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Abstract

We prove a Lipschitz approximation with superlinear error terms for integral currents w-
minimizing the area functional, where w is a modulus of continuity. We also present an almost
monotonicity result for the density of these general almost area minimzing currents.

1 Introduction

The regularity theory is a widely spread theme in mathematics. It splits into various branches,
for example, the regularity theory of PDEs, the regularity theory of minimal surfaces, etc. One of
the first and most famous problems is the existence and regularity of minimal surfaces, in other
words, the existence and regularity of objects that minimizes the area functional over some classes of
admissible competing surfaces. The classes of admissible objects where the area functional may be
defined can be genuinely different, giving rise to quite different approaches to geometric variational
problems. For example, the classical one considers the functional area defined in the class of smooth
submanifolds of a fixed ambient Riemannian manifold.

We quickly realize that in this smooth context, the minimization problem for the area functional
manifests a lack of compactness that naturally leads to considering and introducing objects that
play the role of generalized smooth surfaces in the same guise of what is done when weak solutions
are introduced to work around the weaknesses of the space of classical solutions of PDEs. Over
the years, many generalizations have been proposed, for instance, the theory of Caccioppoli sets,
varifolds, currents, flat chains, etc.

In this note, we will focus on the theory of currents that minimize (in a relaxed sense) the
area functional. According to the definition given by I. TAMANINI, [16, Eq. 1.2], we work with the
relaxed minimality condition, which we call the w-almost minimality condition (see Definition 2.4).
This condition is natural since it arises from practical problems as F. MAGGI noticed in his book
[10, Chapter III], where for the codimension 1 setting, he considers an almost minimality condition
that is a particular case of the w-almost minimality.

A natural question to ask is: do these generalized surfaces have good regularity properties
provided they minimize area?. Aiming at answering this question, in arbitrary dimension and
codimension, in the setting of integral currents, F. ALMGREN JR. has introduced his long and
intricate, but still rich and beautiful, program in [1] to prove regularity results for interior points
of area minimizing currents. He stated that the singular set has Hausdorff dimension at most
m — 2. His theory was revisited by C. DE LELLIS AND E. SPADARO, in a series of works (see
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[2]) where they furnished a different approach using new techniques of geometric analysis which
give a much shorter proof and they also strengthened the main result. More recently, in [13], A.
SKOROBOGATOVA improved ALMGREN’S estimate, she proves that the upper Minkowski dimension
of the interior singular set is at most m — 2.

In this article, we aim to perform the first part of the regularity program used in the afore-
mentioned works, which is (almost-) monotonicity results, the strong Lipschitz approximation, and
the strong excess decay at interior points. We aim at proving these first part of the framework
for w-almost area minimizing currents. Moreover, in Proposition 2.5, we prove that the setting of
[6] is a particular case of the general w-minimality. We also give a nice example (Example 2.6)
of a current that satisfies the w-almost minimality condition and it is not covered by any of the
definitions considered in the works mentioned before.

2 Preliminaries

The goal of this section is to set standard notations on currents theory that will be used
throughout this paper.

We use B(p,r) C R™*" for the open balls centered at p € R™*™ and of radius r €]0, +oo] of the
ambient space R™*™, and we fix mp := R™ x {0} € R™*". For any linear subspace 7 C R™*" 7+
is its orthogonal complement in R™*", p, is the orthogonal projection onto 7, and p := py,.

We define the tilted disk B, (p,7) := B(p,r)N(p+7) and C(p,r, 7) the tilted cylinder as the
set {(3: +y):x€B,(p,m),y € 7TJ‘}. We also set C(p,r) := C(p,r,m) and B (p,r) := B, (p, ).
Moreover, C, := C(0,r) = C(0,r,m).

We also assume that each linear subspace 7 of R™" is oriented by a k-vector 7 := vy A--- Ay,
where (v;);cq1,...ky s an orthonormal base of 7 and, with an abuse of notation, we write |2 — 1|
standing for |7y — 71|, where | - | is the norm associated to the canonical inner product of k-vectors.

For any s € [0, +oo[ we also set H* as the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure in R™*". We recall
the definition of density of a given T' € D,,(U), where U C R™*™ is an open set and D,,(U) is the
set of m-dimensional current in U at a given point p € R™*". We say that ©™(T,p) € [0, +o0] is
the m-dimensional density of T at p, if
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whenever the limit exists.

For standard notations and classical results on the theory of currents which will be used in this
note, we refer the reader to the classical treatise of [8]. For the theory of multi-valued maps, we
refer the reader to [3].

Definition 2.1 (Excess and height). Given an integer rectifiable m-dimensional current 7" in R™*"
with finite mass and compact support, i.e., T' € I,(R™™") and m-planes 7, and 7/, we define the
excesses of T' in balls and cylinders as
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we will use the shorthand notation E (T, C(p,r,w)) for E (T, C(p,r,7),n). We define also the
height function in a set A C R™"™™ with respect to the m-plane 7 as

h(T, A, 7) := sup |Pre(x) — prs(y)]-
z,yespt(T)NA

Definition 2.2 (Optimal planes for the excess). We say that an m-dimensional plane 7 optimizes
the excess of T" in a ball B(p,r) if

E(T,B(p,7)) :== minE (T,B(p,7),7') = E(T,B(p,7),7). (2.1)
Observe that in general the plane optimizing the excess is not unique and h (7, B(p,r), )

might depend on the optimizer 7.

Definition 2.3 (Optimal planes). A m-plane 7 is called an optimal plane, if it optimizes the
height function among the planes that are optimal for the excess, i.e.,

h (T,B(p,r),n) =min {h (T,B(p,r),«') : 7’ satis fies (2.1) } = h (T, B(p,r)).

Henceforth, h (T, C(p, r, 7)) will stand for h (T, C(p,r,7),7)

Lastly, we recall the definition of w-almost minimality where we also briefly discuss the high
level of generality that this condition represents.

Definition 2.4 (Almost minimality condition). Let 7" be an m-dimensional integer rectifiable
current in R™*" ie., T € I,,(R™"). We say that T is w-almost area minimizing, if there
exist s > 0 and an absolutely continuous function w : (0,s) — (0, 4+00) such that w(s) = o(1) when
s — 07, and for every p € spt(T) \ spt(97T),

IT(I(B(p, s)) < (1+w(s)) |IT +0S[(B(p,s)), Vse(0,8), VS €Lnpi(B(p,s)).

In the special case that w(s) = As® for some A > 0 and a € (0,1], we say that T is (A,s, a)-
almost area minimizing if, for every p € spt(7T') \ spt(97), it holds that

”TH(B(]?, S)) < (1 + Asa) ”T + 8SH(B(p7 S))? Vs € (075)7 VS e Im+1(B(p, 3))

If w =0, we say that T is area minimizing.
It is easily seen that all the previous cases treated in the literature are a particular case of the

definition above, as follows.

