
ALLARD-TYPE REGULARITY FOR VARIFOLDS WITH PRESCRIBED
CONTACT ANGLE

GAOMING WANG

Abstract. Given a bounded C2 domain in Rn+1 and an integral n-rectifiable varifold V
with bounded first variation and bounded generalized mean curvature. Given a C1 function
θ defined on the boundary of the domain with range (0, π), we assume V has prescribed
contact angle θ with ∂Ω and the tangent cone of V at a point X ∈ ∂Ω is a half-hyperplane of
density one. Then we can show that the support of V is a C1,γ hypersurface with boundary
near X for some γ ∈ (0, 1).

1. Introduction

In the field of fluid mechanics, capillary surfaces serve as mathematical models to describe
the interfaces between two immiscible fluids.

Consider a container, denoted by Ω, with its boundary ∂Ω, containing two immiscible fluids.
The equilibrium configuration of the interface separating these fluids can be depicted as a
capillary surface. Drawing from Young’s work, the mean curvature of this interface, along with
the contact angle it forms with the container’s boundary, is determined by the surface energy,
wetting energy, potential energy, and a Lagrange multiplier which comes from the volume of
fluids.

For clarity, let us assume that Ω represents a smoothly bounded, open domain within Rn+1,
with E ⊂ Ω indicating the region occupied by one of the fluids. We analyze the following free
energy expression,

F(E) :=

ˆ
∂E∩Ω

dHn −
ˆ
∂E∩∂Ω

ϑ(x)dHn +

ˆ
E

g(x)dx,

where Hn denotes the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure, σ is a smooth function on ∂Ω with a
range of [−1, 1], and g is a smooth potential function over Ω. If E reaches a critical point for
the above energy with the condition Hn+1(E) fixed, and Σ := ∂E ∩Ω is a smooth hypersurface
with boundary, then the following conditions are satisfied,{

HΣ = g(x) + λ, x ∈ Σ,

cos θ(x) = ϑ(x), x ∈ ∂Σ,

where HΣ represents the mean curvature of Σ, θ(x) the contact angle between Σ and ∂Ω, and λ a
constant determined by the volume constraint. The study of such capillary surfaces, regarding
their existence and regularity, has been pursued by J. Taylor [Tay77] for n = 3, and by De
Phillippis, Maggi [PM14] for the anisotropic case across general n. If we only focus on the case
φ ≡ 0 (the free boundary case), there were numerous works like [GJ86, Grü87a, Grü87b], and
[Lew51, Hil69, HN79] and so on. The min-max theory, recently receiving significant attention,
presents a powerful method to affirm the existence of minimal hypersurfaces, as demonstrated by
Li-Zhou-Zhu [LZZ21], and De Masi-De Philippis [DMDP21] for capillary minimal hypersurfaces,
and [LZ21] for the free boundary minimal hypersurface.
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2 GAOMING WANG

This paper concentrates on the Allard-type regularity of capillary surfaces. Prior to detailing
our main theorem, it is necessary to define the concept of n-varifold with a specified contact
angle, a notion previously introduced by Kagaya and Tonegawa [KT17] for general varifolds,
and further extended by De Masi-De Philippis [DMDP21]. Our approach aligns with that of
Kagaya and Tonegawa, as it sufficiently captures the intended contact angle upon achieving
regularity under some natural conditions. (See Corollary 1.2.)

Although our main results are applicable in general Riemannian manifolds, for simplicity, we
only discuss definitions and results in the context of Euclidean space in this section, directing
readers to Section 2 for a comprehensive treatment.

Let’s consider Ω as a bounded closed set in Rn+1 with a C2 boundary ∂Ω, and θ as a C1

function on ∂Ω ranging between (0, π). We will use the notations for n-varifolds in[All72] and
[Sim83] (see 2.1 for the list of notations we used in this paper). Given an integral n-rectifiable
varifold V defined on Rn+1 such that it supports in the closure of Ω and has bounded first
variation and bounded generalized mean curvature. We say that V has prescribed contact angle
θ if there exists a Hn-measurable subset U ⊂ ∂Ω such that following condition holds for any
compactly supported C1 vector field φ tangential to ∂Ω when restricted to ∂Ω,

δV (φ)− δ|U |(cos θφ) =
ˆ
⟨H, φ⟩ d∥V ∥,

where δV represents the first variation of V , |U | the n-varifold associated with U , and H the
generalized mean curvature of V .

Theorem 1.1. Suppose V is the integral n-rectifiable varifold described above with prescribed
contact angle θ, and suppose H is uniformly bounded. If at a point X ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩ ∂Ω, V
has a multiplicity-one tangent half-hyperplane at X, then the support of ∥V ∥ near X is a C1,γ

hypersurface with boundary for some γ ∈ (0, 1).

As a corollary, we can obtain the following result. (See Corollary 2.4 for more precise state-
ment.)

Corollary 1.2. If V is the varifold that meets the conditions of Theorem 1.1 at a point X ∈
spt∥V ∥∩ ∂Ω, then for any Y ∈ spt∥V ∥∩ ∂Ω near X, the contact angle between spt∥V ∥ and ∂Ω
is either θ(Y ) or π

2 under the suitable choice of the normal direction of ∂M and the orientation
of spt∥V ∥ near X.

Furthermore, if θ ̸= π
2 on the support of ∥V ∥ ∩ ∂Ω and the tangent space of ∥V ∥ at X is not

orthogonal to ∂Ω, then the contact angle between Σ and ∂Ω is exactly θ.

When considering θ approaching π
2 or n = 2, the regularity of the varifold can be inferred

solely from the density condition.

Theorem 1.3. Given Λ0 ∈ (0, 1), suppose V is the integral n-rectifiable varifold described above
with prescribed contact angle θ with θ ∈ [Λ0, π−Λ0], and suppose H is uniformly bounded. Then
there exists a positive constant ε = ε(n,Λ0) > 0, such that the following conclusions hold,

(a) The dimension n equals 2, or the range of θ is within (π2 − ε, π2 + ε).
(b) At a point X ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩ ∂Ω, we have

lim inf
ρ→0+

∥V ∥(Bρ(X))

ωnρn
≤ 1

2
+ ε.

Then, the support of ∥V ∥ near X is a C1,γ hypersurface with boundary for some γ ∈ (0, 1).
Here, ωn is the volume of n-dimensional unit ball in Euclidean space.

Due to the lack of a monotonicity formula for ∥V ∥(Bρ(X))
ωnρn

for X ∈ ∂Ω, we are unable to de-
termine whether the density of ∥V ∥ exists in general. However, a similar monotonicity formula,
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which incorporates a boundary term, has been previously established in [KT17]. We reproof
under the C1-metric setting, and it plays a crucial role in our proof of the main result.

The core of our proof strategy is inspired by the regularity work of L. Simon [Sim93]. To
illustrate, consider a scenario where θ equals π

3 and Ω is a half-space in Rn+1. By reflecting
the varifold V across Ω’s boundary, we obtain a new varifold V ′. Then, we can find an integral
n-rectifiable varifold W supported on Ω’s boundary such that varifold V +V ′+W is a stationary
varifold in Rn+1. The application of Simon’s regularity theory tells us that near X, V exhibits
regularity if it has a multiplicity one tangent half-hyperplane at X.

V

W

Σ

W

V ′

Figure 1. The stationary varifold after reflection

In general, when we want to prove the Allard-type regularity in a general Riemannian mani-
fold M , we may consider isometrically embedding M into a higher dimensional Euclidean space
by Nash embedding theorem. However, we need to work on the codimension one to ensure the
contact angle condition is well-defined. Our approach involves the development of a varifold
theory under a C1 metric, focusing particularly on the standard half-space Hn+1 equipped with
this metric. Note that the metric can be chosen to be sufficiently close to the Euclidean metric,
after an appropriate scaling. This approach mirrors the method employed by Schoen-Simon
[SS81] to prove the regularity of the stable minimal hypersurfaces. In particular, the mono-
tonicity formula remains valid under the C1 metric. This formula leads to the derivation of a
crucial L2-estimate (Theorem 4.11) for the varifold V with a prescribed contact angle, thereby
enabling us to achieve the decay of the L2-excess (Proposition 6.2) and, consequently, to finish
the proof of our main theorem.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 sets the stage by defining the necessary notation
and presenting preliminary results concerning varifolds under the C1 metric. Following this,
we state our main theorem in the context of a general metric g. The notion of a µ-stationary
quadruple, introduced in Section 3, assumes the metric g is close to the Euclidean metric and
the contact angle θ is close to a constant. We prove that various fundamental results applicable
to stationary n-varifolds also pertain to the µ-stationary quadruple, including the monotonicity
formula and compactness theorem. The subsequent sections, from Section 4 through Section 6,
concentrate on scenarios where θ is greater than π

2 + Λ0 for a certain Λ0 in the interval (0,1).
To make our proof clear, we follow the strategy of Wickramasekera [Wic14] and divide the
proof into several steps. At first, we prove the validity of the L2-estimate for the µ-stationary
quadruple in Section 4, which then allows us to define a blow-up sequence and show that the
associated blow-up is at least a C2 function in Section 5. This will lead to the L2-excess decay
in Section 6 and conclusively prove the theorem for cases where θ is greater than π

2 + Λ0.
Section 7 addresses situations where θ closely to π

2 , highlighting that only minor adjustments
are necessary compared to the previous sections. Lastly, we collect some basic facts about the
varifold theory under C1 metric in Appendix A and an elementary result in spherical geometry
in Appendix B in order to prove Theorem 1.3.
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2. Main Theorem

2.1. Basic Notation. It is necessary to define some notations for our discussion,

• We denote points in Rn+1 using capital letters X,Y, Z. Specifically, we write X =
(x1, x2, . . . , xn+1). For each i = 1, 2, . . . , n + 1, we represent ei = ∂

∂xi
. Commonly, we

express X as (x, y) or (ξ, η), where x, ξ ∈ R2 and y, η ∈ Rn−1. Additionally, Y = (0, y)
for y ∈ Rn−1, and Z = (0, ζ, η) for ζ ∈ R, η ∈ Rn−1.

• For any point X = (ξ, η) ∈ Rn+1, we define r(X) = |ξ|.
• BNr (X) denotes the standard Euclidean ball in RN . When N = n+ 1, we simplify this

to Br(X) instead of Bn+1
r (X). If X = 0, we further abbreviate it to BNr instead of

BNr (0).
• We define Hn+1 as the set {X = (x1, x2, y) ∈ R2 × Rn−1 : x1 ≥ 0}.
• ωn represents the volume of the n-dimensional unit ball.
• Br(X) refers to the intersection of Br(X) with Hn+1, representing an open Euclidean

ball in Hn+1. Here, X can be any point in Rn+1.
• For any point (or vector) X ∈ Rn+1, with X = (x1, x2, y), we define X̃ = (−x1, x2, y)

as the reflection point (or vector) across the boundary plane ∂Hn+1.
• For any (relatively) open subset U ⊂ Rn+1 or Hn+1, we introduce,

– X1(U) as the set of C1 class vector fields on U ,
– X1

c(U) as the subset of X1(U) with vector fields that have compact support within
U .

When U is an open set within Hn+1, we specifically define X1
tan(U) and X1

c,tan(U) to
account for vector fields tangent to the boundary of Hn+1.

• If H is a half-hyperplane in Hn+1, n⃗H denotes the unit normal vector to H pointing
upward (i.e., n⃗H · e2 ≥ 0). Note that n⃗H is unique if e2 is not parallel to H.

• For any two n-dimensional subspace P, P ′ of Rn+1, we define |P −P ′| as the Hausdorff
distance between P ∩ B1 and P ′ ∩ B1. Similarly, for any two n-dimensional half-space
H,H ′ in Hn+1 (the half-hyperplanes containing the origin), we define |H −H ′| as the
Hausdorff distance between H ∩ B1 and H ′ ∩ B1.

• For any n-plane P in Rn+1 and a point X ∈ Rn+1, we write X⊤S as the orthogonal
projection of X onto P and X⊥S as the orthogonal projection of X onto P⊥.

• ηX,r(Y ) = Y−X
r , τX(Y ) = Y −X.

• We define Hθ =
{
(r cos θ, r sin θ, y) : r ∈ R+, y ∈ Rn−1

}
for θ ∈ (0, π). In particular,

H0 = {x2 < 0, x1 = 0}.
• N(H) :=

{
X = (r cos θ′, r sin θ′, y) ∈ Hn+1 : r ∈ R+, |θ′ − θ| < π

8

}
if H = Hθ for some

θ ∈ (0, π).
• For any metric g (or a general symmetric 2-tensor) defined on U ⊂ Rn+1 or Hn+1, and for

vectors φ,φ′ ∈ TXU at a point X ∈ U , we define ⟨φ,φ′⟩g as the inner product of these
two vectors under metric g. Sometimes, this is alternatively expressed as ⟨φ,φ′⟩g(X)

to emphasize the evaluation of the inner product at the specific point X. On local
coordinate {ei}n+1

i=1 , we write

gij(X) = ⟨ei, ej⟩g(X) .

In particular, we denote by δ = (δij)
n+1
i,j=1 the standard Euclidean metric on Rn+1,

and we use the notation φ · φ′ := ⟨φ,φ′⟩δ. The norm of a vector φ under metric g is
represented as |φ|g =

√
⟨φ,φ⟩g.
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• For any N by N matrix L = (lij)
N
i=1, we denote by |L| =

√∑N
i,j=1 l

2
ij the L2 norm of

L. Hence, for any symmetric two-tensor h defined on U ⊂ Rn+1 or Hn+1, we define the
norm of |h| at X as |h|(X) =

√∑n+1
i,j=1 h

2
ij(X).

2.2. Measures and Varifolds. In this subsection, we revisit some basic facts of measures and
varifolds, directing readers to [All72] and [Sim83] for comprehensive details.

For any Radon measure µ defined on a metric space M , its support, denoted sptµ, is defined
as

sptµ = {X ∈M : µ(U) > 0 for any open neighborhood U of X} .
When µ is a (signed) Radon measure on Rn+1, the k-dimensional density of µ at a point X,
represented as Θk(µ,X), is defined by

Θk(µ,X) := lim
ρ→0+

µ(Bρ(X))

ωkρk

provided the limit exists. For simplicity, we use Θ(µ,X) = Θn(µ,X) in this paper.
Let G(n+1, n) represent the space of all n-dimensional linear subspaces in Rn+1 (the Grass-

mann Manifold). For an open subset U of Rn+1 or Hn+1, we denote G(n,U) = U ×G(n+1, n).
We say V is an n-varifold on U if V is a Radon measure on G(n,U). The weight measure of V ,
denoted ∥V ∥, is defined by

∥V ∥(K) :=

ˆ
K

dV (X,S),

for any Borel subset K ⊂ U . For an Hn-measurable, countably n-rectifiable set M ⊂ U , and
a positive, locally Hn-integrable function ϑ on M , there exists a natural n-varifold |(M,ϑ)|
defined by

|(M,ϑ)|(K) :=

ˆ
(X,S)∈K,x∈M,S=TXM

ϑ(X)dV (X,S)

where TXM is the approximate tangent space of M at point X. We say V is rectifiable if it
can be expressed as V = |(M,ϑ)| for the above-defined M and ϑ, and integral rectifiable if, in
addition, ϑ is integer-valued Hn-a.e. Typically, |M | denotes |(M, 1)|.

Given an n-varifold V on U , the tangent cone space of V at a point X ∈ spt∥V ∥ is defined
by

VarTan(V,X) := {V ′ ∈ G(n,Rn+1) : V ′ = lim
i→+∞

(ηX,ρi)#(V ) for some sequence ρi → 0+}.

Here, f#(V ) denotes the pushforward of the varifold V under a mapping f . We say that V has
a tangent cone V ′ at X if V ′ ∈ VarTan(V,X). Specifically, we say that V has a multiplicity-
one tangent hyperplane (half-hyperplane, respectively) at X if V ′ = |L(P )| for a certain L ∈
SO(n+ 1) and P = {x1 = 0} (P = {x1 = 0, x2 ≥ 0}, respectively). The first variation δV of V
is defined by

δV (φ) :=

ˆ
divSφ(X)dV (X,S), ∀φ ∈ X1

c(U).

2.3. Main Results. We consider a bounded closed subset Ω ⊂ Rn+1 with a C2 boundary,
indicating that ∂Ω is an C2 hypersurface in Rn+1. Let g be a C1 metric on Ω and θ a C1

function defined on ∂Ω with values in the range (0, π). We extend g to ensure it remains a C1

metric in a neighborhood of Ω. Note that the extensions of g do not affect the concepts defined
subsequently.

In the context of varifold theory under the metric g, we outline some fundamental results
and direct the reader to Appendix A.1, as these are analogous to established varifold theory.

We say V is an n-varifold defined on Ω if V is an n-varifold in Rn+1 with spt∥V ∥ ⊂ Ω.
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Given an n-varifold defined on Ω, the weight measure ∥V ∥g of V under metric g defined by

∥V ∥g(K) :=

ˆ
K

√
detgS(X)dV (X,S),

where detgS(X) := det(⟨τi, τj⟩g(X))
n
i,j=1 and {τi}ni=1 forms an orthonormal basis of S under the

Euclidean metric.
For any C1 vector field φ on Ω, the first variation δgV of V under g is defined by

δgV (φ) :=

ˆ
divgSφ(X)

√
detgS(X)dV (X,S).

Here, divgSφ(X) is the divergence of φ under metric g at X.
We say V has bounded first variation under the metric g if there exists a constant C such

that

(2.1) |δgV (φ)| ≤ C sup |φ|g, for any vector field φ supported in the neighborhood of Ω.

With V having bounded first variation under metric g, we can define the generalized mean
curvature Hg, the generalized boundary measure σgV , and the generalized unit conormal νgV of
V under metric g satisfying

δgV (φ) =

ˆ
⟨Hg, φ⟩g d∥V ∥g +

ˆ
⟨νgV , φ⟩g dσ

g
V ,

where νgV satisfies |νgV |g = 1 for σgV -a.e. X ∈ Rn+1.
We now introduce the concept of a prescribed contact angle varifold on Ω.

Definition 2.1. An n-varifold V defined on Ω is said to have prescribed contact angle θ under
metric g if there exists an Hn-measurable subset U ⊂ ∂Ω such that, for any φ ∈ X1(Rn+1) with
compact support and tangent to ∂Ω at any point X ∈ ∂Ω, the following holds,

(2.2) δgV (φ)− δg|U |(cos θφ) =
ˆ
⟨Hg, φ⟩g d∥V ∥g,

where Hg denotes the generalized mean curvature vector of V under metric g, and σgV is singular
with respect to ∥V ∥g.

The following example demonstrates that if there exists a C2 hypersurface with a prescribed
contact angle θ under metric g in the classical sense, then the corresponding varifold also has a
prescribed contact angle θ under metric g.

Example 2.2. Consider Σ, a C2 hypersurface with boundary in Ω, and let U ⊂ ∂Ω be an open
subset with a C2 boundary such that ∂U = ∂Σ. We define the contact angle ∡g(Σ, U) at any
point X ∈ ∂Σ in the traditional manner. Specifically, let τgΣ (respectively, τgU ) denote the unit
conormal vector of ∂Σ in Σ (respectively, ∂U in ∂Ω), pointing into Σ (respectively, U) at X
under metric g. The contact angle ∡g(Σ, U) is defined as the angle between νgΣ and νgU under
metric g. If ∡g(Σ, U) = θ(X) for any X ∈ ∂Σ, then we can varify that the varifold V = |Σ| has
the prescribed contact angle θ under metric g.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose V is an integral n-rectifiable varifold with prescribed contact angle θ
under metric g, having bounded first variation, and the mean curvature vector Hg is uniformly
bounded. If at a point X ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩ ∂Ω, V has a multiplicity-one tangent half-hyperplane at
X. Then, spt∥V ∥ is a C1,γ hypersurface with boundary near X for some γ ∈ (0, 1).

Now, we restate Corollary 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 in a general metric context.
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Corollary 2.4. If V is a varifold satisfying the conditions of Theorem 2.3 at a point X ∈
spt∥V ∥∩Ω, and Σ denotes the support of ∥V ∥∩Bρ(X) for ρ such that Σ is a C1,γ hypersurface,
then we can find an open subset U ⊂ ∂Ω such that ∂Σ = ∂U in Bρ(X) and the contact angle
∡g(Σ, U) = θ(Y ) or π

2 for any Y ∈ ∂Σ ∩Bρ(X).
Furthermore, if θ ̸= π

2 on spt∥V ∥ ∩ ∂Ω and the tangent cone of ∥V ∥ at X is not orthogonal
to ∂Ω, then we actually have ∡g(Σ, U) = θ.

Theorem 2.5. Given Λ0 ∈ (0, 1), suppose V is an integral n-rectifiable varifold described above
with prescribed contact angle θ with θ ∈ [Λ0, π − Λ0] and suppose Hg is uniformly bounded.
Then there exists a positive constant ε > 0, dependent on n and Λ0, such that the following
conclusions hold,

(a) The dimension n equals 2, or the range of θ is within (π2 − ε, π2 + ε).
(b) At a point X ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩ ∂Ω, we have

lim inf
ρ→0+

∥V ∥(Bρ(X))

ωnρn
≤ 1

2
+ ε.

Then, the support of ∥V ∥ near X is a C1,γ hypersurface with boundary for some γ ∈ (0, 1).

3. µ-stationary quadruple

3.1. µ-flat metric. Upto a linear transformation and scaling, we can always assume g is suffi-
ciently close to the Euclidean metric in a neighborhood of X.

In this subsection, we introduce the concept of a µ-flat metric and discuss some of its funda-
mental properties. We fix an open convex domain U ⊂ Rn+1 or Hn+1.

Definition 3.1. A metric g on U is said µ-flat if for any X ∈ U ,

|gij(X)− δij | ≤ µ, and |Dg(X)| ≤ µ for any X ∈ U.

Here, Dg denotes the derivative of g under the Euclidean metric and |Dg(X)| is defined as

|Dg(X)| =

√√√√ n+1∑
i,j,k=1

(
∂gij
∂xk

(X)

)2

.

Utilizing the properties of Cholesky decomposition, we can establish the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. There exists µ0 = µ0(n) ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small such that for any µ-flat
metric with µ ∈ (0, µ0) and X ∈ U , we can find a unique upper triangular matrix LgX ∈ GL(n+1)
such that

(3.1) |LgX − Id| ≤ Cµ,
∣∣(LgX)−1 − Id

∣∣ ≤ Cµ,

and (LgX)∗g = δ at point LgX(X). The constant C = C(n) is independent of µ, and (LgX)∗g
denotes the pushforward of g by LgX .

Further more, the map X → LgX is a C1 map.

Remark 3.3. Since LgX is a non-singular upper triangular matrix, we have

LgX(span(ek, ek+1, · · · , en+1)) = span(ek, ek+1, · · · , en+1),∀k = 1, 2, · · · , n+ 1,

where span(ek, ek+1, · · · , en+1) denotes the subspace spanned by {ek, ek+1, · · · , en+1}.
In particular, LgX(Hn+1) = Hn+1.

Remark 3.4. Proposition 3.2 implies

(3.2) B(1−Cµ)ρ(X) ⊂ LgX(Bρ(X)) ⊂ B(1+Cµ)ρ(X),

for some constant C = C(n) if µ is small enough.
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Definition 3.5. For any X,Y ∈ U , the distance function distg(X,Y ) between X and Y is
defined as the infimum length of any C1 curve joining X and Y in U .

Accordingly, the geodesic ball Bgr (X) is defined as

Bgr (X) := {X ′ ∈ U : distg(X,X ′) < r} .

When assuming g is sufficiently close to the Euclidean metric, we expect that the geodesic
ball Bgr (X) should be close to Br(X). The detailed relation is given in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. There exist µ0 = µ0(n,U) ∈ (0, 1) such that for any µ-flat metric g with
µ ∈ (0, µ0),

(3.3) B(1−Cµ)ρ(X) ⊂ Bgρ(X) ⊂ B(1+Cµ)ρ(X).

and if g(X) = δ, a more precise relation is

B(1−Cµρ)ρ(X) ⊂ Bgρ(X) ⊂ B(1+Cµρ)ρ(X),(3.4)

where C = C(n,U).

Proof. Comparing the lengths of any C1 curve γ in U under different metrics and integrating
along γ yields

(1− Cµ)Lδ(γ) ≤ Lg(γ) ≤ (1 + Cµ)Lδ(γ),

where Lg(γ) denotes the length of γ under metric g. Then, we can obtain (3.3) by the definition
of geodesic balls and convexity of U .

