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EQUIVARIANT MIN-MAX HYPERSURFACE IN G-MANIFOLDS WITH
POSITIVE RICCI CURVATURE

TONGRUI WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider a connected orientable closed Riemannian manifold
M™ ! with positive Ricci curvature. Suppose G is a compact Lie group acting by isometries
on M with 3 < codim(G -p) < 7 for all p € M. Then we show the equivariant min-
max G-hypersurface ¥ corresponding to the fundamental class [M] is a multiplicity one
minimal G-hypersurface with a G-invariant unit normal and G-equivariant index one. As
an application, we are able to establish a genus bound for ¥, a control on the singular
points of ¥/G, and an upper bound for the (first) G-width of M provided n + 1 = 3 and
the actions of GG are orientation preserving.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a connected orientable closed Riemannian manifold (M"*! g, ), minimizing the
area within a non-trivial homology class is a natural way to construct minimal hypersurfaces
(c.f. [I][33]). However, if M has positive Ricci curvature, it follows from the stability
inequality that this minimization method can not be applied. In the 1960s, Almgren [I][2]
proposed the min-maz theory to find minimal submanifolds in the most general situation.
Subsequently, the regularity for min-max hypersurfaces was improved by Pitts [27] (n < 5)
and Schoen-Simon [3I] (n = 6). Indeed, for n > 7, they showed the min-max minimal
hypersurface is smooth embedded except for a singular set of codimension 7.

Due to the generality and abstractness of Almgren-Pitts min-max theory, many of the
geometric properties of min-max hypersurfaces have not been understood until recently.
For instance, in a closed manifold with positive Ricci curvature, a series of studies were
set out to characterize the min-max hypersurfaces generated from one-parameter families.
Specifically, using the Heegaard splitting, Marques-Neves [I§] studied the index and genus of
the min-max surface in certain 3-manifolds. Additionally, they also obtained sharp estimates
for the width and rigidity results. In higher dimensional manifold M"™*! with positive Ricci
curvature, Zhou determined the Morse index and multiplicity of the min-max hypersurface
in [39] (for 3 <n+1<7) and [40] (for n > 7). Subsequently, Ketover-Marques-Neves [15]
refined Zhou’s results in dimension 3 < n+1 < 7 by showing the orientability of the min-max
hypersurface using the catenoid estimates. In particular, the min-max hypersurface is an
orientable closed minimal hypersurface of Morse index one and has the least area among all
orientable closed minimal hypersurfaces. Furthermore, without any curvature assumption,
the constructions in [I8][39] were also employed by Mazet-Rosenberg [23] to show the least
area minimal hypersurface is either stable or a min-max hypersurface of Morse index one.

Given a 3-manifold M with a finite group G acting by isometries, Pitts-Rubinstein [28][29]
first assert the existence of a G-invariant minimal surface with estimates on its index and
genus. The existence and regularity for minimal G-invariant surfaces (abbreviated as G-
surfaces) were recently confirmed by Ketover [14] using the equivariant min-max under the
smooth setting. More generally, suppose M"*! is a closed Riemannian manifold with a
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compact Lie group G acting by isometries so that 3 < codim(G - p) < 7, Vp € M. The
equivariant min-max theory was also extended to this general scenario by Liu [I7] in the
smooth setting and by the author [34][35] in the Almgren-Pitts setting. In particular, the
author showed an isomorphism between H,, 1(M;7Zs) and 71(Z5(M;Z5)) in [34, Theorem
9], where Z&(M:;Zs) is the space of G-invariant n-cycles. Then it parallels the construc-
tions of Almgren-Pitts [27] that the fundamental class [M] € H,,4+1(M;Zs2) is corresponding
to the equivariant min-maz width W (M) > 0 of M, which can be realized by the area
of some minimal G-invariant hypersurfaces (abbreviated as G-hypersurfaces) with multi-
plicities. Therefore, it now seems reasonable to investigate the geometric features of the
equivariant min-max hypersurface, such as its area, multiplicity, index, and topology.

In this paper, our main result generalizes the characterization of the min-max hypersur-
face into an equivariant version (see Theorem [G.1]).

Theorem 1.1. Let (M"“,gM) be a connected orientable closed Riemannian manifold with
positive Ricci curvature, and G be a compact Lie group acting by isometries on M so that
3 < codim(G - p) < 7 for all p € M. Then the equivariant min-maz hypersurface 3
corresponding to the fundamental class [M] € Hy1(M;Z9) is a multiplicity one minimal
G-hypersurface so that

(i) X has a G-invariant unit normal vector field;
(ii) the equivariant Morse index of ¥ (Definition[{.1)) is one;
(iii) X has the least area among all closed embedded minimal G-hypersurfaces with G-
mvariant unit normal vector fields.

Remark 1.2. We make some remarks for the above theorem:

(i) If M has connected components {M;}", we can take a component M; and the
Lie sub-group G; := {g € G : g- M; = M;}. By applying the above theorem to
M; and G;, we obtain a minimal G;-invariant hypersurface ¥; of multiplicity one.
Additionally, one easily verifies that G - ¥; C G - M; is a minimal G-hypersurface
satisfying (i)-(iii) in Theorem [[.J] with G - M; in place of M.

(ii) Without the positive Ricci curvature assumption, we can combine the proof of
Theorem [[LI] and the constructions in [23] to show the existence of a minimal
G-hypersurface of the least area (counted with multiplicity) among all minimal
G-hypersurfaces. The details will be discussed in another upcoming paper.

The existence of a G-invariant unit normal can help to distinguish the min-max G-
hypersurface ¥ and the fixed points set under certain Z, actions. For instance, consider a
positive Ricci curvature 3-ellipsoid M with its major axis (on x;) sufficiently long and the
other principal axes bounded by 2. Then the classical min-max theory shall provide the
equator I' = {x; = 0} N M on the major axis as the min-max hypersurface. Although T'
is also invariant under the Zo-reflections (z1,2') — (—x1,2’), it can not be the min-max
Zo-hypersurface since its unit normal is not Zo-invariant. An interesting question is what
exactly is the min-max Zs-hypersurface in this case, and how does it relate to 2-min-max
minimal hypersurfaces?

The characterizations of the Morse index and multiplicity for min-max hypersurfaces are
crucial in the study of min-max theory. For instance, a key part in the proof of the Will-
more conjecture by Marques-Neves [19] is to show the minimal surface in S* constructed
by the five-parameter families of min-max has Morse index 5. Additionally, by specify-
ing generically the multiplicity ([41]) and index ([20][22]) of min-max hypersurfaces, the
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multi-parameter min-max theory was used to establish the Morse theory for the area func-
tional. In the equivariant case, the author [36] also proved general upper bounds for the
G-index (Definition [4]]) of equivariant min-max hypersurfaces from multi-parameter fami-
lies. Therefore, in light of Theorem [T and [4], we conjecture that for a generic G-invariant
Riemannian metric, the minimal G-hypersurface constructed from k-parameter families of
equivariant min-max shall have multiplicity one, G-index k, and a G-invariant unit normal.

Moreover, it has been discovered in numerous studies that the Morse index of a minimal
surface is related to its topology. For instance, in a closed manifold with positive Ricci
curvature, Choi-Schoen [7] proved the area of a closed minimal surface can be bounded
by its genus. Therefore, by Ejiri-Micallef [I0, Theorem 4.3|, the index of a such minimal
surface is also bounded by its genus. Additionally, using the conformal volume, Yau (c.f. [32],
Chapter VIII, Section 4]) obtained a genus bound for index one minimal surfaces in positive
Ricci curvature manifolds. More generally, in an orientable 3-manifold with nonnegative
Ricci curvature, it follows from the sharp estimate of Ros [30, Theorem 15] that a closed
orientable minimal surface of index one must have genus < 3. For a complete two-sided
minimal surface in R3, Chodosh-Maximo showed in [5] that its genus and the number of
ends give a lower bound on its index. We refer to [6][24] for more related research.

Hence, as an application, we use the conformal volume initiated by Li-Yau [16] in the orbit
space to show a general genus bound of the equivariant min-max surface in a 3-manifold
with positive Ricci curvature, which further indicates an upper bound of the G-width and
a bound for the singular points of ¥/G (see Theorem [B.2]).

Theorem 1.3. Let (M3,g,,) be a closed connected oriented Riemannian 3-manifold with
positive Ricci curvature, and G be a finite group acting on M by orientation preserving
isometries. Then the equivariant min-max hypersurface ¥ corresponding to the fundamental
class [M] is a connected minimal G-hypersurface of multiplicity one with

8TtK
genus(Y) < 4K,  WO(M) = Area(S) < ——,
CM
where K 1= maxyen #G - p < #G is the number of points in a principal orbit of M, and
Ricpyr > ey > 0. Additionally, the quotient space w(X) = ¥/G is an orientable surface with
finite cone singular points of order {n;}*_, so that SF_ (1 — niz) <4 and genus(m(X)) < 3.

In particular, if ¥ C MP"" then genus(¥) < 1+ 2K.

The conformal method has been employed in many studies for the volume spectrum, i.e.
the multi-parameter version of width. For the first width W (M) in the volume spectrum,
Glynn-Adey-Liokumovich [I2] gave an upper bound using the min-conformal volume of the
ambient manifold. In particular, if M is a closed surface, they showed the first width W (M)
can be bounded by the genus and area of M. Additionally, the conformal upper bounds for
the volume spectrum were proved by Wang in [37].

The main idea for Theorem [[1] is as follows. For the closed manifold M and the Lie
group GG in Theorem [[I] we can take any closed embedded minimal G-hypersurface 3
in M and use the variation of its first eigenvector field to foliate a G-neighborhood of X.
Using a half-space version of the equivariant min-max theory (Theorem BIT]), we argue by
contradiction to show this local G-equivariant foliation can be extended to a continuous
G-sweepout of M with mass no more than Area(X) (if ¥ has a G-invariant unit normal)
or 2Area(X). Therefore, it follows from the equivariant min-max theory [34, Theorem §]
(see also [35, Theorem 4.20]) that the equivariant min-max hypersurface is the minimal



4 TONGRUI WANG

G-hypersurface of least area in the sense of (B.I]). Additionally, if the equivariant min-max
hypersurface does not admit a G-invariant unit normal, it must have even multiplicity by
the constructions of equivariant min-max (Theorem B.8). However, in this case, we can
further use the catenoid estimates of Ketover-Marques-Neves [I5] to add small G-invariant
cylinders in the G-sweepouts (Proposition [L.7]), which will strictly decrease the mass and
give a contradiction.

