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A CAMPANATO REGULARITY THEORY FOR MULTI-VALUED
FUNCTIONS WITH APPLICATIONS TO MINIMAL SURFACE
REGULARITY THEORY

PAUL MINTER

ABSTRACT. The regularity theory of the Campanato space E;ﬂq’k)(Q) has been successfully
used to understand the regularity of solutions to certain geometric variational problems. Here
we extend this theory to multi-valued functions, adapting for the most part Campanato’s
original ideas in [Cam64]. We then give an application within the regularity theory of sta-
tionary integral varifolds. More precisely, we prove a regularity theorem for certain blow-up
classes of functions, which typically arise when studying blow-ups of sequences of stationary
integral varifolds converging to higher multiplicity planes or unions of half-planes. In such a
setting, based in part on ideas in and [BKW21], we are able to deduce a boundary
regularity theory for multi-valued harmonic functions, which is the first of its kind. In con-
junction with [Min21], the results here establish a regularity theorem for stable codimension
one integral varifolds near classical cones of density %
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Multi-valued functions were first introduced by F. Almgren [AJ00] to study the branching
behaviour of area-minimising currents. In recent years multi-valued functions have success-
fully been used to describe the structure of large classes of stationary integral varifolds near
multiplicity two planes, and in particular near multiplicity two branch points (see [Wic08],
[Wic21], [BKW21]). In order to understand the structure of stationary integral varifolds close
to higher multiplicity planes or higher multiplicity non-flat cones (see [Min21]), we need to
develop suitable regularity results for special classes of multi-valued functions; for the applica-
tions we have in mind, such classes are known as a proper blow-up class (see for a key
example). The functions within a proper blow-up class are generated by taking scaling limits
of approximate graphical representations of sequences of certain stationary integral varifolds
converging to a fixed stationary cone. The functions within a given blow-up class are typically
multi-valued, in most cases of interest defined on either an open ball of half-ball in a plane,
and inherit certain integral estimates from the stationary assumption on the varifolds. When
it is possible to use these estimates to deduce C'® regularity of the functions within a blow-
up class is a key problem in geometric measure theory, and is the motivation for our work
here. In conjunction with [Min21], this work establishes a C% regularity theory for stable
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codimension one integral varifolds which are close to a stationary classical cone of density %;
this is the first instance of a regularity theorem in a non-flat setting of higher multiplicity
when branch points may be present.

The present paper is divided into two parts. In Sections [Il and 2l we define Campanato spaces
for multi-valued functions, and develop a regularity theory for these multi-valued Campanato
spaces which mirrors that seen in Campanato’s original single-valued work [Cam64]; other
than some technical changes, Campanato’s main ideas extend readily to this setting. Such a
result we anticipate to have more applications than just to minimal surface regularity theory,
which is why we choose to present it separately; for our purposes the results serve as a black
box to apply to the minimal surface setting. We also give some adaptations of the Campanato
regularity theorem suited to the minimal surface setting. In SectionBlwe then define the notion
of a proper blow-up class over a half-plane. Using the results from Section 2] and adapting
ideas in [Wicl4] and [BKW21], we deduce that the functions within such a class are in fact
C1H® with C1 extensions up to the boundary of the half-plane, for some a > 0 depending
only on the class. We note that in particular, as the functions in these proper blow-up classes
are multi-valued C1'® harmonic in the interior, these results give the first instance of a C1®
boundary regularity theory for multi-valued harmonic functions.

1. PRELIMINARIES

The standard references for multi-valued functions are [AJ00], [DLI0], and [DLS13]; the reader
wishing to attain a broader background on multi-valued functions is recommended to consult
these, as we shall only recall the notions we need.

For T' € R™ we write [T'] to denote the Dirac mass centred at T. For Q € {1,2,...} we write
Ag(R™) for the space of unordered Q-tuples, i.e.

Q
Ag(R™) := {Z[[T,-]] T, € R™ for i = 1,...,Q}.
=1

We equip Ag(R™) with a metric G defined by

1/2
g <Z[{Riu : Z[[E-]]) = min (Z [Ri — TU@)P)

where Sg is the group of permutations of {1,...,Q}. It is easy to check that (Ag(R™),G)
is a complete metric space. For T' € Ag(R™) we also write |T'| := G(T,Q[0]). We stress
that Ag(R™) is not a vector space, as there is no natural notion of addition for unordered
Q-tuples.

In the same way as in [Cam64], we work in certain domains of R™ which obey a certain mass
condition:

Definition 1.1. Let A > 0. We say a bounded domain 2 C R" is A-weighted if

H' (2N By(x)) > Ap"
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for all z € Q and p € (0,diam(Q2)], where H™ denotes the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure
and diam(Q2) := sup, ,cq |# — y| is the diameter of Q.

An A-weighted domain always take up a fixed proportion of every ball centred at points on .
Key examples of A-weighted domains (for some fixed A > 0) include the open ball B;(0) C R"
and half-ball B1(0) N {z! > 0} C R™. We note that A-weighted domains are referred to as
type (A) domains in [RSS13] and type (I) domains in [Cam64].

Fix Q@ C R" a domain. A Q-valued function is a function u : Q@ — Ag(R™); we write
u(xz) = > ;[ui(x)] for some u;(x) € R™ which are unique up to permutations. In the case
m = 1, we can define single-valued functions u; : € — R with uqy > 4y > --- > g and
u(xz) =, [ai(x)] for all . Even though Ag(R™) is not a vector space, we shall abuse notation
and write for a single-valued function f : @ — R™ and Q-valued function g : Q@ — Ag(R™)
the function f + g to mean the Q-valued function given by « — > [ f(x) + g:(2)].

For a € (0, 1], we define the space of Q-valued a-Hélder continuous functions C%(Q; Ag (R™))
in the usual way for functions between metric spaces. Similarly we define C%%(Q; Ag(R™))
to be those functions in C%*(Q; Ag(R™)) which have a-Hélder continuous extensions to
Q. For each p € [1,00) we define LP(Q; Ag(R™)) for the Q-valued functions which have

Hu”p = ”g(u7Q[[0]])HLP(Q) < 0.

Definition 1.2. We say that a Q-valued function u : @ — Ag(R™) is differentiable at zo € Q
if there exist @ matrices 4; € R™*" i =1,...,Q, which satisfy

i G0@0 + ), L(R)
h—0 |h|

where L(h) := Y [ui(xzo) + A;(h)]; we then write Du;(x¢) := A;, and Du(zg) is the Q-valued
function given by Y .[Ai] : R" — Ag(R™).

We can then define spaces such as C*(Q; Ag(R™)), C**(Q; Ag(R™)), k = 1,2,..., in the
natural ways, and we denote the corresponding “norms” and “semi-norms” by |u|x a:0, U]k ;05
respectively. Note that as there is no vector space structure, these are not norms in the usual
sense, however we shall still refer to them as norms and semi-norms.

One result which we need later is the following version of the Lebesgue differentiation theorem
for multi-valued functions.

Theorem 1.1 (Multi-Valued Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem). Suppose Q C R™ is a do-
main, q € [1,00), and u € L1(Q; Ag(R™)). Then for H"-a.e. xo € 2 we have

. 1
lim
p—0 wpp"

/ G(u(a), u(zo))? dz = 0
BP(mO)

where here wy, :== H"(B1(0)) is the volume of the n-dimensional unit ball in R™.

Proof. From [AJ00] or [DL10, Theorem 2.1] we know that there exists N = N(m, Q) and a
bi-Lipschitz function £ : Ag(R™) — £(Ag(R™)) € RY such that Lip(¢) < 1 and Lip(¢~1) <
C(m, Q). Now consider the function @ := £ ou : @ — RY. Then since u € LI(Q; Ag(R™))
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and ¢ is Lipschitz we see that @ € L{ (Q); indeed, fixing some p €  we have for all z € Q,
[a(z)] < la(p)] + G(u(@), u(p)) < |a(p)| + [u(@)] + |u(p)].

Hence applying the usual Lebesgue differentiation theorem to @ we see that for H"-a.e. g € €,

. 1
lim
p—=0 Wp p™

/ () — (zo)|? da = .
Bp(wo)

Hence for H™-a.e. g € (2,

1 1
o pn/B( )Q(u(:n),U(:Eo))q: - p"/B( )g(g—l(ﬂ($))7£—1(ﬂ($0)))q dz
C q
= (Wmni’ﬁ) /Bp(:co) |a(z) — a(wo)|* dz
—0
and so we are done. 0

Definition 1.3. We say that P : R” — Agp(R™) is a Q-valued polynomial if there exist @
functions p; : R® — R™ such that for each i = 1,...,Q and j = 1,...,m, p : R” > Ris a
polynomial function, and for all x € R™:

p(x) =) [pi(@)]-

We define the degree of p by deg(p) := max; ; deg(pg).

For each k = 0,1, ..., we write Py for the set of all Q-valued polynomials p : R — R™ with
deg(p) < k.

Definition 1.4. Let ¢ € [1,00), A € (0,00), k € {0,1,2,...}, and Q C R™ be a domain.
We then define the Q-valued Campanato space ﬁZ”\(Q;AQ(Rm)) to be the set of functions
u € LI(Q; Ag(R™)) which obey

1/q

P P G(u(a). P(x))? dz| < oo.
20€Q PEP JonB, (x0)
p€(0,diam ()]

Remark. We will always suppress the domain dependence on our norms and semi-norms when
the domain is clear from context, and again we still refer to them as norms and semi-norms
despite Ag(R™) not being a vector space.

Of course [|ul;, = 0 whenever u € Py, and so | - [5q is only a semi-norm. To make
ﬁZ’A(Q; Ag(R™)) into a norm we instead work with

[l g = llellg + el g 0
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2. MULTI-VALUED CAMPANATO REGULARITY THEORY

The purpose of this section is to develop the regularity theory of the space ﬁZ’)‘(Q; Ag(R™)),
following the ideas seen in [Cam64]. At the end of this section we also provide extensions
relevant to geometric problems, such as the study of stationary integral varifolds. The main
general regularity result of this section is the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1 (Regularity of ﬁ%’)‘(Q;AQ(Rm))). Suppose @ C R"™ is a conver A-weighted
domain and u € E%’)‘(Q; AQ(]Rm)l Suppose that A obeys n+ g < X\ < n+ ({+ 1)q for some
0€{0,1,...,k}. Then u € C%*(Q; Ag(R™)) with the estimate

[ule.a < Cllullggx

where C' = C(n,m,k,l,q,Q, A, \). Moreover EZ’)‘(Q;AQ(Rm)) is continuously isomorphic to
L7(Q; Ag(R™)).

