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MORSE INEQUALITIES FOR THE AREA FUNCTIONAL

FERNANDO C. MARQUES, RAFAEL MONTEZUMA AND ANDRE NEVES

ABSTRACT. In this article we prove the strong Morse inequalities for
the area functional in codimension one, assuming that the ambient di-
mension satisfies 3 < (n+ 1) < 7, in both the closed and the boundary
cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

Morse theory relates the structure of the set of critical points of a real-
valued function to the topology of the space on which the function is defined.
It was initially devised to study geodesics. In this paper we establish a Morse
theory for minimal hypersurfaces in a Riemannian manifold (M"*!, g), as-
suming 3 < (n+ 1) < 7, by proving that the strong Morse inequalities hold
(1200).

The area functional is defined on the space Z,(M"™*!, Zs) of n-dimensional
mod 2 flat cycles T = 90U, endowed with the flat topology. Denote by by (a)
the k-th Betti number of the space of cycles with area less than a (with
coefficients in Zy) and by ci(a) the number of closed, embedded, minimal
hypersurfaces in Z,(M"! Zy) with area less than a and index equal to k
(notice that the trivial cycle counts).

1.1. Theorem. Suppose g is a C*®-generic (bumpy) Riemannian metric.
For each a € (0,00), we have by(a) < oo for every k € Zy and the Strong
Morse Inequalities hold:

¢r(a) = ¢p1(a) + -+ (=1)"co(a) = by(a) — bp—1(a) + - -+ + (=1)"bo(a)
for every r € Z. In particular,
cr(a) > by(a)

for everyr € Z.

In the case of two-dimensional parametrized minimal surfaces spanning a
wire in Euclidean space, the inequalities were proven by Morse and Tompkins
[21]. Such a theory is also in Shiffman [26]. Struwe [28] found a clear proof
from the point of view of functional analysis, using Sobolev spaces and
Palais-Smale type compactness ([22]).

Several techniques have been developed recently to characterize the Morse
index of minimal hypersurfaces produced by min-max methods ([14], [16]).
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Almgren [3] and Pitts [23] had shown how to construct closed minimal hyper-
surfaces by doing min-max over one-parameter sweepouts, but no informa-
tion on the Morse index was given. The papers [14] and [I6] use the fact that
Z, (M1 Zs) has the same cohomology groups of RP*°, which implies the
existence of multiparameter sweepouts. In fact, H*(Z,,(M™, Zy), Zy) = Zs
for every k € N.

The point was to show that generically, in which case the metric is
bumpy meaning closed minimal hypersurfaces are nondegenerate (White
[30], [34]), a closed minimal hypersurface produced by min-max over k-
parameter sweepouts must have index equal to k. General upper bounds
were obtained in [I4] and lower bounds were proven in [16] assuming the
Multiplicity One Conjecture: any component of a min-max minimal hyper-
surface has multiplicity one. As in [I6], our paper uses the local min-max
property of White [31].

Xin Zhou proved the Multiplicity One Conjecture in [35] for the Almgren-
Pitts setting, using the Zhou-Zhu [36] prescribed mean curvature version of
the theory. If (n + 1) = 3, for the Allen-Cahn variant of the theory, the
conjecture had been proven by Chodosh and Mantoulidis [6]. Combining
the results of [14], [16] and [35], for a generic metric g, there exists a closed
minimal hypersurface ¥ C (M g) with index(X;) = k for every k € N.
Since by, (Z,(M"*1 Zs)) = 1, this corresponds to the inequality ¢, > b.
Notice that the area of Xy is equal to the k-width wy (M, g) of M (see [16]
for the definition). For more details see the survey paper [17].

Theorem [L1] generalizes this by accounting for all (separating) closed
minimal hypersurfaces in (M, g), and not just those realizing the volume
spectrum.

We also consider the boundary case in this paper. De Lellis and Ramic
[7] proved a mountain pass theorem using sweepouts based on those of [§].
This establishes that if there are two strictly stable, embedded minimal
hypersurfaces with the same boundary, and assuming there are no closed
minimal hypersurfaces, then there must be a third minimal hypersurface
with that boundary. The boundary is assumed to be contained in a convex
hypersurface of the ambient space, in which case regularity holds. Due to
the properties of the sweepouts used in [7], they also need the strictly stable
hypersurfaces to bound an open set.

A mountain pass theorem for the Almgren-Pitts setting was achieved in
[19]. The boundary is still assumed to be in a convex hypersurface, but the
condition of the hypersurfaces bounding an open set is not imposed. The
strictly stable hypersurfaces are assumed to be homologous. This allows the
construction of a path between them that is continuous in the flat topology.
The fact that the boundary is nonempty implies the mutiplicity one property,
which is crucial for the arguments of our paper.

For the boundary version of the Morse inequalities, we assume (M"*!, g),
3 < (n+1) <7, has strictly convex boundary M. We suppose M contains
no closed minimal hypersurfaces. Let "1 C M be an (n — 1)-dimensional
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smooth, closed submanifold. We assume every minimal hypersurface ¥ C M
with 9% = ~ is nondegenerate, which holds true for Baire generic boundaries
v C OM (White [29]).

1.2. Theorem. The Strong Morse Inequalities for the area functional hold,
1.e.

() = ek-1(7) + -+ (=D (y) = (-1)F
for every k > 0. Here c(y) denotes the number of minimal hypersurfaces
of index k with boundary ~y.

The mountain pass theorem when 3 < (n+ 1) < 7 is a consequence of the
strong Morse inequalities, since we have

c1(y) = co(y) — 1.

There is a version of Theorem counting only hypersurfaces with area
less than a, like in Theorem [I[.1] which can be proven with similar methods.
If there are closed minimal hypersurfaces in M, they will be achieved with
multiplicity one if the metric is also bumpy. The strong Morse inequalities
will continue to hold in that case for hypersurfaces with area less than a.

If (n+ 1) > 8, Schoen-Simon regularity theory ([24]) for stable mini-
mal hypersurfaces implies that min-max minimal hypersurfaces are smooth
outside a possible singular set of codimension 7. The Morse index of the
minimal variety is the index of the smooth part (Dey [9]). Upper bounds
for the Morse index were proven by Li [I3]. A multiplicity one property and
lower bounds are still open. The mountain pass theorems of [7] and [19]
hold for (n + 1) > 8 with singular hypersurfaces. The third solution should
have index one.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some nota-
tion of Geometric Measure Theory. In Section 3, we prove the strong Morse
inequalities in the closed case. In Section 4, we prove a compactness theorem
for the boundary case. In Section 5, we prove the strong Morse inequalities
for the boundary case.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank the support of the
Institute for Advanced Study, where part of this work was conducted.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (M™*! g) be an (n + 1)-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold.
We assume, for convenience, that (M, g) is isometrically embedded in some
Euclidean space R”.

The spaces we will work with in this paper are:

e the space I;(M;Zs) of I-dimensional flat chains in R” with coeffi-
cients in Zs and support contained in M, where [ =n or n + 1;

e the space Z,(M;Zs) of flat chains T' € I,,(M;Z2) such that there
exists U € 1,,11(M;Zs) with OU =T}
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e the closure V,, (M), in the weak topology, of the space of n-dimensional
rectifiable varifolds in R” with support contained in M.

We assume implicitly that M(T") + M(9T) < oo for every T € I;(M;Zs),
where M denotes the mass functional. We will refer to Z,,(M;Z,) as the
space of cycles. Flat chains over a finite coefficient group were introduced
by Fleming [11].

Given T € I;(M;Zs), we denote by |T'| and ||T|| the integral varifold
and the Radon measure in M associated with |T'|, respectively; given V €
Viu(M), ||V]| denotes the Radon measure in M associated with V. The
space of n-dimensional integral varifolds with support in M is denoted by
IV, (M).