The above idea shares the same spirit as in [39]. However, since the equivariant min-max
theory was already established in a continuous version [34] Theorem 8|, we do not need
to invoke the smooth setting of min-max (c.f. [9]) as in [39, Section 2|, but give a more
self-contained equivariant min-max construction in half spaces (Theorem [B.11]). Meanwhile,
instead of using the discretization theorem as in [39, Theorem 5.8], we can more easily
determine that the extension of the G-equivariant foliation is a G-sweepout.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some notations and definitions
of Lie group actions and geometric measure theory. In particular, we also introduce the G-
equivariant sweepouts and G-width of M in a continuous version using the isomorphic map
between 71 (2% (M;Zs)) and H,,,1(M;Zs). Then we introduce in Section [ the equivariant
min-max theory developed by the author in [34][35] under the Almgren-Pitts setting with
some modifications. In Section @ we will generate a continuous G-sweepout with good
properties from a given minimal G-hypersurface. Finally, the proof of the main theorem
and its applications are given in Section
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2. PRELIMINARY

Let (M"*1 g,,) be an orientable connected compact Riemannian (n + 1)-dimensional
manifold and G be a compact Lie group acting isometrically on M. Denote by p a bi-
invariant Haar measure on G normalized to u(G) = 1. For the case that OM # (), it follows
from [35, Lemma A.1] that M can be equivariantly and isometrically extended to a closed
Riemannian manifold (N, g, ) with G acting on N by isometries. Therefore, we can assume
M is a compact domain of a closed Riemannian G-manifold N.

2.1. Lie group actions. To begin with, we gather some definitions of Lie group actions,
most of which are referred from [3][4].

It follows from [26] that there is an orthogonal representation p : G — O(L) and an
isometric embedding i : M < R’ for some L € N so that 4 is equivariant, i.e. iog = p(g)oi.
For simplicity, we regard M as a subset of R* and denote the orthogonal action of g € G
on x € RY as g-x. We say a subset (hypersurface) A C M is a G-subset (G-hypersurface)
ifg-A=Aforall g eqG.

For any p € M, let G-p:={g-p:g € G} be the orbit containing p and G, := {g € G :
g-p = p} be the isotropy group of p. Note G -p is a closed submanifold of M and G, is a Lie
subgroup of G. We then say p has (G,) orbit type, where (G)) is the conjugacy class of G},
in G. By [3 Proposition 2.2.4], there is a (unique) minimal conjugacy class (P) of isotropy
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groups so that M?™" = Mpy := {p € M : (Gp) = (P)} is an open dense G-subset of M.
We call any G-p C MP"™ a principal orbit of M and denote by Cohom(G) the co-dimension
of a principal orbit, which is known as the cohomogeneity of the actions of G.

Let M/G be the quotient space, i.e. the orbit space, and m be the projection 7 : M —
M/G, p — [p]. It is well-known that M /G is a Hausdorff metric space with induced metric
dist s/ ([p], [a]) := dista (G- p, G - q).

Denote by B,(p), Br([p]), and BF(p) the geodesic ball in M (or in N if M # (), the
metric ball in M/G, and the Euclidean ball in R¥ respectively. Then we use the following
notations:

e X(M),X(U): the space of smooth vector fields compact supported in M or U C M;

o XG(M),xX%(U): the space of G-vector fields X in M or U, i.e. g, X = X,Vg € G;

. Bg(p): the open geodesic tube with radius p around the orbit G - p in M (or in N

if OM # 0);

e An%(p,s,t): the open tube BZ(p) \Ef(p)
For any closed G-hypersurface > C M, denote by N its normal bundle with G acting on
it by g-v:= g,v for all ¢ € G,v € NX. Let exp% : NX — M be the normal exponential
map of X. Note exp% is a G-equivariant diffeomorphism in a neighborhood of .

2.2. Geometry measure theory. We refer [11][27][33] for the following definitions:
o I, (M;Zs): the space of k-dimensional mod 2 flat chains in R with support con-
tained in M,
o Z,(M;Zs): the space of T € I,,(M;Zy) with T = 90U for some U € 1,41(M;Zs),
i.e. the boundary type mod 2 n-cycles;
e Vi(M): the weak topological closure of the space of k-dimensional rectifiable vari-
folds in R* with support contained in M.
Let F and M be the flat (semi-)norm and the mass norm in Ij,(M;Zg) ([11], 4.2.26]). Define
the F-metric on V(M) as in [27, Page 66]. Then F induces the weak topology on any mass
bounded subset {V € V(M) : |[V|[(M) < C}, where C' > 0 and ||V|| is the Radon measure
on M induced by V.
For any T' € Ix(M;Zs), we denote |T'| and ||T'|| as the integral varifold and the Radon
measure induced by T'. Then we define the F-metric on I(M;Zsy) by

F(S,T):=F(S—T)+F(S],|T]), VST € L(M;Zs).
It follows from [27, Page 68] that for any T, {T;}ien C Z,(M;Zs),
(2.1) lim F(T;,T)=0 < lim F(7;,7) =0 and lim M(T;) = M(T).
1—>00 1—>00 12— 00
For v=M, F, F,let I(M;v;Zs), Z,(M;v;Zs) be the space with topology induced by v.
We say T € 1,(M;Zs) (or V € Vi(M)) is G-invariant if gxT = T (g4V = V) for all

g € G. Then we have the following subspaces of G-invariant elements:

o I0(M;Zs) = {T € It(M;Zs): 94T =T, Vg€ G};

o Z8(M;Zs) :={T € Z,(M;Zy): T = U, for some U € IS (M;Z)};

o VI (M) :={V eVi(M): g4V =V, Vg € G}.
Note Z§(M;Zs) C {T € Z,(M;Zs) : g4T =T, ¥Yg € G}. Since G acts by isometries,
IE(M i 7)), 25(M;Zs), and VkG (M) are closed subspaces with induced metrics M, F, F.

Moreover, we have the following isoperimetric lemma (c.f. [34, Lemma 5]), which is also
valid when OM # ().
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Lemma 2.1. There are constants epy > 0, Cay > 1 such that for any T1,Ts € IS(M;ZQ)
with 0T7 = 0Ty = 0, and
.F(Tl — Tg) < €m,
there is a unique Q) € I%_l(M; Zs3), called the isoperimetric choice of T, T5, satisfying
(i) 0Q =Ty — Ty,
(i) M(Q) < Cn - F(Ty — Tt).

For any V € V,,(M) and X € X(M), the first variation of V along X is given by
d :
VX i= |, IEVION = [ divs(X) @)V (p.5),
t=0 Gn(M)

where {F;} are the diffeomorphisms generated by X, and G, (M) is the Grassmannian
bundle of un-oriented n-planes over M. Suppose V € V& (M) is G-invariant and U C M is
an open G-subset, then we say

e V is stationary in U, if V(X)) =0 for all X € X(U);
e V is G-stationary in U, if §V(X) = 0 for all X € X¢(U).
Clearly, a stationary G-varifold must be G-stationary. Meanwhile, for any X € X(U), let

(2.2) Xg = /G(g‘l)*Xdu(g)-

A direct compute shows X¢ € X%(U) and 6V (X) = 6V (Xg) for any V € VI (M) (c.f. [I7,
Lemma 2.2]). Hence, we have:

(2.3) V € V¥ (M) is stationary in U if and only if it is G-stationary in U.

2.3. G-Sweepouts and G-width. To define the equivariant sweepouts and width, we need
to introduce a technical assumption:

Definition 2.2. For any F-continuous map ® : [0,1] — Z%(M;Zs), define
mC(@,7) = sup{ () [(BE () : 2 € [0, 1],p € M},
where B (p) is the geodesic r-neighborhood of G-p in M (or in N if M C N has non-empty

boundary). Then we say ® has no concentration of mass on orbits if lim,_,o m&(®,r) = 0.

By (1)) and a continuous argument, we have the following lemma (c.f. [34) Lemma 8]),
which is quite useful in Section [Bl

Lemma 2.3. If ® : [0,1] — Z5(M;Zs) is F-continuous, then ® has no concentration of
mass on orbits and sup,ejo ) M(®(z)) < oo.

2.3.1. Closed manifolds.
In this case, )M = (). Then for any F-continuous closed curve ® : [0,1] — Z5(M;Zs),

®(0) = ®(1), we can take a; = 3]—;“ j=0,1,...,3% with & € N large enough so that

(24) ]:(q>(x) - q>(y)) <em, Va,ye€ [aj7 (Ij+1],

where ey; > 0 is given by Lemma Il By Lemma ] there is Q; € IS, (M;Zy) with
0Q; = @(]?jﬂ)—(l)(aj) and M(Q;) < Oy F(®(aj+1)—P(aj)), 7 =0,1,...,3%—1. Therefore,
Q = Z;’:Bl Q; € IS 1(M;Zy) satisfies Q = 0, which indicates @ = [[M]] or 0 by the
Constancy Theorem [33, 26.27]. Hence, we can correspond ® to a homology class:

(2.5) Fy(®) = [Q] € Hyyr(M™Zy).
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By the constancy theorem, Fj;(®) does not depend on the choice of k. Moreover, by [34]
Remark 2] and the arguments in [I], we have Fy;(®) = Fj;(®') for any closed curve @’ that
is homotopic to ® in Z(M; F;Zs), and Fy; induces an isomorphism ([34, Theorem 9)):

Fup - m (28 (M3 7)) = Hpy1 (M Zs).

In the above isomorphism, we do not need to specify the base point of 7 (Z5(M;Zs)).
This is because Z&(M;Zs) is the F-path connected component of I (M; Zy) N Z,,(M; Zs)
containing 0 (by Lemma 2] and the contraction argument in [22 Claim 5.3]).

Definition 2.4 (G-sweepout). A closed F-continuous curve ® : S — Z%(M;Zs) is said
to be a G-sweepout of M if Fy(®) = [M] # 0.

Remark 2.5. Since Z,? (M;Zs) is F-path connected, every two G-sweepouts are homotopic
to each other in Z5 (M; F;Zy). Hence, the set of G-sweepouts of M is exactly the non-trivial
homotopy class of closed curves in Z5(M;Zs).

Next, we introduce the min-max G-width of M which can be regarded as a critical value
for the area functional with respect to all variations by (2.3]).

Definition 2.6 (G-width). Let P%(M) be the set of G-sweepouts of M with no concen-
tration of mass on orbits. Then we define the G-width of M by

WY M) := inf M(®(z)).
(M) st S50 (®(z))

2.3.2. Compact manifolds with boundary.

Now we consider the case that OM # (), and regard M as a compact domain of a closed
Riemannian G-manifold N. Let Fy be given by (Z3]), and vy be the unit normal of M
pointing inward M. Then for n > 0 small enough, define

(2.6) M, := M\ exng([O,n) ~van) = {p € M : distpr(p,OM) > n}.