We fix u € ﬁZ’A(Q; Ag(R™)) throughout. First note that for each 2o € Q and p € (0, diam(Q2)],
we can find a Q-valued polynomial P € P}, such that

inf / Q(u,P)q:/ G(u, P)1.
PEPL JanB, (o) QNB,(x0)

Indeed, each P € Py is determined by polynomials phI : R™ — R, which are in turn determined
by coefficients a = (ap’);jp where i = 1,...,Q, j = 1,...,m, and p € N" is a multi-index

with |p| < k. Then the function f:RM — R, M = M(n,m, k, @), sending

F i ((a)ijp) — G(u, P)?
QOBP(.’EQ)

where P is the polynomial generated by a = (af,’j )ijp as above, is a continuous function.
Therefore to see the infimum is attained, we just need to show that f(a) — oo as |a] — oc.

But the triangle inequality gives
f(a) 12/ G(u, P)? > ||[ull a(onB, o)) — IIPllLa@nB, @) |
QNB,(zo

which clearly — oo as |a] — co. We write Py, , := P for a choice of Q-valued polynomial P
attaining the infimum.

We will write ab? (0, p) := DP P (xq, p) so that

.. ai’j xo,
Py (z) = Z M(w — 2)P.

|
|p| <k P

We first prove a crucial integral estimate for comparing two )-valued polynomials. Whilst the
estimate is similar to that seen in [Cam64], Lemma 2.I], we need to be more careful due to the
lack of any vector space structure. Indeed, when @ > 1, Ag(R™™) 2 Ag(R"™) x Ag(R™),
since in the former space the (n x m)-tuples need to be close to one another for a given
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permutation, whilst in the later we are able to use different permutations. For us, this would
correspond to being able to permute the constants in the @-valued polynomials independently
of the linear coefficients, which will not be allowed.

Lemma 2.1. Let g € [1,00) and E C B,(xg) be a measurable subset with H"(E) > Ap™ for
some A > 0. Then for any pair of Q-valued polynomials F,G € Py, given by

7] b 7]

Fhi(z) = Z ap' (x —xz0)!  and G (x):= Z L (z — xo)P

! p!
Ip|<k Ip|<k

we have, defining a, € Ag(RM) and b, € Ag(RM), M = M(n,m,k), by aip = (p‘p‘a;f;j)m
and b, := (pIP1b;7);,,

G(ay, b, / G(F x))? dz

for some C; = Cy(n,m,k,q,Q, A), whzch is in particular independent of F, G, E.
Proof. First note that if we set F(x) := F(z¢ + px) and G(z) := F(xo + px), then we see

o Ipl gd
Fii(z) = Z M:Ep and  G(z Z
pl<k

1
Ip|<k P

Iplb J

and so we see that it suffices to prove the case g = 0 and p = 1. So we restrict to this case.

So suppose we have two ()-valued polynomials F, G, and write

Q Q
F = Z[[F’]] and G = Z[[Gz]]
i=1 i=1
where F' = (F”j) s G' = (Gm) ', and

szj g a ,J f]:p and GZJ g bzvj f]:p

Ip|<k Ip|<k

Note that we have combined with the coefficients the p! factors for notational simplicity, and

these can simply be removed at the end. Deﬁne a,b € .AQ(]RM ), where M = M(n,m,k),

where a' = ( p’J )jp and b’ = (b;;])mpv i.e., a’ determines all the polynomials in F?, etc. Now

define:
1/2

QR m
apg:=G(a,b) = ir;f ZZ Z ’a;;j _ bg(’)’j]2
i=1 j=1|p|<k

Let F denote all pairs (F,G) of Q-valued polynomials in Py which have apg = 1. Let £ be
the class of subsets E C B;(0) which have H"(E) > A. Then define:

~v:= inf /QFG

(FG e}'
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We claim that v > C for some constant C = C(n,m, k,q,Q, A). Indeed, fix (F,G) € F, and

using the same notation as just defined, for each 0 € Sg, 1 =1,...,Q, j = 1,...,m, and
p| < K, set
co,m = ap’] bp(l)’] and Ploy(x) = Z ng,pxp'
Ip| <k

Then we have for each = € B;(0),

Q
G(F(x),G(z))? := igfz |Fi(z) — GY( 1nfz Z Z ij bg(i)d):pp
i=1

=1 j=1||p|<k

ie.,

G(F(z),G(x))* = iIole |P7; ()]

Now define for each o € Sg, E, C E to be the set of points € E for which this infimum
equals >, ; | P (z)]%. Clearly E = U, E,, and so we must be able to find o’ € Sg for which
H"(Ey) > A/|Sq| = A/(Q!). Now note that

G(F,G)! = / 3P
o! 7;7]'

Now fix each o € Sg we have by definition of ap ¢ and since (F,G) € F,

Q m
SN Pk =1

i=1 j=1|p|<k

/E G(F.Q) >

E_,

and hence applying this with ¢ = ¢/, we must be able to find some i’ € {1,...,Q}, j' €
{1,...,m}, and |p'| < k for which

1
iwlz mQN (n, k)

|C/

Now applying [Cam64, Lemma 2.1} with A/(Q!) in place of A, F in place of E, where F C E,/
has H"(F) = A/(Q!), p = p’, we have:

| AR [ 1P 417 = CLDY P )17 =l -y 12 €.
where C = C(n, k,q,A/(Q")) and C, = C\(n,m, k,q,Q, A). Hence we see that

| orar=c

and so as (F,G) € F and E € £ were arbitrary, we see v > (., as desired.
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Now given any arbitrary pair of distinct Q-valued functions (F, G), note that (F/arq,G/arqg) €
F, and so for any E C A with H"(E) > A we have

/EQ(F, G) > COZ%’G

which completes the proof. O

Remark. In particular we see from Lemma 2.1] that, if we write a%r) = (al;])jzl,m,m,‘p‘gr and

bz(r) = (b%j)j:L...,m7|p|Sr, then,

q/2

Q m
. i 20(i),412
g(a(r),b(r))q:n;f ZZ ‘apﬂ—bp()J’ SW/gpqux

Lemma 2.2. Let u € £Z’>‘(Q;AQ(R’”)). Then for each zo € Q, p € (0,diam(Q)], and
¢ e€{0,1,2,...}, we have for some C' = C(q,\),

2N )\
/ G(Pyy sty Pryiat-1,)1 < C2 20 Jlull2 .
QOB2 £—1 (SC())

Proof. We simply have by the triangle inequality for G,

G(P, o-t, P, o-t-1,)7
/QHBZ 1 (z0) x0,27%p> * 20,2 p

< 2q/ G(Prg2-tpru)! + 2q/ G(Prg,a-t=1p: 1)
QNB, ¢, (w0) QNB,_¢—1,(x0)

—£ \A —f—
<27 (27 M lulllf g x + 27 - 27 )Ml

Y —IX A
= [27 427 2l

The next lemma will be the first step towards a Holder estimate for the k’th order derivatives
and differentiability properties for lower order derivatives.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose @ C R" is an A-weighted domain and u € EZ’)‘(Q; Ag(R™)). Then for
each pair of points o,y € Q with p == |zo — yo| < $diam(2), we have

Glax(w0,2p), ar(y0,20))" < L7 [Julf - o0

where Cy is as in Lemma 21, and aj(xo,2p) = (al,(x0,2p)) =k, €tc.
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Proof. Fix xg,y0 € Q as in the statement and set p := |zg — yo|- Then by the triangle
inequality for G and simple inclusions we have

/ g(Pxo,2pa Pyo,2p)q <2 / g(Pxo,2p= u)? + 21 / g(Pyoﬂpv u)q]
QNB, (o) QNBa,(x0) QN B2, (yo)

A A
<27 (2p) el g0 + 27 - (20) "l 6,0
= 20l - 2
Moreover from Lemma 2. since €2 is A-weighted and because the k’th derivative of any

polynomial of degree k is constant (so in particular does not depend on the point we evaluate
at, as Lemma [2.T] requires both polynomials to be centred at the same point) we have

Cy
gak 33‘0,2,0,ak Z/O,QP qg / G(P. ,27P ,2 a
(020l 20)" < 20 [ Gy P

since we can just look at the order k terms. Combining these inequalities we get the result. [

Lemma 2.4. Suppose @ C R" is an A-weighted domain and u € /JZ’)‘(Q;AQ(]RT”)). Then
3C = C(n,m, k,q, A\, Q, A) such that, for all x € Q, p € (0,min{1,diam(Q)}], i = 0,1,2,...,
and r < k we have

7—1
— S ntrg—A A—n—rgq
Gl (20, p). a0, 20)) < Cllull g 32 C57) >
=0

Proof. For any such xg, p, i, r, we have

[y

71—

G(awy(xo, p), gy (20,27°0)) <O Glagy (20,277 p), agy (0,277 1))

i—1 c 1/q
1
< - G(P,. 9-iy Pyo—i—1)?
. ((z—rlmw /mnglﬂ(m (Fromip Frosr )>

. . 1/q
<Y (Cui e e L A Nl )

i1 S ntrg—XA A—n—rgq
< Ollully, 325
=0

as desired, where the second inequality is from Lemma [2.I] and the third inequality is from
Lemma O

Lemma 2.5. Suppose  C R" is an A-weighted domain and u € EZ’)‘(Q;AQ(R’”)), with
n+rqg<X<n+(r+1)q for somer € {0,1,...,k}. Then for every |p| < r, there exists a
function vy, : Q@ — Ag(R™) such that for every xo € Q and p € (0,min{1, diam(Q)}] we have

A—n—rq

g(a(r) ($07 10)7 U(r) ($0)) < C|||u|||k,q,)\ P
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where C = C(n,m, k,q,\,Q, A). In particular a((-, p) — vy (-) uniformly as p — 0.
Proof. Fix xg, p,r as in the statement of the lemma. For i,j € {0,1,2,...} sufficiently large

with j > i so that 27%p < 1, apply Lemma 24 with 27%p in place of p and j — i in place of i
to get

7j—1

. i h n+rg—X\ A—n—rq

Glagry (w0, 279 p), gy (a0, 277 p)) < Cllll 2 3 2" (557 255
h=1

n+rqg—X\

Thus as A > n + rq, we see that > 7, 2h< a ) < 00, and thus the above shows that
(a(ry(z0,277p)); is a Cauchy sequence. Since (Aq (RM), G) is a metric space for every M > 1,
this sequence therefore converges.

We claim that this limit is independent of the choice of p, and so only depends on zy. Indeed,
for any 0 < p1 < py < diam(§2) we have for all sufficiently large i, by Lemma 2]

G(agy (0,27 p1), ag (20,27 p2))?
Ch /
< oo g
(27t p1)"trd QNB,—i,, (20) (
C, - 2intra) . 94

P

x0,2 7 p1>

Pw072*ip2 )q

C, - 2intra) . 94

< G(Pyy i) + / G(Pyy -ty )
p?—l—rq /90321',31(1‘0) 0,2~ "p1 p?—l—rq QﬂBTipz(:co) T0,27 P2

<Cy 20l - 20D pm D (27 ) o (27 ) )

, A
— Ol 2 O (ﬂl + f’2>

n-+rq
P1

and so we see that, as ¢ — oo the right-hand side of this inequality — 0, showing that the
limit is independent of p.

