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OPTIMAL REGULARITY FOR MINIMIZERS OF THE PRESCRIBED
MEAN CURVATURE FUNCTIONAL OVER ISOTOPIES

LORENZO SARNATARO AND DOUGLAS STRYKER

ABSTRACT. We prove the optimal C'! regularity for minimizers of the prescribed mean
curvature functional over isotopy classes. As an application, we find an embedded sphere
of prescribed mean curvature in the round 3-sphere for an open dense set of prescribing
functions with L° norm at most 0.547.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a Riemannian manifold (M™, g) and a function h : M — R, a two-sided immersion
Y=t 5 M is said to have prescribed mean curvature h if the mean curvature of the immersion
satisfies Hy = h|y - vs, where vy is a continuous unit normal vector field along 3. The
problem of the existence of prescribed mean curvature hypersurfaces has been a rich source
of motivation for work in geometric analysis.

An essential observation is that h-prescribed mean curvature hypersurfaces arise as critical
points of the h-prescribed mean curvature functional

(1.1) AM(Q) == H"H(09) — / h dH",

Q
where 2 C M is an open set with smooth boundary. As in the study of minimal hypersurfaces
and the area functional, this observation enables the utilization of variational techniques to
produce h-prescribed mean curvature hypersurfaces.

The simplest variational technique to produce critical points of a functional is to minimize
the functional over some nontrivial class. In ambient dimensions 3 through 7, classical work
of [EF60], [Fle62], [DG65], [Alm66], [Sim68], and [HSTI| guarantees that any minimizer of
area in a Riemannian manifold over integral currents with a fixed boundary is a smooth
embedded minimal hypersurface. In the same dimensions, these results have been adapted
by [Mor03| (see [ZZ20, Theorem 2.2]) to the prescribed mean curvature setting, where the
minimization of A" occurs over Caccioppoli sets that are allowed to differ from a fixed initial
Caccioppoli set in a sufficiently small region U C M. In this setting, the boundary of any
minimizer in U is a smooth embedded h-prescribed mean curvature hypersurface.

While this regularity theory is very powerful, it is important to remember that the classes
over which the minimization occurs are very large. In particular, elements in the same class
can have arbitrarily complicated topology. Hence, we cannot draw any general conclusions
about the topology of minimizers, which would be a natural hope for any geometric problem.

In the case of the area functional (i.e. h = 0) in 3-manifolds, there has been significant work
studying the regularity of minimizers of area over smaller classes with controlled topology.
A major breakthrough was the work of [AS79], where minimizers of the area functional in
R? over embedded disks with certain fixed boundaries are shown to be smooth embedded
minimal surfaces. By an ingenious procedure to simplify the topology of elements in a
minimizing sequence, [MSY82] used the regularity of [AS79] to show that minimizers of the
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area functional in a closed 3-manifold over an isotopy clasg] are smooth embedded minimal
surfaces.

Despite the successful application of the regularity theory of [AS79] and [MSY82] in pro-
ducing minimal surfaces with controlled topology in 3-manifolds (see for example [Smi83),
[CDLO03], [DLP10], [HK19], [Ket22]), there has been no generalization]| of these techniques
to the functional A",

In this paper, we generalize of the ideas of [AS79] and [MSYS82] to the A" functional. For
an open set U C M, we let Z(U) denote the set of isotopies ¢ : [0, 1] x M — M satisfying:

e ¢(t,-) : M — M is a smooth diffeomorphism,
e ¢(Oa ) = 1d7
e and ¢(t,z) =x for x ¢ U.
Our goal is to deduce the regularity of minimizers for the problem
inf A"(¢(1,Q)).
sanf AN (1, $))
We deduce the following regularity statement.

Theorem 1.1. Let h : M — R be a smooth function, and let ¢ := supy, |h|. Let U C M
be a sufficiently small (see for a precise definition) open set with C* boundary, and let

Qo C M be an open subset with smooth boundary having tranverse intersection with OU. Let
{btken CTZ(U), Q1= dr(1,8), and Xy := 02 N U be a sequence satisfying

(1.2) A Q) < d)eig(fw AR (o(1,90)) + &5

forex — 0. Then there is a varifold V', an open set Q C U, and a subsequence (not relabeled)
so that

Lt %
lo,nv — 1o, Dlg,rv — Dlg, v(X;) —V.

V' is an integer rectifiable varifold with c-bounded first variation. For every x € spt||V||, we
have ©*(||V||,z) = n, € N. If h(z) # 0, then n, € {1} U2N. For every x € spt||V]|, there
1s a neighborhood W, of x so that the following hold.

o VLG(W,,2) = > 1, v(N, 1), where Ny C W, is a CV' surface with c-bounded first
variation. Moreover, each N; is on one side of Ny intersecting tangentially at x for
any l, I € {1,...,n,}.

o Ifn, =1, then

—||V||LW, = |D1g| W,
- VLG(W,,2) =v(N,1), where N C W, is a smooth stable surface with prescribed
mean curvature h with respect to the set QN W,.

o Ifh(z) # 0 and n, = 2n for ally € spt||V||NW. for an open set W, C W, containing
z, then VLG(W.,2) = v(N,2n), where N C W is a smooth stable minimal surface.
Moreover, QN W, =W.\ N if h(z) >0, and QN W, = @ if h(z) < 0.

o If h(z) # 0, n, = 2n, and there is a sequence x; — x with x; € spt|V| and
N, # 2n, then n = 1 and the surfaces Ny, Ny C W, additionally satisfy that the
generalized mean curvature of Ny points towards Ny and vice versa. Moreover, the set
[ = (N1 N Ny) N W, is locally contained in a C** curve and satisfies H*(T') < +o0.

IWe emphasize that isotopies preserve the topology of any submanifold.
2A result along these lines is claimed in [YauOI]; see later in the introduction for a discussion of this paper.
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Suppose additionally that U is a sufficiently small geodesic ball. Then there is a neighborhood
Y of OU with VL.G(Y,2) = v(N,1), where N C Y is a smooth stable surface of prescribed
mean curvature h with respect to 0 satisfying ON = 0%.

In §3| we provide the details of examples that show that this regularity is sharp. We
note that an adaptation of [MSY82] to the constant mean curvature setting with a stronger
regularity conclusion than Theorem was claimed in [YauOll Theorem 2.1], but without
a detailed proof. It appears that the example in supplies a counterexample to this
statement. In any case, this example illustrates an essential obstruction to a proof along the
lines of [AS79] and [MSYS82].

1.1. Application to existence in the 3-sphere. Before unpacking the ideas of our proof
of Theorem we present a modest application of the theory to the existence of embedded
h-prescribed mean curvature 2-spheres in some metrics on S®. Since any embedded 2-sphere
in S% can be moved by isotopies to a constant map, minimization techniques fail to produce
nontrivial examples. Hence, we require a min-max variational approach.

To motivate our result, we recall the following question of Yau.

Question 1.2 ([Yau82, Problem 59]). For which smooth functions h : R* — R does there
exist an embedded sphere with prescribed mean curvature h (with respect to the flat metric)?

For progress towards Question (and related problems) relying more on PDE tech-
niques, we refer to [BK74], [TWS83|, [Ger98], [Ye9l], [PX09], and [EFP23]. There is also
partial progress outside the min-max framework in [Yau97]. For progress towards with-
out topological control, we refer to [Maz22].

Since noncompact ambient spaces present unique difficulties for min-max theory, we con-
sider the analogous question in S3.

Question 1.3. For which smooth functions h : S — R does there exist an embedded sphere
with prescribed mean curvature h (with respect to the round metric)?

For the area functional, a min-max variational framework was developed by [Alm65],
[Pit81], and [SS&1] to produce a closed embedded minimal hypersurface in any closed Rie-
mannian manifold of dimension between 3 and 7. These techniques have been refined to
produce an abundance of closed minimal hypersurfaces (see [MN17], [LMNI8], [IMNIS§]|,
[MNST19], and [Son23]). This approach was successfully adapted to the functional A" in
[Z719] and [ZZ20]. In these works, min-max is carried out over similarly large classes of
hypersurfaces without controlled topology, and the regularity theory relies on the classical
regularity theory for minimizers discussed earlier in the introduction. Hence, we cannot draw
any general conclusions about the topology of the resulting minimal hypersurfaces.

An alternative min-max approach in the minimal hypersurfaces case was developed by
Guaraco ([Gual8]) and Gaspar-Guaraco ([GG16|, [GG19]) using phase transitions for the
Allen-Cahn equation, building on the regularity theory of Hutchinson-Tonegawa [HT00],
Tonegawa [Ton05] and Tonegawa-Wickramasekera [TW12]. (We refer the reader to [Dey22]
for a comparison between the Almgren-Pitts theory and the Allen-Cahn theory.) Similarly,
[BW20] developed an analogue of the Allen-Cahn min-max approach for prescribed mean
curvature hypersurfaces, building on the regularity theory developed in [BW18] and [BW19].
We emphasize that [BW20] only applies to nonnegative prescribing functions. As above, the
topology of the produced hypersurfaces from these techniques is uncontrolled.
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A min-max approach for the area functional in closed 3-manifolds that controls the genus
of the produced minimal surface, called Simon-Smith min-max, was developed by [Smi83]
(see [CDLO03] and [DLP10]), building on the regularity theory of [AS79] and [MSY82]. In
particular, it follows from these works that every metric on S? admits an embedded minimal
sphere. For progress towards the existence of more embedded minimal spheres using this
approach, we refer the reader to [HK19].

As an application of our regularity theory, we develop a min-max approach for the A"
functional along the lines of Simon-Smith. In particular, we give the following partial answer

to Question [1.3]

Theorem 1.4. There is an open dense set B C {h € C>(S?) | |h| < 0.547} so that there
1s an embedded sphere with prescribed mean curvature h with respect to the round metric for
any h € B. In particular, {h € C>(S®)| 0 < h < 0.547} C *P.

The restriction to an open dense set is the same restriction from [ZZ20]. We recall that
unique continuation is an important ingredient in the regularity theory for min-max surfaces.
It follows from [ZZ20l Proposition 3.8 and Corollary 3.18] that unique continuation holds for
an open dense set of prescribing functions that includes all positive functions.

The restriction to functions with L norm bounded by 0.547 is the more significant as-
sumption. This restriction is a consequence of the more delicate regularity theory for mini-
mizers of the functional over isotopies, as compared to the cleaner regularity conclusion
for the area functional. We emphasize that our regularity theory is sharp, so it is not clear
how to extend the existence theory beyond this class of prescribing functions using the tech-
niques developed in this paper. Moreover, we are not aware of any counterexamples for large
prescribing functions in this setting, so the question remains open.

Outside the setting of the round metric on S?, it is natural to consider the following related
problem.

Question 1.5. For which metrics g on S® and which constants ¢ € Rsq does there exist an
embedded sphere with constant mean curvature ¢ (with respect to the metric g )ﬂ

Outside the min-max framework, there has been considerable progress on the existence
of constant mean curvature immersed spheres in homogeneous 3-manifolds (see [DMI13],
[Meel3], [MMPR21], and [MMPR22]).

A min-max approach using the Dirichlet energy was developed in [SU81] to produce
branched immersed minimal spheres. This approach was adapted to the constant mean
curvature setting by [CZ21], where they show that every metric on S® admits a branched
immersed sphere of constant mean curvature c¢ for almost every ¢ € R. However, it is unclear
if the branched immersions produced by these techniques are genuine immersions, let alone
embeddings.

Using our regularity theory, we provide the following partial answer to ([1.5).

Theorem 1.6. There are explicit constants g > 0 and co > 0 so that if (S3, g) is the induced
metric of a graph over the round 3-sphere S* C R* € RY with C? norm bounded by {] and
0 < c<cy, then (S, g) admits an embedded sphere with constant mean curvature c.

3As a point of reference, it is conjectured in the introduction of [RS20] that there is a positive answer to
for any ¢ and any metric g with positive sectional curvature.

By this, we mean that (S%,¢) is the induced metric of {z 4+ f(z) | 22 + 23 + 23 = 1, z4,..., 25 = 0}
where N >3 and f: S% — RY satisfies || f||c2 < eo.
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We remark that a key feature of Theorems and is that the restrictions on the
prescription function and metric are explicit. Indeed, we expect that versions of these the-
orems hold with inexplicit constants by an implicit function theorem argument, using only
the well-established existence theory for minimal spheres. Unlike such a result, our work
provides actual testable criteria for existence.

1.2. Idea of the proof of regularity. The proof of [I.1]follows the same strategy as [AST9)
and [MSY82]. For clarity, we outline the approach of [AST9] and [MSY82], and then highlight
the key differences.

(1) Reduce the problem of minimizing area in an isotopy class to the problem of mini-
mizing area over disks. In [MSYS82], a procedure called y-reduction is introduced.
In essence, y-reduction is used to delete small necks that either generate nontriv-
ial topology or separate large components. By applying the y-reduction procedure
a maximal number of times to a minimizing sequence for area over isotopies (and
checking that the limit surface does not change), [MSY82] use the 7-irreducibility
property to show that the new sequence is a minimizing sequence for area over disks
in any small ball.

(2) Reduce the problem of minimizing area over disks to the problem of minimizing area
over “stacked disks” in a cylinder. By zooming in along a minimizing sequence for
area over disks at a point where the limit has a tangent plane, [AS79] use area com-
parison estimates to throw away components that are not close to the tangent plane
in a small ball, without changing the limit. Therefore, it suffices to study a mini-
mizing sequence for area over disjoint unions of disks with homotopically nontrivial
boundary in a fixed cylinder. We call disks in this arrangement “stacked disks”.

(3) Reduce the problem of minimizing area over many stacked disks in a cylinder to the
problem of minimizing area over one stacked disk in a cylinder. To isolate one disk
from many in the stacked disks arrangement, [AST9] develop a simple procedure to
disentangle intersecting disks without increasing area. It then suffices to study a
minimizing sequence for area over stacked disks with only one disk.

(4) Conclude by Allard’s regularity. For a minimizing sequence for area over stacked
disks with one disk, it is easy to obtain good lower and upper bounds for area.
These estimates allow [AST9] to deduce the smooth regularity of the limit using the
regularity theorem of [AII72].

Steps (1) and (2) work for A" with only technical modifications. For example, we make
frequent use of the following basic idea. In the A" case, inequalities will have an extra volume
term as compared to the area functional case. We absorb the volume term into the area
terms using the isoperimetric inequality. The resulting inequalities resemble the analogous
inequalities in the case of the area functional, only with slightly worse coefficients.

The essential difficulty is adapting steps (3) and (4). To highlight the key difference from
the area functional, consider the case illustrated in Figure|ll In this case, we have a stack of
two disks in a cylinder which is the boundary of the disjoint union of the set above the top
disk and the set below the bottom disk. If we replace the bottom disk with a disk that passes
through the top disk, the volume between the two disks is now covered twice. So, no matter
how we disentangle these intersecting disks, the volume that was covered twice can now only
be covered once. Hence, any disentangling procedure will affect A" in a complicated way,
unlike the area functional.
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F1cURE 1. The left image depicts the initial stack of two disks. The middle
image depicts a replacement for the bottom disk that intersects the top disk.
The right image depicts a possible disentanglement of the disks.

In the course of our proof, we develop two weaker versions of steps (3) and (4). Together,
the weak versions of these steps can be used to deduce Theorem with sub-optimal C'**
regularity.

First weak version. In this version of steps (3) and (4), we deduce the C''® regularity of
the limit of each disk in the stacked disk arrangement.

(3") Each disk in a stacked disk arrangement minimizing A" is itself minimizing for A".
Using a delicate disentanglement procedure, we find that the limit of each disk is
minimizing for A", where h is a measurable function bounded by sup |h| that depends
on the limit. We emphasize that & cannot be chosen to be continuous in general.

(4’) Conclude by Allard’s regularity. Using the same area estimates as step (4), we can
apply the theorem of [All72]. However, the first variation of the limit is only known
to be L™ by step (3’), so the limit of each disk is C1.

Second weak version. In this version of steps (3) and (4), we determine where the limit
is a smooth multiplicity one h-prescribed mean curvature surface and where is it a smooth
even multiplicity minimal surface, in the case where h is positive.

(3”) Reduce the problem of minimizing A" over many stacked disks in a cylinder to the
problem of minimizing A" over stacked disks with only one or two disks. When h
has a sign, it is easier to keep track of volumes under disentanglement. Similar
in spirit to step (3) from [AST9], we use this observation in combination with our
disentanglement procedure to decompose large stacks of disks into units consisting
of only one or two disks (depending on orientations).

(47) Conclude by Allard’s regularity. The case of only one stacked disk now follows exactly
as in step (4) from [AST79], where we find that the limit is a smooth embedded h-
prescribed mean curvature surface. In the two stack case, if the limits of the two
disks agree on some open set, we see that the limit is stationary. We then follow step
(4) from [AS79] to find that the limit is a smooth embedded minimal surface with
multiplicity two.
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After deducing the C'%® version of Theorem [1.1, we use some tools from the theory of
free boundary problems to upgrade the regularity of our minimizers to C1!. Indeed, we can
show that minimizers locally solve an n-membrane problem for a quasilinear elliptic operator
(see [VCT4], [Sil05] and [SY19] for more background). While the optimal regularity for the
n-membrane problem for arbitrary n is known in the linear case by [SY19|, the optimal
regularity in the quasilinear case is only proved in the literature for n = 2 ([Sil05]). We
fill this gap by finding the optimal C'*! regularity for the quasilinear n-membrane problem,
allowing us to upgrade our regularity theorem to C*!. The essential idea of our extension
to the n-membrane problem is to rewrite the equation for the sum of the graph of the disks
in the stack in a carefully chosen way that enables an induction on the number of disks.
This rearrangement is a somewhat nontrivial generalization of a similar idea in [Sil05] for
the 2-membrane problem.

1.3. Idea of the proof of existence in the 3-sphere. There are a few key difficulties
in carrying over the min-max program of [CDL03] and [DLPI10] to our setting, though
much remains unchanged. Unique continuation and strong compactness are the two major
obstacles.

In the classical min-max settings, unique continuation for surfaces with zero or prescribed
mean curvature is used in an essential way to patch together iterated replacements to prove
regularity. However, unique continuation does not hold for surfaces with the regularity of
Theorem (e.g. a multiplicity two minimal surface can suddenly split into two prescribed
mean curvature surfaces).

Ignoring the full power of our regularity theory, we overcome the unique continuation issue
by finding situations in which min-max solutions and replacement varifolds have density one
everywhere. In this case, the regularity of Theorem is the same as in the Almgren-Pitts
prescribed mean curvature setting (e.g. smooth stable surfaces with prescribed mean cur-
vature). Unique continuation then applies (assuming the prescribing function is sufficiently
nice).

To achieve density one, we make two observations about varifolds in the round 3-sphere.
First, a varifold limit of a min-max sequence for the 4" functional has a mass upper bound
(in terms of a bound on the prescribing functional) by comparing with the optimal sweepout
for the area functional. Second, a monotonicity formula for the Willmore energy in Euclidean
space due to [Sim93] and [Top98] (suitably modified for the varifold setting) gives a lower
bound for the mass of a varifold in S* C R* with a point of density at least two (in terms of
a bound on the first variation). These two bounds contradict when the prescribing function
is bounded in absolute value by 0.547.