The spaces above come with several relevant metrics. For instance, the
metric M(T1,T5) = M(Ty — T,) defines the mass topology. The flat metric

.F(Tl,Tg) = mf{M(Q) + M(R) T =T =Q + E?R}

induces the flat topology (we put F(T') = F(T,0)). The F-metric is defined
in the book of Pitts [23], page 66] and induces the varifold weak topology on
V(M) NA{V ||[V||[(M) < a} for any a. It satisfies

IVI[(M) < [[WI[(M) + F(V,W)

for all V. W € V,(M). We denote by E(;F(V) and BY (V) the closed and open
metric balls, respectively, with radius ¢ and center V' € V,,(M). Similarly,

we denote by E(;]:(T) and BY (T) the corresponding balls with center T €
Z,(M;Zs) in the flat metric. Finally, the F-metric on I;(M;Zs) is defined
by

We have F(|S],|T]) < M(S,T) and hence F(S,T) < 2M(S,T) for any
S, T e Il(M; Zg).

We assume that I;(M;Zy) and Z,(M;7Zs) have the topology induced by
the flat metric. When endowed with the topology of the F-metric or the

mass norm, these spaces will be denoted by I;(M;F¥;Zs), Z,(M;F¥;Zs),

L,(M;M;Zs), Z,(M;M;Zs), respectively.

3. MORSE INEQUALITIES

Let M be the space of all smooth Riemannian metrics on M. Given
g € M, let M, denote the collection of all smooth, closed, embedded, g-
minimal hypersurfaces in M and let 9, be the subset of ifﬁg consisting of
connected minimal hypersurfaces.

Suppose that the Riemannian metric ¢ on the closed manifold M™+1, 3 <
(n+1) <7, is bumpy. This means that every closed minimal hypersurface
3. C M is a nondegenerate critical point of the area functional, including
immersed hypersurfaces. This condition holds for C*° generic metrics ([30],

1341, H).
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Given k € Z; and a € (0,00), let ci(a) denote the number of smooth,
embedded, closed, minimal hypersurfaces ¥ C M in Z,(M"* Zy) with
index(X) = k and area(X) < a. The hypersurface ¥ could be disconnected,
in which case the index is the sum of the indices of the components. If
we want to emphasize the dependence on the Riemannian metric g, we will
write ¢y 4(a) instead of ci(a).

We denote by b (a) the k-th Betti number of the topological space

Z29={T € Z,(M,F¥;Zs) : M(T) < a},

endowed with the F-metric, with coefficients in Zy. (The inequalities also
hold for the Betti numbers with coefficients in any field, by adapting the
methods.) The set Z% is open in Z,(M,F;Zy). If we want to specify the
dependence on the metric g, we will write Z7.

3.1. Theorem. For each a € (0,00), we have bi(a) < oo for every k € Z
and the Strong Morse Inequalities hold:

er(a) = ep—1(a) + -+ + (=1)"co(a) = by(a) — by—1(a) + -+ + (—1)"bo(a)
for every r € Z. In particular,

cr(a) > by(a)
for everyr € Z..

Notice that:

3.2. Lemma. We have ci(a) < oo for every k and a.

Proof. This follows immediately from Sharp’s Compactness Theorem ([25]),
since the metric is bumpy. O

We will use:

3.3. Proposition. For a C*°-generic Riemannian metric g on M, we have:
e cvery g-minimal hypersurface is g-nondegenerate;
e and if
p1 - areag(X1) + - + py - areag(Xy) =0,

with {p1,...,pn} CZ, {E1,..., X8} C My, and ¥, # X; whenever
k #£ 1, then

Proof. Let U, o be the set of Riemannian metrics g € M such that:

e every g-minimal hypersurface with index at most p and area at most
« is g-nondegenerate;
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e and if
my - areag(Xy) + -+ my - areayg(Xy) =0,

with {m1,...,mn} CZ,{E1,...,En} C M, |my| < p, index(3y,) <
p and area(Xy) < « for every k, and ¥y # 3; whenever k # [, then

mlz---:mN:O.

3.4. Claim. The set Uy, is open and dense in M, for every p € Z, and
a>0.

Openness follows from Sharp’s Compactness Theorem [25].

Let g € M and let V C M be a C*-neighborhood of g. By White ([30],
[34]), there exists a bumpy metric ¢’ € V.

By Sharp’s Compactness Theorem ([25]), there are only finitely many
connected ¢g’-minimal hypersurfaces with index at most p and area at most
a. Let {S1,...,5;} be the collection of such hypersurfaces, with S; # S
whenever k # [.

Recall that if § = exp(2¢)¢’, then the second fundamental form of 3 with
respect to g is given by (Besse [5], Section 1.163)

Apg=Asg —g - (Vo)
where (V¢)*(z) is the component of V¢ normal to T,.3.

We can pick p; € )\ (UpaSk) for every | = 1,...,q (see the proof of
Lemma 4 of [18]). Let € > 0 be sufficiently small so that B.(py) N B:(p;) =0
whenever k # I, B-(p;) N (UpSk) = 0 for every I = 1,...,q. We choose a
nonnegative function f; € C°(B:(p1)), fis, Z 0, such that (Vy fi)(z) € T,
for every x € S;. Hence 5; is still minimal with respect to the metric
g(ty,. .. ’t,‘J) = exp(2(t1f1 + o tgfy)d, forevery I=1,...,q.

Let (tgz), e ,tgz)) € (0,1]7 be a sequence converging to zero so that, by
putting g; = g(t&”, . ,t((;)), we have that the real numbers

areag, (S1), . .. ,areagq, (Sy)

are linearly independent over Q. Sharp’s Compactness Theorem, together
with the fact that S; is ¢’-nondegenerate for every [ = 1,...,¢q, implies that
for sufficiently large ¢ the only connected g;-minimal hypersurfaces with
index at most p and area at most a are Si,...,S;. Hence g; € VNU,, for
sufficiently large ¢. This proves density of U, o, which finishes the proof of
the claim.

The claim implies that the set X = NyenUn, N is Baire-residual in M,
hence it is also dense. This finishes the proof of the Proposition.
O

Proof of Theorem[3d. We denote by c;(t) the number of elements ¥ € 9t,N
Z, (M"Y Zy) with index(X) = j and area(X) < t.
Recall
Zt={T € Z,(M;F;Zs) : M(T) < t}.



MORSE INEQUALITIES FOR THE AREA FUNCTIONAL 7

All the homology groups will be computed with coefficients in Zs. A
k-dimensional homology class is represented by finite chains of singular k-
simplices _ s;, where s; : AF — Z,(M;F;Zs) is a continuous map defined
on the standard k-simplex A* for every i.

3.5. Homology Min-Max Theorem. Let o € Hy(Z', Z%) be a nontrivial
homology class, 0 < s < t, and let

W (o) :[ inf  sup M(s;(x)).

8i]=0; zc Ak
Suppose that, for some ¢ > 0, there is no X' € M, with area(Y') € (s — ¢, s)
and index(X') < k—1. Then W (o) € [s,t) with W (o) > 0 if s = 0. Moreover
there exists ¥ € My N Z,(M" L, Zy) with index(X) = k and

area(X) = W(o).

Proof. Since there is a representative [3_ s;] = o with s;(AF) € Z* for each
i, it is clear that W (o) < t. If W(o) < s, then there is a representative
Y si] = o with s;(A*) ¢ Z* for every i. This implies o = 0, which is a
contradiction. Hence W (o) € [s,t).
Let {>, sl(-] )}j be a sequence of representatives ([»_, sl(-] )] = o) such that
lim sup M(sgj)(a:)) =W(o).

