(0) for each z € Q and the definition of

P; given in (d.25).
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(b) We argue exactly as in (a), and conclude by (IT),EI9),[E26) that
for each t € [0,1] and z € Q with p,, ,(2) #0

"f (D2G9)(Y (t,2), P(t,2))P;(t,2) P;(t,z)| < C <CP(2)

i,7=1

.....

(c) Using (4.9),(.19),21),(£23),(4.26) and (A.5) from Lemma [A.]we
compute for ¢t € [0,1] and z € Q with p,, ,(2) #0

T DGV (1,2), P(1.2)) (1D:D;01.5(2) + (1 - DD, Dyor, ()|

o C )SC(n—1)2((1+€)|Z|)

Zn-1

<(1+6€)C(n-1)>2 [Py (2)[ + Z"‘l)

Zn-1

<l -1 o —w

=(1+€)C(n-1) (% + I)P(z)
where C =C(n) >0 is as in ([£.21]).
(d) We compute as in (c) using (E.9),(Z19),(E21), @25, ([@20) and (A.3)

from Lemma [A.T] to conclude that for ¢ € [0,1] and z € Q) with
pn72(z) #0

4 [(22.C0 z 2))Pi(t, 2
B (255 ) o pe e
6.3 k=1 x(tﬁgﬁkgorﬁg + (1 - t)EiEkSOT,l)
<eC(n- 1)3|Yz(t—,z)| <(1+€)C(n-1)>° (% + E)P(Z)

n—1

where C =C(n) >0 is as in (£2T]).
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(¢) We estimate using ([E17),[@19),[@26) for t € [0,1] and z € Q with
pn72(z) #0
(DnH)(Y (,2), P(t,2))] <C<CP(2)

where C > 0 depends on the Lipschitz constant of H.

These five calculations show as claimed that there is a C > 0 depending only
on n,

5 | D2GY 282 (0)Br1.(0))

€ >0, and the Lipschitz constant of H (see (£17)) so that

|d(2)| <CP(z) = m for z € ) with p,,_,(z) # 0.
n—2

However, since « € (O, Z—j) by (£2)), then

(4.31) d e L%(Q) for each g e (n -1, n_—2)
o

as claimed. We can now apply Lemma [A.16]

Lastly, we can thus compute using (4.11]),(4.15)),([@16),(4.17), [E25), (£.26)
and (A.3]) that

|| oqy < C for each i,j e {1,...,n~1}
where C = C(n) > 0. This together with

contradict Lemma [A.T6] if € = ¢(n) > 0 is chosen sufficiently small in (Z3).
We conclude that for each half-regular x € spt 9T n B,(z), every tangent
cone of T" at x must be a sum of half-hyperplanes with constant orientation
after rotation. O

Having shown Lemma 1] then proving our main result Theorem A.33]
follows proving Theorem 5.3 of [9]. As in [9], it is convenient and of interest
to first prove the following theorem, which is a generalization of Theorem
5.2 of [9].
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Theorem 4.32. Suppose a € (0,1], U € R™! is an open set, and suppose
T e TIi’j‘OC(U) where OT has Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature. If
xesptdT and T at x has tangent cone which is a hyperplane with constant
orientation but non-constant multiplicity (as in Definition[3.3), then

xeregdl.

Proof. The proof is exactly as the proof of Theorem 5.2 of [9]. Since the
proof is brief, we include it here for convenience.

Suppose for contradiction z € sing 9T and that T at x has tangent cone
which is a hyperplane with constant orientation but non-constant
multiplicity. Theorem [3.4] implies there is p € (0,dist(x,0U)) so that T at
every & € B,(x) nspt 01 has unique tangent cone which is a hyperplane
with constant orientation but non-constant multiplicity. However, by
Lemma 3.5 we can find a half-regular x € B,(x) nsing 91 This contradicts
Lemma [£.1] O

We are now ready to state our main result.

Theorem 4.33. Suppose a € (0,1], U € R™! is an open set, and suppose

T e TIi’j‘OC(U) where OT has Lipschitz co-oriented mean curvature. Suppose

x €spt T and that there exists p € (0,dist(z,0U)) and C!
hypersurfaces-with-boundary M, ..., My in B,(x) so that either:
(1) sptT n B,(z) = Uz, (clos M,) n B,(x), or

(2) sptT n B,(z) c UL, (clos M,) n B,(z) and T+OT ¢ T, M, for each
aef{l,... A} such that x € clos M,.