Another essential ingredient in both the regularity theory and genus bounds is a strong
compactness theory for minimizers. In the more classical settings, this strong compactness
follows from curvature estimates for stable minimal surfaces. Since we only expect O regu-
larity in general, this approach requires special attention. In fact, there is an important and
subtle step in the standard point picking contradiction argument for the curvature estimates
of stable minimal surfaces that uses the Schauder estimates to upgrade from C'** convergence
to C? convergence. This approach manifestly fails in our setting, because minimizers are not
even C?. Instead, we sharpen the regularity improvement from the n-membrane problem
to obtain a O estimate that allows us to close the usual point picking argument. This
approach supplies a sufficiently strong compactness theorem for the rest of the regularity
theory and genus bounds.
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1.4. Outline of the paper. In §2] we establish notations and conventions for the rest of the
paper. In §3| we carry out the details of two illustrative examples. In Part [I, we modify the
arguments of [AS79] (e.g. minimizing area over disks) to the the prescribed mean curvature
setting. In Part , we modify the arguments of [MSY82] (e.g. minimizing over isotopy classes)
to the prescribed mean curvature setting, and prove Theorem [I.I} In Part [3| we develop a
strong compactness theory for minimizers with only C'*! regularity. In Part we apply the
above regularity theory in the Simon-Smith min-max program to prove Theorems and
1.6l
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2. NOTATION AND CONVENTIONS

e B denotes B¥’(0).

e D denotes F]F (0).

e (G(U,2) denotes the Grassmannian of tangent 2-planes over the set U C M.
e Z(U) is the set of isotopies ¢ : [0,1] x M — M satisfying

e 7{" denotes the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure on (M, g).
o A" denots the h-prescribed mean curvature functional; namely, for A : M — R and
a set of finite perimeter 2 C M, we define

AN(Q) 1= H(O9) — / h K.
Q
e v(N,m) denotes the varifold associated to a C! surface N C M with multiplicity
m € N.
e 0V(X) is the first variation of a varifold V' with respect to the vector field X. In the
case V has bounded first variation, we use the convention

5V(X):/ div, X dV(x,w):/ X - Hy d|V],
G(M,2) M

where Hy is the generalized mean curvature vector of V. We note that with this
convention, the unit round sphere S? C R? has mean curvature pointing out of the
unit ball with length 2.

e V;, — V denotes convergence in the sense of varifolds.

e Ji;, — y1 denotes weak star convergence in the sense of [Magl2, §4.3].

e [X] denotes the integer 2-current associated to an oriented surface X.
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e [2] denotes the integer 3-current associated to a set of finite perimeter €2, oriented
so that J[Q)] is the integer 2-current associated to 92 with orientation given by the
outward pointing unit normal.

e M(T') denotes the mass of an integral current.

e dy denotes the distance function from U in M.

e U(0) denotes the set {x € M | dy(x) < 0}.

o U, denotes the set {x € U | d(z,0U) > ¢}

3. EXAMPLES

3.1. Failure of prescribed mean curvature. Here we supply a general class of examples
where the limit of any minimizing sequence does not have prescribed mean curvature.

Let M3 = S' x ¥ where X is a closed surface. Let g be any metricon M, and h: M — R
any positive function. Let Qy := I x ¥ C M, where I is an open interval in the S! factor.

Let 37 and Y5 be the components of 9€)y, which are embedded surfaces in the same isotopy
class as {0} x ¥ C M. We define

mo = inf H*(¢(1,%1)) = inf H*((1,%9)).

PEL(M) peL(M)

By treating the area and volume terms separately, we see that
inf Ah(Qo) > 2m0 —/ h.
PEL(M) M

Moreover, this lower bound can be achieved by taking a sequence satisfying

Ll
1¢k(1790) — 1y

and
lim 22(6(1,50)) = lim H(ér(1, 32)) = mo.

By [MSY82], the varifold limit of the boundaries is a multiplicity 2 stable minimal surface,
and therefore does not have prescribed mean curvature h > 0.

3.2. Failure of smoothness. We give an example where the limit of any minimizing se-

quence is not C?. This example is a prototype of the “stacked disk” minimization problem

used to prove regularity, which is outlined in the introduction. The failure of smoothness in

this example therefore illustrates the essential reason for the failure of smoothness in general.
Let U := B¥(0) x (—1,1) C R?. Let

0 := BY(0) x (=1, —¢) and Q,:= B¥(0) x (5, 1).

Proposition 3.1. The problem
inf A%(¢(1,8))

€Z(U)

has a unique minimizer whose boundary in U is the upward curved spherical cap of radius
2/c with boundary OU N {zx3 = —¢}.

Proof. We use the calibration technique, see [CM11, Lemma 1.1.1].

Let * denote the surface of the upward curved spherical cap of radius 2/¢ with boundary
OU N{xg = —e}. Let Qf C U be the set below ¥* in U. It is clear that Qf = ¢*(1,Q4) for
some ¢* € Z(U).



10 LORENZO SARNATARO AND DOUGLAS STRYKER

Note that X* is the graph of a function u over BFQ(O). Moreover, u satisfies the mean
curvature equation

) Vu
div| —— | = -
<\/1 + |Vu|2>

w(X,Y) =det(X,Y,v),

Let w be the 2-form given by

where
(_urv Uy, 1)

VI+|Vul?

By the computation from [CM11, Lemma 1.1.1], we have

dr ANdy —ugdy Ndz — uydz A dx

V1+|Vul?

and

—u —u
dw = — | 4+ | —— de NdyNdz =cdx NdyNdz.
<\/1+ |Vu|2>x <\/1+ ywp)y Y Y

Note that |w(X,Y)| <1 for any pair of orthogonal unit vectors, with equality if and only if
XY eTY".

Now let ] = ¢(1,Q) be any competitor with ¢ € Z(U). Let ¥’ = 99} N U. Suppose
Y # ¥*. Then by Stokes’ theorem, we have

AS(Y) = HA(ZF) — cHP ()

Lo L
/Z/w/C/dw

H3 Q) = A4Q).
The conclusion follows. O

By vertical reflection, the analogous statement holds for €2,. Fix ¢ < 1. Then for e
sufficiently small, we shall see that any minimizer for the problem

inf AC<¢(1, Ql U Qg))

PeZ(U)

must have a minimal interface, and therefore cannot be C2.
We give a more precise description of minimizers.

Proposition 3.2. Any minimizer for the problem

(3.1) sand AN, U G))

1s graphical, symmetric under vertical reflection, and rotationally symmetric.
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Proof. We first show that minimizers must be graphical. Let m denote the infimum for
the above problem . Let Q* C U and V* be the Caccioppoli limit and varifold limit
respectively of a minimizing sequence. Let 7 and €2 respectively be the limits of €2; and
(25 under the isotopies of the minimizing sequence. Then Q* = Q7 U Q3. and

m = [[V[|(U) = cH*(Q") = P(Q};U) + P(Q5;U) — cH(Q)) — cH ().

Suppose for contradiction that at least one of 92 N U or 025 N U is not graphical over
B¥(0). For x € B¥*(0), let Iy denote the vertical line {(x, z) | z € R}. Consider new sets

Q) =1{(x,2) | -1 <z<H (¥ NIl)/2 -1},
Qy i =1{(x,2) | 1 —H' (¥ Nl)/2<z<1}.
By Steiner symmetrization (see [Magl2, Theorem 14.4]), we have
H(Q U Q) =H(Q) and P(Q;U) + P(Qy:;U) < P(Q5;U) + P(Q5:U),

where equality holds for the perimeters if and only if €2F N s is connected for all x. Hence,
we have

P(Q;U) + P(QyU) — cH? () — cHP () < m.
Since dQ,NU is graphical over B¥*(0) and 9Q,\U = 92\ U by construction, ' := Q| U, is
in the closure of the isotopy class of €2 (e.g. use a smooth kernel to approximate the boundary
of Q! by smooth disks with the same boundary), which yields a contradiction.
The proofs of symmetry under reflection and rotation follow similarly by the natural
symmetrization procedures. Indeed, these steps are easier, as one can exploit the fact that
minimizers are graphical and use the convexity of the function /1 + |z|2. O

In MATLAB, we programmed a discrete version of the A! functional for rotationally and
vertically symmetric graphs. Using MATLAB’s fmincon, we computed minima for different
values of ¢, and observed that the minimizers were robust under random initial conditions
for fmincon. In Figures[2] 3] and [4] we provide graphics of the solution for values of ¢ where
the two sheets are disjoint (¢ = 0.4), where the two sheets touch at one point (¢ = 2 — /3),
and where a minimal interface forms (¢ = 0.1).

Part 1. Minimization over disks

We follow the argument of [AS79], with appropriate modifications to the manifold setting
as in [MSY82].
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4. PRELIMINARIES

Let (M3, g) be a connected closed’| Riemannian 3-manifold. Let & : M — R be a smooth
function with ¢ := sup,, |h|. Before we formulate the minimization problem, we need some
preliminary facts about the prescribed mean curvature functional and disks in manifolds.

4.1. Local control. Since M is compact, there are constants py > 0, u > 0, and Sy > 1 so
that the following hold:
e For each © € M, the restriction of the domain and range of exp, gives a diffeomor-
phism
Tw M

— =M
¢ B, (0) — Bpo(x).
=T M =M
e For each { € B, (0) and y € B, (v), we have

(4.1) dedall, lldyey "] < 2.
e In geodesic normal coordinates zt, 22, 2 for B% (x), we have
82g:;
4.2 = < u/pl.
(4.2) BSUP Bk | S 1 Pos TS%(O) S| = 1/ Po
PO

e For any p € (0,p) and = € M, we have
(4.3) dp,(z) = dist(B,(), ) is convex
on B, (x)\ B,(x).
e For any p € (0,p) and = € M, we have
(44) AdBp(z) Z C
on B,,(x) \ B(x).
e For any p € (0 po) and x € M, we have
(45) min{H2(E), H2(0B, (1) \ B)} < fo(H! (OF))?

for any set of finite perimeter £ C 0B,(z).
e For any 0 < p; < pa < po and x € M, we have

(4.6) H*(0B,,(z)) < H*(0B,,(7)).

Remark 4.1. By rescaling the metric and prescribing function, we can assume py = 1. We
henceforth make this assumption for ease of notation.

4.2. Thin tube isoperimetric inequality. We make frequent use of the following Lemma
from [MSYS82].

Lemma 4.2 ([MSY82, Lemma 1]). There is a constant 6 € (0,1) independent of M and g
so that if ¥ is a smooth embedded surface in M and satisfies

(4.7) HA(E N By(x)) < 6
for all x € M, then there is a unique compact Ky, C M with 0Kx = X% and

SAs in IMSYS82], we only need to assume that M is homogeneously regular. In this case, we should also
assume that h is in L.
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for all x € M, and
(4.9) W (Ks) < aHA ()2,
where c; = ¢ (). Moreover, if ¥ is diffeomorphic to S?, then Ky is diffeomorphic to Eﬁ

4.3. Area comparison. The following lemma is the appropriate modification of [MSY&82,
Lemma 3| for our setting. Essentially, we use the divergence theorem to show that moving
pieces of a set inside a c-mean convex domain decreases the A¢ functional.

Lemma 4.3. Let U C Bys(xo) and 6 € (0,1/2) satisfy

e roc U,

e U is diffeomorphic to B,
e dy is convez on U(0)\ U,
o Ady >conU0)\U.

Let B > 1 be a constant so that, for each s € (6/2,0),
(4.10) min{H?*(E), H*(0U(s) \ E)} < B(H'(OF))?
whenever E is a surface in OU(s). Let

0 6 HAM)'E
(1+128¢1)82" 9B12(1/32 + cey) /2~ (dey) 3 7 [

(where ¢i and & are as in Lemma[4.9). Let ¥ be a smooth embedded disk intersecting OU
transversally with 0% C M\ U. Suppose

(4.12) H2(OU) + HA(D\ U) < 62/32.

(4.11) 01 = min {5,

If A is any component of X\U with OXNA = &, then there is a unique compact Ky C M\U
so that

(4.13) HP(Ky) < 16y, 0Ky =AUF,
where F' C OU is a surface with OF = O\ satisfying
(4.14) HA(F) < HA(ANU()) — cH3(Ky).

Proof. Let Fy C 0U satisfy 0Fy = 0A, which exists because QU is diffeomorphic to a 2-sphere.

Then by and , we have
H? (Fy) + H2(A) < &2
By Lemma there is a compact set W C M with
HA(W) < 168, OW = Fy UA.
Let Ky = W\ U, in which case F is either Fy (if WNU = @) or OU \ Fy (if U C W). Since
K must satisfy H3(K,) < H3(M)/4 by the definition of §;, K, is unique.

6The exponent of § in (4.8)) is written as 2 in the statement of [MSY82, Lemma 1], but a quick examination
of the proof reveals that it should be 3.



14 LORENZO SARNATARO AND DOUGLAS STRYKER

Define Fy = Ky NoU(t), By = ANU(t), and Ky = Ky NU(t). We compute

HI K\ ) < / Ady
KfQ\?tl

(4.15) — H2(F,) — HA(F,) + / R

S HQ(th) - HQ(‘Ftl) + H2<Et2) - HQ(EH)'

Equality in b)) requires E;, = E},, because the identity v(y) = Vdy(y) for almost every
y€ B, \ By, 1mphes Ey, \ By, C 9U(s) for some s.
By setting t; = 0 and t, =t > 0 in (4.15]), we get

(4.16) H(F) < H*(F) + H*(Ey) — cHP (Ky).
If Ky = Kj, then we obtain (4.14) by setting ¢t = 6. Henceforth, we assume Ky # Kj.
By the coarea formula, we have

0
/ H(Fy) ds < H*(Ky) < ¢165.
0

Hence,
H*(F) < 4¢,07'6%
for a set of ¢ € [0,6] of measure at least 36. Since §; < (128¢;)7'0, we have

(4.17) H(F,) < 67/32
on a set of measure at least 26. Then there is a ¢* € [26, 6] so that (4.17) holds at ¢*. Then

(E13) and ([E12) imply
(4.18) H*(F,) < 67/32+67/32 = 62/16

for all ¢t < %9.
Since By/2(x0) C U(0/2) and U() C By(xo), (4.1) and the isoperimetric inequality in R?
(since the R? isoperimetric constant is ~ 4.8 > 4) imply

H(OU (1)) > }1%2(3(@01((](75)))) > (H (65, (Boya(x0))))** > 6%/8
for t € [0/2,0]. Since §; < 6, implies
HA(R) < SH(OU (1))

for all t € [0/2,36/4]. Then by and the coarea formula, we have for almost every
te[6/2,30/4]
2
HAE) < (0 < (B )
Hence, implies
d
HAE) = W) + HEE) < 6 (8(F) = HE(E) + HP(16) )

2

for almost every t € [#/2,30/4]. By integration, we have
\/7# — H2(Ey)2) + cH3(Ky) \/’H2 — H2(Fsg4) + cH3(Ky) > 720/8




OPTIMAL REGULARITY FOR MINIMIZERS OF THE PMC FUNCTIONAL OVER ISOTOPIES 15

provided H?(F) — H*(Es94) + ¢cH3(Ky) > 0. By (4.12), (4.13), and (4.11), we have

VH2(F) + cH3(Ky) < 1/02/32 + cc,63
< 614/1/32+ ccq

< 7?99,

so we reach a contradiction. Hence, we have
H(F) < H*(Bsppa) — cHP(Ka) < H?(Ep) — cHP(Ky),
as desired. 0

5. MINIMIZATION PROBLEM

In this section, we rigorously formulate the problem of minimizing the prescribed mean
curvature functional over disks in a manifold.

5.1. Setup. Let ¢; and ¢ as in Lemma As in the statement of Lemma [£.3] we define

0 0 HIO'
1+ 128¢)8y%" 98Y2(1/32 + cey)/2” (de)3 7 [

where [y is defined in (4.5)).
Let U C Byjs(x0) and 6 € (0,1/2) satisfy

e o U,
e U is diffeomorphic to B (denoted by U =~ B),
e dy is convex on U(#) \ U,
e Ady >conU(0)\U
o H2(OU) < 62/32.
Let 8 and 4; as in Lemma Note that by , there are valid sets U so that 6o < 07
(e.g. we can take small geodesic balls).
We define the following notation.

e D is the set of oriented smooth embedded 2-disks ¥ C M with smooth boundary.
e [X] is the integral 2-current corresponding to ¥ € D.
e D[] is the set of disks ¥’ € D with 9[¥'] = 9[3].
e D(U) is the set of disks X € D so that
- 0xNU =g,
— ¥ has transverse (or empty) intersection with oU,
— there is an open set {2 C U so that 0[QLU = [X].U.
e D*(U) is the set of disks ¥ € D(U) so that
— H2(OU) + H*(X\ U) < 67/32,
— 0¥\ 0U is not contained in K for any component A of ¥\ U with 0¥ NA = &,
where K, is as in Lemma 4.3
e D(U)[X] is the set of X' € D(U) N D[X] satisfying
- Y\UCZX\U,
— if z € ¥\ U, then ¥ and ¥’ have the same orientation at x.
We note that if ¥ € D*(U) then D(U)[X] € D*(U).

5.1 09 = min < 9,
R

Y
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5.2. Fill-ins. The prescribed mean curvature functional requires integration over a region.
We formulate these regions here.

Proposition 5.1. Let ¥ € D*(U) and ¥y, Yo € D(U)[X]. There is a unique integral
3-current T'(X1, X9) satisfying

(5.2) OT(21,%2) = [21] = [Ba] and spt(T(%y,%,)) C U U UK/M
A

where A are the components of X\ U with AN OX = &, and Ky is the corresponding set
from Lemmal[4.3.

Proof. Let K :== U U|J, Ka. Note that there is a 3-current S with spt(S) C K obtained by
adding +[K,] for each A C ¥; for some ¢ with the appropriate sign so that

Since U is diffeomorphic to B and Hy(B,Z) = 0, there is a current 7' with support in B so
that

[X1] = [Eo] =0(S +T).
We take T'(X,35) := S+ T. The uniqueness follows by the fact there are no nonzero closed
3-currents in M with support in K. O

Definition 5.2. We call T'(X,¥5) from Proposition the fill-in of 3, and X5. We let
F : I3(M,Z) — L'(M,Z) denote the canonical isomorphism of normed linear spaces, and
we define the fill-in integral as

(5.3) Th(31, %) = / h F(T(1,%,)) dH?.

M
Proposition 5.3. Let ¥ € D*(U). For ¥, 3,5, X3 € D(U)[X], we have
(5.4) T(%1,%9) = =T (32,%),

T3 (21, 52) = —Th(22, 1),

(5.5) T(31, %) + T(32,33) = T'(24, 23),
Th(21,29) + Th(Xe, 33) = Th(X1, X3).
Proof. We compute
O(=T(X2, X)) = —[Es] + [X4].

By the uniqueness of T'(X1, ¥s), (5.4]) follows.
We compute

AT (31, 52) + T(32,33)) = [Ea] — [Bo] + [Bo] — [Es] = [E1] — [Z4].
By the uniqueness of T'(Xq, X3), follows. O
5.3. Problem formulation. In this part of the paper, we consider the following question.
Question 5.4. If {X;}keny C D*(U) satisfies
(5.6) H2(Zg) < HA(Z)) + Th(Sk, 3F) + e

for all ¥, € D(U)[Xy] with e — 0, does (a subsequence of) ¥y converge to a regular limit
with prescribed mean curvature h?
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6. LIMITS OF MINIMIZING SEQUENCES

We apply the standard theory for sets of finite perimeter to deduce some basic prelimi-
nary conclusions about the limit in Question [5.4} In later sections we upgrade these basic
observations to stronger regularity results.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose {E;}ken C D*(U) satisfies

(6.1) H?(Sk) < HA(ZL) + Tu(Sk, X)) + e

for all 3} € D(U)[Xy] with e, — 0. Let Q) C U be the open set satisfying
O U = [Zg]LU.

If sup, H2(X,NU) < oo, then there is a subsequence (not relabeled), a set of finite perimeter
Q C U, and a varifold V in U so that

1Qk L—1> 1q, D]_Qk = D]_Q, V(Zk N U) - V.

Furthermore,
e () and V satisfy

(6.2) WI@) - / b dH® < (64 V|(U) — /{Zs R

for any diffeomorphism ¢ of U equal to the identity outside a compact subset of U.
e the first variation of V' satisfies

(6.3) SV(X)= [ X -hvgq dDlg|
0*Q

for any C wector field X with spt(X) CcC U.
o V' has c-bounded first variation, in the sense that

(6.4) 16VII(B:(x)) < cl|VII(B:(x))
for all B.(z) C U.

e The function

[VII[(B,(x))

6.5 — 1Y IRPr\2))

(65) P J)

s monotone increasing in r, where f is a continuous function depending only on c
and (M, g) satisfying f(r) — 1 asr — 0.