Let ®; : [0,1] — ZY(M;Zs), i = 1,2, be two F-continuous curve so that ®;(0) = [[OM]]
and ®;(1) = 0. As the constructions in (24]), we can associate ®; to Q; € IS, (M;Zy) with
0Q; = [[OM]]. Then the Constancy Theorem implies @); = [[M]]. Therefore, the curves
product (joint curve) @, - ®; satisfies F(®;" - @) = 0, and thus &, - ®; is homotopic
to 0 in Z&(N; F;Zs). Since spt(®;(x)) € M for all z € [0,1] and i = 1,2, we can apply the
double cover argument in [22, Theorem 5.1] with Lemma 21l in place of [I, Corollary 1.14],
and see the homotopy map between @5 L. @, and 0 can be taken in Z,(f (M; F;Zs). Thus
®; and @y are homotopic to each other in Z5 (M; F; Zs).

Next, we introduce the following definition for G-manifold with non-empty boundary,
which is generalized from the smooth min-max setting [39, Definition 2.1, 2.5].

Definition 2.7. Suppose M is a compact Riemannian G-manifold with boundary M # (.
Then we call a F-continuous curve ® : [0,1] — Z5(M;Zs) a G-sweepout of (M, M), if

(i) @(0) = [[oM]], ®(1) = 0;

(ii) there exist € > 0 and a smooth G-invariant function w : [0, €] x OM — [0, 00) with
w(0,-) = 0 and %w(O,-) > 0, so that ®(z), x € [0,¢], is induced by the smooth
G-hypersurface expg,, (w(z, )vonm);

(ili) for any zg € (0,1], there exists n > 0 so that spt(®(z)) CC M, for all x € [z, 1].
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Denote by P%(M,0M) the set of G-sweepouts of (M,dM) with no concentration of mass
on orbits. Then we define the G-width of (M,0M) by
G — :
WS(M,0M) : @EPGI(HJ\f/.[,aM) le[lolf)l]M@P(x)).

Remark 2.8. As we mention before, any two G-sweepouts @1, Py of (M,0M) must ho-
motopic to each other in ZS (M; F;Zs). Moreover, by reparametrization, the foliation
parts of ®;, i = 1,2, are homotopic through v; := (1 — t)wy + tws, where ¢t € [0,1] and
wy, ws : [0, %] x OM — [0,00) are given by Definition 2.7 The non-foliation parts (I)Zw_[%, 1]
and expéM(vt(%, Jvanm) are all in M, for some 1 > 0, and thus the homotopy between
these parts can be taken in Z¢(M,; F;Zs) (c.f. the constructions in [22, Theorem 5.1] with
Lemma T]). Therefore, we can take a homotopy map H : [0,1] x [0,1] — Z5(M; F;Zs) so
that H(0,-) = ®1, H(1,-) = ®9, and for every ¢ € [0, 1], H(t,-) is a G-sweepout of (M,0M).

3. EQUIVARIANT MIN-MAX THEORY

In this section, we introduce the equivariant min-max constructions in [34] (see [35][3€]
for modified versions). Then main purpose is to find an integral G-varifold V' € V(M)
induced by a smooth embedded minimal G-hypersurface so that ||[V||(M) = W& (M) (or
W& (M,0M) if M # (). Since our definitions differ slightly from those in [34][35], we shall
outline the essential steps for the sake of completeness.

Throughout this section, let P¢ = PY (M) or PY(M,0M), WE = W (M) or WE(M,0M)
depending on whether OM is empty. By reparametrization, we always assume the domain
of ® € P is I = [0,1], and if OM # (), then ®[0,1/3] are smooth G-hypersurfaces as in
Definition 27|(ii).

For any sequence {®;};eny C P, define the width of {®;};en by

L({®;}ien) == limsup sup M(®;(x)),

1—oo x€l

Then we say {®; }ien is a min-mazx sequence if
L({®;}ien) = WE.
The image set of {®;};cn is defined by
A{®iien) ={V e VE(M): V = ]151(()10 |4, (w;;)| for some i; — oo, z;; € I},

Moreover, we define the critical set of {®;};en by
C({®i}ien) == {V € A{Pi}ien) : [[VI[(M) = L({®;}ien)}-

3.1. Discrete min-max settings. To apply the equivariant min-max constructions in
[34] [35], we need the following discrete notations. Since we only consider curves in Z5(M; Zs),
we will restrict the notations to the 1-parameter case.

Denote by I := [0,1]. For any j € N, let I(1,5) be the cube complex on I with 1-cells
and O-cells (vertices) given by:

I(L])l = {[073_j]7 [3_j7 2- 3_j]7 tey [1 - 3_j7 1]}7 I(L])O = {[0]7 [3_j]7 e [1]}
The boundary homeomorphism 0 is defined by 0la,b] = [b] — [a]. Then we denote by
1(2,7) = I(1,7) ® I(1, ) the cell complex on I? = I x I. For any a = a; ® g € 1(2, ), we
say « is a p-cell, if dim(aq) + dim(ag) = p. Then the set of p-cells of I(2,j) is denoted by
1(2,7)p, and the set of p-cells in « € I(i,j), is denoted by a.
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Let J := [1/3,1]. Then we denote by J(1,7) the cubical subcomplex containing all the
cells of I(1, j) supported in J. Similarly, the set of p-cells of J(1, j) is denoted by J(1,7), .

Given any two vertices x,y € I(m,j)o, define the distance d(z,y) := 3/ 1" |z; — yil.
For any map ¢ : I(1,5)o — Z%(M;Zs), we define the M-fineness of ¢ by

fM((b) ‘= sup {M(¢(£) - ¢(y)) : d(xvy) = 17 T,y € [(173)0} .

Suppose S = {p}ien is a sequence of maps ¢; : I(1,k;)o — Z5(M;Zy) such that k; — oo
and fyi(g;) — 0 as i — oo. Then we use the following notations:

o L(S) := limsup; o maX,er(1,k;)o M(i(2));
o A(S) :={V e VS(M):V =limj_o |;, (x;,)| for some i; — o0, x;, € I(1,ki)o};
o C(5) = {V e A(S) : |IV[I(M) = L(5)}-

For any i,7 € N, let n(é,j) : 1(1,i)9 — I(1,7)o be the nearest projection, i.e.
d(z,n(i, j)(z)) = inf{d(z,y) : y € I(m, j)o}-
Then we define the discrete homotopy:
Definition 3.1. Given ¢; : I(1,k;)o — Z%(M;Zs), i = 1,2, we say ¢1 and ¢o are 1-
homotopic in Z5 (M;Zy) with M-fineness 0 if there exists a map
O I(1,k)o x I(1, k) — 29 (M; Zy)
for some k& > max{ki, ko} such that fap(v) < d and ¢ ([i — 1],2) = ¢i(n(k,k;)(z)), for
i€{1,2} and = € I(1,k)o.
Definition 3.2. A sequence of mappings S = {&; }ien, @i : I(1,k;)o — Z5(M;Zs), is a
(1, M)-homotopy sequence of mappings into ZS (M;Zs),
if ¢; and ¢; 41 are 1-homotopic in fo (M;Zs) with M-fineness §; such that

(ii) sup{M(¢i(z)) : x € I(1,k;)o, i € N} < 4o00.

Definition 3.3. Let S7 = {qﬁg bien, j = 1,2, be two (1, M)-homotopy sequences of mappings
into Z§(M;7Z3). Then S' and S? are homotopic in Z5(M;7Zs) if there exists a sequence
{d; }ien such that
(i) ¢} is 1-homotopic to ¢? in 2 (M;Zs) with M-fineness d;;
By the following discretization theorem from [34, Theorem 2|, we can generate a (1, M)-
homotopy sequence of mappings into Z5(M;Zs) from any ® € PE.

Theorem 3.4 (Discretization Theorem). Let ® : [ — Z5(M;Zs) be a continuous map
in the flat topology so that sup,c; M(®(z)) < oo and ® has no concentration of mass on
orbits. Then there exists a sequence of maps

¢i : 1(1,5i)o — 27 (M3 Zo),
with j; < ji+1, and a sequence of positive numbers {J; }ieny converging to zero such that

(1) S = {¢i}ien is a (1,M)-homotopy sequence of mappings into Z5 (M;Zs) with M-
fineness fp (i) < 0;;
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(ii) there exists some sequence k; — 400 such that for all x € 1(1, j;)o,
M(¢;(z)) < sup{M(®(y)) : « € I(1,k;)1,x,y € a} + d;,

which implies L(S) < sup,er M(®(z));
(iii) sup{F(di(z) — ®(x)):x € I(1,4:)o} < di;
(iv) ®(0) = ¢i([0]) = ¥i(-,[0]), (1) = &([1]) = ¥(-,[1]), where 1; is the discrete
homotopy map of ¢; and ¢ir1 given by (i) with 1;([0], n(-)) = ¢4, Pi([1],n()) = dit1.
Moreover, let K C M be a compact G-invariant domain with smooth boundary. Then for
any j € N and o € I(1,7)1, if spt(®(z)) C K for all x € «, then we can further make
spt(¢i(x)) C K for all x € aNI(1,7;)0-

Proof. The statements in (i)-(iii) follow directly from [34], Theorem 2]. Note the proof of
[34] Theorem 2] is basically the combinatorial approach in [I9, Theorem 13.1] with Lemma
211 in place of [Il Corollary 1.14] and dist(G - p,-) in place of dist(p,). Meanwhile, since
the maps are defined on 1-dimensional cubical complex, (iv) follows from [I9] Proposition
13.5(ii)] and the combinatorial constructions of [19, Theorem 13.1(iv)]. Moreover, these
arguments would also carry over in the case M # (), and thus (i)-(iv) are still valid when
M has boundary. Finally, if K and o € I(1,j) are given as in the last statement. Then we
can apply the above discretization result to Lo in K and @ (I \ int(«)) in M respectively.
Note the boundary values are unchanged by (iv). Hence, the discrete maps defined in «
and I\ int(«) can be connected together, which gives the last statement. O

The following interpolation theorem (c.f. [34, Theorem 3|) suggests that a M-continuous
map into Z&(M;Zs) can be generated from a discrete map with small M-fineness.