Then there is o € (0,p) and Be {1,...,20r(z)} so that
B

spt T n B, (x) = | J(closWy) n B, ()
b=1

for orientable C1* hypersurfaces-with-boundary Wy, ..., Wg in B,(x). For
each be{l,...,B} we have v € OW, and W, nspt IT" c reg dT. Furthermore,
for each b,be{1,...,B} we have

(clos W) n (clos W3) n By (x) € (OWy,) n (OW5) N By(x).
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Proof. The proof is virtually word-for-word the same as the proof of
Theorem 5.3 of [9]. Assuming (after translation) that x = 0 € spt 97" and
(after rotation) To0T = R™7!, then the proof here as in Theorem 5.3 of [9] is
geometric, by considering slices of T" with respect to two-dimensional planes
along perpendicularly to R"71. To complete the proof, we only need to
change references to two ingredients which are different here. First, the
proof of Theorem 5.3 of [9] applies Theorem 5.2 of [9] at several points; we
simply replace these references with the generalization Theorem above.
Second, the second-to-the-last paragraph of the proof of Theorem 5.3 of [J]
applies the boundary regularity for stationary varifolds with C'! boundary
of [1I]. At this instance, we must instead apply the boundary regularity for
stationary varifolds with C'1 boundary of [2].

All other calculations, in particular all other references to facts from [9
itself, apply to T'€ TI:L:?OC(U ) with € (0,1]. For example, the proof of

Theorem 5.3 of [9] begins by referencing Lemma 3.9 of [9], which holds for
all a € (0,1]. O

A Appendix A

We present here two lemmas, for the sake of making the proof of Lemma
4.1l more readable. The first, Lemma [A ], is a set of calculations we use in
order to apply Lemma [A.16] The second, Lemma [A. 16 is a version of the
general Hopf boundary point lemma from [§], which we include here for
convenience.

To state Lemma [A.T] recall the notation for various derivatives set in the
ninth item of §2.

Lemma A.1. For each p e R*! and q € R™ define the (n—-1) x (n-1)
matriz g(p,q) and the entries of the inverse by

9(p,q) = L1 + (1 + @2)pp" + @ (pPr-1(0)” + Pry (@)p")
(A.2) + P 1 (O)Pn1 ()7,
97 (p,q) =e;-g(p,q)ej fori,je{l,...,.n—-1}

where I,y is the (n—1) x (n — 1) identity matriz; note that g is generally
invertible, but we will in what follows consider g with |p|,|q| small.
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There is € = €(n) >0 sufficiently small so that if
(A.3) ue C%(Bg(0)) with Du(0) =0 and |ufc2(sz(0)) <€
and if we set fori,j5€{l,... . n-1}

(A.4) G (y,p) = \/det(g(p, Du(y)))g" (p, Du(y)),

then for each i,j € {1,...,n -1} we have

0D, GV
Opk
when y € BE(0) and p e B*1(0).

0GY
5 )(y,p) <1
Pk

(A5 DG @S ()| <yl ana |(

Proof. We begin by observing that we can choose € = ¢(n) > 0 sufficiently
small so that by

(A.6) l9(p.q) = In-a| <€ and [g(p,q) ™" = L] < €
whenever p € B»1(0) and ¢q € B*(0).

Next, using g(p, Du(y))g(p, Du(y))~! = I,,; and Jacobi’s equation

D,,(det g(p, Du(y))) = trace (9(1% Du(y))" Du(9(p, Du(y))))
we compute
(DuG7)(yp)
trace (g(p, Du(y))T Dn(g(p, DU(y))))

(A.7) 2\/det g(p, Du(y))
) { Vdet g(p, Du(y))