Proof. The subsequential convergence follows by the standard compactness theorems (see
[Mag12, Theorem 12.26] and [Sim83, Chapter 1, Theorem 4.4]).

Let ¢ be a diffeomorphism of U equal to the identity outside a compact subset. The
assumption of transverse intersection implies

(1) limy, H*(3 N U) = [[V[I(U),

(2) limyg fQ h dH? = [ h dH?,

(3) i HAS(S0) N U) = 64V II(D),
()hmkf¢9)hd7-[3 f¢ h dH3.
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Let 0 > 0. Then there exists k sufficiently large so that

IV I(U) —/Qh dH* < H* (S, NU) —/Q h dH? + 26 (1) + (2)
<HA(H(ZR)NU) — /¢<Q | h dH? + 36 (6.1)
< [l VW) - A RIEE (3) + (4).

Since ¢ is arbitrary, (6.2) follows.
For a C" vector field X with spt(X) cC U, (6.2) and [Magl2, Proposition 17.8] imply

)= 4] l@)vIw)

d / h dH?
t=0 #:()

Tt
== X - hl/a*Q d|D].Q|,
0*Q

where ¢, is the flow of X. Hence, (6.3 holds.

(6.4]) follows from (6.3]) and [Magl2, Proposition 4.30].
Finally, the monotonicity of (6.5)) follows from (6.4)) by [Sim83, Chapter 8, Section 40]|Z|. |

SV (X

7. RESOLUTION OF OVERLAPS

We prove the appropriate modification of [AS79, Lemma 2 and Corollary 1] in our setting,
to disentangle overlapping disks. The key difference is that we must keep track of volumes
in addition to area.

7.1. Lipschitz disks. As in [AST9], we define a specific class of Lipschitz disks. Fix an
open set U C M.

Definition 7.1. Consider n disjoint copies {F;}; of D and define Y to be the collection of
Lipschitz maps x : |_|;_; F; — U such that:
(1) there are finitely many (or zero) pairwise disjoint C* Jordan curves I'y,...,T,, CU
such that for each Kk =1,...,m,

X (Tw) = Ui,
where {7t : k=1,...,m; [ = 1,2} is a collection of 2m pairwise disjoint C? Jordan
curves in | |1, (F; \ 0F;), and Xl I8 a C? parametrization of T'y.
(2) the restriction of x to (L], Fi) \ Uj—, (74 U~i) is a C? embedding into U.
(3) for each k = 1,...,m, there exist disjoint tubular neighborhoods W}, W72 of ~}, 7?2
respectively, such that x(W}!) N x(W7?) = 'y and exactly one of the following holds:

(3a) x(W}) lies on one side of x(W7?),
(3b) x(W}) intersects x(W7?) transversely along T'.

"We note that [Sim83] only finds a monotonicity formula for varifolds in RY. We can isometrically embed
(M, g) in some RY and use this monotonicity formula, in which case the function f will depend on the norm
of the second fundamental form of the embedding.
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For future convenience, let us introduce the following notation. For each k = 1,... ,m
and [ = 1,2, let Wi = (W nint(y})) \ 7% and Wi~ = Wi\ (W UAL), so that W} =
Wit uAbuwh,

Finally, define ), to be the collection of Lipschitz maps x € ) such that only (3a) occurs
for all k = 1,...,m. These are the “disentangled” disks, so our goal will be to change a map
in ) into a map in ).

Remark 7.2. As in [AS79], notice that x (||, F; \ 0F;) \ U;~, I'; is a 2-dimensional open

submanifold of M, each component of which has closure of the form x(R), where R is a
component of (| [i_; F;) \ UZL(’Y}% U9i)-

We will say a finite collection S of Lipschitz disks is in ) (or ))), and write S € ) (or
S € )p), if it is the image of some map x € Y (or Yy, respectively).

7.2. Resolution procedure. We develop a procedure to disentangle intersecting disks by
swapping pieces without changing the image of the union of the disks.

Lemma 7.3 (Resolution of Overlaps). Let U C M be a bounded connected open set with
C' boundary. Let S = {D;}j, € Y. Then there are Lipschitz disks S = {Di}{_; € Y with
D; C U and 0D; = 0D; satisfying

1=1 i=1

Proof. We use notation as in Definition [7.1]
For each intersection curve I'y, exactly one of (3a) and (3b) in Definition [7.1| holds. Let

B(S) = {1 <k <m]| (3b) occurs}.

If B(S) = @, then § € ) and we are done. Hence, it suffices by induction to furnish a
procedure which replaces the collection § of disks with another collection § € Y such that:

e U, Di=U; [)i?
® 8DZ~: 8DZ,
o |B(S)| < [B(S)I.

Let ¢ € B(S). There are (without loss of generality) two cases to consider.
Case 1: inty, Ninty = @. Fix a C* diffecomorphism
Y+ intyl — inty7

so that (x 0 y)|,1 = X|y2. Then we define a bijection ¥, : | |; F; — ||, Fi by

wq(@ §€ int’y;
Wo(§) = { vy '(€) ¢ €intyg
& otherwise.
Case 2: ~; C int(y,). Fix a C* diffeomorphism

Pg - inty) \ intyg — inty} \intvq2
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so that (x o ¥g)| = x| N (where the superscripts are taken mod 2 for convenience). Then
we define a bijection U, : | |, F; — |, F; by

B.(6) = {%(5) ¢ € ity \ intn?

£ otherwise.

We define x == x o ¥, : | |, F; = M. By the boundary assumption, in either case, x is a
Lipschitz map. Since ¥, is a bijection, x has the same image as . Moreover, X agrees with
X in a neighborhood of the boundaries of the F;. Note that the restriction

W, (|_|F> \ (g U2) = <|_|F> \ (g U2

is a C? diffeomorphism. We check each component of Definition :

(1) Since W, is a bijection, we have x~'(T'x) = 44 U¥;, where 7} := W_'(}) are disjoint
sets. Since U, is a C? diffeomorphism away from ~, U~Z, 7}, is a C* Jordan curve for
all k # ¢ and )Zwc is a C? parametrization. Finally, it follows from the construction
that 5. = v/*! and Xlq is a C? parametrization.

(2) Since ¥, is a C? diffeomorphism away from 1; U ig, the restriction of x to any
component of (||, Fi) \ (L, 7+ U77) is a C? embedding.

(3) For k # g, the desired tubular neighborhoods are W} = W_'(W}). Since x(W}) =
x(W}), (3a) (resp. (3b)) holds at k # ¢ for x if and only if (3a) (resp. (3b)) holds at
k for x. We now define Wé, which differ in the above cases.

e In Case 1, we have

il aq—1 l,— 1+1 I+1,4+
W, =9 Wy~ Uqy, UW, 7).

q

Then
YW = x(WE)uT U x (W)

q
e In Case 2, we have

Wy =0 (W U uwz)
W2 =0 (W2 Uy, U, ).
Then
X(W)) = x(W ) UL, Ux (W)
X(WF) = x(W2H)uL,ux(W, ).

q

Since (3b) holds at ¢ for y, we see that (3a) holds at ¢ for x.
Hence, ¥ € Y. Moreover, it follows from (3) above that |B(S)| < [B(S)|. O

Remark 7.4. The procedure described in the proof of Lemmal/[7.3]is not uniquely determined
by the initial collection S. However, we will see that this is not an issue in our applications.

After applying the resolution procedure, we will make small perturbations to produce
genuinely embedded surfaces. We collect the required statements in the following lemma.
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Lemma 7.5. Let U C M be an open set with U ~B. Let ¥ € D(U). Let {D;}"_, be a set
of smooth embedded disks with D; C U, 0D; C oU, and

i=1

Let {D;} € Y, satisfy D; C U and O[D;] = O[D;]. Then there is an open set Q C U satisfying

(7.1) LU = Z[Di]'

Moreover, for any € > 0 there is a X' € D(U)[X] satisfying

(7.2) LAY C U,

(7.3) HA (X' NU) < ZH:HQ([L) +e,
i=1

and

(7.4) M(T(2,%) = ([2) - [©]) <e.

Proof. The existence of Q) follows from the existence of  and the fact that the boundary
orientations of the disks agree.

The remaining conclusions follow from making small perturbations along the intersection
curves of the disks {D;}. O

7.3. Application 1: Collapsing to the boundary. As a first application of the resolution
procedure, we would like to ignore some components of a minimizing sequence in a ball by
collapsing those components to the boundary of the ball.

Lemma 7.6. Let U C M be an open set with U ~ B. Let ¥ € D(U). Let S be a set of
smooth embedded disks D with D C U, 0D C 90U, and

YNU = UD.
DeS

Let So C S. For D € Sy, let Fp C OU be the isoperimetric region for D, and let Ap be the
region in U bounded by D U Fp. For any e > 0, there is a ¥/ € D(U)[X] satisfying

(7.5) SAY U,
(7.6) M NU)< Y HA(Fp)+ Y. HAD) +e,
DeSy DeS\Sy
and
(7.7) M(T(S, X)) < Y H¥(Ap) +&.
DeSy

Proof. To apply Lemma [7.3] we must first perturb the disks Fp. Let n > 0 so that
H3(B,(0U)) < €/2. We define disks F}, for D € S, so that the following hold:
[} Fl,)1 mF’D2 = & for D1 #DQ 680,
e Fp, has transverse (or empty) intersection with D for any D; € Sy and Dy € S\ Sy,
e [, C U and 0F}, = 0D,
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o |[H*(Fp) — H*(Fp)| < £/(2|Sl),
° F/D C Bn(aU) NAp.
We can then apply Lemma [7.3| to the disks
S = (S \ SO) U {F,D}DES(N
producing a collection S.

By Lemma and the choice of 7, it then suffices show (up to a set of H® measure zero)
(QA0)\ B, (0U) c | ] Ap.

DeSy

Let z € (QAQ)\ B,(dU). Take a point

xoeé)U\(U FDUU8D>.

DeSp DeS

We also assume z is not in any D € S or D € S, which is a set of 3 measure zero.
Let v : (0,1] — U be a smooth path having transverse intersection with any D € S or
D € 8, satisfying lim;_,q v(t) = xp and (1) = x. Since 2y and x are in the complement of
B,(0U) N (Upes, Ap), which contains the disks F},, we conclude that 7 intersects each F},

for D € Sy an even number of times. Since z € QAQ and ¢ QOAQ, we conclude that v

intersects some D € Sy an odd number of times. Since x ¢ Ap, we have x € Ap for some
DeS,. O

7.4. Application 2: Isolating one stacked disk. Our goal in this application is to isolate
individual disks in a stacked disk minimization problem to deduce some (albeit weaker)
regularity for each sheet of the limit varifold.

We first establish some notation.

Let U = B satisfy 0U = C U D+ U D—, where C is a smoothly embedded annulus and
DT and D~ are smoothly embedded disks. Let ¥ € D(U), in the sense that ¥ N 0C = .
Moreover, assume . NU is a disjoint union of smooth embedded oriented disks { Dy, ..., D,},
each of which has homotopically nontrivial boundary in C'.

Fori e {1,...,n}, let B; C U be the open subset satisfying

D~ c oB;\ D; C 0U.
If B; C Bj for i # j, we say D; < D;. Without loss of generality, we suppose
Dy >Dy>...>D,.
Let ; C U be the open subset satisfying
O U = [Dy] U.

If B; = €);, we say D; is oriented up. Otherwise, we say D; is oriented down. By the ordering
of the D; and the fact that 3 € D(U), D; is oriented up if and only if D; ; and D;,; are
oriented down (i.e. the orientation alternates with respect to the ordering).

Lemma 7.7. Fiz some 1 < j <n. Let D’ € D(U)[D;] so that D has transverse intersec-
tions with each D; for i # j. For any e > 0, there is a ¥’ € D(U)[X] satisfying

(7.8) DAY C U,
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(7.9) M NU) <HAD)) + > HA(D;) +-e,
i#j

and

(7.10) M(T(Z,2) — Q7]+ [Q7]) <e,

where Q" and Q™ are disjoint sets contained in QA
Moreover, instead of , we can construct ¥ satisfying

(7.11) M(T (3, ) = ([2,] = []) = [(G\ ) NQ + G) <.

where G is a nonnegative integral current, in the sense that [ F(G)f dH* > 0 for all non-
negative f.

Proof. Step 1: We apply Lemma to the disks " == { D’} U{D; }:»;, producing new disks
S= {Dz}?zl

We claim
(7.12) 9] — [0 = 0] — [%] + 20(€2)\ ;) N Q) — 20(2;\ )\ 2,
which implies ([7.10|) by Lemma and taking
QF = (QAQ)NQ, Q= (QAQ)\ Q.
We first observe

Let

3

To show (7.12)), it suffices to show for H3-a.e. z € U that

2 ze(U\Q)NQ
(7.13) N'(z) = N(z)=¢ -2 z€(Q\%)\Q

0 otherwise.

Let R be the component of U \ |J; D; containing z. Let 2o € C N R. Let v: (0,1] — U be a
path in R so that

e ~ avoids the intersection curves {I'x},
e 7 has transverse intersection with D7,
e limy ,07y(t) = o and y(1) = z.

We have N’(xy) = N(z). Along subsequent intersections of v with D, each of N" and N
will increase and decrease by 1 in alternating order.

If v has an even number of intersections with D, then we see N'(z) = N(zx). Hence,
we only need to consider the case of an odd number of intersections, which is equivalent to
r € ;AL In this case, N increases at the first intersection if and only if z € Q). Note

that N decreases at the first intersection if and only if R C Q. Hence, (7.13) follows.
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Step 2: We further modify the disks D; to D} so that (up to a current with arbitrarily
small mass)

(7.14) Q] =[] = ~[( B\ Q)N QY -G,

where G is a nonnegative integral current, which implies (7.11)) by (7.12) and Lemma[7.5]
Let R be a component of (€2 \ €;) N Q. We collect the following facts.

(1) RNQ = @: a direct consequence of .

(2) ORNOU = @: follows from 9€2; N AU = 9, N AU.

(3) Ris a component of U \ |J, D;: Let , y € R. By definition, there is a path a from
z to y contained in both © and in @}, so a does not intersect any of the disks {D;}

nor Dj}. Moreover, since D; N Q\ Q; = &, we have OR C |, D;.

Let x : U, Fi — M be the Lipschitz map corresponding to the resolved disks S. Let
{01} C {1} be the components of (Y~ 1(OR)). Choose some o € {0;} so that o ¢ int(o;)
for any {. By Definition[7.1] there is a unique distinct curve o’ € {T';}, so that x(o) = x(0’).
There are two cases.

Case 1: into Ninte’ = @. Since d; = x(into) and dy := Y(into’) are Lipschitz disks with
a common boundary and that do not cross through each other, there is a unique open set
R/ cU with 8R/ = d1 U dg. 5

We claim that the disks {D;} do not intersect R’. Suppose otherwise for contradiction.
Then for some i there is an z € F; \ (into Uinto’) satisfying x(z) € R'. Let « be a path
in F; \ (into Uinto’) from x to F;. Then we have x(«(0)) € R and x(«(1)) ¢ R'. Since
OR' = dyUd,, we conclude that D; crosses through one of d; or ds, which contradicts xy € ).

We claim that R C R'. We consider the local picture along x(c), where the 4 pieces
x(int(o)), x(ext(o)), x(int(c’)), and x(ext(c’)) intersect with an X cross-section. We have

e Y(int(o)) and y(ext(c)) are adjacent: follows from y € ).
e x(int(o)) and x(int(¢’)) are adjacent: follows from the definition of R’ and the fact
that {D;} do not intersect R’
R’ contains the component of U \ |J, D; contained between ¥(int(c)) and Y(int(c”)) along
this intersection. Since R touches x(int(c)) and does not touch y(ext(o)), fact (3) above
implies that R is the component of U \ |J, D; contained between Y(int(c)) and ¥(int(c"))
along this intersection. Hence, R C R'.

We claim that R’ N Q = @. Since ¥ € YV, each component of R’ touches the same side of
each of d; and dy. By the definition of Q, we have either R’ € Q or R’ N Q) = @. By fact (1)
above, we have RN Q = &, so ' NQ° # @. Hence, R NQ = &.

Collapse procedure: Relabel o and ¢’ as o and o5 so that

H(x(intoy)) > H*(X(intoy)).
Fix a C? diffeomorphism
Y :intoy — intog
so that (X © ¥)|s; = X|o,- Then we define the map

ey JX@(E)) € € intoy
X = {)N((f) otherwise.

We make an arbitrarily small perturbation of the map x’ on intoy so that Y’ € ).
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Case 2: o' C into. Since A := x(into \ into’) is a Lipschitz annulus with a common
boundary and that does not cross through itself, there is a unique open set R’ C U with
OR = A. )

We claim that the disks {D;} do not intersection R’. Suppose otherwise for contradiction.
By the argument from Case 1, we need only suppose that x(into’) N R’ # @. Since x € Yo,
we must have x(into’) C R’ in this case. Yet we observe that x(¢’) is a nontrivial element
in H,(R'), a contradiction.

We claim that R C R'. We consider the local picture along x(o), where the 4 pieces
x(int(o)), x(ext(0)), x(int(c’)), and x(ext(c’)) intersect with an X cross-section. We have

e X(int(o)) and x(ext(c)) are adjacent: follows from y € ).
e X(int(o)) and x(ext(o’)) are adjacent: follows from the definition of R’ and the fact
that {D;} do not intersect R’

R’ contains the component of U \ |J, D; contained between (int(c))
this intersection. Since R touches x(int(c)) and does not touch y(ex
implies that R is the component of U \ |, D; contained between Y (int
along this intersection. Hence, R C R'.

We claim that R’ N Q = @. Since ¥ € V,, each component of R’ touches the same side of
A. By the definition of Q, we have either R’ € Q or R'NQ = @. By fact (1) above, we have
RNQ =0, s0 R NQ°+@. Hence, R NQ = 2.

Collapse procedure: Fix a C? diffeomorphism

and x(ext(o’)) along
(( o)), fact (3) above

) and x(ext(d"))

Y :into — into’
so that (x o ¥)|, = X|o»- Then we define the map

ey JX@(E) € €into
X = {5((5) otherwise.

We make an arbitrarily small perturbation of the map Y’ in a neighborhood of ¢ so that
X € o

Conclusion. In either case, we have

H*(imy') < H*(imy) + ¢
and 3 .
H((QUR)\ Q) <e.

Let R be a different component of (5 \ ©Q;) N Q. Then we claim ORNE = @. Indeed, if

not R would be on the opposite side of a disk in S from R’. Since R’ N = & and (by fact

(1) above) RN = @, we reach a contradiction. Hence, we can iterate the above procedure
and conclude by induction. 0

7.5. Application 3: Decomposing stacks. In the case of positive prescribing function,
we will decompose stacked disk minimization problems into small stacked disk minimization
problems each with 1 or 2 disks.

We first separate stacks consisting of 1 disk.

Lemma 7.8. Suppose D is oriented up. Let D) € D(U)[D:| so that D} has transverse
intersections with each D;. For any e > 0, there is a X' € D(U)[X] satisfying

(7.15) SAY C U,
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(7.16) HA(X' NU) < HA (DY) + i%z(Di) + &,
and -
(7.17) M(T(S,5) — ([] — [24]) +2[ \ (QUQ))) <«

Proof. We apply Lemma [7.3[ to {D}} U {D;}! 5. The resulting disks satisfy ((7.12)) as in the
first step of the proof of Lemma However, we have [(Q] \ 1) N Q] = 0 because D; is
oriented up. Hence, the result follows from Lemma [7.5] O

Now we separate stacks consisting of 2 disks.

Lemma 7.9. Suppose Dj is oriented down and Dy, is oriented up. Let D} € D(U)[D]
and D', € D(U)[Dj11] be mutually disjoint and have transverse intersections with each D;.
For any € > 0, there is a ¥’ € D(U)[X] satisfying

(7.18) SAY C U,

(7.19) WS NU) <HAD) +H(Djy)+ Y, HI(D
i¢{j.j+1}

and

(7.20) M(T'(2, X") — (1] + [2j11]) = ([95] + [4531]) + 2[5 U Q0 \ (QUQ UQG)]) < e

Proof. We apply Lemma |7 E to the disks {D}, D}, } U {Di}izjj+1, producing new disks
{Di}iy.