Now define for each 2o € Q and |p| < r,

vp(o) := lim ay (a0, 27"p)

for any choice of p € (0,diam(£2)]. Thus v, : Q@ — Ag(R™). But now note that for p < 1, by
Lemma 2.4] we have for every i sufficiently large and p < 1,

—n—rq

. A
G(agy (w0, p), agry (20,27 "p)) < Clllully ap  ©

which follows by bounding the convergent sum in j by a constant depending only on n,r, g, A.
Thus taking i — oo we see

A—n—rq

g(a(r) ($07 10)7 U(r) ($0)) < C|||u|||k,q,)\ Pl

and this is true independently of zg. In particular this shows that lim, .o a¢)(-, p) = v (-)
uniformly.
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We now study the regularity properties of the functions v,. Ultimately we will show that
DPy = v, and thus properties for the v, will provide the necessary conclusions for u. The
first step is to show that the “top” vy, i.e. those with |p| = k, are a-Holder continuous in
for appropriate A. Note that from Lemma 2.1, v, is independent of the choice of polynomials
P,, , attaining the infimum.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose Q@ C R" is a conver A-weighted domain and u € E%’A(%AQ(R’”))

or some X > n + kq. Then the function vy = (vy)p— s Hdlder continuous in 2, with the
p/|pl=k

estimate
A—n—kq

G(ve(@), vk(y)) < Cllullg g - [z =yl
for some C = C(n,m,k,q,Q,\, A).

Proof. Suppose z,y € Q are such that p := |z — y| < 1diam(Q2). Then,

G (vr(2), vr(y)) < G(ok(2), ar(z,2p)) + Glar(x,2p), ar(y, 2p)) + G(vr (), ar(y, 2p))

<Cllullggn-2p) o +Cllullygn-p o +Cllullygr-(20)

A—n—kq

= Cllullly,g - |z = vl

where in the second inequality we have used Lemma for the first and third terms, and
Lemma [2.3] for the second term (which is where we need the condition on p and the fact that
we can only deal with the |p| = k case).

If p > 2diam(f2), then since diam(f2) < oo and € is convex, the midpoint z := (z +y)/2 lies
in © and obeys |z — z|, |z — y| < $diam(f2). Hence applying the above with z, 2 and z,y, we
get

G(ve(x), ve(y)) < G(vr(x), vi(2)) + G(vr(2), vi(y))
< Cllullga (Jo = o7 4 12 =0l 57)

A—n—kq

= Clllullly g 2l = vl

for some C independent of z,y. Hence we are done. O

Lemma 2.7. Suppose Q C R" is a conver A-weighted domain and u € EZ’)‘(Q;AQ(R’”)),
where k € {1,2,...} and A > n+kq. Then for any |p| < k—1 the function v, is differentiable,
and moreover for each i € {1,...,Q}, j € {l,...,n},

i i
Djv, = vy e,

where e; € R™ denotes the j 'th standard basis vector.

Proof. We work by downwards induction on |p|. Fix a multi-index p with |[p| < k — 1 and
zo € . We know from Lemma that v,, where |p| = k, is Holder continuous on €2, and so
in our induction we may assume without loss of generality that v, is continuous on  for
0=1,2,....,k—|p|.
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Set L(p) := vl (o) + pvl, +e;(20): note this is a well-defined Q-valued (affine) function, since
we know that a)(-, p) converges to v(;y uniformly by Lemma 2.5] and so for each i we have
vék) = (v})|p<k 1s a function Q — RYN for some N = N(n,m, k), and so given an i we have
a well-defined way of choosing v and vp te;- We will show that L(p) provides the suitable
linear approximation to v, at xg for the definition of differentiability.

Firstly, since the v’ provide a natural ordering to the unordered tuples, for each xg, p we can
reorder a(zx, p) to assume without loss of generality that

G(a(z,p),v lnfz V(@) = o™ (@, ) = 3 ' (@) = a'(z, p)

i.e., the infimum is attained at o = id.

Now note that for any o1 € Sg and any p with |p| sufficiently small:

p~'G(vp(x0 + pej), L(p)) < p~'Gvp(xo + pe;), ap(xo + pej, 2|pl))
1)
+ 07" Glap (o + pej, 2pl), ap (0, 2|p]) + pryi$) (20)
2)
+ 071G (ap (0, 2lpl) + pvY) (o). L(p)) .
(3)

Let us look at each term individually. For (1) we simply have from Lemma 28] as |p| < k—1,

A—n—(k—1+1)q

(1) < p7'G(vg—1)(z0 + pej), age—1)(zo + pej, 2lpl)) < Cllulllgn-p ©

and so (1) — 0 as p — 0, since A > n + kq. For (2), note that for any o € Sy,

(2 <p~? Z

. 2
w*Z(DP PO e @ lemrotpe; — DPPL o (0)lameo — pusil) (a0)|

. . . 2
a3 (o + pej, 2pl) — al (w0, 2pl) — pri) (o)

Now we can readily check that

|k|—
o(1) o(7) J(Z 4
DPPYY . ol (@0 + pej) = DPPIY o (o0 Z 1 Opte, (T0 + peg 20pl)p

~

and thus substituting this in and using the triangle inequality we get:

O'(Z

gD R

2 p O'(Z
< 2p” Z ‘D zo+pej,2lpl mo 2\p\ ‘I =0

ap 'y (x0 + pej. 2|p)p
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Now choose o = 0, such that the first sum here equals G(DP Py, ye; 2/p|(0), DP Py, 2| (w0))2.
Since |zg + pej — xg| = p, we can apply Lemma 2.1l and argue as in the proof of Lemma 2.3]
to see that this first term — 0 as p — 0 (again using the fact that |p| < k — 1 so that we can
absorb the p~2 factor and still get the decay). Moreover note that, since

k—I|p| Vi
) ) (-1) .
DRI o @0)=DP Pl (w0) = a3 (@ortpes, 20p)=ah (o, 2o+ Y —r-art) (vt e, 2lpl)of
/=1

we see that necessarily:
(%) |v;?(” (o + pej) — vli,(:zzo)| — 0.

Hence we see that

. 2
@) <o) +43 o) (e —a;i<;3<xo+pej,2|p|>\
)+ 82 [t o) — vt (o + pey) > + 83 o) 0 + pey) — a) (wo + pej, 2lpl)

and so if we choose 01 = 0,, we know that this — 0, since then by construction the second
sum equals G(Upte, (To + pej), apye; (20 + pej, 2|p|))* which — 0, and the first sum — 0 by the
assumed continuity of vpi.;. Note that oy was arbitrary, so we can choose it dependent on p.

Finally for (3) we have by any o € Sg,

2 < 9 o1(4) o) o a(i) 2
P .Z'(), ‘p‘ +,0’Up_|_e( 0) Up (.Z'()) pvp—l—ej(x())

(1) <2p”

a0, 21p) — 059 ()| 23 o) — o o)l

In particular, we can re-run this argument to see that v, is continuous at xg in the e; direction:
indeed, if instead we just had L' = v, (x), and considered G(v,(zo + pe;), L), from the above
we would have shown that, for each j,

G(vp(wo + pej), L) < o(1) + Z |a (0, 2]p]) — v (z0)[?

and so just taking o = id, we see this — 0. Similarly we can show v, is continuous at every
point.

So now choosing o = 01(= 0,) in (}), the second sum vanishes. So we have

2 < 20ol) — 07 ()|
P 11707 ) Up (wo)| -

Now, for any sequence p; — 0, we can find a subsequence py for such o,, = o’ is constant.

Hence since we know v, is continuous, from (x) we see that vgl(i) (zg) = v;(:no) for all 4. In
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particular we get along this subsequence,
(3)* < p,? Z |ap (o, 2lp|) — vl (x0) 1> < pp*Glag—1)(xo, 2lpp]), vik—1)(20))?
i

which — 0 by Lemma 2.5l Thus we see that every sequence p; — 0 has a further subsequence
(py )¢ such that

P G (vp(xo + prej), L(py)) = 0

which, by elementary analysis, implies that we have lim,_,o p~ G (vp(zo + pej), L(p)) =0, i.e.
vp is differentiable at zo with derivative given by Djv;, = v, te;r 88 required. O

Combining everything so far, we have now shown:

Corollary 2.1. Suppose that Q C R" is a convex A-weighted domain and u € £Z’>‘(Q; Ag(R™))
with A\ > n + kq. Then v € CF2(Q; Ag(R™)), where a = #, and moreover for all
Ip| < k we have

Dp?](o) = Up
where v(g) = v(q,0,...,0)-
Remark. 1If for each g, p the polynomial P, , was of degree at most r < k, then we would

have a,(z9,p) = 0 for all |p| > r, and so v, = 0 for all [p| > 7. In particular, D" v = 0,
and so v(g) is a polynomial of degree at most r.

Remark. If A > n+ (k+ 1)q, then @ > 1, and so Dkv(o) is Holder continuous with exponent

> 1, implying that Dkv(o) = constant. Hence in this case v(g) is a polynomial of degree at
most k.

Next we prove a special case of Theorem 2.1}, which we will use to prove the general result.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose () is a convexr A-weighted domain and u € ﬁZ’)‘(Q; Ag(R™)). Suppose
that A > n + kq. Then u € C**(Q; Ag(R™)), with the estimate

[tk < Clllully, g x

where C' = C(n,m,k,q,Q, A, \).