Proposition 2.5. Let 2 >0 and T € L,,(R™™), if T is a Q2-minimal current as in [6, Definition
1.1], i.e.,
M(T) < M(T + 9S) + QM(S), VS € L, 1(R™), (2.2)

then T is (A, oo, 1)-almost area minimizing with A = ¢ for some positive constant ¢ = ¢(m,Q,T) >
0.

Proof. For any r > 0,p € R™"" and S € I,,,+1(B(p, 7)), we have that

ITI®R™\ B(p,r)) = [T + 0S[(R™™ \ B(p, 7)), (2.3)



since the support of S and 9S is contained in the ball B(p,r). Using classical density estimates,
c.f. [8, Section 4.1.28(5)], the latter equation leads to
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We set A = 22 and a = 1 and, since the inequality holds for any p and r > 0, we obtain
s = +o0. U

Following I. TAMANINT’s ideas, [16], we give two examples to justify the different definitions of
almost minimality that we mentioned. Notice that the w-almost minimality encompasses the other
definitions, then we will work in this generality.

Example 2.6. We let T to be the reduced boundary of the Caccioppoli set £ C R™t! which is a
minimizer of the following variational problem:

inf {P(F,B(p, s)) —I—/ H(q)dq : F is a Caccioppoli set and FAE CC B(p, s)} , (2.4)
F

where H is a prescribed mean curvature function that belongs to LP(R™*!) with the crucial con-
dition that p > m and P denotes the perimeter measure of Caccioppoli sets, see [10]. Given any F’
as in (2.4), thanks to p > m we must apply the Holder inequality to derive

P(E.B(p.s)) — P(F,B(p.s)) < [E _ lH@)ds

_1
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Again using the argument with the density estimates, we easily see that 7' is a

1 m
(Co(m)wl P || H || p@mt1y, 00,1 — —> -almost minimizer in R™*1,
p

We now provide an example of a w-almost minimizer which does not belong to the class of
(A, s, a)-almost minimizer.

Example 2.7. We consider the function

0,1 c
Jo (1n )

We have that f(0) = 0 and we set f(t) = f(—t),Vt € (—1,0). So, if we consider the Caccioppoli
set given by E := epi(u) and Q; := (—t,t)? C R?, we have that

f: (0,L))CcR —
t —

P(E, Q) —t= 2/; ( 1+ (ln(g))—2 - 1) ds ~ t(ln(%))_z,

So, we have that the 1-current induced by E is w-almost minimizer with w(t) = (In(%))~2.



3 The w-almost monotonicity formulas

Let us now state the w-almost monotonicity formula with an additive error term which is the
analogous of [5, Proposition 2.1] for our setting of w-almost minimizers. Henceforth, we will denote
by (z — p)L the projection of the vector z — p onto the orthogonal complement of the approximate
tangent to T at z.

Proposition 3.1 (w-almost monotonicity formula). Let T € I, (R™") be an w-almost minimizer
and p € spt(T)\ spt(9T). There are dimensional constants Co,rg > 0 such that
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or all 0 < s <r <rg <s. Moreover, the function r IZIBp.r) 4 Mdp s nondecreasing.
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Furthermore, when w satisfies a Dini condition of the following type, OT w(p) dp < +oo then the

>
function r — ”TL'J(;# + for @dp is nondecreasing.

Proof. We define the integral current
W :=0x0(TLB(p, 1)),
and test the w-almost minimality for it to obtain

1T (B(p, 7)) < (1 +w(@) W] (B(p,r)) < %H@TI! (B(p, 7)) + er(m, Thw(r)r™,  (3.2)

where we use classical density estimates in the second inequality. We now set the mass function
m(r) := ||T|| (B(p,r)) and observe that m is a nondecreasing function and thus it is a function of
bounded variation. We can decompose its distributional derivative Dm, which is a nonnegative
measure, as Dm = m'H! + us and p is the singular part of Dm. In (3.2), we multiply mr—™"!

and add % to obtain
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We integrate the latter inequality on the interval (s,t), where s > ¢ > s, thus we reach

/ pimdus(p)Jr/ m’(p)—\\07TnH(B(p,p))dH1(p) < m(r)  m(s) +mc1(m,T)/ o Lw(p)dp,

I Ia

notice that we have used the following equality

d (m(p)> _ _mmlp)  Dm
dp pm pm—l—l o :

In the proof of [5, Proposition 2.1], it is shown that I := I® 4+ I* bounds, up to a dimensional
constant, the left-hand side of (3.1) without the use of any minimality condition. So, it finishes the
proof of our result. O



We now state a second w-almost monotonicity formula for the w-almost minimality condition
which now comes with multiplicative error terms, these result is the analogous for interior points
of [9, Proposition 2.3] which is stated to boundary points and only for the special case w(r) =
C(m,n)re.

Proposition 3.2 (w-almost monotonicity formula). Let T € L, (R™*™) be an w-almost minimizer
and p € spt(T') \ spt(9T), then there exists a dimensional constant r1 = r1(m,n,w) > 0, such that

AT
/ emw(|z—PD |(Z )mJ_QdHTH( ) mw(t) ”TH (]?n(pat)) _ emw(s) ”TH (]_3;5277 S)), (33)
B(p.1)\B(p.s) 2z = pl t s
for every 0 < s <t <ry <s.
Proof. We start defining
S:=TLB(p,r) and W :=0x09S.

By the w-almost minimizing property of T', we deduce for r < s that

1T (B(p, 7)) < (1 +w(r)[WI][(B(p, 7))

= (14 () = 9] (B(r. ). o

For a.e. p <r; <s, we conclude that
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We only use (3.4) to bound I from below as follows

hZ%ﬂWWW@M—WW@WW} (3.6)

Therefore, by (3.5) and (3.6), we obtain that
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Since w is absolutely continuous, by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, we have that w is differ-
entiable almost everywhere on (0,7 ), hence the latter equation provides, for a.e. p € (0,71),

4 (i ITLBE )N - oy 1
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We denote by ()L the projection onto the approximate tangent plane to 7' at p. Thus, using
classical theory of slicing of currents, we have for a.e. 0 < s < t that

t 1
/ 10S]|(B(p, p))dp = / =gy,
s B(p.)\B(p.s) |7

Integrating (3.7) on (s,t) C (0,71) and applying [9, Lemma 2.2] (their proof works straightforwardly
for f, as in their notation, absolutely continuous, we just need to recall that w is absolutely
continuous), we conclude

T (B(p,t T (B mw(|z—pl) —p)t
emw(t) H H ( m(pv )) o emw(s) H H ( ngv 3)) > / € 1 — ‘(z p) ‘ d”TH(Z)
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A very useful result often implicitly used in our theory is the following. To enunciate and prove
it, we fix the notation of the flat distance between two m-dimensional integer rectifiable currents
T and S, ie., T,5 € Z,,(U), U open and A € U as follows:

Fa(T,S) = inf {HRH(A) FITI(A) : T — 8 = R+ T with R € L,(U) and T € Im+1(U)} .