We compute
2] - (6] = Z
= J+1 ([Q/] [Q;HD

( Q/ ]+1 Z [Qz] —_ Z[QJ) .

i#4.j+1 i=1

Let
Ni=Y 15, N=1g +1g_ + > lq.
i=1 1#7,7+1
To show (7.20), it suffices to show for z € U \ I, D; that

(7.21) N'(z) — N(z) = {;2 z € (G UQ)\ (QUQ UL

otherwise.
Let R be the component of U \ |J; D; containing z. Let 2o € C N R. Let v: (0,1] — U be a
path in R so that

e v avoids I'y,
e 7 has transverse intersection with D} and D7,
o lim; ,0y(t) = zp and y(1) = z.



OPTIMAL REGULARITY FOR MINIMIZERS OF THE PMC FUNCTIONAL OVER ISOTOPIES 27

We have N'(xg) = N(z). Along subsequent intersections of v with D’ u D},,, each of N’

and N will increase and decrease by 1 in alternating order.

If 7 has an even number of intersections with D;UD’ ,, then we see N'(r) = N(z). Hence,
we only need to consider the case of an odd number of intersections, which is equivalent to
r € (2 UQ)A(Q; U, ). In this case, N' increases at the first intersection if and only
if € Q;UQ% ;. Note that N decreases at the first intersection if and only if R C Q. We
also note that if z ¢ Q; U Q,4q, then x ¢ Q (by the specification of the orientations of D;
and D,.1). Hence, follows.

The result now follows from Lemma [7.5] O

8. REPLACEMENT

We adapt the replacement theorem [AS79, Theorem 1] to the prescribed mean curvature
setting. This lemma allows us to bring components of a minimizing surface outside a small
ball into the ball.

To prove the replacement theorem, we first require an isoperimetric inequality.

Let 0 and ¢; be the constants from Lemma [4.2] and let

(8.1) 7 = min {7—[3(2M)’ 801’0%’ 0153} .

Proposition 8.1. If Q C M is a set of finite perimeter with H3(2) < n, then
(8.2) H3(Q) < ey H2(09)2,

and

(8.3) AMQ) > AY(Q) > %7—[2(89).

Proof. It H%(09Q) > 62, then (8.2) holds trivially by the definition of . On the other hand,
if H%(09Q) < 62, Lemma [4.2] directly implies (8.2)). Then (8.3) follows, as we have

AS(Q) = H2(09Q) — H3(Q) > HA(O0) (1 — 2 PHP(Q)V?) > %7—[2(80).
The bound A"(Q2) > A°(Q2) holds because h < c. O

We are now equipped to prove the replacement theorem.

Lemma 8.2 (Replacement). Let & > 0. Suppose H*(U) < 1. Let ¥ € D*(U). Then there
exists ¥ € D(U)[X] and an open subset B C U with BN'Y = @ such that

(8.4) (XUdB)NU: =N,

(8.5) H2(E) + Th(Z, ) < HAE) + Th(T, 2) + H2(OB) — cH3(B) < HA(X),
and there is a set of disjoint oriented disks S with
(8.6) [SlLU =) [D].

DeS

Suppose additionally that
(8.7) HA(Z) < HAE) + Th(Z,2) 4 ¢
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for all ¥ € D(U)[X]. Then

(8.8) HA(E) < HAE) + Th(E, X)) + ¢
for all ¥ € D(U)[X], and
(8.9) HA(ZAX) N ;) < 2e.

Let P C X NU be a union of components of X NU. Let Sp C S be the collection of disks
D €S with DNUe C P, and let P = Jpcs, D. Then

(8.10) 1 (ﬁ N aU> < HY(PNaU)
and
(8.11) H2(P) < H*(P) + 2.

Proof. We use the same replacement procedure as in the proof of [AS79, Theorem 1]. How-
ever, we have to keep track of relative volumes, so we include the details of the procedure
before the smoothing, perturbation, and induction steps.

Let A be any component of ¥\ U such that AN0¥X = &. By Lemma there is a unique
compact set Ky C M\ U satisfying and Given any component A’ of ¥\ U with
N C Ky, we have A'N 0% = @ and Ky C K, (by the assumption on U and X). Hence, we
can select a component A of ¥\ U such that AN 0¥ = @ and int(Ky)NE = 2.

Let x be a diffecomorphism of D onto 3, and consider the set H = x '(A). H is a
compact connected subset of ID bounded by a finite collection of pairwise disjoint smooth
Jordan curves 71, ..., 7,. Suppose without loss of generality that v; is the outermost of the
curves. By the connectedness of H, we can write

H =inty; \ U inty,.

=2
Recall that F' = 0K, NOU. Define F; C F to be the component of F' which contains the
Jordan curve x(7v1), and Fy == F'\ Fj. Define I := Uint~y;, where the union is over those j
such that x(v;) C Fp. Let Ay == x(I). Then Ay := AU A, is diffeomorphic to the connected
subset HUI of D, and 0A; = 0F;. By [AS79, Lemma 1], we can construct a diffeomorphism
a of A onto F} such that a coincides with the identity on OA; = 0F;. We define a Lipschitz
map X : D — M by
() (aox)(z) z€e HUI
x) =
x(x) otherwise.
We consider the following two cases:
Case 1: 05N (Fy \ 0F)) = @. Since int(K,) N X = &, x is injective, and we define
> = x(D) = (Z\ A UFL.
Let VA C UUJ,, Ka be the unique open set bounded by A; U Fy. Note that int(/Kx) C Vi,
so Vi is on the outside of Fy. Let B :=V,NU, VY = VA\U, A=A NU, A=Ay \U, and
G =V, NaU. Since Vj is on the outside of F|, we have B = AY UG. Our goal is to show
(8.12) H2(Z) + cH3(Vy) + H2(OB) — cH3(B) < HA(D).
We have 0V = AU F} UG, so (4.14) implies
H2(F)) + H?(G) < HA(AS) — cHA (VD).
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By the definition of ¥, we have
HA(3) = HA (%) = HA(M) + H (),
Hence, we have
H2(Z) + cHA (Vi) + HA(OB) — cH*(B) = HA(Z) — HA(AD) + HA(FY) + cHA(VP) + HA(G)
<H*(Y).

Case 2: XN (Fy \ 0Fy) # @. Since int(K ) NY = &, we have 0% C Fy \ 0F) in this case.
Hence, Y71 (0%) = 0D U v, where v is a smooth Jordan curve in D\ 9D. We define

> = x(inty) C F.
Let Vi, € UUU,, K be the unique open set bounded by ¥ and ¥. Note that int(Ky) C Vi,
so Vj is on the outside of ¥. Let B:==VyNU, Vi = Vi \U, % :=YNU, % :=%\U, and
G = VA NoU. Since V, is on the outside of X, we have 9B = £* U G. Our goal is to show
(8.13) H2(Z) + cH3 (V) + H2(OB) — ¢H3(B) < HA(D).
We have 0V = ¥°U S UG, so (4.14) implies

H2(X) + HAHG) < HE(X) — cH3 (V).
Hence, we have
H2(Z) + cH3 (V) + H2(OB) — ¢H3 (B) = HA(X) + cH3 (V) + HA(ZY) + HA(G)
<H (D).

The smoothing, slight perturbation, and induction steps now follow exactly as in the proof
of [AS7T9, Theorem 1] (with the additional observation that small perturbations make small
changes to relative volumes). Taking B to be the union of the perturbations of the sets B
from each iteration applied to the perturbed ¥ from the previous step, we obtain 1’ and
immediately. Moreover, by (8.12) and ({8.13]), we have

HA(X) + | T (2, 8)| + H*(OB) — ¢H3(B) < HA(Z).
Since . .
Th(3, %) < |T(%, %),

the second inequality in (8.5)) holds. The first inequality in (8.5 follows from (8.3]) and the
fact that B C U.

(8.8)) follows from (8.5)), (8.7)), Proposition , and the fact that D(U)[X] ¢ D(U)[D).
To prove , we note that

YA NUe = 0B NUe.
By and with ¥’ = ¥, we have

H?(OB) — cH*(B) < e.
By (8.3)), we have

which implies .

follows from the construction of 3; namely, for each component of ¥ N U, either (1)
it is thrown away in B, or (2) each component of its intersection with OU is either (a) kept
unchanged, or (b) pushed away from OU in the perturbation step.

H*(OB) < 2¢,
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1} follows from the construction of 3 and ; namely, each component of ¥ N U
is either (1) thrown away in 9B, whose area is at most 2¢ by (8.9)), or (2) kept and given
potentially larger area (by adding pieces of 9U). O

9. FILIGREE

We adapt the filigree lemma [AS79, Lemma 3] to the prescribed mean curvature setting.
This lemma allows us to ignore small area components of a minimizing sequence in small

balls.
Lemma 9.1 (Filigree). Suppose H*(U(0)) < n. Let ¥ € D*(U(0)) satisfy

(9.1) H>(OU(0)) + HA(XZ\ U) < 67/32
and
(9.2) HA (D) <HP(E) + Th(B,Y) +¢
for all ¥’ € D(U)[X]. Let P be a union of some components of XN U(0). If
92
H*(P) < 188
then

HA(PNU) < 6e.
Proof. For almost every o Gi)ﬁ], we have ¥ € D*(U(c)). Choose any such o = t6 for

t € [0,1]. We apply Lemma [8.2to ¥ in U(o) with some small constant ¢, yielding .
Let S be the set of disks composing % in U(c). Let Sp C S be the set of disks D € S so that
DNU(c)e C P. Let P = Upes, D- Take a disk D € Sp. Let Fip denote the isoperimetric
region in OU (o) for OD. Let Ap denote the region in U(o) bounded by D U Fp.
Consider the competitor ¥’ for 3 given by replacing each disk D € Sp with Fp, and then
resolving the overlaps and perturbing using Lemma [7.6] Then

TW(E, X)) <e Y HYAp) +¢e/2.

DeSp

By , we have
H?(Ap)** < & (HA(D) + H*(Fp)).
Hence, we have
Th(S, %) < e *(HA(U(0)* > (HA(D) + H*(Fp)) +£/2

DeSp

(H*(D) + H*(Fp)) +¢/2.

By Lemma , we have
> HAD)=H(ENU(0))

Des
<SHAE NU0) +Th(E,Y) +¢

< Y WD)+ Y HAF) by Y (HAD) + M) + 2=

DeS\Sp DeSp DeSp
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SO

=Y HYD)<3 > H(Fp)+de.

DeSp DeSp

By the isoperimetric inequality on OU (o), we have

H?(P) < 3B(H'(OP))? + 4e.
By Lemma , we have

H(OP) < H' (PN oU(o)).

By Lemma , we have

H2(PNU(0)) < HAP) + 2.
Hence, we have

H(PNU(t)) < 38(H (P NOU(tY)))? + be.
Let f(t) == H*(PNU(t0)) — 6e. Then by the coarea formula we have

(9.3) f<38072(f)%
Suppose without loss of generality that f(1) > 0. Let

to .= inf{t € [0,1] | f(¢) > 0}.
Integrating gives

(1_ 2\/_6

Then our area assumption gives

< V) =V fto) < VHA(P).

1 BT s ]

Hence, HA(PNU) < HX P NU(H/2)) < 6¢. O

10. INTERIOR REGULARITY

In this section we prove the interior regularity for A" minimizing sequences of disks,
following the strategy of [AST79).
We first apply Lemma to deduce rectifiability of the limit varifold.

Lemma 10.1 (Rectifiability). Let {3y ken C D*(U) satisfy H2(3x) < 63/64 and
(10.1) H2(Sk) < H(Sh) + Th(Sk, ) + en

for all ¥}, € D(U)[Ey] with e — 0. Let V' be the subsequential varifold limit of ¥y in U
provided by Theorem[0.1. Then
1
v
&*(IV ) > 15

for all z € spt||V||. Moreover, V' is rectifiable.

>0
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Proof. Rectifiability follows from the positive density lower bound by |AII72l Theorem 5.5].

Let x € spt||V||. Choose ry < 1/2 small enough so that H3(B,,(z)) < nand H2(0B,(x)) <
63/64 for all r < rg. Let r; — 0 with r; < rg, B,,(x) C U, and X} € D*(B,,(x)) for all k and
1, which is guaranteed by Sard’s theorem. By Lemma with 0 = r;/2, if

7,2

= 19283’

hmlnf?-l (N By, (z)) <

then
V(B j2(x)) < limkinf H? (S N By o)) < limkinf 6er, = 0,

which contradicts x € spt||V||. Hence, by the assumption of transversality, we have
2

B, (x)) = lim HA(S 1 B,, i
By the monotonicity of (6.5)) for V', we have
1
&IV > 5555
as desired. U

We now have all the tools to use the stategy of [AS79] to deduce interior regularity.
Theorem 10.2. Let {33 hren C D*(U) satisfy sup, H* (X, NU) < 62/64 and
(10.2) H (k) < HA(ZR) + Th(Sk, B3) + e

for all 3} € D(U)[Eg] with e, — 0. Let V' and  respectively be the subsequential varifold
limit of 3, NU and the subsequential Caccioppoli set limit of Q. provided by Theorem [6.1]
Let o € (0,1).

V' is an integer rectifiable varifold with c-bounded first variation. For every x € spt||V]|,
we have ©*(||V|],z) = n, € N. If h(z) # 0, then n, € {1} U2N. For every z € spt||V||,
there is a neighborhood W, of x so that the following hold.

o VLG(W,,2) = > 1, v(N, 1), where N, C W, is a CY surface with c-bounded first
variation. Moreover, each N; is on one side of Ny intersecting tangentially at x for
any l, '€ {1,...,n.}.

o [fn, =1, then

— ||V|LW, = |D1g| W,
- VLG(W,,2) =v(N,1), where N C W, is a smooth stable surface with prescribed
mean curvature h with respect to the set QN W,.

o Ifh(z) # 0 and n, = 2n for all y € spt||V||NW. for an open set W, C W, containing
x, then VL.G(W.,2) = v(N,2n), where N C W, is a smooth stable minimal surface.
Moreover, QN W, =W.\ N if h(z) >0, and QN W, = & if h(z) < 0.

o Ifh(z) # 0, n, = 2n, and there is a sequence x; — x with x; € spt||V|| and n,, # 2n,
then n = 1 and the surfaces N1, Ny C W, additionally satisfy that the generalized
mean curvature of N1 points towards Ny and vice versa.

Proof. By Lemma [10.1} V' is rectifiable and has a uniform positive density lower bound in
its support. By Theorem , V' has c-bounded first variation.

Integer Density. We show that the density of V' is an integer at every x € spt||V||. Since
this result concerns the infinitesimal behavior of V' near x, we push objects to T, M using the
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exponential map ¢,. In T, M, we use the standard Euclidean metric in the geodesic normal
coordinates, which is the C'*° limit of the pullback metric under a blow up rescaling.

First, let « € spt||V|| be such that there is a tangent cone C' € VarTan(V, x) with spt||C|| C
Pc, where P is a 2-plane in T,,M (by rectifiability, this holds ||V'||-almost everywhere).

Fix any € > 0.

Without loss of generality, assume Pe D spt||C| is the zzo-plane in T, M.

Let p; denote the transformation of 7, M given by p,(y) = ty. By the definition of C,
there is a sequence {r;} — oo so that

(10.3) (ry 0 63 )4V = C

T

as j — oo. We always assume r; > 1.
By the lower density bound from Lemma and the monotonicity of (6.5]), there is a
sequence {o;} — 0 so that

(10.4) (BF(0) x (=2,2)) Nspt (e, 0 6, )4 VI € BY(0) x (=05/2,0,/2).

We establish some notation. To distinguish objects in T, M from objects in M, we use
lower case letters here. Let

o vl = (/’1’7"]‘ o qb;l)#V,

® sy = (1, 0 05 1)(En),

b, = B;;F“M(O),

e c,, =0b,N{z3 € [—0,0]},
o df = 0b,N{x3 >0},

o d,, = 0b,N{r3 <0}

By (10.4), we have
(10,5 msup M (s 0 (BF(0) x (1, 11\ (=0,/2,0,/2))) = 0.

By (10.5) and the coarea formula, for almost every p < 1 we have
(10.6) limksup Hi(si; N (dy, ,Ud,, ) =0

for every j. Fix some p; € (3/4,1) satisfying (|10.6) so that sj; has transverse intersection
with 0b,, for every k and j, which is guaranteed by Sard’s theorem.
Fix some ¢ > 0. For k > k1(4, ¢, p1), we have

(10.7) H (s N (A 2V o 0)) <€
For ¢ < (1(M), the coarea formula gives
(10.8) sk, N (0d), 5, VO, . )=,

for a sequence oy ; € (0;/2,0;).

We apply Lemma to sg; € D*(b,,) with constant {. We obtain the replacement
Sk € D(by,)[sk,;] and a collection of disks &y, ; composing §j ; in b,, .

Let £ € [, 2¢] so that

(10.9) 1v711(9b,,-¢') = 0
for all 7.
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By Lemma [8.2f[8.4) and (also using ((10.9)), we have
(10.10) vLG(by ¢, 2) = lim > v(dNby,_e).
deBy, ;
Step 1: We show that we can throw away disks d € &;, ; with boundary in the caps diyak S
Let € ; be the set of all such disks in &y, ;. For every d € € ;, let fq be the isoperimetric

region for dd in dt . Ud> _ . By (10.7) and Lemma [8.2((8.10)), we have
P1,0k,j P1,0k,j
>~ H'(9d) < ¢

dely ;
for k > k1(4,¢, p1). By the isoperimetric inequality in the round sphere, we have
H2(fa) < BiH' (0d)?
for all d € € ;. Hence, we have
2

SoHf) < B > H A < B | D> HI9d) | < pig?

d€Cy, ey, deey,

for k > ki(j,¢, p1). Consider the competitor given by replacing each d € €;; by f; (and
then resolving the overlaps without increasing area by more than ¢; by [AS79, Corollary 1]).

By (10.2), Lemma 1’ and the fact that |d¢$|}BM “ <1+ 0,(1), we have
p/Tj *

ry? Z H(d) <r;? Z H(d) +r;° Z H2(f1) + 267713 (b,,) + 25 + o(r2).

deBy,; deSy i\ 5 dely ;
Rewriting, we have

(10.11) > HAd) < B+ w

dE@k,j J
for k = k1(j, ¢, p1). Taking j > jo(M, €) and ¢ < (3(M, ), and then taking k > k»(j, ¢, p1,€),
we can apply Lemma [9.1] to conclude that

lim > v(dNby,—¢) =0

dEQkﬂj

+ 2riey, + 0;(1)

for all j > jo(M,€).

Step 2: We show that we can throw away the disks with nullhomotopic boundary in ¢,, o, .-
Let My, ; be the set of all such disks in &, ;. By the monotonicity of , there is a uniform
upper bound for the mass of v7 in b, for all 5 depending on V' and c.

Let M, ; C Ny, be the set of disks d € My; with H*(d) <
upper bound, there is an m = m(V, ¢,£) € N such that

> M) < mIsE:

den,

%. By the uniform mass
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for all j. By a standard counting argument, we can partition 9, ; into 2m disjoint sets
{N,.;.}i7 (some potentially empty) such that

) €2
Z””—wl

S

By Lemma we have

lil?lz (dNb,,_¢) = thz v(dNb,, ¢) = 0.

den;, deny,

Let ’ﬁzj denote the set of disk d € Ny ; with H*(d) > 4% By the uniform mass upper
bound, we have #’ﬁ: ; < m. Let fq denote the isoperimetric region in ¢, 4, ; for dd. Consider
the competitor given by replacing d with f; for all d € ‘ﬁ;,j (and then resolving overlaps

without increasing area by more than e, by [AS79, Corollary 1]). As in step 1, (10.2]) and

Lemma imply
ry’ Z H(d) <15 Z H?(d) Z H?(fa) + 20 M1 (by,) + 26+ 0(r ).

d€Gy, A€\ demﬁj
Rewriting, we have

2CH3<Z)1)

Ty

(10.12) > HAd) <mH(cp0,) +

dem; i

+ 2rj25k +0,(1).

