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ANALYSIS OF SINGULARITIES OF AREA-MINIMIZING CURRENTS:

PLANAR FREQUENCY, BRANCH POINTS OF RAPID DECAY, AND

WEAK LOCALLY UNIFORM APPROXIMATION

BRIAN KRUMMEL AND NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

Abstract. Here, in [KrumWic-b] and in [KrumWic-c] we study the nature of an n-dimensional
locally area minimising rectifiable current T of codimension ≥ 2 near its typical (i.e. Hn−2 a.e.)
singular points. Our approach relies on an intrinsic frequency function for T , which we call the
planar frequency function, which is defined geometrically relative to a given n-dimensional plane
P and a given base point in the support of T . In the present article we establish that the planar
frequency function satisfies an approximate monotonicity property, and takes values ≤ 1 on any
cone ( 6= P ) meeting P⊥ only at the origin, whenever the base point is the vertex of the cone.
Using these properties we obtain a decomposition theorem for the singular set of T , which (roughly
speaking) asserts the following: for any integer q ≥ 2, the set singq T of density q singularities of T
can be written as singq T = S∪B for disjoint sets S and B, where: (I) along S the current T satisfies
a weak locally uniform approximation property, namely, each point Z ∈ S has a neighbourhood
BρZ (Z) such that about any point Z′ ∈ BρZ (Z)∩ sptT with density ≥ q and at any scale ρ′ < ρZ,
T is significantly closer to some non-planar cone CZ′,ρ′ than to any plane, and (II) B is relatively
closed in singq T and T satisfies a locally uniform estimate along B implying decay of T , upon
scaling about any point in B, to a unique tangent plane faster than a fixed exponential rate in
the scale. This result is central to the more refined analysis of T we perform in [KrumWic-b] and
[KrumWic-c].

In [KrumWic-b] we use the approximation property in (I), a new height bound for T and tech-
niques inspired by the work of Simon ([Sim93]) and by [Wic14], [KW17], to establish: (i) the
existence, at Hn−2 a.e. point in S , of a unique tangent cone to T supported on a union of two or
more planes meeting along an (n− 2)-dimensional axis, and (ii) countable (n− 2)-rectifiability of
S . By (II) and (i), T has a unique tangent cone at Hn−2 a.e. point.

Our approach to the study of singularities of area minimizers relates to, and contrasts with,
Almgren’s pioneering work [Alm83] (and De Lellis and Spadaro’s more recent streamlined ver-
sion [DS14],[DS16-I],[DS16-II]) in the following way: the work here and in [KrumWic-b] relies
on relatively elementary parts of [Alm83] (specifically, the theory of Dirichlet energy minimizing
multi-valued functions and the strong Lipschitz approximation for area minimizers near a plane)
but avoids the need for other results from [Alm83] including the construction and use of a center
manifold and the Hausdorff dimension upper bound on the singular set. In [KrumWic-c] we point
out that the dimension bound on the singular set follows in a considerably more efficient manner
from the approximate monotonicity of the planar frequency function and the estimates provided
by the decomposition theorem (which facilitate a simpler construction of a center manifold), and
moreover establish: (iii) the existence of a unique non-zero homogeneous Dirichlet energy minimiz-
ing tangent function (blow-up) of T , together with a corresponding decay estimate, at Hn−2 a.e.
point in B, and (iv) (n− 2)-rectifiability of B, and consequently countable (n − 2)-rectifiability of
sing T .
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1. Introduction

Let T be an n-dimensional locally area minimising rectifiable current in an open subset of Rn+m.
The monumental work of Almgren in the early 1980’s, published posthumously as [Alm83], es-
tablished that the interior singular set singT of T has Hausdorff dimension at most n − 2. This
dimension bound is optimal whenever the codimension m of the current is ≥ 2, as illustrated
by multiplicity 1 currents induced by certain holomorphic subvarieties of Cn (which are always
locally area minimising). For instance, each of T1 = {(z, w) : z2 = w3} ⊂ C × C ≈ R

4 and
T2 = {(z, w) : zw = 0} ⊂ C×C is the support of a two (real) dimensional locally area minimising
current in R

4 with an isolated singularity at the origin. On the other hand if the codimension of T
is 1, then singT is empty if n ≤ 6, and has Hausdorff dimension ≤ n− 7 if n ≥ 7. This dimension
bound, which is again sharp, was the final outcome of a series of works, spanning approximately
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the decade 1960–1970, due to De Giorgi ([DeG61]), Fleming ([Fle62]), Almgren ([Alm66]), Simons
([JSim68]) and Federer ([Fed70]). The major difference between the case of codimension ≥ 2 and
that of codimension 1, as far as singularities are concerned, is that in codimension ≥ 2 the current
may have branch points, i.e. singular points where there is at least one tangent cone supported on
an n-dimensional plane (as in example T1 above, which has an isolated branch point at (0, 0)). In
codimension 1, De Giorgi’s work ([DeG61]) implies that points of the current with planar tangent
cones are embedded points.

Almgren’s strategy in [Alm83] for bounding the dimension of the singular set was to establish first
(n−2)-dimensionality of the set of non branch point singularities (such as the point (0, 0) in example
T2 above). It is easily seen that at a non branch point singularity, each tangent cone is a singular
cone whose spine—i.e. the maximal dimensional subspace of translation invariance—is of dimension
≤ n − 2. Based on this fact, Almgren developed an elementary, very general argument ([Alm83,
Corollary 2.27]) to show that the Hauadorff dimension of the set of non branch point singularities
is at most n−2. Once this result was in place, it remained to bound the size of the branch set. This
was by far the deepest and most involved part of [Alm83], for which Almgren developed a powerful
set of techniques and ideas that have since been highly influential in a wide variety of geometric
and PDE theoretic problems. More recently, De Lellis and Spadaro published Almgren’s theory in
more modern and concise language ([DS14],[DS16-I],[DS16-II]), providing technical streamlining of
certain parts of the original version [Alm83], and generating a renewed interest in this profound
work and making it more accessible.

Here and in [KrumWic-b], [KrumWic-c] we develop a new approach to the analysis of interior
singularities of locally area minimising rectifiable currents of codimension ≥ 2. In this approach,
rather than using a tangent cone criterion to initially classify singularities as branch points or non
branch points, the first step (accomplished in the present article) is to establish a more effective way
to decompose the singular set into two disjoint pieces. In Almgren’s work, substantial complications
arise in the analysis of the branch set from the lack of an estimate at branch points giving decay of
the current towards a unique tangent plane. In view of this, it is natural to consider decomposing
the singular set (more precisely, singularities with a fixed density) as the disjoint union of a set B of
branch points Z where the scaled current ηZ,ρ# T decays rapidly to a unique tangent plane (in the
L2 sense) as ρ → 0, and the complementary set S. It turns out that this is in fact a considerably
more useful way to proceed, as T can be shown to satisfy a certain local uniform approximation-by-
non-planar-cones property at each point in S and each sufficiently small scale; this property, once
established, lends itself well not only to the task of bounding the size of S with very little effort,
but also to performing an asymptotic analysis of the current at generic (i.e. Hn−2 a.e.) points
in S. For the set B on the other hand, the fact that there is a unique tangent plane at each of
its points together with a (locally uniform) decay estimate serves as an extremely helpful starting
point for bounding its dimension more efficiently; moreover, and perhaps more importantly, this
fact provides a crucial basis for further asymptotic analysis of the current at points along B.

This decomposition result is our main theorem here (Theorem 1.1 below) and it asserts (roughly
speaking) the following: given an integer q ≥ 2, there is a fixed α ∈ (0, 1), depending only on n, m
and q, such that if singq T denotes the set of density q singularities of T , and B is the set of branch
points Z ∈ singq T where the scaled current ηZ,ρ# T converges to a multiplicity q plane at a rate
o(ρα), then B is relatively closed in singq T , and for every point Z ∈ S = singq T \ B, the current
T satisfies the following property: for every point Z ′ with density ≥ q and sufficiently close to Z,
and every sufficiently small scale ρ′ (depending on Z), the scaled current ηZ′,ρ′ # T is significantly
closer to some non-planar cone CZ′,ρ′ than it is to any plane.
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The set B consists of branch points by definition, but note that the theorem allows that S may
also contain branch points. If a point Z ∈ S is not a branch point, it is not difficult to see that for
all sufficiently small ρ (depending on Z), the scaled current ηZ,ρ# T is much closer to a non-planar
cone than it is to any plane. The significance of the theorem is that this property holds even if
Z ∈ S is a branch point (in which case, by the definition of S, Z must necessarily be such that the
current at Z must decay slowly, if at all, to a plane), and that there is a locally uniform choice for
how small the scale needs to be for the property to hold.

In proving this result, the main difficulty one has to overcome is ruling out the possibility that
there may be a point Z ∈ S such that ηZ,σ# T continually oscillates, as σ → 0, between rapidly
decaying to a plane and being much closer to a non-planar cone than to a plane (and decaying slowly,
or not at all, to a plane). To rule out this behaviour (and for other key purposes subsequently), we
introduce an intrinsic frequency function, which we call the planar frequency function. The planar
frequency function ρ 7→ NT,P,Z(ρ) (for ρ ∈ (0, ρ0) for some ρ0 > 0) is defined relative to a given
fixed n-dimensional plane P and a given base point Z ∈ sptT, in terms of geometric quantities
integrated over the current (see Definition 3.1), whenever the current T has no boundary in the
cylinder Cρ0(Z,P ) = {X : πP (X−Z) < ρ0} (where πP : Rn+m → P is the orthogonal projection)
and all points of T in Cρ0(Z,P ) are within a bounded distance to the affine plane Z + P.

Almgren in [Alm83] introduced a frequency function for area minimizing currents (based on
his frequency function for Dirichlet energy minimizing multi-valued functions, also introduced in
[Alm83]) which was extrinsic in the sense that it required a choice of a Lipschitz multi-valued
function whose graph approximates the current. (By a key result established in [Alm83], such an
approximation can be chosen whenever the current is sufficiently close to a plane.) In [Alm83],
the primary use of this frequency function was to rule out the possibility that at a branch point
the “sheets” of the current approach each other, with decreasing scale, infinitely rapidly. In our
approach, we are not concerned with ruling out this possibility initially, and our first use of the
planar frequency function is to rule out the oscillatory behaviour of the current described above.
The key properties of the planar frequency function that enable us to do this are:

(a) NT,P,Z(ρ) is approximately monotonically non-decreasing on any interval I of scales ρ on
which the rescaled current ηZ,ρ# T decays exponentially (at any fixed rate, however slow)
towards P as ρ ∈ I decreases (Theorem 3.4 below);

(b) NT,P,0(·) takes values ≤ 1 whenever T is any cone (having vertex 0) with sptT 6= P and

sptT ∩ P⊥ = {0} (Lemma 6.4).

We can now give a precise statement of the decomposition theorem, which is proved employing
the planar frequency function together with relatively elementary ingredients of Almgren’s theory
(specifically, the theory of Dirichlet energy minimising multi-valued functions, strong Lipschitz
approximation theorem and convergence results for blow-up sequences of area minimisers relative
to a plane). As mentioned above, this theorem is the first crucial step in our asymptotic analysis
of area minimisers near singularities.

Theorem 1.1. For every integer q ≥ 2 and ε, β ∈ (0, 1) there exist R = R(n,m, q, ε, β) > 2,
δ = δ(n,m, q, ε, β) > 0, η = η(n,m, q, ε, β) > 0 and α = α(n,m, q, ε, β) > 0 such that if T is an
n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current of BR(0) with

(1.1) (∂T )xBR(0) = 0 and ‖T‖(BR(0)) ≤ (q + δ)ωnR
n

then

singT ∩B1(0) ∩ {X : Θ(T,X) ≥ q} = S ∪ B
where S = Sq,ε,β(T ) and B = Bq,ε,β(T ) are disjoint sets for which the following hold:
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(I) For each Z0 ∈ S there exists ρ0 ∈ (0, 1/16] (depending on T and Z0) such that for every
Z ∈ sptT ∩Bρ0(Z0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q and every ρ ∈ (0, ρ0] one of the following assertions
(i) or (ii) holds true:

(i) there exists an integral cone C = CZ,ρ supported on a union of n-dimensional planes
meeting along a common (n − 2)-dimensional subspace such that T is close to C in
Bρ(Z) and T is significantly closer to C than to any plane P in Bρ(Z) in the sense
that

ρ−n−2

∫

Bρ(Z)
dist2(X,Z + sptC) d‖T‖(X) < ε2 and(1.2)

∫

Bρ(Z)
dist2(X,Z + sptC) d‖T‖(X)(1.3)

+

∫

Bρ/2(Z)∩{dist(X,spineC)≥ρ/16}
dist2(Z +X, sptT ) d‖C‖(X)

≤ β2 inf
P

∫

Bρ(Z)
dist2(X,Z + P ) d‖T‖(X);

{Y ∈ Bρ(Z) : Θ(T, Y ) ≥ q} ⊂ {Y ∈ Bρ(Z) : dist(Y,Z + spineC) < ερ};(1.4)

(ii) there is an (n− 3)-dimensional linear subspace L such that

(1.5) {Y ∈ Bρ(Z) : Θ(T, Y ) ≥ q} ⊂ {Y ∈ Bρ(Z) : dist(Y,Z + L) < ερ}.

(II) B is a relatively closed set in B1(0), and for each Z0 ∈ B, we have that Θ(T,Z0) = q and
there is a unique n-dimensional plane PZ0 such that:

(i)

(1.6) ρ−n−2

∫

Bρ(Z0)
dist2(X,Z0 + PZ0) d‖T‖(X) ≤ Cρ2α

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1], where C = C(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant;

(ii) PZ0 taken with multiplicity q and orientated appropriately is the unique tangent cone
to T at Z0;

(iii) the planar frequency NT,PZ0
(Z0) = limρ→0+ NT,PZ0

,Z0(ρ) exists and NT,PZ0
(Z0) ≥ 1+α

(where NT,PZ0
,Z0(ρ) is as in Definition 3.1).

Theorem 1.1 is, in part, inspired by arguments in [Wic08],[Wic14] for analysis of stable codimen-
sion 1 integral varifolds. As was observed in [Wic08],[Wic14], using blow-up arguments and the
Hardt-Simon inequality [HS79] (see Lemma 5.4 below), one can regard density q singular points as
having planar frequency ≥ 1 (if the latter exists). In the setting of [Wic08],[Wic14] however, unlike
here, the validity of conditions (1.2) and (1.3) (for appropriately chosen, fixed ǫ and β) at some
scale and for some cone C made up of half-hyperplanes meeting a common (n − 1)-dimensional
boundary automatically implies decay of the varifold to a unique non-planar cone of the same type;
see the more recent work [MW22] for a much more definitive result for stable hypersurfaces in this
vein. Moreover, anything like a planar frequency function was neither necessary nor used in that
setting.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 proceeds by setting S to be the density q singular points Z0 such that
for some σ > 0, the decay (by a fixed factor) of height excess of T relative to an optimal plane
from scale σ to σ/2 fails. It follows that the planar frequency function NT,P,Z0(ρ) is close to 1 for
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any plane P and ρ ∈ (σ/4, σ/2] (Lemma 6.7 and Lemma 6.3). Thus by monotonicity of the planar

frequency function (Theorem 3.4), if T again decays towards a plane P̃ from scale σ/2 down to

a smaller scale σ1 < σ/2, the planar frequency function of T relative to P̃ must remain close to
1 at scales ∈ (σ1, σ/2]. Hence T must be closer to a non-planar cone than T is to a multiplicity
q plane in Bρ(Z0) for all ρ ∈ (σ1, σ] (Lemma 6.2). More precisely, either T is weakly close to
an area-minimizing cone but T is not close to any multiplicity q plane in Bρ(Z0) (Lemma 6.8),
or T is close to a multiplicity q plane in Bρ(Z0) and T is significantly closer to the graph of a
homogeneous degree one Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued function over P (Lemma 6.2 and
Lemma 6.3). Since the non-planar cone in either case is either a union of planes meeting along
an (n − 2)-dimensional subspace or has an axis (i.e. spine) of dimension ≤ n − 3, the assertion of
Theorem 1.1(I) follows. Setting B to be the complement of S in the set of density q singular points,
it follows (from the definition of S) that at every point of B the current decays exponentially to a
unique plane.

Once Theorem 1.1 is established, our primary focus is on using it to analyse the asymptotic
behaviour of the current on approach to a typical singular point, establishing uniqueness of tangent
cones, existence and uniqueness of non-zero tangent functions (blow ups) at branch points as well
as structural properties of the singular set itself including its countable (n − 2)-rectifiability. We
carry out this asymptotic analysis in [KrumWic-b] and [KrumWic-c]. As a first consequence of the
decomposition theorem though we obtain that the Hausdorff dimension of sing T is ≤ n− 2.

Corollary 1.2. The Hausdorff dimension of singT is at most n− 2.

This is Almgren’s main theorem in [Alm83]. In our approach it is reached by observing first,
by conclusions (I)(i) and (I)(ii) of Theorem 1.1, that there is γ(ǫ, β) > 0 with γ(ǫ, β) → 0 as

(ǫ, β) → (0, 0) such that S = Sq,ǫ,β(T ) satisfies Hn−2+γ(ǫ,β)(S) = 0. To make a similar con-
clusion for B = Bq,ǫ,β(T ), write B = B′ ∪ B′′, where B′ = {Z0 ∈ B : NT,P0(Z0) < 2} and
B′′ = {Z0 ∈ B : NT,P0(Z0) ≥ 2}. A straightforward blow-up argument using the approximate
monotonicity of the planar frequency function NT,PZ0

,Z0(ρ) and Almgren’s theorem that a Dirich-
let energy minimizing q-valued function has a singular set of Hausdorff dimension ≤ n − 2 shows
that B′ has Hausdorff dimension ≤ n− 2. To bound the dimension of B′′, we proceed as in [Alm83]
by utilising a center manifold, following its construction given in [DS16-I], but with added simpli-
fications in the construction arising from the fact that the current at every point in B′′ satisfies
a locally uniform estimate giving decay to a unique plane at a rate (at least) quadratic in the
scale. (For instance, complications necessitating having to consider “intervals of flattening” and
correspondingly a sequence of center manifolds, as in [Alm83],[DS16-I], [DS16-II], are all removed
by the uniform decay estimates.) This quadratic decay estimate is an immediate consequence of
the fact that the planar frequency at every point in B′′ is ≥ 2, and it allows construction, about a
point in B′′, of a single center manifold that contains all nearby points in B′′. (See [KrumWic-c]
for details).

Since every point in B has a unique planar tangent cone, it follows that the set Sq,n−2 of all
density q non branch point singularities (where each tangent cone has spine dimension ≤ n− 2) is
contained in S. As mentioned above, Theroem 1.1 however allows that S may also contain branch
points, and in fact it allows a priori that S \ Sq,n−2 may be a set (consisting of branch points) of
positive (n−2)-dimensional Hauadorff measure. In [KrumWic-b], we rule out this latter possibility.
In fact in [KrumWic-b] we shall take the above locally uniform weak approximation property of
the current at points in S (to be precise, conditions (1.2) and (1.3) in Theorem 1.1) as a starting
point and prove that there is a choice of ǫ = ǫ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and β = β(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) such that
for Hn−2 a.e. point Z ∈ S, the current T has a unique tangent cone CZ supported on a union of
(at least two) planes intersecting along an (n − 2)-dimensional subspace, and moreover T satisfies
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a decay estimate giving exponential decay to CZ at a fixed rate (depending only on n, m and q).
From this it follows that Hn−2(S \ Sq,n−2) = 0 and that S is (n − 2)-rectifiable. In [KrumWic-c],
we prove similar structure and asymptotic results for B and T at Hn−2 a.e. point of B.
Remark 1.3. The work of Naber–Valtorta [NV15] implies that Sq,n−2 is countably (n − 2)-
rectifiable. However, one cannot apply the results of [NV15] to S prior to ruling out (as done
in [KrumWic-b]) the possibility that S contains a set of positive (n − 2)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure consisting of branch points of T .

A further immediate corollary of Theorem 1.1 and the results of [KrumWic-b] referred to above
is, of course, the uniqueness of tangent cones to a locally area minimising current at Hn−2 a.e.
point.

Corollary 1.4. Let T be any n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in an open
subset U ⊆ R

n+m. Then T has a unique tangent cone at Hn−2-a.e. Z ∈ sptT∩U . This tangent cone
is either supported on a plane, or on a union of planes meeting along a common (n−2)-dimensional
subspace.

The asymptotic analysis in our work in [KrumWic-b], [KrumWic-c] is based on the techniques
developed in parts of the work [Wic14] for the analysis of stable codimension 1 inegral varifolds,
and those developed in [KW17], [KW21] for studying branch sets of Dirichlet energy minimising
multi-valued functions and two-valued C1,α minimal graphs. These earlier works were in turn
inspired by the fundamental work of Simon ([Sim93]) on the structure of singular sets of minimal
submanifolds in a multiplicity 1 class. A key new ingredient needed for adaptation of these ideas
for our purposes in [KrumWic-b], [KrumWic-c] is an interior height bound for area minimising
currents. This result (proved in [KrumWic-b]) gives a uniform interior upper bound for the height
of an area minimising rectifiable current relative to a union P of non-intersecting oriented planes
in terms of a linear expression in the height excess of the current relative to P, under appropriate
smallness assumptions on the tilt-excess of the current and of P. The key implication of this
estimate for our purposes is the obvious one: the current must separate into a sum of disjoint
pieces whenever its height excess relative to P is much smaller than the smallest distance between
any pair of the planes making up P.

Our overall approach to the analysis of singularities of area minimising currents can thus be
thought of as one where the first step is to establish certain regularity properties for T , by way
of estimates giving separation of the current under appropriate small excess criteria, control from
below on the order of contact of the current with a planar tangent cone (i.e. planar frequency),
and ultimately, convergence of T , at Hn−2 a.e. singular point, to a unique tangent cone (supported
on a single plane or a union of planes) faster than a fixed exponential rate (depending only on n,
m and a mass upper bound for T ). In particular, in the special case n = 2, uniqueness of tangent
cones must hold at every singular point, a result previously established by B. White ([Whi83]) by a
method special to two dimensions. When n ≥ 3, whether such uniqueness properties must hold has
been a basic question left open by Almgren’s work. Our results imply, of course, that the current
has a unique tangent plane at Hn−2 a.e. branch point, but it is worth noting that our method (here
and in[KrumWic-b]) yields this conclusion not in isolation but simultaneously with the conclusion
that non-planar tangent cones are also unique at Hn−2 a.e. point. As mentioned above, in our
approach the Hausdorff dimension bound for the singular set, as well as structural properties of the
singular set, are obtained subsequent to such decay estimates for the current. In particular, the
construction of a center manifold—arguably the most intricate construction in [Alm83]—which is
needed for studying the dimension and structure of the singular set, is considerably more efficient
once decay estimates are in place; this is because in our approach a center manifold is only needed to
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study singularities Z that are branch points having a unique tangent plane PZ and planar frequency
NT,PZ

(Z) relative to PZ satisfying NT,PZ
(Z) ≥ 2 (at which the scaled current ηZ,ρ# T converges to

PZ at a rate O(ρ2) or faster).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. General notation. Throughout the paper, we shall use the following notation:

n ≥ 2 and m ≥ 1 are fixed integers. R
n+m denotes the (n + m)-dimensional Euclidean

space. X = (x1, x2, . . . , xn+m) denotes a general point in R
n+m.

e1, e2, . . . , en+m denotes the standard basis of Rn+m.

For each Y ∈ R
n+m and ρ > 0, Bρ(Y ) = {X ∈ R

n+m : |X − Y | < ρ}.

For each Y ∈ R
n+m and ρ > 0, ηY,ρ : R

n+m → R
n+m is defined by ηY,ρ(X) = (X − Y )/ρ.

Hk denotes the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure on R
n+m.

Lk denotes the k-dimensional Lebesgue measure on R
k.

ωk denotes the Lebesgue measure of a ball of radius one in R
k.

For each point X ∈ R
n+m and set A ⊆ R

n+m, dist(X,A) = infY ∈A |X − Y |.

For each pair of sets A,B ⊆ R
n+m, distH(A,B) denotes the Hausdorff distance between A

and B.

For each set A ⊆ R
n+m, A denotes the closure of A and ∂A denotes the boundary, or

frontier, of A.

2.2. Planes. We let P denote the set of all n-dimensional planes (containing the origin) in R
n+m.

Given an n-dimensional plane P in R
n+m we let:

P⊥ denote the orthogonal complement of P in R
n+m.

πP : Rn+m → P denote the orthogonal projection onto P .

πP⊥ : Rn+m → P⊥ denote the orthogonal projection onto P⊥.

for each Z ∈ R
n+m and ρ > 0, Bρ(Z,P ) = {X ∈ Z + P : |X − Z| < ρ} and Cρ(Z,P ) =

{X ∈ R
n+m : |πP (X − Z)| < ρ}.

We say that P is an oriented n-dimensional plane if we equip P with a simple n-vector ~P =
τ1 ∧ τ2 ∧ · · · ∧ τn, called the orientation of P , where {τ1, τ2, . . . , τn} is an orthonormal basis for P .

We let JP K denote integral current with support P , multiplicity one, and orientation ~P .

We will often let P0 = R
n × {0}, and take JP0K with orientation ~P0 = e1 ∧ e2 ∧ · · · ∧ en. In

this case we will identify P0
∼= R

n and P⊥
0

∼= R
m. For each z ∈ R

n and ρ > 0 we will let
Bρ(z) = {x ∈ R

n : |x− z| < ρ} and Cρ(z) = Bρ(z)× R
m.

2.3. Rectifiable currents. Let U be an open subset of Rn+m. An n-dimensional current T of U
is a continuous linear functional on the Fréchet space of smooth differential n-forms with compact
support in U . An n-dimensional integer multiplicity rectifiable current T of U (abbreviated as
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n-dimensional rectifiable current or just rectifiable current henceforth) is a current of the form

(2.1) T (ω) =

∫

M
〈ω, ~T 〉 θ dHn

for all smooth differential n-forms ω with compact support in U , where

(i) M is an Hn measurable, countably n-rectifiable subset of U ;

(ii) θ :M → Z+ is a locally Hn-integrable positive integer-valued function on M . The function
θ is called the multiplicity of T ;

(iii) ~T : M → Λn(Rn+m) is an Hn-measurable function on M such that for Hn-a.e. X ∈ M ,
~T (X) = τ1 ∧ τ2 ∧ · · · ∧ τn for some orthonormal basis {τ1, τ2, . . . τn} for the approximate

tangent plane to M at X. The function ~T is called the orientation of T .

We say that an n-dimensional current T is an integral current if both T and ∂T are integer
multiplicity rectifiable. The general theory of integral currents can be found in [Fed69] and [Sim83].
We shall use the following notation associated with integral currents:

‖T‖ = θ dHn is the total variation measure associated with T (as in 2.1).