Lemma 3.3 (Sequences of wy-almost minimizers). For each k € N, let U C R™™™ be an open set,
we assume that

(a) Ty € 1,(U) is wi-almost area minimizing currents in U,
(

b) 0Ty =0 for each k € N,

(
(

)
)

¢) limsupy,, 4 oo [Tk [[(U) < 400,

d) r1p = ri(m,n,wy) from Proposition 3.2 satisfies ro := liminfy_, o 715 > 0,
) w

(e

= limsupy_, , wi satisfies the assumptions of Definition 2.4, i.e., its domain contains
(0,70), it is absolutely continuous and w = o(1).

Then we have that there exists T € 1,,(U) such that

(1 TkéT

(ii) T is w-almost minimizing in U,

(iv

)
)
(iii) |7 < liminfp, oo |Ti|l < limsupy 4 oo | 73] < (1 + supw) [T,
) F(Ty, T) = 0 as k goes to +oo,

)

(v) spt(Ty) converges in the Hausdorff distance sense to spt(T).



Proof. Thanks to (b) and (c), we can use standard compactness results (one can consult [8, Section
4.2]) to ensure the existence of T' € I,,,(U) such that T, — T, up to a subsequence, in the sense
of currents so (i) is proved. The equivalence between (i) and (iv) is given by [12, Theorem 7.2]
again using (b) and (c). Now we want to prove (i) and (iii). Let us write T, — T = Ry, + 9T}, in
B(p,R+2),pe U,R € (0,s) with

lim supy, <||Rku<B<p, R+ 1)) + | Tl (B(p, R + 1>>) 0.

Thus, since all the measures involved are Radon measures, for almost every s € (R, R+1), it follows
that
lim supy,_, 4 oo || R [|(B(0, 5)) = 0 (3.8)

and

lim supy,_, ; oM ((Tk, d, s>) =0. (3.9)
Note that (3.9) follows directly from the formula of the slice and the fact that T} converges to T'
in the sense of currents. We use again the slice formula to get
Ty _B(p,s) = TLB(p,s) + Ry _B(p, s) — (Tx,d,s) + d(T._B(p, 5)). (3.10)
The wg-almost minimality condition gives

1Tl (B(p, 5)) < (1+wi(s)) [T + OTil| (B(p,5)) -

Putting into account the latter inequality, the triangle inequality and (3.10), we obtain that
ITB(p.9) < (1+n(6) (ITIB( ) + | Rel(Blp.9) + 18 (T ) + 20001 (Bl ) )

Note that, by construction, it follows that |07} ||(B(p, s)) — 0 as k — +oco. Finally, by the lower
semicontinuity of the mass, (3.8), (3.9) and the last equation passed through limsup;_, .., we
conclude that
IT[(B(p, s)) < lLiminf ||T}[|(B(p, s)) < limsup ||Z;[|(B(p, 5))
k——4o00

k—+o00

(3.11)
< (1 +nmsupwk<s>) I71(B(p. ).
k——4o00

for any p € U and a.e. s € (0, R), which ensures (ii) and (iii).

We proceed with the proof of (v) using a contradiction argument. We take K C R™T" a
compact subset and assume that there exists 79 > 0 and ¢ € K N spt(Ty) with d(gg,spt(T)) >
no > 0 for k sufficiently large. Since K is compact, up to a subsequence, we denote by ¢y the
limit of (qx)ken. Clearly, we have that dg(qo,spt(T")) > no > 0. Hence, by convergence of Radon
measures, i.e., (3.11) we have that

0=||7| (B <q0, %)) > tim sup 7] (B (0, ) (3.12)

k—+o00

Provided k is sufficiently large, it is easy to see that B(qk, %0) - B(qo, %0) which in turn, by the
wi-almost monotonicity formula, Proposition 3.2, implies that

T3] (B <q07 @)) e ¢k (10/3)=wn (m0/2) g o | <B <qk, @)) (3.13)

i 8
2 C(m, k7 no)em(wk (7]0/4) —Wwg (710/2))7



where C'(m, k,n9) > C > 0 where C' > 0 is a positive constant independent of k because qx € spt(T})
and T}, is an integer current and so the density of T} in gy is always a positive integer number greater
or equal to 1. Notice that

0 /a)— C(m,k,m0) _ C(m,k,mo)

m(wy, (m0/4)—wy, (m0/2))

C(m,k,mo)e Z emwi(m0/2) = gmw(10/2)
C(m,k,no) (*)

> — >0,
emhmsupkﬁﬂ>c> maxse[o’rlk](wk(s))

(3.14)

recall that rq; from the wg-almost monotonicity formula depends on m,n and wy, which ensures
(%) thanks to (d) and (e). This finishes the proof of the theorem, since (3.12), (3.13) and (3.14) are
in contradiction. O

4 Almgren’s stratification for w-almost area minimizing currents

The stratification process allows us to estimate the Hausdorff dimension of the set of points at
which the current becomes infinitesimally more flat. Although this seems to be a good measurement
of regularity, since it mimics the behavior of smooth manifolds, the fact that the density and
codimension are arbitrary makes the 'becoming flat’ property insufficient to derive regularity. The
famous Federer’s example {(z,w) € C?: 22 = w3} confirms it at the origin.

Let us define regular and singular interior points.

Definition 4.1. Let T be an w-almost area minimizing integral current in R ", we define the set
of regular points as follows

Reg(T) := {p € spt(T) : spt(T) N B(p,r) is a C** submanifold of R™™™ for some a,r > 0},

as well the set of singular points is defined as Sing(T") := spt(T") \ (spt(0T) U Reg(T)).

Let us prove an important property for the density function and the existence of blowup limits.
To that end, fix the notation ¢,,.(z) := r~!(z — p).

Lemma 4.2 (Minimal tangent cones and density’s upper semi-continuity). Let T' be an w-almost
area minimizing integral current in R™*" 9T =0 and p € spt(T). Then O™(T,p) > 1 and

(i) ©™(T,q) exists everywhere and is an upper semi-continuous functions of ¢ € R™*";

(ii) For each sequence v, — 0, there is a subsequence {ry} such that (tp, )41 = Tpr,—C,
where C' is an integer area minimizing cone in R™T™ with @™ (T, p) = ©™(C,0).

Remark 4.3. The uniqueness of C' is a long-standing open problem in the literature, i.e., as
we change the sequence {ry}reny we may end up with different limits. At this point, the conical
property and the minimality are the takeaways. O

Proof. The existence everywhere of the density is a direct consequence of the w-almost monotonicity
formula (Proposition 3.2), as well the upper semi-continuity of the density with respect to the point.