Assuming j > j3(c, p1, M, V,€) and then taking k > k3(j, p1, M, &), we have #m;j =0.
Step 3: We obtain lower and upper bounds for the area of the disks whose boundary is
homotopically nontrivial in ¢,, ,, ;. Let £;; denote the set of such disks in & ;.
Let d € £ ;. Since 0d is homotopically nontrivial in ¢,, o, ., implies

(10.13) HA(dNb,) > m(p—€)°

for pE [101 - 25>p1]7 j > j4<pl>Ma ‘/ag)a and k > k4(ja P1, M> 5)
By the uniform mass bound on the limit, there is an m = m(c, V') so that #£;; < m for

all j = ja(e, pr, M, V, &) and k > Ky (j, ¢, pr, M, V. €).
For each d € £4 5, let mq be the disk with dmg = dd so that mg\b,, C ¢, o, , and myNb,,
is the flat disk dj ; C b, with boundary dd;, , . Note that
H? (mq) < HZ(Cpl,ak,j) +H(dy ;)-

Consider the competitor given by replacing each d € £;; with my (and then resolving
overlaps using [AS79, Corollary 1]). As in steps 1 and 2, (10.2)) implies

rj_Q Z H2(d) < rj_Q Z H2(d) + Z H2 (myg) + 2er; SH3(b,,) + 2ep + o(r; ).
dEGk,]‘ deSy, ]\Sk j deLy \J
Rewriting, we have

S0 M) < (#8) (H2AdL ) + H2 () + =

dely ; J

2eH3 (b
21 | g, 2e+ 0j(1).
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Assuming j > js(c, p1, M, V,€) and then taking k > k5(j, ¢, p1, M, V, ), we have for every
d e £, (by (10.13))
(10.14) H2(d) < m(py + €)%
Step 4: We compute the density of V at x. By (10.9) and the above work, we have
09 ]bp—g) = lim 3" HA(d Vb,
dEQk,]’
By (10.13)) and (|10.14}), we have
(1imksup #Lk )7 (1 = €)° < [0 [(Bpy—¢5) < (iminf #84 5)m(p1 + €)*,
Assuming ¢ is sufficiently small (depending on universal quantities), we have limy #£ ;
exists, so we have #£;;, = n; € N for all j > js(c, p1, M, V. €) and k > ke(j, ¢, p1, M, V,§).
By the monotonicity of (6.5)), n; is decreasing for j > js(c, p1, M, V,§). By Lemma |10.1} we
have n; > 1. Hence, we have n; =n > 1 for all j > ji(c, p1, M, V,§). Therefore, we have
n—og(1) < O*(|[V]l,z) < n+og(1).

Since £ is arbitrary, we conclude that ©%(||[V|,z) = n € N, i.e. V has integer density at
all points z in its support such that some tangent cone C' € VarTan(V, z) is supported in a
2-plane Po C T, M.

Flatness of Tangent Cones. We now show that for all x € spt||V||, every tangent cone
C € VarTan(V, x) is supported in some 2-plane Po C T, M.

Lemma 10.3 (Flatness). Let U, Xy, V be as in the statement of Theorem[10.9, If z € spt|| V||
and C € VarTan(V, z), then spt||C|| C Po for some 2-plane Pe.

Proof. Let x € spt||V]|, and let C' € VarTan(V,z). There is a subsequence (not relabeled)
and radii 7, — oo so that v* := (u,, 0 ¢ )4V — C. By selecting a further subsequence (not
relabeled), the surfaces sy, := (p,, © ¢, )(Zk) satisfy

v(sg) — C.
We can choose the subsequence so that rie, — 0.

By Sard’s theorem, we can find a radius r > 0 so that b, := =M (0) satisfies s, € D*(b,)
for all k. Note that by (10.2)) (and the same argument as step 1 above), we have

H?(s1,) < H2(s),) + i Thlsws s) + e + ok (1)

for all s, € D(b,)[sk].
We apply Lemma to sy in b, with constant 6 < r/2, producing new disks §; so that

H(81) < H(s%) + 1y Th(Ss s3) + e + ok (1)

for all s}, € D(b,)[5]. By (8.9), we have

kh—>I£lo V(gk N br/g) = CLG(br/Q, 2)

Since §;As), C b, for all s), € D(b,)[3;] by Lemma 8.2 we have Tj,(3x, s},) < cH3(b,) < <.

Hence,

et =17 " Th(sk, si) + Trex + ox(1)
satisfies €, — 0, and
(10.15) H?(3) < HA(s),) + &,
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for all s}, € D(b,)[5k].

Since we have shown the disks §, are a minimizing sequence for area with respect to
competitors s}, in the class D(b,)[5x], we can now conclude by following the proof strategy
of J[AST9).

Indeed, we observe that [AST9, Theorem 3 and Corollary 2] hold for the area minimization
problem restricted to D(b,)[5x]. Case I and Case II in the proof of [AS79, Theorem 3] follow
directly from the argument in [AS79]. As for Case III, note that the relevant step in the
proof only uses disks obtained from the replacement procedure (which lie in our restricted
set of competitors) and comparison to isoperimetric regions (also in the restricted set of
competitors). The rest of the proofs are unchanged. O

Lemma together with the previous step of the proof, shows that V has positive
integer density at every point of its support.

Decomposition of V. To study the local regularity of V', we return to work in M. We
adapt the set up from the proof of integer density. Let = € spt||V]|, £ > 0, r; — oo, 0; — 0,
¢ >0, 0 € (0;/2,0;) as above. We define

* By = Bé\;[r (@),

o Cpoji=(tr; 0 by b (Cpo) C By

o D, ;= (09,1 ) N (dE,) C By
We apply Lemma 8.2to ¥y € D*(B,, ;) with constant &, producing new disks Sy, ;. By (8.5),
we have

(10.16) H*(Sig) < H*(Shy) + Til(Ss Sky) + en

for all Sy, ; € D(B,, j)[Sk.;]. Let Sk; be the set of disks composing Sk ; in By, ;. Let Ly, ; C Si
be the disks with homotopically nontrivial boundary in C), o, . ;. We translate the estimates
from the proof of integer density to M.

Henceforth we assume j > j¢(c, p1, M, V, &) and k > kg(j, ¢, p1, M, V,£) as above. Namely,
we have #L;, ; = n for all such j and k.

Label the disks D € Ly ; as {Dgj1,..., Dk jn}. There is a subsequence (not relabeled,
after shuffling the 1 through n labels) so that v(Djy_;,;) converges in the varifold sense to a

limit Vj; for i =1,...,n as k — oo, satisfying

(10.17) 1Viill(Bpi—2¢,;) = m(p1 —4€)*r;? and ||V;i[[(By, ;) < wl(p1 + 26)%r;?
(10.18) Spt|[Viall € (siry 0 67 (BEM(0) N {05 < a3 < 03)),

and

(10.19) VLG(B,, 2,2) Z V;iLG(By, 2c.,2)-

Reduction to Stacked Disk Minimization. We now reduce the problem to a stacked disk
minimization problem.

Let & == Sk \ Lij. For D € &, let Fp C 0B,, ; be the isoperimetric region for dD.
Let Ap C B,, ; be the open set bounded by D U Fp.

Steps 1 and 2 from the proof of integer density above imply

(10.20) limsup Y H* (DN Byyy) =0.
k

Deé&y 5
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In particular, and imply

(10.21) H*(D) + H*(Fp) < A(£,¢. 4. k)

with A(£, ¢, j,k) — 0 as (§,¢) — 0 and j,k — oo. By , we have
HY(Ap) < crA(E, G, 4, k)2

Taking ¢ and ¢ small and j and k large, the coarea formula implies

(10.22) limsup H*(Ap N 9B, ;) <

1 1
< —H*(0Bi)s;) < ~H*(0B,;)
k 4 7 4 7

for p in a set of positive measure in (1/4,1/2). By the coarea formula and ((10.20)), we have

(10.23) limsup Y H'(DNOB,;) =0
k DESij

for almost every p € (1/4,1/2). Take p € (1/4,1/2) satistying (10.22)) and (10.23). By the
coarea formula and ((10.23]), we have

(10.24) lim sup Z H(DNOC,, ;) =0

k Deé&y 5

for o in a set of positive measure in (0¢/4, 0¢/2).

For D € &, let Bp be the unique component of D \ B, ; containing D. Note that Bp
is a punctured disk with boundary 0D U, oy, where ¢y are smooth Jordan curves in 0B, ;.
Let Np be a smooth disk in Fpl,j \Epyj obtained by gluing F,, (the isoperimetric region in
0B, ; for ;) to Bp and then smoothing. This procedure is well-defined as long as Fj, is
glued and perturbed before F,,, if F,, C Fy,. Moreover, the resulting surface is a disk by
construction.

We construct a competitor Sy ; € D(B,, ;)[Sk,;] by replacing each D € & ; by Np. Since
the surfaces Bp are disjoint, we can choose the smoothing so that the surfaces Np are also
disjoint, so Sj ; is well-defined.

We claim that we can replace Sy ; by S, ; in after replacing €, by some ¢, ; satisfying
limy ey, ; = 0. Note that Np is obtained from D by (a) applying Lemmato each component
of D\ B, except Bp, (b) deleting everything in B, ;, and (c) turning Bp into Np as described
above. By Lemma 4.3 and (10.21]), the A" functional does not increase after (a). Since we
only delete portions of the surface in (b), the area does not increase from (b). By (8.2),

(4.5), and (10.22)), we have (for k large)

H(Ap N B,j) < ci(HA (DN B,;) + H(Ap N 9B,;))*?
< o1 (H*(D N B,;) + BoH' (DN OB,;)*)*?
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Hence, we have

> HApNB,y) <er Y (HADNB,,)+ BH (DNOB,, )
DGS}CJ‘ DGSM
3/2
(10.25) <ca | Y (HDNB,,)+ BH (DNOB,;)?)
DG&CJ‘

2\ 3/2

<q Z H* (DN B,;)+ B Z H'(DNOB,,)

DeEEy, Deéy,
and the right hand side goes to zero by ({10.20)) and (10.23). Therefore the volume change from
( 3 i

(b) vanishes as k — oco. Finally, by (10.23]) and l) we have limy, ngj H?*(NpABp) =0,
so the area added in (c) vanishes as k& — oco. Hence, we have

(10.26) H?(Sk;) < H*(Sh;) + Tn(Skyj, k) + €ny

for all S} ; € D(B,, ;)[Sk,], where limy, g4 ; = 0.
Let Dy ;; € D(B,;)[Dxji| be mutually disjoint for i = 1,...,n. Let 4 ;; be the open set

in B,, ; so that

O jile Byyj = [Drjil By, j-

be the analogous open set for Dj ;. We claim that

Let ¢/

k7j7i

(10.27) > (’HQ(DW) - / h d?—[3> <> (Hz(pgcvjﬂ.) - /

i

h d’H3) + ek
;c,j,i
for some limy e ; — 0.

Consider the competitor Sy ; € D(B,, ;)[Sk,;] given by replacing each Dy j; by D ;;. This
competitor is well-defined (i.e. there are no self-intersections) because (S ;\{U, Dx.ji)NB,; =
@ by definition, and D ;, \ B, is a subset of Dy, ;,;. Hence, (10.27) follows directly from
(10.26).

We conclude with some notation. Let By ;; be the open set in B, ; so that

aBkm \ Dk,j,i C aBm’j and D~ - C 8Bk,j,i-

P1:0k,5.]
If By, C Byju for some i # ¢, then we say Dy, < Dy . If By, = Q;; (as defined
above), then we say Dy ;; is oriented up; otherwise, it is oriented down. By selecting a
subsequence and relabeling, we can assume that

Dk,j,l > Dk,j,2 > ... > Dk,j,m

and that Dy ;; is oriented up if and only if Dy ;, is oriented up for all k' # k. By the
assumption that there is an open set Ay with A, NU = X, N U, we conclude that Dy, ;; is
oriented up if and only if Dy, ;,—1 and Dy ;41 are oriented down (i.e. the orientation alternates
with respect to the order of the disks).

Parity for Stacked Disks. Let €, and €2 be defined as in Theorem with respect to the
set U. Let x € spt||V]|. We claim that

(10.28) O*(||V],z) =0 mod 2 = xz ¢ 0*Q,
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and
(10.29) O*(|V|,z) =1 mod2 = z € 9.

Let W be any neighborhood of z. Taking j large enough, we have B, ; C W. Let € ;; be
defined as above for the stacked disks Dy j;. Let € ; be the open subset of B, ; satisfying

n

O[% ;1. Bpyj = > _[Drjil- By -

=1

Let Q7% and € be the limits of € ;; and Q. ; in k respectively, in the sense of Theorem .
We first show that H3((Q7AQ)) N B, ;) = 0. Indeed, we have

H((QVAQ) N By;) = im H (4, AQ) N By)

< 1i,£n713(5k) + > HYApNB,;) =0,

DGSij
by Lemma and ({10.25)) (where ) are the bubbles called “B” in Lemma. Hence,

we have
UNB,, =9V N B,
so it suffices to work with Q.

Let wi := (py, 0 o3 1) (). Let vj; := (1, © ¢31) V. By (10.18), we have

E Uji

7

spt Nb, Cb,N{—0; <x3 <o}

Let
bj’j =0, N{x3 > 0;} and b, =b,N{x3 < —0;,}.

Since 9*wi Nb, C spt|| 3, vj4l|Nb,, we have either b C w’ or b} .Nw’ = @ (and analogously
for b, ;). We see that Dy, is oriented down if and only if by, C w/. Similarly, Dy, is
oriented up if and only if b, ; C w’. Note that b;; ; contain a definite portion of by (the upper
and lower half balls of radius 2 in T, M).

If n =1 mod 2, then w’/ converges in L' as j — oo (without loss of generality) to the
upper half space H" C T, M. Hence, every sufficiently small neighborhood W of x satisfies

0<HQNW) < H}(W),

so we have z € 0*().
If n =0 mod 2, then w’ converges in L' as j — oo to T,M or &, so x ¢ 0*Q (i.e. we

showed z is not in the essential boundary of €, which contains the reduced boundary (see
[Mag12, Theorem 16.2]).

CHe Regularity. By Lemma [7.7)(7.10) and (10.27)), we have
(10.30) H*(Diji) < H*(Dy i) + | T(Dr iy Dijir)| + en
for any D, € ID(BPJ)[D]C,]'J‘].

k7j71;
We observe that everything we have proved thus far only requires that the function A is
measurable and satisfies |h| < ¢. We note that ((10.30)) implies that Dy ;; is a minimizing
sequence for the problem with prescribing function —c+2clg, ;. Hence, all of the above work

applies to Vj;. In particular, V;; has c-bounded first variation and positive integer density
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in its support. By , there is a neighborhood W of z so that ©%(V,;,y) = 1 for all
y € W Nspt V]

By [AII72, §8], we have V;;.G(W,2) = v(N;;, 1) for a C* surface N;; C W. By (10.29),
we have N;; N W = 9*Q%* N W. Hence, N,; is on one side of N, for any 4, ¢/, and each of
these surfaces intersects tangentially at x. We conclude by .

Decomposition into 1-Stacks and 2-Stacks. Take x so that h(x) # 0. Suppose without loss
of generality (by swapping orientations and taking j sufficiently large) that k|, ; > 0. We
now decompose the stacked disk minimization problem into smaller units, which we
call 1-stacks and 2-stacks.

We first separate the 1-stacks. If Dy ;; is oriented up, then we show that

(10.31) H?(Dyj1) —/ h dH® < H* (D) ;1) —/ h dH? + &y
Q5,1 (R

for all D} ;, € D(B,;)[Dkj1], where € ., is defined as above. The analogous statement
holds if Dy ;. is oriented down by vertical reflection. The result follows immediately from
Lemma [7.8]

Now we separate the 2-stacks. If Dy ;, is oriented down for some 1 < ¢ < n, then we
show that

i'+1 i'+1

(10.32) Z (’HZ(DkJ,z’) — / h d’H3> < Z <H2(D;,j,i) _/

=1’ =i’

4 ..
k,j,i

h d’H3) + &},

for all mutually disjoint Dy ;; € D(B,;)[Dx i) for i =i, i' + 1, where €2 ;; is defined as

above. The result follows immediately from Lemma [7.9]
Regularity of 1-Stacks. Suppose (|10.31]) holdﬁ. Recall that we showed ©%(V;;,y) =1 for

all y € W 115tV and
spt||[Vid| N W = 0" QP nW.
Hence, we have
[VialleW = [D1gia [ W.
Inserting this equality into Theorem , we conclude that

HVj,l ’W = hl/a*Qj,l |W7

which is a C1* vector field. Applying the regularity theorem of Allard [AIIT2] §8] iteratively,
we conclude that N, is a smooth surface with prescribed mean curvature h in W with
respect to the set (1. Stability follows from smooth embeddedness and .

Regularity of 2-Stacks. Suppose Dy ;s is oriented down for 1 < ¢ < n, so holds.
For ease of notation, let i' = 1.

We show the mean convexity of V; ;. Let X be a smooth vector field with compact support

in B, ;, and let ®; be the flow of X. Without loss of generality, we suppose that
d
— D)4 V1|[(B,;) <0
S| I@)il(B,) <o,

(i.e. either the derivative is zero, or we can swap X +— —X). By Lemma [7.7[7.11) and
(10.32), we have (using h > 0)

H*(Dyja N Byj) < H(P(Drja) N Byj) 4+ H (Qpjn \ Po(Qja)) + €}

8We note that (10.31) holds at any point in V of density 1, as well as in the case Dy, ;1 is oriented up.
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Following the proof of Theorem [6.1] we have

(10.33) IViall(Bpg) < (@e)Viall(Bpy) + cH* (@ \ @,(2)).
Hence, we have
d d 3/0)jl 5,1
(1080 05 | @)Vl (Bey) = o] | H@M @000,
By [Magl2, Proposition 17.8], we have
Gl @) < [ (X ) dn
dt lt=0+ 8* Q4

Hence, we observe that the first variation cannot be negative if X - vg«qs1 > 0, which proves
the desired weak mean convexity. By vertical reflection, the same holds for Vj .

Suppose spt||V;1|| N W’ = spt||V2]| N W' for some open set W' C W. As shown above,
©%(V;1+Vja, x) = 2 for all w € spt||V;1+ V2| NW'. By (10.28), we have 0*(Q U)W’ =
@, so in fact 9*(Q1 U Q2)NW' = @. Since we already showed spt||V;,; || "W/ = o* Q" N,
we conclude that H3((Q' U Q92) N W) = H3(W'). By Theorem , Vit + Vo is
stationary in W’. Then by Allard’s regularity theorem [AII72] §8],

(Via + Vi2)LG(W',2) N v(N,2),

where N C W’ is a smooth minimal surface. Hence, N;; N W' = N;o N W' = N. Stability
follows from smooth embeddedness and Theorem .

Mazimum Principle. First, suppose ©%(||V||, ) = 2n+1. Then (without loss of generality)
Dy, ;1 is oriented up. By the regularity of 1-stacks, Vj; is the varifold associated to a smooth
surface IV;; with mean curvature A > 0 pointing up. Suppose for contradiction that n > 1.
Then V4 is the varifold associated to a Che surface N; o with generalized mean curvature
pointing down. Moreover, N, is below NN;; and intersects N,; tangentially at x, which
contradicts the strong maximum principle (see Lemma . Hence, if Dy, ;, is oriented up,
then n = 1 and V is the varifold of a smooth surface of prescribed mean curvature h pointing
up in a neighborhood of x.