MW (T ) = ‖T‖(W ) is the mass T in an open set W ⊆ U . M(T ) = ‖T‖(U) is the mass T .

Θ(T,X) = limr→0+ ω
−1
n r−n‖T‖(Br(X)) is the density of T at X, whenever it exists.

sptT is the support of T .

TxA is the restriction of T to a ‖T‖-measurable set A ⊂ U .

∂T is the boundary of T .

f#T is the image or the push-forward of T under a Lipschitz map f : U → V between two
open sets U, V such that f |sptT is proper, i.e. f−1(K) ∩ sptT is a compact set whenever
K ⊂ V is a compact set.

S × T is the cartesian product of a pair of integral currents S and T .

JMK is the multiplicity one k-dimensional current associated with an oriented C1 subman-
ifold M, or an oriented C1-submanifold-with-boundary M, of Rn+m.

Gn(U) denotes the Grassmannian, which is the fiber bundle consisting of all pairs (X,S) where
X ∈ U and S is an n-dimensional plane in R

n+m. An n-dimensional varifold is a Radon measure on
Gn(U). Varifold convergence is the usual convergence of Radon measures on Gn(U). To each pair
consisting of an Hn measurable, countably n-rectifiableM ⊂ U and a locally Hn-integrable positive
integer-valued function θ : M → Z+ we associate the n-dimensional integral varifold V = v(M,θ)
such that ∫

Gn(U)
ϕ(X,S) dV (X,S) =

∫

M
ϕ(X,Tan(M,X)) θ(X)dHn(X)

for each ϕ ∈ Cc(Gn(U)), where Tan(M,X) is the approximate tangent plane to M at X. In other
words, for V -a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(U), S is the approximate tangent plane to M at X. To each n-
dimensional rectifiable current T we can associate an n-dimensional integral varifold |T | = v(M,θ),
whereM and θ are as in (2.1). For a further discussion of the theory of integral varifolds and general
varifolds, we refer the reader to [Sim83, Chapters 4 and 8].

2.4. Locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents. Let U be an open subset of Rn+m.
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Definition 2.1. We say that an n-dimensional rectifiable current T in U is locally area-minimizing
in U if

MW (T ) ≤ MW (S)

for every open set W ⊂⊂ U and every n-dimensional rectifiable current S in U such that ∂S = ∂T
in U and spt(S − T ) ⊂W. (Here W ⊂⊂ U means the closure of W is a compact subset of U .)

Given an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current T of U , the regular set regT
is the set of all points Y ∈ sptT ∩ U \ spt ∂T such that for some ρ > 0, sptT ∩Bρ(Y ) is a smooth
embedded n-dimensional submanifold of Bρ(Y ). The singular set singT = sptT ∩ U \ (spt ∂T ∪
regT ).

Whenever T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current of U with (∂T )xU =
0, the integral varifold |T | associated with T is area-stationary in the sense that

(2.2)

∫

Gn(U)
divS ζ(X) d|T |(X,S) = 0

for all ζ ∈ C1
c (U,R

n+m), where divS denotes the divergence with respect to the plane S [Sim83,
Definition 16.3 and Lemma 33.2].

Let T be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current of U with (∂T )xU = 0 and
let Z ∈ sptT ∩ U . Since T is area-stationary, T satisfies a well-known monotonicity formula for
area, which implies

(2.3)
‖T‖(Bσ(Z))

ωnσn
≤ ‖T‖(Bρ(Z))

ωnρn

for all 0 < σ ≤ ρ ≤ dist(Z,Rn+m \ U) [Sim83, Theorem 17.6]. If U = R
n+m, Z = 0 and equality

holds true in (2.3) for all 0 < σ ≤ ρ < ∞, then T is a cone, i.e. η0,λ#T = T for all λ > 0 (see
[Sim83, Theorem 19.3] and the footnote at the bottom of [Sim83, p. 203]). As a consequence of the
monotonicity formula and the compactness theorem for locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents,
for each sequence ρk → 0+ there exists a subsequence {k′} ⊂ {k} and n-dimensional locally area-
minimizing rectifiable current C which is a cone in R

n+m such that ηZ,ρk′#T → C weakly in R
n+m

and Θ(C, 0) = Θ(T,Z) [Sim83, Theorem 35.1]. We say that C is a tangent cone of T at Z.

Let C be any n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable cone in R
n+m. Since C is a cone,

Θ(C, Z) = Θ(C, tZ) for all Z ∈ R
n+m and t > 0. Letting t → 0+ using the semi-continuity of

density [Sim83, Corollary 17.8], Θ(C, Z) ≤ Θ(C, 0) for all Z ∈ R
n+m. We define the spine of C to

be the set

spineC = {Z ∈ R
n+m : Θ(C, Z) = Θ(C, 0)}.

By [Alm83, Theorem 2.26], spineC is a subspace of Rn+m and ηZ,1#C = C for all Z ∈ spineC.

After an orthogonal change of coordinates, we can assume that spineC = {0} × R
n−k, in which

case C = C0×R
n−k for some k-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable cone C0 in R

k+m. If
dim spineC = n, then C = qJP K for some integer q ≥ 1 and some n-dimensional oriented plane P .
There is no n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable cone C such that dim spineC = n−1.
If dim spineC = n− 2, then

C =

p∑

i=1

qiJPiK

for some integers p ≥ 2 and qi ≥ 1 and some n-dimensional oriented planes Pi such that Pi ∩ Pj =
spineC whenever i 6= j.
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Let T be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in U with (∂T )xU = 0.
For each j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , n, define j-th stratum Sj of the singular set of T to be the set of all points
Z ∈ singT such that dim spineC ≤ j for every tangent cone C to T at Z. Observe that

S0 ⊆ S1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Sn−3 ⊆ Sn−2 = Sn−1 ⊆ Sn = singT.

Sn \Sn−2 is the set of all branch point singularities, at which T has at least one tangent one which
is an integer multiplicity plane.

Lemma 2.2. Let T be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current of U with
(∂T )xU = 0. For each j = 1, 2, . . . , n − 2, n, Sj has Hausdorff dimension at most j. For α > 0,
{Z ∈ S0 : Θ(T,Z) = α} is discrete.

Proof. See [Alm83, Theorem 2.26 and Corollary 2.27]. �

2.5. Multi-valued functions. For each integer q ≥ 1, Aq(R
m) denotes the space of all sums

q∑

i=1

JaiK

of Dirac point masses JaiK at points ai ∈ R
m (possibly repeating). We equip Aq(R

m) with the
metric defined by

G(a, b) = inf
σ

(
q∑

i=1

|ai − bσ(i)|2
)1/2

for each a =
∑q

i=1JaiK, b =
∑q

i=1JbiK ∈ Aq(R
n), where the infimum is taken over all permutations

σ of {1, 2, . . . , q}. We write

|a| = G(a, qJ0K) =
(

q∑

i=1

|ai|2
)1/2

for each a =
∑q

i=1JaiK ∈ Aq(R
m).

Let Ω ⊂ R
n. A q-valued function is a map u : Ω → Aq(R

m). For each x ∈ Ω, we shall
express u(x) =

∑q
i=1Jui(x)K where ui(x) ∈ R

m are the “q values of u(x)”. We define the average

ua : Ω → R
m of u to be the single-valued function defined by ua(x) =

1
q

∑q
i=1 ui(x) for each x ∈ Ω.

We say that u is average-free if ua(x) = 0 for all x ∈ Ω. The average-free part of u is the q-valued
function uf : Ω → Aq(R

m) defined by uf (x) =
∑q

i=1Jui(x)− ua(x)K for each x ∈ Ω. Thus for each
x ∈ Ω, we can write uf and u as

uf (x) =

q∑

i=1

J(uf )i(x)K, u(x) =

q∑

i=1

Jua(x) + (uf )i(x)K

where (uf )i(x) = ui(x)−ua(x). Observe that for each pair of q-valued functions u, v : Ω → Aq(R
m),

(2.4) G(u(x), v(x))2 = q|ua(x)− va(x)|2 + G(uf (x), vf (x))2

for all x ∈ Ω.

Let Ω ⊂ R
n be open. Since Aq(R

m) is a metric space, we can define the space C0(Ω,Aq(R
m))

of continuous q-valued functions u : Ω → Aq(R
m) in the usual way. For each µ ∈ (0, 1], we define

the space C0,µ(Ω,Aq(R
m)) of Hölder continuous q-valued functions to be the set of all q-valued

functions u : Ω → Aq(R
m) such that

[u]µ,Ω′ = sup
x,y∈Ω′, x 6=y

G(u(x), u(y))
|x− y|µ <∞
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for all Ω′ ⊂⊂ Ω. We say that a q-valued function u : Ω → Aq(R
m) is Lipschitz if

Lipu = sup
x,y∈Ω, x 6=y

G(u(x), u(y))
|x− y| <∞.

We say a q-valued function u : Ω → Aq(R
m) is differentiable at y ∈ Ω if there exists a q-valued

function ℓy : Rn → Aq(R
m) of the form ℓy(x) =

∑q
i=1Jb

y
i + Ay

i xK for some m× n matrices Ay
i and

points byi ∈ R
m (1 ≤ i ≤ q) such that

lim
x→y

G(u(x), ℓy(x))
|x− y| = 0.

If additionally Ay
i 6= Ay

j whenever byi 6= byj , then we say that u is strongly differentiable at y.

Whenever u is differentiable at y, the derivative of u at y is Du(y) =
∑q

i=1JA
y
i K. We shall use

the convention that we write u(y) =
∑q

i=1Jui(y)K and Du(y) =
∑q

i=1JDui(y)K when u is strongly
differentiable at y with ℓy(x) =

∑q
i=1Jui(y) +Dui(y) · (x − y)K. By Rademacher’s theorem for q-

valued functions [DS11, Theorem 1.13], every Lipschitz q-valued function is strongly differentiable
at Ln-a.e. y ∈ Ω.

Given a Lipschitz q-valued function u : Ω → Aq(R
m), T = graphu is an n-rectifiable current of

R
n+m given by (2.1) with

M = {(x, ui(x)) : x ∈ Ω, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q}},
θ(x, y) = #{i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q} : y = ui(x)} for each (x, y) ∈M ,

~T (x, ui(x)) =

∧n
j=1(ej ,Djui(x))∣∣∧n
j=1(ej ,Djui(x))

∣∣ for L
n-a.e. x ∈ Ω and each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q},

where u(x) =
∑q

i=1Jui(x)K for each x ∈ Ω and Du(x) =
∑q

i=1JDui(x)K for Ln-a.e. x ∈ Ω following
the above convention. See [Alm83, Section 1.5], in which graphu is defined via affine approximation,
or [DS15, Section 1], in which graphu is equivalently defined as the image of the q-valued map
F (x) =

∑q
i=1J(x, u(x))K of x ∈ Ω using a measurable partition of Ω and a corresponding measurable

selection of F .

For each 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we define the Lebesgue space Lp(Ω,Aq(R
m)) to be the set of all Lebesgue

measurable q-valued functions u : Ω → Aq(R
m) such that ‖u‖Lp(Ω) = ‖G(u, qJ0K)‖Lp(Ω) <∞.

The Sobolev space W 1,2(Ω,Aq(R
m)) of q-valued functions is defined in [Alm83, Definitions and

terminology 2.1] as follows: Let N(q,m) ≥ 1 be an integer and ξ : Aq(R
m) → R

N be a bi-
Lipschitz embedding such that Lip ξ ≤ 1 and Lip ξ|Q ≤ C(m, q), where Q = ξ(Aq(R

m)). Then
W 1,2(Ω,Aq(R

m)) is the set of all Lebesgue measurable q-valued functions u : Ω → Aq(R
m) such

that ξ ◦ u ∈ W 1,2(Ω,RN ). W 1,2(Ω,Aq(R
m)) can be equivalently characterized as the space of

Sobolev functions into the metric space Aq(R
m), see [DS11, Definition 0.5]. Every u ∈W 1,2(Ω,Rn)

is approximately strongly differentiable at Ln-a.e. y ∈ Ω in the sense that there exists a set Ωy ⊂ Ω
with density one at y such that u|Ωy is strongly differentiable at y ([Alm83, Theorem 2.2], [DS11,

Corollary 2.7]). The derivative of u at y is Du(y) = D(u|Ωy)(y). Whenever u ∈ W 1,2(Ω,Aq(R
m)),

u ∈ L2(Ω,Aq(R
m)) and Du ∈ L2(Ω,Aq(R

m×n)).

2.6. Dirichlet energy minimizing multi-valued functions. Let Ω be an open subset of Rn.

Definition 2.3. We say a q-valued function w ∈ W 1,2(Ω,Aq(R
m)) is locally Dirichlet energy

minimizing (or Dirichlet energy minimizing for simplicity) if
∫

Ω′

|Dw|2 ≤
∫

Ω′

|Dv|2
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whenever Ω′ ⊂⊂ Ω is an open set and v ∈ W 1,2(Ω,Aq(R
m)) is a q-valued function such that

w(x) = v(x) for Ln-a.e. x ∈ Ω \ Ω′.

The theory of Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued functions was developed by Almgren in [Alm83]
where such functions were used to approximate, in a certain precise sense, locally area-minimizing
rectifiable currents weakly close to a multiplicity q plane; this theory serves as the “linear theory”
in the study of area-minimizing currents. For a detailed discussion of this theory see [Alm83, Chap-
ter 2] or [DS11]. See also the summary of Almgren’s existence and regularity theory for Dirichlet
energy minimizing multi-valued functions in [KW17, Subsection 3.2 and Section 4].

Let φ : [0,∞) → R be a nonincreasing Lipschitz function such that φ = 1 on [0, 1/2] and φ = 0

on [1,∞). Let w ∈W 1,2
loc (Ω,Aq(R

m)) be a non-zero Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued function,
z ∈ Ω, and 0 < ρ < dist(z, ∂Ω). We define the frequency function Nw,z(ρ) associated with u and z
by

Nw,z(ρ) =
Dw,z(ρ)

Hw,z(ρ)

whenever Hw,z(ρ) > 0, where we let r = |x− z| and

Hw,z(ρ) = −ρ1−n

∫
|w|2 1

r
φ′(r/ρ), Dw,z(ρ) = ρ2−n

∫
|Dw|2 φ(r/ρ).

By letting φ increase to the characteristic function on the interval [0, 1), we obtain the classical
frequency function as defined by Almgren in [Alm83, Theorem 2.6]; incorporating a fixed function
φ into the definition provides the convenience, as observed in [DMSV18], [DS16-II], of avoiding
boundary integrals as in Almgren’s original definition. As in [DMSV18], [DS16-II], here we take φ
to be the Lipschitz function such that φ(s) = 2− 2s for each s ∈ (1/2, 1) (as in (3.2) below). One
can then show (see [DMSV18, Proposition 3.1]) that if Ω is connected and w is not identically qJ0K
on Ω, then Hw,z(ρ) > 0 for all 0 < ρ < dist(z, ∂Ω) and

N ′
w,z(ρ) =

−2ρ1−n

Hw,z(ρ)

∫ ( q∑

i=1

|x ·Dwi(x)−Nw,z(ρ)wi(x)|2
)

1

r
φ′(r/ρ) dLn(x) ≥ 0

for all 0 < ρ < dist(z, ∂Ω), where we write w(x) =
∑q

i=1Jwi(x)K for each x ∈ Ω and Dw(x) =∑q
i=1JDwi(x)K for Ln-a.e. x ∈ Ω (following the convention from Subsection 2.5). In particular,

Nw,z(ρ) is a monotone nondecreasing function of ρ ∈ (0,dist(z, ∂Ω)). N ′
w,z(τ) = 0 for each τ ∈ (σ, ρ)

if and only if w(z+λx) =
∑q

i=1Jλ
αwi(z+x)K whenever λ > 0 and x, λx ∈ Bρ(0)\Bσ(0). We define

the frequency Nw(z) of w at z by

Nw(z) = Nw,z(0
+) = lim

ρ→0+
Nw,z(ρ).

The value of Nw,z(0
+) is in fact equal to the classical frequency as defined by Almgren in [Alm83,

Theorem 2.6]. Using the monotonicity formula for frequency function and continuity of Dirichlet
energy under uniform limits([Alm83, Theorem 2.15], [DS11, Proposition 3.20]), one can show that
frequency is upper semi-continuous in the sense that if wk, w ∈ W 1,2(Ω,Aq(R

m)) are Dirichlet
energy minimizing q-valued functions such that wk → w uniformly on Ω, and zk, z ∈ Ω are such
that zk → z, then

Nw(z) ≥ lim sup
k→∞

Nwk
(zk).

Suppose that w ∈W 1,2
loc (R

n,Aq(R
m)) is a non-zero Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued function

and w is homogeneous of some degree α, i.e. w(λx) =
∑q

i=1Jλ
αwi(x)K for each x ∈ R

n and λ > 0
where we write w(x) =

∑q
i=1Jwi(x)K. Then Nw,0(ρ) = α for all ρ ∈ (0,∞). By the homogeneity of



14 BRIAN KRUMMEL AND NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

w and semi-continuity of frequency, for each z ∈ R
n we have that Nw(z) = lim supt→0+ Nw(tz) ≤

Nw(0) = α. We define the spine of w by

spinew = {z ∈ R
n : Nw(z) = α}.

It follows from [Alm83, Theorem 2.14] that spinew is linear subspace of Rn and that w(z+x) = w(x)
for all z ∈ spinew and x ∈ R

n. If dim spinew = n, then w is a constant q-valued function on R
n.

There is no homogeneous Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued function w ∈ W 1,2
loc (R

n,Aq(R
m))

with dim spinew = n− 1. If dim spinew = n− 2, then

w(x) =

p∑

i=1

qiJAixK

where p and qi are positive integers such that p ≥ 2 and
∑p

i=1 qi = q, and Ai are distinct m × n
matrices such that {x ∈ R

n : Aix = Ajx} = spinew if i 6= j, and if w is average-free, {x ∈ R
n :

Aix = 0} = spinew.

2.7. Some elementary estimates. We have the following well-known “energy estimate” which
bounds the tilt excess of a stationary integral varifold V relative to a plane P from above in terms
of the height-excess, i.e. L2-distance of V to P .

Lemma 2.4. If P is an n-dimensional plane in R
n+m, V is an n-dimensional stationary integral

varifold on Cρ(Y, P ) and γ ∈ (0, 1), then

(2.5)
1

ρn

∫

Gn(Cγρ(Y,P ))
‖πS − πP‖2 dV (X,S) ≤ 64

(1− γ)2ρn+2

∫

Cρ(Y,P )
dist2(X,Y + P ) d‖V ‖(X)

where ‖πS − πP‖ denotes the Frobenius norm of πS − πP .

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that Y = 0, ρ = 1, and P = R
n × {0}. Express points

X ∈ R
n+m as X = (x, y) where x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R

n and y = (xn+1, . . . , xn+m) ∈ R
m. Inequality

(2.5) follows by setting ζ(x, y) = φ2(x) (0, y) in (2.2), where φ ∈ C1
c (B1(0)) is a cut-off function

such that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1, φ = 1 on Bγ(0), and |Dφ| ≤ 2
1−γ . �

The following well-known result due to Allard ( [All72]) bounds the L∞-distance of a stationary
integral varifold T to a plane P linearly in terms of the L2-distance of T to P . (See [KrumWic-b]
for a generalisation of this to a union of planes disjoint in a cylinder in place of P in the case that
V corresponds to a locally area minimizing rectifiable current).

Lemma 2.5. If γ ∈ (0, 1), V is an n-dimensional stationary integral varifold on Bρ(Y ) such that
V xBγρ(Y ) 6= 0 and if P is an n-dimensional affine plane in R

n+m, then

(2.6) sup
X∈spt T∩Bγρ(Y )

dist2(X,P ) ≤ C

ρn

∫

Bρ(Y )
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

for some constant C = C(n,m, γ) ∈ (0,∞).

Proof. Without loss of generality assume that P = R
n×{0}. Since the coordinate functions xi are

a |T |-harmonic functions in Bρ(Y ) for all i = 1, 2, . . . ,m [All72, 7.5(1)(2)], we can apply [All72,
Theorem 7.5(6)] to deduce (2.6). �

If instead we consider a general closed set K (not necessarily a plane), as a straightforward
consequence of the monotonicity formula for area, we have the following more crude bound for the
L∞-distance of V to K in terms of the L2-distance of V to K.
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Lemma 2.6. Let γ ∈ (0, 1). Suppose V is an n-dimensional stationary integral varifold on Bρ(Y )
and K is a closed subset of Rn+m such that

(2.7)
1

ωnρn+2

∫

Bρ(Y )
dist2(X,K) d‖V ‖(X) <

(
1− γ

2

)n+2

then

(2.8) sup
X∈spt ‖V ‖∩Bγρ(Y )

dist(X,K) ≤ 2

(
1

ωn

∫

Bρ(Y )
dist2(X,K) d‖V ‖(X)

) 1
n+2

.

Proof. Assume without loss of generality (by traslating and scaling) that Y = 0 and ρ = 1. Fix
Z ∈ sptT ∩ B1(0) and set d = min{1 − γ,dist(Z,K)} so that Bd(Z) ⊆ B1(0) \ K. By the
monotonicity formula for area and [Sim83, Remark 17.9(1)], ‖V ‖(Bd/2(Z)) ≥ ωn(d/2)

n and thus

(2.9) ωn(d/2)
n+2 ≤

∫

Bd/2(Z)
dist2(X,K) d‖V ‖(X) ≤

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X,K) d‖V ‖(X).

By (2.9) and (2.7), we must have that d < 1 − γ and thus d = dist(Z,K). Hence (2.8) follows
immediately from (2.9). �

Let P be an n-dimensional oriented plane in R
n+m and T be an n-dimensional locally area-

minimizing rectifiable current in Cρ(Y, P ) with

(∂T )xCρ(Y, P ) = 0, sup
X∈spt T

dist(X,P ) <∞.

By the constancy theorem [Sim83, Theorem 26.27], there exists an integer θ such that

πP#(TxCρ(Y, P )) = θJP KxCρ(Y, P ).

We define the excess E(T, P,Cρ(Y, P )) of T relative to P in Cρ(Y, P ) by

(2.10) E(T, P,Cρ(Y, P ))
2 =

‖T‖(Cρ(Y ))

ωnρn
− |θ|,

whence,

(2.11) ‖T‖(Cρ(Y, P )) =
(
|θ|+ E(T, P,Cρ(Y, P ))

2
)
ωnρ

n.

By [Fed69, 5.3.1], if θ ≥ 0,

E(T, P,Cρ(Y, P ))
2 =

1

ωnρn

∫

Cρ(Y )
(1− 〈~T , ~P 〉) d‖T‖(X)

=
1

2ωnρn

∫

Cρ(Y,P )
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X).

Lemma 2.7. Let γ ∈ (0, 1). Let P be an n-dimensional oriented plane in R
n+m and T be an

n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in Cρ(Y, P ) such that

(∂T )xCρ(Y, P ) = 0, sup
X∈sptT

dist(X,P ) ≤ 1.

Then

(2.12) E(T, P,Cγρ(Y, P ))
2 ≤ C

ρn+2

∫

Cρ(Y,P )
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

for some constant C = C(n,m, γ) ∈ (0,∞).
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Proof. The proof is based on [HS79, Lemma 3.2] and is included for completion. Without loss of
generality assume that Y = 0, ρ = 1, and P = R

n × {0}. Express points X ∈ R
n+m as X = (x, y)

where x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n and y = (xn+1, . . . , xn+m) ∈ R

m. Let µ ∈ C∞(C1) be a smooth
function such that 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1, µ = 1 on C1 \ C(1+γ)/2, µ = 0 in Cγ , and |∇µ| ≤ 3

1−γ . Define

a diffeomorphism F : C1 → C1 by F (X) = (x, µ(X) y) and consider the competitor F#T for T
(which fixes points in C1 \C(1+γ)/2 and projects points in Cγ onto P ). Since T is area-minimizing,

‖T‖(C(1+γ)/2) ≤ ‖F#T‖(C(1+γ)/2).

Thus

ωnγ
nE(T, P,Cγ)

2 = ‖T‖(Cγ)− ‖πP#T‖(Cγ)(2.13)

= ‖T‖(Cγ)− ‖F#T‖(Cγ)

= ‖T‖(C(1+γ)/2)− ‖F#T‖(C(1+γ)/2)

+ ‖F#T‖(C(1+γ)/2 \Cγ)− ‖T‖(C(1+γ)/2 \Cγ)

≤‖F#T‖(C(1+γ)/2 \Cγ)− ‖T‖(C(1+γ)/2 \Cγ)

Let X = (x, y) ∈ sptT be a point at which the approximate tangent plane SX to T exists, and

let {τ1, τ2, . . . , τn} be an orthonormal basis for SX such that ~T = τ1 ∧ τ2 ∧ · · · ∧ τn. Noting that
supX∈sptT |y| ≤ 1 and |πP⊥τi| ≤ ‖πSX

− πP ‖ for each i,

F#
~T =

n∧

i=1

F#τi =
n∧

i=1

(πP τi + µ(X)πP⊥τi +∇τiµ(X) (0, y))(2.14)

=

n∧

i=1

πP τi +

n∑

i=1

(−1)i−1(µ(X)πP⊥τi +∇τiµ(X) (0, y)) ∧
∧

j 6=i

πP τj +R

where R is an n-vector such that |R| ≤ C(n,m, γ) (|y|2 + ‖πSX
− πP ‖2). Notice that the first two

terms on the second line of (2.14) are mutually orthogonal as n-vectors. Hence, again using the
fact that |πP⊥τi| ≤ ‖πSX

− πP‖,

|F#
~T |2 ≤

∣∣∣∣∣

n∧

i=1

πP τi

∣∣∣∣∣

2

+ C(|y|2 + ‖πSX
− πP ‖2) = |πP#

~T |2 + C(|y|2 + ‖πSX
− πP ‖2)

for some constant C = C(n,m, γ) ∈ (0,∞). Since Lip πP ≤ 1, |πP#
~T | ≤ |~T | = 1 and thus

(2.15) |F#
~T |2 ≤ 1 + C(|y|2 + ‖πSX

− πP‖2).
Using (2.15) and the fact that |y| = dist(X,P ),

‖F#T‖(C(1+γ)/2 \Cγ)− ‖T‖(C(1+γ)/2 \Cγ) =

∫

C(1+γ)/2\Cγ

(|F#
~T | − 1) d‖T‖

=

∫

C(1+γ)/2\Cγ

|F#
~T |2 − 1

|F#
~T |+ 1

d‖T‖ ≤
∫

C(1+γ)/2\Cγ

(|F#
~T |2 − 1) d‖T‖

≤C

∫

C1

dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) + C

∫

C(1+γ)/2

‖πSX
− πP‖2 d‖T‖(X)

for some constant C = C(n,m, γ) ∈ (0,∞). Hence using Lemma 2.4, we conclude that

(2.16) ‖F#T‖(C(1+γ)/2 \Cγ)− ‖T‖(C(1+γ)/2 \Cγ) ≤ C

∫

C1

dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)
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for some constant C = C(n,m, γ) ∈ (0,∞), which together with (2.13) completes the proof of
(2.12). �

2.8. Lipschitz approximation. The Strong Lipschitz Approximation Theorem for area-minimizing
currents is a fundamental result proved by Almgren in [Alm83, Corollaries 3.29 and 3.30] (see
also [DS14, Theorem 2.4]). Here we adapt this result in a straightforward manner to obtain a
Lipschitz approximation lemma that can be applied to general domains Ω and blow-up limits with
convergence on compact subsets of Ω.