Theorem 3.5 (Interpolation Theorem). For m = 1,2, there exists a positive constant
Co = Co(M, G, m) so that if ¢ : I(m,k)g — 25 (M;Zs) has fan(p) < enr with epr > 0 given
in Lemma [21), then there exists a map

™ — Z8(M; Zo)

continuous in the M-topology satisfying:
(i) ®(x) = ¢(z) for all x € I(m, k)o;
(ii) if « is some j-cell in I(m, k), then ® restricted to o depends only on the values of
¢ assumed on the vertices of a;
(ili) sup{M(®(x) — ®(y)) : x,y lie in a common cell of I(m,k)} < Cofan(e);
(iv) for any o € I(m,k);, if prag =T € ZG(M;Zs) is a constant, then dLa =T.

We call the map ® in Theorem the Almgren G-extension of ¢.

Proof. The statements in (i)-(iii) follow directly from [34] Theorem 3]. If OM # (), then
the constructions in [35, Theorem 4.13] would carry over with Z&(M;Z;) and Lemma 211
in place of Z&(M,0M;Zs) and [35, Lemma 3.10]. If ¢Lag = T € Z5(M;Z,) is a constant
for some j-cell o, then for any 1-cell v; = [a,b] € aq, the isoperimetric choice Q(v1) of ¢(a)
and ¢(b) (Lemma 271]) must be 0. Hence, for any cell 8 C «, the map hg constructed in
[35, Theorem 4.13] is 0, which implies ®La = T by [II 4.5]. O

Using the discretization /interpolation theorem B.4land 3.5 we have the following corollary
(c.f. [34, Corollary 1]):
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Corollary 3.6. Let ® : [ — Z5(M;Zs) be a F-continuous map with no concentration of
mass on orbits and sup,c; M(®(z)) < co. Suppose S = {¢;}ien is given by Theorem [
applied to ®, and ®; is the Almgren G-extension of ¢; given by Theorem[3.4 for i sufficiently
large. Then
(i) for each i large enough, there is a relative homotopy map H; : I? — Z(M; F; Zs)
q)l(l)f
(ii) L({®P;}ien) = L(S) < sup, ey M(®(z)).

Proof. Using Theorem and the arguments of Almgren [I], we see [Il, Theorem 8.2] is
valid in our G-invariant settings (even if M may be non-empty). Hence, the proof of [21],
Corollary 3.9] would carry over with Theorem 3.4 and in place of [2I Theorem 3.6,
3.6]. Thus, ®; is homotopic to ® in Z5(M; F; Zs) for i-large, and (ii) is valid. Additionally,
by (iv) in Theorem B4l and B3 we have ®(0) = ¢;([0]) = ®;(0) and ®(1) = ¢;([1]) =
®,(1) for all i-large. Therefore, combining (iv) in Theorem [3.4] and B3 with the homotopy
constructions in [2I], Proposition 3.3, 3.8], one easily verifies that the homotopy map H; of
® and P; is relative to the boundary values. O

Let {®;}ien C P be any min-max sequence. If M = (), then we can apply Corollary

to each ®; and obtain a sequence of M-continuous curves {<I>3 }jen relative homotopic
to ®; in Z¢(M; F;Zs) and L({@;}jeN) < sup,e;r M(®;(x)). Choose j(i) sufficiently large
so that sup,cy M(<I>§.(Z.) () < supye; M(®;(x)) + 7. Hence, we have {¢§(i)}ieN C PE(M) is
a min-max sequence continuous in the M-topology and so in the F-topology.

For the case M # (), we can apply the above arguments to each ®;_.J in a G-submanifold

M,, given by Definition Z77(iii) with zo = %, and get q)j.(i) : JJ — Z8(M,,; M; Zs) satisfying
° q)é.(i) is relative homotopic to ®;.J in ZE(MW}-; Z3),
o supge ;s M(P ) (2)) < sup,e; M(®4(2)) + 5.

1
Since the homotopy map of @;'.(i) and ®;J is relative to the boundary values, we can define

<I>;(Z.)|_[0, 2] = ®;.[0, 3] and see {‘I>§-(i)}z‘eN C PE(M,0M) is a sequence of F-continuous
min-max sequence.
Therefore, the above arguments give the following corollary, which implies we only need

to consider the F-continuous G-sweepouts.
Corollary 3.7. The G-width defined in Definition [2.0 and [2.7] satisfies

WY = inf{sup M(®(z)) : ® € PY is F-continuous}.
zel
3.2. Min-max theorems. We now use the min-max method to construct a minimal G-
hypersurface (with multiplicity) so that the width W& is realized by its area.

3.2.1. Closed manifolds.

For the case that M is closed, it follows from Remark and Corollary B.7] that IT :=
{® € PY(M) is F-continuous} is a continuous G-homotopy class in the sense of [34, Defini-
tion 5], and W& (M) = L(IT) in the sense of [34, Definition 6]. Hence, we have the following
min-max theorem by [34, Theorem 8]. (Note the assumptions on M \ MP"™ in [34, Theorem
8] can be removed by the modifications in [35], and the dimension assumption is modified
in [36, Theorem 5.1].)
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Theorem 3.8. Suppose M is closed, i.e. IM =0, and 3 < codim(G -p) < 7 forallp e M.
Then there exists an integral G-varifold V € V& (M) so that

m
V(M) = W(M), and V= n%,
i=1
where m,n; € N, {£;}1", are disjoint G-connected (Definition[].7)) smooth embedded closed
minimal G-hypersurfaces. Moreover, if 33; does not admit a G-invariant unit normal vector
field, then n; is an even number.

Proof. We only need to show the last statement since the existence and regularity of V
are given by [34] Theorem 8] (see also [36, Theorem 5.1]). Note the min-max varifold
V' is (G, Zs)-almost minimizing in annuli of boundary type in the sense of [34, Definition
10,11]. Hence, for each X;, we can take a small G-tube BS.(p) with center G - p C %; and
r € (0, W) so that

e V is (G,Zs)-almost minimizing of boundary type in BZ.(p);
e B%(p) has mean convex boundary for all ¢t € (0,2r);
e BS (p) Nspt(||V]]) C i, and OBE(p) is transversal to %;.

Then by the constructions ([34, Proposition 2, 3]) and the consistency ([36, Proposition
4.19]) of G-replacements, there exists a sequence {T}};en C 25 (M;Zs) so that

(1) T; = 0Qj is locally mass minimizing in BY (p) with Q; € ISH(M; Zs);

(2) |Ti] — V in the sense of varifolds.
By compactness, let T; — T = 0Q in the flat topology with @ € Igﬂ(M; Z3). Thus, we
have spt(T") C spt(V) = U, %;, which implies T' = Y, nj[[%;]] for some n) € Zy by the
Constancy Theorem. As a boundary of Q) € Igﬂ(M; Zs), we must have n} = 0 if ¥; does
not admit a G-invariant unit normal. Now we can use the slicing theory ([33], 28.5]) to take
s € (r/2,r) so that M(O(T;LB% (p))) are uniformly bounded, and thus 7. BS (p) converges
up to a subsequence. Finally, because of (1), [38, Theorem 1.1] suggests n; = n, mod 2,
and thus the multiplicity n; must be even for ¥; without a G-invariant unit normal. ]

3.2.2. Compact manifolds with boundary.
Now we consider the case that M # (). In this case, we make the assumption that

(3.1) Hyy >0, and WY (M,0M) > Area(dM),

where Hgy is the mean curvature of M with respect to the inward unit normal vg);. By
Corollary B.7], we can take a min-max sequence {®}};eny C P%(M, M) that are continuous
in the F-topology. The strategy is to use the following proposition to deform {®}};cn into
a new F-continuous min-max sequence so that every V € C({®}};cn) is supported in a
G-invariant subdomain M, CC M. With this benefit, the min-max constructions can be
restricted in the interior of M to build a closed minimal G-hypersurface realizing the width
W& (M,0M). This deformation approach is based on the idea of [I8, Lemma 2.2] and we
list the details here for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose OM # () satisfies (31). Then there exist a constant a > 0 and
a min-max sequence { P} }ien C PE(M,0M) continuous in the F-topology so that
o if M(®}(z)) > WY(M,0M) — & with § = (WG (M,0M) — Area(90M)), then
spt(®)(x)) CC M, == {p € M : distp(p,OM) > a}.
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Proof. Let a > 0 be small enough so that d := distps(0OM, -) is a G-invariant smooth function
in a 4a-neighborhood of M. By ([B1]), we can set a > 0 even smaller so that for any r €
[0,3a], M, = d~'(r) has positive mean curvature H, with respect to the inner unit normal
Vd. Denote by A, the second fundamental form of OM,, and ¢ = sup,c(g 3a) peans, |4r|(p)-
Then we take the function ¢ > 0 as in [I8, Lemma 2.2] so that

¢ +co <0, o(r) > 0 for r < 2a, o(r) =0 for r > 2a.
For any p € int(M) \ Mz, and n-subspace S C T,M, let {e;}!' ; be an orthonormal basis
of S, and P : TyM — T,0My, be the projection. Since dim(S N T,0My,)) > n — 1,
we can assume {e;}7"' U {e*} gives an orthonormal basis of T,0M,), where e* satisfies
(e*, P(en)) = |P(en)|. Noting Vd L T;,0My,y and Vy4Vd = 0, we have

n

divg(9Vd) = ¢'(d(p)) - (en, Vd)* + ¢(d(p)) - Y (Ve Vd, ;)

i=1

(3.2) = ¢(en, Vd)* — 6 Ay (P(e:), Ples))
i=1
= (qb/ + ¢Ad(p) (6*, e*))<en, Vd>2 - ¢Hd(p)
< (¢ + co)len, Vd)* — ¢Hy) < 0.
By Corollary B, we can take any min-max sequence {®; };eny C PE(M, M) continuous in
the F-metric. Then for each ®;, there exist ¢; > 0 and 7; € (0, §) so that
(1) ®;L[0,4€;] are smooth G-hypersurfaces with M(®;(x)) < Area(OM)+9, Va € [0, 4¢;];
(2) spt(®(x)) CC My, for all z € [e;, 1].
Let x; be a cut-off function so that ;(r) = 0 for » < n;, and k;(r) = 1 for r > 2n;. Then
the G-vector field X; := k;(d)¢p(d)Vd generates G-equivariant diffeomorphisms {F}}. By
(2) and (B2), for any = € [¢;, 1] and to > 0, we have

Sl M@ @) = 2] NERE s @00
— [ avsCeavi,. = [ divs(@va)avi,. <o,

where Vi, o := |(Ff)) 4 ®i(z)| € VS (May,). Therefore,
(3.3) M((F})4®;(z)) < M(®;(x)), Va € [e,1], t > 0.