9" (p, Du(y))

x e; - g(p, DU(y))‘l(Dn(g(p, DU(y))))g(p, Du(y))e;.
We can thus choose € = ¢(n) > 0 sufficiently small so that by (A.3)),([A.6)
(A.8) (DaGY)(y,p)| < C | Dn(g(p, Du(y)))|

where C =C(n) > 0, for each y € B{(0) and p € B»~1(0).
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We now compute Dn(g(p, Du(y))) For simplicity denote

un(y) =Dpu(y), Du(y) =p,1(Du(y)),
Unn(y) =D2u(y), and Duy(y) =DDyu(y),
Then by (A.2]) we can write

g(p, Du(y))) = I+ (1 +u,(y)*)pp" +ua(y) (pDu(y)™ + Du(y)p”)
+ Du(y)Du(y)”,

(A.9)

and so

Du(g(p, Du(y))) =2un(y)ttnn(¥)pp” + tnn (pDu(y)” + Du(y)p”)
(A.10) +tn(y) (PDun(y)” + Du,(y)p")
+ Duy(y)Du(y)” + Du(y) Dun(y)"

whenever p e R"! and y € BZ(0).

Now to bound (D,G)(y,p), we see that (A.3),([A.9),(A.I0) imply if
€ = €(n) >0 is sufficiently small

| (g (e, Du()))| <Clulea(sg onlDuly)]

(A.11)
SC||u|%2(15’g(0))|?/| < eyl

where C =C(n) >0, for each y € Bf(0) and p € B»1(0). This together with
(A.3)),(A.8) implies

(A.12) [(DnG7) (. p)| < Cely| <yl

for each y € BY(0) and p € B»1(0), if € = e(n) > 0 is sufficiently small.

Next, we bound |(%) (y,p)|. Compute by (A.2)),([A.9)
(52) 0 Dut)) =1+ 1)) (" + e
+un(y) (ekﬁu(y)T + 3u(y)e;{) .

This together with g(p, Du(y))g(p, Du(y))=* = I and (A.2),([A.3]),(A.0)

gives

(A13) I(52) @ puy)

Opy,

(%2°) . utw)

+ < Ce
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where C =C(n) > 0, for each y € BZ(0) and pe B 1(0) if e =€(n) >0 is
sufficiently small. We can thus compute as in (A.7) using (A.0]), (A 13)

(5 )wn)

|trace (g(p, Du(y))” (8pk ) (p, Du(y)))|

(A.14) 2y/det g(p. Du(y))
Vdet g(p, Du(y))

x [ g(p, Du(y))™|

|97 (p, Du(y))]

(52) @ Dutw)| o Dut)

<Ce<1

where C =C(n) > 0, for each y € BZ(0) and p e B*1(0) if e = ¢(n) >0 is
sufficiently small.

Lastly, let us bound |(8D"GJ) (y, p)| Compute by (A.9),([A.10)

%(Dn(g(p, Du(y)))) =2tn(y)tinn(y) (exp” + pef)
+ Upi (Y) (ekﬁu(y)T + 3u(y)ef)
+up,(y) (ekﬁun(y)T + 3un(y)e;{) :

We conclude by (A.3)) if € = e(n) > 0 is sufficiently small

Haipk(Dn(g(p, DU(y))))

<Clullez(sr o) [Puly))

A.15
(A.15) <Cllulee g oyl

<ely|
where C =C(n) > 0, for each y € BY(0) and p € B*1(0). Differentiating the
identity (A.7) with respect to the pi-variable, using again Jacobi’s
equation, gives that (aD n ) (y,p) is the sum of the terms

trace(((%)(p,Du(y)))TDn (9(p7Du(y))))

* 2¢/det g(p,Du(y))

9" (p, Du(y)),
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trace(ngu(y))T%(Dn(g(vau(y»))) )
i
2y/det g(p,Du(y)) 9"(p, Du(y)),

trace (g(p, Du(y))" Da(g(p, Du(y))))
.- 4(det g(p, Du(y)))*/?

x trace (g(p, Du(y))" (aa—zi) (p, Du(y))) 9" (p. Du(y)),

trace(g(p,DU(y))TDn(g(p,Du(y)))) i
2\/det g(p,Du(y)) (%) (p, Du(y)),

trace (g(p. Du(y))” () (0. Du()))
. _ 2\/det g(p, Du(y))
< ei-9(p, Du(y) ™ (Du(9(p. Du())) )g(p. Du()) ;.