Theorem 2.8. Let q be a positive integer and Ω be a bound open subset of Rn. For each σ > 0 let

Ωσ = {x ∈ Ω : dist(x,Rn \Ω) > σ}.
There exists ε = ε(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) such that if 0 < δ < ∞ and T is an n-dimensional locally
area-minimizing rectifiable current in Ω× R

m such that

(∂T )x(Ω × R
m) = 0, sup

X∈spt T
dist(X,P0) <∞, πP0#T = qJΩK,

E2 =

∫

Ω×Rm

|~T − ~P0|2 d‖T‖(X) < ε2δn,(2.17)

then there exists a Lipschitz function u : Ωδ × R
m → Aq(R

m) and Ln-measurable set K ⊆ Ωδ such
that

(2.18) Tx(K × R
m) = (graphu)x(K × R

m)

and for each σ ≥ δ

sup
Ωσ

|∇u| ≤ CE2γ ,(2.19)

Ln(Ωσ \K) + ‖T‖((Ωσ \K)×R
m) ≤ CE2+2γ(2.20)

for some constants γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q, σ,Ln(Ω)) ∈ (0,∞) (independent of
δ).

Remark 2.9. We shall consider blow-up limits of area-minimizing currents Tk in Ω × R
m with

E2
k =

∫
Ω×Rm |~Tk − ~P0|2 d‖Tk‖(X) → 0, where ~Tk denotes the orienting n-vector field of Tk. (See

for instance Section 5.1.) In this case, we will apply Theorem 2.8 with δ = δk and T = Tk where

δk is chosen so that δ
−n/2
k Ek → 0. Then (2.19) and (2.20) give us estimates for the Lipschitz

approximation of T = Tk on Ωσ with constants C independent of k, provide k is large enough that
σ ≥ δk.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. By the Vitali covering lemma, there is a finite collection of points xi ∈ Ω
(1 ≤ i ≤ N) such that, setting di = dist(xi, ∂Ω), we have that di+1 ≤ di for all 1 ≤ i < N ,
{Bdi/16(xi)} covers Ωδ/2, and {Bdi/80(xi)} is pairwise disjoint. Note that if Bdi/8(xi)∩Bdj/8(xj) 6= ∅
then |di − dj | ≤ |xi − xj | ≤ (di + dj)/8 and thus 7di/9 ≤ dj ≤ 9di/7. For each σ ≥ δ/2, if
Bdi/8(xi)∩Ωσ 6= ∅ then di > 8σ/9. In particular, setting σ = δ/2, di > 4δ/9 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N . For
each σ ≥ δ/2 let N(σ) be the largest integer such that dN(σ) > 8σ/9. Obviously {Bdi/8(xi)}1≤i≤N(σ)

covers Ωσ. Since {Bdi/80(xi)} is a collection of pairwise disjoint balls in Ω, it follows that

N(σ)ωn(σ/90)
n ≤

N(σ)∑

i=1

Ln(Bσ/90(xi)) ≤
N(σ)∑

i=1

Ln(Bdi/80(xi)) ≤ Ln(Ω)
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and thus N(σ) ≤ C(n)σ−nLn(Ω). Let {ψi} smooth partition of unity for Ωδ subordinate to
{Bdi/8(xi)} such that

(2.21) 0 ≤ ψi ≤ 1, sptψi ⊆ Bdi/8(xi), |∇ψi| ≤
C(n)

di
,

N∑

i=1

ψi = 1

(see for instance [Fed69, 3.1.13]). By (2.17) and the fact that di > 4δ/9, for each i

1

dni

∫

Bdi
(xi)×Rm

|~T − ~P0|2 d‖T‖(X) ≤ d−n
i E2 ≤ (4δ/9)−n · ε2δn = (9/4)nε2.

Hence provided ε is sufficiently small, by [Alm83, Corollary 3.29] (or [DS14, Theorem 2.4]), for each
i there exists a Lipschitz function ui : Bdi/4(xi) → Aq(R

m) and Ln-measurable set Ki ⊆ Bdi/4(xi)
such that

Tx(Ki × R
m) = (graphui)x(Ki × R

m),(2.22)

sup
Bdi/4

(xi)
|∇ui| ≤ Cd−nγ

i E2γ ,(2.23)

Ln(Bdi/4(xi) \Ki) + ‖T‖((Bdi/4(xi) \Ki)× R
m) ≤ Cd−nγ

i E2+2γ ≤ C(9/4)n+nγε2+2γdni(2.24)

for some constants γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). Note that if Bdi/8(xi) ∩
Bdj/8(xj) 6= ∅, then using the fact that dj ≥ 7di/9, there exists a ball of radius min{di/16, dj/16} ≥
7di/144 contained in Bdi/4(xi) ∩Bdj/4(xj). Thus by (2.24),

Ln(Bdi/4(xi)∩Bdj/4(xj)) ≥ ωn(7di/144)
n > 2C(9/4)n+nγε2+2γdni ≥ Ln(Bdi/4(xi)∩Bdj/4(xj)\(Ki∩Kj))

provided ε is sufficiently small, where C is as in (2.24). Hence Ln(Ki ∩ Kj) > 0. By (2.22),
ui(x) = 〈T, πP0 , x〉 = uj(x) for Ln-a.e. x ∈ Ki ∩Kj. Letting z ∈ Ki ∩Kj such that ui(z) = uj(z)
and using (2.23) and the fact that dj ≤ 9di/7,

sup
Bdi/8

(xi)∩Bdj/8
(xj)

G(ui, uj) ≤ sup
Bdi/4

(xi)
G(ui, ui(z)) + sup

Bdj/4
(xi)

G(uj , uj(z))(2.25)

≤ Cd−γn
i E2γ(di/2 + dj/2) ≤ 8

7 Cd
1−γn
i E2γ ,

where C is as in (2.23). By [Alm83, Definition 1.1(6) and Theorem 1.3], there exists an integer
L(q,m) ≥ 1 and bi-Lipschitz embedding ξ : Aq(R

m) → R
L and ρ : RL → Q such that Lip ξ ≤ 1,

Lip ξ−1|Q ≤ C(m, q), and Lipρ ≤ C(m, q), where Q = ξ(Aq(R
m)). Define

K = Ωδ \
N⋃

i=1

(Bdi/8(xi) \Ki),(2.26)

u(x) = (ξ−1 ◦ ρ)
(

N∑

i=1

ψi(x) ξ(ui(x))

)
for each x ∈ Ωδ.(2.27)

By (2.26) and (2.22), for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} we have that K ∩ Bdi/8(xi) ⊆ Ki and ui(x) =

〈T, πP0 , x〉 for Ln-a.e. x ∈ K ∩ Bdi/8(xi). Thus by the fact that
∑N

i=1 ψi = 1 and (2.27), u(x) =
〈T, πP0 , x〉 for Ln-a.e. x ∈ K. Hence ui(x) = u(x) for all x ∈ K ∩ Bdi/8(xi) and all 1 ≤ i ≤ N . It
follows using (2.22) that (2.18) holds true.

Now fix σ ≥ δ and let x ∈ Ωσ. Recalling that {Bdi/8(xi)}1≤i≤N(σ) covers Ωσ, suppose that
x ∈ Bdi/8(xi) for some i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N(σ)}. Then by (2.21) and (2.27)

u(x) = (ξ−1 ◦ ρ)


ξ(ui(x)) +

N(σ)∑

j=1

ψj(x) (ξ(uj(x))− ξ(ui(x)))
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and thus using (2.21), (2.23), and (2.25)

|∇u(x)| ≤ C

N(σ)∑

j=1

(
|∇jψj(x)| G(uj(x), ui(x)) + ψj(x) |∇uj(x)|

)
≤ C N(σ)σ−nγE2γ ≤ C1E2γ

where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) and C1 = C1(n,m, q, σ,Ln(Ω)) ∈ (0,∞) are constants, thereby
proving (2.19). Using (2.26) and (2.24), we obtain (2.20). �

Let T , u, and K be as in Theorem 2.8. Given an m× n matrix p = [pκi ]1≤i≤n, 1≤κ≤m, let

Gij(p) = δij +
m∑

κ=1

pκi p
κ
j

for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let [Gij(p)] denote the inverse matrix of [Gij(p)] and G(p) denote the
determinant of [Gij(p)]. By Taylor’s theorem,

(2.28) Gij(p) = δij −
m∑

κ=1

pκi p
κ
j +O(|p|4),

√
G(p) = 1 +

1

2
|p|2 +O(|p|4).

Let u(x) =
∑q

l=1Jul(x)K for each x ∈ Ω and Du(x) =
∑q

l=1JDul(x)K for Ln-a.e. x ∈ Ω, following
the conventions from Subsection 2.5. Recall from Subsection 2.5 that we can regard graphu as a
rectifiable current in Ωδ × R

m. Using (2.18), (2.19), and (2.20),

(2.29)

∫

Ωσ×Rm

ζ(X) d‖T‖(X) =

∫

Ωσ

q∑

l=1

ζ(x, ul(x))
√
G(Dul(x)) dLn(x) +R

for each σ ∈ (0, δ) and each bounded ‖ graphu‖ + ‖T‖-measurable function ζ : Ωσ × R
m → R,

where assuming ε = ε(n,m, q, σ, |Ω|) is sufficiently small

|R| ≤ sup |ζ|
(
(1 + Cε2γ)Ln(Ωσ \K) + ‖T‖((Ωσ \K)× R

m)
)
≤ CE2+2γ sup |ζ|

for some constants C = C(n,m, q, σ, |Ω|) ∈ (0,∞). Note that at Hn-a.e. point X = (x, ul(x)) ∈
spt graphu,

1

2
|~SX − ~P |2 = 1− 1√

G(Dul(x))
,(2.30)

‖πSX
− πP‖2 =

n∑

i,j=1

Gij(Dul(x))Diul(x)Djul(x),(2.31)

where SX is the approximate tangent plane to spt graphu at X and ~SX is the orientation n-vector
graphu at X.

3. Planar frequency function and its approximate monotonicity

In this section we introduce a frequency function for an area-minimizing current T relative to a
plane P .

Definition 3.1. Let Z ∈ R
n+m and ρ0 > 0. Let T be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing

rectifiable current of Cρ0(Z,P ) such that

(3.1) (∂T )xCρ0(Z,P ) = 0, sup
X∈spt T∩Cρ0(Z,P )

dist(X,Z + P ) <∞.
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Let φ : [0,∞) → R be the Lipschitz function defined by

(3.2) φ(s) =





1 if 0 ≤ s < 1/2

2− 2s if 1/2 ≤ s < 1

0 if 1 ≤ s <∞.

For ρ ∈ (0, ρ0], let

HT,P,Z(ρ) = 2ρ1−n

∫

Gn(Cρ(Z,P )\Cρ/2(Z,P ))
dist2(X,Z + P ) |∇Sr|2 1

r
d|T |(X,S) and(3.3)

DT,P,Z(ρ) =
1

2
ρ2−n

∫
‖πS − πP ‖2 φ(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S),(3.4)

where |T | denotes the n-dimensional integral varifold associated with T , r(X) = |πP (X − Z)|, ∇S

is the gradient with respect to the plane S, and ‖πS −πP ‖ denotes the Frobenius norm of πS −πP .
We define the planar frequency function NT,P,Z of T at Z relative to the plane P by

NT,P,Z(ρ) =
DT,P,Z(ρ)

HT,P,Z(ρ)

whenever HT,P,Z(ρ) > 0 (see Remark 3.6 below).

Remark 3.2. We will often write

(3.5) HT,P,Z(ρ) = −ρ1−n

∫
dist2(X,P ) |∇Sr|2 1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S),

where we adopt the convention that φ′(1/2) = φ′(1) = 0. Note that for |T |-a.e. (X,S) ∈
Gn(∂Cρ/2(Z,P )), S is the approximate tangent plane to sptT atX and S is tangent to ∂Cρ/2(Z,P ),

thus ∇Sr(X) = 0. By similar reasoning, ∇Sr(X) = 0 for |T |-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(∂Cρ(Z,P )).

Remark 3.3. (1) Almgren in [Alm83] first introduced and used a frequency function. The fre-
quency function in [Alm83] is defined “extrinsically,” as a functional associated with a multi-valued
function f (specifically, either for a multivalued locally Dirichlet energy minimizing function f over
a plane, or for a multi-valued Lipschitz function f—the “normal map”—over a center manifold,
whose graph approximates a locally area minimizing rectifiable current lying close to a plane). In
either case, the height function H(ρ) (corresponding to our HT,P,Z(ρ)) is defined as the boundary
integral

∫
∂Bρ(Z) |f |2 over the boundary of a (geodesic) ball Bρ(Z) in the domain of f . Defining

the planar frequency function in terms of the fixed function φ as in (3.2) affords the technical
convenience of not having to express the height function as a boundary integral, as was observed
in [DS16-II] where the authors similarly modified the Almgren frequency function.

(2) In contrast to the the frequency functions in [Alm83] and [DS16-II], our planar frequency
function NT,P,Z(ρ) is intrinsic, and is defined in terms of geometric quantities involving P and T
and in terms of integration over T . That way NT,P,Z(ρ) is well-defined for any area-minimizing
integral current T (provided (3.1) holds true) and NT,P,Z(ρ) does not depend on T being close
to P or on a choice of Lipschitz approximation of T . This is an important feature of the planar
frequency function, which we capitalise on in our analysis. (See for instance Lemma 6.4 below.)

The main result of this section is the following approximate monotonicity of the planar frequency
function under the assumption that T is decaying towards the plane P in L2 sense.

Theorem 3.4. For each positive integer q there exists δ = δ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and η0 = η0(n,m, q) ∈
(0, 1) such that the following holds true. Let Z ∈ R

n+m and ρ0 > 0. Let P be an n-dimensional plane
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in R
n+m and T be n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in the open cylinder

C7ρ0/4(Z,P ) such that

(3.6) (∂T )xC7ρ0/4(Z,P ) = 0, Θ(T,Z) ≥ q, ‖T‖(C7ρ0/4(Z,P )) ≤ (q + δ)ωn(7ρ0/4)
n.

Suppose that for some η ∈ (0, η0], σ0 ∈ (0, ρ0) and α ∈ (0, 1),

(3.7)
1

ωn(7ρ/4)n+2

∫

C7ρ/4(Z,P )
dist2(X,Z + P ) d‖T‖(X) ≤ η2

( ρ
ρ0

)2α

for all ρ ∈ [σ0, ρ0]. Then:
(3.8)

exp

(
C1η

2γ

2αγ
σ2αγ +

C2

γ
(DT,P,0(σ))

γ

)
NT,P,0(σ) ≤ NT,P,0(ρ) exp

(
C1η

2γ

2αγ
ρ2αγ +

C2

γ
(DT,P,0(ρ))

γ

)
,

and hence

(3.9) NT,P,Z(σ) ≤ eCηγ (ρ/ρ0)αγ
NT,P,Z(ρ)

for all σ, ρ with σ0 ≤ σ < ρ ≤ ρ0 provided HT,P,Z(τ) > 0 for all τ ∈ [σ, ρ]. Here C1 = C1(n,m, q),
C2 = C2(n,m, q), γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) are fixed constants
(independent of η).

Note that by (3.7), Lemma 2.5 and the fact that (∂T ) xC7ρ0/4(Z,P ) = 0, the conditions (3.1)
hold true and thus NT,P,Z(ρ) is defined for all ρ ∈ (0, ρ0]. The remainder of this section will
focus on the proofs of Theorem 3.4. Without loss of generality we may let Z = 0, ρ0 = 1, and
P = P0 = R

n × {0}. We will write each point X = (x1, x2, . . . , xn+m) ∈ R
n+m as X = (x, y)

where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n and y = (xn+1, . . . , xn+m) ∈ R

m. Note that then r(X) = |x| and
dist(X,P ) = |y|.

3.1. Variational formulas. In Lemma 3.5 below we compute the derivatives of HT,P,0(ρ) and
DT,P,0(ρ) and establish identity (3.11) for DT,P,0(ρ). Eventhough we state Lemma 3.5 for area-
minimizing currents T , the only variational property of T used in its proof is stationarity with
respect to area (i.e. the validity of the first variation formula for area (2.2)); thus, the lemma in
fact holds true whenever |T | is an area-stationary integral varifold in C1(0) with (∂T )xC1 = 0.
Our proof of Theorem 3.4 however uses certain results and estimates which are specific for area
minimising T .

Lemma 3.5. Let T be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C1(0). Sup-
pose that (3.1) holds true with Z = 0, ρ0 = 1 and P = R

n × {0}. Then HT,P,0 and DT,P,0 are
absolutely continuous functions on (0, 1], and satisfy:

H ′
T,P,0(ρ) = − 2ρ−n

∫
(0, y) · πP⊥(∇Sr)φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)(3.10)

− ρ−n

∫
|y|2 1

r
φ′(r/ρ)

(
n |∇S⊥

r|2 − 1

2
‖πS − πP‖2

)
d|T |(X,S)

for L1-a.e. ρ ∈ (0, 1],

(3.11) DT,P,0(ρ) = −ρ1−n

∫
(0, y) · πP⊥(∇Sr)φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)
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for all ρ ∈ (0, 1], and

D′
T,P,0(ρ) = − 2ρ−n

∫
|∇S⊥

r|2 r φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)(3.12)

+ 2ρ1−n

∫ (
1− 1

4
‖πS − πP‖2 − JπP

)(
nφ(r/ρ) +

r

ρ
φ′(r/ρ)

)
d|T |(X,S)

for L1-a.e. ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Here, ∇S and ∇S⊥

denote the gradient with respect to the linear subspaces S

and S⊥ respectively. JπP is the (signed) Jacobian of πP on T defined by dπP#
~T (X) = JπP (X) ~P

for ‖T‖-a.e. X ∈ C1(0), where ~P = e1 ∧ e2 ∧ · · · ∧ en is the orientation of P .

Remark 3.6. Let T be as in Lemma 3.5. We have that HT,P,0(ρ) = 0 if and only if sptT ∩Cρ ⊂ P .
Clearly by the definition of HT,P,0(ρ) in (3.3), if sptT ∩ Cρ ⊆ P then HT,P,0(ρ) = 0. To see the

converse, suppose HT,P,0(ρ) = 0. Then by (3.3), X ∈ P or ∇Sr(X) = 0 for |T |-a.e. (X,S) ∈
Gn(Cρ \Cρ/2). Hence by (3.11), DT,P,0(ρ) = 0. Thus by (3.4), P must be the approximate tangent
plane to sptT at ‖T‖-a.e. X ∈ Cρ. This together with |T | being area-stationary implies that

sptT ∩Cρ is contained in a finite union of n-dimensional planes parallel to P . Also, |∇Sr(X)| =
|∇r(X)| = 1 6= 0 for |T |-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(Cρ \ Cρ/2), so sptT ∩ Cρ \ Cρ/2 ⊂ P . It follows that
sptT ∩Cρ ⊂ P .

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let us first consider the case where HT,P,0 and DT,P,0 are defined by (3.5)
and (3.4) for φ : [0,∞) → R a smooth function such that φ(s) = 1 if 0 ≤ s ≤ 1/2 and φ(s) = 0 if
s ≥ 1. The case where φ is given by (3.2) will later follow by approximation. Clearly when φ is
smooth, HT,P,0 and DT,P,0 are continuously differentiable on (0, 1]. By direct differentiation,

H ′
T,P,0(ρ) = (n− 1) ρ−n

∫
|y|2 |∇Sr|2 1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)

+ ρ−n−1

∫
|y|2 |∇Sr|2 φ′′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S).

Setting ζ = |y|2 φ′(r/ρ)∇r in (2.2), and noting that ∇r = (x,0)
r ,

∇S(|y|2) · ∇Sr = ∇(|y|2) · ∇Sr = 2 (0, y) · ∇Sr = 2 (0, y) · πP⊥(∇Sr) and

divS(x, 0) =
n∑

i,j=1

(τi · ej)2 = n− 1

2
‖πS − πP ‖2(3.13)

for each X = (x, y) ∈ C1 and each n-dimensional plane S ⊂ R
n+m, where τ1, τ2, . . . , τn is an

orthonormal basis for S, gives us

2

∫
(0, y) · πP⊥(∇Sr)φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S) + 1

ρ

∫
|y|2 |∇Sr|2 φ′′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)(3.14)

+

∫
|y|2

(
n− 1

2
‖πS − πP‖2 − |∇Sr|2

)
1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S) = 0

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Using (3.14) and the above expression for H ′
T,P,0 gives

H ′
T,P,0(ρ) = − 2ρ−n

∫
(0, y) · π⊥P (∇Sr)φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)

− ρ−n

∫
|y|2

(
n |∇S⊥

r|2 − 1

2
‖πS − πP‖2

)
1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1], proving (3.10).
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To see (3.11), we set ζ = φ(r/ρ) (0, y) in (2.2), noting that (0, y) · ∇Sr = (0, y) · πP⊥(∇Sr) and

divS(0, y) =

n∑

i=1

m∑

j=1

(τi · en+j)
2 =

1

2
‖πS − πP‖2

for each X = (x, y) ∈ C1 and each n-dimensional plane S ⊂ R
n+m. Thus

∫ (
1

2
φ(r/ρ) ‖πS − πP‖2 +

1

ρ
φ′(r/ρ)πP⊥(∇Sr) · (0, y)

)
d|T |(X,S) = 0

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Rearranging terms gives us (3.11).

To see (3.12), we set ζ = φ(r/ρ) (x, 0) in (2.2) and use (3.13) to obtain

(3.15)

∫ (
nφ(r/ρ)− 1

2
‖πS − πP ‖2 φ(r/ρ) + |∇Sr|2 r

ρ
φ′(r/ρ)

)
d|T |(X,S) = 0

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1]. We can replace T with the multiplicity 1 current JP K in (3.15) to obtain
∫

P

(
nφ(r/ρ) +

r

ρ
φ′(r/ρ)

)
dHn = 0

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1]. By the constancy theorem [Sim83, Theorem 26.27], πP#T is an integer multiple
of JP KxC1. Thus by the area-formula (see [Sim83, Remark 27.2(3)])

(3.16)

∫ (
nφ(r/ρ) +

r

ρ
φ′(r/ρ)

)
JπP d‖T‖(X) = 0

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1]. By differentiating DT,P,0(ρ),

D′
T,P,0(ρ) =

2− n

2
ρ1−n

∫
‖πS − πP ‖2 φ(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)(3.17)

− 1

2
ρ−n

∫
‖πS − πP ‖2 r φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Adding 2ρ1−n · (3.15)−2ρ1−n · (3.16)+ (3.17) and using the fact that |∇T r|2 =
1− |∇⊥r|2 gives us (3.12).

Now suppose that HT,P,0 and DT,P,0 are defined by (3.5) and (3.4) where φ is given by (3.2).
For each ε ∈ (0, 1/2) let φε : [0,∞) → R be a smooth function such that φε(s) = 1 if 0 ≤ s ≤ 1/2,
φε(s) = 2 + 3ε − (2 + 4ε)s if 1/2 + ε ≤ s ≤ 1 − ε, φε(s) = 0 if s ≥ 1, and −2 − 4ε ≤ φ′ε ≤ 0. Let
Hε

T,P,0 and Dε
T,P,0 be given by (3.5) and (3.4) with φε in place of φ. Then (3.10) with φε in place

of φ gives us

Hε
T,P,0(ρ)−Hε

T,P,0(σ) = −
∫ ρ

σ
2τ−n

∫
(0, y) · πP⊥(∇Sr)φ′ε(r/τ) d|T |(X,S) dτ(3.18)

−
∫ ρ

σ
τ−n

∫
|y|2 1

r
φ′ε(r/τ)

(
n |∇S⊥

r|2 − 1

2
‖πS − πP‖2

)
d|T |(X,S) dτ

for all 0 < σ < ρ ≤ 1. Notice that φε → φ uniformly on [0,∞) and φ′ε → φ′ pointwise on [0,∞)
(with φ′ε(s) = φ′(s) = 0 if s = 1/2, 1). Hence letting ε → 0+ in (3.18) using the dominated
convergence theorem, we deduce that when φ is given by (3.2), HT,P,0 is absolutely continuous and
(3.10) holds true for L1-a.e. ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Similar reasoning shows that (3.12) and (3.11) hold true
with φ is given by (3.2). �
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3.2. Bounding error terms in derivative of HT,P,0. Next in Lemma 3.9 we will estimate certain
error terms in (3.10). We start with a standard consequence of frequency monotonicity of Dirichlet
energy minimising functions (Lemma 3.7) and its direct implication to area minimising currents
with small excess (Lemma 3.8).

Lemma 3.7. For every c > 0 there exists β = β(n,m, q, c) > 0 such that if w ∈W 1,2(B1(0),Aq(R
m))

is a Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued function such that ‖w‖L2(B1/2(0))
≥ c‖w‖L2(B1(0)) then

‖w‖L2(B1/10(ξ))
≥ β‖w‖L2(B1(0)) for each ξ ∈ B1/5(0).

Proof. Fix c > 0 and suppose to the contrary that for k = 1, 2, 3, . . . there exists a Dirichlet
energy minimizing q-valued function wk ∈ W 1,2(B1(0),Aq(R

m)) and point ξk ∈ B1/5(0) such that
‖wk‖L2(B1(0)) = 1, ‖wk‖L2(B1/2(0))

≥ c, and ‖wk‖L2(B1/10(ξk))
< 1/k. After passing to a subsequence

let ξk → ξ for some ξ ∈ B1/5(0). By the compactness theorem for Dirichlet energy minimzing q-
valued functions ([Alm83, Theorem 2.15], [DS11, Proposition 2.11, Theorem 3.20]), after passing to
a subsequence there is a Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued function w ∈ W 1,2(B1(0),Aq(R

m))
such that wk → w uniformly on compact subsets of B1(0). Clearly ‖w‖L2(B1/2(0))

≥ c > 0 and

w = qJ0K on B1/20(ξ). On the other hand, it is a standard consequence of the monotonicity of the
frequency function associated with w that w = qJ0K on B1/20(ξ) =⇒ w = qJ0K on B1/2(0). This
gives the desired contradiction proving the lemma. �

Lemma 3.8. For every c > 0 there exists ε = ε(n,m, q, c) ∈ (0, 1), δ = δ(n,m, q, c) ∈ (0, 1)
and β = β(n,m, q, c) ∈ (0, 1) such that if T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable
current of C8(0), P = R

n × {0} and if

(∂T )xC8(0) = 0, Θ(T, 0) ≥ q, ‖T‖(B8(0)) ≤ (q + δ)ωn8
n,(3.19)

1

ωn8n+2

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) < ε2,(3.20)

∫

C1/2(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≥ c2

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X),(3.21)

then for every ξ ∈ B1/5(0)

(3.22)

∫

C1/10(ξ)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≥ β2

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X).