Since Mo, \ Ma, C spt(X;) C My, \ int(Mag), we see limy_,o0 F}(p) € OMa, for any p €
Moy, \ Ms,, and thus F:Zpl (Msy,) € M, for some T; > 0. Choose a smooth function h; :
[0,1] — [0, T;] with h;L[0,€;] = 0, hi[2€;,1] = T;. Then ®f(x) := (F,’Ll(m))#fbl(x) satisfies:

(a) ®f(z) = @;(z) for z € [0, ¢] (since h; = 0);

(b) M(®}(z)) < M(®;(x) for all z € [e;, 1] (by E)):

(c) spt(®f(z)) CC M, for all x € [2¢;,1] (by (2) and the definitions of T3, h;).
Clearly, {®%}ien € PY(M,0M) is also an F-continuous min-max sequence. Additionally,
if M(®}(x)) > WE(M,0M) — § > Area(OM) + 6, then x € (4¢;, 1] by (1)(a)(b), and thus
spt(®F(z)) CC M, by (c). O

Next, we use the pull-tight arguments to make every V € C({®!};cn) stationary in M.
By Proposition 3.9] the pull-tight procedure can be restricted in a G-subset int(M,).
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Proposition 3.10. Suppose OM #  satisfies (31) and 6 := (W (M, 0M) — Area(OM)).
Let a > 0 and {®}}ien C PY(M,0M) be given by Proposition [Z9. Then there is an
F-continuous min-maz sequence {®;};en C PE(M,0M) with

(i) C({®i}ien) C C({]}ien) N VY (Ma);

(ii) every G-varifold V- € C({®;}ien) is stationary in M;

(i) if M(®(x)) > WE(M,0M) — 5, then spt(®;(z)) CC M.
Proof. Let C := sup;cy sup,er M(®}(z)) < oo and M% i= int(Ms) be a G-invariant open
set of M. Define then A := {V € V¥(M) : ||[V|(M) < C} and

Ap:={V € A:V is stationary in M%}

Since G acts by isometries, A and Ay are compact subset of V&(M). Additionally, for any
V e A, it follows from (22]) that V € Ap if and only if V' (X) =0, VX € %G(M%). Hence,
we can follow [I9, Page 765] (or [27, Page 153]) with X% (M ¢ ) in place of X(M) to define a
continuous map X : A — X% (M «) and a continuous function 1 : A — [0, 1] satisfying

e X(V)=0and n(V)=0,if V € Ap;
e SV(X(V))<Oand n(V) >0,if Ve A\ Ag;
o [(FF LV l(1) < (£ LVII(M) for all V€ Aand 0 < s < ¢ < p(V),

where { ftX (V)} are the equivariant diffeomorphisms generated by X (V). Define then
H: Ix{T€ZS(M;F;Zy): M(T) <C} — {T € 2%M;F;Zs): M(T) < C},
— X(|T1)
HT) = (fy), T

One easily verifies H(0,T) =T for all T € Z5(M;Zs) with M(T) < C, and
e if |T'| is stationary in ]\04%, then H(t,T) =T for all t € [0,1];
e if |T| is not stationary in ]\OJ%, then M(H(1,7T)) < M(T).
X(V)

Define ®; := H (1, ®}). Note X (V') is compact supported in M% and f; I_(M\M%) =1d.
Hence, ®; is also a G-sweepout of (M,0M). Additionally, by the above constructions,
one easily verifies that {®;};eny C PY(M;0M) is a min-max sequence continuous in the
F-topology, and C({®;}ien) C C({®] }ien) N Ag. Moreover, it follows from Proposition
that C({®;}ien) C VS (M,) N Ag, which implies every V' € C({®;};en) is stationary in M.
Finally, since the deformations ng V)
from Proposition and the above constructions. ]

are restricted in M e, the last bullet follows directly

Finally, we can now show the equivariant min-max theorem for compact manifold M
with boundary OM satisfying ([B.1]). The proof is generally the approach in [20, Theorem
3.8], and we list some necessary modifications.

Theorem 3.11. Suppose OM # () satisfies (31), and 3 < codim(G -p) <7 for allp € M.
Then there exists an integral G-varifold V € VS(M) so that |V|[(M) = WY (M,0M) and
Vo= 3" il |, where myn; € N, {X;}7, are disjoint smooth embedded closed minimal
G-hypersurfaces in the interior of M.

Proof. Let a > 0 and {®;};eny C PY(M,0M) be given by Proposition BI0 so that every
V € C({®;}ien) is stationary in M and compactly supported in int(M,,) for ag = §. Let
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§ = $(WE(M,0M) — Area(0M)) > 0. Then by reparametrization, we assume ®;.[0, 2]
foliates a neighborhood of OM so that

(3.4) M(®;(x)) < Area(dM) 4+ 6 = WE(M,0M) — 35, vz € [0,1/3].
Denote by
(I); = (I)ZI_J
By Definition 27, there exists n; € (0,a9) so that spt(®)(xz)) CC M,, for all z € J.
Additionally, since the map = +— M(®}(z)) is continuous (by (ZI)), we can take k; € N
large enough so that [M(®%(z)) —M(®%(y))| < §/4 for all ,y in a common 1-cell of J(1, k;).
Denote by U; the union of 1-cells a € J(1,k;); so that M(®)(x)) < WE(M,0M) — 35/4 for
all z € a, and V; := J \ U;. Therefore, by Proposition BI0(iii), we have
M(®(x)) > WE(M,0M) — 6, and  spt(®}(z)) C My, Vi € V;.

By Lemma 23] we can apply Theorem .4 to each @/ in the G-submanifold M,, and
obtain a sequence of maps qb;- : J(l,k:;)o — Z,(L;(Mm;Z2) with k‘; < k§+1’ j € N. The last
statement in Theorem [B.4] indicates {(b; }jen can be chosen to satisfy spt((b;- (x)) C My, for
all z € V; N J(1, k;)o. Moreover, we claim the following result:

Claim 1. For j large enouth, if M(gb;(x)) > WY (M,0M) — 6/2 then Spt(¢§($>) C Mg, .

Proof of Claim 1. By the continuity of  — M(®}(z)) and Theorem BA(ii), if M(¢’(x)) >
WY (M,0M) — §/2, then we have M(®/(z)) > W%(M,0M) — 35/4 for j large enough.
Thus, such vertex x must be in V;, so spt((b;- () C My,. O

Additionally, we also have the following equality due to the lower semi-continuity of mass,
the continuity of z — M(®}(z)), and Theorem [B4I(ii)(iii):

(3.5) jli_)rf)losup{F(qb;-(x), ®j(x)) :x € J(1,k)o} = 0.

Let <I>§ o J — 28 (M,,; M; Zs) be the Almgren G-extension of qﬁé given by Theorem for
j-large. By Corollary B.6] <I>§- and @ are relative homotopic in ZG (M,,; F; Zs). Therefore,

~ ®,(x), =€]0,1/3
q)] — ] ) ) )
0= o), »ea= sl
is a well-defined F-continuous G-sweepout of (M,0M) for each i € N and j-large, and thus
WEM,0M) < L({®}}jen) = LU} jen)
(3.6) = L({¢%}jen) < sup{M(®;(z)) : = € I} — WE (M, M),
by ([B4) and Corollary o
Now, we take a subsequence j(i) — oo and define ®; = @é(i), S = {pitien, @i = ¢§.(i),

so that far(e;) — 0 and

(1) Cifm(pi) — 0 as @ — oo, where C; = Co(M,,, G, 1) is given by Theorem 3.3}
if M(p;(z)) > WY (M,0M) — §/2 then spt(y;(r)) C M, (by Claim [);

(2)

(3) WE(M,0M) = L({¢i}ien) (by B8));

(4) T e sup (R (i (), @1(2)) & € J(L Ky Jo} = 0 (by ()

(5) lim;_so0 sup{F(®;(z), ®;(y)) : z,y € a, v € I(1, k;(z))} = 0 (by the F-continuity).
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Combining (3)(4)(5) with @4), we have C(S) = C({®;}ien) C VS (Mag,) and every V €
C(S) is stationary in M.

Claim 2. There exists V € C(S) that is (G, Zs)-almost minimizing in annuli (of boundary
type) in the sense of [34, Definition 11].

Proof of Claim 2. Suppose none of V' € C(5) is (G, Zz)-almost minimizing in annuli in
the sense of [34] Definition 11]. Then there is a new sequence S* = {¢7 }ien of mappings
o 2 J(1,1)o — Z%(M,,;Zs) for some I; > k@) — 00 as i — 00, such that

(i) L(S*) < L(S) = WG (M, M),
(ii) ¢; and ¢} are 1-homotopic in Z¢(M,,; Z2) with M-finenesses tending to zero,
(Specifically, there is a map v; : I(1,1;)ox J(1,1;)0 — Z,?(Mm;Zg) so that fyg(;) —
0 as i — 00, ¥i([0],-) = @i o my, and Pi([1],-) = 7, where n; = n(l;, K ;)));
(iii) spt(¢i(t,x) — @; on,(x)) CC My, for any ¢t € I(1,1;)o and = € J(1,1;)o;
(iv) for any = € J(1,1;)o, if M(p;om;(z)) < WE(M,0M)—§/4, then ¥;(-, z) = @;ony(z)
is a constant discrete homotopy at x.
Indeed, since each V' € C(S) is supported in My, , we can take G-annuli {An(p(V),r; —
8i,7i + 8i)}21, in My, as in [27, Theorem 4.10, Part 1], which implies all the deformations
will be restricted in M,,. Using [35, Theorem 3.14] and distas(G - p,-), we can make the
constructions in [27, Theorem 4.10, Part 2-9] with G-invariant objects. Then the rest parts
in [27, Theorem 4.10] are purely combinatorial which would carry over with M,, in place of
M. This gives (i)-(iii). Moreover, by taking the constant ez in [27, Theorem 4.10, Part 3]
smaller than §/8, we have v;(-, ) = @; on;(z) provided M(p; on,(z)) < W& (M,0M) —6/4
(c.f. Part 10(c), Part 14 and 18 in [27] Theorem 4.10]).

Next, we can extend ¢} (for i-large) to an F-continuous map &Dj € PY(M,0M) so that
$*[0,1/3] = B;[0,1/3] = ®;L[0,1/3]. Indeed, take any 1-cell a = [xg, 1] € J(1,1;)1, we
will construct the extension EIv>fLa separately in two cases.

Case 1: max{M(y; o n;(z¢)), M(g; o n;(z1))} < WE(M,0M) — §/4.