J 00 ze Ak
Associated to the chain ), sgj ) we have a A-complex XU and a map ®U) :
X0 - U,-SZ(J)(A]“) (see Section 2.1 of [12]) that is continuous in the F-
metric. The boundary X is the union of (k — 1)-faces of 3, 82(-] ) that do
not cancel out in the calculation of 9(3, s )). Because the chain ), sl(-] ) is

)

a relative cycle, we have that ®U)(0X0)) ¢ Z5. We also have
2P(XV) =0

We can consider the class Hg) of all F-continuous maps ¥ : 9X ) — 2zs
()
|6X ()
applying min-max theory for the area functional to Hg), and using the fact
that there is no X' € M, with area(X’) € (s — ¢, s) and index(X’) < k — 1,
we conclude that there is an element ¥’ € H(aj) with sup, sy M(¥(y)) <
s —¢/2. In particular, we can suppose that

sup M(®V)(y)) < s —e/2.
yedX ()

that are F-homotopic to ® through maps taking values in Z°. By

Notice that in Section 3 of [I4], a homotopy class is defined in an unusual
way: the homotopy class of an F-continuous map is defined as the class of all
F-continuous maps that are homotopic to the original one in the flat topol-
ogy. But Proposition 3.5 of [I5] has been upgraded to the mass topology
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in Proposition 3.2 of [I6]. An inspection of Section 3 of [14] shows that the
min-max theory also works for usual F-continuous homotopy classes. Defor-
mation Theorem A of [I4] also applies to to rule out minimal hypersurfaces
of higher index.

Since W (o) > s, we have that the techniques of [16] for standard homol-
ogy classes can be adapted to the case of relative homology classes as in the
statement of the theorem. There is § > 0 such that for sufficiently large j,

sup M(®W)(z)) <t—6
zeX ()
for every z € XU,

Fix j. Let {g;} be a sequence of metrics as in Proposition B3] such that

g; converges to g in the smooth topology. We consider

o = eV (XV)) € Hy(2( ", 257
for sufficiently large 7. Notice that in this case we have
t—5/2 t s—e/4 s
= /2 c 29, Zg; e =2

Since ¢ # 0, this implies JZQ ) # 0 for sufficiently large i. Notice that

<S“p gw)) W(0) < Wy (o) < sup My, (29 (a)),
9i(v,v) 2eX )

hence
W (o) < liminf ng(agj)) < limsup ng(agj)) < sup M, (®V)(z)).
100 i—00 e X ()

Notice that there is no g;-minimal hypersurface with index less than or
equal to k — 1 and area in (s — 3e/4, s —e/4) for large i. Hence, by the same
argument as before, we can find a sequence

o) X0 y gt=02 i) (g xP0)y ¢ grel2 ¢ g/t
such that
(@)(1x7) = o
and
lim sup My, (@ (@) = Wy, (o).

l—00 zeX?0)

Let H;’(j) be the homotopy class of <I>§’(j) : Xli’(j) — 25:5/2 relative to

ox;) 1t
L) = inf - sup My, (@(x)),
BEIH V) pey )
then
Wy, (o) <TAGY) < sup My, (0, (@),
xEXf’(j)

In particular, lim;_, L(H;’(j)) _ ng(a(j)).

i
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Min-max theory gives a stationary integral varifold Vli’(j ) whose support

is a g;-minimal hypersurface such that area,, (VlZ U )) = L(II, TR )). Defor-
mation Theorem A of [I4] allows us to rule out minimal hypersurfaces of
higher index, so that we can choose V,” 20) o satisfy index(V}" g )) < k. Here
index(V,” (I )) is defined to be the sum of the indices of the components of

Spt(Vli’(j )). Because the metric is bumpy, for sufficiently large [ we have
L1 Y) = aveay, () = Wy, (07).
Moreover, the work of X. Zhou [35] gives a minimizing sequence {V,, },, in
H;’(] ) 50 that the critical set C({V,,}m) contains a multiplicity one, minimal
hypersurface E;’(J) € Z,(M™1 Zs) such that index(E;’(J)) < k. Because g;

is as in Proposition B3] Z;’(J) is the unique smooth element of C({W,,},).
Theorem 4.7 (i) of [I6] can be upgraded to homotopy in the F-metric. The
minimizing sequence produced by Theorem 4.9 of [16] is in the usual F-
metric homotopy class. The proof of Theorem 7.2 of [16] can also be adapted

to our setting, which proves that 1ndex(2l 10 )) = k. The only point to check
is that the singular cycle z;, of the proof of Theorem 7.2 of [I6] is null-
homologous in the F-metric. But this is a consequence of Theorem 3.8 of
[16] with KL = X, in the notation of the proof of Theorem 7.2 of [16].
We have found a multiplicity one, g;-minimal hypersurface X such that
index(2"W)) = £, areagi(Ei’(j)) = ng(o*(j)).

7

If we let i — oo, and because g is bumpy, we can take a subsequential
limit of ¥%U) and get a multiplicity one g-minimal hypersurface () e
Z, (M"Y Zy) such that

index(ZU)) =k, W(o) < areag(E(j)) < sup Mg(<I>(j)(x)).
zeX (@)
Taking another subsequential limit as j — oo, we find a multiplicity one
g-minimal hypersurface ¥ € Z,,(M"! Zy) such that
index(X) =k, areay(X) = W (o).

If s =0 and W (o) = 0, then there are representatives of the homology
class o with supremum of the masses arbitrarily small. Then Theorem
3.8 of [I6] (with L = {0} and ¥ = 0) implies that ¢ = 0, which gives a
contradiction. This finishes the proof of the Min-Max Homology Theorem.

O

3.6. Proposition. Suppose that the metric g is as in Proposition [2.3. Let
r€Zy and X € MyNZ, (M"Y, Zy) with index(X) = k < r and area(X) = a.
For every € > 0, there exists a —e < s < a <t < a-+ ¢ such that

bi(Z, 25 =0Vi<ri#k,

br(2!, 25) = 1.
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Proof. Because the metric g is as in Proposition [3.3] there is § > 0 such that
¥ is the unique element of 91, with index less than or equal to r and area
in (a—0,a+9).

Let 0 € Hy(Z4, Z5) withi <rji#k,a—d<s<t<a+d. Ifo#0,the
Homology Min-Max Theorem gives an element ' € Eﬁlg with index(X') =
and area(X') € [s,t). Contradiction, hence ¢ = 0. This proves

bi(ZL 25 =0Vi<ri#k a—6<s<t<a+d.

Consider {77Z ", and the functional A* as in the proof of the Local Min-
Max Theorem 6.1 of [16]. Let €1 be as in Proposition 6.2 of [LI6]. Then for
every S € Z,(M;Zs) with F(S,X) < €1, we have A*(S) > A*(X) unless
S = ¥. This implies that for each o > 0, there exists k = r(a, X,e1) > 0
such that if S € Z,,(M;Zs) satisfies F(S,%) < e1/2 and A*(S) < A*(X)+k
then F(5,%) <«

Choose t € (a,a + ¢), with t —a < min{d, x(1/16,%,e1)}. If K1 = {X},
let 5 = (K1, £2%) > 0 as in Theorem 3.8 of [16].