Proof. Notice that by (3.20) and Lemma 2.5,

sup
X∈spt T∩C7(0)

dist(X,P ) ≤ Cε

for some constant C = C(n,m) ∈ (0,∞). By the constancy theorem [Sim83, Theorem 26.27],

πP#(TxC7(0)) = θJB7(0)K

for some integer θ. By Lemma 2.7,

E(T, P,C6(0))
2 ≤ C

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

for some constant C = C(n,m) ∈ (0,∞). Thus by the monotonicity formula for area and (2.11)

|θ| ≤ ‖T‖(Bρ(0))

ωnρn
≤ ‖T‖(C6(0))

ωn6n
≤ |θ|+ C(n,m) ε2,
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which by (3.19) implies that |θ| = q. Up to reversing the orientation of T , we may assume that
θ = q, that is

(πP#T )xB8(0) = qJB8(0)K.

By [Alm83, Corollaries 3.29 & 3.30] (or [DS14, Theorem 2.4]), there exists a Lipschitz function
u : B1(0) → Aq(R

m) and a set K ⊂ B1(0) such that

sup
B1(0)

|u| ≤ 1, sup
B1(0)

|∇u| ≤ Cεγ ,(3.23)

TxK × R
m = (graphu)xK × R

m,

|B1(0) \K|+ ‖T‖((B1(0) \K)× R
m) ≤ Cεγ

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X),

where γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Let η ∈ (0, 1) be a
constant to be determined depending only on n,m, q, c. By [Alm83, Theorem 2.23] (or [DS14,
Theorem 2.6]), if ǫ = ǫ(n,m, q, η) is sufficiently small, there exists a Dirichlet energy minimizing
q-valued function w ∈W 1,2(B1(0),Aq(R

m)) such that

(3.24)

∫

B1(0)
G(u,w)2 ≤ η

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X).

Notice that provided ε and η are sufficiently small depending only on n,m, q, we have by (2.28),
(2.29), (3.23), and (3.24),

∫

B1(0)
|w|2 ≤ 2

∫

B1(0)
|u|2 + (2η + 2Cε2γ)

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)(3.25)

≤ 2

∫

C1(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) + (2η + 2Cε2γ)

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

≤ 4

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X).

Similarly, by (2.28), (2.29), (3.23), (3.24), and (3.21),
∫

B1/2(0)
|w|2 ≥ 1

2

∫

B1/2(0)
|u|2 − η

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)(3.26)

≥ 1

2

∫

C1/2(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) − (η + Cε2+γ)

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

≥
(
c2

2
− η − Cε2+γ

)∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

≥ c2

4

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X),

provided ǫ, η are sufficiently small depending only on n,m, q, c, where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a
constant. Hence combining (3.25) and (3.26),

∫

B1/2(0)
|w|2 ≥ c2

16

∫

B1(0)
|w|2.

Therefore, by Lemma 3.7 with c/4 in place of c, there exists β = β(n,m, q, c) > 0 such that for
each ξ ∈ B1/5(0)

(3.27)

∫

B1/10(ξ)
|w|2 ≥ β2

∫

B1(0)
|w|2.
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Provided ε and η are sufficiently small depending only on n,m, q, c, by (2.28), (2.29), (3.23), (3.24),
(3.27), and (3.26),

∫

C1/10(ξ)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≥

∫

B1/10(ξ)
|u|2 − Cεγ

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

≥ 1

2

∫

B1/10(ξ)
|w|2 − (η + Cε2+γ)

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

≥ β2

2

∫

B1(0)
|w|2 − (η + Cε2+γ)

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

≥
(
β2c2

8
− η − Cε2+γ

)∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

≥ β2c2

16

∫

C8(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X),

where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. This proves (3.22) with βc/4 in place of β. �

Lemma 3.9. For each positive integer q and α ∈ (0, 1) there exists δ = δ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and
η0 = η0(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) such that the following holds true. Let P = R

n × {0} and let T be n-
dimensional area-minimizing integral current of C7/4(0) such that (3.6) and (3.7) hold true with
Z = 0 and ρ0 = 1 for some η ∈ (0, η0] and σ0 ∈ (0, 1). Then

(3.28) − ρ1−n

∫
1

r
dist2(X,P ) ‖πS − πP‖2 φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S) ≤ Cη2γρ2αγHT,P,0(ρ)

for all ρ ∈ [σ0, 1] and thus

(3.29)

∣∣∣∣H
′
T,P,0(ρ) + 2ρ−n

∫
(0, y) · πP⊥(∇Sr)φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cη2γρ2αγ−1HT,P,0(ρ)

for L1-a.e. ρ ∈ [σ0, 1], where γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants.

Proof. Fix ρ ∈ [σ0, 1]. With eta0 = η0(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) to be chosen, let η ∈ (0, η0] and suppose
that (3.6) and (3.7) hold. Notice that arguing as we did in the proof of Lemma 3.8, by (3.6) and
(3.7) we may assume that

(3.30) πP#TxBρ(0) = qJBρ(0)K

for ρ ∈ (0, 7/4). For each ξ ∈ Bρ(0) \Bρ/2(0) let

σ(ξ) = sup{0} ∪
{
σ ∈ (0, ρ/2] :

∫

Cσ(ξ)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≥ η2ωn(64σ)

n+2+2α

}
.

Using (3.7), for each ξ ∈ Bρ(0) \Bρ/2(0)∫

Cσ(ξ)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≤

∫

C3ρ/2(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

≤ η2ωn(3ρ/2)
n+2+2α < η2ωn(64σ)

n+2+2α

for all σ ∈ [ρ/32, ρ/2] and thus σ(ξ) ≤ ρ/32. Let

Ξ = {ξ ∈ Bρ(0) \Bρ/2(0) : σ(ξ) > 0}.
Notice that by Lemma 2.5,

(3.31) sup
X∈spt T∩C16σ(ξ)

dist(X,P ) ≤ Cησ1+α
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for all σ ∈ (σ, ρ/16] and some constant C = C(n,m) ∈ (0,∞). In particular, if ξ ∈ (Bρ(0) \
Bρ/2(0)) \ Ξ, we can let σ → 0+ to obtain

(3.32) sptT ∩ ({ξ} × R
m) = {(ξ, 0)}.

By the Vitali covering lemma, there is a countable set of points ξi ∈ Ξ such that {B2σi/5(ξi)} is
a pairwise disjoint collection of balls and {B2σi(ξi)} covers of Ξ, where σi = σ(ξi). By Lemma 2.7,

σ−n
i

∫

C8σi
(ξi)

|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X) ≤ Cσ−n−2

∫

C16σi
(ξi)

dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≤ C η2σ2αi ,

where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). Hence if η0 = η0(n,m, q ∈ (0, 1) is sufficiently small, by [Alm83,
Corollaries 3.29 & 3.30] or [DS14, Theorem 2.4], for each i there exists a Lipschitz function ui :
B2σi(ξi) → Aq(R

m) and a set Ki ⊂ B2σi(ξi) such that

Lipui ≤ Cηγσγαi ,(3.33)

TxKi ×R
m = (graphui)xKi ×R

m,

|B2σi(ξi) \Ki|+ ‖T‖((B2σi (ξi) \Ki)× R
m) ≤ Cη2+2γσ

n+2α(1+γ)
i ,

where γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. By (2.28), (2.29), (2.31),
(3.31), and (3.33) that

∫

Gn(C2σi
(ξi))

dist2(X,P ) ‖πS − πP‖2 d|T |(X,S)(3.34)

≤C
∫

Ki∩B2σi
(ξi)

|ui|2 |Dui|2 + Cη4+2γσ
n+2+2α(2+γ)
i

≤Cη2γσ2αγi

∫

Ki∩B2σi
(ξi)

|ui|2 +Cη4+2γσ
n+2+2α(2+γ)
i

≤Cη2γσ2αγi

∫

C2σi
(ξi)

dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) + Cη4+2γσ
n+2+2α(2+γ)
i

≤Cη2+2γσ
n+2+2α(1+γ)
i ,

where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Notice that since ξi ∈ Bρ(0) \Bρ/2(0) there exists an

open ball Bσi/5(ζi) ⊂ B2σi/5(ξi) ∩Bρ(0) \Bρ/2(0). Also, by the definition of σi and since α < 1,
∫

Cσi(ξi)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≥ η2ωn(64σi)

n+2+2α(3.35)

≥ 16−n−4

∫

C16σi
(ξi)

dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X).

Thus by Lemma 3.8 there exists a constant β = β(n,m, q) > 0 such that
∫

Cσi/5
(ζi)

dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≥ β2
∫

C16σi
(ξi)

dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X).

Using the fact that Cσi/5(ζi) ⊂ C2σi/5(ξi) ∩Cρ(0) \Cρ/2(0), Cσi(ξi) ⊂ C16σi(ξi), and (3.35),

(3.36) −
∫

C2σi/5
(ξi)

dist2(X,P )
1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d‖T‖(X) ≥ 2

ρ
β2η2ωn(64σi)

n+2+2α.



28 BRIAN KRUMMEL AND NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

Since {B2σi(ξi)} covers Ξ and {B2σi/5(ξi)} are pairwise disjoint, and by (3.32), dist(X,P ) = 0 on

((Bρ(0) \Bρ/2(0)) \ Ξ)× R
m, it follows, using also (3.34), and (3.36), that

−
∫

dist2(X,P ) ‖πS − πP ‖2
1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)(3.37)

≤ 4

ρ

∑

i

∫

Gn(C2σi
(ξi))

dist2(X,P ) ‖πS − πP ‖2 d|T |(X,S)

≤ C

ρ

∑

i

η2+2γσ
n+2+2α(1+γ)
i

≤ − Cη2γρ2αγ
∑

i

∫

C2σi/5
(ξi)

dist2(X,P )
1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d‖T‖(X)

≤ − Cη2γρ2αγ
∫

dist2(X,P )
1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d‖T‖(X),

where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). Notice that for each n-dimensional plane S ⊂ R
n+m,

(3.38) |∇S⊥

r|2 = |(πS − πP )∇r|2 ≤ ‖πS − πP ‖2.

Hence |∇Sr|2 = 1− |∇S⊥

r|2 ≥ 1− ‖πS − πP ‖2, which by (3.37) gives us

(3.39) − ρ1−n

∫
dist2(X,P )

1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S) ≤ 2HT,P,0(ρ)

for all ρ ∈ [σ0, 1] provided η0 = η0(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) is sufficiently small. It follows from (3.37) and
(3.39) that (3.28) holds true. Using (3.38) and (3.28) to bound the second integral in (3.10), we
obtain (3.29). �

3.3. Bounding error terms in derivative of DT,P,0. Using similar arguments, in Lemma 3.11
we will estimate certain error terms in (3.12).

Lemma 3.10. For every c > 0 there exists ε = ε(n,m, q, c) ∈ (0, 1), δ = δ(n,m, q, c) ∈ (0, 1)
and β = β(n,m, q, c) ∈ (0, 1) such that if T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable
current of C4(0), P = R

n × {0} and if

(∂T )xC4(0) = 0, Θ(T, 0) ≥ q, ‖T‖(C4(0)) ≤ (q + δ)ωn4
n,(3.40)

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖ < ε2 and(3.41)

∫

C1/2(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖ ≥ c2

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖,(3.42)

then for every ξ ∈ B1/5(0)

(3.43)

∫

Gn(C1/20(ξ))
‖πS − πP‖2 d|T |(X,S) ≥ β2

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖.

Proof. It follows from (3.40) and (3.41) that T is weakly close to qJP K and hence in particular T
has bounded support in C7/2(0). So by [Alm83, Corollaries 3.29 & 3.30] (or [DS14, Theorem 2.4]),
if ǫ = ǫ(n,m, q, η) ∈ (0, 1) is sufficiently small, there is a Lipschitz function u : B1(0) → Aq(R

m)
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and a set K ⊂ B1(0) such that

sup
B1(0)

|∇u| ≤ Cεγ ,(3.44)

TxK × R
m = (graphu)xK × R

m,

|B1(0) \K|+ ‖T‖((B1(0) \K)× R
m) ≤ Cεγ

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X),

where γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Let η ∈ (0, 1) be a
constant to be determined depending only on n,m, q, c. By [Alm83, Theorem 2.23] (or [DS14, The-
orem 2.6]) there exists a Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued function w ∈ W 1,2(B1(0),Aq(R

m))
such that

(3.45)

∫

B1(0)
(|Du| − |Dw|)2 ≤ η

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖.

Provided ε and η are sufficiently small, by (2.28), (2.29), (2.30), (3.44), (3.45), and (3.42)

∫

B1(0)
|Dw|2 ≤ 2

∫

B1(0)
|Du|2 + 2η

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)(3.46)

≤ 2

∫

C1(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X) + (2η + Cεγ)

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)

≤ 4

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)

and

∫

B1/2(0)
|Dw|2 ≥ 1

2

∫

B1/2(0)
|Du|2 − η

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)(3.47)

≥ 1

2

∫

C1/2(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X) − (η + Cεγ)

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)

≥
(
c2

2
− η − Cεγ

)∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)

≥ c2

4

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X),

where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Combining (3.46) and (3.47),

∫

B1/2(0)
|Dw|2 ≥ c2

16

∫

B1(0)
|Dw|2.(3.48)

Hence arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.7, there exists β = β(n,m, q, c) > 0 such that (3.48)
implies that for each ξ ∈ B1/5(0)

(3.49)

∫

B1/20(ξ)
|Dw|2 ≥ β2

∫

B1(0)
|Dw|2.
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By (2.28), (2.29), (2.31), (3.44), (3.45), (3.49), and (3.47),
∫

C1/20(ξ)
‖πS − πP‖2 d|T |(X,S) ≥

∫

B1/20(ξ)
|Du|2 − Cεγ

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)

≥ 1

2

∫

B1/20(ξ)
|Dw|2 − (η + Cεγ)

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)

≥ β2

2

∫

B1(0)
|Dw|2 − (η + Cεγ)

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)

≥
(
β2c2

8
− η − Cεγ

)∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X)

≥ β2c2

16

∫

C4(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X),

where C ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. This proves (3.43) with βc/4 in place of β. �

Lemma 3.11. For each positive integer q and α ∈ (0, 1) there exists δ = δ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and
η0 = η0(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) such that the following holds true. Let P = R

n × {0} and let T be n-
dimensional area-minimizing integral current of C7/4(0) such that (3.6) and (3.7) hold true with
Z = 0 and ρ0 = 1 for some η ∈ (0, η0] and σ0 ∈ (0, 1). Then

ρ2−n

∫

Cρ(0)
|~T − ~P |4 d‖T‖(X) ≤ CD(ρ)γ1 ((n− 1)DT,P,0(ρ) + ρD′

T,P,0(ρ)),(3.50)

for all ρ ∈ [σ0, 1], where γ1 = γ1(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Thus
∣∣∣∣∣D

′
T,P,0(ρ) + 2ρ−n

∫

Gn(B2(0))∩{∇Sr 6=0}

|πP⊥(∇Sr)|2
|∇Sr|2 r φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)

∣∣∣∣∣(3.51)

≤Cρ−1D(ρ)γ1 ((n− 1)DT,P,0(ρ) + ρD′
T,P,0(ρ))

for L1-a.e. ρ ∈ [σ0, 1], where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant.

Proof. Fix ρ ∈ [σ0, 1]. With η0 = η0(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) to be chosen, let η ∈ (0, η0] and suppose that
(3.6) and (3.7) hold. Recall that by (3.6) and (3.7) we may assume that (3.30) holds true. By
Lemma 2.7,

(3.52)

∫

C3ρ/2(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X) ≤ C0

ρ2

∫

C7ρ/4(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

for some constant C0 = C0(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). For each ξ ∈ Bρ(0) let

σ(ξ) = sup{0} ∪
{
σ ∈ (0, ρ/2] :

∫

Cσ(ξ)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖ ≥ 4C0η

2(64σ)n+2α

}
,

where C0 is as in (3.52). By (3.52) and (3.7), for each ξ ∈ Bρ(0)
∫

Cσ(ξ)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖ ≤

∫

C3ρ/2(0)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖ ≤ C0

ρ2

∫

C7ρ/4(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X)

≤ 4C0η
2(7ρ/4)n+2α < 4C0η

2(64σ)n+2α

for all σ ∈ [ρ/32, ρ/2] and thus σ(ξ) ≤ ρ/32. Set

Ξ = {ξ ∈ Bρ(0) : σ(ξ) > 0}.
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Since for every ξ ∈ Bρ(0) \ Ξ we have that
∫

Cσ(ξ)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖ < 4C0η

2(64σ)n+2α

for all σ ∈ (0, ρ/2], we must have that ~T (X) = ~P for ‖T‖-a.e. X ∈ (Bρ(0) \ Ξ) × R
m, and hence

the approximate tangent plane to sptT is P at ‖T‖-a.e. X ∈ (Bρ(0) \ Ξ)× R
m. In other words,

(3.53) S = P for |T |-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn((Bρ(0) \ Ξ)× R
m).

By the Vitali covering lemma, there is a countable set of points ξi ∈ Ξ such that {B2σi/5(ξi)}
is a pairwise disjoint collection of balls and {B2σi(ξi)} covers of Ξ, where σi = σ(ξi). By (3.52)
and [Alm83, Corollaries 3.29 & 3.30] (or [DS14, Theorem 2.4]), for each i there exists a Lipschitz
function ui : B2σi(ξi) → Aq(R

m) and a set Ki ⊂ B2σi(ξi) such that (3.33) holds true. Hence by
(2.28), (2.29), (2.30), (2.31), and (3.33),

∫

C2σi
(ξi)

|~T − ~P |4 d‖T‖(X)(3.54)

≤C

∫

Ki∩B2σi
(ξi)

|Dui|4 + Cη2+2γσ
n+2α(1+γ)
i

≤Cη2γσ2αγi

∫

Ki∩B2σi
(ξi)

|Dui|2 +Cη2+2γσ
n+2α(1+γ)
i

≤Cη2γσ2αγi

∫

C2σi
(ξi)

|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(X) + Cη2+2γσ
n+2α(1+γ)
i

≤Cη2+2γσ
n+2α(1+γ)
i ,

C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). Since ξi ∈ Bρ(0), there exists a ball Bσi/5(ζi) ⊂ B2σi/5(ξi) ∩ Bρ(0). By
the definition of σi and α < 1,

(3.55)

∫

Cσi(ξi)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖ ≥ 4C0η

2(64σi)
n+2α ≥ 8−n−2

∫

C8σi
(ξi)

|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖.

By Lemma 3.10 there exists a constant β = β(n,m, q) > 0 such that

(3.56)

∫

Gn(Cσi/10
(ζi))

‖πS − πP ‖2 d|T |(X,S) ≥ β

∫

C8σi
(ξi)

|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖.

Using the fact that Cσi/5(ζi) ⊂ C2σi/5(ξi) ∩Cρ(0), Cσi(ξi) ⊂ C8σi(ξi), (3.55), and (3.56),

∫

Gn(C2σi/5
(ξi)∩Cρ(0))

‖πS − πP ‖2 d|T |(X,S) ≥ 4βC0η
2(64σi)

n+2α.(3.57)

Since Bσi/5(ζi) ⊂ Bρ(0), we have that r ≤ ρ − σi/5 on Cσi/10(ζi) and thus φ(r/ρ) ≥ σi/(5ρ) on
Cσi/10(ζi). Hence by (3.55) and (3.56)

C0βη
2(64σi)

n+1+2α ≤ 16σi

∫

Gn(Cσi/10
(ζi))

‖πS − πP ‖2 d|T |(X,S)(3.58)

≤ 80ρ

∫

Gn(Cρ(0))
‖πS − πP ‖2 φ(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S) ≤ 80DT,P,0(ρ)
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Recalling that {B2σi(ξi)} covers Ξ and {B2σi/5(ξi)} are pairwise disjoint, and using (3.53), (3.54),
(3.57), and (3.58),

∫

Cρ(0)
|~T − ~P |4 d‖T‖(X)(3.59)

≤
∑

i

∫

C2σi
(ξi)

|~T − ~P |4 d‖T‖(X)

≤C
∑

i

η2+2γσ
n+2α(1+γ)
i

≤C
∑

i

η2γσ2αγi

∫

Gn(C2σi/5
(ξi)∩Cρ(0))

‖πS − πP‖2 d|T |(X,S)

≤CD(ρ)γ1
∑

i

∫

Gn(C2σi/5
(ξi)∩Cρ(0))

‖πS − πP‖2 d|T |(X,S)

≤CD(ρ)γ1
∫

Gn(Cρ(0))
‖πS − πP‖2 d|T |(X,S),

where γ1 = 2αγ
n+1+2α and C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Notice that by the definition

of φ and by (3.17) (noting also that φ(r/ρ) − r
ρ φ

′(r/ρ) = 1 on Cρ/2 and φ(r/ρ) − r
ρ φ

′(r/ρ) =

2(1− r
ρ) +

2r
ρ = 2 on Cρ \Cρ/2), we have

1

2

∫

Gn(Cρ(0))
‖πS − πP‖2 d|T |(X,S) ≤

1

2

∫
‖πS − πP ‖2

(
φ(r/ρ)− r

ρ
φ′(r/ρ)

)
d|T |(X,S)(3.60)

= (n − 1) ρn−2DT,P,0(ρ) + ρn−1D′
T,P,0(ρ)

which together with (3.59) gives us (3.50). (Note that (3.17) holds true when φ is given by (3.2)
by the approximation argument in the proof of Lemma 3.5.)

We claim that

(3.61)

∣∣∣∣|∇S⊥

r|2 − |πP⊥∇Sr|2
|∇Sr|2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖πS − πP‖4 if ∇Sr 6= 0

for each (X,S) ∈ Gn(Cρ(0)) and that

(3.62)

∣∣∣∣1−
1

4
‖πS − πP ‖2 − JπP

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|~T − ~P |4

for ‖T‖-a.e. X ∈ Cρ(0). Note that by (3.38), if ∇Sr = 0 then in place of (3.61) we have |∇S⊥

r|2 =
1 = |∇S⊥

r|4 ≤ ‖πS − πP ‖4. To see (3.61), if |∇Sr|2 ≤ 1/2, then again using (3.38) we have that

1/2 ≤ |∇S⊥

r|2 ≤ ‖πS − πP ‖2 and thus

∣∣∣∣|∇S⊥

r|2 − |πP⊥∇Sr|2
|∇Sr|2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |∇S⊥

r|2 + |πP⊥∇Sr|2
|∇Sr|2 ≤ |∇S⊥

r|2 + 1 ≤ 2 ≤ 8‖πS − πP ‖4.
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If instead |∇Sr|2 ≥ 1/2, then since ∇r(X) ∈ P,

|∇S⊥

r|2 − |πP⊥∇Sr|2 = |∇S⊥

r|2 − |πP⊥∇S⊥

r|2 = |πP∇S⊥

r|2

= |πP (πP − πS)∇r|2 = |(πP − πS)
2∇r|2, whence

∣∣∣∣
|πP⊥∇Sr|2
|∇Sr|2 − |∇S⊥

r|2
∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣|πP⊥∇Sr|2 − |∇S⊥

r|2 + |∇S⊥

r|4
∣∣

|∇Sr|2

≤ |(πP − πS)
2∇r|2 + |(πP − πS)∇r|4

|∇Sr|2 ≤ 4‖πS − πP‖4.

Therefore, (3.61) holds true.

To see (3.62), without loss of generality suppose that |~T − ~P | < 1/4. Then |πP#
~T − ~P | < 1/4

and thus ∣∣∣∣∣
πP#

~T

|πP#
~T |

− ~P

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
2|πP#

~T − ~P |
|πP#

~T |
≤ 4|πP#

~T − ~P | < 1.

Hence (since
πP#

~T

|πP#
~T |

= ±~P ) we must have that πP#
~T = |πP#

~T | ~P ; that is, JπP = |πP#
~T | > 0.

Thus JπP =
√

det[πP τi · πP τj] as the square root of the determinant of the n × n matrix with
(i, j)-entry πP τi · πP τj, where τ1, τ2, . . . , τn is an orthonormal basis for the approximate tangent

plane SX of sptT at X. Since πP τi · πP τj = δij − π⊥P τi · π⊥P τj for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

JπP = 1− 1

2

n∑

i=1

|π⊥P τi|2 +R = 1− 1

2

n∑

i=1

m∑

j=1

(τi · en+j)
2 +R = 1− 1

4
‖πSX

− πP‖2 +R

where |R| ≤ C(n) ‖πSX
−πP‖4. Noting that ‖πSX

−πP‖ ≤ C(n,m) |~T (X)− ~P |, this completes the
proof of (3.62).

Again noting that ‖πSX
− πP ‖ ≤ C(n,m) |~T (X) − ~P | and combining (3.12), (3.61), (3.62), and

(3.50), we conclude that (3.51) holds true. �

3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.4.