By (ii)(iv), we can define CT);‘\_oz = ;0 fa as the extension of ¢}, where f, : o =
[x0, x1] = [n;(x0), n;(z1)] is an affine transformation. Hence, in this case, we have

(3.7) dfacC Z2Y(M,,;Zs), and ®F(z) = Bi(ny(z)) Vo € ag = {wo, 21}

In particular, ®*(1) = ®;(1) = 0 provided fyr(v;) < W (M,dM) — /4, which holds for
i-large. Additionally, it follows from (1), Theorem B.5|(i)(iii), and the choice of « that

sup{M(®;(z)) : z € fola)}
sup{M(pi(z)) : € 0fa(a)} + Cifm (i)
WE(M,0M) — §/4 + Cifa(p;)

WY (M,0M) —6/5, for i-large,

where C; = Cy(M,,,G, 1) is given by Theorem

Case 2: max{M(p; on;(z¢)), M(g; on;(x1))} > WE(M,0M) — §/4.

Denote by A; C J the union of all 1-cells of this case in J(1,l;);. Take i sufficiently
large so that fap(v;) < 6/4 (by (ii)). Then M(yp; o ni(z)) > WY (M,0M) — §/2 for all
x € J(1,1l;)o N A;. By (2) and (iii), we have ¢} (z) = ¢} ([1],z) is supported in M, for all
x € J(1,1;)o N A;. Applying Theorem B0l to ¢fL[J(1,1;)0 N A;] in M, (for i-large) will give

sup{M(®:(z)) : z € a}

(3.8)

IN AN
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an M-continuous extension &Dj : Ay = 28 (M,y; Z9) so that
(3.9)  sup{M(®}(z)) : z € A;} < sup{M(g}(z)) : z € J(1,1;)o N As} + Cofaa (),

where Cy = Cy(M,,,G,1) > 1 is a uniform constant. Note for any = € JA;, we must have
M(ip; ony(z)) < WE(M,0M) — 6/4. Hence, by (iv) and Theorem B5i),
(3.10) O (z) = pi(z) = p;omy(x) = Bi(ny(x)) Va € OA;.

It now follows from BZ)@BI0) that ®* : I — ZC(M;Zy) is a well-defined F-continuous
map so that ®7[0,1/3] = ®;.[0,1/3] = ®;.[0,1/3], ®}(1) = 0, and ®}.J C 2 (M,,; Zs),

which implies ®* € PY(M,dM). Therefore, by @) @) B)(i)(ii),
WE(M,0M) < L({®; bien) < max{W(M,0M) —6/5, L({¢] }ien)} < W (M,0M),
which is a contradiction. ]

Thus, there must exist V' € C(S) that is (G, Zz)-almost minimizing in annuli (of boundary
type) in the sense of [34] Definition 11]. Since C(S) C V¥ (Maq,), the interior regularity
result [34, Theorem 7| (modified in [36] Theorem 4.18]) indicates that V is an integral
G-varifold induced by closed smooth embedded minimal G-hypersurfaces. O

4. G-SWEEPOUTS IN POSITIVE RICCI CURVATURE (G-MANIFOLDS

In this section, we always assume (M" "1, g, ) is a closed connected orientable Riemannian
manifold with positive Ricci curvature Ricy; > 0, and G is a compact Lie group acting on
M isometrically so that 3 < codim(G - p) < 7 for all p € M. The goal of us is to associate
an F-continuous G-sweepout to each closed minimal G-hypersurface in M.

To begin with, we collect some notations and classical results for minimal hypersurfaces.
Let ¥ C M be a closed smooth embedded minimal hypersurface. Recall the second variation
of 3 for the area functional is given by
d2
77| Area(Fi(%)) = - /E(LZ(XL),XH,
where Ly : XH(X) — X+(X) is the Jacobi operator of ¥, and {F;} are diffeomorphisms
generated by X € X(M). Then we denote by

e Index(X): the Morse index of ¥, i.e. the number of the negative eigenvalues (counted
with multiplicities) of Ly;
e £11(X): the first eigenvalue of Ly,.

(4.1) 2N(X) =

If Index(X) = 0 or equivalently 1 (%) > 0, then we say X is stable.

For the case that ¥ C M is a G-invariant minimal hypersurface, we have Ly (X) €
XHE(%) for all X € X59(%), where X1¢(X) is the space of normal G-vector fields on ¥.
By restricting Ly, to X%(2), we make the following definition:

Definition 4.1. Let X C M be a closed smooth embedded minimal G-hypersurface. The
equivariant Morse index (or G-index for simplicity) Indexg(X) is defined by the number
of the negative eigenvalues (counted with multiplicities) of Ly X% (2). Additionally, we
denote p§'(X) as the first eigenvalue of Ly XC(%).

Suppose X is a closed minimal G-hypersurface with a G-invariant unit normal v, and u
is the first eigenfunction of Ly. Then for any g € GG, the G-invariance of ¥ and v indicates
uy o g is also the first eigenfunction of Ly;. It is well-known that p1(X) has multiplicity one
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and the first eigenfunction u; does not change sign. Hence, u; o g = uy for all g € G, which
suggests u1v € X%(¥) and the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. If ¥ is a closed minimal G-hypersurface with o G-invariant unit normal v.
Then the first eigenfunction uy > 0 of Ly, is G-invariant and pu1(X) = pf(X).

Since we mainly consider the ambient manifolds with positive Ricci curvature, we collect
the following useful results which are well-known to experts (c.f. [40, Section 2]).

Lemma 4.3. Suppose (M"*l,gM) 1 a closed connected orientable Riemannian manifold.
Let 33,331,309 C M be closed embedded hypersurfaces. Then we have

(i) if ¥ is connected, then X is orientable if and only if it is 2-sided (i.e. ¥ has a unit
normal vector field);

(i) if X is connected and separates M, i.e. M \ ¥ has two connected components, then
> is orientable.

Moreover, suppose M has positive Ricci curvature. Then we have

(i) of ¥ is connected and orientable, then ¥ separates M ;
(iv) if X is minimal and 2-sided, then it can not be stable, i.e. p1(3) < 0;
(v) if 1,39 are minimal hypersurfaces, then 31 N Yo # 0);

After involving the actions of GG, a connected component of some G-hypersurface ¥ may
not be G-invariant. Hence, we introduce the following notions of equivariant connectivity.

Definition 4.4. Let U C M be a G-invariant subset with connected components {U;}";.
Then we say U is G-connected if for any 4,5 € {1,--- ,m}, there exists g;; € G so that
gij - U; = U;. Additionally, we say U’ C U is a G-connected component (or G-component for
simplicity) of U, if U’ has the form of Ué»:lU,-(j) and is G-connected.

Note any G-subset U of M can be separated into some G-components. Additionally, by
the above proposition, it is easy to show the following results:

Lemma 4.5. Suppose (M"*1, g..) is a closed connected orientable Riemannian manifold
with positive Ricci curvature, and G is a compact Lie group acting on M isometrically. Let
> C M be a closed embedded minimal G-hypersurface. Then ¥ is connected and

e if 3 has a G-invariant unit normal, then X separates M into two G-components.
o if 3 does not admit a G-invariant unit normal, then M \ ¥ is G-connected.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemmal[Z.3|(v) that ¥ is connected. If ¥ has a G-invariant unit normal
v, then by Lemma [£.3((i)(iii), M \ ¥ has two connected components My, Ms, with v pointing
inward M;. Since v and My U My are G-invariant, we have g, = v and g - M; = M; for all
g € G and i € {1,2}, which indicates each M; is G-connected. If the unit normal v exists
but is not G-invariant, then there exists ¢ € G so that g, = —v pointing inward M, which
implies g- M1 = M>, and thus M; U My is G-connected. If 3 does not admit a unit normal,
then M \ ¥ has only one component which is also G-connected. O

Recall that, in [39], Zhou constructed sweepouts of M by separating orientable and non-
orientable minimal hypersurfaces. It follows from [39, Lemma 3.3] that the orientability
of a connected closed hypersurface is equivalent to the non-connectivity of its unit normal
bundle. Hence, after involving the actions of (G, we shall separate the constructions by the
G-connectivity (Definition [£4]) of the unit normal bundle for minimal G-hypersurfaces.
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Therefore, we denote

(4.2) SE(M) = { »rc Mt

¥ is a closed smooth embedded
minimal G-hypersurface in (M, g,,)

By Theorem B8, S¢(M) # 0 provided 3 < codim(G - p) < 7,Vp € M. Define then
SY(M) :={¥ € SY(M) : ¥ has a G-invariant unit normal},

and SE (M) := SE(M) \ S¢(M). It follows directly from Lemma 5] that
¥ e SYM) & S%is G-connected < M \ ¥ is G-connected,

where S¥ = {v € NX : |v| = 1} is the unit normal bundle of X.

Moreover, for any ¥ € SY(M), we can cut M along ¥ to obtain a new manifold M
so that M is locally isometric to M, G acts on M by isometries, and OM € Sf(]\7 ) is a
G-invariant double cover of X. Specifically, let » > 0 be small enough so that the normal
exponential map expy : N¥ — M is a G-equivariant diffeomorphism on Bs,(X) := {p €
M : distp(3,p) < 2r}. Hence, we have
(4.3) E : 8% x (—2r,2r) — B.(Y), E(v,t) := expy(t - v)

is a double cover of By, (3). Define the action of G on SX x (—=2r,2r) by g- (v,t) := (g«v,t)
for any v € 3 and t € (—2r, 2r), which indicates E is G-equivariant and

(4.4) % = 5% x {0}
is a G-equivariant double cover of ¥. Let E, := EL(SX x (r,2r)) be a G-equivariant

diffeomorphism on By, (X) \ Clos(B;(X)). Then by gluing M \ Clos(B,(X) and S x [0,2r)
on By, (%) \ Clos(B,(X)) with E,, we can define

(4.5) M := (M \ Clos(B,(%))) Ug, (ST x [0,2r)),

as a compact manifold with boundary OM = ¥. Then we have

id, in M \ Clos(B.(%)),

(4.6) F:M— M, F ::{ E, in S% x [0,2r),

is a G-equivariant smooth map so that F I_(M \i) gives a diffeomorphism to M\ X, and F LY
gives a double cover of ¥. Using F', we can pull back the metric g,, from M to M so that
F'is a local isometry and G acts on M by isometries. Thus, Y is a minimal G-hypersurface
in M with an inward pointing G-invariant unit normal. In particular, ¥ € S¥(M) implies
S¥ and M \ ¥ are both G-connected, and thus M is G-connected.