Proof. Fix zg € ©Q and let p > 0. Then by the triangle inequality and integrating over
QN B,(xg), since Q is A-weighted we get for some constant C' = C(q),

C
oo () ) < SL [ Gy ),y 0, 0))"
P JONB,(z0)

ey

¢ 1 dx Cla) u(x),u(xp))? de
G P ey e GO [ Gl e d

(2) (3)
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For (1) notice that for all p < 1,

33‘0,
g(mep( ) a(0) Z'(), < Z’ mo,p a’(O (.Z'(), Z Z P D! (x — ‘To)p < sz

i ||p|#0

for some constant independent of p, since a’, converge uniformly and so are bounded. Hence

p
we see that (1) — 0 as p — 0. For (2) simply notice that (2) < %pqn) ol o — 0 since

A > n + kq. For the final term, for p sufficiently small we have B,(xg) C €, and so (3) — 0
follows for H™-a.e. x € 2 from the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, Theorem [Tl

Hence we see that for H"-a.e. zo € H", lim, 0 G(a( (7, p),u(w0))? = 0 i.e., we have v(g) = u
H"-a.e. in ). Since v(g) € C*2(Q; Ag(R™)) from Corollary 1] this completes the proof. [

Finally, using Theorem we are able to prove the full Campanato regularity theorem,
Theorem 2.11

Proof of Theorem [2.1] Clearly since we are taking an infimum over a larger set, 5%)‘(9; Ag(R™)) C
LI Ag(R™)) and [Jully o x < lulllpy s Now take u € £L(€2; Ag(R™)), where A, £,k obey

the stated relations. Fix a multi-index p with ¢ < [p| < k. Fixing py, we get from the
argument in Lemma [24] that for any ¢ > 1 and z¢ € Q, since n + [p|lg > A,

: _ i ntlpla=A A=n—|plg
g(ap<xo,po>,ap<xo,2—Zpo>>scwumk,q,AZ?( ") gy

j=0
A—n—|plg 221(%) -1
= Cllulllygx-po " -
k.q,x 70 ntlplg=X
2« -1

\p\q

O] r
k7q )‘ 2Z

where C can depend on |p|, although this will not matter. Now for any p < py we can find
ie{0,1,...} with p/pg € [27(+1) 27%) and so by the above inequality with this i we have

A—n—|plg

g(ap(azo, pO)? CLP(.Z'(), 2_ip0)) < é”‘u‘”k,q,)\ o1

Hence we have from Lemma 2.1] that, estimating as in the proof of Lemma 2.5

_i Cl p)\ 4 (2—1',00))\
? q ) q q .
g(ap($07p)vap($072 PO)) é pn+|p|q /QﬁB ( O) g(PIEO,P7PZ‘0,277'p0) é C|||u|||k7q7)\ < p”‘Hp‘q

ie.
A—n—|plq

G(ap(wo, p), ap(20,27'p0)) < Cllullygrp

Combining the last inequalities we see that for any p < po,

_ A—n—|plg
lap(zo, p)| < Cllullygn-p~ 7 + lap(zo, po)l-
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Now applying Lemma 2.1l with F' = P, ,, and G = 0, we have

S L Pl
po QOBPO (z0)

C
_TmEU' g@wwm+/w1
2o QN By (0) Q

C

n+plg
Po

|ap(z0, po)|? <

N

<

A
[l - 23+ ll o g |
= Ollullf,.»

where C depends on p and pg. Note that this is ||ul|; 41 and not lulll ;.\ Hence we see that
for any p < 1, 19 € Q and |p| > £, we have since A < n + |plq,

A—n—|plq

lap(zo, po)| < Cllullkgr-p~ 9
Thus for all such p, zg, p we see

A—n—|plq

|ap(20, p)| < Cllullkgr-p 9

and so, for any xo € Q and p < 1,

. a (xOHO)
inf Qu,PqS/ gl u, D (g — 2)P
PePy /me(xo) ( ) Z p! ( 0)

QﬁBﬂ(Z‘o) p|<t
ap(xo,
< o0 / Glu, Py )0 + 20 / G [ Pryyr 3200y
QﬂBp(wo) QOBP(.’EQ) Ip|<¢ D-
2\ /2
A a (x()vp)
<l o+ [ (] S B ey
A A
< 2U[lullf g p" + Cllullf 5P
~ A
< Cllullf g 1P"-
Now when p > 1, this bound is immediate because we know that
e [ oGPy [ G QI <l < ull, 0
PePe JanB,(z0) QNB,(z0) T

So hence we see that
lllll? ,x < Cllullf

i.e. we see that u € EZ’)‘(Q; Ag(R™)). Hence as A > n + £q we can apply Theorem to get
the result. O
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2.1. Modifications relevant to minimal surface regularity theory. We now give two
additional lemmas which are relevant for the regularity theory of stationary integral varifolds,
which we shall be considering in Section [Bl The reason behind needing these modifications is
that often we will have certain integral expressions over balls which decay with the radius at
a certain rate, but only for radii such that the ball does not intersect some bad set. One key
example is a boundary point, where we may only have estimates in the interior and so cannot
say anything about the boundary regularity unless we have some control of the integrals at
the boundary. Another key example for us is interior branch points of multi-valued harmonic
functions. Not having a uniform lower bound on the radii which we can apply the estimates
to means we cannot immediately deduce that the functions lie in a certain Campanato space,
and so cannot deduce any regularity near the bad set. However if the points on the bad set
also have certain integral expressions which decay, and there is a uniform lower bound on the
radii we can apply this to, we are able to deduce regularity up to the bad set so long as we
can compare the integral expressions as the good points to those at the bad points. This is
exactly the set up for the first case, Lemma [2.8] which we then use to prove a more general
version, where there are multiple “layers” of bad points: these can be thought of as “very
bad” points, “bad points”, and “good points”, and so forth.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose 2 C R" is a convex domain and u : Q@ — Ag(R™). Let T C Q be a
closed subset and let ' C Q" C Q be open such that ' C Q" and Q" C Q are compact. Suppose

also Q' is a convexr A-weighted domain. Suppose that there are numbers k € {0,1,...},
q €1[1,00), B1,P2,8 € (0,00), p € (0,1), and € € (0,1/4) such that we have the following:

(I) For each 9 € T N Q, there exists Py, € Py with supq |Px,| < 8 such that for all
0<o<p/2<e/2,

qu
o " / G(u(z), Poy (2))? do < By <g> Lp / G(u(x), Pr, (2))? da;
By (x0)NQ p By (x0)NQ

(IT) For each xo € Q"\I, there exists Py, € Py, such that for every y € T N Q" and every
0 <o <p/2 < $min{l1/4,dist(z, 1)},

qu
a‘"‘kq/ G(u(z), Pyy(2))? de < o <E> ’P_n_kq/ G(u(x), Py(x))? da.
By (x0)NQ P By(x0)NQ

Then u € C*A QY3 AQ(R™)) for some A = A(n,m, k,q,Q, A, Br, B2 €, i, dist(2', Q"))

with the estimate
1/q
ullg e < C <ﬁq +/ \U!q>
Q//

where C = C(n,m,k,q,Q, A, 1, Ba, €,dist (', Q")).

Remark. Unlike in [Wicl4l Lemma 4.3], in (II) we only require the integral on the right-hand
side to include those P € Pj which are of the form P = P, for some y € I' N ). Whilst this
does not modify the proof, we need this weaker hypothesis later on to choose certain I'.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary point z € @ and p € (0,¢€). Fix v < 2 min{1/4, dist(?',Q")} to
be chosen later with the desired dependencies. Now if there is a point y € I' N B, ,(z), then
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we have y € Q" and so from property (II),

()~ a / Glu, P)! < 2Hi(yp 4 |2 — y[) ke / Glu, P,
B’Yﬂ(z)ﬂﬂ B'y/JJr\zfy\(y)ﬂQ

n + 12— " —n—
< orhagy (LT oy | G(u, P,)"
p— ‘Z - y’ Bp,‘z,y‘(y)ﬂﬂ

k 2y " k
< grtkag, <_> L q/ G(u, P,)".
1—x B,(y)NQ

N2
So choosing 7 = 7(n, k, q, B1, 1) such that 471k, <%) < i, we see that if v = % min{7, €}
we have

e 1 -
(2.1) (vp) ’“’/ G(u, Py)T < - p ’“q/ G(u, P,)"
Bryp(z)NS2 By (y)n$2

for any z € ' and p € (0,¢), provided y € I' N B,,(2). If on the other hand I' N B,,(z) = 0,
then by (II) we have for any P € Py, of the form P = P, for some y € I' N 2" that, for any
o€ (0,1/2],

(22)  (oqp) M /B G P < a0 ) / Glu, PY".

By (2)N2

Now fix any z € V\I' with dist(z,T) < 7. Let j« € {1,2,...} be minimal such that I' N
B.j.+1(2) = 0. Then we can apply (I with p = ~,7%,...,7977! to get that for each
J=2,...,9« (if y« € TN Q" is chosen such that |z — y.| = dist(z,T)),

, 1 ,
@3 @y gup)rs g [ G, P,.)’
B’Yj (Z)OQ B jfl(y)lﬁlg
and applying (Z2)) with p = 47* that, for each o € (0,1/2] and P = P, for y e T N Q7

(24) (o) nha / Glu, P.)7 < o - (4i-+1)=n—ha / G(u, P)".
B

g-yj*+1(z)ﬁg B-yj*+1(z)ﬂﬂ

Set P, := P,,. Take 0 =1/2, P = P, in (24]) and j = j, in ([2.3) to get (after iterating ([2.3))):

L jot1 Tk
_’Y‘y* g(P*7 Pz)q
2 B (2)NQ

%—yj*ﬂ
1 i1 —n—kq —n—k i« \—n—k
<o(pe) G(u, )+ 21 (1/2) " ik [ g pye
B%,Yj*+1 (z)NK2 B_j, (2)NQ
< CBy(1/2) (57> H1) / Gu, P)? + C -4 U=71) . y7nha / G(u, P,
Bﬁ/j*+1(z)ﬂﬂ B—Y(y)ﬂQ

< C4mGD) / G(u, P.)"
By (y)nQ2
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where C' = C(n, k, q,7, i, 52). In the last inequality we have again used (2.3)). Now since these
are Q-valued polynomials of degree at most k, for each j = 1,2, ..., j. we have by substituting
z=f(x):= %’yfﬂ_? (x — z) + z in the integral (and noting that by convexity of £ we have
f() cQ):

R

— (~J)—n—kq _lj _lj ¢ lj* - -n .

- /Bé'mﬂ(z)ﬂﬂ G(P(f7 (@), P.(f(2))) (2’7 + > d
—n—kq

< (yfyha <%,7j*+1—j> /B -

%—yj* +1 (Z)OQ

< 047G / G(u, P,)?
By (y)nQ2
<477 / G(u, P,)?
By (y)nQ2

for some C' = C(n, k, q, 1, B2, i1, €,dist (2, Q")) independent of j, i.e. for each j =1,2,..., j.
we have

(2.5) (77~ ha / G(P.,P.)! < C4 / Glu, P,)".

By (y)ns2

Using (2.5) with (2.3]) we see that for each j =1,...,j,,

(2.6) (47) ke / G(u, P.)? < C4-G-D / G(u, P.)".
B_;(2)N§2

’y‘ B"/(y)mQ

Now let p € (0,7/2]. Then if we have p < 3491, then we can write p = gy/**! for some
o € (0,1/2], and then by (2.4]) we have (choosing P = P, as estimating as in the derivation

of @.1)):
p—n—kq/ G(u, P,)7 < Caqu4—(j*—l)/ G(u, P,)"
By (z)NQ By (y)n2

< Oy / G(u, P.)?