Given 8 > 0, let g9 > 0 and {Fv}vegk be as in Theorem 6.1 of [16]. We

can suppose, by choosing § > 0 sufficiently small, that
F((F)4(2),%) < min{e; /4, 3/4}

for all v € Ek. If

k
=D NFE) 2| (m) - e,

1=1
we have P*(0) = 0 and DP*(0) = Id. Hence
]

5"
(P*).([0B")) # 0 € Hy_1(R"\ {0}).
We can choose 0 < v < min{d/2, (t — a)/4, 3} such that
area ((F,)#(X)) < area(X) — 2y
for every v € OBF. If
—k
Ko ={(Fy)x(X):ve B},
let 0 < ' = B(Ka,7/4) < v/4 as in Theorem 3.8 of [16].
We choose 0 < h < (3/4, depending only on ¥ and {F,}, such that for
every S € Z,(M;Zy) with F(S,%) < h, we have that the function
—k
vE B = |[(F)#(9)]|(M)

is strictly concave and has a unique maximum point somewhere in Bf /2(0),
and

F((Fo)#(S), (F)%(X)) < min{y/4, 8'/4, 3 /4}
for every v € B".
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t%: B - Z,(M;F;Zs) is given by ®(v) = (F,)x(3), we define the
relative homology class
7 =0.([B") € H(2', 27,
where [Ek] denotes the generator of Hy, (Ek, 8§k).

3.7. Claim. 7 # 0.

Suppose @ = 0 by contradiction. This implies that there exists a (k + 1)-
dimensional A-complex Y and a map H : Y — Z! continuous in the F-
metric, such that dY is the union of two k-dimensional A-subcomplexes

oy =B Uz,
disjoint as subcomplexes, such that
H B = D,

supM(H (y)) < a—.
yez

We can apply barycentric subdivision to Y (still denoted by Y') so that
for each (k + 1)-dimensional simplex s € Y we have

sup F(H(y1), H(y2)) < €1/16.
Y1,Y2€s

Let W be the union of all (k + 1)-simplices s € Y such that there exists
Yy € s with
F(H(y), %) <er/4.

In particular, B C OW. Also,
F(H(y),X) < 3e1/8

for every y € W.

Consider a k-simplex ¢ € OW such that t ¢ B U Z. Then there exists
s €Y with s ¢ W and t C Js. By definition of W, we have

F(H(y),%) >e1/4
for every y € s. Hence, for any ¢/ € t and y € s we have
F(H(Y), %) = F(H(y), %) — F(H(y'), H(y))
> 61/4 — 61/16 > 61/8.

We can decompose OW as the union of two k-dimensional subcomplexes,
disjoint as subcomplexes:

ow =B'UB.
Note that 9B’ = B". Consider the continuous map P : B’ — R* given by

k
P(y) =Y _[H)I(m) - ei.
i=1
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Note that Py = Péﬁk' Therefore P,([0B']) # 0 € Hy_1(R*\ {0}). This
implies the existence of yg € B’ such that P(yg) = 0. So

A*(H (yo)) = I[H (yo)[|(M) = M(H (yo))-
This implies
(3.1) A*(H(yo)) <t <a-+k(e1/16,%,e1).
Since yo € W, then F(H (yp),%) < 3e1/8 < £1/2 and hence
M(H (yo)) = A*(H(y0)) > A*(5) = M(¥) = a.

This gives yo ¢ Z. Hence F(H (yo),>) > €1/8. On the other hand, inequality
BI) gives F(H(yo),X) < e1/16. Contradiction, thus & # 0 which proves
the claim.

3.8. Claim. Hj(Z! Z°77) = {0,7}.

Let o € Hi(Z!,Z%77), with o # 0. The Homology Min-Max Theorem
gives that W (o) = area(X). Like in the proof of the Homology Min-Max
Theorem, there exists a homotopy class II of maps ® : X — Z! relative
to 0X, where X is a k-dimensional A-complex and ®(0X) C Z°77, such
that L(II) = area(X) and ®.([X]) = 0. Let {®;} C II be a minimizing
sequence. Because the metric is as in Proposition B3] the only smooth
element of C({®,}) is ¥. Given any 0 < h < min{h/2,e0/2}, the proof of

Theorem 7.2 of [I6] gives another minimizing sequence {®;} C II (which
can be taken continuous in the mass topology) such that the only smooth
element of C({®;}) is ¥ and for some 7 > 0 we have
r € X, M(®j(x)) > a—n = F(®;(x)],|Z]) < h.
Because of Theorem 4.11 of [16], we can also suppose
e X, M(®(z)) >a—n = F(®;(z),%) <h.

We can assume 7 < /2.

We fix j and choose 0 < h' < min{n/8,v/4,5'/4} and a barycentric
subdivision of X (still denoted by X) such that for each k-simplex ¢t € X,
we have

F(&)(z1), j(x2)) < I
for every x1,x9 € t. Let V be the union of all k-simplices t € X such that
there exists x € t with

M(d;(z)) > a —n/4.
Then, for any other 2’ € t, we have
M($;(2)) > M(®(z)) — F(|;(2')], | ()])
>a—n/4—h
> a— 3n/8.
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In particular, VN 90X = (). Now, for any (k — 1)-simplex s € OV there exists
a k-simplex ¢ ¢ V with s C 9¢. By definition of V', we have:

(3.2) M(®(y)) < a—n/4

for every y € OV.
We will follow as in the proof of Theorem 7.2 of [16]. For y € 9V, let

Av B [0,00) be defined by

AY(v) = [|(E) (125 () DII(M).
Note that
F(®;(y),%) <2h <h
for every y € V. Hence the function AY is strictly concave and has a unique
maximum at m(y) € BY(0). By Theorem 6.1 of [I6] and inequality ([3.2)

above, we get that m(y) 2;& 0 for every y € 9V. We can find { > 0 such that
¢ <|m(y)| <1/2 for every y € V.

Now we can consider the one-parameter flow {¢¥(-,t)}i>0 C Diff(Fk)
generated by the vector field

v —(1— [ VAY(v).

The function t — AY(¢Y(v,t)) is nonincreasing for fixed v. It is strictly
decreasing except if v = m(y) or if v € OB*, in which cases it is constant.
We have that

. y k
tllgloqb (v,t) € OB

if v # m(y), and the limit is uniform if v — m(y)| > ¢.
Therefore there exists s > 0 such that the homotopy

Hy:[0,1] x 0V — Z,(M;F;Zs)

defined by
Hi(t,y) = (Fyo(o,00) (25 ()
satisfies:
o Hi(0,9) = D(y),
o F(Hi(1,y), (Fuy))#(®;(y))) < h' for some continuous function

w: AV — OB,
e M(Hy(t,y)) <a—n/8
for every (t,y) € [0,1] x V. We have
F(Hl(lv y)7 (Fw(y))#(z)) < F(H1(17 y)v (Fw(y))#((i)](y)))

+F((Fw(y))#(€t)j (y))7 (Fw(y))#(g))
<K +3/4<p/2
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for every y € 0V. In particular,
M(H1(1,y)) < M(Fyy))#(X)) + F(Hi(Ly), (Fu)# (X))
<a-2y+p/2<a—-2y+v/8<a-—15y/8.
We also have
F(Hi(t,y),3) = F((Fyu(0.00)#(P5(9)), 2)
< F((Fyo(0,50) (25 1), (Fywo.5)# () + F(Fywo.s0)) (%), £)
<B4+ B/4=5/2

for every (t,y) € [0,1] x OV
By applying Theorem 3.8 of [16] with K = Ky, we get that there exists a
second homotopy

Hy:[1,2] x 0V — Z,(M;F;Zs)

such that
e Hy(1,y) = Hi(1,y),
* Hy(2,y) = (Fuy))#(X),
.F(H2(7 (Fw ) ( ))<7/4

1,2] x 9V. In particular,
(H2(t y), %) S F(Ha(t,y), (Fuy)# (X)) + F((Fug)# (%), %)
<9/4+B/4< B2,
and
M(H2(t7 y)) < M(( w(y)) (2)) + F(H2(t7 y)? (Fw(y))#(z))
<a—-2y+7y/4<a—Ty/4
for every (t,y) € [1,2] x OV.

We take @ to be the cone over OV and w : Q — B” to be a continuous
map that sends the vertex of the cone to 0 and such that w(y) = w(y) for
every y € 9V = 0Q.