Moreover, if g(X) = δ, since |Dg|(X) ≤ µ, we have |g(X ′)− δ| ≤ Cµ|X −X ′|. This will lead
to (3.4). □

3.2. Varifolds with prescribed contact angle. Note that Theorem 2.3 is purely a local
result. By using Fermi coordinates, this theorem can be reduced to the scenario where X = 0,
g = δ at 0, and Ω∩Bρ is a half-ball Bρ∩{x1 ≥ 0} for some ρ > 0. Up to a scaling, we set ρ = 1.
We denote by U the Hn-measurable subset of ∂Ω such that V and U satisfies the conditions
specified in Definition 2.1 and represent W = |U ∩B1|.

Consequently, the quadruple (V,W, θ, g) fulfills the following conditions.
(a) θ is a C1 function defined on B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 with values in (0, π), g is a C1 metric defined

on B1 ∩Hn+1.
(b) V is an integral n-rectifiable varifold on B1, and W = |Ũ | for an Hn-measurable subset

of B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1.
(c) V has bounded first variation under metric g.
(d) The generalized mean curvature of V under metric g in B1, denoted by Hg, satisfies for

any φ ∈ X1
c,tan(B1),

(3.5) δgV (φ)− δgW (cos θφ) =

ˆ
⟨Hg, φ⟩g d∥V ∥g.

(e) Hg satisfies supX∈spt∥V ∥ |Hg(X)|g <∞.
(f) V has a multiplicity-one tangent half-hyperplane at 0.

Definition 3.7. We define a varifold with prescribed contact angle quadruple, denoted by
(V,W, θ, g), to be a quadruple satisfies (a), (b), and (d) as outlined above.

For convenience, we represent this quadruple as V and refer to it as a VPCA-quadruple when
it exemplifies a varifold with a prescribed contact angle quadruple.

We say a sequence of VPCA-quadruples {Vi}∞i=1 converges to a VPCA-quadruple V if Vi →
V,Wi →W in the sense of varifolds, θi → θ, gi → g in C1 sense.



ALLARD-TYPE REGULARITY FOR VARIFOLDS WITH PRESCRIBED CONTACT ANGLE 9

From now on, we will assume θ is a C1 function defined on B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 with values in (0, π),
and g is a C1 metric defined on B1.

Now, let us give the precise definitions of µ-stationary VPCA-quadruples.

Definition 3.8. We say a VPCA-quadruple V is a µ-stationary quadruple if V satisfies the
following conditions,

(a) The generalized mean curvature |Hg|g ≤ µ.
(b) The angle function θ satisfies |Dθ| ≤ µ.
(c) The metric g satisfies |g − δ| ≤ µ, |Dg| ≤ µ.

Here, |Dθ|(X) :=

√∑n+1
i=2

(
∂θ(X)
∂xi

)2
since θ is a function defined on B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1. In particular,

we say V is stationary if it is 0-stationary. We say V is integral rectifiable if each V,W is an
integral rectifiable varifold. Moreover, we say V is restricted if V and W all have bounded first
variation under metric g, and W = |U | for some Hn-measurable set U ⊂ B1∩∂Hn+1. We denote
the class of all restricted integral rectifiable µ-stationary quadruples by RIV(µ).

Additionally, we say V is (Λ0, µ)-stationary if θ also satisfies θ ∈ [π2 + Λ0, π − Λ0], and V is
µ-stationary in free boundary sense if θ also satisfies θ ∈ [π2 − µ, π2 + µ].

Specifically, we say an n-varifold V defined on B1 is µ-stationary under metric g in free
boundary sense if (V, 0, π2 , g) is a µ-stationary quadruple and V is a stationary varifold in free
boundary sense if (V, 0, π2 , δ) is a stationary quadruple.

Remark 3.9. If V = (V,W, θ, g) is stationary, then we directly know θ is a constant, g = δ,
and V − cos θW is a stationary varifold in free boundary sense.

Remark 3.10. For any V = (V,W, θ, g) ∈ RIV(µ), we can check that (V, |B1 ∩Hn+1|−W, π2 −
θ, g) ∈ RIV(µ), according to the definition of RIV(µ).

Remark 3.11. If V is a stationary varifold in free boundary sense in B1, then we can do a
reflection across {x1 = 0} to obtain a stationary varifold in B1.

For simplicity, given a VPCA-quadruple V, we introduce the following notations,

V θ := V − cos θW

to be the signed Radon measure on B1 ×G(n+ 1, n) and define

∥V θ∥g := ∥V ∥g(U)−
ˆ
U

cos θd∥W∥g.

to be the signed weight measure for V θ.
Given µ is sufficiently small, we can rewrite condition (3.5) under Euclidean metric.

Proposition 3.12. There exists µ0 = µ0(n) such that the following holds. Suppose V is a
µ-stationary quadruple with µ ∈ (0, µ0) and X0 ∈ B1, then for any vector field φ ∈ X1

c,tan(B1),
the following inequality holds,

(3.6)
∣∣∣∣ˆ divS(φ)dV (X,S)−

ˆ
cos θdivS(φ)dW (X,S)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cµ

ˆ
|φ|+ |Dφ|d∥V +W∥

Moreover, if g(X0) = δ, the above inequality can be improved by

(3.7)
∣∣∣∣ˆ divS(φ)dV (X,S)−

ˆ
cos θdivS(φ)dW (X,S)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cµ

ˆ
|φ|+ |X −X0||Dφ|d∥V +W∥

Here, |Dφ|(X) =

√∑n+1
i,j=1

(
∂φi

∂xj
(X)

)2
with φ expressed as

∑n+1
i=1 φ

iei.
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Proof. Note that |g(X) − δ| ≤ µ from (c) in Definition 3.8, we can establish the following
inequality,

(3.8)
∣∣∣divgSφ√detgS − divSφ

∣∣∣ ≤ Cµ(|φ|+ |Dφ|)

for any X ∈ B1 and n-plane S ∈ G(n+1, n), provided µ ∈ (0, µ0) for µ0 = µ0(n) small enough.
Then, using (3.8) and the condition (a) in Definition 3.8, we can find∣∣∣∣ˆ divSφdV (X,S)−

ˆ
divS(cos θφ)dW (X,S)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cµ

ˆ
|φ|+| cos θφ|+|Dφ|+|D(cos θφ)|d∥V+W∥.

Now, with condition (b), we can verify that (3.6) holds.
To derive the second inequality, we note that |Dg| ≤ µ and g(X0) = δ imply |g(X) − δ| ≤

µ|X −X0|, and then we can apply the same argument as above. □

Remark 3.13. While our discussions are based on the domain B1, it is feasible to consider a
general domain U ⊂ Hn+1, where the constant C may depend on the diameter of U .

The key ingredient in proving Allard regularity is the application of the monotonicity formula.
In our context, we can establish the following monotonicity formula.

Theorem 3.14 (Monotonicity Formula). There exists µ0 = µ0(n) such that the following holds.
Suppose V is a µ-stationary quadruple with µ ∈ (0, µ0) and we also assume V is restricted. Then,
the following monotonicity holds for any point X0 ∈ B1,

(a) When X0 ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩B1, and g = δ at X0, we can establish following inequality for any
σ, ρ with 0 < σ < ρ < 1− |X0|,

2∥V θ∥(Bσ(X0))

σn
+ 2

ˆ
Bρ(X0)\Bσ(X0)

|(X −X0)
⊥S |2

|X −X0|n+2
dV (X,S)

≤ (1 + Cµρ)
2∥V θ∥(Bρ(X0))

ρn
+ Cµρ,(3.9)

for some C = C(n).
(b) When θ ≥ π

2 − µ, then for any σ, ρ with 0 < σ < ρ < 1− |X0|, we have a weak version
of (3.9) by

∥V θ∥(Bσ(X0)) + ∥V θ∥(Bσ(X̃0))

σn
≤ (1 + Cµ)

∥V θ∥(Bρ(X0)) + ∥V θ∥(Bρ(X̃0))

ρn
+ Cµ,(3.10)

for some C = C(n).

Proof. For any X0 ∈ B1, we introduce the vector field φX0
and φ as follows,

φX0
(X) :=

{(
1

max{|X−X0|,σ}n − 1
ρn

)
(X −X0), if X ∈ Bρ(X0)

0, otherwise.
(3.11)

φ(X) = φX0
(X) + φX̃0

(X).(3.12)

This definition ensures that φ(X) is tangential to ∂Hn+1 for any points X ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1. Let
us denote by h(ρ) the expression

h(ρ) =
1

ρn

(
∥V ∥(Bρ(X0)) + ∥V ∥(Bρ(X̃))

)
− 2

ρn

ˆ
Bρ(X0)

cos θd∥W∥.
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By applying inequality (3.7), alongside a similar argument as for (A.6), we obtain

(1− Cµσ)h(σ)− (1 + Cµρ)h(ρ) +

ˆ
Bρ(X0)\Bσ(X0)

|(X −X0)
⊥S |2

|X −X0|n+2
dV θ(X,S)

+

ˆ
Bρ(X̃0)\Bσ(X̃0)

|(X − X̃0)
⊥S |2

|X − X̃0|n+2
dV θ(X,S) ≤ Cµ

ˆ ρ

σ

h(τ)dτ + Cµρ,(3.13)

for some µ0 small enough. Here, we used the fact ∥W∥(Bρ) ≤ ωnρ
n to estimate the right hand

side of (3.7). (Note that we can take Λ = 0 in (A.6) and here, we assume µ0 small enough
instead of ρ.)

We also need to estimate term I defined by

I := −
ˆ
Bρ(X0)\Bσ(X0)

|(X −X0)
⊥S |2 cos θ

|X −X0|n+2
dW (X,S)

−
ˆ
Bρ(X̃0)\Bσ(X̃0)

|(X − X̃0)
⊥S |2 cos θ

|X − X̃0|n+2
dW (X,S)

since − cos θ could be negative. For the case X0 ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1, we have (X −X0)
⊥S = 0 and

hence I = 0. Then, similar with the argument leading to (A.9), we have

h(σ) ≤ (1 + Cµρ)h(ρ) + Cµρ,

which, in turn, implies (3.9) by inequality (3.13).
For the second case, we use (3.6) instead of (3.7) to deduce

(1− Cµ)h(σ)− (1 + Cµ)h(ρ) + I ≤ Cµ

ˆ ρ

σ

h(τ)dτ + Cµ.

To estimate I, we use the fact that |(X − X̃0)
⊥S | = |(X −X0)

⊥S | = dist(X0, ∂Hn+1) =: l for
any X ∈ spt∥W∥ and S = {x1 = 0}. Consequently, with θ ≥ π

2 − µ implying cos θ ≤ µ, we can
obtain ˆ

Bρ(X0)\Bσ(X0)

|(X −X0)
⊥S |2 cos θ

|X −X0|n+2
dW (X,S)

≤ µl2
ˆ
Bn√

ρ2−l2
(0)

1

(|X|2 + l2)
n+2
2

dHn(X)

= µl2
ˆ √

ρ2−l2

0

nωnτ
n−1

(τ2 + l2)
n+2
2

dτ = µ
ωn(ρ

2 − l2)
n
2

ρn
≤ µωn,

indicating I ≥ −Cµ. This analysis establishes

(1− Cµσ)h(σ)− (1 + Cµρ)h(ρ) ≤ Cµ

ˆ ρ

σ

h(τ)dτ + Cµ,

which implies (3.10). □

Remark 3.15. The only place we use the restriction condition is to control the term I. Notably,
(3.9) remains valid with θ ≥ 0 in place of the restriction condition.

We introduce the density ratio IV(X, ρ) defined by,

IV(X, ρ) :=
2

ωnρn
∥V ∥g(Bgρ(X))− 2

ωnρn

ˆ
Bg

ρ(X)

cos θd∥W∥g,

for any X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1. Then the density ratio satisfies the following monotonicity formula.
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Corollary 3.16. Suppose V ∈ RIV(µ) for some µ = µ(n) small enough. Then, for any
X0 ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1, and 0 < 2σ ≤ ρ < distg(X0, ∂B1 ∩Hn+1), we have

(3.14) IV(X0, σ) ≤ (1 + Cµρ)IV(X0, ρ) + Cµρ.

for some C = C(n).
Consequently, the limit limρ→0+ IV(X0, ρ) exists for any X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1.

Proof. This result directly follows from Theorem A.6 by applying a linear transformation and
together with (3.4). (See the proof of Corollary A.7 for a similar proof.) Moreover, the existence
of the limit readily follows from (3.14). □

From Corollary 3.16, we can define the density of a µ-stationary quadruple V at X0 ∈
B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 by

Θ(V, X0) := lim
ρ→0+

IV(X0, ρ).

Remark 3.17. It should be noted that Θ(V, X0) could be a negative number. For instance, we
consider setting θ as a constant in (0, π2 ), and choosing V = 0, W = ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1, g = δ. Then
Θ(V, 0) = −2 cos θ < 0.

We now establish the upper semi-continuity of density.

Theorem 3.18. Consider a sequences {Vi = (Vi,Wi, θi, gi)} ⊂ RIV(µi), each a µi-stationary
quadruples with µi ∈ (0, µ0) for some µ0 = µ0(n) small enough. We assume Vi → V for some
VPCA-quadruple V = (V,W, θ, g). Then V is µ-stationary with µ = lim infi→+∞ µi and

Θ(V, X) ≥ lim sup
i→+∞

Θ(Vi, Xi).

where {Xi} ⊂ ∂Hn+1∩B1 is a sequence of points such that limi→+∞Xi = X and X ∈ ∂Hn+1∩B1

Remark 3.19. Note that we do not know whether V ∈ RIV(µ) here.

Proof of Theorem 3.18. First, it’s straightforward to establish that V is a µ-stationary quadru-
ple.

WLOG, we assume X = 0 and gi = δ at 0 (after a possible affine transformation). We
introduce the following density ratio for Vi,

hi(ρ) =
2

ρn
∥Vi∥(Bρ(0))−

2

ρn

ˆ
Bρ(0)

cos θid∥Wi∥,

h(ρ) =
2

ρn
∥V ∥(Bρ(0))−

2

ρn

ˆ
Bρ(0)

cos θd∥W∥.

Note that limρ→0+ h(ρ) still exists in view of the proof of Theorem 3.14, despite the possibility
that W might not correspond to a Caccioppoli set.

From this, it follows that

Θ(Vi, 0) = lim
ρ→0+

ω−1
n hi(ρ), Θ(V, 0) = lim

ρ→0+
ω−1
n h(ρ).
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For any ε > 0, we choose a continuous function f supported on Bρ and f = 1 on Bρ−ε with
0 ≤ f ≤ 1 in Bρ. Using Vi → V in the sense of varifolds, we obtain

ρn

2
h(ρ) ≥

ˆ
fd∥V ∥ −

ˆ
f cos θd∥W∥ −

ˆ
Bρ\Bρ−ε

| cos θ|(1− f)d∥W∥

≥ lim sup
i→+∞

(ˆ
fd∥Vi∥ −

ˆ
f cos θid∥Wi∥ − ∥Wi∥(Bρ\Bρ−ε)

)
≥ lim sup

i→+∞

(
∥Vi∥(Bρ−ε)−

ˆ
Bρ−ε

θid∥Wi∥ − 2∥Wi∥(Bρ\Bρ−ε)

)

≥ lim sup
i→+∞

(ρ− ε)n

2
hi(ρ− ε)− 2ωn(ρ

n − (ρ− ε)n).

Recall that the monotonicity formula (3.9) implies

hi(ρ− ε) ≥ ωnΘ(Vi, 0)− Cµ(ρ− ε)

1 + Cµ(ρ− ε)
.

Define Θ0 = lim supi→+∞ Θ(Vi, 0). Then, we have

h(ρ) ≥ (ρ− ε)n

ρn

(
ωnΘ0 − Cµ(ρ− ε)

1 + Cµ(ρ− ε)

)
− 4

ρn − (ρ− ε)n

ρn
ωn.

As ε→ 0+, it follows that

h(ρ) ≥ ωnΘ0 − Cµρ

1 + Cµρ
.

Proceeding with ρ→ 0+ yields
Θ(V, 0) ≥ Θ0.

This is what we want. □

To describe the concept of the tangent cone of a quadruple, we need to discuss the rescaling
of a quadruple first. Given V ∈ RIV(µ), for any X0 ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1 and ρ ∈ (0, 1 − |X0|), we
define the rescaled quadruple VX,ρ of V by

VX,ρ = (ΠgX0,ρ
)#V :=

(
(ΠgX0,ρ

)#V, (Π
g
X0,ρ

)#W, θ ◦ΠgX0,ρ
,
1

ρ2
(ΠgX0,ρ

)∗g

)
.

This definition presumes that B1 ⊂ ΠgX0,ρ
(B1). However, given γ ∈ (0, 1), by selecting µ =

µ(n, γ) small enough, the rescaled quadruple VX0,ρ is guaranteed to be well-defined for any
ρ ∈ (0, γ(1− |X0|)).

Remark 3.20. For each R > 1, we can choose ρ small enough to ensure VX,ρ is well-defined
on BR ∩ ∂Hn+1. Typically, we only require they are well-defined for X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1.

Based on the definition of µ-stationary quadruple, the following rescaling property is straight-
forward.

Proposition 3.21. Suppose V ∈ RIV(µ) for some µ = µ(n) small enough. Then, for any
X0 ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1 and ρ ∈ (0, 1516 (1− |X0|)), we have VX,ρ ∈ RIV(Cµρ) for some C = C(n).

Definition 3.22. We denote the class of tangent cone of a µ-stationary quadruple V =
(V,W, θ, g) at X0 ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1 by

VarTan(V, X0) := {V ′ : V ′ = lim
i→+∞

VX0,ρi for some ρi → 0+}.

Before discussing the property of tangent cone, we present a compactness theorem as follows.
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Theorem 3.23. Suppose {Vi} is a sequence of VPCA-quadruples with Vi ∈ RIV(µi) and
µi → 0+. Assuming that supi ∥Vi∥(B1) < +∞, and θi ∈ [Λ0, π−Λ0] for some Λ0 ∈ (0, 1), then,
after extracting a subsequence, we have Vi → V = (V,W, θ, δ) for some stationary quadruple
V. Additionally, V θ is a stationary rectifiable varifold in free boundary sense in B1(0) and its
density satisfies

(3.15) Θ(V, X) ≥ lim sup
i→+∞

Θ(Vi, Xi)

for any Xi → X where {Xi} ⊂ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1 and X ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1.
Furthermore, we can establish

(3.16) Θ(∥V θ∥, X) ∈
+∞⋃
k=0

{k, k − cos θ} for Hn-a.e. X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1.

For convenience, given a constant θ, we abbreviate Qθ = ∪+∞
k=0 {k, k − cos θ}. Prior to proving

Theorem 3.23, we need to establish the following lemma to estimate the lower bounds of density.

Lemma 3.24. For any VPCA-quadruple V = (V,W, θ, g) ∈ RIV(µ), it holds that
1

2
Θ(V, X) ∈ Qθ(X) for Hn-a.e. X ∈ B1,(3.17)

1

2
Θ(V, X) ≥ min {1− cos θ(X), 1} for ∥V ∥-a.e. X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1.(3.18)

If θ(X) > π
2 for every X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1, then we also have

(3.19)
1

2
Θ(V, X) ≥ cos(X) for ∥V +W∥-a.e. X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1.

Proof. The validity of (3.17) is trivial since Θ(∥V ∥, X) is a integer for Hn-a.e. X ∈ B1 and
limit

lim
ρ→0+

1

ωnρn

ˆ
Bρ(X)

cos θd∥W∥(X) = cos θ(X)

holds for Hn-a.e. X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1.
Since W = |U | for some Hn-measurable set U in B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1, it follows that

lim sup
ρ→0+

1

ωnρn

ˆ
Bρ(X)

cos θd∥W∥ = lim sup
ρ→0+

cos θ(X)

ωnρn
∥W∥(Bρ(X)) ≤ max {0, cos θ(X)} ,

for every X ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩B1. Together with the fact Θ(∥V ∥, X) ≥ 1 for ∥V ∥-a.e. X ∈ B1 and the
definition of Θ(V, X), we obtain (3.18).

In particular, if θ(X) > π
2 for every X ∈ B1∩∂Hn+1, then (3.18) directly implies Θ(V, X) ≥ 2

for ∥V ∥-a.e. X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1. Additionally,

lim
ρ→0+

1

ωnρn

ˆ
Bρ(X)

cos θd∥W∥ = cos(X)Θ(∥W∥, X) = 1 for ∥W∥-a.e., X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1.

Together with the definition of Θ(V, X), we have (3.19). □

Proof of Theorem 3.23. The existence of V is deduced from the compactness theorem for var-
ifolds. Consequently, Theorem 3.18 implies V is stationary and the upper semi-continuity of
density (3.15).

Now, we employ Lemma 3.24 to show the rectifiability of V θ.
For the case θ > π

2 , we can see that Θ(∥V θ∥, X) > 0 for ∥V +W∥-a.e. X ∈ B1 by (3.15)
and Lemma 3.24. Hence, V θ is rectifiable by the Rectifiability Theorem (i.e., Theorem A.11)
together with a reflection argument.
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For θ < π
2 , Remark 3.10 provides a method to adjust the angle to π − θ, after which the

preceding argument is applied.
For θ = π

2 , we know V is a stationary varifold in free boundary sense in B1(0)∩Hn+1. Then
Lemma 3.24 and (3.15) imply Θ(∥V ∥, X) > 0 for ∥V ∥-a.e. X ∈ B1. Again, V is rectifiable by
the Rectifiability Theorem.

Lastly, we aim to establish (3.16). This effort primarily concerns cases where θ ≥ π
2 by

Remark 3.10.
This part is an adaptation of the argument used in proving the integral compactness theorem

in [Sim83, Theorem 42.7]. Thus, we only provide an outline of the proof.
Given that V θ is rectifiable, we know tangent space of V θ exists for Hn-a.e. X ∈ spt∥V θ∥ ∩

B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1. Moreover, the support of such tangent space has to be P0, which we define as
P0 := {x1 = 0}. Let X be such a point. This implies that (ηX,ρ)#V

θ → Θ(∥V θ∥, X)|P0| as
ρ→ 0+ in the sense of varifolds.

Since Vi → V, we can find a sequence ρi → 0+ such that

(3.20) V ′
i − cos θ′iW

′
i → Θ(∥V θ∥, X)|P0 ∩ B1|

as Radon measures. Here, V ′
i = (V ′

i ,W
′
i , θ

′
i, g

′
i) = VX,ρi . We denote V i := V ′

i − cos θ′iW
′
i . If we

do an orthogonal projection from B1(0) to P0, we obtain

(3.21) (P0)#(V i⌊(B1 ∩ {x1 < ε})) → Θ(∥V θ∥, X)|P0 ∩B1|
for any ε > 0. Here, we regard P0 as an orthogonal projection from Rn+1 to P0. To proceed
with our argument, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.25. Given δ > 0 and a positive integer N , there exists an ε = ε(δ,N, n) ∈ (0, δ) such
that following statement holds.

For each i, we can find a subset Ai ⊂ B 2
3

such that V i⌊(B 2
3
\Ai) → 0+ and for each Z ∈

B 1
3
∩ ∂Hn+1, consider X as a subset of P−1

0 (Z) ∩ {x1 < ε} ∩ spt∥V i∥ ∩ Ai with cardinality
#X ≤ N . Then, ∑

X∈X
Θ(∥V i∥, X) ≤ (1 + δ)

∥V i∥(B 1
3
(Z))

ωn(
1
3 )
n

+ δ,

for i large enough.

Proof. We use a similar argument as in [Sim83, Lemma 42.9]. Hence, we only give a sketch of
the proof here. Define Ai ⊂ B 2

3
∩ {x1 < ε} be the set for which

(3.22)
ˆ
Bρ(X)

∥P0 − S∥dV i(X,S) ≤ ερn ∀ρ ∈ (0,
1

3
)

where the ε > 0 will be chosen later. Then, the Besicovitch Covering Theorem and monotonicity
formula yield

∥V i∥(B 2
3
\Ai) ≤

C

ε

ˆ
B1

∥P0 − S∥dV i(X,S).