Proof Theorem 3.4. Assume without loss of generality that ρ0 = 1. By differentiating NT,P,0(ρ)
using (3.11), (3.29) and (3.51), we obtain

d

dρ
logNT,P,0(ρ) =

HT,P,0(ρ)D
′
T,P,0(ρ)−H ′

T,P,0(ρ)DT,P,0(ρ)

HT,P,0(ρ)DT,P,0(ρ)
(3.63)

≥ 2ρ1−2n

HT,P,0(ρ)DT,P,0(ρ)

((∫
|y|2 |∇Sr|2 1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)

)

·
(∫

{∇Sr 6=0}

|πP⊥(∇Sr)|2
|∇Sr|2 r φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)

)

−
(∫

(0, y) · πP⊥(∇Sr)φ′(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)
)2
)

−Cη2γρ2αγ−1 − C

ρ
DT,P,0(ρ)

γ−1 ((n− 1)DT,P,0(ρ) + ρD′
T,P,0(ρ))



34 BRIAN KRUMMEL AND NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

for all σ0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 and some constants C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) and γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1). By
Lemma 2.4 and (3.7),

DT,P,0(ρ) ≤
1

2
ρ2−n

∫

Cρ(0)
‖πS − πP‖2 d|T |(X,S)(3.64)

≤ 512

9
ρ−n

∫

C7ρ/4(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≤ Cη2ρ2+2α

for each σ0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 and some constant C = C(n) ∈ (0,∞). By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
and (3.64), (3.63) gives us

d

dρ
logNT,P,0(ρ) ≥ −C1η

2γρ2αγ−1 −C2DT,P,0(ρ)
γ−1D′

T,P,0(ρ)

for all σ0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 and some constants C1 = C1(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞), C2 = C2(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞), and
γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1). Integrating (3.65) over [σ, ρ],

(3.65) NT,P,0(σ) ≤ NT,P,0(ρ) exp

(
C1η

2γ

2αγ
(ρ2αγ − σ2αγ) +

C2

γ
(DT,P,0(ρ)

γ −DT,P,0(σ)
γ)

)
.

for all σ0 ≤ σ < ρ ≤ 1. Bounding the right-hand side of (3.65) using (3.64) gives us (3.9). �

4. Preliminary consequences of monotonicity of the planar frequency function

Here we will draw several preliminary consequences of the monotonicity formula in Theorem 3.4,
including the existence of planar frequency at “well-behaved” branch points (Lemma 4.1 and Def-
inition 4.2), growth estimates for HT,P,Z and for L2-distance to a plane (Corollary 4.3), and upper
semi-continuity of planar frequency with respect to weak convergence of locally area-minimizing
rectifiable currents (Corollary 4.5).

Here and subsequently we shall use the notation

E(T, P,Cρ(Z,P )) =

(
1

ωnρn+2

∫

Cρ(Z,P )
dist2 (X,Z + P ) d‖T‖(X)

)1/2

.

Lemma 4.1. Let α ∈ (0, 1), Z ∈ R
n+m, ρ0 > 0 and P ⊂ R

n+m be an n-dimensional plane. If T is
an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current of C7ρ0/4(Z,P ) such that

(∂T )xC2ρ0(Z,P ) = 0, Θ(T,Z) ≥ q, ‖T‖(C7ρ0/4(Z,P )) < (q + 1)ωn(7ρ0/4)
n and(4.1)

sup
ρ∈(0,ρ0]

ρ−αE(T, P,C7ρ/4(Z,P )) <∞(4.2)

then:

(i) P can be equipped with an orientation such that qJP K is the unique tangent cone to T at Z;

(ii) if additionally sptT ∩ Cρ(Z,P ) 6⊂ P for all ρ ∈ (0, ρ0], then NT,P,Z(ρ) is well-defined for
all sufficiently small ρ > 0 and the limit limρ→0+ NT,P,Z(ρ) exists.

Definition 4.2. Given T , P , and Z satisfying the hypothesis of Lemma 4.1, we define the planar
frequency NT,Pl(Z) of T at Z with respect to P by

NT,Pl(Z) = lim
ρ→0+

NT,P,Z(ρ).
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Proof of Lemma 4.1. Without loss of generality, assume that Z = 0, ρ0 = 1 and P = R
n×{0}. For

any given δ, η ∈ (0, 1), by (4.2) and the monotonicity formula for area, we can rescale and assume
that

‖T‖(C7/4(0)) < (Θ(T, 0) + δ)ωn(7/4)
n,(4.3)

E(T, P,C2ρ(0)) ≤ ηρα for all ρ ∈ (0, 1].(4.4)

Assuming η is sufficiently small, by (4.4) and Lemma 2.5

(4.5) sup
X∈spt T∩B3ρ/2(0)

dist(X,P ) ≤ C(n,m) ηρ1+α < ρ/2

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1], where C = C(n,m) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Recall that P = R
n × {0} is oriented

by e1∧e2∧· · ·∧en. By (4.1) and the constancy theorem (cf. beginning of the proof of Lemma 3.8),
after possibly reversing the orientation of P

(4.6) (πP#T )xB1/2(0) = qJB1/2(0)K.

Let C be any tangent cone to T at the origin and ρk → 0+ such that η0,ρk#T → C weakly in
R
n+m. By (4.5), sptC ⊆ P . By continuity of push-fowards of integral currents with respect to

weak convergence and (4.6),

C = πP#C = πP#( lim
k→∞

η0,ρk#T ) = lim
k→∞

πP#η0,ρk#T = π#(qJP K) = qJP K

in B1(0), where each limit is computed with respect to the weak topology. Therefore, C = qJP K
in R

n+m. In light of the arbitrary choice of sequence (ρk), η0,ρ#T → qJP K weakly in R
n+m as

ρ → 0+; that is, qJP K is the unique tangent cone to T at Z. Note that Θ(T, 0) = q. By (4.3)
and (4.4), HT,P,0(ρ) and DT,P,0(ρ) are defined for all ρ ∈ (0, ρ0]. By Remark 3.6, if we assume
that sptT ∩ Bρ(Z) 6⊂ P for all ρ ∈ (0, ρ0], then HT,P,0(ρ) > 0 and thus NT,P,0(ρ) is well-defined
for all ρ ∈ (0, 1]. By (4.3) and (4.4), we can apply Theorem 3.4 to deduce that limρ→0+ NT,P,Z(ρ)
exists. �

Corollary 4.3. For each positive integer q there exists δ = δ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and η0 = η0(n,m, q) ∈
(0, 1) such that the following holds true. Let Z ∈ R

n+m and ρ0 > 0. Let P be an n-dimensional
plane in R

n+m and T be n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C7ρ0/4(Z,P )
such that (3.6) holds true.

(i) If there exists η ∈ (0, η0] and σ0 ∈ (0, ρ0) such that (3.7) holds true for some α ∈ (0, 1)
and all ρ ∈ [σ0, ρ0], and if HT,P,Z(ρ) > 0 for some ρ ∈ [σ0, ρ0], then HT,P,Z(ρ) > 0 for all
ρ ∈ [σ0, ρ0] and

e−Cη2γ (ρ/ρ0)2αγ/(2αγ)
(σ
ρ

)2eCηγ (ρ/ρ0)
αγ

NT,P,Z(ρ)
HT,P,Z(ρ) ≤ HT,P,Z(σ)(4.7)

≤ eC(NT,P,Z (σ0)+1)η2γ (ρ/ρ0)2αγ/(2αγ)
(σ
ρ

)2NT,P,Z(σ0)
HT,P,Z(ρ)

for all σ0 ≤ σ < ρ ≤ ρ0, where γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) is as in Theorem 3.4 and C =
C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant (independent of η and α).
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(ii) If there exists η ∈ (0, η0] such that (3.7) holds true for all ρ ∈ (0, ρ0] and if HT,P,Z(ρ) > 0
for some ρ ∈ (0, ρ0], then HT,P,Z(ρ) > 0 for all ρ ∈ (0, ρ0], NT,Pl(Z) ≥ 1 + α, and

1√
2
e−Cη2γ (ρ/ρ0)2αγ/(4αγ)

(σ
ρ

)eCηγ (ρ/ρ0)
αγ

NT,P,Z(ρ)−1
E(T, P,Cρ(Z,P )) ≤ E(T, P,Cσ(Z,P ))(4.8)

≤ eC(NT,Pl(Z)+2) η2γ (ρ/ρ0)2αγ/(4αγ)
(σ
ρ

)NT,Pl(Z)−1
E(T, P,Cρ(Z,P ))

for all 0 < σ < ρ ≤ ρ0, where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant (independent of η and
α).

Proof. Without loss of generality assume Z = 0 and ρ0 = 1. To see (i), suppose that σ0 ≤ σ < ρ ≤ 1
and that HT,P,0(σ) > 0. Then by Remark 3.6, HT,P,0(τ) > 0 for all τ ∈ [σ, ρ]. By (3.29) and (3.11)

∣∣∣∣∣
H ′

T,P,0(τ)

HT,P,0(τ)
− 2NT,P,0(τ)

τ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cη2γτ2αγ−1

for all τ ∈ [σ, ρ] and some constant C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). Hence using Theorem 3.4 and the
fact that e−Cηγταγ ≥ 1− Cηγταγ ,

2NT,P,0(σ0)

τ
− C(NT,P,0(σ0) + 1)η2γτ2αγ−1(4.9)

≤
H ′

T,P,0(τ)

HT,P,0(τ)
≤ 2eCηγραγ

NT,P,0(ρ)

τ
+Cη2γτ2αγ−1

for all τ ∈ [σ, ρ] where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). Integrating (4.9) over τ ∈ [σ, ρ] we obtain
(4.7), subject to the assumption that HT,P,0(σ) > 0. Finally, we deduce from this conclusion and
Remark 3.6 that if HT,P,0(τ) > 0 for some τ ∈ [σ0, 1] then HT,P,0(τ) > 0 for all τ ∈ [σ0, 1] and
hence (4.7) holds for any σ, ρ with σ0 ≤ σ ≤ ρ ≤ 1.

To see (ii), fix 0 < σ < ρ ≤ 1. Assume without loss of generality that P = R
n × {0}. For

k = 0, 1, 2, . . . set σk = 2−kσ and ρk = 2−kρ. By Lemma 3.9, in particular (3.28) together with
(3.38),

1

4
HT,P,0(τ) ≤

1

τn

∫

Cτ (0)\Cτ/2(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≤ 4(1 + Cη2γτ2αγ)HT,P,0(τ)

for all τ ∈ (0, 1], where γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Noting

that 1 + Cη2γτ2αγ ≤ eCη2γ τ2αγ
and σk/ρk = σ/ρ for each k, by (4.7)

1

16
e−Cη2γρ2αγ/(2αγ)

(σ
ρ

)n+2eCηγραγ
NT,P0,0

(ρ)
∫

Cρk
(0)\Cρk/2(0)

dist2(X,P0) d‖T‖(X)(4.10)

≤
∫

Cσk
(0)\Cσk/2(0)

dist2(X,P0) d‖T‖(X)

≤ 16eC(NT,Pl(0)+2) η2γρ2αγ/(2αγ)
(σ
ρ

)n+2NT,Pl(0)
∫

Cρk
(0)\Cρk/2(0)

dist2(X,P0) d‖T‖(X)

for all k = 0, 1, 2, . . ., where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. By summing (4.10) over
k = 0, 1, 2, . . . gives us (4.8). By (3.6), E(T, P0,Cσ(0)) ≤ η(σ/2)α for all σ ∈ (0, 1], which by
in view of (4.8) gives us eCηγραγ

NT,P0,0(ρ) ≥ 1 + α for all ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Letting ρ → 0+ gives us
NT,Pl(0) ≥ 1 + α. �
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Lemma 4.4. Let Pk, P be n-dimensional planes in R
n+m such that

lim
k→∞

distH(Pk ∩B1(0), P ∩B1(0)) = 0.

Let Zk, Z ∈ B1(0), 0 < ρk < dist(Zk, ∂C1(0, P )), and 0 < ρ < dist(Z, ∂C1(0, P )) such that Zk → Z
and ρk → ρ. Let Tk, T be n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents in C1(0, P )
such that

(∂Tk)xC1(0, P ) = 0, sup
k≥1

‖Tk‖(C1(0, P )) <∞,(4.11)

sup
k≥1

sup
X∈spt Tk∩C1(0,P )

dist(X,Zk + Pk) <∞,

sptT 6⊂ P, Tk → T weakly in C1(0, P ).

Then

(4.12) lim
k→∞

NTk,Pk,Zk
(ρk) = NT,P,Z(ρ).

Proof. Note that by letting k → ∞ in (4.11),

(∂T )xC1(0, P ) = 0, ‖T‖(C1(0, P )) <∞, sup
X∈sptT∩C1(0,P )

dist(X,Z + P ) <∞.

Hence HT,P,Z(ρ) and DT,P,Z(ρ) are well-defined, and so NT,P,Z(ρ) is well-defined if HT,P,Z(ρ) > 0.
Next, after rotating and rescaling we may assume that Zk = Z = 0, ρk = ρ, and Pk = P = R

n×{0}
for all k. Since Tk is area-minimizing inC1(0) and (∂Tk)xC1(0) = 0, |Tk| is area-stationary inC1(0).
Thus since supk ‖Tk‖(C1(0)) <∞, by the Allard compactness theorem [Sim83, Theorem 42.7] after
passing to a subsequence |Tk| converges weakly to some area-stationary integral varifold in C1(0).
By [Sim83, Theorem 34.5], ‖Tk‖ → ‖T‖ in the sense of Radon measures locally in C1(0), and
it follows that |Tk| → |T | in the sense of varifolds in C1(0). By Remark 3.2, |∇Sr| = 0 for
|T |-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(C1(0) ∩ (∂Cρ/2(0) ∪ ∂Cρ(0))) and thus

∫

Gn(∂Cρ/2(0)∪∂Cρ(0))
dist2(X,P ) |∇Sr|2 1

r
d|T |(X,S) = 0.

Hence using the fact that |Tk| → |T | in the sense of varifolds in C1(0)

lim
k→∞

HTk,P,0(ρ) = lim
k→∞

2ρ1−n

∫

Gn(Cρ(0)\Cρ/2(0))
dist2(X,P ) |∇Sr|2 1

r
d|Tk|(X,S)(4.13)

= 2ρ1−n

∫

Gn(Cρ(0)\Cρ/2(0))
dist2(X,P ) |∇Sr|2 1

r
d|T |(X,S)

= HT,P,0(ρ).

Similarly,

lim
k→∞

DTk,P,0(ρ) = lim
k→∞

ρ2−n

∫

Gn(Cρ(0))
‖πS − πP‖2 φ(r/ρ) d|Tk |(X,S)(4.14)

= ρ2−n

∫

Gn(Cρ(0))
‖πS − πP ‖2 φ(r/ρ) d|T |(X,S)

= DT,P,0(ρ).

Note that by Remark 3.6, since sptT 6⊂ P , HT,P,0(ρ) > 0. Hence by dividing (4.14) by (4.13) we
obtain (4.12). �
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Corollary 4.5. Let Pk, P be n-dimensional planes in R
n+m such that

lim
k→∞

distH(Pk ∩B1(0), P ∩B1(0)) = 0.

Let Tk and T be n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents of C3(0, P ) such that

(4.15) (∂Tk)xC3(0, P ) = 0, Tk → T weakly in C3(0, P ).

Let α ∈ (0, 1) be a constant and for k = 1, 2, 3, . . . let Zk ∈ sptTk ∩C1(0) such that

Θ(Tk, Zk) ≥ q, lim sup
k→∞

‖Tk‖(C7/4(Zk, Pk)) < (q + 1)ωn(7/4)
n,(4.16)

lim sup
k→∞

sup
ρ∈(0,1]

ρ−αE(Tk, Pk,C7ρ/4(Zk, Pk)) <∞(4.17)

and let Zk → Z in R
n+m. Then

Θ(Tk, Zk) = q ∀k, Θ(T,Z) = q, ‖T‖(C7/4(Z,P )) < (q + 1)ωn(7/4)
n,(4.18)

sup
ρ∈(0,1]

ρ−αE(T, P,C7ρ/4(Z,P )) <∞, and(4.19)

NT,Pl(Z) ≥ lim sup
k→∞

NTk,Pl(Zk).(4.20)

Proof. The conclusion Θ(Tk, Zk) = q follows from Lemma 4.1(i). It is clear from (4.15) that
(∂T )xC3(0, P ) = 0. By (4.15), (4.16), and semi-continuity of density and mass [Sim83, Corollary
17.8 and 26.13] we have that the rest of the conclusions in (4.18) hold true (with equality in
Θ(T,Z) = q again following from Lemma 4.1(i)). By [Sim83, Theorem 34.5], ‖Tk‖ → ‖T‖ in the
sense of Radon measures of C3(0, P ). Hence

E(T, P,C7ρ/4(Z,P )) ≤ lim
k→∞

E(Tk, Pk,C7ρ/4(Zk, Pk))

for each ρ ∈ (0, 1] and thus (4.19) holds true. In light of (4.16), (4.17), (4.18), and (4.19), by
rescaling we may assume that for suitably small constant δ = δ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and η = η(n,m, q) ∈
(0, 1) and for all sufficiently large k

‖Tk‖(C7/4(Zk, Pk)) < (q + δ)ωn(7/4)
n, ‖T‖(C7/4(Z,P )) < (q + δ)ωn(7/4)

n,

E(Tk, Pk,C7/4(Zk, Pk)) ≤ ηρα, E(T, P,C7/4(Z,P )) ≤ ηρα for all ρ ∈ (0, 1].

Thus by Theorem 3.4 and Lemma 4.4

lim sup
k→∞

NTk,Pl(Zk) ≤ lim
k→∞

eCηγραγ
NTk,Pk,Zk

(ρ) = eCηγραγ
NT,P,Z(ρ)

for each ρ ∈ (0, 1], where C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Letting ρ → 0+ gives us
(4.20). �

5. Blow-ups of area-minimizers relative to a plane

Let P be an n-dimensional oriented plane in R
n+m. For k = 1, 2, 3, . . . , let Tk be n-dimensional

locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents in Cρ0(0) which are converging to the multiplicity q
plane qJP K as in (5.1) and (5.2) below. In Subsection 5.1, we discuss, following Almgren’s work
([Alm83]), the procedure for constructing a q-valued Dirichlet energy minimizing blow-up w of the

sequence (Tk) relative to P . In Lemma 5.2, we consider the optimal planes P̂k which minimizes

the L2-distance of Tk to a plane in a fixed ball, and show that the blow-up of P̂k relative to P
is Dwa(0) · x where wa is the (harmonic) pointwise average of the values of w. In Lemma 5.4
we establish the Hardt-Simon inequality, which was first introduced in [HS79] and which we use
here to show that points at which Tk has density ≥ q blow up to points at which w has Almgren
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frequency ≥ 1. In Lemma 5.5 and Corollary 5.6, we establish continuity of the planar frequency
function associated with Tk, and upper semi-continuity of planar frequency associated with Tk,
with respect to blowing up of (Tk), giving in the limit Almgren frequency function and Almgren
frequency associated with the blow-up w.

5.1. Blow-up procedure. Let P be an n-dimensional oriented plane in R
n+m. After an or-

thogonal change of coordinates, we may assume that P = P0 = R
n × {0} and P0 is oriented by

~P0 = e1 ∧ e2 ∧ · · · ∧ en. We will express points X ∈ R
n+m as X = (x, y) where x ∈ R

n and y ∈ R
m.

Let ρ0 > 0. For k = 1, 2, 3, . . . let Tk be n-dimensional area-minimizing integral currents of Cρ0(0)
such that

(∂Tk)xCρ0(0) = 0, Θ(Tk, 0) ≥ q, lim
k→∞

‖Tk‖(Cρ0(0)) = qωnρ
n
0 ,(5.1)

lim
k→∞

E(Tk, P,Cρ0(0)) = 0.(5.2)

For each k we set Ek = E(Tk, P,Cρ0(0)). (More generally, we can take Ek > 0 such that
E(Tk, P,Cρ0(0)) ≤ CEk for a suitable constant C ∈ (0,∞).)

By Lemma 2.5, for each θ ∈ (0, 1) and sufficiently large k

(5.3) sup
X∈spt Tk∩Cθρ0

(0)
dist(X,P ) ≤ CEkρ0

for some constant C = C(n,m, θ) ∈ (0,∞). Hence arguing as at the beginning of the proof of
Lemma 3.8, it follows using (5.1), (5.2), the constancy theorem, and Lemma 2.7 that for each
θ ∈ (0, 1) and sufficiently large k,

πP #(TkxCθρ0(0)) = ±qJP KxCθρ0(0).

After reversing the orientation of Tk if necessary, we may assume that for each θ ∈ (0, 1) and
sufficiently large k

(5.4) πP #(TkxCθρ0(0)) = qJP KxCθρ0(0).

Note that (5.1) and the compactness of area-minimizing integral currents ([Sim83, Theorems 32.2
and 34.5]), after passing to a subsequence there exists an n-dimensional area-minimizing integral
current T∞ of Cρ0(0) such that Tk → T∞ weakly in Cρ0(0). By (5.3), sptT∞ ⊂ P and thus by the
constancy theorem T∞xBρ0(0) is a constant multiple of JBρ0(0)K. By the continuity of push-fowards
of integral currents with respect to weak convergence

T∞ = πP#T∞ = lim
k→∞

πP#Tk = πP#( lim
k→∞

Tk) = πP#(qJP K) = qJP K

in Cρ0(0), where each limit is computed with respect to the weak topology. That is, Tk → qJP K
weakly in Cρ0(0).

By Theorem 2.8, Lemma 2.7, and (5.3), for each sufficiently large k there exists θk ∈ (0, 1) with
θk → 1, Lipschitz functions uk : Bθkρ0(0) → Aq(R

m), and sets Kk ⊂ Bθkρ0(0) such that

Tkx(Kk × R
m) = (graphuk)x(Kk × R

m),(5.5)

Ln(Bθρ0(0) \Kk) + ‖Tk‖((Bθρ0(0) \Kk)× R
m) ≤ CθE

2+2γ
k ρn0 ,(5.6)

sup
Bθρ0

(0)
|uk| ≤ CθEkρ0, sup

Bθρ0
(0)

|∇uk| ≤ CθE
2γ
k ,(5.7)

for each θ ∈ (0, θk], where γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and Cθ = C(n,m, q, θ) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. We
will let uk(x) =

∑q
i=1Juk,i(x)K and uk,a(x) =

1
q

∑q
i=1 uk,i(x) for each x ∈ Bθkρ0(0) and Duk(x) =
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∑q
i=1JDuk,i(x)K for Ln-a.e. x ∈ Bθkρ0(0), where we follow the conventions from Subsection 2.5. By

(5.5)–(5.7), (2.28), (2.29), (2.30), and Lemma 2.7, for each θ ∈ (0, 1) and sufficiently large k

∫

Bθρ0
(0)

|Duk|2 ≤
∫

Cθρ0
(0)

|~Tk − ~P |2 d‖Tk‖(X) + CE2+2γ
k ρn0(5.8)

≤ C

∫

Cρ0(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖Tk‖(X) + CE2+2γ

k ρn0 ≤ CE2
kωnρ

n
0 ,

where C = C(n,m, q, θ) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Hence by [DS11, Proposition 2.11], after passing

to a subsequence there is q-valued function w ∈W 1,2
loc (Bρ0(0),Aq(R

m)) such that

(5.9) uk/Ek → w

pointwise Ln-a.e. on Bρ0(0) and strongly in L2(Bθρ0(0),Aq(R
m)) for all θ ∈ (0, 1). Moreover,

arguing as in [DS14, Theorem 4.2] (also see [Alm83, Theorem 2.19]), w is locally Dirichlet energy
minimizing in Bρ0(0) and

(5.10) |Duk|/Ek → |Dw|

in L2(Bθρ0(0)) for all θ ∈ (0, 1). We call w a blow-up of Tk relative to the plane P in Cρ0(0).

We will let w(x) =
∑q

i=1Jwi(x)K and wa(x) = 1
q

∑q
i=1 wi(x) for each x ∈ Bρ0(0) for each x ∈

Bθkρ0(0) and Dw(x) =
∑q

i=1JDwi(x)K for Ln-a.e. x ∈ Bρ0(0), where we follow the conventions
from Subsection 2.5.

5.2. Blow-up of optimal planes.

Definition 5.1. Let Z ∈ R
n+m, ρ > 0, and T be an n-dimensional area-minimizing integral current

of Bρ(Z). We say that an n-dimensional plane P̂ is an optimal plane for T in Bρ(Z) if

(5.11) E(T, P̂ ,Bρ(Z)) = inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,Bρ(Z)),

where P is the set of all n-dimensional planes in R
n+m.

Notice that since P is compact with respect to Hausdorff distance between pairs of planes in

B1(0), at least one optimal plane P̂ as in (5.11) exists. However, we do not claim the optimal plane
is unique.

Lemma 5.2. Let Tk be n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents in C1(0) such
that (5.1), (5.2), and (5.4) hold true with P = P0 (= R

n × {0}) and ρ0 = 1. Let uk and Ek be as

in Subsection 5.1 with ρ0 = 1 and assume that w ∈ W 1,2
loc (B1(0),Aq(R

m)) is such that (5.9) holds

true. Fix ρ ∈ (0, 1) and let P̂k be an optimal plane for Tk in Bρ(0). Then there exists a sequence
of m× n matrices Ak such that

P̂k = {(x,Akx) : x ∈ R
n}, ‖Ak‖ ≤ C(n,m, q, ρ)Ek,(5.12)

Dwa(0) = lim
k→∞

Ak/Ek.(5.13)

In particular, in the special case that P̂k = P0 for all k, we have that Dwa(0) = 0.
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Proof. By the triangle inequality, Lemma 2.4, (5.1), and (5.11)

‖π
P̂k

− πP0‖2 ≤
2

qωn(ρ/2)n

∫

Gn(Bρ/2(0))
‖πS − π

P̂k
‖2 d|Tk|(X,S)

+
2

qωn(ρ/2)n

∫

Gn(Bρ/2(0))
‖πS − πP0‖2 d|Tk|(X,S)

≤CE(Tk, P̂k,Bρ(0))
2 + CE(Tk, P0,Bρ(0))

2 ≤ 2CE2
k ,

where C = C(n,m, q, ρ) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Hence for each sufficiently large k, there exists an
m× n matrix Ak such that (5.12) holds true.

By (5.12), after passing to a subsequence there is an m × n matrix Λ (which a priori depends
on ρ since Ak depend on ρ) such that Ak/Ek → Λ. Since this choice of subsequence is arbitrary, it
suffices to show that Λ = Dwa(0). Let M be any m × n matrix and let Sk be the n-dimensional

plane defined by Sk = {(x,EkMx) : x ∈ R
n}. Since P̂k is an optimal plane of Tk in Bρ(0),

(5.14)

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X, P̂k) d‖Tk‖(X) ≤

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X,Sk) d‖Tk‖(X)

for all k. Take any point X = (x, y) ∈ B1(0). Since (x,EkMx) ∈ Sk, clearly

dist(X,Sk) ≤ |(x, y)− (x,EkMx)| = |y − EkMx|.
On the other hand, if x′ ∈ R

n is such that |(x, y) − (x′, EkMx′)| = dist(X,Sk), then clearly
|x− x′| ≤ dist(X,Sk) and |y − EkMx′| ≤ dist(X,Sk) and thus

|y − EkMx| ≤ |y − EkMx′|+ Ek‖M‖ |x− x′| ≤ (1 + Ek‖M‖) dist(X,Sk).
By similar reasoning using (5.12),

dist(X, P̂k) ≤ |y −Akx| ≤ (1 + CEk) dist(X, P̂k),

where C = C(n,m, qρ) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Hence dividing both sides of (5.14) by E2
k and

letting k → ∞ using (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9), (2.28), and (2.29),
∫

Bρ(0)
G(w, qJΛxK)2 = lim

k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
G(uk, qJAkxK)

2 = lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X, P̂k) d‖Tk‖(X)

≤ lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X,Sk) d‖Tk‖(X) = lim

k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
G(uk, qJEkMxK)2

=

∫

Bρ(0)
G(w, qJMxK)2.