By (y)n&2

where 1/ = min{yu, ¢~ 'log, (1/4)}: recall v < 1/4 which ensures p’ € (0,1); thus we get for
such p,

(2.7) p_”_kq/ G(u, P,)? < Cpq“/ G(u, Py)1.
By (z)nG By (y)NQ
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On the other hand, if p € (0,~/2] has p > %’yj*“, then we can find j € {1,2,..., .} for which
7 *l < 2p < 47, and so by (28] we have

(2.8) [ gupy<es [ gy
B,(z)NQ B, (y)NQ

where A = log.(1/4) € (0,1). Combining ([Z7) and 28] we see that for any z € '\ with
dist(z,T") < ~, we have for all p € (0,7v/2], if i := min{\, p'},

(2.9) p_”_kq/ G(u, P,)? < Cpqﬁ/ G(u, Py)1.
By (z)nG B (y)NQ

In particular since supgq |Pi| < § we have that

p—(n+q(k+ﬁ))/ G(u,P.)1 < C <5q +/ |u|q>
B, (2)NQ "

where now C' also depends on m, Q. For z € /\I" with dist(z,I') > ~ the same inequality
follows immediately from (IT), for all p € (0,v/2]. If z € ' N T, again the same inequality
follows from (I). In all of this modifications to fi, C', may need to be made but they have the

same dependencies. Hence we see that u € £Z”\(Q’; Ag(R™)) where A\ = n + q(k + ji), and so
we can apply Theorem 21lto conclude that u € C**(€V'; Ag(R™)), with the desired estimate.

O

P

The following more general version of Lemma[2.8 will be necessary when there are two different
types of “bad” points, which in our case will be boundary points and interior branch points
for multi-valued harmonic functions.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose Q C R" is a convex domain and we have (Q;)N.1, (m;).y C Z>1 and
u; : Q@ — Ag,(R™) fori=1,...,N. Suppose we have Q' CC Q" cC Q, with Q' a convex
A-weighted domain. Suppose also that T C Q is a closed, non-empty subset, and we have
Iy,...,Tn C Q\I' such that Ty C T UT;. Suppose that there are numbers k € {0,1,2,...},

€ [1,00), 8,80 € (0,00), (BN, (BN, € (0,00)N, € (0,1), € € (0,1/4) and subsets
PBo, Vi, B C Pr with supg |P| < B for all P € Py, such that we have the following:

(I) For each xg € T NV, there exists PS}O, e ,Pg € Po such that for all0 < o < p/2 <
€/2 we have:

N N

i [ Sorpsn(D) [ o
ngonQiZ:; noe p Bp(wo)ﬂQiZ:; v

(II) For each i € {1,...,N}, we have for each x4 € Q" NI\T there exists Pi € P; such
that for every P € Py and every 0 < o < p/2 < $min{1/4,dist(z1,I)} we have:

‘ qu
O'_n_kq/ g(Ui,P‘,zl)q < /87, <z> P_n_kq/ g(ulap)qa
Bo(z1)NQ p Bp(x1)NQ
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(III) For each i € {1,...,N}, we have for each x5 € Q"\(L UT;) there exists P., € B such
that for every P € Po UP; and every 0 < o < p/2 < %min{l/él,dist(xg,l“ uTly)} we
have:

. ~ qu
0'_"_]“1/ G(ui, Pp,)?" < B <z> p_"_kq/ G(ui, P)1.
Bo (z2)N2 P Bp(:cz)ﬁﬂ

Then u; € C*ANY; Ag, (R™) for each i, with the estimate

N 1/q
[l pir < € (ﬁq + / Z ‘Ui’q>
QII Z:1

where X, C both depend on n, (m;)i, k,q,(Qi)is N, A, Bo, (Bi)is (Bi)is €, dist(Q, 7)), and X can
also depend on p.

Remark. The proof will follow in the same way as Lemma 2.8 essentially whenever a point
z € QY\(T UTy) is either closer to I' than T, or the distances have the same order, we can
complete the proof in a similar manner to Lemma 2.8 using (I) and (III). The only issue comes
when T'; is much closer in order to z than I', in which case we need to use (II) with (III).
Then we can use (I) and (II) in the same manner as Lemma 2.8 to complete the proof.

Remark. In our applications, we will have Q = B1(0) N H C R, where H := {z! > 0} is a
half-plane, and ' = B, /8(0)NH. T will be a subset of 9H of a priori “bad” points, but which
we do have good integral estimates for uniformly lower bounded radii. The I'; will then be
the set of branch points of a multi-valued harmonic function: this will include some boundary
points which are branch points of an odd reflection of the function, which will exist so long as
we have C'! regularity on a neighbourhood of the boundary a priori. The condition on T; is to
ensure that T'UTY; is a closed set for each i, and so if z € Q/\(T' UT}), then dist(z, TUT;) > 0:
this prevents us having a point on 0H in the complement of I' U I'; which is a limit point of
interior branch points.

Proof. Note first that for each z € I';\I' we may repeat the argument seen in the proof of
Lemma 2.8 (with only minor modifications to deal with the new form of (I)) to find that we
can find ji such that for all p > 0,

(2.10) p / G(ui, P < Cpt (ﬁq + / > qu-|q>
B, (2)NQ o

where [i, C' have all the allowed dependencies.

Now fix i € {1,...,N}. Suppose z € V\(I' UT};). Let v < $min{1/4,dist(Q2,Q")} to be

chosen later and let p € (0,¢€). Note that if B,,(z) NT # (), then in the same way as Lemma
28, choosing yr € I' with dist(z,I") = |z — yr|, we have for suitable ~,

- —n—kQ/ . J \4 . —n—kq ' 7 \q
P ZQ uj, B, < p / G(u;, Pl 9.
() Byp(2)NQ 7 (4 yF) 4 Bp(yp)m%: ( J yr)
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However, when B,,(z) NT' = (), we cannot proceed as in the proof of Lemma [28] since we
could have B,,(z) NT; # 0, and so (III) is not applicable in the form we want, i.e. with a
uniform lower bound on the radii we can apply it to.

Assume now dist(z,I") < ~: if this is not true then (i) if dist(z,T';) < /4, we can follow the
proof of Lemma 2.8 just with I'; in place of I' to get the result at z, or (ii) If dist(z,I';) >
~v/4, then we can just apply (III) to get the result at z. So choose jr minimal such that
B jr+1(z) NT' = (. Then in the same way as Lemma 28 for each j = 2,...,jr we have
(choosing yr as above and setting Pr := Py.)

. 1 .
(2.11) (’Y])_"_kq/ > Glug, PR < - (’Y”_l)_"_kq/ > Glue, P
B ()N 4 B j-1(yr)nQ

Now, if dist(z,T';) > AIr+M N> 3 to be chosen (dependent only on the allowed parameters),
then we can still follow the proof of Lemma 2.8 to get the result (as we get the same estimates
on P? and Pli, and we have a large enough region around z to apply (III)). So assume
dist(z,T;) < M and let y, € T; be such that |z — y,| = dist(z,I';); note that since
2z ¢ T;UT =T UTYy, we have dist(z,I;) > 0. So let j. € {0,1,2,...} be minimal such that

B,\/jl—\+]\/1+j*+1 (z)NT; =0.

We know that dist(y;, I') > ATl _AdrtM > ~Nir (] —~42) meaning that we can apply (II) for
all0 < 0 < p/2 < 37971 (1—~2). Thus, since B,(z) C B, ietm(ys), for j =2,..., M+j,—1,
we have from (II), in the same way as (2.1]), for suitable 7,

(2.12) (vt |

B_jp+i+1(2)N$2

i Lo ir+iy—n— i
O(us Py)" < - ()t [ G(ui, P )0
B_jp+i(y)NS

Now since B jp+amt.+1(2) N T; = 0, we can apply (III) to get that, for any o € (0,1/2],
(O.,.er-l-M—l-j*-i-l)—n—kq/

B, jr+M+ja—1(2)NQ

gwnewg@w%wﬁMHAUW*ﬂ/ G(u, P)L.

B_jp+ M1+, (2)NQ

Now following the proof of Lemma 2.8 we get that for each j =2,..., M + j, — 1,

(,er+j+1)—n—kq/B g(ui,Pzi)q < 04—j(,yjr+2)—n—kq/ g(ui,Pé*)q.

ir+i+1(2)N8 B_jp+2(y«)NS2
Hence following the proof of Lemma 2.8 again, we see that for any p < 370+ +5-+1 we have
for some p' € (0,1),

p—n—kq/ G(u;, PH1 < Cpqu’ . (,er)—n—kq—qu’/ g(ui,P?j*)q.
B,(z)NQ BWjF (y=)NQ
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Also, if 4711 < 2p < 4977 holds for some j = 3,..., M + j. — 1, then again we have the
same inequality, e.g. if M = 4, we see that for any p < %’WF”’ we have

p—n—kq—qu’/ g(uhpzi)q < C(,er)—n—kq—qu'/ Q(ui,PZ*)q
B, (z)NQ B

i (400

from which the desired bound (for a suitable exponent) follows from (2.10]).

Now suppose p > %7jr+3. Then we simply have from inclusions, since |z — y.| < 4T+ < p,

pn—ka—a / Glus, Pi)1 < anHhatan’ (5 4 |y, [y=n—ka=an / G(ui, P )
By(2) Byt z—y, | (yx)NE2

which then applying (2.10) tells us that, for every p > 0,

ot ot [ gupr <o [ S
p Pep, Bp(z)g(u "= ’ ”Zi:!u!

and so since z € Y\ (TUTY}) as arbitrary, and since this inequality has already been established
for 2 € ' N (T UTYy), we see that u; € ﬁz’q(Q’; Ag, (R™), as so applying Theorem 2.1] we are
done. O

3. APPLICATIONS TO MINIMAL SURFACE THEORY

In this section we apply the results of Section 2 to classes of functions known as proper blow-up
classes; such classes arise naturally in the regularity theory of stationary integral varifolds.
For illustrations of this relation as it appears here, we recommend the reader to consult the
sources [Wicl4], [BK17], [Min21], [BKW21]; in particular, the general ideas originated in
[Sim93] for the multiplicity one setting, and [WicI4] for the higher multiplicity setting.

Throughout this section we will just need the results of Section l'when Q = By (0)NH c R"*F,
where H := {z! > 0,2"! = ... = "% = 0} C R” is a half-plane. This situation arises
when considering blow-ups of sequences of stationary integral varifolds converging to either
a higher multiplicity stationary non-flat classical cone, or converge to a higher multiplicity
plane yet have smaller order excess relative to a sequence of classical cones (see [Min21] for
an explanation of this terminology, and the sources above).

Remark. In codimension > 1 it is not possible to guarantee that the blow-up functions
generated are C'1“ but only that they are generalised C! regular (see [BKW21]). This is due
to the presence of stationary integral varifolds which are only Lipschitz regular. However, as
we shall see in this section, if they always are C1'® in the interior with suitable C1® regularity
properties, we will be able to deduce C'® boundary regularity.