Further, (3.20) implies ∥Vi∥(B 2
3
\Ai) → 0+ as i→ +∞, taking into account that |cos θi| → cos θ

in C0 sense.
The next key ingredient is the following two inequalities for any X0 ∈ B 1

3
∩ {x1 < ε} ∩ Ai

with X0 ∈ ∂Hn+1 or 2τ ≥ dist(X0, ∂Hn+1),

Θ(∥V i∥, X0) ≤ (1 + Cµi)
∥V i∥(U2τ

ρ (X0))

ωnρn
+
Cερ

τ
+ Cµi, ∀0 < ρ ≤ 1

3
(3.23)

∥V i∥(Uτσ (X0))

ωnσn
≤ (1 + Cµi)

∥V i∥(U2τ
ρ (X0))

ωnρn
+
Cερ

τ
+ Cµi, ∀0 < σ < ρ ≤ 1

3
,(3.24)
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for i large enough. Here, Uτρ (X0) = Bρ(X0) ∩ {X : |(X −X0) · e1| < τ}.
Let fX0(X) := η(|(X − X0) · e1|) and η(r) a C1 function such that η(r) = 1 when r < τ ,

η(r) = 0 when r > 2τ , and |η′| ≤ 2
τ . To establish the above inequalities, we choose φX0

to be
the vector field defined in (3.11) and set φ = φX0

fX0
+φX̃0

fX̃0
. Applying (3.6) with Vi in place

of V, and after standard computations, we findˆ
Bσ(X0)

fd∥V i∥+
ˆ
Bσ(X̃0)

fd∥V i∥

≤ (1 + Cµi)

(ˆ
Bρ(X0)

fd∥V i∥+
ˆ
Bρ(X̃0)

fd∥V i∥

)
+ C

ερ

τ
+ Cµi.

for i large enough. Here, we have used the fact that |DSf | ≤ C∥P0−S∥
τ and (3.22). Note that

ˆ
Bρ(X̃0)

fd∥V i∥ =

0, dist(X0, ∂Hn+1) ≤ 2τ,ˆ
Bρ(X0)

fd∥V i∥, X0 ∈ ∂Hn+1.

Hence, (3.24) follows by the definition of f and Uτρ , and (3.23) follows by taking σ → 0+.
Now, similar to the argument in [Sim83, Lemma 42.9], an inductive argument allows us to

obtain, ∑
X∈X

Θ(∥V i∥, X) ≤ (1 + Cµ)
∥V i∥(B 1

3
(Z))

ωn(
1
3 )
n

+ Cε+ Cµ,

where the constant C = C(n,N) is independent of ε. The only difference is, we need to ensure
the center of Uτρ (X), which is X, should satisfy X ∈ ∂Hn+1 or dist(X, ∂Hn+1) ≥ τ in the proof.
We select ε small enough such that Cµ+ Cε < δ to conclude the proof. □

Returning to the proof of Theorem 3.23. Arguing by contradiction, we assume Θ(∥V θ∥, X) /∈
Qθ.

We define the following three constants by

θ1 = max
{
a ∈ Qθ : a ≤ Θ(∥V θ∥, X)

}
,

θ2 = min
{
a ∈ Qθ : a > Θ(∥V θ∥, X)

}
,

N = min
{
a ∈ Z : a > θ2 + 2

}
.

It is clear that θ1 < Θ(∥V θ∥, X) by our assumption.
Based on Lemma 3.25 and (3.20), we can find a constant ε small enough such that the

following holds.
For each i, there exists a subset Ai ⊂ B 2

3
such that ∥V i∥⌊(B 2

3
\Ai) → 0+ and for each

Z ∈ B 1
3
∩ ∂Hn+1, let X be a subset of

(3.25) X i
Z := P−1

0 (Z) ∩ {x1 < ε} ∩ spt∥V i∥ ∩Ai
with #X ≤ N . Then, we find

(3.26)
∑
X∈X

Θ(∥V i∥, X) < θ2,

for i large enough. Notably, for Hn-a.e. Z ∈ B 1
3
∩ ∂Hn+1 and X ∈ XZ , it holds that

(3.27) Θ(∥V i∥, X) ≥

{
− cos θ′i(X), X ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩ spt∥V i∥,
1, X ∈ spt∥V i∥\∂Hn+1,
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by Lemma 3.24. Together with (3.26) and θ2 < N − 2, we have #X ≤ N − 1. Therefore, we
have #X i

Z ≤ N − 1 for Hn-a.e. Z ∈ B 1
3
∩ ∂Hn+1 for i large enough.

Define ψi as

(3.28) ψi(Z) =
∑
X∈X i

Z

Θ(∥V i∥, X).

Since Θ(∥V i∥, X) ∈ Qθi(X) for ∥V i∥-a.e. X ∈ B1, along with (3.26) and (3.27), then, for any
fixed ε′ > 0, we have

(3.29) ψi(Z) ≤ θ1 + ε′, for Hn-a.e. Z ∈ B 1
3
∩ ∂Hn+1,

for i large enough. Here, we also use the fact θ′i → θ.
On the other hand, by (3.21) and ∥V i∥(B 2

3
\Ai) → 0, we obtain

(3.30)
ˆ
fψidHn → Θ(∥V θ∥, X)

ˆ
fdHn,∀f ∈ C0

c (B
n
2
3
(0)).

resulting a contradiction with (3.29) if we choose ε′ < Θ(∥V θ∥, X)− θ1. Therefore, this estab-
lishes (3.16) □

Proposition 3.26. Suppose V ∈ RIV(µ) for some µ = µ(n) small enough and X0 ∈ B1 ∩
∂Hn+1. For any V ′ = (V ′,W ′, θ′, δ) ∈ VarTan(V, X0), we know V ′ is a stationary quadruple.
Furthermore, we can obtain V ′− cos θ′W ′ is a rectifiable stationary cone in free boundary sense
in B1 ∩Hn+1 together with following density estimate

(3.31)
1

ωn
∥V ′∥(B1)−

cos θ′

ωn
∥W ′∥(B1) = 2Θ(∥V ′ − cos θ′W ′∥, X) = Θ(V, X0)

Here, we say a varifold V defined on B1 is a cone if (η0,ρ)#V ⌊(B1) = V for any ρ ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Suppose Vi = (Vi,Wi, θi, gi) = VX0,ρi such that V ′ = limi→+∞ Vi with ρi → 0+. From
Theorem 3.23, it is clear that V ′ is a stationary quadruple and V ′ − cos θ′W ′ is rectifiable.

For the density estimate, we have 2Θ(∥V ′ − cos θ′W ′∥, 0) ≥ Θ(V, X0) easily. On the other
hand, lower semi-continuity of mass implies ∥V ′∥(B1) ≤ lim infi→+∞ ∥Vi∥(B1). But note that
for n-varifolds corresponding to Hn-measurable sets, Wi →W ′ in the sense of varifolds implies

lim
i→+∞

ˆ
B1

cos θid∥Wi∥ =

ˆ
B1

cos θ′d∥W ′∥.

Therefore, for any ε small enough, we can show that

∥V ′∥(B1)−
ˆ
B1

cos θ′d∥W ′∥ ≤ Θ(V, X0) + ε.

By choosing ε→ 0+, we obtain (3.31). Furthermore, it implies V ′ − cos θ′W ′ is a cone from the
standard result in geometric measure theory. □

Remark 3.27. For any V ′ ∈ VarTan(V, X0), it holds that

Θ(V ′, X) ≤ Θ(V ′, 0)

for any X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 by the property of tangent cone and the upper semi-continuity of
density.

Remark 3.28. In general, we do not know whether VarTan(V, X0) ⊂ RIV(0).
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4. Estimation of L2 excess

From this section to Section 6, we fix a constant Λ0 ∈ (0, 12 ) and concentrate on the regularity
theory for θ ∈ [π2 + Λ0, π − Λ0] (See Theorem 4.5).

Theorem 4.1. Suppose V = (V,W, θ, g) ∈ RIV(µ) with µ small enough. If Θ(V, X) < 1 −
cos θ(X) for every X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1, then V is a µ-stationary varifold under metric g in
free boundary sense and for any connected component U0 of B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1\{θ ̸= π

2 }, we have
W ⌊(U0) = m|U0| for m = 0 or 1, and spt∥V ∥ ∩ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1 ∩ {θ = π

2 } = ∅.

Before the proof of this theorem, we need to establish the following lemma to estimate the
lower bound of the density for stationary varifolds in free boundary sense by dimension reduction
argument.

Lemma 4.2. Given a real number ϑ ∈ (0, 1),Λ ∈ (0,+∞), suppose V is an k-rectifiable varifolds
in Hk+1 satisfies following conditions,

(a) V is a cone.
(b) The mass ∥V ∥(Bk1 ) ≤ Λ.
(c) V + ϑ|{(x1, · · · , xk+1) ∈ Hk+1 : x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0}| is stationary in free boundary sense.
(d) V has integer multiplicity ∥V ∥-a.e. on Hk+1\ {x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0}.

Then, the density satisfies Θk(∥V ∥, 0) ≥ 1
2 .

Here, a varifold V is said stationary in free boundary sense in U ⊂ Hk+1 if for any φ ∈
X1
c,tan(U), we have δV (φ) = 0.

Remark 4.3. The density Θk(∥V ∥, X) exists for every X ∈ Hk+1 by (c).

Proof of Lemma 4.2. For simplicity, we write Wk = |{(x1, · · · , xk+1) ∈ Hk+1 : x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0}|.
The proof proceeds by induction on k. For k = 1, V can be written as a sum of weighted rays,

V =

m∑
i=0

ai| {(r sin θi,−r cos θi) : r ≥ 0} |

with m ∈ N, a0 ≥ 0, θ0 = 0, ai ∈ N+, and θi ∈ (0, π] for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Given that V +
ϑ| {x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0} | is stationary in free boundary sense, it implies m can not be 0. Hence,
Θ1(∥V ∥, 0) ≥ 1

2 is clear.
For the induction step, we assume the lemma holds for k − 1. We choose a point Y =

(0, 0, · · · , 0, 1) ∈ ∂Hk+1 and consider the tangent cone V1 of V at Y . By (c), we know V1
exists and V1+ϑ|Wk| is a stationary rectifiable varifold in free boundary sense. Moreover, since
Θk(∥V ∥, rY ) = Θk(∥V ∥, Y ) for each r > 0 by (a), we have Θk(∥V1∥, rY ) = Θk(∥V1∥, 0) for every
r ∈ R. Therefore, V1 is translation invariant along direction Y by monotonicity formula (e.g.,
Theorem 3.14 with µ = 0). Then, we can write V1 = V2 ×R where V2 is an (k− 1)-dimensional
rectifiable varifold in Hk such that (a), (c) are satisfies with V2 in place of V , k − 1 in place of
k. It is straightforward to check (b) holds with V2 in place of V , k − 1 in place of k.

At last, we suppose (ηY,ρi)#V → V1 for some ρi → 0+. Since each (ηY,ρi)#V is station-
ary in free boundary sense in Hk+1\ {x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0}, we know V2 is integral rectifiable on
Hk\ {x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0}, which shows (d) holds with V2 in place of V , k − 1 in place of k.

By the induction hypothesis, we have Θk−1(∥V2∥, 0) ≥ 1
2 . Again, monotonicity formula

implies Θk(∥V ∥, 0) ≥ Θk(∥V ∥, Y ) = Θk−1(∥V2∥, 0) ≥ 1
2 , thus concluding the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We write W = |U | for some Hn-measurable set U ⊂ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1. We
claim that δW = 0 in B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 ∩ {θ ̸= π

2 }, which equivalently means δgW (φ) = 0 for any
φ ∈ X1

c(B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 ∩ {θ ̸= π
2 }) by Proposition A.4.
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Indeed, we only need to show δW = 0 in B1 ∩∂Hn+1 ∩
{
θ > π

2

}
. This is because, by Remark

3.10, we know (V, |B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1| −W, π2 − θ, g) satisfies the same theorem assumption as V and
δW = −δ(|B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1| −W ).

Suppose there exists a point X ∈ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 and a positive number ρ ∈ (0, 1 − |X|) such
that θ > π

2 on Bρ(X) ∩ ∂Hn+1, and δW ̸= 0 in Bρ(X) ∩ ∂Hn+1 We assume | cos θ| ≥ δ on
Bρ(X) ∩ ∂Hn+1 for some δ > 0 small enough.

Now, we proceed to show that U ∩Bρ(X) is a Caccioppoli set in Bρ(X) ∩ ∂Hn+1.
Let φ ∈ X1

c(Bρ(X)∩∂Hn+1) and extend it to be a vector field in X1
c,tan(B1) with supX∈B1

|φ|g ≤
2 supX∈B1∩∂Hn+1 |φ|g.

Then by (2.2) and the definition of bounded first variation (2.1), we have

(4.1) |δgW (cos θφ)| ≤ µ

ˆ
|φ|gd∥V ∥g + |δgV (φ)| ≤ C sup

X∈B1∩∂Hn+1

|φ|g

for any φ ∈ X1
c,tan(B1). Additionally, for S = {x1 = 0}, we find that divgS(cos θφ) ≥ | cos θ|divgS(φ)−

C sin θ|Dθ||φ|g. Together with |Dθ| ≤ µ, |g − δ| ≤ µ, and | cos θ| ≥ δ in Bρ(X) ∩ ∂Hn+1, it
follows that

|δgW (φ)| ≤ C sup
X∈Bρ(X)∩∂Hn+1

|φ|g,

for some C(n, δ). Then, Proposition A.4 implies that U is a Caccioppoli set in Bρ(X)∩ ∂Hn+1.
Next, we choose a point Z ∈ Bρ(Z) ∩ ∂Hn+1 such that the approximate tangent space of ∂∗U
exists. Then, it follows that the tangent cone of W at Z is a half-space of Rn = ∂Hn+1. WLOG,
we assume the tangent cone of W at Z to be | {x2 ≤ 0, x1 = 0} |. Considering a sequence of
Vi = (Vi,Wi, θi, gi) := VZ,ρi for some ρi → 0+, we assume V ′ = (V ′,W ′, θ′, δ) = limi→+∞ Vi
where θ′ = θ(Z). It implies V ′ − cos θ′W ′ is a rectifiable stationary cone in free boundary sense
in B1, and

(4.2) Θ(V ′, 0) = Θ(V, Z) < 1− cos θ′.

Note that since W ′ = | {x2 ≤ 0, x1 = 0} ∩ B1|, we have Θ(V ′, 0) < 1
2 .

Now, our aim is to apply Lemma 4.2 to V ′ and get a contradiction. We extend V ′ to be a
rectifiable varifold defined on Hn+1 while ensuring it is a cone. We already know (a), (b), and
(c) hold with V ′ in place of V , − cos θ′ in place of ϑ, and n in place of k. Let U ⊂ B1 be any
(relatively) open set in B1 such that U ∩ {x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0} = ∅. Then, we find spt∥Wi∥ ∩ U = ∅
for i large enough since limi→+∞Wi = | {x2 ≤ 0, x1 = 0}∩B1|. Consequently, Vi is a stationary
varifold in free boundary sense in U for i large enough, which leads that V ′ is integral rectifiable
in U by compactness theorem (e.g., Theorem 3.23 and Theorem A.12). By the choice of U ,
we can conclude that V ′ has integer multiplicity ∥V ′∥-a.e. on Hn+1\ {x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0}. Thus,
Lemma 4.2 implies Θ(V ′, 0) ≥ 1

2 , which contradicts (4.2).
Therefore, δW = 0 in B1∩∂Hn+1∩{θ ̸= π

2 }. In particular, by Constancy Theorem, we know
W ⌊(U0) = m|U0| for some m = 0 or 1 if U0 is a connected component of B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1\{θ ̸= π

2 }.
To prove that spt∥V ∥ ∩ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 ∩ {θ = π

2 } = ∅, we assume the contrary that there
exists X ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 ∩ {θ = π

2 }. Let V ′ = (V ′,W ′, π2 , δ) ∈ VarTan(V, X) and then,
V ′ is a stationary varifold in free boundary sense in B1. By compactness theorem (Theorem
3.23), V ′ is integral rectifiable in B1. A reflection argument then leads to Θ(∥V ∥, X) ≥ 1

2 ,
which contradict our assumption Θ(V, X) < 1 − cos θ(X) = 1. This contradiction proves
spt∥V ∥ ∩ B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 ∩ {θ = π

2 } = ∅.
Finally, we need to show V is a µ-stationary varifold under metric g in free boundary sense.

For any φ ∈ X1
c,tan(B1), we choose another φ′ ∈ X1

c,tan(B1) such that φ = φ′ in a neighborhood
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of spt∥V ∥ and φ′ = 0 in a neighborhood of B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 ∩ {θ = π
2 }. Then, it follows that

δgV (φ) = δgV (φ′) = δgV (φ′)− δgW (cos θφ′) =

ˆ
⟨Hg, φ

′⟩g d∥V ∥g =
ˆ
⟨Hg, φ⟩g d∥V ∥g

demonstrating that V is indeed µ-stationary under metric g in free boundary sense. □

For convenience, for any V ∈ RIV(µ), we define

µ(V) = µ(V,W, θ, g) := inf {µ ≥ 0 : V ∈ RIV(µ)} .

For any half hyperplane H = Hθ′ for some θ′ ∈ (0, π), we define the excess of V with respect
to H as

E(V, H) :=

√ˆ
B1(0)

dist2(X, spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + µ(V).

Here, CH := |
{
X ∈ Hn+1 : X ∈ H or x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0

}
|. For the sake of simplicity, we may refer

to C as CH when the context clearly identifies H.

Hypothesis 4.4. Given ε > 0, a quadruple V ∈ RIV(µ) for µ small enough, and a half
hyperplane H, we say (V, H) satisfies (Λ0, ε)-Hypothesis if the following conditions hold.

(a) V is (Λ0, µ)-stationary with µ < ε and g(0) = δ.
(b) Θ(V, 0) ≥ (1− cos θ(0)) and ∥V θ∥(B1(0)) <

3
4 (1− cos θ(0))ωn,

(c) H can be written as H = Hθ′ with |θ′ − θ(0)| < ε.
(d) The half hyperplane H satisfies E2(V, H) < ε.

We now present the main regularity theorem under Hypothesis 4.4.

Theorem 4.5. There exists a constant ε = ε(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1) such that if (V, H) satisfies (Λ0, ε)-
Hypothesis, then spt∥V ∥ ∩B 1

32
= Σ where Σ is a C1,γ-hypersurface with boundary in B 1

32
such

that ∂Σ ∩ B 1
32

⊂ ∂Hn+1 and ∡g(Σ, U) = θ along ∂Σ where U is the connected component of
B 1

32
∩ ∂Hn+1\Σ positioned below the ∂Σ.

Remark 4.6. It is noteworthy that ∂Σ can be written as a graph of a function defined on a
region in {x1 = x2 = 0} and it makes sense to talk about the region situated below ∂Σ. See the
proof of Theorem 4.5 in Chapter 6.

Lemma 4.7. Let τ ∈ (0, 18 ). For any δ > 0, there exist constants ε = ε(n, τ, δ,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1)
and β = β(n) ∈ (0, 1) such that if (V, H) satisfies (Λ0, ε)-Hypothesis, then we can find u ∈
C1,β(B 15

16
(0) ∩H\

{
r < τ

2

}
, H⊥) such that

V ⌊(B 7
8
(0)\ {r < τ}) ⊂ graphu, with ∥u∥C1,β(B 15

16
(0)∩H\{r< τ

2 },H⊥) ≤ δ,

and
W ⌊(B 7

8
(0)\ {r < τ}) = |B 7

8
∩ {r < τ} ∩ {x1 < 0} |.

Proof. Suppose we have a sequence of VPCA-quadruples {Vi}, half planes Hi, and εi → 0+

such that (Vi, Hi) satisfies (Λ0, εi)-hypothesis.
By Theorem 3.23, up to a subsequence, we suppose Vi → V = (V,W, θ, δ) with Vθ being a

stationary varifold in free boundary sense. Note that θ is a constant in [π2 + Λ0, π − Λ0]. We
also have |Hi −H| → 0 as i→ +∞ where H = Hθ.

By (d) in Hypothesis 4.4, monotonicity formulas (cf. Corollary 3.16, Corollary A.7), alongside
the lower bounds of density (cf. Lemma 3.24), we obtain

(4.3) sup
X∈sptVi∩B 31

32
(0)

dist(X, spt∥C∥ ∩B 31
32
(0)) → 0 as i→ +∞.
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This implies spt∥V θ∥ ⊂ spt∥C∥.
By the constancy theorem, we have V θ = a1 |H|+a2

∣∣H0
∣∣ where a1 is an non-negative integer

by Compactness Theorem A.12. Recall that H0 is defined as {x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0}. With V θ being
stationary in free boundary sense, it follows that a2 = −a1 cos θ. The lower semi-continuity of
mass informs us that ∥V θ∥(B1(0)) ≤ 3

4 (1 − cos θ), implying a1 ≤ 1. On the other hand, the
upper-semi continuity of density (Theorem 3.23) gives us Θ(∥V θ∥, 0) ≥ 1

2 (1 − cos θ), leading
a1 = 1, and a2 = − cos θ.

By (4.3), we can decompose Vi⌊(B 31
32
\
{
r < τ

4

}
) = Vi,1 + Vi,2 where

Vi,1 = Vi⌊(N(H) ∩B 31
32

∩ {r < τ

4
})

Vi,2 = Vi⌊(N(H0) ∩B 31
32

∩ {r < τ

4
})

Hence, Vi,1 is a µi-stationary integral rectifiable varifold with Vi,1 → |H ∩B 31
32
\{r < τ

4}| and
ˆ
N(H)

dist2(X,H)d∥Vi,1∥(X) → 0 as i→ +∞.

Applying Theorem A.14 with δ = 1
2 , γ = 1

2 allows us to assert

Vi,1⌊(B 7
8
(0)\{r < τ}) ⊂ graphui

for a sequence of functions ui ∈ C1,β(B 15
16
(0) ∩H\{r < τ

2}, H
⊥) with

∥ui∥C1,β(B 15
16

(0)∩H\{r< τ
2 },H⊥) → 0 as i→ +∞.

for some β = β(n) ∈ (0, 1).
Now, we have to demonstrate that Vi,2⌊(B 7

8
\{r < τ}) = 0 for i large enough.

We claim that

Θ(Vi, X) < 1− cos(θi(X))

for any X ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B 15
16
(0)\{r < τ

2} for i sufficiently large. Otherwise, up to a subsequence,
we can find a sequence of Xi ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩B 15

16
(0)\{r < τ

2} such that Θ(Vi, Xi) ≥ 1− cos θi(Xi).
Again, up to a subsequence, we may assume Xi → X0 ∈ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B 31

32
(0)\{r < τ

4}. Then the
upper semi-continuity of density implies 2a2 ≥ 1 − cos θ, which contradicts with the fact that
a2 = − cos θ. Thus, our claim stands.

With Theorem 4.1, Vi,2 is a µi-stationary varifold in free boundary sense in B 31
32
\{r < τ

4},
and Wi⌊(B 15

16
\{r < τ

2}) = k′|∂Hn+1 ∩ B 15
16
\{r < τ

2}| for some k′ = 0 or 1. By the compactness
of integral varifold in free boundary sense, we find Vi,2 → k|∂Hn+1 ∩ B 15

16
\
{
r < τ

2

}
| for some

non-negative integer k. If k ≥ 1, it would, by the definition of V θ and the upper semi-continuity
of density, suggest a2 ≥ 1, which contradicts our earlier finding that a2 = − cos θ. Hence,
the only possibility is k = 0. This conclusion also implies k′ = 1. Again, by a contradiction
argument together with a monotonicity formula, we can get Vi,2⌊(B 7

8
\{r < τ}) = 0 for i large

enough.
This concludes the proof. □

For each κ, ρ ∈ (0, 1], ζ ∈ Rn−1, we define the torus Tρ,κ(ζ) by

Tρ,κ(ζ) :=

{
(x, y) ∈ (R+ × R)× Rn−1 : (|x| − ρ)2 + |y − ζ|2 ≤ κ2ρ2

64

}
.
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Lemma 4.8. Let α ∈ (0, 1) be a constant. There exist constants δ = δ(n,Λ0, α) ∈ (0, 1),
ε = ε(n,Λ0, α) ∈ (0, 1), and β = β(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1) such that following holds. Assume (V, H)
satisfies (Λ0, ε)-Hypothesis. Then for any (ξ, η) ∈ spt∥C∥ ∩B 7

8
(0) ∩

{
r < 1

16

}
, if

(4.4)
1

|ξ|n+2

ˆ
T|ξ|,1(η)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + µ(V)|ξ| < δ,

then there exist a function u|ξ|,η ∈ C1,β(T|ξ|, 34 (η) ∩H,H
⊥) with

(4.5) spt∥V ∥⌊(T|ξ|, 12 (η)) ⊂ graphu|ξ|,η ⊂ spt∥V ∥

and

(4.6)
1

|ξ|
sup

H∩T|ξ|, 1
2
(η)

∣∣∣u|ξ|,η∣∣∣+ sup
H∩T|ξ|, 1

2

∣∣∣Du|ξ|,η∣∣∣ ≤ α

2
.