It remains to prove the existence of a limit of the blowup sequence {7, }r'cn and the conical
property of this limit.
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The existence of C follows from Lemma 3.3 which also gives the minimality of C. Indeed, since
wr (1) = w(rgr) is the minimality error of T}, ,, we have that limys w, , = 0 hence C' is an integer
area minimizing current.

We prove the conical property as follows. Since we are dealing with Radon measures, for almost
every p > 0, we have

[Ty, 1(B0, p)) = [[CN(B(O, p)) =

L ICIBO.D) o T [BOR) TN B i) g

Wi p™ k' —o0 W p™ k' —o0 W P

T,p).

The last inequality stated that the mass ration of C' is equal to a fixed constant, namely ©™ (T, p),
for almost every p. Such fact implies that the left-hand side of the w-almost monotonicity formula
(Proposition 3.2) vanishes. Combined with [12, Lemma 2.40], we obtain that C' is a cone. O

The blowup limits above (C’s of Lemma 4.2) are called tangent cones to 7" at p. Whenever
it occurs that spt(C) is a m-dimensional subspace of R™*" (' will be named a tangent plane to
T at p.

Even though, Almgren’s stratification theorem gives an estimate, it is not an estimate for the
singular set, since existence of flat tangent planes does not imply regularity in the arbitrary density
and codimension setting.

Theorem 4.4 (Almgren’s stratification theorem for w-almost area minimizing currents). Let T be
an w-almost area minimizing integral current in R™T™ and 0T = 0. Then, for any n > 0, there
exists a tangent plane to T at p for H™ 2T-qa.e. p € spt(T).

Proof. As remarked, the proof is an adaptation of [12, Theorem 3.3, Chapter 7]. Recalling that
[12, Theorem 3.3, Chapter 7] is just an application of [12, Theorem A.4], we will as well make a
list of definitions to be able to apply [12, Theorem A.4] (since [12, Theorem A.4] does not require
any minimality condition).

We now define the set .Z C I,,,(R™") as follows

(2

F = {S 0S8 = ligl (tay 0 )# 15 {wi}ien is a converging sequence, and \; — 0} .
—+00

By compactness, i.e., using Lemma 3.3, we have that any S € .% is an integer area minimizing
m-~current. It is also straightforward to verify that
(ty)pF =F, YgeR™™  X>0.

We define, for any A € 2Rm+n, L an m-dimensional subspace of R X > 0, and ¢ € R™"", the
height function as follows:

h(A,L,\,q) = sup |prr(y —q)l.
yEANB(g,\)

For any S € .% and (8 > 0, we set
T3(S) := {q € spt(S) : h(spt(S), L, A, q) < B for some A > 0 and an m-plane L C R™*"}.
It is straightforward to see that
(tg2)#T5(S) = Ta((tg2)4S), Vg € R™", A >0.
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Using the w-almost monotonicity formula (Proposition 3.2), we readily check that

Sits 7,8,—~Sec.F
{{ ilien © 755 < = p; € spt(S;).

{pj}jen Cspt(S)),p; — p € F3(5)

Denoting N = <m7—1|— n> and, for each S € .7, define @%(q) := ©™(S9, q¢) and @%(q) := ©™(S,q)N&(q)
for k € {1,..., N} where N£ is the k-th component of the orientation S(g). We also set
F :{ps:S €T} and singpg :=spt©™(S,) \ T5(5).

By [12, Theorem A.4 (f)] (the notations and definitions above matches the same notations and defi-
nition prior to Theorem A.4), we obtain the existence of d € NN[0, m—1] such that dim g (singpg) <
d for each S € .%#. In another words, we obtain for any n > 0

0 = H™*(singps) = H*T(spt(S) \ T5(S)), VB> 0.
Taking a sequence $; — 0, we obtain from the last equality
0 =H"(spt(S) \ Ujen T, (S)).
Furthermore, it is easy to see, by the definition of A, that it holds
q € UjenT3,(S) < T has a tangent plane at q.

Finally, by the last two displayed equations, it remains to prove that d < m — 2. We argue by
contradiction, assume that d > m — 2 which implies, since d is an integer, d = m — 1. Also from
[12, Theorem A.4 ()], we also get the existence of S € .7 and an d-dimensional plane L such that
sing@g = L. Since S is a minimizing cone without boundary, it is well known (see for instance [12,
Lemma 3.5, Chapter 7]) that it splits into [[Rm_l]] x So where Sy is an 1-dimensional minimizing
cone. Since Sy has no boundary, it has to be a line, i.e., Sy = k[¢]. Such a fact, surely implies
that S = [[Rm_l]] x Sy = [[Rm_l]] x k [€] is flat, hence sing@g = () which is a contradiction. Then
d < m — 2 and we are done. O

5 Strong Lipschitz approximation

The goal of this section is to prove our main theorem regarding the Lipschitz approximation,
i.e., Theorem 5.11, in which we provide superlinear estimates.

We now define the excess which is one of the most important concepts in the regularity theory
of currents, since it measures the deviation of the current with respect to an m-plane.

Definition 5.1 (Excess measure). Let T € L, (R™"") satisfying Assumption 1. We define the
excess measure as

er(A) == ||IT[|(A x R") = QH™(A), VACB(p(p)r),
and the cylindrical excess as

er(B(p(p),s))

WmSs™

E(T,C(p,s)) = , Vse (0,r),

where from now on we denote w,, := H™(B (0, 1)).
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In what follows, we will work under two assumptions which are the constancy assumption (CA)
and the no boundary assumption (NB) described below.

Assumption 1. There exist a point p € spt(7T')\spt(97T), a radius r > 0 and an integer @@ € N\ {0}
such that

(P#T) L C(p,4r) = ©"(pxT,p) [B (p(p), 4r)] := Q [B (p(p), 4r)] , (CA)
oT1 C(p,4r) = 0. (NB)

The assumption above is not restrictive when the strong Lusin type Lipschitz approximation
is applied in the regularity theory, because of the following lemma which is the analogous of [4,
Lemma 1.6].

Lemma 5.2. Whenever T is an w-almost area minimizing current in R™*™ p € spt(T) \ spt(9T),
there exists a geometric constant n = n(m,n,Q) > 0, such that, if

O™(T,p) =Q (5.1)
IT][(B(p,4r))
oy =@ (5.2)
max{w(s), E(T,B(p,4r)) := E(T,B(p,4r) ,m)} <, (5.3)

then we have that (Px, )41 LB(p,4r) = Q [B (p(p), 4r)].