Vdet g(p, Du(y))

x ;- aipk(g(p, DU(y))‘l)(Dn(g(p, DU(y))))g(p, Du(y))e;,

Vdet g(p, Du(y))

xe;+ g(p, Du(y))™ (aipk(l?n(g(p, DU(y))))) 9(p, Du(y))e;,

Vdet g(p, Du(y))
x e g(p, DU(y))‘l(Dn(g(p, Du(y))) (%) (p, Du(y))e;.

Observe that each term contains either

Dy (g(p, Du(y))) or i(Dn(g(p, Du(y))))-

Opk
We can thus compute using (A.3)),(A.6),(A.11), (A.13]),(A.15])
0D, GY
(52 ) | < el <
P

where C =C(n) >0, for y € Bf(0) and pe B*1(0) if e=¢(n) >0 is
sufficiently small. This together with (A.12]),(A.14) gives (A.5]).
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Finally, we need a more general Hopf boundary point lemma than the usual
one (found for example in Lemma 3.4 of [6]). For this, we refer to [§].
However, we won’t need as general of a result as found in Theorem 4.1 of
[8], and so for convenience we state here the more precise Hopf boundary
point lemma which we presently need.

Lemma A.16. Suppose w € C1*(B7%(0)) satisfies w(0) =0 and
Dw(0) =0, and let

Q={zeBI2(0) x (0,3) : 21 > W(P,_o(2))}-
Also suppose q¢>n—1, and with € (0,1) suppose
e a e Cova(closQ), cie L°(Q) fori,je {1,...,n-1}, and d € Lq(Q),
. ij_zll a’(2)pip; > |p? for all pe R*! and z € Q,
e a(0) = a’*(0) for eachi,je{l,...,n—1}.

.....

if | D0 cesp-2(0y) < € and if s € C1(clos Q) is a weak solution over ) to the
equation

n-1 n-1
Z Ez (CLijEjS) + Z CiEiS +ds=0
irj=1 i=1

with s(z) > s(0) = 0 for all z €, then Ds(0) % 0.

Proof. We merely sketch the proof, and refer to [§]. Define the function
5 CLo(By (e 1)) by

5(2) = s(z + W(p,_o(2))en1) for ze By (e, 1);

note since w(0) =0 and | Dw|¢(pp-2(0)) < €, then we can choose € = €(n) >0
sufficiently small so that {z +@(p,,_5(2))en_1 : 2 € B (en1)} c Q.

Consider the map
W(z) = z+w(p,_o(2))ent for z e BF (e, 1),

and the calculation

Di3(2) =(Dis)(W(2)) + Di((p,-5(2))) (Dn-15) (W (2))
=(Dis)(W(2)) + Dit@(p-s(2))) Dn-13(2).
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Then defining the function
d(z) = max{0,d(W(z))} for z € B} (e,_1)

and using W as a change of variables, we can show § € C1(Br(e,_1)) is a
weak solution over Bf"!(e,-1) to an equation of the form

n-1 n—-1
> D;(aD;3)+ " ¢'D;5+ds <0,
i,5=1 i=1

where the coefficients satisfy

o i e C%(clos By (en-1)), ¢t € L=(B (en-1)) for i,5 € {1,...,n -1},
and d € LI(B? (e,-1)), since w € C1*(closQ);

o Y7L a"(2)pip; > Lpf? for all pe R and z ¢ Q, using
| D] (sp-2(0y) < € with € > 0 sufficiently small depending on n and

max; je{1,...,n-1} ”a'ij ”C’(closQ);
e d is weakly non-positive over B!(e,_1) (see Definition 2.5 of [§]);

e a7(0) =a’"(0) for each i,j € {1,...,n—1}, since w(0) =0 and
D (0) = 0.

Moreover, we still have §(z) > $(0) = s(0) =0, since w(0) = 0. We can thus
apply Lemma 3.3 of [8] (with n —1 in place of n), using as well Remarks
2.2,4.2(i) of [§], to conclude

0% D3(0) = D(s(2 + 0(Pn-2(2))))l:=0 = Ds(0),

using again w(0) =0 and Dw(0) = 0. O
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