Proof. Considering (4.4) alongside lower density bounds (3.18), we find the Hausdorff distance
between spt∥V θ∥∩T|ξ|, 78 and spt∥C∥∩T|ξ|, 78 can be arbitrary small when we choose δ = (n,Λ0)

small enough. Consequently, we decompose V ⌊(T|ξ|, 78 ) = V1 + V2 where

V1 = V ⌊(T|ξ|, 78 ∩N(H))

V2 = V ⌊(T|ξ|, 78 ∩N(H0))

with V1 being µ-stationary in T|ξ|, 78 ∩N(H).
By the monotonicity formula (3.14) and employing the covering argument, we can find

(4.7) ∥V θ∥({r < τ} ∩B 15
16
(0)) ≤ Cτ,

for some constant C = C(n,Λ0).
For each X0 = (ξ, η) ∈ H ∩ B 13

16
(0) ∩

{
r < 1

16

}
, we can choose τ and ε small enough, use

monotonicity formula (3.10) with ( |ξ|4 ,
1
16 ) in place of (σ, ρ), we have

4n

ωn|ξ|n
∥V θ∥(B |ξ|

4
(X0)) ≤ (1 + Cµ)

∥V θ∥(B 1
16
(X0)) + ∥V θ∥(B 1

16
)(X̃0)

ωn
(

1
16

)n + Cµ

for µ = µ(n) small enough and a constant C = C(n). Note that for any δ′ > 0, we can make
sure

∥V θ∥(B 1
16
(X0)) + ∥V θ∥(B 1

16
)(X̃0)

ωn
(

1
16

)n
is smaller than 1− cos(π−Λ0)+ δ

′ provided that ε and τ are chosen to be small enough in view
of Lemma 4.7 and (4.7). This suggests that

(4.8)
4n

ωn|ξ|n
∥V1∥(B |ξ|

4
(X0))

4n

ωn|ξ|n
= ∥V θ∥(B |ξ|

4
(X0)) ≤ 1− cos

(
π − Λ0

2

)
by choosing ε = ε(n,Λ0) small enough.

Now, we apply Theorem A.14 by choosing ε = ε(n,Λ0) to ensure the existence of u|ξ|,η ∈
C1,β(T|ξ|, 34 (η) ∩H,H

⊥) satisfying (4.5) and (4.6) for some β = β(n,Λ0).
We need to demonstrate that V2⌊(T|ξ|, 78 ) = 0. Following a similar argument to (4.8), we

establish

(4.9)
1

ωnρn
∥V θ∥(Bρ(X0)) ≤

1

2

(
1− cos

(
π − Λ0

2

))
,

for any X0 ∈
{
x1 = 0, 0 < x2 <

1
16

}
∩B 13

16
and ρ ∈ (0, 1

16 ) if we choose ε small enough.
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We proceed with a contradiction argument. Suppose we can find a sequence of δi, εi → 0+, Vi,
and Hi for which (Vi, Hi) satisfies (Λ0, εi)-hypothesis and ξi, ηi ∈ spt∥C∥∩B 7

8
(0)∩{r < τ} such

that (4.4) holds with ξi in place of ξ, ηi in place of η, δi in place of δ. Additionally, spt∥Vi,2∥ ∩
T|ξi|, 78 ̸= ∅, where Vi,2 := Vi⌊(T|ξ|, 78 ∩ N(H0)). Now, we consider V ′

i = (V ′
i ,W

′
i , θ

′
i, g

′
i) :=

V
(−|ξi|,0,ηi),

|ξi|
8

. We note that (4.9) implies

1

ωn
∥(V ′

i )
θ′i∥(B1) ≤

1

2

(
1− cos

(
π − Λ0

3

))
.

for i large enough. Hence, up to a subsequence, we may assume V ′
i → V ′ for some V ′ =

(V ′,W ′, θ′, δ) with

∥(V ′)θ
′
∥(B1) ≤

1

2

(
1− cos

(
π − Λ0

3

))
.

Condition (4.4) implies spt∥(V ′)θ
′∥ ⊂ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B1 and hence (V ′)θ

′
= a|∂Hn+1 ∩ B1| for some

0 ≤ a ≤ 1
2

(
1− cos

(
π − Λ0

3

))
by constancy theorem. Again, by Theorem 3.23, we know the

only possibility values for a are 0 or − cos θ′.
By the upper semi-continuity of density (3.15), and Theorem 4.1, we see that V ′

i is a µ′
i-

stationary varifold in free boundary sense in B1(0). Applying Theorem 3.23 once more with
(V ′
i , 0,

π
2 , g

′
i) in place of Vi and considering (V ′

i )
θ′i → a|∂Hn+1 ∩ B1| for a < 1, we have V ′

i → 0.
This convergence gives that spt∥V ′

i ∥ ∩ B 15
16

= 0 for i large enough. This contradicts with the
fact spt∥Vi,2∥ ∩ T|ξi|, 78 ̸= ∅ and definition of V ′

i . □

Lemma 4.9. Suppose τ ∈ (0, 1
80 ) and α ∈ (0, 1), there exists ε = ε(n, τ, α,Λ0) ∈ (0, µ0),

β = β(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1) such that, if (V, H) satisfies (Λ0, ε)-Hypothesis, then we can find two open
subsets UV ⊂ B1(0)∩H,UW ∈ B1(0)∩∂Hn+1∩{x1 < 0} and a C1,β function u ∈ C1,β(UV , H

⊥)
with the following properties,

(a) B 7
8
∩ {r(X) > τ} ∩H ⊂ UV , B 7

8
∩ {r(X) > τ} ∩ ∂Hn+1 ∩ {x1 < 0} ⊂ UW .

(b) spt∥V ∥⌊(B 7
8
∩ {r > τ}) ⊂ graphu ⊂ spt∥V ∥, spt∥W∥ ∩B 7

8
∩ {r > τ} ⊂ UW .

(c) supUV

|u|2
r2 + supUV

|Du|2 ≤ α2.
(d)
´
spt∥W∥\UW

r2(X)d∥W∥+
´
B 7

8
(0)\graphu r

2(X)d∥V ∥(X)+
´
UV ∩B 7

8
(0)
r2 |Du|2 dHn(X) ≤

CE2(V, H) where C = C(n, α,Λ0).

Proof. Our proof is largely following from [Sim93, Lemma 2.6].
Let UV be the union of all T|ξ|, 12 (η) ∩ H over all (ξ, η) ∈ H ∩ B 7

8
(0), where there exists

u|ξ|,η ∈ C1,β(T|ξ|, 34 (η), H
⊥) with

spt∥V ∥⌊(T|ξ|, 12 (η)) ⊂ graphu|ξ|,η ⊂ spt∥V ∥

and
1

|ξ|
sup

H∩T|ξ|, 1
2
(η)

∣∣∣u|ξ|,η∣∣∣+ sup
H∩T|ξ|, 1

2

∣∣∣Du|ξ|,η∣∣∣ ≤ α

2
,

where β is a constant for which Lemma 4.8 is applicable.
By the unique continuation of solutions to elliptic operators, we can define u ∈ C1,β(UV , H

⊥)
by

u⌊(T|ξ|, 12 ∩H) = u|ξ|,η⌊(T|ξ|, 12 ∩H).

Now, according to Theorem A.14, we claim that if we choose ε = ε(n, τ, α) small enough,
we have (B 7

8
(0)\ {r(X) < τ}) ⊂ UV and spt∥V ∥⌊(B 7

8
∩ {r > τ}) ⊂ graphu ⊂ spt∥V ∥. This

follows from the compactness theorem, constance theorem, and upper semi-continuity of density
function by a contradiction argument.
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Moreover, for any (ξ, η) ∈ ∂U ∩B 7
8
(0) ∩H, we have that

|ξ|n+2 ≤ C

(ˆ
T|ξ|,1(η)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + µ(V)|ξ|

)
for some C = C(n,Λ0, α) based on Lemma 4.8.

Adopting Simon’s covering argument from [Sim93, Lemma 2.6] we can establish the following
estimate. ˆ

B 7
8
(0)\graphu

r2(X)d∥V ∥(X) +

ˆ
UV ∩B 7

8
(0)

r2 |Du|2 dHn(X) ≤ CE2(V, H),

for some C = C(n, α,Λ0).
For the choice of UW , we choose UW ⊂ B1(0)∩∂Hn+1∩{x2 < 0} such that B 7

8
∩{r > τ} ⊂ UW

and Hn(spt∥W∥ ∩ {x2 < 0} ∩ {r ≤ τ} \UW ) < E2(V, H). Note that by Lemma 4.7, we know
B 7

8
∩ {r > τ} ∩ {x2 < 0} ⊂ spt∥W∥ and hence,

(4.10) Hn(spt∥W∥ ∩ {x2 < 0} \UW ) < E2(V, H).

It is clear that for X ∈ spt∥W∥ ∩ {x2 ≥ 0}, we have

r(X) ≤ Cdist(X, spt∥C∥)

for some constant C = C(Λ0). Together with (4.10), we know
ˆ
spt∥W∥\UW

r2(X)d∥W∥(X) ≤ CE2(V, H).

□

Lemma 4.10. Let r ∈ (0, 13 ). For any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists ε0 = ε0(ε, n, r,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1) such
that if (V, H) satisfies (Λ0, ε0)-hypothesis, then for any X ∈ B 5

8
(0) ∩ ∂Hn+1 with Θ(∥V∥, X) ≥

1− cos θ(X), (VX,r, LgX(H)) satisfies (Λ0, ε)-Hypothesis.

Proof. To prove the lemma, we examine the four conditions outlined in Hypothesis 4.4. The
first one is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.21.

The approach for the second condition is similar to the proof for (4.8).
Regarding the third criterion, we denote H = Hθ′ for some θ′1 ∈ (0, π), and in line with

Remark 3.3, express LgX(H) = Hθ′2 . Proposition 3.2 tells us |LgX(H) − H| < Cµ(V) ≤ Cε0,
leading to |θ′1 − θ′2| ≤ Cε0. By the definition of (Λ0, µ)-stationary, we deduce |θ(X)− θ(0)| ≤ ε0
and |θ′1 − θ(0)| ≤ ε0. Consequently, |θ′2 − θ(X)| ≤ Cε0 < ε, assuming ε0 is adequately small.

For the last condition, we write V ′ = (V ′,W ′, θ′, g′) and demonstrate that
ˆ
B1(0)

dist2(Y, spt∥CH∥)d∥(V ′)θ
′
∥(Y ) ≤ ε,

by choosing ε0 small enough.
This is equivalent toˆ

(Πg
X,ρ)

−1(B1(0))

dist2(ΠgX,ρ(Y ), spt∥CH∥)|JSΠgX,ρ|d∥V
θ∥(Y ) ≤ ε,

where JSΠ
g
X,ρ denotes the Jacobian of the map ΠgX,ρ restricted to the S-plane.
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We observe that

dist(ΠgX,ρ(Y ), spt∥CH∥) ≤ dist(ηX,ρ(Y ), spt∥CH∥) + dist((LgX − Id) ◦ ηX,ρ(Y ), spt∥CH∥),

≤ 1

ρ
dist(Y, spt∥CH∥) + 1

ρ
r(X) + C

µ

ρ
,

|JSΠgX,ρ| ≤
1 + Cµ

ρn
.

Consequently, we establishˆ
(Πg

X,ρ)
−1(B1(0))

dist2(ΠgX,ρ(Y ), spt∥CH∥)|JSΠgX,ρ|d∥V
θ∥(Y )

≤ 1

ρn+2

ˆ
B1(0)

(
dist2(Y, spt∥CH∥) + r2(X)

)
d∥V θ∥(Y ) +

Cµ

ρn+2
.

It can be sufficiently small provided ε0 is chosen to be small enough and ensure r2(X) is
also small enough based on Lemma 4.9. Lastly, we can conclude the proof by considering
|LgX(H)−H| ≤ Cµ. □

Theorem 4.11 (L2-estimate). For any τ ∈ (0, 18 ), ω ∈ (0, 1), there exist constants ε0 =

ε0(n, τ,Λ0) ∈ (0, 12 ) and β = β(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1) such that if (V, H) satisfies (Λ0, ε0)-hypothesis.
Then, the following conclusions hold,

(a) V ⌊(B 13
16
\{r < τ}) =

∣∣∣graphu ∩B 13
16
\ {r < τ}

∣∣∣ where u ∈ C1,β(B 13
16

∩H\{r < τ
2}, H

⊥),
and dist(X + u(X), spt∥C∥) = |u(X)| for X ∈ B 13

16
∩H\{r < τ}.

(b) W ⌊(B 13
16
\ {r < τ}) = |B 13

16
∩ {x1 < −τ} ∩ ∂Hn+1|.

(c)
´
B 3

4

|X⊥S |2
|X|n+2 dV (X,S) ≤ CE2(V, H).

(d)
∑n+1
j=3

´
B 3

4

|e⊥S
j |2dV (X,S) ≤ CE2(V, H).

(e)
´
B 3

4

dist2(X,spt∥C∥)
|X|n+2−ω d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ C1E2(V, H).

Here, C = C(n,Λ0) and C1 = C1(n,Λ0, ω).

Proof. The first two conclusions are the consequences of Lemma 4.9.
The subsequent analyses rely on the application of the monotonicity formula. At first, we

claim we can estimate ∥V θ∥(Bρ) by

(4.11) ∥V θ∥(Bρ) ≤
(1 + Cµ)ρ

n

d

dρ
∥V θ∥(Bρ) + Cµρn, for a.e. ρ ∈ (0, 1)

for some C = C(n) provided ε0 small enough.
Given ρ ∈ (0, 1), δ ∈ (0, 1− ρ), let ϕ be a cut-off function defined by

ϕ(t) =


1, if t < ρ,
ρ+δ−t
δ , if ρ ≤ t < ρ+ δ,

0, otherwise.

We choose φ = ϕ(|X|)X in (3.5) and using |Hg|g ≤ µ, |Dθ| ≤ µ, we have

(4.12)
∣∣∣∣ˆ [⟨X,∇g

Sϕ⟩g + ϕdivgSX
]√

detgSdV
θ(X,S)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cµ

ˆ
|ϕ||X|d∥V +W∥.

Note that we have

⟨X,∇g
Sϕ⟩g

√
detgS = X · ϕ′X

⊤S

|X|
√
detgS = −|X⊤S |2

|X|δ
√
detgS ≥ −(1 + Cµ)

|X⊤S |2

|X|δ
,
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for any |X| ∈ (ρ, ρ+δ). Together with
∣∣divgSX√

detgS − divSX
∣∣ ≤ Cµ and (4.12), we can obtain

ˆ
nϕd∥V θ∥ ≤ 1 + Cµ

δ

ˆ
Bρ+δ\Bρ

|X⊤S |2

|X|
dV θ(X,S) + Cµ(∥V ∥(Bρ+δ) + ωn(ρ+ δ)n).

Thus, together ∥V ∥(Bρ) ≤ Cρn by the monotonicity formula, we can take δ → 0+ to get

n∥V θ∥(Bρ) ≤ (1 + Cµ)ρ
d

dρ

ˆ
Bρ

|X⊤S |2

|X|2
dV θ(X,S) + Cµ(∥V ∥(Bρ) + ωnρ

n)

≤ (1 + Cµ)ρ
d

dρ
∥V θ∥(Bρ) + Cµρn.

for a.e. ρ ∈ (0, 1). Therefore, the above claim holds.
Now, we use the monotonicity formula (3.9) with σ → 0+ and together with (4.11), we have

1

ωn

ˆ
Bρ

|X⊥S |2

|X|n+2
dV (X,S) ≤ (1 + Cµ)

1

nωnρn−1

d

dρ
∥V θ∥(Bρ)−

1

2
Θ(V, 0) + Cµ

≤ (1 + Cµ)
1

nωnρn−1

d

dρ
∥V θ∥(Bρ)−Θ(∥C∥, 0) + Cµ.(4.13)

Here, we use the fact 1
2Θ(V, 0) ≥ Θ(∥C∥, 0)− Cµ.

We choose a smooth test function ψ by

(4.14) ψ(t) =

{
1, t < 27

32

0, t > 7
8 .

Multiplying both sides of (4.13) by ψ2(|X|)ρn−1 and integrating, we obtain

n

ˆ 1

0

ψ2(τ)τn−1

ˆ
Bτ (0)

|X⊥S |2

|X|n+2
dV (X,S)dτ

≤
ˆ 1

0

ψ2(τ)(1 + Cµ)
d

dτ
∥V θ∥(Bτ (0))dτ −

ˆ 1

0

nωnρ
n−1ψ2(τ)Θ(∥C∥, 0)dτ + Cµ

=

ˆ
ψ2(|X|)(1 + Cµ)d∥V θ∥(X)−

ˆ
ψ2(|X|)d∥C∥(X) + Cµ

≤
ˆ
ψ2(|X|)d∥V θ∥(X)−

ˆ
ψ2(|X|)d∥C∥(X) + Cµ.

Consequently, we deduce

(4.15) C

ˆ
B 13

16

|X⊥S |2

|X|n+2
dV (X,S) ≤

ˆ
ψ2(|X|)d∥V θ∥(X)−

ˆ
ψ2(|X|)d∥C∥(X) + Cµ.

On the other hand, we set φ = ψ2(|X|)x in (3.7), yielding∣∣∣∣ˆ divSφdV θ(X,S)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cµ.

Here, the vector field x = x1e1 + x2e2 at point X = (x, y) = (x1, x2, y).
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Upon a simple calculation, we have

divS(x) = 1 +

n−1∑
j=1

|e⊥S
2+j |

2,

∣∣x⊥S ·Dyψ
2
∣∣ ≤ 2ψ|Dyψ||x⊥S |

n+1∑
j=3

|e⊥S
j |2

 1
2

.

Therefore, it follows that
ˆ
ψ2

1 +

n+1∑
j=3

|e⊥S
j |2

 dV θ(X,S) ≤ −
ˆ
Dψ2 · x⊤SdV θ(X,S) + Cµ

= −
ˆ
Dxψ · x⊤SdV θ(X,S) +

ˆ
Dyψ

2 · x⊥SdV θ(X,S) + Cµ

≤ − 2

ˆ
ψψ′ |x⊤S |2

|X|
dV θ(X,S) + 2

ˆ
ψψ′|x⊥S |

n+1∑
j=3

|e⊥S
j |2

 dV θ(X,S) + Cµ.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality results in
ˆ
ψ2

1 +
1

2

n+1∑
j=3

|e⊥S
j |2

 dV θ(X,S)

≤ − 2

ˆ
ψψ′ |x⊤S |2

|X|
dV θ(X,S) + 2

ˆ
(ψ′)2|x⊥S |2dV θ(X,S) + Cµ

≤ C

ˆ
B1\B 13

16

(ψ2 + (ψ′)2)|x⊥S |2dV (X,S)− 2

ˆ
ψψ′ |x|2

|X|
dV θ(X,S) + Cµ.

Here, we have used ψ′ = 0 when |X| < 13
16 .

Considering (a) from Theorem 4.11, it’s evident that

|x⊥S |2 ≤ |u(x′, y)|2 + |x′|2 |Du(x′, y)|

for a point (x, y) on the graph of u, with S being the tangent plane at (x, y), and (x′, y) being
the projection onto the half-plane H. Therefore,

ˆ
ψ2

1 +
1

2

n+1∑
j=3

|e⊥S
j |2

 dV θ(X,S)

≤ C

ˆ
U∩B 7

8

(|u|2 + r2 |Du|2)dHn + C

ˆ
B 7

8
\graphu

r2d∥V ∥(X)− 2

ˆ
graphu

ψψ′ r
2

|X|
d∥V ∥(X)

− C

ˆ
spt∥W∥\UW

r2 cos θd∥W∥ − 2

ˆ
UW

ψψ′ r
2

|X|
cos θd∥W∥+ Cµ.

On graphu, we can rewrite the integral asˆ
graphu

ψψ′ r
2

|X|
d∥V ∥(X)

=

ˆ
UV

ψ(|X|+ u2(X))ψ′(|X|2 + u2(X))
r2(X + u(X))

|X + u(X)|
√
1 + |Du|2dHn(X)
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leading to∣∣∣∣ˆ
graphu

ψψ′ r
2

|X|
d∥V ∥(X)−

ˆ
UV

ψψ′ r
2

|X|
dHn(X)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

ˆ
UV

(u2 + r2|Du|2)dHn.

for some C = C(n). Note that,ˆ
B1

ψ2d∥C∥(X) = −2

ˆ
B1

r2

|X|
ψψ′d∥C∥(X),

and considering −ψψ′ r2
|X| ≥ 0 for any X ̸= 0, we derive

1

2

ˆ
B 27

32

n+1∑
j=3

|e⊥S
j |2dV (X,S) +

ˆ
B1

ψ2d∥V θ∥(X)−
ˆ
B1

ψ2d∥C∥(X)

≤ C

ˆ
U∩B 7

8

(|u|2 + r2 |Du|2)dHn + C

ˆ
B 7

8
\graphu

r2d∥V ∥(X)

+

ˆ
B 7

8
\UW

r2d∥W∥(X) + Cµ.

Along with (4.15) and Lemma 4.9, we establish

(4.16)
ˆ
B 13

16

n+1∑
j=3

|e⊥S
j |2dV (X,S) +

ˆ
B 13

16
(0)

|X⊥S |2

|X|n+2
dV (X,S) ≤ CE2(V, H).

At last, we choose φ(X) = ζ2|X|−n+ωdist2(X, spt∥C∥) X
|X|2 in 3.7 where ζ is the cut off

function with ζ = 1 on B 3
4
(0) and ζ = 0 outside of B 13

16
(0). (Despite ϕ not being a C1 vector

field, such ϕ can still be utilized through an approximate argument.)
Consequently, we arrive atˆ

B 3
4

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)
|X|n+2−ω d∥V ∥(X)

≤ C

(ˆ
B1

ζ2
|X⊥S |2

|X|n+2−ω dV (X,S) +

ˆ
|DSζ|2dist2(X, spt∥C∥)

|X|n−ω
d∥V ∥(X) + µ(V)

)
.(4.17)

Given that DSζ is supported in B 13
16
\B 3

4
, along with (4.16), it follows that

ˆ
B 3

4
(0)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)
|X|n+2−ω d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ CE2(V, H).

□

Corollary 4.12. For any ρ ∈ (0, 14 ] and ω ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant ε = ε(n, ρ,Λ0) such
that if (V, H) satisfies (Λ0, ε)-Hypothesis, then for each Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩ B 5

8
∩ ∂Hn+1

with Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1− cos θ(Z), we have

(4.18) |ζ|2 ≤ CE2(V, H),

for some C = C(n,Λ0), and
(4.19)ˆ

B ρ
2
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)
|X − Z|n+2−ω d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ C

ρn+2−ω

ˆ
Bρ(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + Cµρω,
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for some C = C(n,Λ0, ω). Here, the cone CZ defined as

CZ := (τ−Z)#(C).

Proof. We begin with a straightforward geometric observation. For any point Z = (0, ζ, η) with
|ζ| ≤ ρ

8 , if a point X ∈ Hn+1 is such that r(X) ≥ ρ
2 and dist(X,H) ≤ ρ

8 , then

dist(X, spt∥CH∥) = dist(X,H), dist(X, ∥(τ−Z)#CH∥) = dist(X, (τ−Z)#H).

Therefore, we have

(4.20) dist(X, spt∥CH∥) + dist(X, ∥(τ−Z)#CH∥) ≥ |H⊥(Z)|.