Proof. Assume by contradiction that we have a sequence T}, of wi-almost area minimizing currents
with wy converging uniformly to f = 0 as k — 0o, and a sequence of real numbers 7, — 0 as k goes
to +o00 both satisfying (5.2) and (5.3) such that

(Pro)# Tkl B(p,4r) # Q [B (p(p),4r)] ,Vk € N.

Since ||T||(B(p,4r)) + ||0T%||(B(p,4r)) is uniformly bounded w.r.t. k, we can then apply the
Compactness Theorem for integral currents which gives the existence of an integral current T, €
I.(B(p,4r)) such that T — T in the sense of currents. By the w-almost monotonicity formula,
Proposition 3.1, we have that the convergence in the sense of currents implies the convergence of
the measures and the Hausdorff convergence of the supports, Lemma 3.3. Hence, by (5.3), we
directly obtain that

E(Tw,B(p,4r),m) =0,

which leads to spt(T) C B(p,4r) N mp and then To, = Qoo [B (p(p), 4r)] for some integer Quo.
Using the convergence of ||Tx|| — ||Tx|, (5.2) and (5.1), we obtain that Qo = Q. Now, since T}
has no boundary in B(p,r), i.e., 0T LB(p,r) = 0, for k large enough, we obtain by the Constancy
Lemma ([8, 4.1.17]) that

(Pro)# Tk B(p,4r) = Qx [B (p(p),4r)] -

Since we have the convergence of T to T, in the sense of currents, we obtain that Qp = @, for k
large enough, which gives the contradiction. O

5.1 Weak Lipschitz approximation

The weak Lipschitz approximation does not need any minimality condition to be proven, then
we refer the reader directly to [2, Proposition 2.2].
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Proposition 5.3 (Weak Lusin type Lipschitz approximation). There exist two positive geometric
constants €y = €yi(m,n, Q) > 0 and Cy = Cyi(m,n, Q) > 0 such that, if

(a) T satisfies Assumption 1,
(b) E(T,C(p,4r)) < €wi,
(c) B € (0,55,

hold, we have that exist a set K C B (p(p), %) and a Lipschitz function f : B (p(p), %) — Ag(R™)
which satisfies

Lip(f) < CwiB(T, C(p, 4r))?, (5.4)
G/L(K xR") =T (K xR"), (5.5)

7= Gl (B (). 5 )\ K) < Cur™B(T. €l 407) 2,

10 (B (po). 5 ) \K) < Cur BT Clp. 1))

Let us now enunciate the analogous of [6, Lemma 2.2] with our more general almost minimality

condition.

Lemma 5.4 (Homotopy Lemma). Let T' be w-almost area minimizing which satisfies Assumption 1
and 3r < s. There are positive geometric constants €, = ep(m,n,Q) > 0 and C, = Cp,(m,n,Q) > 0
such that, whenever E(T,C(p,4r)) < ep < €yi, it holds

1
ITN(C(p,3r)) < [[RI(C(p,3r)) + Chw(r)r"E(T, C(p,4r))z,

for every R € 1,,(C(p, 3r)) with OR = 0 (T L C(p, 3r)).

Proof. In the proof of [6, Lemma 2.2], the authors do not use any minimality property to show the

existence of an (m + 1)-current S” € I,,41(C(p, 3r)) (notice that S” is the same notation that the
authors use for such current) such that

95" = (T — R)LC(p,3r), (5.6)
1S”1(C(p. 3r)) < Cor™E(T, C(p, 3r))*. (5.7)

Then, applying our w-minimality condition on 7', we obtain that

IT(C(p,3r)) < (1 +w(r)) [T —08"|[(C(p,3r))
(5.6

< IRI(C(p. 1) + ()T — 05"(Clp. 3r)
2 IRIC(.30) + ¢, A

(%) wlr

< |RICm.3m) + &2 57 (Cp.3r)

(5.7)
< |RI(C(p,3r)) + Csw(r)r™E(T, C(p, 3r))2,

where in (%) we use standard density estimates, see for instance [8, Section 4.1.28]. O
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Definition 5.5 (Barycenter of a Q-tuple). We define n(P) = % 252:1 P; for every P = 2?:1 [P] €
Ag(R™).
Proposition 5.6 (Approximation by minimizers of the Dirichlet energy). Given two positive real

numbersn > 0 and 5 € (0, ﬁ), there exists a positive geometric constant epg = Epa(m,n,Q,n, 3) >
0 such that, if

(a) T is w-almost area minimizing and satisfies Assumption 1,
(b) E(T,C(p,4r)) < epa < &,
() w(r) < enaB(T, C(p, 4r))7,

hold, then there exists w : B (p(p), %) — Ag(R™) which minimizes the Dirichlet energy and satisfies

/ IDF2AH™ < ner(B (p(p), 4r)),
B(p(p),2r)

E / G(f,g)*dH™ + / (IDf| — |Dw|)? 4™ < ner (B (p(p), 4r)).
B(p(p),2r)

r? B(p(p).2r)

[ Do f) = Dinow) Pa" < ner(B (p(p),ar).
B(p(p),2r)
where f is the weak Lusin type Lipschtiz approximation given by Proposition 5.5.

Proof. Note that condition (a) and (b) put us in position to apply the Homotopy Lemma (Lemma
5.4) and then the proof of [2, Theorem 3.1] follows straightforwardly. O

Remark 5.7. Note that the approximation above at interior points is weaker than the one we
can get at boundary points. Indeed, for m-currents that minimize the area in R™*" and take the
boundary with arbitrary boundary multiplicity, in [11, Theorem 4.12], we proved that w is indeed
multi-copies of a classical harmonic function. However, at interior points, we can prove that w is a
minimizer of the Dirichlet energy but not necessarily @) copies of an harmonic function. O

Lemma 5.8 (Weak excess decay). For every n > 0, there exist a positive geometric constants
Ewe = Ewe(Mm,n,Q,n) > 0 and a positive constant Cye = Cyye(m,n,Q,n) > 0, if

(a) T is w-almost area minimizing under Assumption 1,
(b) E(T',C(p,4r)) < we < Eha;
(¢) ACB(p(p),r) Borel set with H"™(A) < eyewmr™,
hold, then we have that
er(A) < ner(B(p(p), 4r))r™ + Cuew(r)*r™. (5.8)

Proof. We first assume that w(s) > e,,E(T, C(p, 47‘))% which leads to
er(4) = B(T, C(p, 4r))um(4r)™ < CoB(T, C(p,4r)) < £,2(s),

which gives (5.8). On the other hand, if we have w(s) < e,,E(T, C(p, 47’))% which is (c¢) of Propo-
sition 5.6, then we can apply it and the proof goes as in [6, Proposition 3.2]. ]

We fix the notation for the density of the excess measure as follows

dr(q) := limsup M.

s—0 W s™

(5.9)
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5.2 Higher integrability of the excess measure’s density

One crucial point in the theory which will allow us to improve our weak excess decay, Lemma
5.8, is the higher integrability of the function dp, it means that dp € LP(B (p(p),2r)) for some
p > 1. By the Taylor expansion, we can easily compare |Df| (from the harmonic approximation,
Proposition 5.6) and dp, hence we can reduce the problem of studying the higher integrability of
minimizers of the Dirichlet energy to study it for dp. It will be used to prove the strong excess
decay, Theorem 5.10. For a more detailed discussion about this topic we refer the reader to [15],
[2, Section 6] and [14].