Remark. We do not discuss the case when Q = B;1(0) C R™, which arises in the study of interior
branch point singularities and sequences of stationary integral varifolds converging to a higher
multiplicity plane. The reason for this is that the blow-up class takes a different form, and the
interior regularity is not known. In some cases this difficulty has been bypassed: the interested
reader should consult [Wicl4], BKW21], and [Wic21]. In our setting we are assuming suitable
interior regularity properties, which will be true when working inductively on the multiplicity,
provided we understand the regularity of the varifolds near lower multiplicity planes.
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3.1. Initial Properties of Multi-Valued Harmonic Functions. We first need to define
a stronger notion of a multi-valued harmonic function; for the basic notions and properties
of two-valued harmonic functions, which we mimic, see [SW16]. Fix U C R"™ open and a
u:U — Ay(RF) a g-valued C! function.

Definition 3.1. The branch set of u, denoted B, is the set of points z € U such that there
is no p > 0 with the property that on B,(z) N U we have u|p, ) = >.i_;[ui], for some
single-valued C' functions u; : B,(z) NU — R.

Definition 3.2. We say u is harmonic if for each x € U\B,, there is a p > 0 with the
property that u|g ;) = >_i_; [ui], where each u; : B,(z) — R* is a single-valued C'' harmonic
function.

Definition 3.3. We shall say a g-valued function u : Q — A,(R*) is a good g-valued harmonic
function if u € CHY9(Q; A,(R¥)) and if B, denotes the branch set of u, then dimy(B,) < n—2
and moreover at every branch point x € B,, we have for every 0 < o < p < dist(z, 99Q),

o 2(1+1/q)
[l < (—) N
Bs(z) 1Y B,(x)

where ug := u — u, is the symmetric part of v and u, := ¢~ ! (1'1:1 u; its average-part.
Remark. In the case ¢ = 2 we already know from [SW16] that any two-valued C'® harmonic
function, o € (0,1), is a good two-valued harmonic function in the above sense. For ¢ > 3 it
is natural to conjecture that the same claim holds, and indeed the fact of whether g-valued
C1® harmonic functions are always good in the above sense is a direction of work we intend
to pursue.

Remark. If u is a good g-valued harmonic function, then since dimy/(B,) < n — 2 we auto-
matically have that u, is a smooth single-valued harmonic function on €.

Lemma 3.1 (Unique Continuation for Good ¢-Valued Harmonic Functions). Suppose U C R"
is open and that uy,uy € CHY(U; Ay(R¥)) are good g-valued harmonic functions. Then if
uy, ug agree on an open subset of U, then we must have uy = ug on U.

Proof. By definition of a good multi-valued harmonic function, we know that B := B,, UB,,
has dimy(B) < n — 2 and is closed in U. In particular U\ B is open and connected, and thus
is path connected. It suffices to show that u; = ug on U\B, since both are continuous and
U\B = U. So suppose there is some x € U\B for which u(z) # uz(z). We can find a path
v :[0,1] — U\B connecting a point xg to x, where x( lies in the open set on which u; = us;
clearly we can choose xg € U\B. Moreover since the image of - is compact and thus closed,
we can find some r > 0 for which B,(v([0,1])) € U\B. Restricting to B,(v([0,1]), we can
thus reduce to the case where on U we have B, U B,, = 0.

So therefore without loss of generality we can assume uy,us : U — Aq(Rk) have u1; = ug on
some open set, and By, By, = (). But now the result follows immediately from the unique
continuation principle of single-valued harmonic functions. O

Finally we will also need the following classification of C'' homogeneous of degree one ¢-
valued harmonic functions. This is known in the case ¢ = 2 from [SW16], and it is natural to
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conjecture it holds for all ¢; as mentioned above, we intend to pursue these questions in aa
later work. For now, it will be an assumption we make.

Classification Hypothesis. Every q-valued symmetric harmonic function u : RN\{0} —
Aq(Rk) which is C' and homogeneous of degree one is necessarily linear.

Note that there is no assumption that the g-valued harmonic function is good in the above
sense. We do however remark that we can prove this under an inductive-like assumption, and
in particular can prove this in the case ¢ = 3, using a rectifiability result in [KW13].

Lemma 3.2. Fizq € {3,4,...}. Suppose we know that for Q@ =2,3,...,q—1, every Q-valued
harmonic 4 function on an open set in R™ has that B, is countably (n — 2)-rectifiable. Then
every g-valued symmetric harmonic function u : R™ — A,(R¥) which is C' on R™\{0} and
homogeneous of degree one is necessarily linear.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that & = 1 just by working with the
components, as that is enough to prove the result here. Set K, := {z € R" : u(z) =
q[0] and Du(z) = q[0]} C K,. On R™\K, it can be seen that we can locally decompose u,
i.e., in some neighbourhood of each point x € R”\I@u, into two multi-valued harmonic func-
tions, both with < ¢ values. In particular, away from IC., the set of points where u does not
decompose into a sum of harmonic functions is by assumption (n —2)-rectifiable. In particular
it has vanishing 2-capacity, and so for each ¢ > 0 we may find a cut-off function 7. € C}(R")
such that . = 1 on an e-neighbourhood of the multiplicity < ¢ branch set, 0 <n. <1, 75 — 0
H'-a.e. as € — 0, and [, |[Dne|* < €.

Now following the proof of [SW16, Lemma 2.5], for any 6 > 0 choose a smooth function
~s : R = R which is an odd function, is convex for ¢ > 0, has v5 = 0 on some neighbourhood
of 0, and v5 = 1 for all ¢ > 6. Then notice that, if we write f5 := v5(Dju;), then f5 has the
property that it has compact support on S"‘l\lau. In particular, by the same argument as
in [SW16l, Lemma 2.5] we have:

| e Vses@iu)P < = [ e (s s(Dyu] 6(Dsu) +0(1) = of1)
Snfl Snfl

where here o(1) means a term which — 0 as € — 0, and the last equality comes from the fact
that Du is homogeneous of degree one. Thus taking ¢ — 0, followed by § — 0, we see for each
i,7, that Dju; is constant, and thus u is linear. O

Remark. In our desired application, we will only have a C'' multi-valued harmonic function —
we will not know whether it is a good multi-valued harmonic function or not, and we won’t
have any more regularity information.

3.2. Proper Blow-Up Classes. Throughout this section we fix N € {1,2,..., } and integers
(¢)X, c{1,2,...}. Recall that Q = B1(0) N H.

Definition 3.4. Fix integers q1,...,qny € {1,2,... }, and write ¢ = (q1,...,qn). We say that
B,(Q) is a proper (half-plane) blow-up class if it obeys the following properties:

(1) Each element v = (v!,...,v") € B,(Q) has v* € L?(Q; A, (RF)) N Wli’f(Q;Aqi(Rk))
foreachi=1,...,N;
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(%2) (Interior Regularity). If v € B,4(Q) then v : Q — A, (R¥) is a good g;-valued harmonic
function for each i = 1,..., N;

(°83) (Boundary Estimates). If v € B,(2) and z € B;(0) N9H, then for each p € (0, %(1 -
|z|)] we have:

2 v (@) = K (2)
—— 2 dzx < C’p_"_s/z/ v (z (2)|? dz
/BP/Z(z)ﬂQ ; |z — 2| +3/2 B, (2)NQ ;

where x : B1(0) N 0H :— (RF)N is is a smooth, single-valued function, which obeys:

swp e[ S
B1/2(0)OQ i

Bs 16(0)NOH
where C' = C(B,(Q));

(B4) (Hardt-Simon Inequality). For v € B4(2) and z € B1(0) N9H, for each p € (0, 3(1 —
|z|)] we have:

N

9 (v —i(z) 2 al
R ( ~a )‘ <cpn | 0 — L2
/Bp J2(2)NQ ; OR, R, B,(2)NQ ; ’

where R.(z) := |z — z| and £, ,(2) := v.(2) + (z — z) - Dv(2) is the first-order linear
approximation to the average-part vfl at z;

(°85) (Closure Properties). If v € B,(€), then:

(B5I) v, () == |lv (z+a(-))|];21(mv(z+a(')) € B,(Q) for each z € B1(0)NIH and each
o € (0,3(1 — |z[)], whenever v # 0 in B,(z) NQ;

(°B5II) Hv—ﬁvﬂzgl(m (v—Ly) € By(Q2) whenever v—£, # 01in Q, where £, = (L1 g, - .., LN )5

(%B6) (Compactness Property). If (vy,)m C B4(Q2), then there is a subsequence (m') C (m)
and a function v € B,(Q) such that v, — v strongly in L (B1(0) N H) and weakly
in W-2(Q);

loc

(°B7) (e-Regularity Property). There exists a = a(B,4(2)) and ¢ = ¢(B,4(12)) such that the
following is true: if o € (0, 1], then there exists e = €(*B,4(€2), o) such that whenever
v € By(Q) has v,(0) = 0, Dva(0) =0, ||[v|lf2() = 1, and v} : H — A, (R¥) is such
that for each i, (v]), == 0, vl is a union of ¢; half-planes with boundaries meeting
along OH, and fBl 2 > ¢, then if:

/ G(v,v*)? < e
Q

then v|p, ()nn € CH*(B,(0) N H

(0)NH 0"
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Remark. We expect such a class of functions to arise when performing either (i) a coarse
blow-up procedure relative to a non-flat stationary classical cone, or (ii) a fine blow-up pro-
cedure, relative to a higher multiplicity non-flat classical cone (see [Min21]). In each case,
the multiplicity on each half-hyperplane will be strictly smaller than the multiplicity at the
origin of the cone, so one would expect an inductive approach to give rise to the above prop-
erties of B,(2), as long as we have first understood the structure of the relevant varifolds
near hyperplanes of strictly smaller multiplicity. In this setting, we have therefore inductively
assumed we understand the interior regularity, and so the boundary regularity becomes the
main problem. Slight modifications need to be made for the fine blow-up process however —
see Section [3.4]

It is also possible that such classes of functions will arise when studying the boundary regu-
larity of certain classes of stationary integral varifolds, and so the results of this section may
have applications there.

We will prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1. For each q = (qu1,...,qn) as above, we have that B,(Q) € CH#(By5(0) N
H) for some pu = pu(B,(Q)). Moreover for each v € B,4(Q) we have Hle#;Bl/S(O)ﬂﬁ <

 Jpy a0 10

Remark. With this regularity at the boundary, as the symmetric part v of each component
has zero boundary values, we are able to perform an odd reflection across the boundary. This
gives rise to a C1* g;-valued harmonic function on all of R™. Therefore if we know that the
interior branch set of such functions is countably (n — 2)-rectifiable (which we do in the ¢; = 2
case, see [SW16], [KW13]) we can then deduce that the boundary branch set is in fact also
countably (n — 2)-rectifiable.

The proof will consist of three parts. Firstly we are able to use (B3) with Lemma 2.9] to
deduce initial C’Ovo‘(Bl/g(O) N H) regularity; the exponent X = n + 3/2 present in (83) is
however not enough to push this to C'! regularity. We will be able to use the larger exponent
present in the Hardt-Simon inequality, (84), to push this regularity to C%®. Indeed, we will
first classify the homogeneous degree one elements of B,(12) by showing that they are indeed
CY(B1(0) N H), which is a sufficiently high regularity to perform a reflection across H and
apply our Classification Hypothesis. Once we have achieved this classification we will be able
to combine it with (284) in order to deduce that there is sufficiently high decay in the integral
estimates to apply Lemma in order to deduce the desired regularity.