Hence by (2.4), ∫

Bρ(0)
|wa − Λx|2 ≤

∫

Bρ(0)
|wa −Mx|2

for all m × n matrices M . Since wa is harmonic, it follows (using the series expansion for wa in
terms of L2 orthogonal spherical harmonics) that Λ = Dwa(0). Finally, we note that in the special

case P̂k = P0 for all k, clearly Ak = 0 for all k and thus Dwa(0) = Λ = 0. �

5.3. Hardt-Simon inequality. Here for completion we prove the Hardt-Simon inequality, which
was introduced in [HS79].
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Lemma 5.3. There exists η = η(n) ∈ (0, 1) such that if P is an n-dimensional plane in R
n and T

is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in B1(0) such that

(∂T )xB1(0) = 0, Θ(T, 0) ≥ q,(5.15)

E(T, P,B1(0)) < η,(5.16)

and Z ∈ B1/2(0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q, then

dist(Z,P ) ≤ CE(T, P,B1(0)), where C = C(n,m, q), and(5.17)
∫

Gn(B1/4(Z))

|πS⊥(X − Z)|2
|X − Z|n+2

d|T |(X,S) ≤ CE(T, P,B1(0))
2(5.18)

where C = C(n,m) ∈ (0,∞).

Proof. Without loss of generality assume P = R
n × {0} and let Z be as in the lemma. By the

monotonicity formula for area ([Sim83, 17.5]) and the assumption Θ(T,Z) ≥ q,

(5.19)
1

ωn

∫

Gn(B1/4(Z))

|πS⊥(X − Z)|2
|X − Z|n+2

d|T |(X,S) ≤
‖T‖(B1/4(Z))

ωn(1/4)n
− q.

Recall that by (5.15), (5.16), and Lemma 2.6, we have that dist(X,P ) < 2η
2

n+2 for all X ∈
sptT ∩ B15/16(0) and we may assume that πP#(TxC7/8(0)) = qJP0KxC7/8(0). By Lemma 2.7 we
can bound the right-hand side of (5.19)

‖T‖(B1/4(Z))

ωn(1/4)n
− q =

1

2ωn(1/4)n

∫

B1/4(Z)
|~T − ~P |2 d‖T‖(5.20)

≤ C

∫

B3/8(Z)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T‖(X) ≤ CE(T, P,B1(0))

2

for some constant C = C(n,m) ∈ (0,∞). Combining (5.19) and (5.20) gives us (5.18). On the
other hand, writing Z = (ξ, ζ) where ξ ∈ Rn and ζ ∈ Rm, for each X = (x, y) ∈ Rn and each
n-dimensional plane S

πS⊥(X − Z) = πS⊥(x− ξ, y − ζ) = πS⊥(x− ξ, 0) + πS⊥(0, y) − πS⊥(0, ζ)

= (πP − πS)(x− ξ, 0) + πS⊥(0, y) − (0, ζ)− (πP − πS)(0, ζ)

and thus by the triangle inequality

|πS⊥(X − Z)| ≥ |ζ| − |y| − 2‖πS − πP‖.
Hence using Lemma 2.7 and the assumption Θ(T,Z) ≥ q, we can bound the left-hand side of (5.19)
by

1

ωn

∫

Gn(B1/4(Z))

|πS⊥(X − Z)|2
|X − Z|n+2

d|T |(X,S) ≥ 4n+2

ωn

∫

B1/4(Z)
|πS⊥(X − Z)|2 d‖T‖(X)(5.21)

≥ 4n+1

ωn

∫

B1/4(Z)
|ζ|2 d‖T‖(X) − 4n+2

ωn

∫

B1/4(Z)
|y|2 d‖T‖(X)

− 2 · 4n+2

ωn

∫

Gn(B1/4(Z))
‖πS − πP‖2 d|T |(X,S)

≥ |ζ|2 ‖T‖(B1/4(Z))

ωn(1/4)n
− CE(T, P,B1(0))

≥ q |ζ|2 − CE(T, P,B1(0)),
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where C = C(n,m) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Combining (5.18) and (5.21) gives us (5.17). �

Lemma 5.4. For k = 1, 2, 3, . . . let Tk be n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable cur-
rents in C1(0) such that (5.1), (5.2), and (5.4) hold true with P = P0 and ρ0 = 1. Let Ek =
E(Tk, P0,C1(0)) and w be a blow-up of Tk relative to P0 in C1(0) (as in Subsection 5.1). Let

Zk = (ξk, ζk) ∈ sptTk ∩C1/2(0) and ξ ∈ B1/2(0) be such that Θ(Tk, Zk) ≥ q and ξk → ξ. Then

(i) ζk/Ek → wa(ξ) as k → ∞;
(ii) for each ρ ∈ (0, 1/4]

(5.22)

∫

Bρ/4(ξ)
r2−n

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂r

(
w − wa(ξ)

r

)∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C

∫

Bρ(ξ)
|w −wa(ξ)|2,

where r = |x − ξ|, w(x) − wa(ξ) =
∑q

i=1Jwi(x) − wa(ξ)K for each x ∈ B1(0), and C =
C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant;

(iii) Assuming w 6≡ qJwa(ξ)K in B1(0), Nw−wa(ξ)(ξ) ≥ 1.

Proof. Applying (5.18) to ηZk,ρ/2#Tk we obtain

(5.23)

∫

Gn(Bρ/4(Zk))

|πS⊥(X − Zk)|2
|X − Zk|n+2

d|Tk|(X,S) ≤ C

∫

Bρ(Zk)
dist2(X,Zk + P ) d‖Tk‖(X)

for each ρ ∈ (0, 1/4]. Let uk be as in Subsection 5.1 with ρ0 = 1. Let uk(x)− ζk =
∑q

i=1Juk,i(x)−
ζkK for each x ∈ Bθk(0). By [DS11, Theorem 1.13], uk is differentiable in the sense of [DS11,
Definition 1.9] at Ln-a.e. x ∈ B3/4(0). Hence given x ∈ B3/4(0) at which uk is differentiable,
∂

∂rk
(x, uk,i(x)) is tangent to the graph of uk at X = (x, uk,i(x)), where rk = |x− ξk|. It follows that

|πS⊥

X
(X − Zk)| = |πS⊥

X
(x− ξk, uk,i(x)− ζk)| = r2k

∣∣∣∣πS⊥

X

(
∂

∂rk

(
(x− ξk, uk,i(x)− ζk)

rk

))∣∣∣∣ ,

where SX is the approximate tangent plane to the graph of uk at X = (x, uk,i(x)). Since ‖πSX
−

πP ‖ ≤ C(n,m) Lipuk ≤ C(n,m, q)E2γ
k is small,

(5.24) |πS⊥

X
(X − Zk)| ≥

1

2
r2k

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂rk

(
(x− ξk, uk,i(x)− ζk)

rk

)∣∣∣∣ =
1

2
r2k

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂rk

(
uk,i(x)− ζk

rk

)∣∣∣∣ .

Hence using (5.24) to bound the left-hand side of (5.23) and using (5.5)–(5.7),

∫

Cρ/4(ξk)

q∑

i=1

r4k
(r2k + |uk,i(x)− ζk|2)(n+2)/2

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂rk

(
uk,i(x)− ζk

rk

)∣∣∣∣
2

(5.25)

≤C

∫

Bρ(ξk)
|uk − ζk|2 + CE2+γ

k

for each ρ ∈ (0, 1/4]. Since ξk → ξ, rk → r uniformly in B3/4(0). By (5.17), after passing
to a subsequence there exists λ ∈ R

m such that ζk/Ek → λ. Let N(m, q) ≥ 1 be an integer and
ξ : Aq(R

m) → R
N be the bi-Lipschitz injection as in [DS11, Corollary 2.2]. By [DS11, Corollary 2.2],

(5.7), (5.8), and (5.17), for each δ ∈ (0, 1/4)

∥∥∥∥ξ ◦
(
uk,i − ζk
rkEk

)∥∥∥∥
W 1,2(B3/4(0)\Bδ(ξ))

≤
‖uk,i‖W 1,2(B3/4(0))

+ ω
1/2
n (3/4)n/2|ζk|

δEk
≤ C(n,m, q)

δ
.
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Thus using the Rellich compactness theorem (Lemma 1 in Section 1.3 of [Sim96]) and recalling
(5.9) and ζk/Ek → λ, after passing to a subsequence

ξ ◦
(
uk,i(x)− ζk

rkEk

)
→ ξ ◦

(
wi(x)− λ

r

)

strongly in L2(B3/4(0) \Bδ(ξ),R
N ) and weakly in W 1,2(B3/4(0) \Bδ(ξ),R

N ) for each δ ∈ (0, 1/4).
It follows that

r
(2−n)/2
k

∂

∂rk

(
ξ ◦
(
uk,i(x)− ζk

rkEk

))
→ r(2−n)/2 ∂

∂r

(
ξ ◦
(
wi(x)− λ

r

))

weakly in L2(B3/4(0) \Bδ(ξ),R
N ) for each δ ∈ (0, 1/4). Hence for each ρ ∈ (0, 1] and δ ∈ (0, ρ/16]

∫

Bρ/8(ξ)\Bδ(ξ)
r2−n

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂r

(
ξ ◦
(
w − λ

r

))∣∣∣∣
2

≤ lim inf
k→∞

∫

Bρ/8(ξk)\Bδ(ξ)
r2−n

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂r

(
ξ ◦
(
uk − ζk
rkEk

))∣∣∣∣
2

,

or equivalently using [DS11, Corollary 2.2]
∫

Bρ/8(ξ)\Bδ(ξ)
r2−n

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂r

(
w − λ

r

)∣∣∣∣
2

≤ lim inf
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ/8(ξk)\Bδ(ξ)
r2−n
k

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂rk

(
uk − ζk
rk

)∣∣∣∣
2

.(5.26)

Dividing both sides of (5.25) by Ek and letting k → ∞ using (5.9), (5.26), and ζk/Ek → λ,
∫

Bρ/8(ξ)\Bδ(ξ)
r2−n

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂r

(
w − λ

r

)∣∣∣∣
2

= C

∫

Bρ(ξ)
|w − λ|2

for each ρ ∈ (0, 1] and δ ∈ (0, ρ/16] and for some constant C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). Letting
δ → 0+,

(5.27)

∫

Bρ/8(ξ)
r2−n

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂r

(
w − λ

r

)∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C

∫

Bρ(ξ)
|w − λ|2

for each ρ ∈ (0, 1] and for some constant C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). By (2.4),

(5.28)

∫

Bρ/8(ξ)
r2−n

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂r

(
wa − λ

r

)∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C

∫

Bρ(ξ)
|w − λ|2

for each ρ ∈ (0, 1] and for some constant C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞). Since wa is harmonic, it follows
using the series expansion of wa(x − ξ) that in order for (5.28) to hold true we must have that
λ = wa(ξ). This together with (5.27) completes the proof of conclusions (i) and (ii).

To show conclusion (iii), suppose that w 6≡ qJwa(ξ)K in B1(0). Let ϕ be a tangent function of
w − wa(ξ) at ξ; that is, for some sequence of radii ρj → 0,

wj(x) =
w(ξ + ρjx)− wa(ξ)

‖w −wa(ξ)‖L2(Bρj (ξ))
→ ϕ(x)

uniformly on compact subsets of Rn as j → ∞. By rescaling (5.22) with ρ = ρj ,
∫

B1/8(0)
r2−n

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂r

(
wj

r

)∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C

for each j. Hence letting j → ∞,

(5.29)

∫

B1/8(0)
r2−n

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂r

(
ϕ

r

)∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C.

Since ϕ is homogeneous of degree Nw−wa(ξ)(ξ), in order for (5.29) to hold true we must have that
Nw−wa(ξ)(ξ) ≥ 1. �
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5.4. Continuity properties of the planar frequency function with respect to blowing up

of currents.

Lemma 5.5. For k = 1, 2, 3, . . ., let Tk be n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable cur-
rents in C1(0) such that (5.1), (5.2), and (5.4) hold true with P = P0 and ρ0 = 1. Let Ek =
E(Tk, P0,C1(0)) and w be a blow-up of Tk relative to P0 in C1(0) (as in Subsection 5.1). For
k = 1, 2, 3, . . ., let Ak be an m× n matrix,

(5.30) Pk = {(x,Akx) : x ∈ R
n}, and suppose that Ak/Ek → Λ

for some m×n matrix Λ. Let Zk = (ξk, ζk) ∈ C1(0), ξ ∈ B1(0), and ρk, ρ ∈ (0, 1−|ξ|) be such that
ξk → ξ and ρk → ρ. Let ℓ(x) = wa(ξ) + Λ(x − ξ), and (w − ℓ)(x) =

∑q
i=1Jwi(x) − ℓ(x)K for each

x ∈ B1(0). Assume that w 6≡ qJℓK on B1(0). Then w− ℓ is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing and

(5.31) lim
k→∞

NTk,Pk,Zk
(ρk) = Nw−ℓ,ξ(ρ)

where Nw−ℓ,ξ is the Almgren frequency function (defined in Section 2.6).

Proof. The fact that w − ℓ is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing follows from [Alm83, Theo-
rem 2.6(3)]. Let uk, θk be as in Subsection 5.1 with ρ0 = 1. Let ℓk(x) = ζk + Ak(x − ξk)
and (uk − ℓk)(x) =

∑q
i=1Juk,i(x) − ℓk(x)K for each x ∈ Bθk(0). Let rk = rk(x) = |x − ξk| and

r = r(x) = |x − ξ| for each x ∈ B1(0). Extend rk and r to functions of X = (x, y) ∈ R
n+m which

are independent of y. Notice that ξk → ξ, rk → r uniformly on B1(0), φ
′(rk/ρk) → φ′(r/ρ)

pointwise on B1(0) \ (∂Bρ/2(ξ) ∪ ∂Bρ(ξ)), and ∇rk → ∇r uniformly in B1(0) \ Bρ/4(ξ). By
Lemma 5.4, ζk/Ek → wa(ξ) and thus by (5.30) we have that ℓk/Ek → ℓ uniformly in B1(0).
At Hn-a.e. X = (x, uk,l(x)) ∈ spt graphuk

|∇SXrk|2 =
n∑

i,j=1

Gij(Duk,l)DirkDjrk

where SX is the approximate tangent plane to spt graphuk at X. In particular, by (5.7) and (2.28),

1− C(n,m, q, θ)E2γ
k ≤ |∇SXrk|2 ≤ 1. Hence using (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9), (2.28), and (2.29),

Hw−ℓ,ξ(ρ) = −ρ1−n

∫
|w − ℓ|2 1

r
φ′(r/ρ)(5.32)

= lim
k→∞

−ρ
1−n
k

E2
k

∫
|uk − ℓk|2

1

rk
φ′(rk/ρk)

= lim
k→∞

−ρ
1−n
k

E2
k

∫
dist2(X,Zk + Pk) |∇Srk|2

1

rk
φ′(rk/ρk) d|Tk|(X,S)

= lim
k→∞

HTk,Pk,Zk
(ρk)

E2
k

.

By (5.7), (5.8), (5.9), (2.4), and Rellich’s compactness theorem, after passing to a subsequence
uk,a/Ek → wa weakly in W 1,2(Bθ(0),R

m) as k → ∞ for each θ ∈ (0, 1). Thus using (5.5)–(5.8),
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(5.10), (2.28), (2.29), (2.31), and (5.30),

Dw−ℓ,ξ(ρ) = ρ2−n

∫
|Dw − Λ|2 φ(r/ρ)(5.33)

= ρ2−n

∫
(|Dw|2 − 2q Dwa · Λ+ q|Λ|2)φ(rk/ρk)

= lim
k→∞

ρ2−n
k

E2
k

∫
(|Duk|2 − 2q Duk,a · Ak + q|Ak|2)φ(rk/ρk) dx dτ

= lim
k→∞

ρ2−n
k

E2
k

∫
|Duk −Ak|2 φ(rk/ρk) dx dτ

= lim
k→∞

ρ2−n
k

2E2
k

∫
‖πS − πPk

‖2 φ(rk/ρk) d|Tk|(X,S)

= lim
k→∞

DTk,Pk,Zk
(ρk)

E2
k

(where Duk(x)−Ak =
∑q

i=1JDuk,i(x)−AkK and Dw(x)−Λ =
∑q

i=1JDwi(x)−ΛK for Ln-a.e. x ∈
Bρ(ξ)). By dividing (5.33) by (5.32) and noting that since w− ℓ is non-zero we have Hw−ℓ,ξ(ρ) > 0,
we obtain (5.31). �

Corollary 5.6. There exists η = η(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) such that the following holds true. For k =
1, 2, 3, . . . let Tk be n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents in C3(0) such that
(5.1), (5.2), and (5.4) hold true with P = P0 and ρ0 = 3. Let Ek = E(Tk, P0,C3(0)) and let w be
a blow-up of Tk relative to P in C3(0) (as in Subsection 5.1). Let Zk = (ξk, ζk) ∈ sptTk ∩C1(0)
such that Θ(Tk, Zk) ≥ q and suppose that for some α > 0 and for some n-dimensional plane Pk in
R
n+m,

(5.34) E(Tk, Pk,C7ρ/4(Zk, Pk)) ≤ ηρα for all ρ ∈ (0, 1].

Let ξk → ξ ∈ R
n. Let ℓξ(x) = wa(ξ) −Dwa(ξ) · (x − ξ) and w(x) − ℓξ(x) =

∑q
i=1Jwi(x) − ℓξ(x)K

for each x ∈ B3(0). Assume that w 6≡ qJℓξK on B3(0). Then w − ℓξ is locally Dirichlet energy
minimizing and

(5.35) Nw−ℓξ(ξ) ≥ lim
k→∞

NTk,Pl(Zk).

Proof. The fact that w − ℓξ is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing follows from [Alm83, Theo-
rem 2.6(3)]. First we show that there exists an m× n matrix Ak such that

Pk = {(x,Akx) : x ∈ R
n}, ‖Ak‖ ≤ C(n,m, q, α)Ek, and(5.36)

Ak/Ek → Dwa(ξ).(5.37)

By Lemma 2.7, E(T, P0,C7/4(Zk, Pk)) ≤ (14/23)n/2E(T, P0,C23/8(0, P0)) ≤ C(n,m)Ek for all suf-

ficiently large k. Thus by (2.11) and (5.4), ‖Tk‖(C7/4(Zk, Pk)) ≤ (q+C(n,m)E2
k)ωn(7/4)

n. Hence
by Corollary 4.3, NTk,Pl(Zk) ≥ 1 + α. For θ = θ(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0, 1] sufficiently small, by Corol-
lary 4.3

E(Tk, Pk,Cρ(Zk, Pk)) ≤ eC(NTk,Pl(Zk)+2) η2γ/(4αγ)ρNTk,Pl(Zk)−1E(Tk, Pk,C1(Zk, Pk))

(5.38)

≤ eC(3+α)η2γ/(4αγ)(eCη2γ/(4αγ)θ)NTk,Pl(Zk)−1−αραE(Tk, Pk,C1(Zk, Pk))

≤ CραE(Tk, Pk,C1(Zk, Pk))
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for all ρ ∈ (0, θ], where C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. By the triangle inequality,
Lemma 2.4, (5.1), and (5.38)

‖πPk
− πP0‖2 ≤

2

qωnρn

∫

Gn(Cρ(Zk,Pk))
‖πS − πPk

‖2 d|Tk|(X,S)(5.39)

+
2

qωnρn

∫

Gn(Cρ(Zk,Pk))
‖πS − πP0‖2 d|Tk|(X,S)

≤CE(Tk, Pk,C2ρ(Zk, Pk))
2 + CE(Tk, P0,C2ρ(Zk, Pk))

2

≤Cρ2αE(Tk, Pk,C1(Zk, Pk))
2 + Cρ−n−2E(Tk, P0,B3(0))

2

for all ρ ∈ (0, θ/2], where C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Noting that |dist(X,Zk +
Pk)− dist(X,Zk +P0)| ≤ ‖πPk

− πP0‖ |X −Zk| for all X ∈ R
n+m and using the triangle inequality,

the fact that ‖Tk‖(C7/4(Zk, Pk)) ≤ (q + δ)ωn(7/4)
n, and (5.39)

E(Tk, Pk,C1(Zk, Pk))
2 ≤ 2E(Tk, P0,C1(Zk, Pk))

2 + 2(q + 1)ωn ‖πPk
− πP0‖2

≤Cρ2αE(Tk, Pk,C1(Zk, Pk)) + Cρ−n−2E(Tk, P0,B3(0))
2

for all ρ ∈ (0, θ], where C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Choosing ρ = ρ(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0, θ]
sufficiently small,

(5.40) E(Tk, Pk,C1(Zk, Pk)) ≤ CEk,

where we recall that Ek = E(Tk, P0,B3(0)) and where C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant.
Hence by (5.39)

(5.41) ‖πPk
− πP0‖ ≤ CEk

for some constant C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞). It follows that for each k ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . .} there exists
an m× n matrix Ak such that (5.36) holds true. Thus after passing to a subsequence there exists
an m× n matrix Λ such that Ak/Ek → Λ as k → ∞. By (5.38) and (5.40),

(5.42) E(Tk, Pk,Cρ(Zk, Pk)) ≤ CραEk

for each k, where C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Dividing both sides of (5.42) by Ek

and letting k → ∞ using (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9), (2.28), (2.29), and the fact that ζk/Ek → wa(ξ) and
Ak/Ek → Λ,

∫

Bρ(ξ)
G(w, qJwa(ξ) + Λ · (x− ξ)K)2

= lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(ξ)
G(uk, qJζk +Ak(x− ξk)K)

2

≤ lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Cρ(ξk)
dist2(X,Pk) d‖Tk‖(X) ≤ Cρn+2+2α

for all ρ ∈ (0, θ], where C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Hence by (2.4),

(5.43)

∫

Bρ(ξ)
|wa − wa(ξ)− Λ · (x− ξ)|2 ≤ Cρn+2+2α

for all ρ ∈ (0, θ], where C = C(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Since wa is harmonic, it follows
using the series expansion of wa(x − ξ) that in order for (5.43) to hold true we must have that
Λ = Dwa(ξ), completing the proof of (5.37). Now by Lemma 5.5 and Theorem 3.4

lim sup
k→∞

NTk,Pl(Zk) ≤ lim
k→∞

eCηγραγ
NTk,Pk,Zk

(ρ) = eCηγραγ
Nw−ℓ,ξ(ρ)

for each ρ ∈ (0, 1]. Letting ρ→ 0+ gives us (5.35). �
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6. Scales with planar frequency pinching, or without flatness, or without decay

In Lemma 6.2 below, we show that if a locally area-minimizing rectifiable current T in B8(0) with
no boundary in B8(0) is sufficiently close to a multiplicity q plane P and if the planar frequency
function value NT,P,0(2) . 1, then T is well-approximated by the graph of a homogeneous degree
one Dirichlet energy minimizing function in C1(0). As a consequence, we draw the conclusion that

(i) either T is significantly closer to a sum of two or more planes intersecting along a common
(n− 2)-dimensional axis than to any plane, or

(ii) the points of T of density ≥ q concentrate near an (n− 3)-dimensional linear subspace.

In Section 7 we will use this in combination with monotonicity of the planar frequency function
(Theorem 3.4) to argue that if T is decaying to a plane P in the sense that (3.7) holds true for all
ρ ∈ [σ0, ρ0] and if NT,P,0(ρ0) . 1, then NT,P,0(ρ) . 1 for all ρ ∈ [σ0, ρ0] and thus T satisfies the
above conclusion in Cρ/2(0).

We shall also need to consider scales where (3.7) does not hold true, i.e. where T is not decaying
towards a plane. We look at this in Subsections 6.2 and 6.3. We show in this setting that the
frequency of T relative to a plane, not necessarily optimal, is . 1. We also show that T is close
to either an area-minimizing cone or the graph of a homogeneous degree one Dirichlet energy
minimizing function in B1(0), and thus the conclusion of Lemma 6.2 again holds true.

In what follows, we shall use the notation P to denote the set of all n-dimensional planes in
R
n+m. We well also use the following:

Definition 6.1. Let q be a positive integer. We denote by Cq the set of all n-dimensional currents
C of the form C =

∑p
i=1 qiJPiK where:

(i) p ≥ 2, qi ≥ 1 are integers such that
∑p

i=1 qi = q;

(ii) Pi are n-dimensional oriented planes;

(iii) there is an (n− 2)-dimensional subspace L = spineC such that Pi ∩ Pj = L for all i 6= j.

Note that Cq contains n-dimensional area-minimizing integral cones C such that Θ(C, 0) = q
and dim spineC = n− 2. Cq also contains graphs of all homogeneous degree one, locally Dirichlet

energy minimizing q-valued functions w ∈W 1,2
loc (R

n,Aq(R
m)) with dim spinew = n− 2.

Given Z ∈ R
n+m, ρ > 0, an n-dimensional current T of Bρ(Z), and C ∈ Cq, we define

E(T,C,Bρ(Z)) =

(
1

ρn+2

∫

Bρ(Z)
dist2(X,Z + sptC) d‖T‖(X)

)1/2

,

Q(T,C,Bρ(Z)) =

(
1

ρn+2

∫

Bρ(Z)
dist2(X,Z + sptC) d‖T‖(X)

+
1

ρn+2

∫

Bρ(0)∩{X:dist(X,spineC)≥ρ/16}
dist2(Z +X, sptT ) d‖C‖(X)

)1/2

.

6.1. Planar frequency pinching near one. First we show that if T has density ≥ q at the origin
and T is sufficiently close to a multiplicity q plane, and if the planar frequency function value is
not much larger than 1 (as in (6.4)), then T is significantly closer to the graph of a non-zero
homogeneous degree one Dirichlet energy minimizing function than it is to any plane.