Proposition 5.9 (Higher integrability of the density of the excess measure). There exist positive
geometric constants a = a(m,n,Q) > 1,6, = g4(m,n,Q) > 0 and Cy = Cy(m,n,Q) > 0 such that,
if

(a) T is w-almost area minimizing under Assumption 1,

(b) E(T,C(p,4r)) < €4 < Ewe,
hold, then

/ d}dH™ < C, [E(T, C(p,4r))* + w(r)*E(T, C(p, 4r))* ] ™. (5.10)
{dr<1}nB(p(p),2r)

Proof. The inequality is trivial if we consider that E(T, C(p,4r)) = 0, we then assume w.l.0.g. that
E := E(T,C(p,4r)) > 0. We claim that

e There exist constants v = y(m,eype) > 2™ and 6 = 0(m,n,eye) > 0 such that, for every
cE [1, %} and s € [27’, 4r(1 — c_%)}, we have

dpdH™ <~y %m / L dpdH™
(B <dy<1}NB(p(p),s+re”m ) (5.11)

+ C’wec_lw(r)2rm,

/{CWESdTSI}ﬂB(p(p)vs)

We now show how to obtain the statement of the theorem, i.e., equation (5.10). We want to apply
the claim for ¢ = v2*, to that end, we need

1 1
2k -1
<—=k< - (log, ET* —1).
v — ,YE - 92 (Og“/ )

Henceforth we denote by kg the biggest number in N that satisfies the latter inequality, and we
define s1 := 2r and s = sp_1 + T’y_%,Vk < kg. Recall that sj is increasing, thus, we may apply
the claim for ¢ = % and s = sy,

(5.11)
dpdH™ < ~70m dpdH™

/{’Y%1ESdTS1}ﬂB(P(P)7Sk+1)
+ Cwey Hw(m)2r™, Vke{1,...,ko}.

/{'y%*lESdTﬁl}ﬂB(p(p),sk)
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So, if we iterate the last equation, it is then immediate to see that

(5.11)
/ dpdH™ < 4~ (k=Dpm / drdH™
{y2k+1E<d7<1}NB(p(p),2r) {y?0~1E<dr<1}NB(p(p),sk,)
k2 (5.12)
+ Copetw(r)?r™ Y "y 2E=0F0 ke {1, ko).
=0

We thus fix any number a = a(m,n,Q) € (1,1 + 9/2), if necessary, we reduce 6 in order to have
0 < 2/m and define the sets Ay := {dr < YE} N B (p(p),2r), A := {#?*7'E < dr < y?**E} n
B (p(p),??”) 7Vk € {17 SRR kO}) and Ak()-i-l = {72k0+1E < dT < 1} NnB (P(p),QT) Therefore, we
obtain that

ko+1 ko+1
d%dr]_[m < Z / d%d%m < Z ,.Y(2k+1)(a—1)Ea—1/ deHm
k=0 7 Ak

k=0 A
(5.12)  kotl

< Clz

/{dTgl}ﬂB(p(p)ﬂr)

k—2
,Yk(2(a—1)—€)TmEa + CQEa_lw(T)2Tm Z ,Yk(2(a—1)—3b)—i(3b—€)]
1=0

k=0
ko+1
< Cy3r™E® + C3Ea—1w(,r,)2,r,m Z 7k(2(a—1)—9)’
k=0

which concludes the proof of the theorem.

Let us prove the initial claim (5.11). Let us fix the constant n = 272"~ and the corresponding
dimensional constant M = M (m,n) > 0 which is the constant given by the Besicovich’s covering
theorem, c.f. [7, Section 1.5.2], the natural number N € N such that M < 2V~! and

v = (M, Eye) = max {27, &, (5.13)

So, as in the claim, take arbitrary numbers ¢ € [1, ,%E} and s € [27‘, 4r(1 — c_%)]. We obtain the

following inequality by classical rescaling of the excess
E(T,C(q,t)) < (4—Z>m E(T,C(q,4r)) < cE, VYt > drc m. (5.14)
Note that, by (5.14), we can define
4r(g) := min {t c {0,47@—7—2} L E(T,C(q, 1)) < cE} ,

it remains to show that r(¢) > 0 and it follows for almost every ¢ € {¢yE < dr < 1} N C(q, s),
since
. (5.9) (5.13)
hn% E(T,C(q,s)) = dr(q) > cyE > 2"cE.
S—>

ot

By the definition of 7(¢) and the fact that it is a positive constant, we obviously have the inequalities

E(T,C(q,4r(q))) < cE, (5.15)
E(T,C(q,t)) > cE, Vte (0,4r(q)). (5.16)
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Now, we aim to apply the weak excess decay, Lemma 5.8, to the current T'L C(q,47(q)) and the
set A= {cyE <dr}NB(p(q),4r(q)). It is clear that we are under hypothesis (a) of Lemma 5.8,

let us check (b):
(5.15) E (5.13)
B(T,Clg.4r(q) < B<_m=7" < cu

and (c) follows from:

1 Fatou’s Lemma ]
m < - m < I m
A s o [ drdiT 0 = Tl | BT Clg,s))dH" )
6.2 H™(B (p(9),4r(2)))
B Y
(5.13)

< Ewewm (4r(g))™.

Now, recalling that n = 272N we are able to apply the weak excess decay, Lemma 5.8, and
Lebesgue’s differentiation theorem to derive

[ arann < enta D g N er (B (plg), 4r(0)r(@)™ + Cuesr(@)r(a)™

= 27 NE(T, C(q,4r(q))) + Cuwew(r(q))?r(q)™

(5.15)
< 27NCE 4 Chew(r(q))?r(g)™ (5.17)

"L 9 NEB(T, g, 1)) + Cuelr(@)r (@)™
— 2 Ver(B (p(q).r(0))r(@)™ + Cucto(r(@))r()™.