If we choose τ = ρ
8 in Theorem 4.11 and choose ε = ε(n, ρ,Λ0) small enough, alongside

with Theorem A.14, for any Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩ B 5
8
∩ {Θ(V, X) ≥ 1− cos θ(Z)}, we have

r(Z) ≤ ρ
8 . For any X ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩Bρ(Z)\

{
r < ρ

2

}
, we get dist(X,H) ≤ ρ

8 .
From (4.20), noting that |H⊥(Z)| ≥ C|ζ| for some C = C(Λ0), by choosing ε0 = ε0(n, ρ,Λ0)

to be sufficiently small, we deduce

dist(X, spt∥CH∥) + dist(X, ∥(τ−Z)#CH∥) ≥ C|ζ|,

for any X ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩Bρ(Z)\
{
r < ρ

2

}
for some constant C = C(Λ0).

Note that ∥V ∥(Bρ(Z)\
{
r < ρ

2

}
) ≥ Cρn as |ζ| ≤ ρ

8 , we find that
(4.21)

|ζ|2 ≤ C

ρn

(ˆ
Bρ(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CH∥)d∥V ∥(X) +

ˆ
Bρ(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥(τ−Z)#CH∥)d∥V ∥(X)

)
,

for some C = C(Λ0).
Using Lemma 4.10 and choosing ε = ε(n,Λ0) small enough allows us to apply Theorem 4.11

with (VZ, 13 , L
g
X(H)) in place of (V, H), which leads to

1

(4ρ)n+2−ω

ˆ
B4ρ(0)

dist2(X, spt∥CLg
Z(H)∥)d∥(Π

g

Z, 13
)#V

θ∥(X)

≤ C

(ˆ
B1(0)

dist2(X, spt∥CLg
Z(H)∥)d∥(Π

g

Z, 13
)#V

θ∥(X) + µ(V)

)

≤ C

ˆ
B 1

3
(1+Cµ)

(Z)

dist2(Πg
Z, 13

(X), spt∥(LgZ)#CH∥)|JSΠgZ, 13 |d∥V
θ∥(X) + µ(V)


≤ C

(ˆ
B1(0)

(1 + Cµ)dist2(ηZ, 13 (X), spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + µ(V)

)

≤ C

(ˆ
B1(0)

dist2(X − Z, spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + µ(V)

)

≤ C

ˆ
B1(0)

dist2(X, spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + Cµ(V) + C|ζ|2,(4.22)

for some C = C(n,Λ0, ω), where we have used (3.1) and (3.2) here.
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On the other hand, using a similar computation, if we choose ε = ε(n,Λ0) small enough, we
can obtain ˆ

B4ρ(0)

dist2(X, spt∥CLg
Z(H)∥)d∥(Π

g

Z, 13
)#V

θ∥(X)

≥ (1− Cµ)

ˆ
B 4

3
ρ(1−Cµ)

(Z)

dist2(X − Z, spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X)

≥ (1− Cµ)

ˆ
B 4

3
ρ(1−Cµ)

(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥(τ−Z)#CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X)

≥ 1

2

ˆ
Bρ(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥(τ−Z)#CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X).(4.23)

Together with (4.21), there exists ε = ε(n, ρ,Λ0) small enough such that

|ζ|2 ≤ C

ρn

[ˆ
B1(0)

dist2(X, spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X)

+ρn+2−ω
ˆ
B1(0)

dist2(X, spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + ρn+2−ωµ(V) + ρn+2−ω|ζ|2
]

(1− Cρ2−ω)|ζ|2 ≤ C

ρn

ˆ
B1(0)

dist2(X, spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + Cρn+2−ωµ(V)

(4.24)

for some C = C(n,Λ0, ω). Notably, the constant C does not depend on ρ. Therefore, by
choosing ω = 1

2 and a sufficiently small ρ0 = ρ0(n,Λ0), the coefficient (1−Cρ
3
2
0 ) of |ζ|2 becomes

greater than 1
2 . For such fixed ρ0, we choose ε small enough such that (4.24) holds with ρ = ρ0.

This leads to |ζ|2 ≤ CE2(V, H) for some C = C(n,Λ0).
Based on Lemma 4.10 again, given ρ ∈ (0, 5

24 ], by choosing ε = ε(n, ρ,Λ0) small enough, we
can apply Theorem 4.11 with (VZ,ρ, LgZ(H)) in place of (V, H) to get,

ˆ
B 3

4

dist2(X, spt∥CLg
Z(H)∥)

|X|n+2−ω d∥(ΠgZ,ρ)#V
θ∥(X)

≤ C

(ˆ
B1

dist2(X, spt∥CLg
Z(H)∥)d∥(Π

g
Z,ρ)#V

θ∥+ µ(V)
)

(4.25)

Following a similar argument to that used in deriving (4.22) and (4.23), it can be shown that
ˆ
B1

dist2(X, spt∥CLg
Z(H)∥)d∥(Π

g
Z,ρ)#V

θ∥(X)

≤
ˆ
B(1+Cµ)ρ(Z)

1 + Cµ

ρn+2
dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)d∥V θ∥(X),

ˆ
B 3

4

dist2(X, spt∥CLg
Z(H)∥)

|X|n+2−ω d∥(ΠgZ,ρ)#V
θ∥(X)

≥
ˆ
B 3

4
(1−Cµ)ρ

(Z)

1− Cµ

ρω
dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)
|X − Z|n+2−ω d∥V θ∥(X).
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Therefore, by choosing ε = ε(n,Λ0, ρ) small enough, we establish

ˆ
B 3

5
ρ
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)
|X − Z|n+2−ω d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ C

ρn+2−ω

ˆ
B 6

5
ρ
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + Cµρω,

for any ρ ∈ (0, 5
24 ] and some C = C(n,Λ0, ω). Hence, (4.19) holds for any ρ ∈ (0, 14 ]. □

Lemma 4.13. Given δ ∈ (0, 1
16 ). Suppose (V, H) satisfies (Λ0, ε)-Hypothesis for some ε =

ε(n, δ,Λ0) small enough. Then,

(a) Bδ(0, y) ∩ {Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1− cos θ(Z)} ∩ ∂Hn+1 ̸= ∅ for each (0, y) ∈ {0} ×Bn−1
1
2

(0).

(b) For ω ∈ (0, 1) and σ ∈ [δ, 1
16 ), we have

(4.26)
ˆ
B 1

2
(0)∩{r<σ}

dist2(X, spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ Cσ1−ωE2(V, H),

where C = C(n,Λ0, ω).

Proof. Assuming the first statement is incorrect, then there exists δ ∈ (0, 1
16 ) and a sequence

of (Vk, Hk) = ((Vk,Wk, θk, gk), Hk) satisfying (Λ0, εk)-hypothesis for some εk → 0+, Vk → V =
(V,W, θ, δ), Hk → H and (0, yi) → (0, y) ∈ {0} ×Bn−1

2
3

(0) such that

Bδ(0, yi) ∩ {Θ(Vi, Z) ≥ 1− cos θi(Z)} ∩ ∂Hn+1 = ∅.

Based on Theorem 4.1, V is a stationary integral varifold in B δ
2
(0, y) in free boundary sense.

The constancy theorem implies spt∥V ∥ ⊂ H, which leads H to be orthogonal to ∂Hn+1. This
contradicts with H = Hθ for θ ∈ [π2 + Λ0, π − Λ0].

For the second statement, we choose Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ B 5
8
∩spt∥V ∥ with Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1−cos θ(Z).

By Corollary 4.12, if we choose ε = ε(n,Λ0) small enough, we deduce

ˆ
B 1

8
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)
|X − Z|n+2−ω d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ C

ˆ
B 1

4
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + Cµ(V).

Using the inequality 1
|X−Z|2 ≥ 64 for X ∈ B 1

8
(Z), triangle inequality 1

2dist
2(X, spt∥C∥) −

|ζ|2 ≤ dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥) ≤ 2dist2(X, spt∥C∥) + 2|ζ|2, we establish

1

2

ˆ
B 1

8
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)
|X − Z|n−ω

d∥V θ∥(X)− |ζ|2
ˆ
B 1

8
(Z)

d∥V θ∥(X)

≤
ˆ
B 1

8
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)
|X − Z|n−ω

d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ 1

64

ˆ
B 1

8
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)
|X − Z|n+2−ω d∥V θ∥

≤ C

ˆ
B 1

4
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥CZ∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + Cµ(V)

≤ C

ˆ
B 1

4
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + C|ζ|2
ˆ
B 1

4
(Z)

d∥V θ∥(X) + Cµ(V).
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This implies
ˆ
B 1

8
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)
|X − Z|n−ω

d∥V θ∥(X)

≤ C

ˆ
B 1

4
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + C|ζ|2∥V θ∥(B 1
4
(Z)) + Cµ(V)

≤ C

ˆ
B1

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + Cµ(V).(4.27)

in view of (4.18).
For any σ ∈ [δ, 1

16 ), and (0, y) ∈ B 1
2
, by choosing ε = ε(n, δ,Λ0) small enough, based on

the first part of this lemma, we find that Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ Bδ(0, y) ⊂ Bσ(0, y) with Θ(V, Z) ≥
1− cos θ(Z). Employing (4.27), we obtain,

1

σn−ω

ˆ
Bσ(0,y)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ C

(2σ)n−ω

ˆ
B2σ(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X)

≤ C

ˆ
B 1

8
(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)
|X − Z|n−ω

d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ C

ˆ
B1

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + Cµ(V).

Now,using at most C = C(n)σn−1 balls B2σ(0, y) with (0, y) ∈ B 1
2

to cover B 1
2
∩ {r < σ},

we get

σn−1

σn−ω

ˆ
B 1

2
∩{r<σ}

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ C

ˆ
B1

dist2(X, spt∥C∥)d∥V θ∥(X) + Cµ(V),

which gives us (4.26). □

5. Properties of Blow-ups

We fix a constant Λ0 ∈ (0, 1), and consider a sequence of VPCA-quadruples {Vk = (Vk,Wk, θk, gk)},
a sequence of half hyperplanes {Hk}, together with a positive sequence {εk} with limk→+∞ εk =
0. We assume (Vk, Hk) satisfies (Λ0, εk)-hypothesis for each k ≥ 1. We write Ck = CHk

. Based
on Theorem 3.23, we assume Vk → V = (V,W, θ, δ) and Hk → H as k → +∞.

We denote
Ek := E(Vk, Hk).

We choose {δk} , {τk} be two sequences of positive decreasing numbers converging to 0. Based
on the L2 estimate theorem (Theorem 4.11) and Lemma 4.13, we obtain that,

(a) (Theorem 4.11) Vk⌊(B 13
16
\{r < τk}) =

∣∣∣graphuk ∩B 13
16
\{r < τk}

∣∣∣ where uk ∈ C1,β(B 13
16
∩

Hk\{r < τk
2 }, H⊥

k ) for some β = β(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1) and satisfies dist(X+uk(X), spt∥C∥) =
|uk(X)| for X ∈ B 13

16
∩Hk\{r < τk

2 }. Wk⌊(B 13
16
\{r < τk}) = |B 13

16
∩{x2 < −τ}∩∂Hn+1|.

(b) (Corollary 4.12) For each Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ spt∥V θkk ∥ ∩B 5
8

with Θ(Vk, Z) ≥ 1− cos θk(Z),
we have

(5.1) |ζ| ≤ CEk.

(c) (Lemma 4.13) For each (0, y) ∈ {0} × Rn−1 ∩B 1
2
, we have

(5.2) Bδk(0, y) ∩ {Θ(Vk, Z) ≥ 1− cos θk(Z)} ∩ ∂Hn+1 ̸= ∅.
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and

(5.3)
ˆ
B 1

2
∩{r<σ}

dist2(X, spt∥Ck∥)d∥V θkk ∥(X) ≤ C
√
σE2

k ,

for any σ ∈ (δk,
1
16 ] where the constant C is independent of σ.

(d) (Corollary 4.12) For each ω ∈ (0, 1), ρ ∈ (0, 14 ), and Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ spt∥V θkk ∥ ∩B 5
8

such
that Θ(Vk, Z) ≥ 1− cos θk(Z), we have

ˆ
B ρ

4
(Z)∩Hk\{r<τk}

|uk − ζ sin θk(0)n⃗k|2

|X + uk − Z|n+2−ω dH
n(X)

≤ C

ρn+2−ω

ˆ
Bρ(Z)

dist2(X, spt∥(τ−Z)#Ck∥)d∥V θkk ∥(X) + Cµ(Vk)ρω,(5.4)

for k sufficient large, where C = C(n,Λ0, ω), and n⃗k represents the upward-pointing
unit normal vector of Hk.

Let lk be the real number such that Hk can be written as

Hk = {X + lkr(X)n⃗ : X ∈ H},

where n⃗ is the upward-pointing unit normal vector of H. In other words, we regard Hk as a
graph of function X → lkr(X) over H.

We define ũk by

(5.5) ũk(X) = uk(X + lkr(X)).

Note that ũk is well-defined on B 3
4
∩H\{r < 2τk} for k sufficient large. We set ũk = 0 on

B 3
4
∩H ∩ {r < 2τk}. It follows that

(5.6) ∥ũk∥2C1,β(B 3
4
∩H\{r<τ}) ≤ CE2

k

for any τ ∈ (0, 12 ) and any k with 2τk < τ where C = C(n,Λ0, τ) in view of Theorem A.14.
Therefore, up to a subsequence, we assume

(5.7) E−1
k ũk → v

for some v ∈ C1,β
loc (B 3

4
∩H,H⊥), where the convergence is in C1,β

loc (B 3
4
∩H,H⊥). Since uk solves

the minimal surface equation weakly as a graph over plane Hk under metric gk, and using
gk → δ in C1 sense, Hk → H, and lk → 0, we find v is a harmonic function.

Further, from (5.3), and estimate (5.6), for any σ ∈ (0, 1
16 ), we see thatˆ

B 3
8
∩H∩{r(X)<σ}

|ũk|2 ≤ C
√
σE2

k

for k sufficient large and C = C(n,Λ0). his establishes that ũk → v in L2(B 3
8
∩H,H⊥) as well.

Definition 5.1. We say a sequence {(Vk, Hk)} is a blow-up sequence if (Vk, Hk) satisfies (Λ0, εk)-
hypothesis for some εk → 0+.

Given a blow-up sequence, {(Vk, Hk)}, we say v ∈ C1,β
loc (B 3

8
∩H) ∩ L2(B 3

8
∩H) is a blow-up

if v can be obtained by the limit (5.7) described above.

The following part of this section is devoted to proving that any blow-up v has sufficient
regularity. This part is similar to the argument in [Wic14, Section 12]. But for the sake of
completeness, we give a detailed proof here.
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Proposition 5.2. If v is a blow-up, then v ∈ C0,α(B 3
16

∩H,H⊥) with the following estimate

∥v∥2
C0,α(B 3

16
∩H,H⊥)

≤ C

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X),

where α = α(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1) and C = C(n,Λ0).

Proof. For each Y = (0, y) ∈ B 3
16

, by (5.2), we can find Zk = (0, ζk, ηk) ∈ spt∥Vk∥ ∩ B 3
4

with
Θ(Vk, Zk) ≥ 1 − cos θk(Zk) and Zk → (0, y) as k → +∞. According to (5.1), the ratio ζk

Ek
is

uniformly bounded, allowing us to define

(5.8) κ(y) := lim
k→+∞

ζk
Ek
.

Note that the definition of κ does not rely on the choice of the sequence {Zk}. Indeed, for
any fixed ρ ∈ (0, 18 ] and any τ ∈ (0, 18 ), employ estimate (5.4), we obtain

(5.9)
ˆ
B ρ

4
(Y )∩H

|v − κ(y) sin θn⃗|2

|X − Y |n+2−ω dHn(X) ≤ C

ρn+2−ω

ˆ
Bρ(Y )∩H

|v − κ(y) sin θn⃗|2dHn(X),

where the constant C does not depend on ρ. Should there be another sequence {Zl} resulting
in κ′(y) = liml→+∞

ζl
El

, then (5.9) holds with κ′(y) in place of κ(y). Since the right-hand side of
(5.9) is bounded by a constant which does not rely on the choice of the sequence {Zk} in view
of (5.1), using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

(5.10)
ˆ
B ρ

8
(Y )∩H

(κ(y)− κ′(y))2 sin2 θ

|X − Y |n+2−ω dHn(X) ≤ C.

But the left-hand side of (5.10) is finite if and only if κ(y) = κ′(y). Consequently, κ(y) is
well-defined. We define v(Y ) = κ(y) sin θn⃗ for any Y = (0, y) ∈ B 3

16
.

Now, we claim

(5.11)
1

ρn

ˆ
Bρ(X0)∩H

|v(X)−v(X0)|2dHn(X) ≤ Cρ2α
ˆ
B 3

4
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X), ∀X0 ∈ B 1
4
∩H,

for some α ∈ (0, 1). We set ω = 1
2 in (5.9) and then

(5.12)
1

σn

ˆ
Bσ(Y )∩H

|v(X)− v(Y )|2dHn(X) ≤ C

(
σ

ρ

) 3
2 1

ρn

ˆ
Bρ(Y )∩H

|v(X)− v(Y )|2dHn(X).

for any 0 < σ ≤ ρ
4 ≤ 1

32 .
The key idea is to employ the iteration (5.12) along with the properties of harmonic functions

to prove (5.11).
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Let λ ∈ (0, 1
16 ) be determined later on. Suppose X0 = (ξ, η) and write Y0 = (0, η). If |ξ| ≤ λρ,

then we have

1

(λρ)n

ˆ
Bλρ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

≤ 2n

(λρ+ |ξ|)n

ˆ
Bλρ+|ξ|(Y0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

≤ C

(ρ− |ξ|)n

(
λρ+ |ξ|
ρ− |ξ|

) 3
2
ˆ
Bρ−|ξ|(Y0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

≤ C

ρn

(
2λ

1− λ

) 3
2
ˆ
Bρ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X).

Then, we can choose λ small enough such that

(5.13)
1

(λρ)n

ˆ
Bλρ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X) ≤ 1

4ρn

ˆ
Bρ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X).

In the case |ξ| ≥ λρ, as v is a harmonic function, we deduce

(5.14)
1

(σλρ)n

ˆ
Bσλρ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(X0)|2dHn(X) ≤ Cσ2

(λρ)n

ˆ
Bλρ(X0)∩H

|v − bn⃗|2dHn(X).

for any real number b ∈ R and σ ∈
(
0, 12

)
. We choose j with λj+1 < |ξ| ≤ λj and together with

(5.14) and (5.13), we obtain

1

(σλj+1)n

ˆ
Bσλj+1∩H

|v(X)− v(X0)|2dHn(X)

≤ Cσ2

λn(j+1)

ˆ
Bλj+1 (X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

≤ Cσ2

4jλn

ˆ
Bλ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X),(5.15)

for any σ ∈
(
0, 12

)
, where we have used (5.14) with v(Y0) in place of b and used (5.13) j times.

Applying the triangle inequality and equation (5.15) with σ = 1
4 , we deduce

|v(X0)− v(Y0)|2

=
C

λn(j+1)

ˆ
B 1

4
λj+1(X0)

∩H
|v(X0)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

≤ C

λn(j+1)

ˆ
B 1

4
λj+1(X0)

∩H
|v(X)− v(X0)|2dHn(X) +

C

λn(j+1)

ˆ
Bλj+1(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

≤ C

4jλn

ˆ
Bλ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X).
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Thus, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j, in conjunction with equation (5.13), we conclude
1

λn(i+1)

ˆ
Bλi+1(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(X0)|2dHn(X)

≤ C

λn(i+1)

ˆ
Bλi+1 (X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X) +
C

λn(i+1)

ˆ
Bλi+1 (X0)∩H

|v(X0)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

≤ C

4iλn

ˆ
Bλ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X) +
C

4jλn

ˆ
Bλ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

≤ C

4iλn

ˆ
Bλ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

Notably, this inequality remains valid even for i ≥ j + 1, as we can select σ = λj−i in (5.15).
Consequently, through a standard interpolation technique, we find that

1

ρn

ˆ
Bρ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(X0)|2dHn(X) ≤ Cρ2α
ˆ
Bλ(X0)∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X)

≤ Cρ2α
ˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)− v(Y0)|2dHn(X),

for any ρ ∈ (0, λ).
Now, we focus on estimating v(Y0). To do that, we apply (5.1) with (Vk)0, 13 in place of Vk

in view of Lemma 4.10, leading to

|ζk|2 ≤ C

ˆ
B 1

3

dist2(X, spt∥Ck∥)d∥V θkk ∥(X) + µk

 ,(5.16)

for any Zk = (0, ζk, ηk) ∈ spt∥V θkk ∥ ∩ B 5
24

with Θ(Vk, Zk) ≥ 1 − cos θk(Zk) for k large enough.
For any Y ∈ B 3

16
∩{r = 0}, by choosing {Zk} ⊂ spt∥V θkk ∥∩B 5

24
with Θ(Vk, Zk) ≥ 1−cos θk(Zk)

such that Zk → Y and dividing both sides of inequality (5.16) by E2
k , then taking k goes to

+∞, we obtain

|v(Y )|2 ≤ C

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X),

for any Y = (0, y) ∈ B 3
16

.
In combination with (5.11), it follows that

∥v∥C0,α(B 3
16

∩H,H⊥) ≤ C

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X).

by the standard PDE theory. □

Remark 5.3. It is noteworthy that, according to the definition of blow-ups, it holds thatˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X) ≤ 1.

Proposition 5.4. If v is a blow-up, then v ∈ C2(B 1
8
∩H,H⊥) with the following estimate

∥v∥2
C2(B 1

8
∩H,H⊥)

≤ C

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X)

where C = C(n,Λ0).
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Proof. For the sake of simplicity, we parametrize H using (r, y) ∈ R+ ×Rn−1 and consider v as
a function mapping to real values. Let us consider a test function ψ(r, y) ∈ C2

c (B
n
3
8

(0)∩{r ≥ 0})
satisfying the following conditions,

(5.17)
∂ψ

∂r
≡ 0 near r = 0 and

ˆ
Bn−1

3
8

(0)

ψ(0, y)dy = 0.

We set φ(x, y) = ψ(|x|, y)e2 in (3.7) with Vk in place of V and 0 in place of X0. This leads to

(5.18)
∣∣∣∣ˆ divSφ(X)dV θkk (X,S)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cµk

ˆ
(|φ(X)|+ |X| |DSφ|) dV θkk (X,S) + Cµk.

We fix any arbitrary τ > 0 such that

(5.19)
∂ψ

∂r
≡ 0 when r < τ.

First, we deal with the left-hand side of (5.18). We divide the integral
´
divSφ(X)dV θkk (X,S)

into three parts asˆ
divSφ(X)dV θkk (X,S) = −

ˆ
{r≥τ}

cos θkdivSφ(X)dVk(X,S) +

ˆ
{r≥τ}

divSφ(X)dWk(X,S)

+

ˆ
{r<τ}

divSφ(X)dV θkk (X,S)

=: − Ik + IIk + IIIk.

For the first term, according to Theorem 4.11 (b), for k large enough, we get

Ik =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

cos θkdivSφ(X)dWk(X,S) = −
ˆ
{r≥τ}

cos θk
∂ψ

∂r
(r, y)drdy

= −
ˆ
ψ(0, y)dy −

ˆ
ψ(r, y) sin θk

∂θk
∂r

drdy = −
ˆ
{r≥τ}

ψ(r, y) sin θk
∂θk
∂r

drdy,

by (5.17). By |Dθk| ≤ µk, we obtain

(5.20) |Ik| ≤ Cµk.

Regarding the second term, we write Hk = Hθ′k , n⃗k = cos θ′ke1 + sin θ′ke2, n⃗
′
k = sin θ′ke1 −

cos θ′ke2. Indeed, n⃗k is the unit normal vector of the half-plane Hk defined before.
Then, by Theorem 4.11 (a) and the definition of ũk in (5.5), for k larger enough, we can

parametrize the support of ∥Vk∥ by the following map

F (r, y) = r
√
1 + l2kn⃗

′
k +

n−1∑
i=1

yie2+i + ũk(r, y)n⃗k,(5.21)

for (r, y) ∈ Bn3
8

(0) ∩ {r ≥ τ}.
We define

ν̃k := n⃗k −
1√

1 + l2k

∂ũk
∂r

n⃗′k −Dyũk.