4.1. G-sweepouts correspond to ¥ € SY(M).

Proposition 4.6. Given any X € Sf(M), there exists an F-continuous G-sweepout ® :
[~1,1] = Z5(M;Zsy) of M so that

(i) ©(0) = [[¥]], ®(=1) = (1) = 0;

(il) M(®(x)) < Area(X) with equality only if x = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.5l M \ ¥ has two G-components M; and My so that the unit normal
v of ¥ pointing inward M;. Additionally, it follows from Lemma and that the first
eigenfunction u; > 0 of Ly is a G-invariant function satisfying Lyu; = —puq(X)u; > 0.
Denote by dy the signed distance function to ¥ so that dy = distps(X,-) in M, and
ds = —disty (X, ) in M. Let X € X9(M) be a G-vector field with X = (u; o ny) - Vd+
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in a neighborhood of X, where ny, is the nearest projection (in M) to ¥. Then we consider
the G-equivariant variation {¥; := F;(¥)}e—,) of ¥, where {F;} are the G-equivariant
diffeomorphisms generated by X. By the second variation formula (1), we have

2

d d _
52E(X) = E t:OArea(zt) = —/Eungul <0, % t:0<H§)t,Vd:|:> = Lyuy > 0,

where ﬁgt is the mean curvature vector field of ;. Thus, for » > 0 small enough,
Area(X;) < Area(X) and (Hy,, Vdisty(2,:)) >0, forall t € [—r,0) U (0,r].
Define ®(z) := [[X.]] = (Fy)#[[2]] € 28 (M;Zs) for x € [—r, 7], which is F-continuous.

Since u; > 0, {¥¢}4e[—r, is @ smooth foliation of a G-neighborhood of ¥, and ¥; C M;
fort > 0, Xy C My for t < 0. We now consider the compact manifolds Mj := M\ {3 }cj0,r)
and My := Mo\ {2t} (—r0), whose boundary OM; = %,,, (i € {1,2}, r1 =7, 12 = —71), is
a G-hypersurface with positive mean curvature pointing inward M.

Suppose WY (M!,0M!) > Area(X,,). Then by Theorem B.IT] there exists a closed mini-
mal G-hypersurface ¥’ in the interior of M/. Noting ¥NY" = ), we get a contradiction from
Lemma[E3|v). Therefore, W& (M!,0M!) < Area(X,.,). By Definition X7 and Corollary B.7,
there exist € > 0 small enough and an F-continuous G-sweepout ®; : [0,1] — Z5(M;;Zs)
so that ®;(0) = [[3,,]], ®:(1) =0, and

sup{M(®;(z)) : = € [0, 1]} < WE(M!,0M]) + € < Area(S,,) + € < Area(X).
Finally, by reparametrization, we have a well-defined map ® : [—1,1] — Z%(M; Zy),
@2(—%az — %), x € [-1, —%]
D(x) = (Fara)x[[X]], x€ [—g, 3)
q>1(%x - %)7 (RS [ 1]
continuous in the F-topology satisfying (i) and (ii). Additionally, the arguments before
Definition 2.4l and 27l indicate Fy;(®) = [[Ma]]+[[M1]] = [[M]], where F); is given by (2.3]).
Hence, we have ® € PY(M). O

Proposition 4.7. Given any ¥ € SE(M), there exists an F-continuous G-sweepout ® :
[0,1] = Z%(M;Zsy) of M with no concentration of mass on orbits so that

(i) ©(0) = &(1) = 0;

(i) sup{M(®(z)) : z € [0,1]} < 2Area(X).
Proof. Let & = SX x {0} and M be given by (@) @3). Then M is G-connected, Area(Z)

2Area(Y), and % has a G-invariant unit normal & pointing inward M. Let 7: % — % be
the isometric involution, i.e. 7(v,0) = (—v,0) for v € S.

Using the constructions in PI"OpOSlthHWlth M in place of M7, we get an F-continuous
G-sweepout @ : [0,1] — ZCG(M;Zs) so that ®(0) = [[X]], ®(1) = 0, and M(d(z)) <
2Area(X) for all z € [0,1] with equality only at z = 0. Additionally, for t € [0,1/3],
O(t) = 5y = [[exp%(t&ﬂ)]], where @ = 3tri; and @, : X — R* is the G-invariant first
eigenfunction of Ly with eigenvalue pi(3) = pf(T) < 0.

Now, by the second variation formula (41]), there are dy € (0,1/3) and Cy > 0 so that

~ +2

M(B(t)) = H"(Z)) = H"(E)—;/E(Liaﬂ,ﬂm—i—O(z&?’)

(4.7) < HYZ) — Cot?
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for all t € (0,80). For any & € (0,8y) (will be specified later), the F-continuity of ® and
Proposition [L.6[(ii) suggest the existence of € > 0 with

(4.8) M(®(t)) <HMZ)—e,  Vte[s1].

Now, we will open up Zt, t € [0,0], at some orbit to decrease the area.
Specifically, let G-p C Ef””" be any principal orbit of 3. Then by the G-invariance of 7 and

B, Corollary 2.2.2], G-p C MPTin is also a principal orbit in M. Note either G - p=G-71(p)
or g'ﬁﬂG'T(ﬁ) = (). Thus, we can define P := G-pUG - 7(p) as a G-invariant submanifold

in ¥ with dimension n — . By assumptions, 3 < codim(G -p) =1+1 < 7.
Case 1: 3 <[ <6. For any r > 0,t € [0, ], we define the following G-invariant sets:

B.(P):={jeXx: distx(q, P)<r}cy;
. BH(P) = {exp ((ta)(q)) : § € B,(P)} C %5
+i(P) = {expl ((siv)(q)) : G € B (P),s € [0,4]}.
Then for R, > 0 small enough, it follows from the integral formula in [35], (C.4)] that

(4.9) ctri=t < Hn(ér,t(P)) <Ctr'™' and el < H”(Er,t(P)) <ot

for all r € [0, R],t € [0,6], where ¢, C > 0 are constants depending on 3, M, P. Define

S = (S:t \ Er,t(P)) UC,(P)UB,(P), rel[0,R]tel0,d).

By @D)ED), [, |(M\Z) < H"(E) - Cot? — er' + Ctr' 1.
Note Ctri=t < Co 12 + X 2C r2=2 and [ > 3 in this case. We can take R > 0 small enough
so that %%Rl 2 5- Hence
C
0t2 C

__f,"’

1S [(M\E) < HY(E) — . ‘

for all ¢t € [0, 4], r € [0, R], and

S ER,% t €0,
RIS tell,
2R(1—t/5),6 2

HY(E) —cRY/2  telo,
H(Z) — Cod?/2 tels

Oqtolo.

] IS0\ ) g{

Set ¢ := min{e, cR!/2, Cy02/2} and define ®'(t) := [[%}]] for t €10,0] in this case.
Case 2: [ = 2. For R > r > 0 small enough, let 7, p : ¥ — [0,1] be the G-invariant
logarithmic cut-off function defined by

1 (j ¢ ER(P)v _
mrr(G) = (logr —log(distg (g, P)))/(logr —log R) € Br(P)\ By(P),
0 q € B.(P),

which is also T-invariant. Consider

Ervth = expé_ (tnT7RﬁD)'
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By [15, Proposition 2.5] and [35 (C.4)], we can take R, > 0 small enough so that
S S S\ B t2 _ e _
IZrrel(MAZ) = HUENB(P)) + 5 /i IV (1r,r@)* = (Ric(7, 7) + |A[*) (nr, 0)?

+Ct3/~1+|V(m7R&)|Q
>

IN

’H"(E\ET(P))—C’lt2+C’2t2/~|V17T,R|2+t2/
>

Bgr(P)

ﬂ”?r,RVﬂv"?r,R

+Ct3/~ 1+ 202 g|Val® + 2a%| Vi, r|?

5

< HYUE) —r? — Oy + _ G p + Oy R*t* + O5t3 + it‘”’,
= log(R/7) log(R/r)
for all r € (0, R),t € [0, 6], where ¢,C,C; > 0 are uniform constants depending on 3, ]T/f, P.
Set R,§ > 0 even smaller so that C4R? < C1/4, C56 < C1/4, and Cgd < C3. Then choose
r > 0 small enough with —2%3—~ < %. Thus,

log(R/r)
~ ~ = ~ Cq 2C3 ~ C1
I re[(MA\X) <H™(X) —cr 5 e+ log(R/r)t <H™(XE)-c 1 t
for all ¢ € [0, ¢], and
—~ i7“R2t te [07 é]? ANV R s { Hn(i) - CT2 te [0 é]
E/ = ~ 7 2 SUHMAY) < ~ 521
! { Sor(1—t/6),2R(1-t/8)6 T € [5.0], =R < HY(Z) — C16%/4  te (5,4

In this case, set € := min{e,~c7’2, 0152/é} and define ®'(t) := [[2}]] for ¢ € [0,4].
In both cases, we define ®'L[§,1] = @[, 1] and see

(4.10) sup{[|®'(1)[[(M \ ) : t € [0,1]} < H"() — €.
Additionally, by 1)), @’ is still an F-continuous map with @ = [[X]], ®’(1) = 0.

Finally, we define ®(x) := Fu®'(z) for all z € [0, 1], where F' : M — M is the equivariant
local isometry given by (A.G). Because F": M \ X — M \ X is an equivariant isometry, the

arguments before Definition 2.4] and 2.7 indicate Fi(P) = Fy([[M]]) = M, where Fy is
given by (2.). Additionally, note F': ¥ — X is a double cover and X} N ¥ is 7-invariant in

both cases. Hence, by Zs-coefficients and ([@I0]), we have ®(0) = F[[X]] = 0 and
M(®(z)) = || (t)]|[(M\ ) < H'(E) — € = 2Area(S) — €.

At last, since ||®(z)||(BE (p)) < ||®/(2)|(F~1(B%(p))) < 2mC (@', r) for all € [0,1],p € M,
we see mY (®,7) < 2m% (@’ r) and ® has no concentration of mass on orbits. O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS
Let SY(M) be given in ([@Z). Then we define

Area(X), if ¥ e SE(M) } _

(5.1) A% (M) = _inf {2Area(2), if © e S9(M)

$eSG (M)
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Theorem 5.1. Let (M™"1,g,,) be a closed connected orientable Riemannian manifold with
positive Ricci curvature, and G be a compact Lie group acting on M isometrically so that 3 <
codim(G-p) < 7 for allp € M. Then the equivariant min-maz hypersurface 2 corresponding
to the fundamental class [M] is a connected minimal G-hypersurface of multiplicity one with
a G-invariant unit normal vector field so that

Indexg(X) =1 and Area(X) = WY M) = A%(M).