From the latter chain of inequalities (5.17) and the fact that {d7 > 1} N B (p(¢),7(¢)) C A, we
obtain

/ drdH™ < / drdH™ < 2 Ver(B (p(q), r(@))r(@)™ + Cues(r(@)*r(q)™
{dr>1}NB(p(q),r(q)) A
(5.18)
It is easy to see that
E (5.16)
/ drdH™ < Eor@™ < 2 ler(B (p(a), r(0)): (5.19)
{dr<<F}NB(p(9).(2)) v

Putting the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, (5.18) and (5.19) into account, we infer that

er(B(p(q),7(q)) = dpdH™ + dpdH™

/{dT<cf}ﬁB(p(«J)J’(Q)) /{cf<dT<l}ﬂB(p(q)ﬂ“(q))

—I—/ deHm
{dr>1}nB(p(q),r(q))

(5_1s)§,(5.19 Nr(g)™ +97) er(B (p(9),7(9))) + Cuwew(r(q))*r(g)™

/ drdH™,
{£ E <dp<1}nB(p(q),r(q))
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which surely implies

1-27 =y erBp(a @) < [ drdH™ + Copuo(r(@))2r(@)™. (5.20)
{5 <dr<1}nB(p(9),r(9))

Since {¢yE < dr <1} NB(p(q),r(q)) C A, it is guaranteed that

/ deHmS/deHm
{cyE<dr<1}nB(p(9),r(9)) A

(5.17)
< 27Ver(B(p(0):(@)r(@)™ + Cuew(r(q)*r(a)™
(5.21)
e __ 2V ( dpd
< r(g)" / rdH™
1 =27 =7t {E <dr<1}nB(p(q).(g))
+ Cuew(r(a))*r(@)™,
using that v > 2™, we can bound I;T by 27N*+1. Recalling that M is given by the Besi-

covich’s covering theorem, [7, Section 1.5.2], we choose M families {A1,..., Ay} of closed dis-
joint balls B (p(q),r(q)) with center in B (p(p),s) such that their union covers {cyE < dp <
1} NB(p(p), s), then by (5.21) we have that

/ dpdH™ < Z / dpdH™
{cyE<Ldr<1}NB(p(p),s) i—1 geA; Y {evBE<dr<1}nB(p(9),r(q))
()<21 2_N+1Z Z [/ deHm
i=1 geA; L715 E <dr<1}nB(p(q),r(q))

 Cueto(r(@))2r (@)™ ]r<q>m

(*)

< 27N+ pfemtpm dprdH™

/ <dT<1}ﬂB (p(p) s+re” 7%)

M
+ Cpec™ tr™ Z Z w(r

i=1 q€A;

< 2_N+1Mc_1’r'm/ ) dpdH™
{%SdTﬁl}ﬂB(p(p),s+rc*m)
+ Cwec_lw(r)zrm7

where in (%) we use that r(q) < TC_%,C_l <1and M < 2¥~1. Now, we choose

M
0 = 0(m,n,eype) = _10g’y <W) ’

with this number settled and recalling that ¢=! < 1, we finish the proof of the claim. O

5.3 Strong excess decay

We now enunciate the strong excess decay which is a straightened version of the weak statement,
Lemma 5.8, in which we cut off assumption (c) and improve (5.8) to (5.22). This stronger decay
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will allow us to improve all our previous approximation to then give the proof of the main theorem,
Theorem 5.11.

Theorem 5.10 (Strong excess decay). There exist positive geometric constants s = €se(m,n, Q) >

0, Cse = Cse(m,n, Q) > 0, and vse = Vse(m,n, Q) > 0 such that, if

(a) T is w-almost area minimizing under Assumption 1,

(b) E(T,C(p,4r)) < €5¢ < €q,
hold, thus, for every Borel set A C B (p(p), %’"), we have that

er(A) < Cse (E(T,C(p,4r))7c +H™(A)7) (E(T, C(p,4r)) + w(r)2) . (5.22)

Proof. The proof of this result is similar to the one given in [2, Theorem 7.1] where the authors
consider area minimizing currents with support contained in an ambient manifold. We set E :=
E(T,C(p,4r)). Given B € (0,5), as it is done in [2, Proposition 7.3], using a regularization by

) 2m
convolution technique, we can build up a set B C [r,2r] with H!(B) > /2 such that, for every
z € B, there exists a Lipschitz function ¢ : B (p(p), 2) = Ag(R") satisfying
Lip(g) < C1EP,

9loBpm).2) = floBmm).2)

/ |Dg|?dH™ < / IDfPAH™ + CL1E™ (E + w(r)?) r™, (5.23)
B(p(p),2) B(p(p),2)NK

where f and K are given by the weak approximation from Proposition 5.3, and 79 = vo(m,n,Q) > 0

and Cy = C1(m,n, Q) > 0 are positive geometric constants. There is a radius z € B and a current
P e 1,(R™") with

0P =0 (TLC(p,z) — GfL_C(p,2)) (5.24)

| P|[(C(p, z)) < CoEMTpm, (5.25)

We now take v to be min{yg,v1}. Thanks to (5.24) and Lemma 5.4, we are apt to apply [6,
Equation 2.2] in our context which, together with (5.25), provides us the following

ITI[(C(p, 2)) < [|G4l(C(p, 2)) + C3EF™ 4 Cow(r)>r™ET + Cy /B< (),2) G0, JART.(5:20)
pP(p),z

We proceed with a simple algebraic argument, notice that for any nonzero real numbers a and b,
we have that 0 < (ba)? — 2ab + 1 which leads to 2a < ba® + 1/b. Therefore, taking a = w(r)?r™E"/*
and b = w(r)~2r~™EY"*?, we have that

2w(r)2rmE% < w(r)2MEY + w(r)2rmE%_7 < w(r)2MEY + w(r) mEY,
where in the last inequality we used that v < 1/4. By the latter inequality and (5.26), we get that

ITII(C(p.2)) < IGgll(Clp, 2)) + C3EY (w(r)* + E) ™ + Cs/B( . )9(97 f)dH™. (5.27)

Now, we apply the Taylor expansion, [3, Corollary 3.3], for G, together with (5.23) to get that

1G4l(C(p, 2)) < QH™(B(p(p), 2)) +/ IDIE CIEY (B +w(r)?) ™, (5.28)

B(p(p),2)nK 2
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and for G to obtain that

2
IG/(Clp.2) N ) 2 QU™ (B (p(p).2) N E) + [ DIT oy (B4 w(r)>™) . (5.29)

B(p(p),2)NK 2

So, in order to estimate the excess measure of the bad set, we put the past inequalities into account
as follows:

er(B(p(p),2) \ K) = [T[(C(p,2) \ K) = QH™ (B (p(p),2) \ K)
= [[T[(C(p, 2)) = ITI(C(p,2) N K) = QH™ (B (p(p), 2) \ K)

(5.27),(5.28)
< QH™B(p(),?) - QH"(B(p(p),2) \ K)

D 2
| D]
B(p(p),2)NK

+ C3A G(g, f)AH™ —[|T||(C(p,2) N K)
B(p(p),2)

29)

< C:EY (E+ w(r)z) r’™ + C3A G(g, f)dH™
B(p(p),2)

+ |G£II(C(p,2) N K) — IT|(C(p,2) N K)