Here, recall that Dyũk :=
∑n−1
i=1

∂ũk

∂yi
e2+i. Then νk := ν̃k

|ν̃k| is the unit normal vector field
of the image of F (r, y) defined in (5.21). We can see that value of Dψ at point F (r, y) for
(r, y) ∈ Bn3

8

(0) ∩ {r ≥ τ} is given by

Dψ =
∂ψ

∂r

r
√
1 + l2kn⃗

′
k + ũkn⃗k√

r2 + l2kr
2 + ũ2k

+Dyψ.
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Thus, we can obtain

IIk =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

divSφ(X)dVk(X,S)

=

ˆ
{r≥τ}

(Dψ · e2 −Dψ · νke2 · νk)

√
1 + l2k +

(
∂ũk
∂r

)2

+ (1 + l2k)|Dyũk|2drdy

=

ˆ
{r≥τ}

[
∂ψ

∂r

−r
√

1 + l2k cos θ
′
k + ũk sin θ

′
k√

r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k
−

(
∂ψ

∂r

ũk − r ∂ũk

∂r

|ν̃k|
√
r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k

−Dyψ ·Dyũk
|ν̃k|

)
1

|ν̃k|

(
1√

1 + l2k

∂ũk
∂r

cos θ′k + sin θ′k

)]√
1 + l2k|ν̃k|drdy

= II1k + II2k + II3k + II4k,

where

II1k =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

−
r
(
1 + l2k

)
cos θ′k√

r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k

∂ψ

∂r
|ν̃k|drdy,

II2k =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

ũk sin θ
′
k√

r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k

(
1− 1

|ν̃k|2

)
∂ψ

∂r

√
1 + l2k|ν̃k|drdy,

II3k =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

(
∂ψ

∂r

r ∂ũk

∂r − ũk√
r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k

+Dyψ ·Dyũk

)
∂ũk
∂r

cos θ′k
|ν̃k|

drdy,

II4k =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

(
∂ψ

∂r

∂ũk
∂r

r√
r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k

+Dyψ ·Dyũk

)
sin θ′k

√
1 + l2k

|ν̃k|
drdy.

For the term II1k, using
´
{r≥τ}

∂ψ
∂r drdy = 0, we find

− 1√
1 + l2k cos θ

′
k

II1k =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

r|ν̃k|
√
1 + l2k√

r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k

∂ψ

∂r
drdy

=

ˆ
{r≥τ}

(
r|ν̃k|

√
1 + l2k√

r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k
− 1

)
∂ψ

∂r
drdy

=

ˆ
{r≥τ}

r2
(
∂ũk

∂r

)2
+ r2(1 + l2k)|Dyũk|2 − ũ2k√

r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k

(
r|ν̃k|

√
1 + l2k +

√
r2(1 + l2k) + ũ2k

) ∂ψ
∂r
drdy

Dividing both side by Ek and taking limit as k → +∞ yields

(5.22) lim
k→+∞

E−1
k II1k = 0.

Here, we have used the fact that lk → 0, E−1
k ũk → v in the sense of C1,β({r ≥ τ} ∩Bn3

8

(0)).

For the term II2k and II3k, we directly have

(5.23) lim
k→+∞

E−1
k II2k = lim

k→+∞
E−1
k II3k = 0.

For the term II4k, we note that
(5.24)

lim
k→+∞

E−1
k II4k =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

∂ψ

∂r

∂v

∂r
+Dyψ ·Dyvdrdy =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

Dψ ·Dvdrdry = −
ˆ
{r≥τ}

v∆ψdrdy.
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Summarizing (5.22), (5.23) and (5.24), we conclude

(5.25) lim
k→+∞

E−1
k IIk =

ˆ
{r≥τ}

Dψ ·Dvdrdy.

Concerning the third term IIIk, using (5.19), we have e1 · Dψ = e2 · Dψ = 0 and hence
Dψ =

∑n−1
i=1

∂ψ
∂yi

e2+i. Therefore, for (x, y) ∈ spt∥V θkk ∥ ∩ {r < τ} ∩ B 3
8
(0) and S ∈ G(n+ 1, n),

we can write

divSφ = e2 · (Dψ)⊤S = e2 ·Dψ − e2 · (Dψ)⊥S = −e2 ·
n−1∑
i=1

∂ψ

∂yi
e⊥S
2+i.

By Theorem 4.11 (d), IIIk can be estimated as

IIIk ≤
ˆ
{r<τ}

|Dψ|
n−1∑
i=1

|e⊥S
2+i|dV

θk
k (X,S)(5.26)

≤ ∥Dψ∥∞
n−1∑
i=1

ˆ
{r<τ}∩B 3

8
(0)

|e⊥S
2+i|

2dVk(X,S)

 1
2
ˆ

{r<τ}∩B 3
8
(0)

d∥Vk∥(X)

 1
2

≤ C∥Dψ∥∞Ek
√
τ(5.27)

where we have used the fact that ∥V θkk ∥(B 3
8
(0) ∩ {r < τ}) ≤ Cτ . Divide both side of (5.27) by

Ek, and take the limit as k → +∞, we can get

lim
k→0

E−1
k |IIIk| ≤ C∥Dψ∥∞

√
τ .

Together with (5.20) and (5.25), we conclude∣∣∣∣∣ lim
k→+∞

E−1
k

ˆ
divSφdV

θk
k +

ˆ
{r≥τ}

vDψdrdy

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C∥Dψ∥∞
√
τ ,

where the constant C is independent of τ . Since v ∈ L1(Bn3
8

(0)∩{r ≥ 0}), we can take the limit
τ → 0+ to get

(5.28) lim
k→+∞

E−1
k

ˆ
divSφdV

θk
k (X,S) = −

ˆ
{r≥0}

v∆ψdrdy.

On the other hand, for the right side of (5.18), we have

µk

ˆ
(|φ(X)|+ |X||DSφ|) dV θkk (X,S) ≤ Cµk (∥ψ∥∞ + ∥Dψ∥∞) ∥V θkk ∥(B 3

8
(0))

≤ CE2
k (∥ψ∥∞ + ∥Dψ∥∞) ∥V θkk ∥(B 3

8
(0))

which, together with (5.18) and (5.28), allows us to assert that

(5.29)
ˆ
{r≥0}

v∆ψdrdy = 0,

for ψ such that (5.17) holds.
For any function f defined on H and l = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1, we write

δl,hf(r, y) = f(r, y1, · · · , yl−1, yl + h, yl+1, · · · , yn−1)− f(r, y).

We extend v to Rn by v(r, y) = v(−r, y) for r < 0. Giving that ψ ∈ C2
c (B 5

16
) such that

∂ψ
∂r ≡ 0 near r = 0, it is easy to see that δl,−hψ satisfies (5.17) for any l = 1, · · · , n − 1 and
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h ∈ (− 1
16 ,

1
16 ). Following (5.29), we obtain

(5.30) 0 =

ˆ
v∆δl,−hψdrdy =

ˆ
δl,hv∆ψdrdy.

By an approximate argument, we know (5.30) holds for any ψ ∈ C2
c (B

n
5
16

) which is even in
the r variable.

But since δl,hv is also an even function in r, we can get (5.30) holds for any ψ ∈ C2
c (B 5

16
).

Consequently, δl,hv is a smooth harmonic function defined on Bn5
16

(0). Proposition 5.2 and the
definition of δl,h imply that∣∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ
B 5

16
(0)

1

h
δl,hvdrdy

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ C

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X).

Hence, the standard elliptic estimates for harmonic functions imply that there exists a har-
monic function vl defined on Bn9

32

(0) such that δl,hv → vl in C2(Bn9
32

(0)) as h→ 0, and

(5.31) sup
Bn

9
32

(0)

(
|vl|2 + |Dvl|2 + |D2vl|2

)
≤ C

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X).

Recall that for any r ̸= 0 and (r, y) ∈ Bn9
32

(0), we know ∂v
∂yl

= vl. So
(5.32)

v(r, y) = v(r, y1, · · · , yl−1, 0, yl+1, · · · , yn−1) +

ˆ yl

0

vl(r, y1, · · · , yl−1, t, yl+1, · · · , yn−1)dt.

By the continuity of v and vl, we can let r → 0+ and obtain that (5.32) holds for r = 0.
Hence, v(0, y) is a smooth function on Bn−1

9
32

(0) and from (5.31) and Proposition 5.2, we can
assert that

sup
Bn−1

9
32

(0)

(
|v(0, y)|2 + |Dyv(0, y)|2 + |D2

yv(0, y)|2 + |D3
yv(0, y)|2

)
≤ C

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X).

Then, along with the standard C2,α estimates for harmonic function (e.g., [Mor66]), we
conclude that v(r, y) is a C2,α function on Bn1

8

(0) ∩ {r ≥ 0} for some α ∈ (0, 1) with estimate

∥v∥2C2,β(Bn
1
8

(0))∩{r≥0} ≤ C

ˆ
Bn

3
8

(0)∩H
|v(X)|2dHn(X).

□

6. Improvement of excess

With the application of the C2 estimate for blow-ups, it is possible to improve the excess.

Proposition 6.1. There exists λ0 = λ0(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 14 ) and C = C(n,Λ0) ∈ (0,+∞) such
that following holds. For any λ ∈ (0, λ0], there exists ε0 such that if a VPCA-quadruple V =
(V,W, θ, g) and a half-hyperplane H satisfies (Λ0, ε0)-hypothesis, then there exists Γ ∈ SO(n) ⊂
SO(n + 1), a half plane H ′ in Hn+1, and we write V ′ = (V ′,W ′, θ′, g′) := ((Γ ◦ η0,λ)#V, (Γ ◦
η0,λ)#W, θ ◦ Γ ◦ η0,λ, 1

λ2 (Γ ◦ η0,λ)∗g), such that
(a) |Γ− Id| ≤ CE(V, H).
(b) |H ′ −H| ≤ CE(V, H).
(c) E(V ′, H ′) ≤ 1

2E(V, H).
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Proof of Proposition 6.1. For simplicity, we write

VΓ
0,λ = ((Γ ◦ η0,λ)#V, (Γ ◦ η0,λ)#W, θ ◦ Γ ◦ η0,λ,

1

λ2
(Γ ◦ η0,λ)∗g).

Assuming the contrary of this proposition, for any given constant C, there exists a blow-
up sequence {(Vk, Hk)}, a positive sequence {λk} with limk→+∞ λk = 0 such that (Vk, Hk)
satisfies (Λ0, εk)-hypothesis for some εk → 0+. But for each k, and |Γ− Id| ≤ CE(Vk, Hk) and
|H ′ −Hk| ≤ CE(Vk, Hk), we can always find λ ∈ (0, 14 ) such that

(6.1) E((Vk)Γ0,λ, H ′) >
1

2
E(Vk, Hk).

By Theorem 3.23, we assume Vk → V = (V0,W0, θ0, δ) and Hk → H0.
Up to a subsequence, we can choose two sequences of positive decreasing numbers {δk} and

{τk} such that items (a) to (d) in Section 5 hold.
We write Yi = 1

2λe2+i for each i = 1, 2, · · · , n − 1. From (b) in Section 5, we can find
Zi,k = (0, ζi,k, ηi,k) ∈ spt∥V θkk ∥ such that Θ(Vk, Zi,k) ≥ 1− cos θk(Zi,k) and limk→+∞ Zi,k = Yi.
We denote Pk the hyperplane in Rn = ∂Hn+1 spanned by {Zi,k}i=1,2,··· ,n−1. Similarly, P0

denotes the hyperplane spanned by {Yi}i=1,2,··· ,n−1. Noting that (0, 0, ηi,k) → Yi as k → +∞
and {(0, 0, ηi,k)}i=1,··· ,n−1 spans P0 for k large enough, we can estimate the distance between
Pk and P0 as

|Pk − P0| ≤ C max
1≤i≤n−1

|ζi,k|
λ

where C is a constant which does not rely on λ. Consequently, we can find an orthogonal
rotation Γk ∈ SO(n) such that it maps Pk to P0 and

(6.2) |Γk − Id| ≤ C max
1≤i≤n−1

|ζi,k|
λ

.

On the other hand, we note that limk→+∞ E−1
k ζi,k = κ(y) by the definition of κ(Yi) in (5.8).

Hence
v(Yi) = κ(y) sin θ0n⃗0.

Here, n⃗0 is the unit normal vector of H0 pointing upward. By κ(0) = 0, we know v(0) = 0.
Thus, by Proposition 5.4 and Remark 5.3, we infer

|v(Yi)| ≤ Cλ.

Hence,
E−1
k |ζi,k| ≤ Cλ

for k large enough, resulting in

(6.3) |Γk − Id| ≤ CEk.

Now, we consider another sequence {(V̂k, Hk)}, where V̂k = (V̂k, Ŵk, θ̂k, ĝk) := VΓk

0, 78
, which

is also a blow-up sequence in view of Lemma 4.10, and estimate (6.3). This leads to

Êk ≤ CEk
for some constant C. We set v̂ ∈ C1,β

loc (B 3
8
∩H0)∩L2(B 3

8
∩H0) to be the blow-up associated to

{(V̂k, Hk)} and we actually know v̂ ∈ C2(B 1
8
∩H0) by Proposition 5.4.

By the choice of Zi,k and Γk, the point Ẑi,k := η0, 78 ◦ Γk(Zi,k) can be expressed as

(6.4) Ẑi,k = (0, 0, η̂i,k) ∈ spt∥V̂ θkk ∥

with Θ(V̂, Ẑi,k) ≥ 1− cos θk(Zi,k) and limk→+∞ Ẑi,k = 4
7λe2+i.
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Moreover, according to (6.4), we get v̂( 47λe2+i) = 0 for each i = 1, 2, · · · , n− 1. Along with
v̂(0) = 0, we can find a point Y ′

i on segment [0, 47λe2+i] such that ∂v̂
∂yi

(Y ′
i ) = 0. Again, using

|D2v̂|2 ≤ C
´
B 3

8
∩H0

|v̂(X)|2 dHn(X) from Proposition 5.4, we derive

(6.5) sup
Bn

λ

|Dy v̂|2 ≤ Cλ2
ˆ
B 3

8
∩H0

|v̂(X)|2dHn(X).

We introduce a linear function L̂(r, y) = ∂v̂
∂r (0, 0)r, by Proposition 5.4 and (6.5), we deduce

sup
Bn

8
7
λ

∣∣∣D (v̂ − L̂(r, y)
)∣∣∣2 ≤ Cλ2

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H0

|v̂(X)|2dHn(X).

Therefore,

(6.6)
ˆ
Bn

8
7
λ

∣∣∣v̂ − L̂(r, y)
∣∣∣2 dHn(X) ≤ Cλn+4

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H0

|v̂(X)|2dHn(X).

We then choose the half plane Ĥk := {X + (lkr(X) + ÊkL̂(X))n⃗0 : X ∈ H0} and denote
Ĉk = CĤk

. Here, we understand L̂(X) = L̂(r(X), y) for X = (x, y). Clearly, we know

(6.7) |Ĥk −Hk| ≤ CÊk ≤ CEk.

From the construction of v̂, we see that

lim
k→+∞

1

(Êk)2

ˆ
B 8

7
λ

dist2(X, spt∥Ĉk∥)d∥V̂ θ̂kk ∥(X) =

ˆ
B 8

7
λ

∣∣∣v̂ − L̂(r, y)
∣∣∣2 dHn(X)

Together with (6.6) and Remark 5.3, we concludeˆ
B1

dist2(X, spt∥Ĉk∥)d∥(η0, 87λ)#V̂
θ̂k
k ∥(X) ≤ Cλn+2(Êk)2 ≤ Cλ2E2

k ,(6.8)

for k large enough. Using the fact µ((η0, 87λ)#V) ≤ Cλµ(V) and choosing V ′ = η0, 87λV̂k, H
′ = Ĥk

for k large enough, we find that

E2(V ′, H ′) ≤ Cλ2E2
k + λE2

k ≤ 1

4
E2
k ,

if we choose λ small enough.
This contradicts with the formula (6.1). □

Proposition 6.2. There exists ε = ε(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1), α = α(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1), and a constant
C = C(n,Λ0) such that the following holds. For any (V, H) which satisfies (Λ0, ε)-Hypothesis,
for any Z ∈ spt∥V θ∥ ∩ B 1

4
∩ ∂Hn+1 with Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1 − cos θ(Z), there exists an orthogonal

rotation ΓZ ∈ SO(n) ⊂ SO(n+ 1) and a half plane HZ such that following holds,∣∣ΓZ − Id
∣∣ = CE(V, H)(6.9)

dist(HZ , H) ≤ CE(V, H)(6.10)

E((VZ)Γ
Z

0,ρ, H
Z) ≤ CραE(V, H).(6.11)

Proof. We choose ε0, λ0 to be the constants such that Proposition 6.1 holds.
We proceed to establish the following lemma
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Lemma 6.3. Suppose (V, H) satisfies (Λ0, ε)-Hypothesis for ε small enough. Then, for each
Z ∈ spt∥V θ∥ ∩B 1

4
∩ ∂Hn+1 with Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1− cos θ(Z), we can find a sequence of orthogonal

rotations
{
ΓZk
}∞
i=0

⊂ SO(n) ⊂ SO(n+1) with ΓZ0 = Id, a sequence of half planes
{
HZ
k

}∞
i=0

with
HZ

0 = H such that, ∣∣ΓZk − ΓZk−1

∣∣ ≤ C

2k
E(VZ , H)(6.12)

dist(HZ
k , H

Z
k−1) ≤

C

2k
E(VZ , H)(6.13)

E((VZ)Γ
Z
k

0,λk
0
, HZ

k ) ≤
1

2k
E(VZ , H)(6.14)

where the constant C = C(n,Λ0). Here, VZ := VZ, 12 .

Proof. The base case of k = 1 directly follows from Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 4.10. Assume
that we have found ΓZ1 , · · · ,ΓZk−1 and HZ

1 , · · · , HZ
k−1 such that the above inequalities hold for

1, 2, · · · , k − 1 in place of k. We write V ′ = (VZ)Γ
Z
k

0,λ0
. Note that by (6.13) and (6.14), we find

∣∣HZ
k−1 −H0

∣∣ ≤ k−1∑
i=1

∣∣HZ
i −HZ

i−1

∣∣+ |H −H0| ≤ 2CE(V,H) + ε

E(V ′, Hk−1) ≤ E(VZ , H).

Therefore, (V ′, Hk−1) satisfies (Λ0, ε0)-hypothesis if we choose ε small enough. By applying
Proposition 6.1, we can find Γ′

k and H ′
k such that

|Γ′
k − Id| ≤ CE(V ′, HZ

k−1) ≤
2C

2k
E(VZ , H)(6.15)

dist(H ′
k, H

Z
k−1) ≤ CE(V ′, HZ

k−1) ≤
2C

2k
E(VZ , H)(6.16)

E((V ′)
Γ′
k

0,λ0
, H ′

k) ≤
1

2
E(V ′, HZ

k−1) ≤
1

2k
E(VZ , H).(6.17)

Setting ΓZk = Γ′
k ◦ ΓZk−1, it follows that

(V ′)
Γ′
k

0,λ0
= (VZ)Γ

Z
k

0,λk
0
.

Noting that |Γ′
k − Id| = |ΓZk − ΓZk−1| and considering (6.15), (6.16), and (6.17), the conditions

(6.12), (6.13), and (6.14) are satisfied. This completes the proof of the lemma. □

Now, let us retire to the proof of Proposition 6.2. The limits ΓZ := limk→+∞ ΓZk and
HZ := limk→+∞HZ

k exist based on (6.12) and (6.13). Additionally, by using (6.12) and (6.13)
again, and noting that E(VZ , H) ≤ CE(V, H), we obtain∣∣ΓZ − ΓZk

∣∣ ≤ C

2k
E(V, H),(6.18)

dist(HZ , HZ
k ) ≤

C

2k
E(V, H).(6.19)

Using triangle inequality, along with (6.18), (6.19), and (6.14), we deduce

(6.20) E((VZ)Γ
Z

0,λk
0
, HZ) ≤ C

2k
E(V, H).

Furthermore, a standard interpolation implies

(6.21) E((VZ)Γ
Z

0,ρ, H
Z) ≤ CραE(V, H),
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for any ρ ∈ (0, 14 ] and some α = α(n,Λ0) ∈ (0, 1), C = C(n,Λ0) ∈ (0,+∞). Therefore, (6.11)
holds in view of the definition of VZ . Note that (6.9) and (6.10) hold if we choose k = 0 in
(6.18) and (6.19). □

Proof of Theorem 4.5. From Proposition 6.2, for any ε1 > 0, we can find ΓZ ∈ SO(n) and a
half plane HZ such that (VZ,ρ, HZ) satisfies (Λ0, ε1)-hypothesis for any ρ ∈ (0, 1) by choosing
ε small enough. Here, we write VZ,ρ := VΓZ

Z,ρ.
Let S = SV :=

{
Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ spt∥V θ∥ ∩B1 : Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1− cos θ(Z)

}
. We aim to demon-

strate that S ∩B 1
16

can be written as a graph of a C1,α function defined on {0} ×Bn−1
1
16

.

For any (0, y) ∈ {0} ×Bn−1
1
16

, we show that there exists a unique point Z = (0, ζ, y) ∈ S.

At first, if {0} × R× {y} ∩ S = ∅, then, since S is closed and 0 ∈ S, we can find δ ∈ (0, 1
16 )

such that

(6.22) {0} ×Bn−1
δ (y) ∩ S = ∅ and {0} × ∂Bn−1

δ (y) ∩ S ̸= ∅.

We choose Z0 ∈ {0} × ∂Bn−1
δ (y) ∩ S and consider V ′ := (VZ0)Γ

Z0

0,6δ, H
′ = HZ0 . From (6.22),

there exists a point y′ ∈ ∂Bn−1
1
3

(0) such that

ΓZ0 ◦ LgZ0
({0} ×Bn−1

1
3

(y′)) ∩B1 ∩ {Θ(V ′, Z) ≥ 1− cos θ′(Z)} = ∅.

When ε is small enough, from (6.18) and Proposition 3.2, we can find y′′ ∈ Bn−1
1
2

such that

B 1
4
(y′′) ⊂ ΓZ0 ◦ LgZ0

({0} ×Bn−1
1
3

(y′)). Therefore,

(6.23) B 1
4
(0, y′′) ∩ {Θ(V ′, Z) ≥ 1− cos θ′(Z)} = ∅.

On the other hand, for sufficiently small ε, we can apply Lemma 4.13 to conclude

B 1
32
(0, y′′) ∩ {Θ(V ′, Z) ≥ 1− cos θ′(Z)} ∩ ∂H ̸= ∅,

which contradicts with (6.23). Therefore, {0} × R× {y} ∩ S is non-empty.
We choosing two distinct points Z1 = (0, ζ1, η1), Z2 = (0, ζ2, η2) ∈ S ∩ B 1

16
, and write

r = |Z2 − Z1|, V ′ = (VZ1)Γ
Z1

0,6r, H ′ = HZ1 . By choosing ε small enough, we know Z ′
2 =

(0, ζ ′2, η
′
2) := (ΓZ1 ◦ LgZ1

◦ ηZ1,3r)(Z2) ∈ B 1
2
\B 1

4
. By applying Corollary 4.12 with (V ′, H ′) in

place of (V, H), we obtain

|ζ ′2| ≤
1

16
,

which leads to |ζ′2|
|η′2|

≤ 1
3 . In view of (4.18) in Corollary 4.12, by choosing ε small enough again,

we see that

(6.24) |ζ1 − ζ2| ≤
1

2
|η1 − η2| .

In particular, η1 = η2 will imply ζ1 = ζ2. Consequently, we know {0} × R× {y} ∩ S contains a
unique point, allowing us to define a function φ : Bn−1

1
16

→ R such that

φ̃(y) := (0, φ(y), y) ∈ S.

where (6.24) implies φ is indeed a Lipschitz function.
Thus, φ is differentiable almost everywhere. Suppose φ is differentiable at y0, then from

Corollary 4.12 and (6.22), we deduce

(6.25) Γφ̃(y0) ◦ Lgφ̃(y0)({0} × Rn−1) = Dφ̃(y0)({0} × Rn−1).

In other word, Γ(0,φ(y0),y0)({0} × Rn−1) can be determined by the tangent space of S at
(0, φ(y0), y0).
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We fix two points y1 and y2 where φ is differentiable. We denote Z1 = (0, φ(y1), y1), Z2 =
(0, φ(y2), y2), r = |Z2 − Z1|. By applying Proposition 6.2 with (V ′, H ′) := (VZ1,3r, HZ1) in
place of (V, H), we obtain ∣∣∣ΓZ′

2 − Id
∣∣∣ ≤ CE(V ′, H ′) ≤ CrαE(V, H),

where Z ′
2 = ΓZ1 ◦ΠgZ1,3r

(Z2).
We have two ways to express the tangent space of SV′ . One expression is

TZ′
2
SV′ = ΓZ1 ◦ LgZ1

◦ (ΓZ2 ◦ LgZ2
)−1({0} × Rn−1).