Consider the following A-complex:

C=VUuU(0,2] xoV)UQ,
so 9C' = 0. Define the continuous map
U:C — Z,(M;F;Zs)
by
V(x) = )(x)
forz eV,
U(t,y) = Hi(t,y)
for (t,y) € [0,1] x 9V,
U(t,y) = Ha(t,y)
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for (t,y) € [1,2] x OV, and

for ¢ € Q. Then
F(¥(p),X) < /2
for every p € C.
By applying Theorem 3.8 of [I6] with £ = K1 = {X}, there exists a
homotopy
Hs:[0,1] x C — Z,(M;F;Zs)

with
o H3(0,p) = ¥(p),
i d H3( p) E)
e F(Hs(t,p),X) < (t—a)/4
for every (t,p) € [0,1] x C. In particular,

M(Hs(t,p)) < M(S) + F(Hs(t,p), %) < a+ (t —a) /4 = t — z(t — a)
<t
for every (t,p) € [0,1] x C. Hence
U, ([C]) = 0 € Hy(2t, 2977,
Now consider the A-complex
X' =X \V)u(o,2]xav)uQ,
and the map
V' X' — Z,(M;F;Zs)
given by R
V'(z) = ()
for every x € X \ V, and
U'(p) = ¥(p)
for every p € ([0,2] x V) U Q. So
V(X)) = 0 € Hy(2t, 2077),
Note that M(V’(z)) < a—n/8 for every z € X'\ Q and M(V'(p)) < a—2v

for every p € 0Q).
Let II' be the homotopy class of the map

Ulong : X'\ Q — 27/
relative to the boundary 9(X'\ Q) = 0X U 9Q. Note that
V(O(X'\Q)) cz.
By applying min-max theory for the area functional to II', and using that

there is no minimal hypersurface with index less than or equal to k and area
in [a—v,a —n/16), we get that there exists ¥” € I with

M(¥"(2)) <a—~
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for every z € X'\ Q. This implies
U.([Q) = 0 € Hy(2', Z2°77).

Recall that & : B — Z(M;F;Zy) is defined by B(v) = (F,)4(3) and

7 =.([B")) € Hy(2!,297). Then
\IJ‘Q = 6 o ZZ),

where @ : (Q,0Q) — (B",0B) and & : (B',0B%) — (2, 20-7).

Hence .

o=, ([Q]) = P.(d),
—k

with d = 0, ([Q]) € Hk(Fk, OB*) = Zs. Since o # 0, we have that d = [B
Hence

!

o =0,
which finishes the proof of the claim and of the proposition.
O

We can now prove Theorem [B1] for Riemannian metrics as in Proposition
B3l Suppose g is such a metric. Fix r € Z;. Let {¥1,...,%,} be the
collection of elements of M, N Z,(M™ 1 Zy) with area less than a and
Morse index less than or equal to r. We can suppose that they are ordered
so that

area(X,) < area(X,_1) < --- < area(X).

Set a; = area(X;) and m; = index(3;). Proposition implies that we
can choose s; < a; < t; for every 1 < i < ¢ such that ¢; < s;_1 for all
2<i<q,0<sy<t; <aand

bj(Z25,2%) =0Vj <r,j#m
b, (24, Z51) = 1.
The Homology Min-Max Theorem implies
bj(24, 2y =0Vj<r,
(251,24 =0Vj<r 2<i<gq,
and
b;(25,2°=0)=0Vj<r

The Betti numbers with coefficients in Zy are subadditive, meaning that

if X DY D Z are topological spaces, then
be(X,Z) < bp(X,Y) + by (Y, Z).

Hence
q

q
be(29) < B(Z%EM) + D bp(25,2%) + Y br(Z%1, 2Y) + b(2%)
i=1 1=2
= c¢x(a) < oo.

Therefore by (a) < oo for every k < r.
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The function
sk(X,Y) = bp(X,Y) = b1 (X, V) + -+ 4 (=1)"bo (X, Y)

is also subadditive. Hence

q q
s(Z2%) < k(2% 2M) 4D sp(ZM 25 4> si(Z251, 21 + sp(2%)
i=1 =2

= ) su(2h, 2% > (-ymk

i=1 1<i<q,m;<k
= cr(a) —cpa(a) + - + (=D Feo(a).
Therefore

bk(a) — bk_l(a) + -+ (—1)kbo(a) < ck(a) — ck_l(a) +---+ (—1)kCQ(a)
for every k < r. Since r € Z is arbitrary, this establishes the Theorem for
metrics as in Proposition B3]

Let g be a bumpy metric. Fix r» € Z,. There are finitely many elements
of i)jﬂg with area less than or equal to (a + 1) and Morse index less than or
equal to (r+1). We can suppose that there is no element of 95?g with index
less than or equal to (r+ 1) and area in [a — 20,a) for some § > 0. Let {g;}
be a sequence of metrics as in Proposition such that g; converges to g
in the smooth topology. For sufficiently large 4, there is no element of Eﬁigi
with index less than or equal to (r 4+ 1) and area in [a — 20,a — ¢]. We are
using Sharp’s compactness theorem [25].

Let @ : (X,0X) — (2, Zgi_5) be a continuous map, such that dim(X) =
q < (r+1), where i is sufficiently large. Of course Zgi_‘s C Zy for sufficiently
large 7. We can consider II; g the homotopy class of ®5x among all maps
taking values in ZJ~ 9 Min-max theory in the metric g; applied to II; 0
with upper Morse index bounds, gives that there exists Uy € 1I; such
that Uy(0X) C 27~ 20 This means that if we are interested in ®,([X]) €
Hq(Zg,ng‘s), we can suppose ®(0X) C Zgi_%. Let II be the homotopy
class of ® relative to 90X, among maps that take values in Z7. Min-max
theory in the g metric applied to 11, with upper Morse index bounds, implies
the existence of ¥ € II such that U(X) C Z5~ 30/2,

Since Zg 39/2 Zg;‘s for sufficiently large 7, we conclude that

@.([X]) =0 Hy(25, 257°).
Therefore
Hy(28,207°) =0
for every ¢ < (r + 1). The long exact homology sequence of the pair
(Zg, 25-) implies that

Hy(Zg) = Hy(Z57°)

for every k <. In particular, by(Z{) = bk(Zgi_‘S) < oo for every k <.
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Notice that the way we constructed g; implies that for sufficiently large ¢
we have
Chg(a) = crg,(a —0)
for every k < r. We are using Sharp’s compactness theorem and the implicit
function theorem. Since we have already proved that

be(Z870) — b1 (Z270) + -+ + (=1)bo(2570)
< chgi(a—08) = cho1,(a = 8) + -+ (1) eo g, (a — 5)
for every k < r, we get
br(a) — be_1(a) + - -+ (=1)*by(a) < ex(a) — cp_1(a) 4+ --- + (—1)*co(a)

for every k < r. Since r € Zy is arbitrary, we have finished the proof of
Theorem B.11
O

4. BOUNDARY CASE AND COMPACTNESS THEORY

Let (M™*! g) be an (n+1)-dimensional compact, connected, Riemannian
manifold with strictly convex boundary. We can suppose it is isometrically
embedded in some Euclidean space RE. Let 4"~' € OM be an (n — 1)-
dimensional smooth, closed submanifold.

We denote by V, (M) the closure, in the weak topology, of the space of n-
dimensional rectifiable varifolds in R* with support contained in M. Given
V €V (M), ||V]| denotes the Radon measure in M associated with V.

We denote by A(p, s,7) the Euclidean annulus {z € RF : s < |z —p| < r}.

The varifold V is said to be vy-stationary if

V(X)=0
for every vector field X that is tangential to M and such that X =0 on ~.
Let
M(y) ={X" C M : ¥ is a compact, embedded, smooth minimal
hypersurface, with 0% = ~}.