= C’{-'):E'y (E + W(T)2) r’m + C3A/ g(gv f)de7
B(p(p),2)

+ CLE” (E + w(r)2) P

where in the last inequality we use that in the good set K the current G induced by the weak
approximation f of the current 7' coincides with the current 7', i.e. (5.5). Now we notice that

/ G(g, f)dH™ < CeEY (E + w(r)z) P
B(p(p),2)

the proof of this fact is given in the proof of [2, Theorem 4.1], the argument given by the authors
works line by line in our setting. The latter inequality together with the long chain of inequalities

above furnish
er(B(p(p),2) \ K) < CEY (E + w(r)?) r™. (5.30)

Let us now handle the term er(A). To that end, we recall that |Df|? is a L' function, so, almost
every point of K is a Lebesgue point of |Df|?> which together with the Taylor expansion ensure

that
er(B (z,t) N K)

|Df[*(z) = lim L/ |DfI2PdH™ < Cglim
m B(z,t)NK t—0

t—=0 W, T W t™
B(z,t)NK B (x,t (5.31)
(5.5) Cg lim er(B (z,1) ) < Cglimsup M = Cgdrp(z).
=0 W t™ t—0 W t™

We now are in position to apply Proposition 5.9 and we also recall thatdy < CoE < 1 in K.
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Therefore, given a Borel set A C B (p(p), z), we proceed as follows:

Taylor ’ f’2 m 1y
er(ANK) < I qgm 4 040
ANK 2

1
Holder ineq. a— D 2a a
<A k) </ DS de> + CE
ANK

2

1
( ) Cg —1 a
< —SH™A ddH™ ) + CiE!*
e )’ </Am< r > 1 (5.32)

(/ d%d%m) + Cl()El—"_'y
{dr<1}NB(p(p),2)

(5.10)
< CgC, ’Hm(A) [Ea "+ w(r )2 mE” 1] + C1oE™
< CsC, Hm(A) [E —l—w( ) ] ™+ CloEHJY,

1

< CgH™(A)"=

where in the last inequality we used (c) to obtain that E [1 —|—w(r)2E_1]1/ * is close to E and
consequently smaller than E + w(r)?. Finally, recalling that z > r and A C B (p(p), 2), possibly
choosing ~ smaller depending on a, we put (5.32), the triangle inequality and (o 30) together to
easily conclude the proof of the theorem. Lastly, we remark that z € B and H!(B) > 5, then we
surely can take z € [%r, 27“] . U

5.4 Superlinear Lipschitz approximation

We now state our main strong approximation theorem which is the analogous of [6, Theorem
1.4] to our general almost minimality condition, and we also provide some improvements.

Theorem 5.11 (Strong Lusin type Lipschitz approximation). There ezist positive geometric con-
stants €1, = €1g(m,n, Q) >0, C = C(m,n,Q) > 0, and vy = Via(m,n,Q) € (0,1/(2m)) such that,
if

(a) T is w-almost area minimizing under Assumption 1,

(b) E(T,C(p,47")) < Ela,

hold, then there exist a Lipschitz map f : B (p(p),r) = Ag(R") and K C B(p(p),r) such that

Lip(f) < CE(T,C(p,4r))7, (5.33)
G;L(K xR") =TL(K xR"), (5.34)
H™ (B (p(p),r) \ K) < CE(T, C(p,4r))" [E(T, C(p, 4r)) + w?(r)] r™, (5.35)
er(A\ K) < CE(T,C(p,4r))" [E(T, C(p,4r)) + w?(r)] r™, (5.36)
/ |Déf |2de < CE(T, C(p,4r))* [E(T, C(p,4r)) + w?(r)] r™, (5.37)
A\K

2

'eT(A) — /A |Déf | de‘ < CE(T,C(p,4r))? [E(T,C(p,4r)) + w?(r)] r", (5.38)

where the last inequality holds for every Borel set A C B (p(p),r).
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We will usually refer to the set K as the good set and B (p(p),r) \ K as the bad set.

Proof of Theorem 5.11. Fix ¢, =: € and v;, =: 7. We begin noticing that ¢ is supposed to be
smaller than e, in particular, it is smaller than 5, and thus condition (b) is satisfied with ep,.
We start taking v < 1/2m and thus we take K and f to be the weak approximation given by
Proposition 5.3. So, it is clear that (5.33) and (5.34) follows respectively from (5.4) and (5.5). In
order to prove (5.35), we define

A= {mer > 27"E(T, C(p,4r))"} N B (p(p), o/5),

notice that [2, Proposition 3.2] gives that H™(A) < C1E(T,C(p,4r))'=%". Therefore, possibly
taking v < 7se, we use the strong excess decay to obtain

H™(B (p(p),7) \ K) < CE(T, C(p,4r)) " er(A)

<
(5.22)
< CoE(T, C(p, 4r))? e H0) (B(T, C(p, 4r)) + w(r)?) r™,

which, possibly choosing v < %, furnishes (5.35). We fix E(T, C(p, 4r)) = E. Now, we firstly
prove (5.38) for A = B (p(p),r) as follows:

|DfI?

er® o))~ [ L] = er(® (p(r).1) + e, (B (p(0). )

DI
—eg,(B - I
e, B~ [

Using that G is equal to T" on the good set, we obtain that

rB e - [ S < er® 0.0\ K) + eq, (B (b)) \ K)
pp?r

DSE
B , — ——dH

+ leg, (B (p(p),1)) /B o

(5.22),(5.35)
< CoE” [E + w(r)2] r’™

DSE
B (p(p),r)) — IV g

tlea,BEEL) - [ 5

Taylor
< C3E" [E+uw(r)?]r™.

For every Borel set A C B (p(p),r), notice that (5.33) and (5.35) give

, (5:33) . (5.35) ) S
/\ Df2 < CEPH™B(p(p). )\ K) < CsEY [E +w(r)?] ™,
\K

hence we achieve (5.37). The Taylor expansion of the area functional, [3, Corollary 3.3] gives

ec,(4) 5 [ DI

< C5E" [E +w(r)?] r™.
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Therefore, we obtain for every Borel set A C B (p(p),r) that

er(A\ K)=-ep(A) —er(AﬂK

triangle ineq.

2 2
'/m Df| ecf(AﬂK)‘Jr/A\KIDfI

(5.38),(5.37) ) 1
< CeEY [E+w(r)?] r™ + 5/
A

Taylor 9
< C/EY[E+w(r)’]r™,

DI~ eq, (AN K)‘
NK

which is (5.36). With the aim at proving (5.38), which we have proved above for the special case
A =B(p(p),r), we proceed as follows:

1
eT(AmK)—i/AmK

(5.38),(5.36),(5.37)
< CsE” [E + w(r)z] r’.

2 1 2
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