The alternative expression is

TZ′
2
SV′ = ΓZ

′
2 ◦ Lg

′

Z′
2
({0} × Rn−1).

Therefore, ∣∣ΓZ1 ◦ LgZ1
({0} × Rn−1)− ΓZ2 ◦ LgZ2

({0} × Rn−1)
∣∣ ≤ CrαE(V, H).

From (6.25), we find

|Dφ(y1)−Dφ(y2)| ≤ C|Z1 − Z2|αE(V, H) ≤ C |y1 − y2|α E(V, H).

In conclusion, we know φ is α-Hölder continuous.
Now, we denote P to be the plane in which H lies, and S′ the orthogonal projection of S to

the hyperplane P . From Theorem 4.11, we know S′ ⊂
{
r < 1

64

}
. Let Ω be the component of

P ∩B 1
16
\T ′

V which contain H ∩B1\
{
r ≥ 1

16

}
.

For any Z ∈ S ∩ B 1
16

and r ∈ (0, 1), applying Theorem 4.11 with ((V ′,W ′, θ′, g′), H) =

(VZ,r, HZ) allow us to write spt∥V ′∥ ∩ B 13
16

∩
{
r ≥ 1

32

}
as a graph of some C1,β function over

plane HZ with
|DuZ,r| ≤ CrβE(V, H).

Hence, by choosing E(V, H) small enough, we can ensure that spt∥V ∥∩B r
2
(Z)\

{
r(X − Z) ≤ r

16

}
can be written as a graph of some function u with

(6.26) |Du| ≤ tan

(
1

2
Λ0

)
.

By the arbitrariness of Z and r and the unique continuation, we know spt∥V ∥ ∩ B 1
16

can be
written as a graph of a Lipschitz function u defined on Ω with boundary value

u|∂Ω∩T ′ = φ.

Utilizing the standard regularity theory (e.g., [Mor66]), it is infer that u is a C1,γ function
defined on B 1

32
∩Ω for some γ ∈ (0, 1). We write Σ to be the graph of u over B 1

32
∩Ω and U to be

the connected region in B 1
32
∩∂Hn+1\S which contain B 1

32
∩{x1 = 0, x2 < − 1

64}. By the gradient
estimate (6.26), we know ∡(Σ, U) ∈ (π2 + Λ0

2 , π − Λ0

2 ) and hence ∡g(Σ, U) ∈ (π2 + Λ0

3 , π − Λ0

3 )
by choosing E(V, H) small enough.

Finally, for any X ∈ ∂Σ ∩ B 1
32

, we only need to show ∡g(Σ, U) = θ at X. To see this, we
consider the tangent cone V ′ = (V ′,W ′, θ(X), δ) of V at X. Since the regularity for sptV has
been established, we can write V ′ = |P ′∩B1| for some n-dimensional subspace of Rn+1. Notably,
(6.26) implies P ′ is not orthogonal to P . As V ′ − cos θ(X)W ′ is stationary in free boundary
sense, we know the only possibility is, W ′ = |H0 ∩ B1| and ∡(P ′ ∩ B1, spt∥W ′∥) = θ(X).
Consequently, we obtain ∡g(Σ, U) = θ along ∂Σ ∩B 1

32
. □
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7. Free boundary case

In this section, we aim to establish the regularity for almost stationary varifolds in B1 in free
boundary case. Some proofs in this part are omitted unless they are different from the previous
part.

For any V ∈ RIV(µ0) with µ0 ∈ (0, 1), we define µF (V) by

µF (V) = inf {µ : V is µ-stationary in free boundary sense} .
Recall that µ-stationary in free boundary sense has been defined in Definition 3.8. We define
the L2-excess in free boundary sense by

E2
F (V, H) :=

ˆ
B1

dist2(X,H)d∥V ∥(X) + µF (V).

Hypothesis 7.1. Given ε > 0, a VPCA-quadruple V ∈ RIV(µ) for µ small enough, and a half
hyperplane H in Hn+1, we say (V, H) satisfies ε-Hypothesis if the following conditions hold.

(a) V is µ-stationary in free boundary sense with µ < ε, g(0) = δ.
(b) Θ(V, 0) ≥ 1− 2ε and ∥V ∥(B1) <

3
4ωn,

(c) H can be written as H = Hθ′ with |θ′ − π
2 | < ε.

(d) The half hyperplane H satisfies E2
F (V,H) < ε.

Note that the condition (a) implies µF (V) < ε.
Analogue to Theorem 4.5, we have the following regularity result.

Theorem 7.2. There exists ε = ε(n) ∈ (0, 1) such that if (V, H) satisfies ε-Hypothesis, then
spt∥V ∥ ∩B 1

32
= Σ where Σ is a C1,γ-hypersurface with boundary in B 1

32
such that ∂Σ ∩B 1

32
⊂

∂Hn+1 and ∡g(Σ, U) = θ or π
2 along ∂Σ where U is the connected component of B 1

32
∩∂Hn+1\Σ

positioned below the ∂Σ.

Analogous to Theorem 4.11, we give the following L2-estimate.

Theorem 7.3. For any τ ∈ (0, 18 ), ω ∈ (0, 1), there exists ε0 = ε0(n, τ) ∈ (0, 12 ), β = β(n) ∈
(0, 1) such that if (V, H) satisfies ε0-Hypothesis. Then, the following conclusions hold,

(a) V ⌊(B 13
16
\ {r < τ}) = |graphu ∩ B 13

16
\ {r < τ} where u ∈ C1,β(B 13

16
∩ H\

{
r < τ

2

}
, H⊥)

and dist(X + u(X), H) = |u(X)| for X ∈ B 13
16

∩H\ {r < τ}.

(b)
´
B 3

4

|X⊥S |2
|X|n+2 dV (X,S) ≤ CE2

F (V, H).

(c)
∑n+1
j=3

´
B 3

4

|e⊥S
j |2dV (X,S) ≤ CE2

F (V, H).

(d)
´
B 3

4

dist2(X,H)
|X|n+2−ω d∥V ∥(X) ≤ C1E2

F (V, H).

Here, C = C(n) and C1 = C1(n, ω).

Proof. At first, we adapt Lemma 4.7 through Lemma 4.10 to the case of free boundary. Basically,
this adaptation requires revisiting the same argument with dist(X,H) in place of dist(X, spt∥C∥),
µF (V) in place of µ(V), and use the fact that the first variation of µ-stationary varifold in free
boundary sense can be written as

(7.1)
ˆ
divSφdV (X,S) ≤ CµF (V)

ˆ
(|φ|+ |DSφ|)d∥V +W∥

for any φ ∈ X1
c,tan(B1).

To establish Theorem 7.3, we claim

∥V ∥(Bρ) ≤
(1 + CµF (V))ρ

n

d

dρ
∥V ∥(Bρ) + CµF (V)ρn, for a.e. ρ ∈ (0, 1)
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for some C = C(n) for ε0 small enough. Then, the monotonicity formula yields
ˆ
B 13

16

C

∣∣X⊥S
∣∣2

|X|n+2
d∥V ∥(X) ≤

ˆ
ψ2(|X|)d∥V ∥(X)−

ˆ
ψ2(|X|)dH(X) + CµF (V).

Here, ψ is a smooth function defined by (4.14) and the fact that Θ(V, 0) ≥ 1−2µF (V) has been
used.

Next, we can choose φ = ψ2(|X|)x in (7.1) and after a detailed computation, we arrive at

(7.2)
ˆ
B 13

16

n+1∑
i=3

|e⊥S
i |2dV (X,S) +

ˆ
B 13

16
(0)

|X⊥S |2

|X|n+2
dV (X,S) ≤ CE2

F (V, H).

Finally, by setting φ = ζ2|X|−n+ωdist2(X,H) X
|X|2 in (7.1) where ζ = 1 on B 3

4
and ζ = 0 outside

of B 13
16

, it follows that
ˆ
B 3

4

dist2(X,H)

|X|n+2−ω d∥V ∥(X) ≤ CE2
F (V, H).

□

Similar to Lemma 4.10, we show the following lemma specific to the free boundary case.

Lemma 7.4. Let r ∈ (0, 13 ). For any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists ε0 = ε0(ε, n, r) ∈ (0, ε) such that if
(V, H) satisfies ε0-Hypothesis, then for any X ∈ B 5

8
(0) ∩ ∂Hn+1 with Θ(∥V∥, X) ≥ 1 − 2ε, we

have (VX,r, LgX(H)) satisfies ε-Hypothesis.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.10. □

Following from Theorem 7.3 and Lemma 7.4, we derive the following corollary.

Corollary 7.5. For any ρ ∈ (0, 14 ], ω ∈ (0, 1), there exists ε = ε(n, ρ) such that if (V, H)

satisfies ε-Hypothesis, then for each Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ spt∥V ∥∩B 5
8
∩∂Hn+1 with Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1−2ε,

we have

(7.3) |ζ|2 ≤ CE2
F (V, H),

for some C = C(n), and

(7.4)
ˆ
B ρ

2
(Z)

dist2(X,HZ)

|X − Z|n+2−ω d∥V ∥(X) ≤ C

ρn+2−ω

ˆ
Bρ(Z)

dist2(X,HZ)d∥V ∥(X) + Cµρω,

for some C = C(n, ω), where the half-hyperplane HZ defined as HZ := τ−Z(H).

Lemma 7.6. For any δ ∈ (0, 1
16 ) and suppose (V, H) satisfies ε-Hypothesis for some ε = ε(n, δ)

small enough. Then,

(a) Bδ(0, y) ∩ {Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1− 2ε} ∩ ∂Hn+1 ̸= ∅ for each (0, y) ∈ {0} ×Bn−1
1
2

(0).

(b) For ω ∈ (0, 1) and σ ∈ [δ, 1
16 ), we have

ˆ
B 1

2
(0)∩{r<σ}

dist2(X, spt∥CH∥)d∥V θ∥(X) ≤ Cσ1−ωE2(V, H),

where C = C(n, ω).
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Proof. We only provide the proof for the first statement as the approach to the second statement
differs slightly from that in Lemma 4.13. On the contrary, let us assume there exists δ ∈ (0, 1

16 )
and a consequence of (Vk, Hk) = ((Vk,Wk, θk, gk), Hk) satisfying εk-Hypothesis for some εk →
0+, Vk → V = (V,W, θ, δ), Hk → H and (0, yi) → (0, y) ∈ {0} ×Bn−1

2
3

such that

(7.5) Bδ(0, yi) ∩ {Θ(Vi, Z) ≥ 1− 2εi} ∩ ∂Hn+1 = ∅.

It is easy to see that V = |H π
2 ∩ B1| by the constancy theorem.

According to Theorem 4.1, we find that each Vi is an integral εi-stationary rectifiable n-
varifold in free boundary sense. Thus, for any Z ∈ spt∥Vi∥ ∩ ∂Hn+1 ∩ B δ

2
(0, y), we have

Θ(∥Vi∥, Z) ≥ 1
2 for i large enough. Therefore,

Θ(V, Z) = 2Θ(∥V ∥, Z)− lim
ρ→0+

2

ωnρn

ˆ
Bρ

cos θd∥W∥ ≥ 1− 2 sin(εi) ≥ 1− 2εi.

This contradicts with (7.5), which implies spt∥Vi∥ ∩B 1
2
(0, y) ∩ ∂Hn+1 = ∅. Therefore, Vi is an

integral εi-stationary rectifiable n-varifold in B δ
2
(0, y) (Extend the metric gi to B1 if necessary).

The Compactness Theorem (Theorem A.12) implies V is an integral stationary rectifiable n-
varifold in B δ

2
. This finding contradicts with the fact that V = |H π

2 ∩ B1|. (Indeed, If V is
stationary in B δ

2
and sptV ∈ Hn+1, the according to the Maximum Principle [SW89], we can

establish spt∥V ∥ ∩B δ
2
⊂ ∂Hn+1.) □

Now, we can describe the blow-ups in free boundary case. We consider a sequence of VPCA-
quadruples {Vk = (Vk,Wk, θk, gk)}, a sequence of half hyperplanes {Hk}, together with a pos-
itive sequence {εk} with limk→+∞ εk = 0. We assume (Vk, Hk) satisfies εk-hypothesis for each
k ≥ 1. According to Theorem 3.23, we assume Vk → V = (V,W, θ, δ) and Hk → H as k → +∞.
Notably, H = H

π
2 .

We define

EF,k := EF (Vk, Hk).

We choose two sequences, {δk} , {τk}, consisting of positive, decreasing numbers that converge
to 0. By Theorem 7.3, Corollary 7.5, and Lemma 7.6, we have

(a) Vk⌊(B 13
16
\{r < τk}) =

∣∣∣graphuk ∩B 13
16
\{r < τk}

∣∣∣ where uk ∈ C1,β(B 13
16

∩ Hk\{r <
τk
2 }, H⊥

k ) for some β = β(n) ∈ (0, 1) and satisfies dist(X + uk(X), Hk) = |uk(X)| for
X ∈ B 13

16
∩Hk\{r < τk

2 }.
(b) For each Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ spt∥V θkk ∥ ∩B 5

8
with Θ(Vk, Z) ≥ 1− 2εk, we have

(7.6) |ζ| ≤ CEF,k.

(c) For each (0, y) ∈ {0} × Rn−1 ∩B 1
2
, we have

(7.7) Bδk(0, y) ∩ {Θ(Vk, Z) ≥ 1− 2εk} ∩ ∂Hn+1 ̸= ∅.

and

(7.8)
ˆ
B 1

2
∩{r<σ}

dist2(X,Hk)d∥Vk∥(X) ≤ C
√
σE2

F,k,

for any σ ∈ (δk,
1
16 ] where the constant C does not depend on σ.
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(d) For each ω ∈ (0, 1), ρ ∈ (0, 14 ), and Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ spt∥V θkk ∥ ∩B 5
8

such that Θ(Vk, Z) ≥
1− 2εk, we haveˆ

B ρ
4
(Z)∩Hk\{r<τk}

|uk − ζ sin θk(0)n⃗k|2

|X + uk − Z|n+2−ω dH
n(X)

≤ C

ρn+2−ω

ˆ
Bρ(Z)

dist2(X, τ−Z(Hk))d∥Vk∥(X) + CµF (Vk)ρω,(7.9)

for k sufficient large. Here, C = C(n, ω), and n⃗k is the unit normal vector of Hk and
pointing upward.

We define
ũk(X) = uk(X + lkr(X)),

where lk is the constant such that Hk = {X + lkr(X)n⃗ : X ∈ H}.

Definition 7.7. We say a sequence {(Vk, Hk)} is a blow-up sequence in free boundary sense if
(Vk, Hk) satisfies εk-hypothesis for some εk → 0+.

Given a blow-up sequence in free boundary sense {(Vk, Hk)}, we say v ∈ C1,β
loc (B 3

8
∩ H) ∩

L2(B 3
8
∩H) is a blow-up in free boundary sense if v can be obtained by

v = lim
k→+∞

E−1
F,kũk.

Analogous to 5.4, we present the following continuity estimate.

Proposition 7.8. If v is a blow-up in free boundary sense, then v ∈ C2(B 1
8
∩H,H⊥) with the

estimate

∥v∥2
C2(B 1

8
∩H,H⊥)

≤ C

ˆ
B 3

8
∩H

|v(X)|2dHn(X)

where C = C(n).

With the help of Proposition 7.8, we can improve the L2-excess for Vk as illustrated in the
following proposition.

Proposition 7.9. There exists ε = ε(n) ∈ (0, 1), α = α(n) ∈ (0, 1), and a constant C = C(n)
such that the following holds.

For any (V, H) which satisfies ε-Hypothesis, and for any Z ∈ spt∥V θ∥ ∩ B 1
4
∩ ∂Hn+1 with

Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1−2ε, there exists an orthogonal rotation ΓZ ∈ SO(n) ⊂ SO(n+1), and a half plane
HZ for which the following are true, ∣∣ΓZ − Id

∣∣ = CEF (V, H)(7.10)

dist(HZ , H) ≤ CEF (V, H)(7.11)

EF ((VZ)Γ
Z

0,ρ, H
Z) ≤ CραEF (V, H).(7.12)

Proof of Theorem 7.2. We define

S =
{
Z = (0, ζ, η) ∈ spt∥V ∥ ∩B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 : Θ(V, Z) ≥ 1− 2ε

}
.

Using Proposition 7.9, we can show that S ∩B 1
16

is a graph of some Hölder continuity function
φ defined on B 1

16
∩ {x1 = x2 = 0}. Applying Proposition 7.9 and Theorem 7.3 once more, we

can establish that spt∥V ∥ can be written as a graph of a function u defined on B 1
16

∩H π
2 with

the boundary value u = φ on B 1
16

∩ {x1 = x2 = 0}. The standard regularity theory tells us u is
a C1,γ function defined on B 1

32
∩H π

2 for some γ ∈ (0, 1).
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Finally, for any X ∈ ∂Σ ∩ ∂Hn+1, we need to show ∡g(Σ, U) = θ or π
2 at X. Analogue to

the proof of Theorem 4.5, we can consider the tangent cone V ′ = (V ′,W ′, θ(X), δ) of V at X.
The difference here is that we cannot assert spt∥V ′∥ is orthogonal to ∂Hn+1 even if θ(X) ̸= π

2 .
Therefore, we conclude that ∡g(Σ, U) = θ or π

2 at X. □

8. Proof of Main Results

Now, we are ready to prove our main results.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. By the argument at the beginning of Subsection 3.2, we only need to
consider the VPCA-quadruple V = (V,W, θ, g) satisfies items (a) to (f) in Subsection 3.2.

Moreover, by Remark 3.10, after a possible rotation, we only need to consider the case
θ(0) ∈ [π2 , π) and g(0) = δ.

We choose ε1 ∈ (0, 1) such that Theorem 7.2 holds with ε1 in place of ε. Then, we choose
Λ0 = 1

4 min{(π − θ(0)), ε12n } and ε2 ∈ (0, 1) so that Theorem 4.5 holds with (ε2,Λ0) in place of
(ε,Λ0).

Next, let us analyze the tangent cone of V at 0. We denote V ′ = (V ′,W ′, θ(0), δ) :=
limi→+∞ V0,ρi a tangent cone of V at 0 where ρi → 0+ as i→ +∞.

For short, we write Vi = (Vi,Wi, θi, gi) := V0,ρi . To estimate the L2-excess of Vi, we assume
Vi is defined on B2 for i large enough by Remark 3.20.

Upon an appropriate rotation, we may assume V ′ = |Hθ ∩B2| for some θ0 ∈ [0, π] given that
V has a multiplicity-one tangent half-hyperplane at 0.

The first case is Hθ0 = H
π
2 . This implies θ(0) = π

2 or W ′ = 0, which leads to Vi → V ′ in the
sense of Radon measure. Thus,

Θ(Vi, 0) = 2Θ(∥Vi∥, 0) = 1

lim
i→+∞

∥Vi∥(B1) = lim
i→+∞

1

ρni
∥Vi∥(Bρi) = ωnΘ(∥Vi∥, 0) =

1

2
ωn

lim sup
i→+∞

ˆ
B1

dist2(X,H
π
2 )d∥Vi∥(X) ≤ lim

i→+∞

ˆ
η(X)dist2(X,H

π
2 )d∥Vi∥(X)

=

ˆ
H

π
2

η(X)dist2(X,H
π
2 )dHn(X) = 0,

for any non-negative smooth function η with compact support in B2 and η = 1 on B1. We
then choose i large enough such that Vi ∈ RIV( ε14 ) and (Vi, H

π
2 ) satisfies ε1-Hypothesis. By

applying Theorem 7.2, we can establish the regularity result.
The second case is Hθ0 ̸= π

2 . Since V ′ − cos θ(0)W ′ is stationary in free boundary sense,
after a rigid rotation if needed, we find the only possibility is W ′ = | {x1 = 0, x2 ≤ 0} ∩B2| and
θ0 = θ(0). Similar to the previous case, we deduce

Θ(Vi, 0) = 1− cos θ(0)

lim
i→+∞

∥Vi − cos θiWi∥(B1) =
1

2
ωn(1− cos θ(0)),

lim sup
i→+∞

ˆ
Bi

dist2(X,CHθ0 )d∥Vi − cos θiWi∥(X) = 0.

Here are two subcases to consider. If θ(0) ≥ ε1
2n+1 + π

2 , we choose i large enough ensuring
Vi ∈ RIV( ε24 ) and (Vi, Hθ0) satisfies (ε1,Λ0)-Hypothesis. Thus, Theorem 4.5 is applied to
obtain the regularity result.
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In the case where θ(0) < ε1
2n+1 + π

2 , the only difference is showing EF (Vi, Hθ0) < ε1 to utilize
Theorem 7.2. For this purpose, we pick i large such that θi ≤ 3ε1

2n+2 on B1 ∩ ∂Hn+1 andˆ
B1

dist2(X,Hθ0)d∥Vi − | cos θi|Wi∥(X) <
ε1
2

as Vi − | cos θi|Wi → V ′ − cos θ(0)W ′ in the sense of Radon measure on B2. Note thatˆ
B1

| cos θi|d∥Wi∥(X) ≤ 3ε1
2n+2

ωn ≤ 3ε1
4
.

Thus, E2
F (Vi, Hθ0) < ε1. It is straightforward to see that Θ(V, 0) = 1 − cos θ(0) ≥ 1 − 2ε1.

Therefore, (Vi, Hθ0) satisfies ε1-Hypothesis for i large enough. Hence, Theorem 7.2 is applied
to get the regularity result. □

Proof of Corollary 2.4. Indeed, this follows directly from Theorem 2.5, as the contact angle is
readily determined from the tangent cone of V at point Y . □

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Let us proceed by contradiction. Suppose there exists a sequence of
positive numbers {εk} with limk→+∞ εk = 0 such that for every V satisfying the condition of
Theorem 2.5, the regularity result fails. Upon the initial discussion in Subsection 3.2 and after
an appropriate scaling, for each i, we can find a VPCA-quadruple Vi = (Vi,Wi, θi, gi) satisfying
the following conditions,

(a) gi(0) = δ, and 0 ∈ spt∥Vi∥,
(b) Vi ∈ RIV(εi),
(c) n = 2 and θi ∈ [Λ0, π − Λ0], or θi ∈ (π2 − εi,

π
2 + εi),

(d) ∥Vi∥(B1) ≤ ωn
(
1
2 + 2εi

)
.

By Compactness Theorem (Theorem 3.23), we may assume Vi → V = (V,W, θ, δ) where θ is a
constant in [Λ0, π − Λ0]. From the condition (d), we know ∥V ∥(B1) ≤ 1

2 .
Now, we claim that either V = |Hθ ∩ B1| or V = |H π

2 ∩ B1|.
In the case n ̸= 2, condition (c) implies θ = π

2 . By Theorem 3.23 and Theorem A.12, we find
V is an integral stationary rectifiable n-varifold in free boundary sense in B1. Consequently, the
only possibility is spt∥V ∥ = H

π
2 ∩ B1 after a possible rotation.