If we want to emphasize the dependence on the Riemannian metric g, we
will write 9, (y) instead of M(y).

4.1. Definition. The Morse index of ¥ is defined as the number index(X)
of negative eigenvalues of the Jacobi operator Ly, of ¥, counted with multi-
plicities, acting on the space of smooth sections of the normal bundle of X
which vanish on 0X.

We will extend to the case of minimal hypersurfaces with fixed boundary
the compactness theory for closed minimal hypersurfaces developed by Sharp
[25].

Let

M(y,A) = {2 € M(y) : X connected, index(X) < I, and ||X||(M) < A}

The main result of this section is the following theorem.
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Theorem 4.1. Consider {Xi}p>1 C M(y,A). There exists a subsequence
{Zk}k and X € M(y,A) such that X — X as varifolds. The convergence
18 graphical and smooth with multiplicity one everywhere. If the Xy are
different from %, then the nullity of 3 is at least one.

Proof. We will start by proving the following claim:

4.2. Claim. There exists a subsequence {¥x}k, an integral varifold V , and
a finite subset Y C M such that:

(a) X — V as varifolds,

(b) V is ~y-stationary,

() Y Cvyand #Y <1,

(d) X = supp(||V|]) is connected, smooth in M \'Y, and contains =,

(e) X — X in the Hausdorff topology,

(f) Xk — X smooth and graphically, with multiplicity one on compact
subsets of M\'Y', and

(g) X\Y is connected.

Let {¥;}r>1 be a sequence in M;(y,A). Since ||Eg||[(M) = H™(X) are
bounded from above by A, we have that, up to a subsequence, Y con-
verges in varifold sense to a varifold V' € V,(M). Clearly, V is y-stationary.
Moreover, minimality of ¥, implies

(4.1) 16CIZkD)I| < H" " oy + nl[ Ay [[H" Sy,

where |X;| denotes the varifold induced by X and ||Aj/|| denotes the C°
norm of the second fundamental form of the inclusion M C RE. In par-
ticular, the first variation total measures |[6(|Xg|)|[(M) are also uniformly
bounded. By Allard’s Compactness Theorem for integral varifolds, (see 42.7
and 42.8 in [27]), V is an integral varifold.

Let ¥ = supp(||[V]|). By the Maximum Principle (see Proposition 7.1 of
[7), XNoM C ~. We claim that ¥ contains ~, is connected, and Xj —
>} in the Hausdorff sense. Indeed, if p € ~, the monotonicity formula at
boundary points, obtained by Allard in [2], implies a positive lower bound
H™"(Xr N Br(p)) > Cr™ > 0 which is uniform on k € N for small values
of » > 0. Then, by continuity of the mass under varifold convergence, it
follows that p € ¥. The Hausdorff convergence follows because if not there
would be a sequence of points py, € ¥j,, with k; — oo, at distance at least a
fixed dy > 0 from X. Since v C 3, the interior monotonicity formula can be
applied to give us a contradiction. Since Y are connected, Y is connected
also.

Since index(Xy) < I for every k, a standard argument shows that after
maybe passing to a subsequence there exists a finite set Y C M, with
#Y < I, such that for every x € M\ Y there exists » > 0 such that X,
is stable in B,(z) for every k. If x € M \ M, we can choose r so that
By (x) MOM = (. The Schoen-Simon theory [24] implies that ¥ is smooth
and embedded in M\ (OM UY), perhaps with integer multiplicities, and the
convergence is locally graphical and smooth. Since OM is strictly convex,
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the wedge property is satisfied near any = € v (Lemma 9.1 of [7]). Hence
we can apply De Lellis and Ramic’s Compactness Theorem (Theorem 7.4 of
[7]) to obtain that for any x € v\ Y, there exists 7 > 0 such that ¥ N B,.(x)
is smooth and embedded with multiplicity one, (X N B.(z)) = v N By(z),
with smooth and locally graphical convergence. B

By Sharp [25], ¥ is smooth in M \OM. In particular, for every x € Y \OM
only one connected component of 3\ Y has z on its closure.

We claim now that the same holds even for z € Y N~v. To see this, we
start by observing that only one connected component of X\ Y contains
yN(By(z)\ {x}), for some r > 0. This is trivial when 4 < (n+1) < 7, since
in this case v has dimension at least 2, which implies that v N (B, (z) \ {z})
is connected. If (n + 1) = 3, choose a small » > 0 such that 0B,(x) is
transversal to . Then ¥ N 9B, (z) is a 1-dimensional compact submanifold
with exactly two boundary points, corresponding to v N 9B, (z). Therefore
these points belong to the same component of ¥\ Y. We conclude our claim
that no other component of ¥\ Y has z on its closure by contradiction;
otherwise, such a component would be minimal in B,.(z) \ {z} and touch
OM at z only, which contradicts the maximum principle of White [33] since
OM is convex. .

In particular, ¥ \ Y is connected and hence has multiplicity one. By
Allard’s regularity theory, in the interior and boundary cases ([I], 2]), the
convergence Y — V' is smooth and graphical with a single sheet on compact
subsets of M \ 'Y, where Y = Y N9M. We also know that ¥ is smooth in
M\Y and in M \ OM. This proves Claim

4.3. Claim. X is smooth, embedded and ind(¥) < I. The convergence
Y — X is graphical and smooth with one sheet on M. If ¥ # % for
sufficiently large k, the nullity of ¥ is at least one.

We follow the notation from Claim In order to prove regularity
at y € Y, it suffices to show that any tangent cone of V at y is an n-
dimensional half-space with multiplicity one. The result would follow from
Allard’s boundary regularity theorem in [2]. We start by observing that
Claim and Proposition 6.3 of [I9] imply that any such C' can be repre-
sented as a sum C = 2221 cimi, where {m;}._, and {¢;}!_, are collections
of n-dimensional half-spaces that contain 7T, and positive integers, respec-
tively.

Observe now that the argument of Claim 2 on page 326 of [25] can also be
applied at boundary points. In particular, there exists € > 0 such that X is
stable in B:(y) \ {y}, for every y € Y, with respect to vector fields satisfying
X|y = 0. This is possible because we still have that §*X;(X) — §*V(X),
for compactly supported C' vector fields X that vanish along .

Let 71 > 7y > --- > 0 besuch that r; — 0, and (1, )4V — C, as j — oo.
It follows from the Compactness Theorem 8.4 for stable minimal hypersur-
faces of De Lellis and Ramic [7], slightly modified to allow for varying metrics
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and boundaries, that a subsequence of (1, )4V LA(O, 1,2) converges graph-
ically and smoothly to W with OW = T,. Since each component of W that
intersects 1, (0M ) must have multiplicity one, and W = C = Zézl CiTy, We
conclude that C' is a single half-space with multiplicity one. This proves the
regularity of ¥ at points y € Y.

By Allard’s regularity theorem for boundary points ([2]), we obtain that
Y — % graphically and smoothly with one sheet on M. In particular,
index(X) < I. If ¥y # X for sufficiently large k, and since the convergence
is smooth with multiplicity one, a standard argument gives a nontrivial
Jacobi field. This finishes the proof of Claim 3]

O

4.4. Remark. The compactness statement of Theorem 1], with the excep-
tion of the nullity conclusion, holds true in the case of varying and converging
Riemannian metrics g — g and boundaries v, — . The proof follows by
simple modifications (see Remark 7.4 of [7]).

5. MORSE INEQUALITIES IN THE BOUNDARY CASE

Let 3 < (n+ 1) < 7. We suppose that dM is strictly convex and that M
contains no closed, embedded, smooth minimal hypersurfaces. Let 4"~ C
OM be an (n — 1)-dimensional smooth, closed submanifold. By Theorem
2.1 of White [32], there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

arean,(X) < ¢ (arean_l(ﬁE) +/ |Hx:| d2>
b

for any compact hypersurface > C M. In particular, there exists a constant
A > 0 such that
IZ][(M) < A

for any compact minimal hypersurface ¥ C M with 9% = ~.