Lemma 6.2. For every ε ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1) there exists δ = δ(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1), η =
η(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1), and ν = ν(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1) such that if T is an n-dimensional locally
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area-minimizing rectifiable current in B8(0), P ∈ P, sptT ∩B2(0) 6⊂ P and if

(∂T )xB8(0) = 0, Θ(T, 0) ≥ q, ‖T‖(B8(0)) ≤ (q + δ)ωn8
n,(6.1)

E(T, P,B1(0)) = inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,B1(0)),(6.2)

E(T, P,B4(0)) < η, and(6.3)

NTxB15/4(0),P,0(2) < 1 + ν(6.4)

then for each ρ ∈ [1/2, 1] one of the following conclusions (i) or (ii) holds true:

(i) there exists C ∈ Cq such that

E(T,C,Bρ(0)) < ε,(6.5)

Q(T,C,Bρ(0)) ≤ β inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,Bρ(0)),(6.6)

{X ∈ Bρ(0) : Θ(T,X) ≥ q} ⊂ {X ∈ Bρ(0) : dist(X, spineC) < ερ};(6.7)

(ii) there is an (n− 3)-dimensional linear subspace L such that

(6.8) {X ∈ Bρ(0) : Θ(T,X) ≥ q} ⊂ {X ∈ Bρ(0) : dist(X,L) < ερ}.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Without loss of generality suppose that P = R
n × {0}. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1) and

β ∈ (0, 1). Suppose that for k = 1, 2, 3, . . . there exist δk → 0+, ηk → 0+, νk → 0+, and an n-
dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current Tk of B8(0) such that (6.1)–(6.4) hold true
with δk, ηk, νk, and Tk in place of δ, η, ν, and T . We want to show that for infinitely many k
either conclusion (i) or conclusion (ii) holds true. Arguing as in Subsection 5.1, by (6.1) and (6.3)
after passing to a subsequence we may assume that Tk → qJP K weakly in B4(0). By Lemma 2.5
and (6.3),

(6.9) sup
X∈spt Tk∩B15/4(0)

dist(X,P ) ≤ Cηk

for some constant C = C(n,m) ∈ (0,∞). Set T̃k = TkxB15/4(0) so that by (6.1) and the mono-

tonicity formula for area, (∂T̃k)xC7/2(0) = 0 and

‖T̃k‖(C7/2(0)) ≤ ‖T̃k‖(B7/2+Cηk (0)) ≤ (q + δk)ωn(7/2 + Cηk)
n,

where C is as in (6.9). Let θk ∈ (0, 1) with θk → 1+, and let uk : B2θk(0) → Aq(R
m) and

Kk ⊂ B2θk(0) be such that (5.5)–(5.7) hold true with ρ0 = 2 and Ek = E(T̃k, P,C2(0)). Let w be

a blow-up of T̃k relative to P in C2(0) (as in Subsection 5.1).

We argue using (6.4) and Corollary 4.3 that w is non-zero. Note that by (6.3)

(6.10) E(T̃k, P,C7ρ/4(0)) < (32/7)(n+2)/2ηk ≤ 2(32/7)(n+2)/2ηk

(ρ
2

)α

for all ρ ∈ [1/4, 2] and all sufficiently large k, where α = 1/2. By (6.1) and (6.10) we can apply
Lemma 3.9, in particular (3.28) together with (3.38), to obtain

(6.11)
1

2
H

T̃k,P,0
(ρ) ≤ − 1

ρn

∫

Cρ(0)
dist2(X,P )φ′(r/ρ) d‖T̃k‖(X) ≤ (1 + Cη2γk )H

T̃k,P,0
(ρ)

for all ρ ∈ [1/4, 2], where γ = γ(n,m, q) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Again
by (6.1) and (6.10) we can apply Theorem 3.4 and (6.4) to see that

(6.12) N
T̃k,P,0

(ρ) ≤ eCη2γk N
T̃k,P,0

(2) < eCη2γk (1 + νk)
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for all ρ ∈ [1/4, 2], where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Moreover, by Corollary 4.3,

(6.13) H
T̃k,P,0

(2ρ) ≤ eCη2γk 22e
Cη

γ
k (1+νk)H

T̃k,P,0
(ρ) ≤ 8H

T̃k ,P,0
(ρ)

for all ρ ∈ [1/4, 1] and all sufficiently large k, where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Thus,
by the fact that φ′(r/ρ) = 2 if ρ/2 ≤ r ≤ ρ, (6.11), and (6.13),

1

2n+2

∫

C2ρ(0)\Cρ(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X) ≤ 8

∫

Cρ(0)\Cρ/2(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X)

for all ρ ∈ [1/4, 1]. Thus

E2
k =

∫

C2(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X)

≤
∫

C1/4(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X) +

∫

C1/2(0)\C1/4(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X)

+

∫

C1(0)\C1/2(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X) +

∫

C2(0)\C1(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X)

≤ (1 + 2n+5 + 22(n+5) + 23(n+5))

∫

C1/4(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X)

≤ 24(n+5) − 1

2n+5 − 1

∫

B1/2(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X)

Hence using (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9), (2.28) and (2.29)

2n+5 − 1

24(n+5) − 1
≤ lim

k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

C1/2(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖T̃k‖(X)(6.14)

= lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

B1/2(0)
|uk|2 =

∫

B1/2(0)
|w|2.

In particular, w is non-zero.

Now by Lemma 5.4(i) we have that wa(0) = 0, and by (6.2) and Lemma 5.2 we have that
Dwa(0) = 0. By Lemma 5.5 and (6.12)

Nw,0(2) = lim
k→∞

NT̃k ,P,0
(2) ≤ 1.

On the other hand, since Θ(T̃k, 0) = Θ(Tk, 0) ≥ q, it follows from by Lemma 5.4 that Nw(0) ≥ 1.
Therefore, by the monotonicity formula for the Almgren frequency function for Dirichlet energy
minimizing multi-valued functions, Nw,0(ρ) = 1 for all ρ ∈ (0, 2] and thus w is homogeneous of
degree 1. In particular, the average wa of w is a homogeneous degree 1 harmonic function and
thus wa(x) = Dwa(0) · x = 0 for all x ∈ B2(0). Therefore, we have shown that w is a non-zero,
average-free, homogeneous degree 1, Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued function.

If dim spinew = n− 2, then we set Ck = graph(Ekw) and note that C ∈ Cq. For each x ∈ B2(0)
let uk(x) =

∑q
i=1Juk,i(x)K and w(x) =

∑q
i=1Jwi(x)K, where uk,i(x), wi(x) ∈ R

m. Notice that for
each x ∈ B2(0), at X = (x, uk,i(x))

dist(X, sptCk) ≤ dist(uk,i(x), spt(Ekw(x))) ≤ G(uk(x), Ekw(x)),
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where spt(Ekw(x)) denotes the set of all values Ekwi(x) in R
m. Hence using (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9),

(2.28) and (2.29),

lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X, sptCk) d‖Tk‖(X)(6.15)

≤ lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

B1(0)

q∑

i=1

dist2((x, uk,i(x)), sptCk) dx

≤ lim
k→∞

q

E2
k

∫

B1(0)
G(uk(x), Ekw(x))

2 dx = 0.

(Note that here and throughout the remainder of the proof we use the fact that TkxB2(0) =

T̃kxB2(0).) Similarly, for each x ∈ B2(0), atX = (x,wi(x)) we have dist(X, sptTk) ≤ G(uk(x), Ekw(x))
and thus

lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

B1(0)∩{X:dist(X,spineCk)≥1/32}
dist2(X, sptTk) d‖Ck‖(X)(6.16)

≤ lim
k→∞

q

E2
k

∫

B1(0)
G(uk(x), Ekw(x))

2 dx = 0.

Let ρ ∈ [1/2, 1] and P̃k be an optimal plane for Tk in Bρ(0). By Lemma 5.2, P̃k = {(x, Ãkx) : x ∈
R
n} for some m×n matrix Ãk with ‖Ãk‖ ≤ C(n,m, q)Ek and Ãk/Ek → Dwa(0) = 0. Recall from

the proof of Lemma 5.2 that for each X = (x, y) ∈ B2(0)

dist(X, spt P̃k) ≤ |y − Ãkx| ≤ (1 + CEk) dist(X, spt P̃k),

where C = C(n,m) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Hence using (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9), (2.28), (2.29), the fact

that Ãk/Ek → 0, and (6.14),

lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X, spt P̃k) d‖Tk‖(X) ≥ lim

k→∞

q

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
G(uk(x), qJÃkxK)

2 dx(6.17)

= q

∫

Bρ(0)
|w(x)|2 dx ≥ 2n+7 − 1

24(n+7) − 1
.

Therefore, combining (6.15), (6.16), and (6.17) we conclude that (6.5) and (6.6) hold true for all
ρ ∈ [1/2, 1] and all sufficiently large k.

To prove (6.7), suppose to the contrary that for infinitely many k there exists Zk ∈ B1(0) such
that Θ(Tk, Zk) ≥ q and dist(Zk, spineCk) ≥ ε/2. Note that spineCk = (spinew) × {0}. By

Lemma 5.4, after passing to a subsequence Zk → (ξ, 0) for some point ξ ∈ B1(0) with Nw(ξ) ≥ 1
and dist(ξ, spinew) ≥ ε/2. But since w is homogeneous degree one and Nw(ξ) ≥ 1, ξ ∈ spinew,
contradicting dist(ξ, spinew) ≥ ε/2. This completes the proof of conclusion (i). By a similar
argument, if dim spinew ≤ n− 3, then conclusion (ii) must hold true with L = spinew. �

6.2. Distance to a plane not small. Let η > 0. Let T be an n-dimensional locally area-
minimizing rectifiable current of B8(0) and P be an n-dimensional plane such that

(∂T )xB8(0) = 0, Θ(T, 0) ≥ q, ‖T‖(B8(0)) ≤ (q + δ)ωn8
n,(6.18)

E(T, P,B1(0)) = inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,B1(0)).(6.19)

We wish to consider the case where

(6.20) E(T, P,B4(0)) ≥ η.
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First we show that for any plane P̃ (not necessarily equal to P nor assumed to be optimal in a

ball), the planar frequency function of T relative to P̃ and any base point close to 0 with density
≥ q takes values . 1 at scales ∈ [1/2, 1].

Lemma 6.3. For every η > 0 and ν ∈ (0, 1) there exists δ = δ(n,m, q, η, ν) ∈ (0, 1) such that if P, P̃
are n-dimensional planes in R

n+m and T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable
current in B8(0) such that (6.18), (6.19), and (6.20) hold true and

(6.21)
1

ωn2n+2

∫

B2(Z)
dist2(X, P̃ ) d‖T‖(X) < 64−n−2,

then for each Z ∈ sptT ∩ Bδ(0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q we have that sptT ∩ B1/2(Z) 6⊂ P̃ and that
N

TxB15/8(0),P̃ ,Z
(ρ) < 1 + ν/2 for each ρ ∈ [1/2, 1].

Lemma 6.3 follows from Lemma 6.4, which states that the frequency function of an area-
minimizing cone C takes values ≤ 1. Note that in Lemma 6.4 we do not assume that C is close to
a plane or is represented by the graph of a multi-valued function, showing a key advantage of our
intrinsic definition of planar frequency function (Definition 3.1).

Lemma 6.4. Let C be a non-zero n-dimensional area-minimizing cone C and P be an n-dimensional
plane P in R

n+m. Assume that

(6.22) sptC ∩ P⊥ = {0}, and sptC 6= P.

Then NC,P,0(ρ) ≤ 1 for all ρ > 0.

Remark 6.5. (1) For an a cone C, the assumption sptC ∩ P⊥ = {0} is equivalent to

(6.23) sup
X∈sptC∩C1(0,P )

dist(X,P ) <∞.

To see this, assume that P = R
n × {0} and express points X ∈ R

n+m as X = (x, y) where x ∈ R
n

and y ∈ R
m. If (6.23) holds true then sptC ∩ P⊥ = ∅ since if there were (0, y) ∈ sptC ∩ P⊥ for

some y 6= 0, then (0, ty) ∈ sptC and dist((0, ty), P ) = t|y| for arbitrarily large t > 0. On the other
hand, if (6.23) did not hold true, there would be a sequence of points Xk = (xk, yk) ∈ sptC∩C1(0)
such that |yk| → ∞. After passing to a subsequence, Xk/|Xk| → (0, ζ) for some ζ ∈ R

m with
|ζ| = 1. Since sptC is closed, (0, ζ) ∈ sptC ∩ P⊥ and thus sptC ∩ P⊥ 6= ∅.
(2) For an area-minimizing cone C with sptC ∩ P⊥ = ∅, it follows from Remark 3.6 and the
constancy theorem [Sim83, Theorem 26.27] that C 6= 0 and sptC 6= P if and only if HC,P,0(ρ) > 0
for all ρ > 0.

Proof of Lemma 6.4. Without loss of generality let P = R
n × {0}. Express points X ∈ R

n+m

as X = (x, y) where x ∈ R
n and y ∈ R

m. In light of Remark 6.5, HC,P,0(ρ) > 0 for each
ρ > 0, so it suffices to show that DC,P,0(ρ) ≤ HC,P,0(ρ) for all ρ > 0. Since C is a cone, for
|C|-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(R

n+m) the radial vector X is tangent to sptC at X, i.e. X ∈ S. Thus

0 = πS⊥(X) = πS⊥(x, y) = πS⊥(x, 0) + πS⊥(0, y)

for |C|-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(R
n+m). That is, πS⊥(x, 0) = −πS⊥(0, y). Hence

(0, y) · πP⊥(∇Sr) = (0, y) · ∇Sr = (0, y) · (x, 0) − πS⊥(x, 0)

r

= (0, y) · (x, 0) + πS⊥(0, y)

r
=

|πS⊥(0, y)|2
r
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for |C|-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(R
n+m). Thus by (3.11) (with T = C)

(6.24) DC,P,0(ρ) = −ρ1−n

∫
|πS⊥(0, y)|2 1

r
φ′(r/ρ) d|C|(X,S)

for all ρ > 0. For |C|-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(R
n+m), since X ∈ S,

(0, y) =
(0, y) ·X
|X|2 X + V + πS⊥(0, y),

where V is a vector in S and orthogonal to X. Hence

(6.25) |πS⊥(0, y)|2 ≤ |y|2 −
(
(0, y) · (x, y)|X|

)2

= |y|2 − |y|4
|X|2 =

|x|2|y|2
|X|2

for |C|-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(R
n+m). By πS⊥(x, 0) = −πS⊥(0, y) and (6.25),

|y|2 |∇Sr|2 = |y|2
(
1− |πS⊥(x, 0)|2

|x|2
)

= |y|2
(
1− |πS⊥(0, y)|2

|x|2
)

(6.26)

≥ |y|2
(
1− |y|2

|X|2
)

=
|x|2|y|2
|X|2 ≥ |πS⊥(0, y)|2

for |C|-a.e. (X,S) ∈ Gn(R
n+m). In view of (3.5) (with T = C), we see from (6.24) and (6.26), that

DC,P,0(ρ) ≤ HC,P,0(ρ) for all ρ > 0. �

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Fix η > 0 and ν ∈ (0, 1). Without loss of generality assume that P̃ = R
n×{0}.

Suppose to the contrary that for k = 1, 2, 3, . . . , there exists δk → 0+, an n-dimensional plane Pk,
and an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current Tk ofB8(0) such that (6.18), (6.19),
(6.20), and (6.21) hold true with δk, Pk, and Tk in place of δ, P , and T but NTkxB15/8(0),P̃ ,Zk

(ρk) ≥
1 + ν/2 for some Zk ∈ sptTk ∩ Bδk(0) with Θ(Tk, Zk) ≥ q and some ρk ∈ [1/2, 1]. There exit
ρ∞ ∈ [1/2, 1] and an n-dimensional plane P∞ such that after passing to a subsequence (without
relabeling), ρk → ρ∞ and

(6.27) lim
k→∞

distH(Pk ∩B1(0), P∞ ∩B1(0)) = 0.

By (6.18) and the compactness of area-minimizing integral currents ([Sim83, Theorems 32.2 and
34.5]), after passing to a further subsequence there exists an n-dimensional area-minimizing integral
current C such that Tk → C weakly in B8(0). Since Zk → 0, Θ(Tk, Zk) ≥ q, and ‖Tk‖(B8(0)) ≤
(q + δk)ωn8

n, by the semi-continuity of density and mass ([Sim83, Corollary 17.8 and 26.13]) we
have that Θ(C, 0) ≥ q and ‖C‖(B8(0)) ≤ qωn8

n. By applying the equality case of the monotonicity
formula for area (see [Sim83, Theorem 19.3]), C is an area-minimizing cone. Since ‖Tk‖ → ‖C‖ in
the sense of Radon measures locally in B8(0), by (6.19) if C is a multiplicity q plane then

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X,P∞) d‖C‖(X) = lim

k→∞

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X,Pk) d‖Tk‖(X)

≤ lim
k→∞

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X, sptC) d‖Tk‖(X)

= lim
k→∞

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X, sptC) d‖C‖(X) = 0

and thus after equipping P∞ with an appropriate orientation C = qJP∞K. (Note that since C is a
cone, ‖C‖(∂Bρ(0)) = 0 for all ρ ∈ (0, 8).) On the other hand, by (6.20)

(6.28)

∫

B4(0)
dist2(X,P∞) d‖C‖(X) = lim

k→∞

∫

B4(0)
dist2(X,Pk) d‖Tk‖(X) ≥ η2,
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so C 6= qJP∞K. Therefore C is not a multiplicity q plane and in particular sptC 6⊆ P̃ . By (6.21)

and Lemma 2.6 with K = P̃ ,

sup
X∈sptTk∩B15/8(0)

dist(X, P̃ ) ≤ 1/16.

Hence (∂(TkxB15/8(0))xC1(0) = 0. Moreover,

sup
X∈sptC∩B15/8(0)

dist(X, P̃ ) ≤ 1/16

and thus by Remark 6.5(1), sptC ∩ P̃⊥ = ∅. Since sptC 6⊆ P̃ and sptC ∩ P̃⊥ = ∅, we can apply
Lemma 6.4 to obtain that N

C,P̃ ,0
(ρ) ≤ 1 for all ρ ∈ (0, 8). But by Lemma 4.4 and the fact that

N
TkxB15/8(0),P̃ ,Zk

(ρk) ≥ 1 + ν/2, it follows that

N
C,P̃ ,0

(ρ∞) = lim
k→∞

N
TkxB15/8(0),P̃ ,Zk

(ρk) ≥ 1 + ν/2,

giving us a contradiction. �

Next we show in Lemma 6.6 that, if T is not close to the plane P as in (6.20), then T must be
L2-close to a non-planar area-minimizing cone in B1(0).

Lemma 6.6. For every ε ∈ (0, 1), β ∈ (0, 1), and η > 0 there exists δ = δ(n,m, q, ε, β, η) ∈ (0, 1)
such that if P is an n-dimensional plane in R

n+m and T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing
rectifiable current of B8(0) such that (6.18), (6.19), and (6.20) hold true and Θ(T, 0) ≥ q, then for
each ρ ∈ [1/2, 1] one of the following holds true:

(i) there exists C ∈ Cq such that (6.5), (6.6), and (6.7) hold true or

(ii) there is an (n− 3)-dimensional linear subspace L such that (6.8) holds true.

Proof. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1), β ∈ (0, 1), and η > 0. Without loss of generality assume that P = R
n × {0}.

For k = 1, 2, 3, . . . let δk → 0+ and Tk be n-dimensional area-minimizing integral currents of B8(0)
such that (6.18), (6.19), and (6.20) hold true with δk and Tk in place of δ and T . We want to show
that for infinitely many k either conclusions (i) or (ii) hold true, which in light of the arbitrary
choice of sequence (Tk) proves the theorem. As in the proof of Lemma 6.3, it follows from (6.18) that
after passing to a subsequence Tk → C weakly in B8(0) for some n-dimensional area-minimizing
cone C with Θ(C, 0) = q. Moreover, by (6.19) and (6.20), C is not a multiplicity q plane and

(6.29)

∫

B4(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖C‖(X) ≥ η2

(as in (6.28)). If dim spineC = n − 2, then using the fact that Tk → C weakly in B8(0) and the
monotonicity formula for area, for any ρ ∈ [1/2, 1],

lim
k→∞

Q(Tk,C,Bρ(0)) ≤ lim
k→∞

(
(q + 1/2)ωn sup

X∈spt Tk∩B1(0)
dist2(X, sptC)(6.30)

+ qωn sup
X∈sptC∩B1/2(0)

dist2(X, sptTk)

)
= 0.

Let ρ ∈ [1/2, 1] and let P̂k be an optimal plane for Tk in Bρ(0). After passing to a subsequence, let

P̂∞ be an n-dimensional linear plane such that

lim
k→∞

distH(P̂k ∩B1(0), P̂∞ ∩B1(0)) = 0.
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By the fact that ‖Tk‖ → ‖C‖ in the sense of Radon measures locally in B8(0), the homogeneity of
C, (6.19), and (6.29),

lim
k→∞

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X, P̂k) d‖Tk‖(X) =

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X, P̂∞) d‖C‖(X)(6.31)

≥ 2−n−2

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X, P̂∞) d‖C‖(X) = lim

k→∞
2−n−2

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X, P̂∞) d‖Tk‖(X)

≥ lim
k→∞

2−n−2

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖Tk‖(X) = lim

k→∞
2−n−2

∫

B1(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖C‖(X)

= 8−n−2

∫

B4(0)
dist2(X,P ) d‖C‖(X) ≥ 8−n−2η2.

By (6.30) and (6.31), we see that (6.5) and (6.6) hold true. By upper semi-continuity of density
([Sim83, Corollary 17.8]), (6.7) holds true if dim spineC = n − 2 and (6.7) holds true with L =
spineC if dim spineC ≤ n− 3. �

6.3. Distance to a plane not decaying. Let δ ∈ (0, 1) and let T be an n-dimensional locally

area-minimizing rectifiable current of B8(0) such that and P, P̂ are n-dimensional linear planes
such that

(∂T )xB8(0) = 0, Θ(T, 0) ≥ q, ‖T‖(B8(0)) ≤ (q + δ)ωn8
n.(6.32)

(6.33)

Let P , P̂ be n-dimensional planes such that

E(T, P,B1(0)) = inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,B1(0)) and(6.34)

E(T, P̂ ,B2(0)) = inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,B2(0)).(6.35)

For appropriate η ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ (0, 1), we wish to consider the case where

E(T, P,B4(0)) < η,(6.36)

E(T, P,B2(0)) ≥ 2−αE(T, P̂ ,B4(0)).(6.37)

First we show that for any plane P̃ (not necessarily equal to P nor equal to P̂ nor assumed to be

optimal in a ball), the frequency of T relative to P̃ is . 1.

Lemma 6.7. For every ν ∈ (0, 1) there exists δ = δ(n,m, q, ν) ∈ (0, 1), η = η(n,m, q, ν) ∈ (0, 1),
and α = α(n,m, q, ν) ∈ (0, 1) such that if T is n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable

current of B8(0) ⊆ R
n+m and P, P̂ , P̃ are n-dimensional planes in R

n+m such that (6.32)–(6.37)

and (6.21) hold true and sptT ∩B4(0) 6⊂ P̂ , then for each Z ∈ sptT ∩Bδ(0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q we

have that sptT ∩B1/2(Z) 6⊂ P̃ and that N
TxB15/8(0),P̃ ,Z

(ρ) < 1 + ν/2 for each ρ ∈ [1/2, 1].

Proof. Without loss of generality suppose that P̃ = R
n × {0}. Fix ν ∈ (0, 1). Suppose to the

contrary that for k = 1, 2, 3, . . . there exists δk → 0+, ηk → 0+, αk → 0+, an n-dimensional

area-minimizing integral current Tk of B8(0), and n-dimensional planes P̂k, Pk in R
n+m such that

(6.32)–(6.37) hold true with δk, ηk, αk, Tk, Pk, and P̂k in place of δ, η, α, T , P , and P̂ , but
N

TkxB15/8(0),P̃ ,Zk
(ρk) ≥ 1 + ν/2 for some Zk ∈ sptTk ∩ Bδk(0) with Θ(Tk, Zk) ≥ q and some
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ρk ∈ [1/2, 1]. After passing to a subsequence, let ρk → ρ∞ in [1/2, 1] and let P∞ be an n-dimensional
plane such that

(6.38) lim
k→∞

distH(Pk ∩B1(0), P∞ ∩B1(0)) = 0.

Arguing as in Subsection 5.1, by (6.32) and (6.36) after passing to a subsequence and equipping

P∞ with an appropriate orientation we have that Tk → C = qJP∞K weakly in B4(0). If P∞ 6= P̃ ,

then we can argue as in the proof of Lemma 6.3 that by (6.21) we have sptC ∩ P̃⊥ = ∅ and by
Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 6.4 we have N

TkxB15/8(0),P̃ ,Zk
(ρk) → N

C,P̃ ,0
(ρ∞) ≤ 1, contradicting the

assumption NTkxB15/8(0),P̃ ,Zk
(ρk) ≥ 1 + ν/2. Thus we may assume that P∞ = P̃ (= R

n × {0})).

Set Ek = E(Tk, P̃ ,B4(0)). By (6.36), (6.38) and the fact that P∞ = P̃ , we have that Ek → 0.

Let θk ∈ (0, 1) such that θk → 1+ and (1− θk)
−n−2E2

k → 0. By Lemma 2.6 with K = P̃ ,

sup
X∈sptTk∩B3+θk

(0)
dist(X, P̃ ) ≤ 8E

1
n+2

k < 1− θk.

Set T̃k = TkxB3+θk (0) so that by (6.32) and the monotonicity formula for area, (∂T̃k)xC2+2θk(0) = 0
and

(6.39) lim sup
k→∞

‖T̃k‖(C2+2θk(0)) ≤ lim sup
k→∞

‖T̃k‖(B3+θk(0)) ≤ lim
k→∞

(q + δk)ωn(3 + θk)
n = qωn4

n.

By Theorem 2.8 and Lemma 2.7, there exists uk : B4θk(0) → Aq(R
m), and Kk ⊂ B4θk(0) such

that (5.5)–(5.7) hold true with T̃k in place of Tk, ρ0 = 4, and Ek = E(Tk, P̃ ,B4(0)). After

passing to a subsequence, let w ∈ W 1,2
loc (B4(0),Aq(R

m)) such that (5.9) and (5.10) hold true with

ρ0 = 4 and Ek = E(Tk, P̃ ,B4(0)). By (6.34) and Lemma 5.2, Pk = {(x,Akx) : x ∈ R
n} for some

m× n matrix Ak such that ‖Ak‖ ≤ C(n,m, q)Ek and Ak/Ek → Dwa(0). Similarly, by (6.35) and

Lemma 5.2, P̂k = {(x, Âkx) : x ∈ R
n} for somem×nmatrix Âk such that ‖Âk‖ ≤ C(n,m, q)Ek and

Âk/Ek → Dwa(0). Let w(x) =
∑q

i=1Jwi(x)K and w(x)−Dwa(0) ·x =
∑q

i=1Jwi(x)−Dwa(0) ·xK for
each x ∈ B4(0). Note that w−Dwa(0) ·x is Dirichlet energy minimizing ([Alm83, Theorem 2.6(3)]).
Recall from the proof of Lemma 5.2 that for each X = (x, y) ∈ B4(0)

dist(X,Pk) ≤ |y −Akx| ≤ (1 + CEk) dist(X,Pk),

where C = C(n,m, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Thus by (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9), (2.28), (2.29), and the
fact that Ak/Ek → Dwa(0),

∫

Bρ(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2 = lim

k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
G(uk, qJAkK)

2(6.40)

= lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X,Pk) d‖Tk‖(X)

for all ρ ∈ (0, 4). (Note that here and throughout the proof we use the fact that TkxBρ(0) =

T̃kxBρ(0) for each ρ ∈ (0, 2 − 2θk].) Similarly, using Âk/Ek → Dwa(0),

(6.41)

∫

Bρ(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2 = lim

k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X, P̂k) d‖Tk‖(X)

for all ρ ∈ (0, 4).
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We claim that w is not identically zero. We may assume that Dwa(0) = 0 since otherwise w

must be non-zero. By (6.40), (6.37), and Âk/Ek → Dwa(0) = 0
∫

B2(0)
|w|2 =

∫

B2(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2(6.42)

= lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

B2(0)
dist2(X,Pk) d‖Tk‖(X)

≥ lim
k→∞

2−n−2−2αk

E2
k

∫

B4(0)
dist2(X, P̂k) d‖Tk‖(X)

≥ lim
k→∞

2−n−3−2αk

E2
k

(∫

B4(0)
dist2(X, P̃ ) d‖Tk‖(X) − 22n+1(q + 1)ωn‖Âk‖2

)

= 2−n−3

and thus w must be non-zero.