Second, suppose ©%(||V||, z) = 2n with n > 2. By the above paragraph, V consists of n 2-
stacks intersecting tangentially and on one side at . Then N;9 and N9, are C1@ surfaces
on one side of each other, intersecting tangentially at x, and with generalized mean curvature
pointing away from each other. By the strong maximum principle (see Lemma and the
regularity of 2-stacks, there is a neighborhood W” of x and a minimal surface N ¢ W”
satisfying N;; N W” = N for all 4. Hence, ©*(||V]|,y) = 2n for all y € W” Nspt||V|. O

11. IMPROVEMENT FROM FREE BOUNDARY PROBLEMS

We now use (and generalize) some results from the theory of free boundary problems to
improve our results on the regularity of the limit surfaces in Theorem [10.2]

For the remainder of this section, let V' be as in Theorem [10.2] and z € spt||V||. Also, let
W, be the open neighborhood of = provided by the Theorem [10.2} and let Ny, Na, ..., N,,
be the corresponding C* surfaces meeting tangentially at z.

The main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 11.1. The surfaces Ny, ..., N, are CY! in the interior of W,.
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Proof. By Theorem [10.2] VLG(W,,2) = >/, v(N;, 1), where N; are distinct C* hypersur-
faces with c-bounded generalized mean curvature, such that each N; is on one side of Ny
intersecting tangentially at x. Let then n = n, and let P C T, M be the common tangent
plane of Ny, Ny,... N, at x.

We shall represent the surfaces N; locally as graphs over their common tangent plane P,
which we shall for the rest of this proof identify with R?. For the rest of this proof, let us
set B, == B¥*(0).

First, let rg € (0,1) be sufficiently small so that for [ =1,...,n

¢, (N, N BX () = graph
where u; : B,, — R is a C' function such that v;(0) = 0 and Dw;(0) = 0. Since the surfaces
lie on one side of each other, we have
Up 2> Ug 2 -0 2 Uy

Let now p € (0,r0/2) such that |u| < pon By, for all I =1,...,n, and let us rescale the
metric g on T, M, so that we can work over the unit ball in R? with respect to the rescaled
metric. To this end, let § be the pullback metric g = (¢, o u,)*g (where p; : R* — R? is the
dilation by ¢ > 0), which satisfies

(11‘1) ||§ - gEucHCOO(BgX[—l,l]) < 5([)),

where 0(p) — 0 as p — 0, since (M, g) is a smooth Riemannian manifold.
Finally, we define the rescaled functions u; : By — (—1,1) by @(y) = p *w(py). Note
that we also have

(11.2) ]| crepy) < 0(p) <

N | —

for sufficiently small p > 0.

For a C! function v : By — R, we can parametrize the graph of v by the standard
coordinates y = (y1,y2) on By and let A(y, z p) be such that with respect to the rescaled
metric § on R?, we have H?(graph v|p,) = [; A(y,v, Dv) dy for 0 <r < 2.

Let U = ¢,(B, x (—p,p)) and consider the disks D; = NN U = ¢,(graphu|p,0)). By
the proof of Theorem notice that, after identifying U with B, x (—p, p) and rescaling,

the n-tuple (a4, ..., %) is a critical point of the functional
(11.3) I(vy, ... 0,) = / (Z A(y, v, Du) + Bi(y, Ul)) dy
Br \1=1
among all n-tuples (vy, ..., v,) such that v;|sp, = W|sp, and v; > vy > -+ > v, where

e A(y, z,p) is defined as above;
e Bi(y, z) is defined by

B(y7 - ll/H%

where H(y,t) = h(y,t)a(y,t), (y,t) is the volume density with respect to the
rescaled pullback metric g, and h(y,t) = h(¢d.(py, pt)).
The 4, satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equations for this functional in the weak sense, i.e.

Q) + (=)' H(y, @) = 0 in {Gy_1 > 4 > s }
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and
Q(w) = Q(t11) =0 in {t = 41}
where () be the mean curvature operator for graphs over B; with respect to the rescaled
pullback metric §. By Theorem [10.2] if a point zy lies in spt ||V|| and n,, > 1 is odd, then
h(xzo) = 0. Thus, we see that the functions 4, satisfy
(11.4) > Q) =) (-1)'H(y, )
=1 =1

in the weak sense.

We can now combine the techniques in [Sil05] and [SYT9] to prove the desired C':!-

regularity.
First, we notice that, as in [Sil05, Proposition 4.1], the difference between consecutive
sheets w; = u; — ;41 satisfies a linear elliptic equation with a right-hand side which is

uniformly bounded in L*. Hence, by the Harnack inequality in [GT01], if 0 € 0{u; = @41},
then there is a constant C' such that

wi(y) < Clyl?

in B/, proving quadratic growth from contact points. We can then run the same induction
argument as in [SY19, Proposition 2.8] to prove boundedness of the second derivatives,
provided we show an L*-bound on the second derivative of >, % (as in [SY19, Lemma
2.7]).

In order to prove this bound, we look at the equation satisfied by the sum ), %, as in
Section 5 of [Sil05]. Note that, in local coordinates, the mean curvature operator @) applied
to a function u takes the form

(DPin>(y7 u, DU)DUU + (DZAZ)(ya u, Du)Dlu + (DyzAZ)(y7 u, Du)
where A’ := D, A. Let a” .= D, A* = D,,,, A. Then, we can rewrite (11.4)) as

(11.5) > " a¥(y, @, Din) Diji = R(y)

1=1
where R(y) = >3,L, (=1)' H(y, @) — (D, A")(y, @, Diy) Dyt — (Dy, A")(y, @, Diiy) € C%*. Let
us also write L, for the linear operator L;(w) := a“(y, 4, D) D;jw. We can rewrite (11.5))
as

n n—1 k
(11.6) L, ( sz) = R(y) + Z(Lk—H — Ly) ( ﬂz)
=1

Note that Ly = L1 on the set {@, = g1}, and on the open set {uy, > g1}, the collections
{1y, ..., 0} and {tgs1,...,U,} satisfy multiple membrane problems with fewer sheets. We
can then use an induction (on the maximum number of simultaneously touching membranes
near a point, with the base case of 2 membranes being treated in [Sil05]) argument similar to
the proof of [SY19, Proposition 2.8], together with the proofs of Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.4
in [Sil05] to conclude that the right-hand side in is in C%*. The standard Schauder
estimates (see [GT0I, Chapter 6]) then imply that >, 4; is in C* with C** norm controlled
by the C%® norm of the right-hand side, which in turn depends only on universal constants
and on the C™® norms of the ;. O

As a byproduct of the proof of Proposition [11.1], we get the following estimate.
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Corollary 11.2. Let the n-tuple (i, . .., ay) C CY%(By) be a critical point of the functional
[T1.3), with

HﬁlHCl(Bﬂ <1l Vi=1,...,n
Dy, Al (-1,1)xB, - &€ = ME)P VE € R?
| AllesByx(—1,1)xB1) < A

and H € CY*(B; x (—=1,1)), as in the proof of Proposition m Then for alll =1,...,n,
u € Cﬁ)’i(Bl), and there is a constant C' depending on n, o, A\, A such that

n n
(11.7) > Nadlleris, < CY - (lalleras) + [Hlleramx-11))
=1 =1

Moreover, if h(z) # 0, we can prove a more precise regularity result. By Theorem if
h(z) # 0, then n, € {1} U2N and

o if n, = 1, then VL.G(W,,2) = v(N,1), where N C W, is a smooth stable surface
with prescribed mean curvature h;

o if n, = 2n for all y € spt||V|| N W, for an open set W, C W, containing x, then
VLG(W.,2) = v(N,2n), where N C W/ is a smooth stable minimal surface.

Hence, in both cases, the support of V in a neighbourhood of x coincides with a smooth
surface.

We now deal with the case where n, = 2n, and there is a sequence x; — x with z; € spt||V||
and ng; # 2n. By Theorem , then n = 1 and the surfaces N;, N, C W, intersect
tangentially at x. Let T denote the touching set T" = Ny N Ny C W, and let I' be its
boundary 0T N W, in W,.

Proposition 11.3. The boundary T of the touching set T is locally contained in a CH® curve
and satisfies H*(T') < +o0

Proof. This follows directly from the results in Section 4 of [Sil05]. Indeed, the difference
Uy —Us is a solution to an obstacle problem to which the results of Caffarelli ([Caf77], [Caf80]
and [Caf98]) apply. O

Part 2. Minimization over isotopy classes

In this part we follow the arguments of [MSYS82], [CDL03|, and [DLP10], upgrading from
the regularity of minimizers of disks to the regularity of minimizers over isotopy classes.

12. MINIMIZATION PROBLEM

Let (M, g) be a smooth 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Let A : M — R be a smooth
real valued function, and let ¢ := sup,, |h|.

As before, by rescaling M, we can assume that the conditions of hold with py = 1.

Let U C M be an open set with C'' boundary.

Let O(U) be the set of open sets 2 C M with smooth boundary so that 02 has transverse
(or empty) intersection with U.

In this part, we consider the following question.
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Question 12.1. Consider a sequence {Qxtren C O(U) and Xy = 0 N U satisfying
sup, H2(3x) < 0o, supy, genus(Xy) < oo, and

(12.1) Ay < AM((1, Q) + ek

for all p € Z(U) with e — 0. Does (a subsequence of ) ¥y, := 0 N U converge to a regular
limit with prescribed mean curvature h?

We first observe that all of the conclusions of Theorem hold, where v(3;) — V and
Q. NU — €, by following the same proof.

13. GAMMA-REDUCTION

The key insight of [MSY82] is the introduction of a procedure, called y-reduction, to cut
away small necks that either create genus or separate large components. This procedure
enables the reduction of the full isotopy minimization problem to the disk minimization
problem, solved in Part [1] above.

13.1. Definition of gamma-reduction. Let § > 0 be the constant from Lemma [4.2] and
let 0 < v < 6%/9. Let U C M be an open set, and let ¥ C U be a smooth embedded oriented
surface with 0¥ C 0U. Let C(3, U) be the set of smooth embedded oriented surfaces ¥’ C U
with 0[X'] = J[X].

Definition 13.1. For 3;, ¥y € C(X,U), we write

(v.U)
Yo & X4

and say Y is a y-reduction of ¥, if the following hold:
(1) X5 is obtained from ¥; by surgery in U; namely,
e >\ Xy =: A is diffeomorphic to the standard closed annulus,

e 3 \ 3 =: Dy U Dy is diffeomorphic to the disjoint union of two standard closed
disks,

e there is an open set Y C U homeomorphic to the standard 3-ball with 0Y =
AUD1UD2 andYﬂ(ElLJEg) = J.

(3) If I' is the connected component of ¥3; containing A, then for each component of '\ A
we have either
e it is a disk of area at least §2/2,
e it is not simply connected.

Definition 13.2. For Xy, 3, € C(%,U), we write

(v.U)
22 ’Y< 21

and say X, is a strong y-reduction of ¥y, if there is an isotopy ¢ € Z(U) satisfying

(v0)
(1) X < ¥(1,%),

(2) H2(¥(1,%1)A%) <.

We say a surface is (v, U)-irreducible (resp. strongly (v, U)-irreducible) if it admits no
(7, U) reduction (resp. strong (v, U)-reduction).
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13.2. Structure of gamma-irreducible surfaces. We adapt [MSY82, Theorem 2| to our
setting, allowing us to decompose vy-irreducible surfaces in small balls into a disjoint union
of disks.

Theorem 13.3. Suppose H*(U) < 1/8. Let U' CC U be an open set so that U is diffeo-
morphic to B. Suppose 2 C M satisfies

AN@) — inf AM(6(1,2)) =: B() < 37/16.

e X :=900NU is strongly (v, U)-irreducible,
e Y has transverse intersection with OU’.

Let I'y,...,T'; be the components of ¥. N OU’, and let F; denote the isoperimetric region in
oU" with boundary I';. Suppose further that

ZH2 ) < /8.

Let 3y denote the union of all closed components A of 3 contained an an open set Ky C U
diffeomorphic to B so that 0Ky N = &.

Then H?*(Xo) < 2E(RQ), and there are disjoint closed disks Dy, ..., D, satisfying

(1) Dj C £\ %,

(2) 8D] C 8U’,

(3)

<O DJ> NU = (S\S) N,

1
(4) there is an isotopy ¢ € Z(U) such that ¢(t,x) = x for all (t,x) € [0,1] x W, where
W is a neighborhood of (X\ %) \ Ui_,(D; \ 9D;), so that
p

J@(1.0,)\0p,) c U

(5)

p
> (HA(D)) — cHY Q) < ZHZ )+ E(9),
j=1
where ¥ C U is the region bounded by Dj U Fyp,, which exists by the existence of
the isotopy in (4).

Remark 13.4. Let K,..., K, C U be open 3-balls with ¥ C |J;_, K; and 0K; N ¥ = 2.
For each € > 0, there is an open set Uj=1 K; C W C U and an isotopy ¢ € Z(U) satisfying
e WWN(E\Xy) =0
e ¢(t,x) =z for all (z,t) € (M \ W) x [0,1],
e O(t,W)C W,
° HZ(gf)(l, 20)) <e€

e the union of the regions bounded by each component of ¢(1,3) (given by Lemma
has volume bounded by ¢,
e and each component of ¢(1, %) has diameter less than e.
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Let Q be the region given by deleting ¥y in . Each component that we collapse decreases
A" by Proposition and we have
H* (X)) < 2E()

and

AM(Q) — inf A"(6(1,0)) < E(Q).

$eZ(U)
Hence, the general case of Theorem [13.3 follows from the special case where ¥y = &, which
we henceforth assume in the proof below.

Remark 13.5. Since ¥ C U and H3*(U) < 1, we have by Proposition [8.1| that
H(Q) < & P (H (D) + HP (Fop,)).

By our choice of 7, we have
- 1
HY) < S(H(D;) + H(Fon,)).
Then conclusion (5) of Theorem implies

p
(13.1) > HAD;) < 32% )+ 2E(9).
j=1

Proof of Theorem [13.5. The proof follows exactly as in [MSY82, Theorem 2], with the addi-
tional step of keeping track of volumes.
We induct on ¢, where the case ¢ = 0 is trivial.
Assume () satisfies
[ J EO
’HQ( i) < 7/ 8,
E(Q) < 37/8 =5 X1 HA(EY),
% is strongly 4 irreducible for 5 = /4 + 4371 H?(F}) + SE(Q).

Assume as an inductive hypothesis that the conclusions of the theorem are true for Q=
#(1,9Q) for some ¢ € Z(U) if it satisfies the above assumptions with ¢ — 1 in space of ¢ and
Q in place of .

Without loss of generality (by relabeling), we have F, NI'; = @ for all j # ¢. Since
Y is strongly J-irreducible and H?*(F,) < 7, there is a disk D C ¥ so that 9D = T, and
H?*(D) < 6%/2. Then D U F, is homeomorphic to S? and H*(D U F,) < §*/2+ 6%/2 = §2, so
Lemma implies that D U I, = OK for K C U an open 3-ball. Let A be the component
of ¥ containing D. Since ¥y = @ by assumption, we have A\ D ¢ K. Hence, we have
(X\ D)N K = & (because ¥\ D does not intersect F).

Let ¥, = (X \ D) U F, and €, the corresponding region. As in [MSY82, Theorem 2|, for
every € > 0, there is a continuous isotopy « taking 3, to a smooth surface f]* and €2, to Q*
satisfying

e O, = ¢(1,Q) for some ¢ € Z(U),
o X, NAU =11y,
o H2(S,AY) < H2(D )+7—[2( W)+ €,
o HYQAQ) < HYK) +¢/(20),
o H2(3,) < HA(X) + H2(F,) — HA(D) +¢/2,
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o H2(3,) > HA(Z,).
Using H3*(U) < n/8, Proposition implies ¢H*(K) < 1(H?(F,) + H*(D)). We assume
e < H%(F,)/4. Observe that since Q and , are in the same isotopy class, we have

E(Q.) < E(Q) + cH}(K) + H2(F,) — H*(D) + ¢
< BQ) + ;HQ(FQ) - Z”HQ(D).

By [MSY82, Remark 3.11], we have that S, is strongly ~*-irreducible, where

=4+ 427{2(@) +2B(Q) - HA(D) - 2H*(Fy)

j—l 3
—7/4+4Z7—[2 +3 E(Q) + 2H*(F,) — H*(D)
>7/4+4qZH2 +§E(Q)

Furthermore, we have

EQ,) < B(Q)+ §7—[2(F)

<37/8_‘ZH2 )+ ’Hz( )

—39/8 - §ZH2<FJ>

Hence, Q). satisfies the inductive hypothesis. Then there are pairwise disjoint disks A, ..., Ap
satisfying

(] Aj C 2*,

e OA; C OU',

°
p ~ A
(U Aj> nNU' =%.nU,
j=1

e there is an isotopy ¢ € Z(U) such that ¢ ( z) = z for all (t,x) € [0,1] x W, where
W is a neighborhood of X, \ [J_ LA\ 9A,), so that

CJ D\ 0A) c U,

]:

—_
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Letting A; == (a~')(1,4;) (i.e. the time-reversal of the smoothing isotopy a for ¥,), and
taking ¢ := ¢ * « (i.e. the concatenation of isotopies), we have that

(] Aj C Xy,
o« A, C AU,

[ ]
(U Aj> nU =%.nU,
j=1

e there is an isotopy ¥ € Z(U) such that ¢(t,z) = x for all (¢,x) € [0, 1] x W', where
W is a neighborhood of . \ J]_, (A; \ 04;), so that

O O\ 0A) C U,

Jj=1

p -1

D (HAA)) — cHAQ)) <Y HA(F) + E(Q).

J=1 J=1

Q

Let 8 be a continuous isotopy so that 3(t, K) C K, B|qyxx\p = 1n\p, and 5(1, D) = F.
Consider the following two cases:

Case 1: Fy C J;_; Aj. Select the disks Dy, ..., D, by taking Dj, = (A, \ F,) U D for the
unique jy so that F, C A;;, and D; = A; for j # jo. Define an isotopy by é =1 * . By
smoothing ¢, we obtain the desired isotopy ¢. We compute

Zp: — cHP (V) < Z (HA(A)) — cH3 (V) + HA(D) — HA(F,) — cH3(K) + ¢

Jj=1 j=1

SZHQ( )+ E(Q) + HA(D) — HA(F,) — ¢cH3(K) + ¢
< ZH%FJ-) +E(Q) +2¢

< Xq: H(F}) + E(Q) + 2.

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the desired inequality holds.

Case 2: F, ¢ U§:1 A;. Define the disks Dy,...,Dpi1 by D; = Aj for j < p+ 1 and
D,.1 = D. Define an isotopy ¢ = B % 3, where 3 € Z(U) satisfies B(t,x) = g for all
(z,t) € (2 \ D) x [0,1] and (1, F,) is a disk D ¢ U’ with 8D = 0D, D NaU" = dD,
and D N(t,%,) =T, for all t € [0,1]. We claim that in this case there is a neighborhood
W of 0D = T'y so that W N D C U'. Otherwise we would have W with W > 90D and
W N (2\ D) C U, which would imply F, C |J]_, A, a contradiction. By smoothing b, we
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obtain the required isotopy. We compute
p+1

> (HA(D)) — cH¥ () < Z (H*(A;) — cH3 (V) + H2(D) — cH3(K) + ¢
o1
< Z H2(F) + E(Q,) + H*(D) — cH}(K) + ¢
< Z H( (Q) + H*(F,) + 2¢
= Z H2(F,) 4+ B(Q) + 2.
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the desired]i:nlequality holds. ([l

13.3. Gamma-reduction of minimizing sequence. We now modify the initial minimiz-
ing sequence {3} to a new sequence {¥;} with limv(X;) = limv(X;) = V so that each ¥
is strongly (v, U)-irreducible for some -.

For ¢ € N and 7 € (0,6%/9), let k,(y) be the largest integer such that there exist B €
C(X,,U) for j=1,... k,(y) with
£k ) o 60 »@ "y _y

We claim that k,(y) is bounded independent of ¢ and . Indeed, there is an upper bound
on the topology of 3, and H*(%,) independent of ¢ and W by assumption. Then the uniform
bound on k,(7) follows from [MSY82] (3.9)].

We also note that k,(v) < k,(7') for v < 4/, which follows by definition.