Let us assume that every compact minimal hypersurface > C M with
0%, = « is nondegenerate, meaning that it admits no nontrivial Jacobi fields
vanishing on 7. This condition holds for Baire generic boundaries v C OM
([29], and Section 7.1 of []).

Given k € Z,, let ¢x(7) denote the number of embedded, compact min-
imal hypersurfaces ¥ C M with 0¥ = v and index(X) = k. If we want to
emphasize the dependence on the Riemannian metric g, we will write ¢, 4(7)
instead of ¢ (7).

5.1. Proposition. cx(y) < oo for every k.

Proof. Suppose cj(y) = oo for some k. Let {3;}; be an infinite sequence of
compact minimal hypersurfaces ¥; C M with 03, = ~, index(3;) = k and
¥; # X whenever j # j'.

We have ||X;][(M) < A for every j. By the Monotonicity Formula, the
number of connected components is uniformly bounded. By passing to a
subsequence, we can suppose the number of connected components of ¥; is
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equal to a fixed number p for every j. There are no closed components by

assumption. Let Egl), e ,Eg-p ) be the components of ¥;. By Theorem A.T],
again passing to a subsequence, we can suppose Egl) converges smooth and
graphically with multiplicity one to some compact minimal hypersurface
> with 92O ¢ 9M, for every | = 1,...,p. Since ¥; is embedded for
every 7, the Maximum Principle implies that the collection {i(l), ey i(p)}
is disjoint and d(XM U --- UXP) = ~. Since ¥; # X whenever j # j’,
Theorem FI] implies that the nullity of X U---UX® is at least one. This
contradicts the choice of 7, which finishes the proof of the proposition.

O

Let Z,,(M,~;Zs) denote the space of n-dimensional modulo 2 flat chains
T with 9T = ~. Let I,41(M;Z2) denote the space of (n + 1)-dimensional
modulo 2 flat chains U with support(U) C M. These spaces are endowed
with the flat topology. When endowed with the F metric they will be de-
noted by Z,(M,~;F;Zsy) and 1,41 (M;F;Zs), and with the mass metric by
Zn(M,v; M; Zg) and L1 (M;M; Zs).

5.2. Proposition. The topological spaces Z,(M,~;Zs) and L, 11 (M;Zs) are
contractible.

Proof. The contractibility of I,,41(M;Zs) follows exactly as in Claim 5.3 of
[16]. We define H : [0,1] x L, 41(M;Zs) — L,11(M;Zs) by

H(t,U)=U{f <t},

where f : M — [0,1] is a Morse function on the manifold with boundary
M. The map H is continuous, H(1,U) = U and H(0,U) = 0 for every
U e In+1(M; Zg).

Now note that H,,(M" ! Zy) = 0. This has to be true because otherwise
one could minimize area inside a nontrivial homology class and produce a
closed minimal hypersurface inside M. Fix a reference T € Z,(M,~;Zs).
For any T" € Z,(M,~; Z3), we have (T’ —T) = 0. Since H,,(M"*,Z5) = 0,
we can find U € 1,,41(M;Zs) such that 7" — T = OU. We claim that U is
unique. In fact, it 79 —T =9V, V € 1,,1(M;Zs), then W = U —V is a
top-dimensional chain with OW = 0. Because support(W) C M and M is
connected with nontrivial boundary, the Constancy Theorem for mod 2 flat
chains implies W = 0. Hence U is unique. In particular, the continuous
map

Lii(M;Zo) —  Zn(M,7;Zo)
U — T+0U
is a bijection. The Federer-Fleming Isoperimetric Inequality ([I0]) implies
that the inverse of the above map is also continuous, hence the map is a

homeomorphism. The Proposition follows.
O
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As a consequence, if by () denotes the k-th Betti number of Z,,(M,v;Zs),
then bo(y) = 1 and bg(y) = 0 for every k > 1. The next Proposition shows
that Z,(M,~;F;Zs) has the same Betti numbers as Z,,(M, v; Zs).

5.3. Proposition. We have:
bo (Zn(M,v;FiZ2)) = 1,
b (Z2,(M,v;F;Z2)) = 0 for k>1.

Proof. Fix areference T' € Z,(M,~; F;Zy). Given any T' € Z,,(M,~; F; Zs),
the proof of Proposition gives a map ® : [0,1] — Z,(M,~;Zy) that is
continuous in the flat topology, has no concentration of mass:

lim sup {M(®(z).B(p,r)):p€ M} =0,

=0 z€0,1]
with ®(0) = T and ®(1) = 7. The interpolation results of Section 3 of
[19] produce out of ® a continuous map V¥ : [0,1] — Z,,(M,~v; M;Zy) with
U(0) =T and ¥(1) = T". Since ¥ is also continuous in the F-metric, we
get that

bo (Zn(M,~; F; Z2)) = 1.

This can be generalized in the following way. Let X be a finite dimen-
sional compact simplicial complex, and let ® : X — Z,(M,~;F;Zy) be a
continuous map in the F-metric. This implies continuity in the flat topology
and no concentration of mass:

lim sup{M(®(x).B(p,r)) :p€e M} =0.

r—=0 X
According to the proof of Proposition 5.2] we can write ®(x) = T + 0U (x)
where U : X — I,,11(M,Zs) is continuous. Note that x — 9U (z) does not
concentrate mass. Hence ¥ : X x [0,1] — Z,(M,~;Z2) defined by

U(z,t) =T+ 0U(x)A{f <t})
is continuous in the flat topology with no concentration of mass:

lim sup {M(¥(z,t).B(p,r)):pe M} =0,
=0 zeX t€[0,1]
and U(z,0) =T, ¥(z,1) = ®(x) for every (z,t) € X x [0,1]. Section 3 of
[19] gives a sequence of continuous maps ¥; : X x [0,1] — Z,,(M,~; M;Zs)
such that U;(z,0) =T for every x € X and
lim sup F(¥;(x,1),¥(z,1)) = 0.
1— 00 reX
The interpolation work of Section 3 of [16] can be extended, using the tech-
niques of [19], to the setting of constrained boundary . In particular, as in
Theorem 3.8 of [16], for sufficiently large ¢ we can find a homotopy contin-
uous in the F-metric between x +— W;(z,1) and x — ¥(x,1). This implies
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®: X — Z,(M,~;F;Zs) is homotopic in the F-metric to a constant map.
Since ® is arbitrary, we conclude that

b (Z2,(M,v;F;Z2)) =0 for k> 1.

This finishes the proof of the Proposition.
O

5.4. Theorem. The Strong Morse Inequalities for the area functional hold,
1.€.

cr(y)—er—1 () (=1) eo(v) 2 bp(y) =bp—1(3)+ - +(=1)*bo(7) = (~1)"

for every k > 0.
Before proving Theorem [5.4] we will prove the following auxiliary result:

5.5. Proposition. There ezists a sequence of Riemannian metrics (g;)ien
converging to g in the smooth topology so that for each i € N:

e OM is strictly convex in (M, g;) and (M, g;) contains no closed, em-
bedded, minimal hypersurface;

e cvery g;-minimal hypersurface with boundary =y is g;-nondegenerate;

e and if

p1 - areag,(X1) + -+ pn - areag, (Xn) =0,

with {p1,...,pn} CZ, {X1,...,En} CT My, (7), and Xy # X; when-
ever k #£ 1, then

pr=r=py=0.