For the case n = 2, we need to analyze the structure of V . Without loss of generality, we
assume θ ≥ π

2 . For any X ∈ spt∥V ∥\∂H3, since V is a stationary cone, each tangent cone of
V at X should correspond to the union of integer-density multiple half-planes with a common
boundary by a dimension reduction argument. Hence, Θ(∥V ∥, X) = m

2 for some integer m ≥ 2.
By the property of stationary cone and Remark 3.11, we have Θ(∥V ∥, X) ≤ Θ(V, 0) ≤

2−Λ0, which implies m ≤ 3. By Allard regularity and regularity of multiplicity-one stationary
varifold near cylindrical cone due to Simon [Sim93] (see also [AA76]), we know V ⌊(B1\∂H2) =∑
i∈I |C(γi) ∩B1| where I is an index set and C(γi) is a cone associated with γi defined by

C(γi) := {rX : X ∈ γi, r ∈ (0,+∞)}
where γi represents closed geodesic arc in ∂B1 ∩ H3. Now, we write P to be the set of all
endpoints of γi for each i ∈ I. It follows that {γi}i∈I satisfies the following conditions,

(a) γi intersects γj can only happen at the endpoint of γi and γj for different i, j ∈ I.
(b) For each X ∈ P, we have either X ∈ ∂H3 or there exists three geodesic arcs γi1 , γi2 , γi3

such thatX is the common endpoint of γi1 , γi2 , γi3 and the contact angle between γip , γiq
is π

3 for 1 ≤ p ̸= q ≤ 3 at X.
Utilizing the result from spherical geometric, we deduce that I contains at most 1 element

and that γi is a half-circle for i ∈ I. This result is elementary and interesting readers can refer
to Appendix B for more details.
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Hence, the claim is proved.
Similar to the first case in this proof, we can apply either Theorem 7.2 or Theorem 4.5

depending on the value of θ for some i large enough to obtain the regularity result. This is a
contradiction to our initial assumption. □

Appendix A. Almost Stationary Varifolds under C1 Metrics

In this section, we introduce the notion of µ-stationary varifold under some C1 metrics. The
majority of the results here align closely with the standard theory of varifold. Therefore, we will
not delve into detailed proofs for some statements, as they follow analogously from arguments
found in standard texts, such as Chapter 8 of Simon’s book [Sim83].

We assume U is a domain in Rn+k.

A.1. Theory of Varifolds under C1 Metrics. This subsection gathers some fundamental
aspects of varifolds under C1 metrics. Let g denote a C1 metric defined on U .

Definition A.1. For any n-varifold V ∈ G(n,U), we define the weight measure under metric
g as

(A.1) ∥V ∥g(K) =

ˆ
K

√
detgSdV (X,S).

Here, we define detgS as
detgS := det

(
⟨τi, τj⟩g

)n
i,j=1

where {τi}ni=1 represents an orthonormal basis of S with respect to the Euclidean metric δ.
It is straightforward to observe that the measures |V |g and |V | are mutually absolutely

continuous.

Remark A.2. Should V correspond to an n-dimensional submanifold M in U with a density
of 1, then ∥V ∥g is the n-dimensional volume measure of M under the metric g.

By computing the first variation of the weight measure under the metric g, we define the first
variation δgV as

δgV (φ) :=
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

∥(ϕt)#V ∥g(W ) =

ˆ
W×G(n+k,n)

divgSφ(x)
√

detgSdV (x, S).

where φ ∈ X1
c(W ) and ϕt is the variation associated with φ.

Definition A.3. We say a varifold V has locally bounded first variation in U under metric g if
for each W ⊂⊂ U , there exists a constant C <∞ such that

|δgV (φ)| ≤ C sup
U

|φ|g , ∀φ ∈ Xc(W ).

Given that V has locally bounded first variation in U under metric g, by general Riesz
Representation Theorem, we can find a Radon measure ∥δgV ∥ on U given by

∥δgV ∥(W ) = sup
φ∈X1

c(W ),|φ|g≤1

|δgV (φ)|,

along with a ∥δgV ∥-measurable νg vector field with |νg(X)|g = 1, for ∥δgV ∥-a.e. X ∈ U such
that

δgV (φ) = −
ˆ
U

⟨νg, φ⟩g d∥δ
gV ∥.

Further, it can be expressed asˆ
U

⟨νg, φ⟩g d∥δ
gV ∥ =

ˆ
U

⟨Hg, φ⟩g d∥V ∥g +
ˆ
U

⟨νg, φ⟩g dσ
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where

Hg(X) := lim
ρ→0+

∥δgV ∥(Bρ(X))

∥V ∥g(Bρ(X))
νg(X),

and dσ denotes the singular part of ∥δgV ∥ with respect to ∥V ∥g.
Suppose k = 0 and Ω is a Hn-measurable set in U . We call Ω a Caccioppoli set in U under

metric g if V := |Ω| has locally bounded first variation in U under metric g.
The proposition presented below establishes the equivalence between the given definition of

a Caccioppoli set under a C1 metric and the standard definition under the Euclidean metric.

Proposition A.4. Ω is a Caccioppoli set in U under metric g if and only if Ω is a Caccioppoli
set in U under Euclidean metric δ.

Proof. We prove the "if" part first.
Suppose Ω is a Caccioppoli set. Then, by De Giorgi’s structure theorem, we get ∂∗Ω is

countably n-rectifiable and ∥δ|Ω|∥ = Hn−1⌊(∂∗Ω) and there exists a Hn−1⌊(∂∗Ω)-measurable
vector field νΩ with |νΩ(X)| = 1 for Hn−1⌊(∂∗Ω)-a.e., X ∈ U andˆ

Ω

divφdHn =

ˆ
∂∗Ω

νΩ · φdHn−1,

for any φ ∈ X1
c(U). This leads us to

(A.2) δg|Ω|(φ) =
ˆ
Ω

n∑
i=1

∂

∂xi
(
√
detgφi)dHn =

ˆ
∂∗Ω

νΩ · φ
√

detgdHn−1.

where we write φ =
∑n
i=1 φ

iei and recall that detg := det(⟨ei, ej⟩g)
n
i,j=1. For any X ∈ ∂∗Ω, we

define νgΩ(X) to be the unit normal vector of TX∂∗Ω at X under metric g(X) and pointing to
the same side as νΩ(X). An elementary calculation in linear algebra yields

(A.3)
√
det(g(X)) = ⟨νΩ(X), νgΩ(X)⟩g(X)

√
det(gTX∂∗Ω(X)).

We decompose φ = φ⊤+(φ · νΩ)νΩ where φ⊤(X) is the vector in TX∂∗Ω for any X ∈ ∂∗Ω, and
then,

⟨φ(X), νgΩ(X)⟩ = 0 + ⟨(φ(X) · νΩ(X))νΩ(X), νgΩ(X)⟩ = φ(X) · νΩ(X) ⟨νΩ(X), νgΩ(X)⟩g(X) .

Together with (A.2) and (A.3), we arrive at

δg|Ω|(φ) =
ˆ
∂∗Ω

⟨νgΩ, φ⟩
√

detgTX∂∗ΩdHn−1.

This equation directly leads to the conclusion that Ω is a Caccioppoli set in U under metric g.
For the "only if" part,it suffices to verify that De Giorgi’s structure theorem is applicable

under the metric g. Subsequently, we can use the same argument as above to obtain Ω is a
Caccioppoli set in U under Euclidean metric δ. □

Remark A.5. Suppose Ω is a Caccioppoli set in U and let V = |∂∗Ω| be the (n− 1)-rectifiable
varifold associated to ∂∗Ω. Then, we can find

δg|Ω|(φ) =
ˆ
⟨νgΩ, φ⟩ d∥V ∥g

for some vector field νgΩ with |νgΩ|g = 1 for ∥V ∥g-a.e. X ∈ U by the proof of Proposition A.4.

For the monotonicity formula, we need to consider the geodesic balls instead of Euclidean
balls. We define the geodesic ball Bgρ(X) as

Bgρ(X) := {Y ∈ U : distg(X,Y ) < ρ} ,
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where distg is the distance function under metric g. We consider a point X ∈ U , along with
two constants, ρ0 ∈ (0,distg(X, ∂U)) and Λ ≥ 0 such that

(A.4) ∥δgV ∥(Bgρ(X)) ≤ Λ∥V ∥g(Bgρ(X)), ∀ρ ∈ (0, ρ0).

At first, we derive the monotonicity formula at point g = δ.

Theorem A.6 (Monotonicity Formula). Suppose V has a locally bounded first variation in U
under metric g. We also assume 0 ∈ U and (A.4) holds with X = 0. Furthermore, we assume
g(0) = δ. Then, there exists ρ1 = ρ1(n, k,Λ, g) ∈ (0, ρ0) small enough such that

(A.5)
∥V ∥(Bσ)

σn
≤ (1 + C(µ+ Λ)ρ)

∥V ∥(Bρ)
ρn

for any 0 < σ < ρ ≤ ρ1. Here C = C(n, k) ∈ (0,+∞) is a constant and µ := ∥Dg∥L∞(U) .

Proof. Given that g(0) = δ, we know

|gij(X)− δ| ≤ µ|X|.

By choosing ρ1 = ρ1(n, k) small enough, we get

|gijS − δij | ≤ Cµ, |detgS − 1| ≤ Cµ

for some constant C = C(n, k) ∈ (0,+∞). Here, gijS is the inverse matrix of gSij and gSij =
g(τi, τj). Consequently, for any φ ∈ Xc(Bρ1), the following inequality holds,∣∣∣∣ˆ (divgSφ√detgS − divSφ

)
dV (X,S)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cµ

ˆ
|φ|+ |X| |DSφ| dV (X,S),

for some C = C(n, k) ∈ (0,+∞). Together with the definition of the first variation, we get∣∣∣∣ˆ divSφdV (X,S)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ sup
Bρ

|φ|g∥δgV ∥(Bρ) + Cµ

ˆ
|φ|+ |X||DSφ|dV (X,S)

≤ CΛ sup
Bρ

|φ|∥V ∥g(Bρ) + Cµ

ˆ
|φ|+ |X||DSφ|dV (X,S),

for any φ ∈ Xc(Bρ) with ρ ≤ ρ1 where we used the condition (A.4) and the fact that |φ|g ≤ C|φ|
if we choose ρ1 = ρ1(n, k, g) small enough. Now, we choose

φ(X) =


(

1
σn − 1

ρn

)
X, X ∈ Bσ,(

1
|X|n − 1

ρn

)
X, X ∈ Bρ\Bσ,

0, otherwise,

and denote f(ρ) = 1
ρn ∥V ∥(Bρ), then the direct computation (cf. [SS81, Page. 778-779]) implies,

(1− Cµσ)f(σ)− (1 + Cµρ)f(ρ) +

ˆ
Bρ\Bσ

|S⊥X|2

|X|n+2
dV (X,S)

≤ CΛ

(
1

σn
− 1

ρn

)
ρn+1f(ρ) + Cµ

ˆ ρ

σ

f(τ)dτ,(A.6)

for 0 < σ < ρ ≤ ρ1 and C = C(n, k) ∈ (0,+∞). Note that we can assume Cµρ ≤ 1
2 by choosing

ρ1 small enough. Consequently, from (A.6), for any 0 < 1
2ρ ≤ σ < ρ ≤ ρ1, it follows that,

(A.7) f(σ) ≤ (1 + C(µ+ Λ)ρ)f(ρ) + Cµ

ˆ ρ

σ

f(τ)dτ.
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We claim that we have

(A.8) f(σ) ≤ (1 + C(µ+ Λ)ρ)f(ρ), ∀0 < 1

2
ρ ≤ σ < ρ ≤ ρ1,

for some constant C = C(n, k) ∈ (0,+∞) if we choose ρ1 = ρ1(n, k,Λ, g) small enough.
Suppose ξ ∈ [σ, ρ] such that f(ξ) ≥ 1

2 supτ∈[σ,ρ] f(τ). Substituting σ with ξ or ρ with ξ in
(A.7) yields two inequalities involving f(σ), f(ξ), and f(ρ). By choosing ρ1 = ρ1(n, k,Λ, g)
small enough, we can eliminate the term containing f(ξ) to get (A.8).

Iteratively applying (A.8) by setting σ to ρ
2j+1 and ρ to ρ

2j for j = 0, 1, 2, . . ., we obtain

(A.9) f(σ) ≤
j∏
i=0

(
1 + C(µ+ Λ)

ρ

2i

)
f(ρ) ≤ (1 + C(µ+ Λ)ρ)f(ρ),

for any σ ∈
[

ρ
2j+1 ,

ρ
2j

)
by choosing ρ1 small enough if necessary. Here, the constant C depends

on n, k only. This is what we want to prove. □

Corollary A.7. Suppose V is a varifold in U with locally bounded first variation under the
metric g, and condition (A.4) is satisfied for some point X ∈ U . Then, there exists ρ1 =
ρ1(n, k, g,Λ) ∈ (0, ρ0) such that for any 0 < 2σ < ρ ≤ ρ1, we have

(A.10)
∥V ∥g(Bgσ(X))

σn
≤ (1 + Cρ)

∥V ∥g(Bgρ(X))

ρn
,

for C = C(n, k, g,Λ) ∈ (0,+∞).

Proof. We only need to consider the case that 0 ∈ U and g(0) = δ up to an affine transformation.
Let µ = ∥Dg∥L∞(U). At first, we choose ρ1 such that Theorem A.6 holds and adjust ρ1 if

necessary. As |g − δ| ≤ Cρµ in Bρ, for any C1 curve γ in Bρ, we have

|L(γ)− Lg(γ)| ≤ CρµL(γ).

With ρ1 small enough, it can be shown that

Bg(1−Cµρ)ρ ⊂ Bρ ⊂ Bg(1+Cµρ)ρ.

Again, using |g − δ| ≤ Cµρ in Bρ and the definition of ∥V ∥g in (A.1), we deduce that

(1− Cµρ)∥V ∥g(Bρ) ≤ ∥V ∥(Bρ) ≤ (1 + Cµρ)∥V ∥g(Bρ).

Together with (A.5), we get

(1− Cµσ)
∥V ∥g(Bg(1−Cµσ)σ)

σn
≤ (1 + Cµρ)

∥V ∥g(Bg(1+Cµρ)ρ)
ρn

.

Now, we replace (1−Cµσ)σ by σ and (1+Cµρ)ρ by ρ to get (A.10) with X = 0 by choosing
ρ1 = ρ1(n, k, g,Λ) if necessary. □

For ∥V ∥g-a.e. X ∈ U , there exists ρ0 ∈ (0,distg(X, ∂U)) and Λ such that (A.4) holds by
Differentiation Theorem (cf. [Sim83, Lemma 40.5]). Note that we should replace Euclidean
balls with geodesic balls in the Differentiation Theorem.

Proposition A.8. Suppose V has a locally bounded first variation in U under C1 metric g.
The density function Θg(∥V ∥g, X) defined by

Θg(∥V ∥g, X) := lim
ρ→0+

∥V ∥g(Bgρ(X))

ωnρn

exists for ∥V ∥g-a.e. X ∈ U . Furthermore, Θg(∥V ∥g, X) is a ∥V ∥g-measurable function.
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Remark A.9. When V is rectifiable, we can verify that

(A.11) Θg(∥V ∥g, X) = Θ(∥V ∥, X), for ∥V ∥-a.e. X ∈ U.

However, it is worth noting that (A.11) may not hold in general.

Theorem A.10 (Semi-continuity of Θg under varifold convergence). Let {Vi} be a sequence of
varifolds in U with locally bounded first variation under C1 metric gi such that Vi → V as Radon
measures. We assume Θgi(∥Vi∥gi , X) ≥ 1 except on a set Bi ⊂ U with ∥Vi∥gi(Bi ∩W ) → 0
and lim infi→+∞ ∥δgiVi∥(W ) < ∞ for each W ⊂⊂ U . We also assume the metrics gi satisfies
supi(|gi|+ |Dgi|) < +∞ and converges to a C1 metric g in C1 sense in U as i → +∞. Under
these conditions, V is a n-varifold with locally bounded first variation under metric g and it
satisfies ∥δgV ∥(W ) ≤ lim infi→+∞ ∥δgiVi∥(W ) for all W ⊂⊂ U and Θg(∥V ∥, X) ≥ 1 for ∥V ∥g-
a.e. X ∈ U .

Proof. The detailed proof is omitted here, as it parallels the approach used for Theorem 40.6
in [Sim83], adjusted for the C1 metrics set. □

The Rectifiability theorem for varifolds under metric g is a fundamental part of the theory
of varifolds. We can establish the following theorem for locally bounded first variation under
metric g.

Theorem A.11 (Rectifiability Theorem). Suppose V has locally bounded first variation in U
under C1 metric g and Θg(∥V ∥g, X) > 0 for ∥V ∥g-a.e. X ∈ U . Then, V is an n-rectifiable
varifold.

Proof. This proof can be viewed as a straightforward adaptation of Theorem 42.4 in [Sim83]. □

Another important result is the compactness theorem for varifolds with locally bounded first
variation.

Theorem A.12 (Compactness theorem for n-varifolds under C1 metric). Suppose Vi is a rec-
tifiable n-varifolds that has locally bounded first variation in U under metric gi. We assume
supi |gi|+ |Dgi| < +∞ and there exists a C1 metric g such that gi → g in C1 sense, along with

sup
i

(∥Vi∥gi(W ) + ∥δgiVi∥(W )) <∞ ∀W ⊂⊂ U,

and Θg(∥Vi∥gi , X) ≥ 1 on U\Ai where ∥Vi∥gi(Ai ∩W ) → 0 as i→ 0,∀W ⊂⊂ U . Then, up to a
subsequence, there exists an n-varifold V in U with locally bounded first variation under metric
g such that Vi → V in the sense of Radon measures, Θg(∥V ∥g, X) ≥ 1 for ∥V ∥g-a.e. X ∈ U ,
and ∥δgV ∥(W ) ≤ lim infi→+∞ ∥δgiVi∥(W ) for each W ⊂⊂ U .

In particular, if all the Vi has integer multiplicity, then so does V .

Proof. The argument is similar to the proof of Theorem 42.7 in [Sim83]. See the proof of
Theorem 3.23 for the necessary adjustments. □

A.2. µ-stationary and regularity. We now introduce the notion of µ-stationary condition
under a C1 metric.

Definition A.13. Given an n-varifold V and a C1 metric g on U ⊂ Rn+k, we say (V, g) is
µ-stationary in U if the metric g satisfies ∥g− δ∥C1(U) ≤ µ, and for any vector field φ ∈ X1

c(U),
we have

|δgV (φ)| ≤ µ

ˆ
|φ|gd∥V ∥g.
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For simplicity, we write

µ(V, g) = inf{µ : (V, g) is µ-stationary}.

Notably, (V, g) is µ-stationary can imply V has locally bounded first variation in U under metric
g, enabling the application of results from the previous subsection to µ-stationary varifolds. In
particular, for any µ-stationary (V, g), if we require µ = µ(n, k, U) small enough instead of
ρ small enough in the proof of (A.5) (Note that Λ is 0 here.), we can derive the following
monotonicity formula,

∥V ∥g(Bgσ(X))

σn
≤ (1 + Cµρ)

∥V ∥g(Bgρ(X))

ρn
,∀X ∈ U, and ∀0 < 2σ < ρ < distg(X, ∂U)

for C = C(n, k, U).
The final significant theorem is due to Allard [All72]. By adapting the proof to C1 metric

case, we can establish the following version of Allard regularity theorem.

Theorem A.14 (Allard Regularity). Let V be an integral rectifiable n-varifold in Bn+k1 (0)

and g a C1 metric on Bn+k1 (0). Suppose (V, g) is a µ-stationary varifold in Bn+k1 (0) and P is
an n-dimensional plane in Rn+k with 0 ∈ P . Given γ, δ ∈ (0, 1), then there exists a number
ε = ε(n, k, γ, δ) ∈ (0, 1) such that if the following condition holds,

(a) µ < ε,
(b) spt∥V ∥ ∩B 1

2
(0) ̸= ∅ and 1

ωn
∥V ∥(B1(0)) < 1 + δ,

(c)
´
B1(0)

dist2(X,P )d∥V ∥(X) < ε.

Then, we have
spt∥V ∥ ∩Bn+kγ (0) ⊂ graphu

with u ∈ C1,β(Bn+kγ (0) ∩ P, P⊥) for some β ∈ (0, 1) and

∥u∥2C1,β(Bγ(0)∩P,P⊥) ≤ C

(ˆ
B1(0)

dist2(X,P )d∥V ∥(X) + µ

)
.

Here, the constant C = C(n, k, γ, δ) ∈ (0,+∞) and β = β(n, k, γ, δ). P (X) denotes the
orthogonal projection of X to plane P .

Appendix B. Stationary triple-junction networks on half sphere

In this section, we prove that the total length of each stationary triple-junction network on a
half-sphere is bounded below by π, and this minimum is attained exclusively when the network
forms a half-great circle.

For simplicity, we write S2
+ := ∂B3

1 ∩H3 to be the half-sphere in H3.
We denote N a collection of smooth regular curves {γi}i∈I , and P the set of all possible

endpoints of γi. We say N = {γi}i∈I is a stationary triple-junction network on S2
+ if it satisfies

the following conditions,
(a) Each γi is an embedded geodesic (spherical arc) in S2

+, and γi does not lies in ∂S2
+,

(b) Intersection between γi and γj only occurs at their endpoints for distinct i, j ∈ I,
(c) At each point X ∈ P, we have either X ∈ ∂H3 or there exists three geodesic arcs

γi1 , γi2 , γi3 such that X is the common endpoint of γi1 , γi2 , γi3 and the contact angle
between γip , γiq is π

3 for 1 ≤ p ̸= q ≤ 3 at X.
We define the total length of the network as

L(N ) :=
∑
i∈I

L(γi).
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where L(γi) is the length of γi. From the definition of stationary triple-junction network, we
know P ∩ {x1 > 0} is discrete and hence at most countable by (a). This indicates that I is at
most countable, ensuring that L(N ) is well-defined.

Theorem B.1. Suppose N = {γi}i∈I is a stationary triple-junction network on S2
+ Then, we

have
L(N ) ≥ π

and equality holds precisely when if N = {γ} where γ is a half-great circle.

Proof. For simplicity, we identify S2
+ with the unit disk D := {X = (x1, x2) : |X| ≤ 1} via

stereographic projection. We denote g the metric on D induced by this projection. Accordingly,
each γi is viewed as a smooth regular curve in D. Let N = ∪i∈Iγi be the union of all γi and
denote D̊ the interior of D. It is easy to see that D̊\N is a disjoint union of open sets. Defining
O as the set of the connected component of D̊\N , it is straightforward to observe that each
U ⊂ O is geodesic convex.

Lemma B.2. If L(N ) ≤ π, then for any U ∈ O, we have U ∩ ∂D ̸= ∅.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose L(N ) ≤ π and U ∩ ∂D = ∅. By the definition of
stationary triple-junction network, we know U is a spherical m-polygon for some m ≥ 3 and
its interior angle at each vertex is 2π

3 . Gauss-Bonnet formula tells us m ≤ 5, and it implies
|U |g ≥ π

3 , where |U |g is the area of U under metric g. Invoking the isoperimetric inequality on
sphere yields

Lg(∂U) ≥ π
√
11

3
> π.

where Lg(∂U) refers to the length of ∂U under metric g. This conclusion contradicts with
L(N ) ≤ π. □

Now, we select U ⊂ O such that 0 ∈ U and denote X0 to be the point on ∂U such that
distg(0, ∂U) = distg(0, X0). Next, we select γ ∈ N such that X0 ∈ γ. Notably, if 0 /∈ ∂U , we
know X0 is in the interior of γ by (c) for the definition of stationary triple-junction network.

Let P, P ′ represent two endpoints of γ. If P, P ′ ∈ ∂D, the proof is trivial as Lg(γ) = π.
Now, we assume P ∈ D̊. We denote γ̃ the great half-circle containing γ, Q,Q′ the two

endpoints as its endpoints, arranged with Q,P,X0, P
′, Q′ in consecutive order. See Figure 2 for

an illustration of the selection for U and γ.
It is easy to see that

(B.1) distg(0, γ̃) = distg(0, γ) = distg(0, X0).

Let Ũ be the connected component of D̊\γ̃ such that U ∩ Ũ ̸= ∅, where it is evident that U ⊂ Ũ

due to the geodesic convexity of U and the fact that 0 is in the closure of Ũ .
Consequently, it can be verified that

(B.2) distg(P,X) ≥ distg(P,Q), distg(P
′, X) ≥ distg(P

′, Q′), ∀X ∈ ∂Ũ ∩ ∂D,
by (B.1) and the fact X0 ∈ γ.

We write A to be the connected component of ∂U ∩ D̊\γ whose closure contains X0. By
Lemma B.2, there exists a point X1 ∈ ∂Ũ ∩ ∂D in the closure of A as U ∈ Ũ . Therefore, we
have Lg(A) ≥ distg(P,X1) ≥ distg(P,Q).

Similarly, if P ′ ̸= Q′, we can find another component A′ of ∂U\D̊ with Lg(A′) ≥ distg(P
′, Q′).

This implies Lg(∂U) ≥ Lg(γ̃) = π and equality holds if and only if γ = γ̃ and N = {γ}. □

Remark B.3. Even when U ∩ ∂D ̸= ∅, it is straightforward to deduce that U is a spherical
m-polygon for some 3 ≤ m ≤ 6 as well.
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Figure 2. Choice of U and γ
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