Let I(y) be the nonnegative integer defined by

[(y) = limsup k, (7).

q—o0

)('Y U)
q-

[ is an nondecreasing integer-valued function of ~y, so there is vy € (0,6%/9) so that
1(y) = U(70) for all v € (0, 7]
For each n > vy, there is a g, > n so that k,, (1/n) = 1(1/n) = l(yy). We set
Y, = E((]iqn(l/n)).

Hence, 3, is strongly (70, U)-irreducible for all sufficiently large n.
By [MSY82, (3.10)], we have

HA(E,A%,,) < C/n

for some C' independent of n. Hence, limv(3,) = lim v(%).
Let 0, C M be the open set corresponding to >, (which is obtained from €, in the

obvious way at each (v, U)-reduction). Moreover, since 3, can be recovered from >, be
deleting disks and adding thin tubes, we have

AM(Q,) < inf A"(6(1,Q,)) + €,

$€Z(U)

where €/, — 0 as n — oo.
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14. INTERIOR REGULARITY

We prove the interior regularity part of Theorem To clarify, the “sufficiently small”
assumption on U is H*(U) < n/8, where 7 is defined in (8.1)).

Proof of Theorem Interior Regularity. By §13.3] it suffices to consider a minimizing se-
quence {3} so that Zy, is strongly (7, U)-irreducible. By Remark[13.4] we can suppose there
are no closed components of ¥, in U contained in an open 3-ball whose boundary does not
intersect >j,.

Let zo € spt||[V|. Let po(zo) = d(x0,0U). By the monotonicity of (6.5), there is a
constant ¢y so that

(14.1) o 2 [VII(Bs(w0)) < cap[IV][(B,(w0))

for any o < p < po(xo).
By the coarea formula,

[ HE008.w0) ds < HASe 0 (Buao) \ Byo ()

for almost every p € (0, po(z0)), o € (0, p). Taking o = p/2, (14.1)) implies

p
p ! H (X N OB, (20)) ds < Cp

p/2

for all sufficiently large k, where C' depends on u, po(zo), and [|[V||(U). Then there is a
sequence pi € (3p/4, p) so that ¥ has transverse intersection with 0B, (x) and

H' (kN OB, (20)) < Cp < Ciipo(o)

for all sufficiently large k, provided p < m1po(zo) for some n; € (0,1) to be determined.
For n; sufficiently small and k sufficiently large, we can apply Theorem to X with
U' = B,,(zo). Hence, there are disks D,il), cee D](qu) C Y, and isotopies ¢*) € Z(U) so that
for k sufficiently large, we have

e 9D C 9B, (o),

® SN By (w0) = (Ut DY) 1 By, (20),

e 0W(1, D)\ 0D C B, (xo).

o Y0 HA(DY) < Cpo(o)? (see (13.1)).

For 7 sufficiently small and & sufficiently large, we can apply Lemma 8.2 to produce disks

DY with oD = D", D'\ oD  B,, (1), and

1} (DY) < HA(DY) + Tu(DY, DY).

By taking a subsequence, we can assume that p, — p.. Take an arbitrary a > 0 small.
We can construct oriented smooth disks ¥ € D*(B,. _o(x0)) so that (for all k sufficiently
large)

® 54N By alwo) = U, DY N B, a(w0),
L] 8ik mgpoo,a(l'o) = @,
e 3.\ B, _u(10) is connected.
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Indeed, we can inductively add bridges outside B, __,(zo) joining the disks D,(f). Then
Y satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem with the set B, __.(z9). Hence, the interior
regularity of Theorem [1.1] follows. O

15. BOUNDARY REGULARITY
We prove the boundary regularity part of Theorem . We follow the proof of [DLP10].

15.1. Wedge property.

Definition 15.1. Let U = B,(z) C M for p < 1 and let ¢ C OU be a disjoint union of
finitely many smooth Jordan curves. An open set A C U meets OU in o transversally if
there is a positive angle 6, so that

e JANIU C o,
o for every p € 0A N OU, if we choose coordinates so that 7,0U = {z = 0} and
Tyo = {y = =z = 0}, then every point ¢ = (q1, ¢2, ¢3) € A satisfies £ > tan(1/2 — o).

Lemma 15.2 (Wedge Property). There is a rg < 1 so that the following holds for p < rq.
Let V and ¥ := 00 NU as in Theorem [1.1. Then there exists an open set A C U which
meets QU in 0% transversally and satisfies spt||V|| C A.

We use the following result, see [DLP10, Lemma 5.3].

Proposition 15.3. If 8 C 90B;(0) C R3 is a disjoint union of finitely many C? Jordan
curves, then the convex hull of B meets 0B1(0) in [ transversally.

Proof of Lemma[15.3 Consider the rescaled exponential coordinates induced by the chart
fep o By(x) = B1(0) given by f, ,(2) = (exp;1(2))/p. We apply Proposition and let B
be the convex hull of § = f(0%).

Fix ¢ € § and let m; and 7y be the halfplanes delimiting the wedge of B. We assume
without loss of generality that m = {x3 < a} for some a € (0, 1).

Let C; = (0,0, —t), and let S; = By(Cy). Assuming p is sufficiently small, implies
16(f&V)|l < ||f4V]l. By [Whil0, Theorem 7], spt||V|| is contained is Sy, where t; is such
that 95y, N 0B1(0) C m. The same argument applies to my and ¢ is arbitrary, so the
conclusion follows. O

15.2. Tangent cones at the boundary. Let x € OU. As in the previous section, consider
the chart f,, : B,(z) — Bi(0) given by f,,(z) = (exp,;*(z))/p. Fix coordinates in R?® so
that f,,(U N B,(x)) converges to the half ball Bf (0) = B1(0) N {z; > 0} as p — 0.

We first follow the ideas of [DLRI8| Lemma 6.4].

Lemma 15.4. ||V||(0%) = 0.

Proof. Let V" = VLGy(U\ 0%) and V* =V — Ve B
Let X be a compactly supported vector field on U that vanishes on 0¥. Let ¢5 € C°(U \
0Y) satisty
e ¢s = 1 outside Bys(0Y),
o |[Vos| <Co L.
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Since X vanishes on 9%, we have [X| < C§ in Bys(0%). Hence, |V(¢;X)| < C. Then by
dominated convergence and the fact that V' has bounded first variation in U \ 0%, we have

V(X)) = /UdivﬂX(p) dV'(p, )

= lim / div,(6X)(p) dV" (p, )

= lim ﬁdivﬂ(cﬁaX)(p) dV (p, )

6—0

_ lim / Hy - (65X)(p) dV (p, )

6—0
=lim [ Hy - X(p) dV(p,m) =6V (X).

Hence, 0V*® = 0.

Let W be a small tubular neighborhood of 9%. For each p € W \ 0%, let ¢ be the unique
nearest point in 9%. Let X (p) be the tangent vector at p to the minimizing geodesic joining
p to ¢ parametrized on [0, 1]. Set X (p) =0 for p € 9X. If €1, eq, 3 is a smooth orthonormal
frame over 0% with e; tangent to 0%, we have V., X =0, V., X = —ey, and V., X = —e;3
along 0%. For any 2-plane m, we have

2

div.X(p) =Y _9(V; X, f;)

i=1

for {f;} an orthonormal basis for w. Hence, div, X (p) < —1. Then

U
so [V[(9%) = 0. O

0= 6V*(X) = / div, X (p) dV*(p,m) < —[VI|(T) = —[|V]|(05),

By Lemma [15.4] we can apply Allard’s boundary monotonicity formula [AIITH, 3.4(2)].
Then the varifolds V,, , = (fs,,)#V have uniformly bounded mass with respect to p. Hence,
if we take a sequence p; — oo, there is a subsequence (not relabeled) so that V,,, — W.
We note by [Sim83, Theorem 42.7] that W is stationary in B;(0).

By Lemma [15.2] there is a positive angle 6 so that (after changing coordinates) ||[W|| is
supported in {|xs| < 1 tan(fy)}. Then spt|W|| N {z; =0} = {21 =22 =0} = [.

By the same argument as Lemma([15.4], we have ||W||(I) = 0. Hence, by Allard’s boundary
monotonicity formula [AII75, 3.4(2)], we have

(15.1) IWI(B,(0)) = =0(IV ], x)p*

By Allard’s reflection principle [AII75, 3.2], we have W’ := W + r,W is stationary. By
and [AII72 §5.1, Corollary 2], W’ is a cone, which implies W is a cone.

By Allard’s boundary regularity theorem (see [AII75] §4]), it suffices to show that any such
W is a half-disk of the form

Py = {y> = y1 tan(#)} N B (0)
for some 6 € (—m/2,7/2).



OPTIMAL REGULARITY FOR MINIMIZERS OF THE PMC FUNCTIONAL OVER ISOTOPIES 55

By the classification of one dimensional stationary integral varifolds from [AAT6], we have

N
W=> kP,
=1

for 0; € [—0o, 6y] and k; € N. It therefore remains to show N =1 and k; = 1.

15.3. Reduction to the area minimization case. Consider a subsequence so that

Sn = fxo,pn(Ekn N Bpn(xl)))

converges to W. We further suppose that p,2c;, — 0. For any isotopy ¢ supported in
B (0), let ¢ be the isotopy of B, (r¢) N U given by conjugating with the chart f,, ,.. We
have

H?(Xy, N B, (o)) — / h dH?
Qk,, NBopy, (z0)NU
< HAS(1, S5, 1 By, (10))) - / hdK ey,
J)(l,ﬂkntPn (xo)ﬂU)
Since
H?(Sk, N By, (20)) = paH*(Sn) + o(p3),
H2(H(1, Sy, N By, (20))) = p2H(8(1, S,)) + 0(p2),
H*(B,, (x0) NU) = poH* (B (0)) + o(p}) = o(p2),
we have

H*(Sn) < HA($(1,50)) + &7,
where €/, — 0. Hence, S, is €] -area minimizing in its isotopy class, so the rest of the proof
follows exactly as in [DLP10, §8]. Therefore, the boundary regularity of Theorem [L.1|follows.

Part 3. Estimates and compactness for minimizers

We develop a compactness theory to prove an analogue of the curvature estimates for
stable surfaces that works in our lower regularity setting.

16. C'Y1 COMPACTNESS

Let U C M be a precompact open set with C! boundary.

Let 2 be a compact orientable surface (possibly with boundary) and let f : ¥ — M3
be 2-sided C' immersion such that f(X) C U and f(0%) C U. Let v : ¥ — TM denote
a (Lipschitz) choice of unit normal vector field for the immersion. We endow ¥ with the
pullback metric f*g and for p € ¥, we denote by B> (p) the image f(B>(p)) C M of the ball
of radius r centered at p in X.

Note that, since f is a C1! immersion, for any p € ¥ there is 0 < p(p) < po such that if
¥, is the component of f‘l(B%p)(f(p))) which contains p, then

e X, NIY =g,

e f is injective on X,

e and qﬁjj(lp)( f(2,)) can be represented as the graph of a C*! function u, over an open
set B, C dfy(Typ)X) C T M containing 0.
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Then, for any p € ¥ we can define the pointwise Lipschitz constant Lip, v of v to be the
following quantity

(16.1) Lip, v := lim sup [(0) = 1 (€)]
Bp3£—0 |§|

where

e v, B, — Ty M is the unit normal to the graph of u, in T, M = R3, given by

_ (_vup’ 1)

vV, = —
RV TR E

in geodesic normal coordinates,
e gradients and distances are taken with respect to the pullback metric on R3.

Remark 16.1. It is easy to see that for every p € 3 there is 0 < r(p) < p(p) such that for
any &, € ¢, (B}, (p)) we have

[vp(€) = vp(n)| < 2Lip, v [§ = 7]
To simplify the notation, we redefine p(p) to be the same as r(p).

We start by proving a simple technical fact, which plays the same role in the proof of
compactness as [CM11, Lemma 2.4].

Lemma 16.2. Let X2 be a compact orientable surface (possibly with boundary) and let f :
Y — M3 be 2-sided CY immersion such that f(X) C U and f(0%) C OU. Letv: % — TM
be a (Lipschitz) choice of unit normal vector field for the immersion such that sup,y, Lip, v <
Co. Then, for any K CC U there is rx = ri(po,disty (K,0U),Co) > 0 such that if
x=f(p) € f(X)NK, then

(1) BQETK (p) can be written as the graph of a CY' function u on an open neighborhood of

0 in T, M, such that |Vu| <1 and Lip Vu < 2v/2C,,
(2) the connected component of B,f‘f{(:c) N f(X) containing x is contained in By. (p).

2rg

Proof. Since K CC U, then 0x = disty/(K,0U) > 0. Hence distyxy(f(X) N K, f(0%)) >
dx > 0. Let r = min{po/2,0x/2} > 0 and let p € ¥ be such that z = f(p) € f(X) N K.
Then BZ(p) C BM(x) CC U stays a fixed positive distance away from oU.

Now, let y = f(q) € B=(p) and let 7 : [0,1] — X be a curve from p to ¢ in ¥ such that
v = f o4 is a minimizing constant speed geodesic from z to y in f(X).

By compactness, we can pick 0 = t) < t; < --- < ty < ty11 = 1 so that the segment
;%01 = Y([tj,tj41]) € BZ(p) (which is a minimizing geodesic from z; = f(p;) to zj41 =
f(pjz1)) lies in f(¥,,) for j =0,..., N. Hence, by and Remark m,

|do,  v(ps) — do, 'w(pj)| < 4\d¢;j1’/(pj) - dCb;le(PjH)’
< 8 (Lip,, v) ds(x,y)|t; — tj+1l,
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and, using the uniform pointwise Lipschitz bound,

N
e, v(p) — do, ' v(g)| < lde, v(p;) — dé; ' v(pjs)|
j=0

N

< 8Chdyss(z,9) Z [t =t
j=0

= 8Cy dysx)(z,y)

S 8007”.

In particular, this proves that for any y = f(q) € B=(p), we have |d¢;v(p) — do, v (q)| <

8Cyr. By taking r < 2rg := min{py/2,0x /2, ﬁ}, we have that

N —

|do, v(p) — do, 'v(q)] <

for all y = f(q) € BZ(p), which implies that the whole of B¥(p) can be written as the graph
of a C™! function u over an open subset of df, (T, X) C Ty M.

Then it is immediate to see (as in [CM11, Lemma 2.4]) that u satisfies |Vu| < 1 and
LipVu < 2V/20,.

The second statement follows from the first as in [CM11, Lemma 2.4]. O

The next lemma is essentially a geometric Arzela-Ascoli theorem, and it follows indeed
from the usual Arzela-Ascoli compactness theorem. The argument is well-known and vari-
tions of it appear in several difference sources and contexts (see for example [ACGL22|
Theorem 11.8]). We shall now outline it for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 16.3. Let {3, }ien be a sequence of compact orientable surfaces and let f; : 3; — U
be a sequence of 2-sided CY' immersions with unit normal vector field v; in a precompact
open set U C M with f(0%;) C oU. If the immersions have locally bounded area, i.e. for
every K CC U there is a finite cx such that sup;, H2(f;(3;) N K) < ¢, and
Co := sup sup Lip, v; < oo,
i pEY;

1,«

e toa CYl immersion

then there is a subsequence (not relabeled) so that f; converges in C
J 12— U with sup,,ey, Lip,v < Cy.

Sketch of proof. Let K CC U. Note that, by Lemma there is a positive constant rg
such that for any 4, if € f;(3;) N K, then for all » < rg, the component of BM(z) N
f(X;) € Bii(z) which contains  is the graph of a C%! function satisfying explicit C'-
bounds depending on Cj only.

We can cover the compact set K with finitely many balls {By, = B}% ,(2)};_,. For any
i, if f;(3;) N By # @, then there is some x; € f;(X;) N By, and the component of f;(¥;) N By
which contains z; lies in Bf,‘f{ (zx). This is the graph of a function u; such that |Vu,;| < 1,
so, in particular, it has area bounded below by some uniform constant xr%. By the uniform
upper bound on H?(%;), we conclude that for any k = 1,..., N and i € N, if BN f;(%;) # @,
then f;(3;) N B%{(zk) contains a union of a finite number Ny ; of C*!' graphs, and Ny ; is
bounded above by a universal constant Ny depending on K and the upper bounds on area
and the Lipschitz constant.
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Finally, for any k& € {1,..., N} such that f;(¥;) N By # @ for infinitely many i’s we can
select points z; in the intersections and the corresponding tangent planes T f(3;). Up to a
subsequence, we may assume z; — = € By and Ty, f(¥;) — P, a two-dimensional subspace of
T, M. Note that the corresponding functions u; are uniformly bounded and satisfy |Vu;| < 1,
Lip Vu; < 2v/2C), then, by Arzela-Ascoli, up to a subsequence, they converge (in C for
any 0 < @ < 1) to some C'!' function u defined on BTT;M N P with the same C'! bound.

We then repeat this argument for all £ = 1,..., N and take a diagonal subsequence. It
is clear that the graphs we obtained match up on the overlaps between balls (because the
surfaces f;(%;) do), so we have produced our immersed limit surface restricted to K CC U.

Lastly, we take an exhaustion of U by compact sets, repeat this procedure inductively and
check that the limit surfaces coincide on the overlaps. 0]

17. CURVATURE ESTIMATES

We now use these compactness ideas to prove the curvature estimates.

For convenience, we denote by P the set of pairs (V,€2) where V' is a varifold and 2 C M
is a set of finite perimeter with the property that there is a sequence 2; C M with smooth
boundary satisfying

1 *
1Qj L—) ]_Q, Dle — DlQ, V(aQJ) - V.

We let P, denote the pairs (V,€2) € P so that V' has c-bounded first variation.
For (V,Q) € P, we define

ANV, Q) = HV||(M)—/th7-[3.

Definition 17.1. A pair (V,Q) € P is a weakly stable h-surface in U if

e (V,Q) has the regularity of Theorem in U,
e for any ¢ € Z(U), we have

C1 Al )4V 0l ) =0,
t=0

d2
t=0

We check that weakly stable h-surfaces satisfy the usual stability inequality.

Proposition 17.2. If (V,Q) is a weakly stable h-surface in U with corresponding immersion
f X = U, then for any ¢ € C(X) which is the pullback by f of a smooth function on U,
we have

(17.1) / (V=2 — (|A%? + Ricy (v, v))? dH? > / (H*h + 0,h — |H*[*)y? dH?.

by Q)
Proof. This formula follows from the standard computation of the second variation of area
and potential energy (see [BACESS, Proposition 2.5]), combined with the observation that
all the integrands are well defined measurable and integrable functions since the immersion
is C'b1. O

The next result is the C*! analogue of the usual curvature estimates for stable minimal
(or prescribed mean curvature) surfaces (see e.g. [ZZ20, Theorem 3.6]).
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Theorem 17.3. Let U C M be an open set and ¢ > 0. Let (V,Q) € P. be a weakly stable
h-surface in U for a function with ||h|lcr < c and [|[V||(U) < mg. Let f: 3 — U be the CH?
immersion inducing the varifold V' in U. Then there is a constant C = C(U, c,mgy) > 0 so
that
sup min{1,ds(p, f~*(0U))} Lip,v < C.
peEX
Proof. We argue by contradiction, using a standard point-picking argument (cf. [Whil6,
Lecture 3]).
Suppose there is a sequence of such immersions f; : ¥; — M so that
sup min{1,dy,(p, f; '(0U))} Lip,v; = R; — oc.
PEY;
Let us denote the local Lipschitz constant Lip, v; by l;(p).
Now pick p; € ¥; so that

(17.2) min{1, ds. (pr, £~ (OU))} Ii(ps) > %Ri.

We shall rescale the metric on U by [;(p;) — oo and obtain a new metric g; = l;(pi)g, so

that, with respect to the new metric, /;(p;) = 1. By (17.2)), the rescalings (U, g;) converge
locally smoothly to (R?, gguc), and, under the rescaling,

1
ds, (pis /7(00)) = S .