Before starting the proof, we first make the following observation: there exists e = €(B,(Q2)) €
(0,1) such that if v € B,(Q2) has v,(0) = 0 and Dv,(0) = 0, then

(3.1) e/ 0|2 </ ]2,
Q Q\By/2(0)

Indeed if this were not true, for each £ =1,2,..., we could find vy € B,4(Q2) with (v),(0) =0
and D(v()q(0) = 0 for which + [, [ve> > fQ\Bl/2 lug]2. Setting wy := vg/||vell12(0) (note
wy € By(Q) by (BSII), since (vg),(0) = 0 and D(vy),(0) = 0), we can then use (2B6) to pass to
a subsequence such that wy — w € B,(£2), where the convergence is strong in L _(B1(0)NH).
In particular since ||wel|2(q) = 1 we have fBl/QﬂH lwe|? > 1 —1/¢, and thus fBl/QOH lw|? = 1.
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But then we also see that [ |w/* = 0 for each compact K C Q\B;/5(0), and so w = 0
on Q\B;/5(0). But then from (22), by the unique continuation property of good Q-valued
harmonic functions (Lemma [3]), since the 0 function is a good @-valued harmonic function
for each i, we would therefore have that w = 0 on €, which contradicts [ ByanH lw? =1,

proving (B1)).
3.3. Proof of Theorem B.Il Fix ¢ = (q1,...,qn) throughout this section.

Lemma 3.3 (Initial Boundary Regularity Estimate). There exists o = a(B4(Q2)) for which
B,(Q) € C¥*(By5(0) N H), and moreover for each v € B4(Q) we have

loll? gc/ jof?
07a7B1/8(0)mH Bl/Q(O)OH

where C = C(B4(Q)) and |v]? = SN | |02

Proof. From (B3) we get that, for each 2z € By /3(0) NOH and any 0 < o < p/2 < 1/32, if we
set vi(2) = ¢;[x'(2)]:

—n—3/2/ g i’ 7 2<C —n—3/2/ g i’ 7 2‘
o J(z)mzi: (v, v"(2))" < Cp BP(Z)OQZ (v',v"(2))

7

Set I' := By5(0) N OH and T; := B, the branch set of v*. Fix z € By/3(0) N H. Then if
z € T, since for any Q-valued function w we have |w|? = |ws|?> + Q|w,|?, and since for any
good @-valued function we know w, is harmonic, we thus get for all 0 < o < p/2 < %dist(z, I)
that for any constant b € R:

wﬂ/ mmwaaﬁzam/ w — wq(2)[?
Bo’(z)ﬂQ Ba(z)

—o " Qlwy — wa(2)[* + |ws)?

2 2(14+1/q)
P Bp(z) p Bp(z)

2
=C <g> / G(w,b).
p B, (z)NQ

Moreover if z € By/g(0) N H\(I'; UT), then on some open set disjoint from I' U T; we can
express v’ as ¢ single-valued harmonic functions, for which a similar result holds. Thus we

see that we can apply Lemma 2.9 along with the assumed bounds on the boundary values
from (B3), to get v' € C**(By/5(0) N H, Ay, (R)) for each i, and

I o <€ o 1
0,a;B /8 (0)NH By 2(0)nH

as desired. O
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Remark. From Lemma 33 we see that the average-part of each v* is a C%*(By5(0) N H) N
C?*(B, /8(0) N H) harmonic function, which from (23) has smooth boundary data. As a

consequence of classical elliptic boundary regularity results (see [GT15] or [Mor66]) we have
that v}, € C1*(By5(0) N H) for each i.

Lemma 3.4 (Classification of Homogeneous Degree One Elements). Suppose that v € B,(£2)
is homogeneous of degree one on Q\By 4, i.e. % = 0, where R = |z|. Then v is a linear
function on Q, and moreover the symmetric part v’ takes the form x 23:1 [[aé—:nl]] for each
1, where a§- € R¥ have the property that zj a§- =0.

Proof. The proof will combine the argument of [Wicl4, Proposition 4.2] and its adaptation
in [BKW2I], with a reflection principle in order to reduce the proof to the classification
hypothesis.

Fix v € B,(f2) which is homogeneous of degree one on Q\B;,,(0). First, note that the
homogeneous degree one extension of v’ to all of 2 is also a good ¢;-valued harmonic function:
hence by the unique continuation property, we have that v is homogeneous of degree one on
all of By N H. From the above remark, we know that for each i v} is a Cl’a(B1/8(O) NH)
homogeneous degree one harmonic function. In particular, Dv’, is homogeneous of degree zero
and in C%%(B, /8(0)N H), and so is constant along rays and continuous at the origin, which
implies Dv;, must be constant. Hence v}, is linear for each i. So if v = v,, we are done.

So suppose v Z v,. Applying (B5II), since we know ¢! = v}, we may reduce to the setting
where v, = 0 and [[v][z2(q) = 1. In particular from (83) we must have v*|g, (0ynor = @[0]-
Also since v € C%*(By5(0) N H) from Lemma 33 and v is homogeneous of degree one, we
see that by extending v to all of H by a homogeneous degree one extension, we can assume
without loss of generality that v € C%“(H), and v’ is a good g;-valued harmonic function on
H.

Now define for each i:
T;(v) :={z € H:v'(z +z) = v'(x) for all z € H}

i.e., T;(v) is the set of points in H for which v is translation invariant. Since v|ggy = q[0], we
must have T;(v) C OH if v # 0; by assumption this is true for some i. Since v is homogeneous
of degree one and continuous on H, it is straightforward to check that T;(v) must be a subspace
of OH whenever v* # 0, and so in particular in this case dim(7}(v)) < n — 1.

Set d;(v) := dim(T;(v)), with d(v) = (d;(v));. For d = (dy,...,dn), write Hq for the set of
v € B,(Q) for which d;(v) = d; for each i. First note that if d;(v) > n — 2 for some i, then
v’ is translation invariant along a subspace of OH of dimension at least n — 2, meaning that
it is independent of at least (n — 2)-coordinates. Therefore in suitable coordinates we can
write v'(z!,...,2") = 0(z', 22), where © is a good g;-valued symmetric harmonic function on
Hy := {(«',2%) € R? : 2! > 0} which is C% on Hy. Moreover from the definition of a good
g-valued harmonic we know dimy (B,:) < n — 2, which implies Bz N Hy = (), since otherwise
from the homogeneity and translation invariance we would have dimy(B,:) > n—1. But then
we would be able to write, on all of H since it is simply connected, v = ;1»":1 o], where
each ¢; : H — R is a smooth harmonic function. Then since ¢;|py, = 0 for each i, again

by the boundary regularity theory of harmonic functions, this would imply ¢; € C*°(Ha),
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implying as before that D¢; is constant and so ¢; is linear for each j. The zero boundary
values then imply that we must have ¢; (x!,2?) = ajznl for some constant a; € R, i.e. we have
vt = gi:l[[ajxl]], and so in particular d;(v) = n — 1 (provided v* # 0). Thus we see that if
di(v) > n — 2 for each 7, then v € H(,_1 n_1,.. n—1) and v takes the form as claimed.

Now suppose that there is some d # (n — 1,n —1,...,n — 1) for which H4 # 0. Without loss
of generality we can choose d such that among all such d’ # (n — 1,n —1,...,n — 1) with
Ha # 0, we have ), d; maximal. We will derive a contradiction from this, meaning that the
only Hg4 which is non-empty is H,_1,,,-1,...n—1), Which proves the result.

For such a d let v € H4. By the above we know that we can find some i, with d;, (v) < n—2. Let
K be any compact subset of H\T;, (v). We claim that there exists € = e(v, K,B,(Q)) € (0,1)
such that at each z € K N dH for which v is not C® on any neighbourhood of z in H
(here « is as in (B7), so is independent of v, K'), and for each p € (0, €], we have the reverse
Hardt-Simon inequality:

SIS G I A

i

We shall prove this by contradiction. Clearly if v =0 on H N B,(2), then there is nothing to
prove, so suppose v # 0 on any such H N B,(z). If this were false, then we could find points
z,(2¢)¢ in K NOH, (er)¢, and radii (pg)¢ with zp — 2, €0 L 0, pg | 0, with v # 0 in B,,(z) for
each £, v not C1® on B,,(z,) N H, and

/Rz )> —n—2 i |2
R%” ( . < ep, " / [v*|*.
/HQBPZ(ZZ Z oR,, ‘ HﬁBpe(ze)Z

3 K3

For each £ set wy(-) := [[v(ze + pe()l 720y v(2e + pe(-)). We know from (B5I) that we € B(€)
for each . Thus by (B6) we can pass to a subsequence to ensure that wy, — w, € B4(2),
where the convergence is strongly in L2 (B1(0) N H) and weakly in I/Vlif (©). In particular
the above inequality gives for each ¢,

fEm (5 <

It follows from this and the local weak convergence in W2 that w, is homogeneous of degree
one on each set of the form {z € Q : dist(z,9Q) > €}, for € > 0, and thus w, is homogeneous
of degree one on 2. Moreover from Lemma B.3] we know w, is continuous on B;(0) N H, and
so we see that w, has a continuous homogeneous degree one extension to all of H, which
from the unique continuation property Lemma 3.1 and (282) we know is a good multi-valued
harmonic function in H.

We now claim that w, # 0. To see this, for any Q-valued C1® function f defined on any
interval I = [a,b] C R we have (see e.g. [DL10, Equation (1.2)]):

b
G(f(a), F(b)) < / D,
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Now fix w € §"' N H and s,r € (1/4,1) with s < r. Applying this inequality with f(t) :=
wp(tw)/t and I = [s,r] for each i, we get

" O(wp(Rw 1 wy( Rw
G (rwe(rw), s we(sw)) S/ Owe(Rw)/R) Z%QR)/R)‘ dR§/1/4 Owe(Rw)/ ) Z%QR)/R)‘ dR
which implies that
1 wr(Rw 2
jun(rw)? < ¢ <|wé(8w)|2 o[ )

where ¢ = ¢(n), as r, s > 1/4. Integrating this now over w € S" ' N H we get

2
/ \we(m)!? dw <c / \wg(sw)\z dw +/ [M] _
Ssn—1nH Sn—1nH Q\Bl/4(0) OR

Now multiply both sides by r"~! and integrate over r € (1/2,1), and then multiply the
resulting inequality by s"~! and integrate over s € (1/4,1/2) (this ensures s < r holds) to get

2
Lol =e( i [ e [2ed))
Q\By (0) QNBy /2(0)\By4(0) Q\By /4(0) R

(again, using the fact that R € (1/4,1) in the last integral). Then by ([B.I) we get, for all ¢,

eSc(/ |W|2‘|’55)
QﬂBl/Q(O)\Bl/4(O)

for some ¢ independent of £. Thus from the strong L? convergence in B, /2(0) N H, we see that
e < cfQ\Bl/4(0) |w,|?, and so we must have w, # 0.