Next we claim that w is homogeneous degree one. We may assume that w − Dwa(0) · x is
not identically zero since otherwise w(x) = qJDwa(0) · xK is certainly homogeneous degree one.

Since Θ(T̃k, 0) = Θ(Tk, 0) ≥ q, Lemma 5.4 implies that Nw(0) ≥ 1. Thus by the homogeneity of
Dwa(0) · x, Nw−Dwa(0)·x(0) ≥ 1. By L2-growth estimates for Dirichlet energy minimizing multi-
valued functions ([Alm83, Theorem 2.6(8)]),

∫

B2(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2 ≤ 2−n−2Nw−Dwa(0)·x(0)

∫

B4(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2(6.43)

≤ 2−n−2

∫

B4(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2

with equality if and only if w is homogeneous degree one. On the other hand, by (6.40), (6.41),
and (6.37)

∫

B2(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2 = lim

k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

B2(0)
dist2(X,Pk) d‖Tk‖(X)

≥ lim
k→∞

2−n−2−2αk

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X, P̂k) d‖Tk‖(X)

= 2−n−2

∫

Bρ(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2

for all ρ ∈ (0, 4). Letting ρ→ 4+,

(6.44)

∫

B2(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2 ≥ 2−n−2

∫

B4(0)
|w −Dwa(0) · x|2.

Therefore, equality holds true in (6.43), proving that w is homogeneous degree one.

Since N
T̃k,P̃ ,Zk

(ρk) ≥ 1 + ν/2, by Lemma 5.5 and the homogeneity of w, we have that

1 + ν/2 ≤ lim
k→∞

N
T̃k ,P̃ ,Zk

(ρk) = Nw,0(ρ∞) = 1

giving us a contradiction. �

Next we show in Lemma 6.8 that if T is not decaying to a plane as in (6.37), then T must be
L2-close to a non-planar area-minimizing cone in B1(0).
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Lemma 6.8. For every ε ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1) there exists δ = δ(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1), η =

η(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1), and α = α(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1) such that if P, P̂ are n-dimensional planes
in R

n+m and T is n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in B8(0) such that

(6.32)–(6.37) hold true, sptT ∩ B4(0) 6⊂ P̂ and Θ(T, 0) ≥ q, then for each ρ ∈ [1/2, 1] one of the
following holds true:

(i) there exists C ∈ Cq such that (6.5), (6.6), and (6.7) hold true or

(ii) there is an (n− 3)-dimensional linear subspace L such that (6.8) holds true.

Proof. Without loss of generality suppose that P = R
n × {0}. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1).

Suppose that for k = 1, 2, 3, . . . there exists δk → 0+, ηk → 0+, αk → 0+, and an n-dimensional
area-minimizing integral current Tk of B8(0) such that (6.32)–(6.37) hold true with δk, ηk, αk, and
Tk in place of δ, η, α, and T . We want to show that for infinitely many k either conclusion (i) or
conclusion (ii) holds true, which in light of arbitrary choice of sequence (Tk) will prove the lemma.
Arguing as in Subsection 5.1, by (6.32) and (6.36) after passing to a subsequence we may assume

that Tk → qJP K weakly in B8(0). Set Ek = E(Tk, P̃ ,B4(0)) and let θk ∈ (0, 1) such that θk → 1+

and (1− θk)
−n−2E2

k → 0. By (6.36) and Lemma 2.6 with K = P ,

sup
X∈sptTk∩B3+θk

(0)
dist(X,P ) ≤ 8E

1
n+2

k < 1− θk.

Set T̃k = TkxB3+θk(0) so that (∂T̃k)xC2+2θk(0) = 0 and lim supk→∞ ‖T̃k‖(C2+2θk(0)) ≤ qωn4
n (as

in (6.39)). By Theorem 2.8 and Lemma 2.7, there exists uk : B4θk(0) → Aq(R
m), and Kk ⊂ B4θk(0)

such that (5.5)–(5.7) hold true with T̃k in place of Tk, ρ0 = 4, and Ek = E(Tk, P,B4(0)). After

passing to a subsequence, let w ∈ W 1,2
loc (B4(0),Aq(R

m)) such that (5.9) and (5.10) hold true with

ρ0 = 4 and Ek = E(Tk, P̃ ,B4(0)). By (6.34) and Lemma 5.2, Dwa(0) = 0. By (6.35) and

Lemma 5.2, P̂k = {(x, Âkx) : x ∈ R
n} for some m×n matrix Âk such that ‖Âk‖ ≤ C(n,m, q, θ)Ek

and Âk/Ek → Dwa(0) = 0. Since Θ(Tk, 0) ≥ q, Lemma 5.4 implies that Nw(0) ≥ 1. Thus by L2-
growth estimates for Dirichlet energy minimizing multi-valued functions [Alm83, Theorem 2.6(8)],

∫

B2(0)
|w|2 ≤ 2−n−2Nw(0)

∫

B4(0)
|w|2 ≤ 2−n−2

∫

B4(0)
|w|2

Arguing as we did to obtain (6.42) and (6.44) with P in place of P̃ , Ak = 0, and Dwa(0) = 0 (since

we now blow-up relative to P instead of P̃ ), it follows from (6.37) that

(6.45)

∫

B2(0)
|w|2 ≥ 2−n−3,

∫

B2(0)
|w|2 ≥ 2−n−2

∫

B4(0)
|w|2.

Therefore w is non-zero and homogeneous degree one. Since w is homogeneous degree one and
Dwa(0) = 0, w is average-free. If dim spinew = n − 2, then set Ck = graph(Ekw). Arguing as in
the proof of Lemma 6.2, (6.15) and (6.16) hold true.

Let ρ ∈ [1/2, 1] and P̃k be an optimal plane for Tk in Bρ(0). By Lemma 5.2, P̃k = {(x, Ãkx) :

x ∈ R
n} for some m× n matrix Ãk with ‖Ãk‖ ≤ C(n,m, q)Ek and Ãk/Ek → Dwa(0) = 0. Recall

from the proof of Lemma 5.2 that for each X = (x, y) ∈ B2(0)

dist(X, spt P̃k) ≤ |y − Ãkx| ≤ (1 + CEk) dist(X, spt P̃k).
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Hence using (5.5)–(5.7), (5.9), (2.28), (2.29), the fact that Ãk/Ek → 0, and (6.45),

lim
k→∞

1

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
dist2(X, spt P̃k) d‖Tk‖(X) ≥ lim

k→∞

q

E2
k

∫

Bρ(0)
G(uk(x), qJÃkxK)

2 dx

(6.46)

= q

∫

Bρ(0)
|w|2 ≥ 4−n−2q

∫

B2(0)
|w|2 dx ≥ 2−3n−7q.

(Recall that TkxBρ(0) = T̃kxBρ(0).) Therefore, combining (6.15), (6.16), and (6.46) we conclude
that (6.5) and (6.6) hold true. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 6.2 using Lemma 5.4 gives us
that (6.7) holds true if dim spineC = n− 2 and (6.7) holds true with L = spineC if dim spineC ≤
n− 3. �

7. Proof of the main theorem

In this section we prove our main result Theorem 1.1. We start with the following:

Theorem 7.1. For every ε ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1) there exists R = R(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ [2,∞),
δ = δ(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1), η = η(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1), and α = α(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1) such
that the following holds true. Let T is n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in
B9R(0) such that

(7.1) (∂T )xB9R(0) = 0, ‖T‖(B9R(0)) ≤ (q + δ)ωn(9R)
n.

Let P be an n-dimensional plane in R
n+m such that

(7.2) E(T, P,BR(0)) = inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,BR(0))

and assume that one of the following holds true:

(A) E(T, P,B4R(0)) ≥ η;

(B) E(T, P,B4R(0)) < η and E(T, P,B2R(0)) ≥ 2−αE(T, P̂ ,B4R(0)), where P̂ is an n-dimensional

plane in R
n+m such that E(T, P̂ ,B2R(0)) = infP ′∈P E(T, P ′,B2R(0)).

Then for each Z ∈ sptT ∩ B1(0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q and each ρ ∈ (0, R/2] one of the following
statements (i) or (ii) holds true:

(i) there exists C ∈ Cq such that

E(T,C,Bρ(Z)) < ε,(7.3)

Q(T,C,Bρ(Z)) ≤ β inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,Bρ(Z)) and(7.4)

{X ∈ Bρ(Z) : Θ(T,X) ≥ q} ⊂ {X ∈ Bρ(Z) : dist(X,Z + spineC) < ερ};(7.5)

(ii) there is an (n− 3)-dimensional linear subspace L of Rn+m such that

(7.6) {X ∈ Bρ(Z) : Θ(T,X) ≥ q} ⊂ {X ∈ Bρ(Z) : dist(X,Z + L) < ερ}.

Proof. First note that for any Z ∈ sptT ∩ B1(0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q, we have by the monotonicity
formula for area and the fact that ‖T‖(B9R(0)) ≤ (q + δ)ωn(9R)

n,

q ≤ ‖T‖(Bρ(Z))

ωnρn
≤ ‖T‖(B9R−1(Z))

ωn(9R− 1)n
≤
(

9R

9R− 1

)n ‖T‖(B9R(0))

ωn(9R)n
≤
(

9R

9R − 1

)n

(q + δ)
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for all ρ ∈ (0, 9R − 1]. Thus, provided R = R(n, q, δ) ≥ 2 is large enough that

(7.7)

(
9R

9R− 1

)n

(q + δ) ≤ q + 2δ,

we have that

(7.8) q ≤ ‖T‖(Bρ(Z))

ωnρn
≤ q + 2δ

for all Z ∈ sptT ∩B1(0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q and all ρ ∈ (0, 9R − 1].

Fix ε ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1). Choose ν and α so that

ν = ν6.2(n,m, q, ε, β),(7.9)

α = min{α6.7(n,m, q, ν), α6.8(n,m, q, ε, β)},(7.10)

where ν6.2 is the constant denoted ν in Lemma 6.2 and α6.7 and α6.8 are the constants denoted
α in Lemma 6.7 and Lemma 6.8 respectively. Then choose η and δ so that

η ≤ min
{
64−n−2C−1

0 , (7/8)(n+2)/2C−1
0 η3.4(n,m, q), 4

−2αC−1
0 η6.2(n,m, q, ε, β),(7.11)

η6.7(n,m, q, ν), η6.8(n,m, q, ε, β)
}
;

δ = min

{
1

2
, δ6.2(n,m, q, ε, β), δ6.3(n,m, q, η, ν), δ6.6(n,m, q, η, ε, β),(7.12)

δ6.7(n,m, q, ν), δ6.8(n,m, q, ε, β)

}
;

(q + 2δ)(1 + C1η)
n < q + δ3.4(n,m, q) and(7.13)

e2
αγ(CC0)γηγ <

1 + ν

1 + ν/2
.(7.14)

Here C is as in Theorem 3.4; C0 is as in (7.22); C1 is as in (7.23); η3.4, η6.2, η6.7 and η6.8 are the
constants denoted η in Theorem 3.4, Lemma 6.2, Lemma 6.7 and Lemma 6.8 respectively; δ3.4,
δ6.2, δ6.3, δ6.6, δ6.7 and δ6.8 are the constants denoted δ in Theorem 3.4, Lemma 6.2, Lemma 6.3,
Lemma 6.6, Lemma 6.7 and Lemma 6.8 respectively. Finally, choose R so that

(7.15) R ≥ 1/min{δ6.3(n,m, q, ν), δ6.7(n,m, q, ν)}and with R also satisfying (7.7).

Fix Z ∈ sptT ∩B1(0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q. For each integer i ≥ 0 set ρi = 2−iR and Ii = [ρi+1, ρi]
so that the interval (0, R] is partitioned into the intervals Ii. Let P0 = P be such that (7.2) holds
true. (Note that unlike in our notation in earlier sections, P0 here is not necessarily R

n×{0}). For
each integer i ≥ 1 let Pi be an n-dimensional plane in R

n+m such that

(7.16) E(T, Pi,Bρi(Z)) = inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,Bρi(Z)).

For each integer i ≥ 1 we classify each interval Ii into one of the following three cases:

(a) E(T, Pi,B4ρi(Z)) ≥ η;

(b) E(T, Pi,B4ρi(Z)) < η and E(T, Pi,B2ρi(Z)) ≥ 2−αE(T, Pi−1,B2ρi−1(Z));

(c) E(T, Pi,B4ρi(Z)) < η and E(T, Pi,B2ρi(Z)) < 2−αE(T, Pi−1,B2ρi−1(Z)).

Recall that (∂T )xB9R(0) = 0, Θ(T,Z) ≥ q, and (7.8) holds true. In case (a) we can apply
Lemma 6.6 to deduce that either conclusion (i) or conclusion (ii) holds true for all ρ ∈ Ii. In
case (b), by Lemma 6.8 either conclusion (i) or conclusion (ii) holds true for all ρ ∈ Ii. It remains
to consider intervals satisfying case (c).
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Let I = [ρi1+1, ρi0 ] where 1 ≤ i0 ≤ i1 are integers such that either

• i0 = 1 or

• i0 > 1 and either case (a) or case (b) holds true when i = i0 − 1

and

• case (c) holds true whenever i ∈ {i0, i0 + 1, . . . , i1}.
By iteratively applyingE(T, Pi,B2ρi(Z)) < 2−αE(T, Pi−1,B2ρi−1(Z)) and usingE(T, Pi0 ,B4ρi0

(Z)) <

η, for each i ∈ {i0, i0 + 1, . . . , i1}

(7.17) E(T, Pi,B2ρi(Z)) ≤ 2−α(i−i0)E(T, Pi0 ,B2ρi0
(Z)) < C2−α(i−i0)η = Cη

( ρi
ρi0

)α
,

where C = C(n) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. By the triangle inequality, (7.8), Lemma 2.4, and (7.17)

‖πPi − πPi+1‖2 ≤
2

qωn(ρi/2)n

∫

Gn(Bρi(Z))
‖πS − πPi‖2 d|T |(X,S)(7.18)

+
2

qωnρni+1

∫

Gn(Bρi+1
(Z))

‖πS − πPi+1‖2 d|T |(X,S)

≤CE(T, Pi,B2ρi(Z))
2 + CE(T, Pi+1,B2ρi+1(Z))

2

≤Cη2
( ρi
ρi0

)2α

for all i ∈ {i0, i0 + 1, . . . , i1 − 1}, where C = C(n, q) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. Hence by the triangle
inequality,

(7.19) ‖πPi − πPj‖ ≤ C

j−1∑

k=i

η
( ρk
ρi0

)α
= C

j−1∑

k=i

2α(i−k) η
( ρi
ρi0

)α
≤ 2αCη

2α − 1

( ρi
ρi0

)α

for all i0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ i1, where C = C(n, q) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. For each i0 ≤ j ≤ i ≤ i1, noting
that

dist(X,Z + Pi) = |πP⊥

i
(X − Z)| ≤ |πP⊥

j
(X − Z)|+ |(πPi − πPj)(X − Z)|

≤ dist(X,Z + Pj) + ‖πPi − πPj‖ |X − Z|
for all X ∈ sptT and using (7.8), (7.17), and (7.19), we obtain

E(T, Pi,B2ρj (Z))
2 =

1

ωn(2ρj)n+2

∫

B2ρj
(Z)

dist2(X,Z + Pi) d‖T‖(X)(7.20)

≤ 2

ωn(2ρj)n+2

∫

B2ρj
(Z)

dist2(X,Z + Pj) d‖T‖(X) + 2(q + 1) ‖πPi − πPj‖2 ≤ Cη2
( ρj
ρi0

)2α
,

where C = C(n, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Similarly, arguing using (7.8), (7.19), and the fact
that E(T, Pi0 ,B4ρi0

(Z)) < η,

(7.21) E(T, Pi,B4ρi0
(Z)) ≤ Cη

for all i with i0 ≤ i ≤ i1, where C = C(n, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. For each i ∈ {i0, i0+1, . . . , i1}
and ρ ∈ [ρi+1, 2ρi0 ] we can find an integer j with i0 − 1 ≤ j ≤ i such that ρj+1 < ρ ≤ ρj. Thus by
(7.20) and (7.21)

(7.22) E(T, Pi,B2ρ(Z)) ≤ C0η
( ρ

ρi0

)α
,
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where C0 = C0(n, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Note that by Lemma 2.5, (7.22) and (7.11)

(7.23) sup
X∈spt T∩B15ρ/4(Z)

dist(X,Pi) ≤ C1ηρ < ρ/4

for all ρ ∈ [ρi+1, 2ρi0 ], where C1 = C1(n,m, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant.

Now fix any i ∈ {i0, i0+1, . . . , i1}. Recall that (∂T )xB9R(0) = 0, Θ(T,Z) ≥ q and that (7.8) holds

true. Set T̃ = TxB15ρi0/4
(Z). Note that since Z ∈ B1(0), we have by (7.15) that Z ∈ BδR(0). By

(7.22), E(T, Pi,B2ρi0−1(Z)) ≤ C0η < 64−n−2. When i0 = 1, either hypothesis (A) or hypothesis (B)

holds true and thus we can apply Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.7 to obtain NT̃ ,Pi,Z
(ρ) < 1 + ν/2 for

all ρ ∈ I0. Similarly, when i0 > 1, either case (a) or case (b) holds true, and we can again apply
Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.7 to obtain N

T̃ ,Pi,Z
(ρ) < 1 + ν/2 for all ρ ∈ Ii0−1 = [ρi0 , 2ρi0 ]. Notice

that by (7.23), (7.8) and (7.13), (∂T̃ )xC7ρi0/2
(Z,Pi) = 0 and

‖T̃‖(C7ρi0/2
(Z,Pi)) ≤‖T̃ ‖(B(7/2+C1η)ρi0

(Z)) ≤ (q + 2δ)ωn(7/2 + C1η)
nρni0

≤ (q + δ3.4)ωn(7ρi0/4)
n.

By (7.22) and (7.23),

E(T̃ , Pi,C7ρ/4(Z,Pi)) ≤ (8/7)(n+2)/2E(T, Pi,B2ρ(Z,Pi)) ≤ (8/7)(n+2)/2C0η
( ρ

ρi0

)α

for all ρ ∈ [ρi+1, 2ρi0 ]. Thus we can apply Theorem 3.4 together with the fact that N
T̃ ,Pi,Z

(ρi0) <

1 + ν/2 and (7.14) to obtain

(7.24) NT̃ ,Pi,Z
(ρ) ≤ eC

γ
0 η

γ(ρ/ρi0 )
αγ
NT̃ ,Pi,Z

(ρi0) ≤ e2
αγCγ

0 η
γ
(1 + ν/2) ≤ 1 + ν

for all ρ ∈ [ρi+1, ρi0 ]. Note that by (7.23), T̃ = TxB15ρi/4(Z) in C2ρi(Z,Pi). Therefore, by (7.16),
the fact that E(T, Pi,B4ρi(Z)) < η and (7.24), we can apply Lemma 6.2 to deduce that either
conclusion (i) or conclusion (ii) holds true for all ρ ∈ Ii. �

Theorem 7.2 (Theorem 1.1 in the introduction). For every ε ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1) there exists
R = R(n,m, q, ε, β) > 2, δ = δ(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1), η = η(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1), and α =
α(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0, 1) such that the following holds true. Suppose that T is n-dimensional area-
minimizing integral current of BR(0) such that

(7.25) (∂T )xBR(0) = 0, ‖T‖(BR(0)) ≤ (q + δ)ωnR
n.

Then

{X ∈ sptT ∩B1(0) : Θ(T,X) ≥ q} = S ∪ B
where B and S are sets such that:

(I) For each Z0 ∈ S there exists a ρ0 ∈ (0, 1] (depending on T and Z0) such that for every
Z ∈ sptT ∩Bρ0(Z0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q and every ρ ∈ (0, ρ0] one of the following holds true:

(i) there exists C ∈ Cq such that

E(T,C,Bρ(Z)) < ε,(7.26)

Q(T,C,Bρ(Z)) ≤ β inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,Bρ(Z)),(7.27)

{X ∈ Bρ(Z) : Θ(T,X) ≥ q} ⊂ {X ∈ Bρ(Z) : dist(X,Z + spineC) < ερ};(7.28)

(ii) there is an (n− 3)-dimensional linear subspace L of Rn+m such that

(7.29) {X ∈ Bρ(Z) : Θ(T,X) ≥ q} ⊂ {X ∈ Bρ(Z) : dist(X,Z + L) < ερ}.
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(II) For each Z0 ∈ B, Θ(T,Z0) = q and there is a unique oriented n-dimensional plane PZ0 such
that

(i) the L2-distance of T to PZ0 is decaying in that

(7.30) E(T, PZ0 ,B2ρ(Z0)) ≤ C0ηρ
α

for all ρ ∈ (0, 1], where C0 = C0(n,m, q, ε, β) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant;

(ii) qJPZ0K is the unique tangent cone to T at Z0;

(iii) the planar frequency NT,Pl(Z0) = limρ→0+ NT,PZ0
,Z0(ρ) exists and NT,Pl(Z0)(0

+) ≥
1 + α.

Proof of Theorem 7.2. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ (0, 1) and let α, η, δ, and R be as in (7.9)–(7.15),
where C0 ∈ (0,∞) is a constant such that (7.22) and (7.30) both hold true. Recall that by the
monotonicity formula for area that we may assume R = R(n, q, δ) is large that

(7.31) q ≤ ‖T‖(Bρ(Z))

ωnρn
≤ q + δ

for all Z ∈ sptT ∩B1(0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q and all ρ ∈ (0, R − 1] (as in (7.8)).

For each Z0 ∈ sptT ∩B1(0) with Θ(T,Z) ≥ q and each i = 0, 1, 2, . . ., set ρi = 2−i and let PZ0,i

be an n-dimensional plane such that

(7.32) E(T, PZ0,i,Bρi(Z0)) = inf
P ′∈P

E(T, P ′,Bρi(Z0))

Define S to be the set of all Z0 ∈ sptT∩B1(0) with Θ(T,Z0) ≥ q such that for some i ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .},
one of the following holds true:

(A) E(T, PZ0,i,B4ρi(Z0)) ≥ η;

(B) E(T, PZ0,i,B4ρi(Z0)) < η and E(T, PZ0,i,B2ρi(Z0)) > 2−αE(T, PZ0,i+1,B4ρi(Z0)).

Thus by Theorem 7.1 we can set ρ0 = ρi/R to conclude that for each Z ∈ sptT ∩ Bρ0(Z0) with
Θ(T,Z) ≥ q and each ρ ∈ (0, ρ0] either there exists C ∈ Cq such that (7.26), (7.27) and (7.28) hold
true or there is an (n− 3)-dimensional linear subspace L such that (7.29) holds true.

Set

B = {X ∈ sptT ∩B1(0) : Θ(T,X) = q} \ S
so that for each Z0 ∈ B and each i = 0, 1, 2, . . .

E(T, PZ0,i,B4ρi(Z0)) ≤ η,(7.33)

E(T, PZ0,i,B2ρi(Z0)) ≤ 2−αE(T, PZ0,i+1,B4ρi(Z0)).(7.34)

Fix Z0 ∈ B and to simplify notation let Pi = PZ0,i. Iteratively applying (7.34), for each i ∈
{0, 1, 2, . . .}
(7.35) E(T, Pi,B2ρi(Z0)) ≤ 2−αiE(T, PZ0,1,B2(Z0)) ≤ Cη 2−αi,

where C = C(n) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant.

Arguing as we did to obtain (7.19), it follows from (7.35) that

(7.36) ‖πPi − πPj‖ ≤ Cη 2−αi

for all 0 ≤ i ≤ j, where C = C(n, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) is a constant. Hence the sequence (Pi) is a Cauchy
sequence and there must be an n-dimensional plane PZ0 such that ‖πPi − πPZ0

‖ → 0 as i → ∞.
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Equivalently, distH(Pi ∩B1(0), PZ0 ∩B1(0)) → 0 as i→ ∞. By letting j → ∞ in (7.36),

(7.37) ‖πPi − πPZ0
‖ ≤ Cη 2−αi

for each i ≥ 0. Noting that
∣∣dist(X,Z0 + Pi)− dist(X,Z0 + PZ0)

∣∣ =
∣∣∣|πP⊥

i
(X − Z0)| − |πP⊥

Z0

(X − Z0)|
∣∣∣

≤ ‖πPi − πPj‖ |X − Z0|
for all X ∈ R

n+m and using the triangle inequality, (7.35), (7.37), and (7.31),

E(T, PZ0 ,B2ρi(Z0))
2 =

1

ωn(2ρi)n+2

∫

B2ρi
(Z0)

dist2(X,Z0 + PZ0) d‖T‖(X)(7.38)

≤ 2

ωn(2ρi)n+2

∫

B2ρi
(Z0)

dist2(X,Z0 + Pi) d‖T‖(X) + 2(q + 1)ωn ‖πPi − πPZ0
‖2

≤Cη22−2αi = Cη2ρ2αi

for each i ≥ 0, where C = C(n, q, α) ∈ (0,∞) are constants. For each ρ ∈ (0, 1] we can find an
integer i ≥ 0 such that ρi+1 < ρ ≤ ρi and thus by (7.38), (7.30) holds true. As was discussed in
Lemma 4.1, it follows from (7.30) that we can equip PZ0 with an orientation such that ηZ0,ρ#T →
qJPZ0K weakly in R

n+m as ρ → 0+; that is, qJPZ0K is the unique tangent cone to T at Z0. By
Corollary 4.3 and (7.30), NT,PZ0

,Z0(0
+) ≥ 1 + α. �
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