Proof. By the min-max theorem B8] there exists an integral G-varifold V € V(M) induced
by a smooth embedded closed minimal G-hypersurface ¥ € SY(M) so that ||V (M) =
W& (M). Since M has positive Ricci curvature, Lemma3(v) indicates that 3 is connected,
and thus V = m/|%| for some m € {1,2,...}. Suppose ¥ € S¥(M), then it follows from
the last statement in Theorem that m must be even, so m > 2. However, we have a
contradiction WY (M) < 2Area(X) < ||[V|(M) = WY (M) by Proposition Bl Therefore,
Y € S¢(M). By Proposition L6, we see W (M) < Area(X) < ||[V|(M) = W (M), and
thus m = 1. Additionally, by the definition of A%(M) and Proposition 6], E.7]

A%(M) < Area(S) = |[V[[(M) = WE(M) < A%(M).

Now, it is sufficient to show Indexg(X) = 1. Suppose Indexg(X) > 2, and wuy,us
are the first two L2-orthonormal G-invariant eigenfunctions of Ly X% (¥) with nega-
tive eigenvalues. Let uorv be a G-invariant normal vector field on ¥ which extends to
a smooth vector field X € X(M). Then Xy := [,(97").Xdu(g) € X%(M) gives an
equivariant extension of ugv. Consider the equivariant dlffeomorphlsms {F2?} generated
by X¢ and define ®4(t) := (F2)4®(t) for t € [~1,1], where ® € PY(M) is the F-
continuous sweepout given by Proposition Recall that in the proof of Proposition .6,
d(t) = [[X4]] = [[FL(X)]] for t € [~1/3,1/3], where {F!} are the equivariant diffeomorphism
generated by X; € .’{G(M) with X710 = 3rujv for some r > 0. Hence, for the smooth
family {F2(3:)}se[—o0)te[-1/3,1/3], the area function A(s,t) := Area(FZ(%;)) = M(®4(t))
satisfies:

o VA(O 0) = 0 since ¥ is minimal;
atg A(O 0) = —9r? fz urLxuy <0 and A(O 0) =— fz us Ly ug < 0;

° 858tA(0 0) =-3r fz usLyuy = 3rug (% fz uug = 0.
Therefore, we can set o, > 0 sufficiently small so that

M(®4(t)) = Area(F2(%;)) < Area(X), Vte [-6,0],5 € (0,0].
Moreover, there exists € > 0 so that M(®(t)) < Area(X) — e for all ¢ € [—1,—0] U [4, 1]
by Proposition [L6ii). Hence, by setting ¢ > 0 even smaller, we have M(®,(t)) =
M((F2)®(t)) < Area(X) for all t € [~1,1]. Note ®, is an F-continuous curve homo-
topic to ® in Z¢(M;Zs). Thus,

WE (M) < sup{M(®,(t)) : t € [-1,1]} < Area(X) = WE (M),

which is a contradiction. So we have Indexg(X) = 1. O

As an application, we use the conformal volume to show a genus bound for the equivariant
min-max minimal G-hypersurface ¥ in Theorem [B.]] provided that dim(M) = 3 and the
actions of G are orientation preserving.

Theorem 5.2. Let (Mg,gM) be a closed connected oriented Riemannian 3-manifold with
positive Ricci curvature, and G be a finite group acting on M by orientation preserving
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isometries. Then the equivariant min-max hypersurface ¥ corresponding to the fundamental
class [M] is a connected closed minimal G-surface of multiplicity one satisfying

STK
inf|, = Ricpr(v,v)’

genus(X) < 4K and WY (M) = Area(X) <
where K = maxpen #G - p < #G is the number of points in a principal orbit of M.
Additionally, 7(X) = X/G is an orientable surface with finite cone singular points of order
{n;}%_, (i.e. locally modeled by B2(0) quotient a cyclic rotation group Zn,), so that

k
1
Z(l - n_) <4, and genus(m(X)) <3.
i=1 ‘
In particular, if ¥ C MP"" j.e. k=0, then genus(X) < 1+ 2K.

Proof. By Theorem Bl X is a closed embedded connected minimal G-surface with a G-
invariant unit normal v so that Area(X) = W% (M) and Indexg(¥) = 1. By Lemma E3)
> has an induced orientation. Additionally, since the unit normal v is G-invariant, the
actions of G on X are also orientation preserving. Therefore, the orbifold X induced by
(X,G) is an orientable closed 2-orbifold whose underlying space is the quotient distance
space (m(3), disty /).

Let $P™™ be the union of principal orbits for the G-action on X, and XP"" be the orbifold
induced by (XP"" ). Note an orbit G - p is principal in 3 (or M) if and only if the slice
representation of Gy, on N3G - p (or NG - p) is trivial (c.f. [3, Corollary 2.2.2]). Hence, by
the G-invariance of v, we see ¥P"™ C MP"" and thus K = #G -p = #G - ¢ for all p € XPr"
and ¢ € MP"". Additionally, it follows from [4, Chapter IV, Theorem 3.3] that there is
an induced Riemannian metric g, on SP 5o that 7 : P77 — YPT i an Riemannian
submersion. Moreover, since G acts on ¥ by orientation preserving isometries, the singular
points X\ P are a finite number of cone points {[p;]}¥_, of orders ny,...,n;. By the
orbifold version of Gauss-Bonnet theorem (c.f. [8] Proposition 2.17]), we have

k
(5.2) /(2) Ky dAgg =27r(x(X)) =27 (2 — 2genus(m(X)) — Z(l — l)>7

.
i=1 ¢

where Ky is the Gauss curvature of (XP™", s ), and the integral is taken over prin,

For any r > 0 small enough, let ¥, := ¥\ U*B%(p;), and 7, be the G-invariant

logarithmic cut-off function on ¥ given by

0, d(p) € [0,r]

ne(p) =4 2= 2B ) e (r, 7]

1, d(p) € (Vr,0)
where d(p) := dists(p, ¥\ 2P"") = distx(p, UG - p;). Define then X, := X\ UE_, B,.([p:]).
Note (%,, g5,) is a smooth Riemannian manifold (with boundary). We can take any confor-
mal immersion ¢: %, —S"™ m >2, and define P : Conf(S™) — IB%TH(O) by
= fz} ;rul (/E(nrul)(hl ogo 7T)7 i 7/2(777’711)(}17714-1 ogo 7'('))7

where h = (hy,++ ,hpmy1) € Conf(S™) is any conformal diffeomorphism of S™ (under
the standard metric), and u; : ¥ — Ry is the first (G-invariant) eigenfunction of Ly.

P(h)
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Since u; > 0 and zmH h2 = 1, one easily verifies P is well-defined. Meanwhile, for each
x € B™TL, define a conformal diffeomorphism h, € Conf(S™) as in [25] (1.1)] by

_ y+ (ula,y) + M
S AT R I

where A = (1 — |z>)7"/2 and g = (A — 1)|z|"2. Then we have a continuous map f :
B71(0) — BTT(0) given by f(x) = P(hs), which can be continuously extended to
OB1(0) = S™ by the identity map. Note Clos(B7**(0)) is homotopic to f(Clos(B*(0))),
and Clos(B""(0)) \ {z} is homotopic to S™ for any = € BT"**(0). Hence, we must have f
is surjective. In particular, there exists h = (hi,...,hymy1) € Conf(S™) so that P(h) = 0.
Thus, {hj :=hjo¢o 71};-”;11 are G-invariant smooth functions on ¥, so that

m+1
d hi=1 and /ul’(mﬁj)ZO, Vi=1,...,m+1.
i >

Since Indexg(X) = 1, we see 02(n.h;v) >0 for all j = 1,...,m + 1, and
+

/ Ricar(v,v) + |A? < /(RiCM(I/, v) + |AP)n? /(Rch v, v) + |A]?) Z
X b

m—+1

< /E Zwmw
m—+1 1 _
< /Z (1+6)|Vhy|*n? + (1 +E)|Vnr|2h§]
m—+1
< (140K - / > [Vhijoof +(1+ - )/|vm|2
Zr o= 1 Y

1
— 21+ 9K - Avea(Si (ho ¢)'g,) + (14 2) [ (V0
P

where € > 0 is any constant, Area(X,; (h o ®)*g,,,,,) is the area of X, under the conformal
metric (h o ¢)*g,,.,, and the co-area formula is used in the last inequality. Let A.(m,X%,)
be the m-conformal area of ¥ defined as in [16]:
Ac(m,X,) :=inf sup Area(X,;(ho )" g.m),
¢ heConf(S™)
where the infimum is taken over all non-degenerated conformal map ¢ of X, into S™. Since
¢ X, — S™ is arbitrary conformal immersion in the above computation, we have

1
Ricy(v,v) + AP <21 + €)K - A(m, %,) + (1 + —)/ |V, 2.
Z\/; € »
By [13, Chapter IV, Remark 5.5.1], every closed orientable surface can be conformally
branched over S? with degree |(genus + 3)/2], where |a] is the integer part of a € Ry. It

then follows from [16, Fact 1, 5] that A.(m,X,) < 4?LWJ, and thus

Ricas(v,») + AP < 4x(1 + K o ERSTEN T3 |y g / V..
Eﬁ b
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Since [y, [Vn,[? = 0 as r — 0, we first take 7 — 0 and then let € — 0, which gives

genus(7(X2)) + 3J-
2

Denote by {e;}2_; a local orthonormal basis on ¥. Since Ricys > 0, we have

/ Ricps(v,v) + |A]? < 47K - 2{

Ricas(v,v) + |AP = ZRICM (ei,e;) —2Ky > —2Kyx,

on YP"" where Ky, is the Gauss curvature of 3. Therefore, by the co-area formula,

—QK/ Ky = —2/ Ks < / Rica(v,v) + |A]® < 47K - 2Lgenus(ﬂ(z)) + 3J.
D by b 2

Then, it follows from the above strict inequality and the Gauss-Bonnet formula (5.2]) that
genus(m(X)) < 3, 8 (1 - n%) < 4, genus(m(¥)) + SF (1 - n%) < 5, and

k
1
genus(X) = 1 + K[genus(ﬂ(z)) 145 - n—)] <1+ 4K.
i=1 i

In particular, if 3 C MP"" then Zle(l—n%_) = 0 and genus(X) = 1+ K (genus(m(X))—1) <
1+ 2K. Finally, we see

2
2en WY (M) < /ZRiCM(eiyei)
5

enus(m(X)) + 3
< 4K 2|8 ( é ) J +2K/K2
= 4dnK - <2 — 2genus(7 Ek: 1-— {genus(ﬂ(z)) i 3J)
2
i=1
< 167K,
where Ricys > ey > 0. O
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