From the definition of wy is straightforward to see that for each i we have T;(v) C T;(wy). We
now claim that z € T;(w,) for each i. Indeed for each ¢ and i write w) = > il fg’j ], where the
fg’j are single-valued functions on € with f;"h < fé’qi_l < fZ’l for all £ and 4 (this is the case
when k = 1: otherwise we just work component-wise). For notational simplicity we shall just
fix 4,7 and write flf’j = f,. Then by homogeneity, for each y € H and ¢ > 0 we have:

O'_n/ fg(a; + Z) dz = 5;10'_71/ ’U;-(Zg + pg(l’ + Z)) dx
Bs (y)ﬂH Bs (y)ﬁH
=(1+ pg)éz_la_"/ w U;-(Zz +(1+ ,Og)_lpg(z —z)+ (1+ pg)_lpgx) dx
Bos(y)NH

= (1 + pz)n-i-l(sz—lo_—n/ 1)2-(2@ + pgx) dx
B(14pp)—1o((1+pe) M (z=ze+y))NH

= (1+p0)- [+ Pé)_lU]_n fo(z) dz

/Buw)1U<<1+pz>1<z—zZ+y>>nH
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where we have written dy := [|vz, , [|12(q) for notational simplicity.

Now letting £ — oo, using the strong convergence in Lfoc(ﬁ), and then letting o | 0 we can
apply the Lebesgue differentiation theorem for single-valued functions to get that for H"-a.e.
y € H we have w,(y + 2) = wx«(y). Then from the continuity of w, provided by Lemma B3]
we get that this is true for every y € H, and so as 4, j were arbitrary, z € T;(w,) for each i.

In particular we see that z € T;, (wy), and so d;, (w«) > d;, (v). Thus we have ), d;(w,) >
> di(v), with w, # 0, and so recalling that d we chosen to be maximal with Hg4 # ) and d #
(n—1,n—1,...,n—1), the only way we can avoid a contradiction is if w. € Hp—1n—1,. n-1),
i.e. graph(w,) is a union of half-hyperplanes meeting along a common boundary of 0H. But
then since w, # 0 and (w.), = 0, there must be some i with wi consisting of at least two
distinct half-hyperplanes. Thus we can apply (87) to see that for all ¢ sufficiently large,
we must have that wy is C»* on B1(0) N H, i.e. v is CY® on B,,(z) N H, which gives a
contradiction. So (3:2) must hold.

Combining ([B.2) with (B4) we see that for any z € K N 9H at which v is not Ch* on any
neighbourhood of z in H, and each p € (0, ¢] we have

) a(vi/Rﬂ)Q : (RN
R (— = g 00/ R:)
/BP(Z)OH ZZ: 8RZ C B, 2(2)NH ZZ: aRz

Set 6 := ¢/C, which depends only on v, K, B,(2). Iterating this inequality for a fixed z with
2={p in place of p, for £ =1,2,..., and then interpolating between these geometric scales in
the usual way (see the proof of Lemma [2.8) we see that for any z € K N 90H at which v is

not C%* on a neighbourhood of z in H, and any 0 < 0 < p/2 < €/2, there are constants
B =B, K,B,(Q)) € (0,00) and p = p(v, K,B,(Q2)) € (0,1) independent of z for which

frona 2 (P52 <) T (5)

Combining this with (B4) and (3.2]) we see that for every such z € KN 9H at which v is not
C* on a neighbourhood of z in H, we have for every 0 < o < p/2 < ¢/4:

2u
—n—2 7|2 g —n—2 02
o E v'E < C <—> 0 / E v
/U(z)mH - o p By(z)NH 1l

for some C' = C(v, K,B4(2)) € (0,00) independent of z.

Now set I' to be the set of z € K N 9H at which v is not C1* in a neighbourhood of z in H;
we know this is a closed subset of H by definition. Now, at z € K N9H at which v is C1® in
a neighbourhood of z in H, since v|py = 0, we are able to apply an odd reflection across OH
to get a C'1* multi-valued harmonic function on an open ball (see below for a more precise
argument of this). In particular, the branch set of this reflection must also have a closed,
codimension at most two branch set. So define I'; to be the union of the interior branch set
(in H) of v*, along with any branch points on 9H which occur in such a reflection process at
points on the boundary when v is C® on a neighbourhood of H. It is simple to then check
that T; C T UTY, as away from OH the interior branch set is closed, and so if the closure of
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I'; includes a point on 0H, either this is in I' or if not then it must be a “boundary branch
point” in the above sense, as the branch set of the reflection is still closed and coincides with
the interior branch set on H. We can therefore apply Lemma [20] to this setting (remember
that those points in 0H\(I' UT;) have the usual harmonic function decomposition locally),
for convex A-weighted K, to get that v is C1% on K for some & = a(v, K,B,(Q)). So in
particular, since K was arbitrary, we are able to deduce that v € C'(H\T;, (v)); we aren’t
able to deduce C'-' regularity for some fixed o since we could have & — 0 for different K.

Now consider v%*: this is translation invariant along T}, (v), and so after we quotient out by
this subspace and rotate appropriately, we see that v* is determined entirely by a good ¢;, -
valued harmonic function f defined on Hy := {(z!,...,z"):€ RN : 2! > 0} ¢ R" for some
N >3 (N :=n—d;, (v)). We then know that f is C'(Hx\{0}), and has f|om, = ¢ [0].

We now define the odd reflection F': RV — Ag,. (RF) of f by

Fla) = flxt 22, .. 2 %fxlzo;
—f(=2 22, 2N) if2! <.
Now since we know that f is C*(H\{0}), we see that F' € C1(RV\{0}). Moreover F is a
g;,-valued harmonic function: this is clear away from {z! = 0}, and on {x! = 0} if we have
any point away from Kp = {x : Fi(z) = F/(z) and DF'(z) = DF/(x) for some i # j},
then locally about this point f will be given by ¢;, single-valued harmonic functions on a
neighbourhood of this point in Hy, and so the usual reflection principle for single-valued
harmonic functions tells us that F' is given by g¢;, single-valued harmonic functions on a
neighbourhood.

Thus F is a homogeneous degree one C' ¢;,-harmonic function on RV\{0}. Note that we
do not know whether F' is a good g;,harmonic function, as we do not know anything about
the size of the branch set on {z! = 0}. But then from the Classification Hypothesis, we can
conclude that F' must be linear. However since F'|;1-0y = ¢;, [0], we must have that F takes
the form z — [a;x'] for some a;, which in turn implies that v¥ (z) = > la;z']. But then
this would mean that d;, (v) = n — 1, providing the contradiction. O

Remark. It is worth noting that the crucial difference between the multi-valued case and the
single-valued case is the ability to reflect. The reflection principle for single-valued harmonic
functions requires no assumption on the boundary regularity of the derivative, whilst in the
multi-valued setting we first need to establish C! regularity at the boundary before we can
reflect to get a C'! function on the whole plane.

With the characterisation provided by Lemma B4, we can now prove Theorem B.11

Proof of Theorem [31l. We will prove another reverse Hardt—Simon inequality, similar to that
seen in the proof of Lemma [3.4]

We claim that there is € = €(B4(2)) such that the following holds: if v € B,(Q2) is such
that v is not C on a neighbourhood of 0 in H, where « is as in (B7), then we have for all
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€ (0,1/32):

— R ) 2 o
R2n< v' U(Z))/z> > ¢ n2/ ,U_Ulzz
/Qan Z R, g QﬂBp(z)Z’ |

(2 (2

Indeed, setting w := ||v(z +p(-))|];21(mv(z +p(+)) and then w := |jw —KwHZ%(Q) (w—£y), which
both belong to B, (€2) by (B5I) and (B5II) respectively, it suffices to consider the case p =1,

z =0, and v € B,4(Q) with v,(0) = 0, Dve(0) =0, i.e. it suffices to prove for any such v,

[ () = s

Indeed if this was not true, we could find sequences (v;), of such v with

/ZR2 ”< WR) E/Z|W|2

Setting wy := ||vg\|z21(ﬂ)vg, as wy € By(Q) by (B5II), we may pass to a subsequence by (B6)
to find a limit wy, — w, € B4(2), which arguing in exactly the same way as Lemma [3.4], must
be homogeneous of degree one, and so by Lemma .4l must be linear. Moreover in the same
way as Lemma [34] using (BI) we may prove that w, # 0. However as (w),(0) = 0 and
D(w4)q(0) = 0, we must have that (w,), =0, and so w, # 0 implies that we can apply (B7)
to get that the wy, must be C1'® on a neighbourhood of 0 for all ¢ sufficiently large, providing
the contradiction.

Having established this reverse Hardt—Simon inequality, we may proceed in exactly the same
way as Lemma B4l using Lemma to deduce the desired regularity, thus completing the
proof. O

3.4. Modifications to Fine Blow-Up Classes. We wish to now make some remarks rel-
evant to the setting in [Min21]. When performing a fine blow-up procedure, the class of
functions which arise are determined by numerous multiplicity parameters, but also a close-
ness constant, M > 1 (see [Min21, Section 8|). Ideally we would like the class of fine blow-up
functions to be a proper blow-up class, however this is no longer true because the class is
not closed under the closure operations (285): indeed, the closeness parameter can change.
Crucially, it turns out that instead of remaining in the same class, the operations in (B5), in
particular rescaling, instead cause the function to lie in another fine blow-up class, of a fized
larger closeness parameter. As all other properties other than (85) can still be established,
we can still use the same proof as in Section [3.3] to conclude the desired regularity. Thus we
make the following notion and observation:

Definition 3.5. Fix integers q1,...,qn € {1,2,...,} and write ¢ = (q1,...,qn). We say that
(’BZM(Q))ME(QOO) is a proper (fine) blow-up family if for each M € (0, 00), iBf;M(Q) obeys
properties (B1), (B2), (2B3), (B4), (B6), (B7) of a proper blow-up class with constants C, «
independent of M, and there is a fixed constant My = My > 1 independent of M such that if
v e iBf;M(Q) and v, is one of the functions as in (*85) generated from v, then v, € iBf;MOM(Q).
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Then following the proof in Section B.3] we still have:

Theorem 3.2. Foreachq= (q1,...,q9n), M € (0,00), we have that ’BZM(Q) C CHH(Byg(0)N

H), for some p € (0,1) independent of M, and moreover given appropriate reqularity theorems
on multi-valued harmonic functions, the boundary branch set is countably (n — 2)-rectifiable.
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