Assume, without loss of generality that f;(p;) — 0 € R3. For p,p; € %, if (under the
rescaling) ds, (p, p;) < 7R;, then, since the quantity ds, (-, f71(0U)) 1;(+) is scale invariant,

R; —

sup  Li(p) < 4.
pEBE; /a(Pi)

In any compact set, the mass bound m( and the mononicity formula give a uniform
mass bound for the rescaled immersions. Recalling that R; — oo, we conclude that, by
Lemma m, (up to a subsequence) the rescaled immersions converge in C’llo’f to a complete,
2-sided CH! immersion f : ¥ — R?® with Lipschitz unit normal vector field v such that
supy, Lip, v < 4.

Claim 1: f is a C'! immersion with locally ordered sheets. Indeed, the Cﬁj’f graphical
convergence preserves the local ordering of sheets of the immersions f;.

Claim 2: The image of f is a smooth embedded minimal surface. Since each sheet of the
rescaled immersion in a small ball has ¢/ R; bounded first variation, the lower semicontinuity
of the first variation (see [Sim83, Theorem 42.7]) implies that each sheet of f in a small ball is
stationary. By Allard’s regularity theorem [AII72], f is a smooth minimal immersion. Since
the sheets are ordered locally, the strong maximum principle for minimal surfaces implies
that each component of the image of f is a smoothly embedded minimal surface.

Claim 3: f is a stable minimal immersion. By claim 2, f is a covering of a smooth minimal
embedding, so we can assume without loss of generality that f is an embedding. We consider
the limit of , where we fix a function ¢ on ¥ with compact support and transplant
it to ¥; using the graphical identification. Since the rescalings satisfy |H>/| < ¢/R; and
|Vh;| < ¢/R;, the right hand side of vanishes in the limit. Since the convergence is

CL%, every term on the right hand side converges to the corresponding term for ¥ except the
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|A*|? term. Since the ambient space converges locally smoothly to Euclidean R?, [Lan85),
Theorem 4.3] implies that the term [, [A™[*u* dH? is lower semicontinuous (we have local
weak convergence in W22 by the uniform C%' bounds). Hence, ¥ satisfies the stability
inequality in R3.

By the stable Bernstein theorem in R* due to [FCS80], [ICP79], and [Pog81], X is flat.
By Corollary , YJ; converges in C’lt’g to the flat limit. However, we chose points so that
Lip,,v; > 1 where p; — 0, which yields a contradiction. [l

As usual, this estimate directly implies Cllo’f pre-compactness for weakly stable h-surfaces
(cf. [Z2Z20), Theorem 3.6]).

Part 4. Application to existence in the 3-sphere
18. MIN-MAX SETUP

We set up an appropriate setting to carry out the min-max procedure of [CDL03| for the
prescribed mean curvature functional.
Let v > 0, k > 0, and ¢ > 0 satisfy

8T
18.1 > 4 + ve.
(18.1) ArrEraa v

Consider a smooth metric g on S® so that

e Ry >0,

e VoI(S3,g) <,

e (53, g) isometrically embeds in RY with [Ags| <1+ k.
Note that the round metric satisfies these conditions with v = 272, kK = 0, and ¢ = 0.547.
Moreover, there is an explicit C? graphical neighborhood of the standard embedding S* C
R?* C RY and an explicit constant ¢ > 0 for which these conditions are satisfied (by rescaling).
Let i : S — R be a smooth function with || < c¢. Moreover, we assume that h satisfies the
conditions (1) or (1) from [ZZ20]. By [ZZ20), Proposition 3.8 and Corollary 3.18], the set of
functions satisfying these conditions is open and dense, all positive functions satisfy (1), and
any such function h has the unique continuation property for surfaces of prescribed mean
curvature h.

Let go be the round metric on S%. Let zp € S3. Let {Q:}ep,1) be given by

0y := B%(xp).
Note that we use the round metric in particular only to define the standard sweepout;
everything else uses the general metric g. Let M be the set of smooth maps ¢ : [0, 1] X
[0,1] x M — M so that
e (s,t,-) is a diffeomorphism of S,
e (s,0,-) =id.
We define the min-max width wy(g, h) by

O h
wi(g, h) = Jgﬁtz%g]fl (V(1,,)).

We say {Qi = 1;(1,t, ) }jen for ¥; € M is a minimizing sequence if
lim sup A"(Q) = wi (g, ).

j—)OO t
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Given a minimizing sequence, we say {Q{J} is a min-maz sequence if
; hiOJ \ —
lim AM(©)) = w1 (9. ).
]*)OO

By the standard compactness theory (see [Magl2, Theorem 12.26] and [Sim83, Chapter
1, Theorem 4.4]), for any min-max sequence {2/ }, there is a set 2 C S° and a varifold V/
satisfying

1y, 2510, Dlg = Dlg, v(09Q]) =V,
and ] ]
VI~ [ hdwe = nta. b
We show the following theorem. "

Theorem 18.1. Suppose (S3,g) and h satisfy the constraints and fsgh d?—[g > 0.
Then there is an open set ) C S3 satisfying
o AMQ) = wi(g,h),
e 00) is a disjoint union of smooth embedded spheres with prescribed mean curvature h
with respect to 2.

Since reversing orientations corresponds to reversing the sign of h, Theorems [[.4] and
follow from Theorem [18.1]

19. DENSITY ESTIMATES IN THE 3-SPHERE

We exhibit an upper and lower bound for the mass of a min-max varifold for the A" func-
tional with a point of density at least two. We show that these two bounds are contradictory
in the case of our chosen setup.

We first show an upper bound, using the upper bound for ¢, the upper bound for the
volume of (53, ¢g), and the lower bound for the scalar curvature of g.

Proposition 19.1. Suppose (S3,g) satisfies the hypotheses of @ Suppose (V,Q) € P
satisfies [|[V||(S®) — [, h dH? = wi(g, h). Then

1V][(S?) < 47 + ve.
Proof. By [MN12, Theorem 1.1], R, > 6 implies that wy(g,0) < 4m. Let hy := min{0, h}
and h_ := min{0, —h}. We compute
VIS - [ by art < VIS - [ hawe
s3 Q
=w (ga h)

< wi(g,0) +/ h_ dH?

83

< 47r+/ h_ dH3.
S3

Since |h| < ¢ and H3(S?, g) = v, the conclusion follows. O

To prove the lower bound, we recall a monotonicity formula for the Willmore energy
(modified for our setting).
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Lemma 19.2 ([Sim93], (1.4)] and [Top98|, §6]). If V is an integer rectifiable 2-varifold in R
with bounded first variation and finite mass, then

1
TO2(V, 1) < —/ |Hy|? d||V]|
16 R4

for any xo € RY.

Proof. We note that the proof given in the first part of the proof of Lemma 1 from [Top9§]
applies to varifolds (where our convention for mean curvature differs from Topping’s by a
factor of 2). The only point where the C'' assumption is used is in showing that the rightmost
term in [Top98|, (21)] vanishes as o — 0. Instead, we use the more trivial bound:

/B (0 = p )X - Hy d|V]| < (672 = p~*)oc) [V[|(B,)

IVII(Bs)
< el 15— 0(o)
as ¢ — 0 by the monotonicity formula and assumption of bounded support and finite
mass. 0

We apply this monotonicity formula to obtain the mass lower bound.

Proposition 19.3. Suppose (S®,g) satisfies the hypotheses of @ If V is a wvarifold in
(53, g) with c-bounded first variation and ©*(V,z) > 2 for some x € S, then

3 8m
VIS = (1+r)?2+c2/4

Proof. Using the isometric embedding of (53, g) into RY, we view V as a 2-varifold in RY.
By the bound on the second fundamental form of S® C RY, we have

[HY P <4(1 4 k)° + .

By Lemma and the assumption of a point of density at least 2, we have
4(1+ k)2 +
16
which yields the desired inequality. 0

1 N
2r < —/ =y [P dV| < IVII(S?).
16 RN

Combining the mass upper and lower bounds, we deduce the desired conclusion about the
density of special varifolds appearing in the min-max construction.

Corollary 19.4. Suppose (S3, g) satisfies the hypotheses of §18. Suppose (V,Q) € P satisfies
IV[[(S5%) = [, h dH? = wi(g,h). Further suppose that the varifold V has integer density
everywhere and c-bounded first variation in (S3,g). Then ©%*(V,z) =1 for all x € spt||V|.

Proof. Suppose otherwise for contradiction. Then by Proposition [19.3|and Proposition [19.1],

we must have
8

(1+rK)?2+ /4
This inequality contradicts ((18.1)). O

4 4+ ve >

20. MIN-MAX PROOF
We show that each step in [CDL03] and [DLP10] can be modified to work in our setting.
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20.1. Nontrivial width. The fact that w;(g,h) > 0 follows immediately from the isoperi-
metric inequality. By the assumption |, g3 dH? > 0, wi(g, h) cannot be achieved by a trivial
solution (meaning a min-max sequence whose limit satisfies V' = 0 and 2 € {S3, &}).

20.2. Pull-tight. The pull-tight argument of [ZZ19, §4] and [ZZ20), §5] applies to our setting,
as the modification to an arbitrary minimizing sequence uses ambient isotopies. Hence, there
is a minimizing sequence {€2/} with the property that every min-max sequence {€2] } satisfies
V(@Q{j) — V', where V is a varifold with c-bounded first variation and bounded mass.

20.3. Almost-minimizing. We say 0 C S? is e-almost minimizing in U C S? if there is no
isotopy ¢ € Z(U) satisfying
A (1, 9)) < AMQ) +¢/8,
AM(p(1,9)) < AM(Q) —=.
We say a sequence {{} is almost minimizing in U if € is ¢; almost minimizing in U with
g — 0.

With this definition, we see that the argument of [CDL03| §5] is general and does not
depend on the specific choice of functional. Hence, there is a function r : S — R* and a
min-max sequence {2} satisfying the conclusions of (2) so that {{’} is almost minimizing
in any annulus centered at any z € S® with outer radius at most r(z).

To allow application of our regularity theory, we assume (without loss of generality) that
HP(By(z)(x)) <n/8for all z € M.

20.4. Regularity of weak replacements.
Definition 20.1. Let (V,Q) € P.. A pair (V', Q) € P. is a weak replacement for (V,§2) in
UcS?if

¢ VILG(M\U,2) =VLG(M\U,2) and Q\ U = '\ U,

o [[VII(S®) = IV'II(S%)] < cH*(U),

o (V' €V)is in the C’llo’g graphical closure of the set of weakly stable h-surfaces in U.
Lemma 20.2. If there is a function r : S — R so that (V,Q) € P, has a weak replacement

in any annulus centered at any x € S® with outer radius at most r(x), then V is integer
rectifiable and any tangent cone to V' at any x € spt||V'|| is an integer multiple of a plane.

Proof. We observe that the same proof as [CDL03, Lemma 6.4] works in our setting.
Density lower bound. The monotonicity formula implies there is a constant ¢y so that

VI[(Bo(z)) _ 2l VII(Bo(x))

o2 P2

for any varifold V with c-bounded first variation, z € S3 and ¢ < p < 1. Let r < r(z)
sufficiently small. Let (V', Q') be a replacement for (V,Q) in A(z,r,2r). By the maximum
principle of [Whil0], V" is not identically 0 on A(z,r,2r). Since V' G(A(z,r,2r),2) is the
varifold of a C™! immersion, there is a y € A(z,r,2r) with ©2(V’,y) > 1. Then we have

IVII(Bar(x)) _ |IV'[[(Bar(z)) 1V ||(Bar(y)) Ca
> —cr> VW MPXY))_ or> 2 _ o
1602 = 16772 R T Crz1-0r

Hence, we have a uniform positive lower bound for the density by taking r sufficiently small.
By [AII72, Theorem 5.5, V' is rectifiable.
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Tangent cones. Let x € spt||V||. Let C be a tangent cone to V' at x, and let p,, — 0 satisfy

(f%pn)#V — (.

Let (V,/,€) be a replacement for (V,Q) in A(x, p,/4,3pn/4). Let W) = (fu,.)#V,. Up to
a subsequence (not relabeled), we have W) — C’, where C” is a stationary varifold. By the
definition of the replacement, we have

C'_G(By(0) \ A(0,1/4,3/4),2) = CLG(B1(0) \ A(0,1/4,3/4),2),

(20.1) IC1(Bo(0)) = [IC1I(B,(0)) ¥ p e (0,1/4)U(3/4,1).

Since C'is a cone, ([20.1]) implies
1C711(B+(0)) _ [I€"11(B,(0))

2

o2 T

for all p € (0,1/4) U (3/4,1). By stationarity and monotonoicity, we conclude that C”’ is a
cone. Since C' and C” agree on By /4(0), we have C' = C. By Theorem , the convergence
in A(0,1/4,3/4) is Cﬁ)’co‘ graphical. By the same argument as in the proof of Claims 1 and 2 in
Theorem [17.3] (i.e. the mean curvature of each sheet vanishes in the limit, and the ordering
of sheets is preserved so we can apply the strong maximum principle), C” is the varifold of
a smooth embedded minimal surface with integer multiplicity on the annulus A(0,1/4,3/4).
Then C’ is (an integer multiple of) a smooth embedded minimal cone in R?, and hence a
plane with integer multiplicity. ([l

20.5. Regularity of replacements.

Definition 20.3. Let (V,Q) € P.. A pair (V',Q) € P.is a replacement for (V,Q) inU C S*
if
o VILG(M\U,2)=V.GM\U,?2),
o [[IVII(S?) = [IV'[I(S°)] < cH(U),
e V'LG(U,2) is an embedded smooth stable surface with prescribed mean curvature h
with respect to .

Remark 20.4. Observe that any replacement is also a weak replacement.

Definition 20.5. The pair (V) € P. has the good replacement property if

(1) there is a positive function r : U — RT such that there is a replacement (V’,€') for
(V,€2) in any annulus centered at « with outer radius at most r(x) for all z € U,

(2) there is a positive function ' : U — R™ such that there is a replacement (V" Q")
for the replacement (V’, Q') from (1) in any annulus centered at = with outer radius
at most r(x) and any annulus centered at y with outer radius at most r/(y) for any
yeU,

(3) there is a positive function r” : U — R* such that there is a replacement (V" Q")
for the replacement (V”, Q") from (2) in any annulus centered at z with outer radius
at most 1”(z) for any z € U.

Lemma 20.6. If (V,) € P. has the good replacement property, then V is an embedded
smooth surface with prescribed mean curvature h with respect to 2.
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Proof. Since unique continuation and curvature estimates hold, the proof is the same as the
proof of [CDL03, Proposition 6.3]. The only exception is the argument showing ¥ C spt||V/||
on B,(z) \ {z}, which in [CDL0O3|] uses that ||[V]|(S?) = ||[V'||(S?). Instead, we follow the
argument from [ZZ19, Theorem 6.1 Claim 5] and [ZZ20, Theorem 7.1 Claim 5], which applies
to our setting. 0

20.6. Construction of replacements. The construction in J[CDL03, §7] is general and
applies to our setting (see also [ZZ20}, §6]). We need only make two observations.

First, to go from the regularity of minimizers in isotopy classes to the regularity of mini-
mizers in constrained isotopy classes, we need a squeezing lemma like [CDLO03, Lemma 7.4].
We note that the same proof applies in our setting, as volume changes after squeezing will
be arbitrarily small.

Second, we observe that the replacements constructed in this way are a priori only weak
replacements. However, Lemma and Corollary imply that the weak replacements
we construct are in fact strong replacements under the assumptions of Theorem [I8.1]

20.7. Genus bound. We follow the argument of [DLP10)].

The analogue of [DLPI10} Proposition 3.2], i.e. regularity of the constrained isotopy mini-
mization problem, follows from the above interior and boundary regularity theorems, com-
bined with the observation that the squeezing argument at the boundary from [DLP10),
Lemma 6.1] works in our setting (after squeezing, volume changes will be arbitrarily small).

The proof of [DLP10], Proposition 2.1] in [DLP10], §4] follows the same argument combined
with the following observations. First, the min-max limit V' is a smooth embedded surface
of prescribed mean curvature and satisfies unique continuation. Hence, when we solve local
constrained minimization problems and take limits using the compactness theory developed
in Part , the apriori C'! local minimizers converge in CL% to the smooth limit V. Since local
minimizers are smooth where they have density 1, we can always take the local constrained
minimizers to be smooth stable embedded surfaces of prescribed mean curvature. Second,
the estimate [DLP10, Lemma 4.2] holds for smooth surfaces with bounded mean curvature,
where the constant C' depends on the mean curvature bound. The proof follows by keeping
track of the nonvanishing left hand side in the first variation formula [DLP10L (A.2)].

Equipped with Simon’s Lifting Lemma [DLP10), Proposition 2.1], the rest of the proof is
identical.

APPENDIX A. MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE

A maximum principle is required to patch together the limits of decomposed stacked disk
minimization problems. Since we obtain lower regularity than in the minimal surface setting,
we need a maximum principle in the setting of C1® surfaces.

We adopt the following definition from [ZZ19).

Definition A.1. Let N; (i = 1,2) be connected embedded two-sided C! surfaces in a
connected open subset W C M with ON; "W = @&. Let v; be the unit normal to N;.
We say that Ny lies on one side of Ny if Ny divides W into two connected components
Wy UWy = W\ Ny, where vy points into W; and either:

o N, C E, which we write as N; < N,; or
e Ny, C W5, which we write as N; > Ns.
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Lemma A.2 (Maximum Principle). Let Ny and Ny be C** surfaces in a connected open
set W so that Ny lies on one side of Ny, Ny > Ny, Ny > Ny, and Ny and Ny intersect
tangentially at x € W. If each N; has nonnegative mean curvature in the weak sense with
respect to the normal v;, then Ny = Ny and each is a smooth minimal surface.

Proof. Since the unit normals point in opposite directions, being smooth and minimal follows
if we show N; = N,.

Suppose for contradiction Ny # N,. Without loss of generality, there is a sequence z; — x
with z; € Ny \ No. Let P C T, M be the common tangent plane of N; and N, at z, and let
v = v1(x) be a unit normal to P, so that vy(z) = —v. Let 19 € (0,1) be sufficiently small
so that ¢ ' (Ny N BY(x)) and ¢, (N, N BM(x)) are C graphs over B C P, given by C'*
functions u; > uy and let p € (0,79/2). Let B, denote BX(0).

We shall use the same setup as in the proof of Proposition [I1.1 We let

e § be the rescaled pullback metric (¢, o p1,)*g, so that
|G — grucllco (B x1-1,1)) < 6(p),
where 6(p) — 0 as p — 0;
e 1; : By — R be defined by @;(z) = p~tu;(pz) so that
tiller s,y < 6(p);

e A(z,z,p) be such that with the rescaled metric g on R3, we have H?(graph u|p,) =
[ Az, u, Du) da for all C* functions u : By — R and r € (0, 2);
e () be the mean curvature operator for graphs over By with respect to g.

Then Q(u) < 0 (resp. > 0) in the weak sense in B; is equivalent to (in our choice of sign
convention)

/ (Ay(z,u, Du) - D¢ + A,(x,u, Du)p) <0 (resp. > 0)
B1
for all ¢ € W,?(B;) with ¢ > 0.
By assumption, we have Q(u1) > 0 and Q(d2) < 0 in the weak sense. If we let v =

@y — g > 0, then v € CH* is a non-negative weak supersolution of a linear elliptic equation
with continuous coefficients (depending on @; and ) as in [GT01, Theorem 10.7], i.e.

/ (a” Djv + b'v)D;¢p — (—b"Dyv + cv)d > 0
By
for all non-negative ¢ € Wy*(By), where @, = tiiy + (1 — )iy and
1
a’ = / App; (2, 1y, Duty) dt
0
_ 1
b= / A, .(z, 0y, D) dt
0

1
ci= —/ A,.(x,uy, Duy) dt.
0

Since Ny and N, intersect tangentially at z, v(0) = 0, and imel/4 v = 0. Hence, the weak
Harnack inequality for supersolutions [GT01, Theorem 8.18] implies ||v| 15, ) = 0. As v is
O, this means U|Bl/2 = 0, contradicting the choice of the sequence z; — x. 0
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