Proof. Let M be the set of smooth Riemannian metrics on M such that dM
is strictly convex and M contains no closed, embedded, minimal hypersur-
face. We claim that M is open in the space of all metrics M on M, with
respect to the C'™ topology. The convexity condition is clearly open. Now,
if the second condition is not satisfied then one can minimize the boundary
area over all regions that enclose a certain closed minimal hypersurface X
(see Remark 2.6 of [32]). This implies there is a stable, closed, embedded
minimal hypersurface inside M with area less than or equal to the area of
the boundary. Sharp’s Compactness Theorem ([25]) allows one to take a
limit of these stable hypersurfaces. This shows M is open. In particular,
M is a Baire space.
Let U, be the set of Riemannian metrics g € M such that:

e every g-minimal hypersurface with boundary v and index at most p
is g-nondegenerate;
e and if

my - areag(X1) + -+ my - areayg(Xy) =0,

{mi,....mn} CZ, {31,..., 58} CTMY(7), |mi| < p, index(3y) <
p for every k, and Xj # ¥; whenever k # [, then

mp=---=mpyn =0.
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5.6. Claim. The set U, is open and dense in M, for every p € Z.

If g € M, then Theorem 2.1 of White [32] implies there exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that ||V]| < ¢||0V]] for every n-dimensional varifold in M. Now
this gives that for any metric sufficiently close to g, we will have the inequal-
ity ||V < (¢ +¢€)||6V]|| for some € > 0. (Notice this yields another proof of
the openness of M) Hence in that neighborhood there is a uniform bound
for the area of any minimal hypersurface with boundary ~. We can apply
Theorem [A.I] and the Implicit Function Theorem to conclude the set U, is
open.

Let g € M and let V C M be a (C°°-neighborhood of g. There exists a
submanifold ~ arbitrarily close to v such that any g-minimal hypersurface
with boundary 7/ is g-nondegenerate. By pulling the metric g back by a
diffeomorphism of M arbitrarily close to the identity, sending v to 7/, we
find a metric ¢’ € V such that every ¢’-minimal hypersurface with boundary
~ is ¢’-nondegenerate.

By Theorem [ there are only finitely many ¢’-minimal hypersurfaces
with boundary v and index at most p. Let {Si,...,5,} be the collection of
such hypersurfaces, with Sy # S; whenever k # [.

Recall that if § = exp(2¢)¢’, then the second fundamental form of 3 with
respect to g is given by (Besse [5], Section 1.163)

Asg=Asng —4¢ - (Vo)

where (V¢)*(z) is the component of V¢ normal to T,3.

We can pick p; € int(S)) \ (U Sk) for every [ =1,..., ¢ (see the proof of
Lemma 4 of [18]). Let € > 0 be sufficiently small so that B.(py) N B:(p;) =0
whenever k # [ and B:(p;) N OM = 0, B-(p1) N (UgSk) = 0 for every
I =1,...,q. We choose a nonnegative function f; € C2°(B:(p1)), fis, # 0,
such that (Vg fi)(x) € TS for every x € S;. Hence Sj is still minimal with
respect to the metric §(t1,...,t;) = exp(2(t1f1 + -+ + tqfq))g’, for every
l=1,...,q.

Let (tgz), e ,t((;)) € (0,1]7 be a sequence converging to zero so that, by
putting g; = g(t&”, . ,t((;)), we have that the real numbers

areag, (S1), . .. ,areagq, (Sy)

are linearly independent over @Q. Compactness Theorem E1], together with
the fact that S; is ¢’-nondegenerate for every | = 1,...,q, implies that for
sufficiently large ¢ the only g;-minimal hypersurfaces with boundary ~ and
index at most p are Si,...,5,. Hence g; € V NU, for sufficiently large 1.
This proves density of U,, which finishes the proof of the claim.

The claim implies the set X = N, U, is Baire-residual in M, hence it is
also dense. This finishes the proof of the Proposition.
O
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Proof of Theorem[5.4] Let g; converging to g be like in Proposition[5.51 The-
orem [Tl and the Implicit Function Theorem imply that for sufficiently large
i we have ¢; 4(v) = ¢jq4,(7) for every j < k. This means that, without loss
of generality, we can suppose that if

p1 - areag(X1) + -+ + py - areag(Xy) =0,
with {p1,...,pn} C Z, {31,...,3n} C My(y), and 3, # 3; whenever
m # [, then

pr=rr=py=0.

In particular, for each ¢t € R there can be at most one element ¥ € 9Mi(v)
with area(X) = ¢.

Let & € N. We denote by ¢;j(t) = c¢j(v;t) the number of elements of
M(y) with index equal to j and area less than or equal to t. Recall that
area(X) < A for every X € (7).

Let

Zt={T € Z,(M,~;F;Zs) : M(T) < t}.

All the homology groups will be computed with coefficients in Zs. A
k-dimensional homology class is represented by finite chains of singular k-
simplices 3 s;, where s; : A¥ — Z,,(M,~; F; Zs) is a continuous map defined
on the standard k-simplex A* for every i.

5.7. Homology Min-Max Theorem. Let o € Hy(Z!, Z%) be a nontrivial
homology class, and let

W(o)= _inf sup M(s;(z)).
(2o sil=0 4 zenk
Then W (o) > s, and there exists ¥ € M (vy) with index(X) = k and
area(X) = W(o).

Proof. If W (o) < s, then there is a representative [ s;] = o with s;(A*)
Z5 for every i. This implies 0 = 0, which is a contradiction. Hence W (o) >
s.

Let {> 82(-] )}j be a sequence of representatives (> 82(-] )] = o) such that

lim sup M(s"(z)) = W (o).

IO reNk
Associated to the chain ) ng ) we have a A-complex XU) and a map &V
X0 - U,-sl(j)(Ak) (see Section 2.1 of [12]) that is continuous in the F-
metric. The boundary X is the union of (k — 1)-faces of 3 ng ) that do
not cancel out in the calculation of 9(3 sl(-j )). Because the chain ) sl(-j )is a
relative cycle, we have that ®0)(9X0)) c Z5.

Let I1U) be the homotopy class of ®U) relative to X ). If

L(IIY) = inf sup M(®(x)),
Pl pe x ()
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then '
W(o) <L(IIY) < sup M(sl(-])(m)).
i,z€Ak
In particular, lim;_,, L(IIY)) = W (o).

Notice that in Section 3 of [14], a homotopy class is defined in an unusual
way: the homotopy class of an F-continuous map is defined as the class of
all F-continuous maps that are homotopic to the original one in the flat
topology. But Proposition 3.5 of [I5] has been upgraded to the mass topol-
ogy in Proposition 3.2 of [16]. An inspection of Section 3 of [14] shows that
the min-max theory also works for usual F-continuous homotopy classes.
The adaptations to the boundary case made in [19] lead to the existence of
%) € M(y) with area(X;) = L(II;). Deformation Theorem A of [I4] can
also be adapted to the boundary case, by requiring that the diffeomorphisms
in the definition of k-unstable varifolds (Definition 4.1 of [14]) be such that
they fix the boundary OM. Theorem 6.1 of [14] adapted to the boundary
case allows us to choose X; such that index(X;) < k. By Compactness The-
orem [T} there must be some jy such that ¥; = X, for all j > jo. This
means that for j > jg, we have

L(IIY) = W (o).

Since Theorem 5 of White ([31]) holds also in the boundary case, the tech-
niques of [I6] can be adapted to give index(X;) = k. This finishes the proof

of the Homology Min-Max Theorem.
O

5.8. Claim. We have
bO(ZA+1) = 17
b(ZMY) = 0 for k> 1.

From the long exact homology sequence of pairs, it is enough to show
bT’(Z(M7fY7 Fa 22)7 ZA+1) =0

for every r > 0. But this follows immediately from the Homology Min-Max
Theorem. The proof of the strong Morse inequalities proceed exactly as in
the closed case.

O
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