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ON POLYNOMIAL SOLUTIONS TO THE MINIMAL SURFACE

EQUATION

YIFAN GUO

Abstract. We are interested in finding nonlinear polynomials P on Rn that solves
the minimal surface equation.

We first prove a structure theorem on such polynomials. We show that the highest
degree term Pm must factor as P k

0 Qm where k is odd, Qm ≥ 0 on Rn and P0 is
irreducible, and that the level sets of Pm are all area minimizing. Moreover, the
unique tangent cone of graphP at ∞ is {P0 = 0} × R. If k ≥ 3, we know further
that lower order terms down to some degree are divisible by P0.

We also show that P must contain terms of both high and low degree. In partic-
ular, it cannot be homogeneous. As a corollary, we prove that there is no quadratic
or cubic polynomial solution.

Using a general decay lower bound of Green’s functions on minimal hypersurfaces
we are able to show that degP0 + k−1 degQm ≤ n− 2.

Finally, we prove that a polynomial minimal graph cannot have C × Rl as its
tangent cone at ∞ where l ≥ 1 and C is any isoparametric cone. We also show that
the existence of a nonlinear polynomial solutions on R8 will imply the existence of an
area minimizing but not strictly minimizing cubic cone in R8. These results indicate
that finding an explicit polynomial solution can be hard.

1. Introduction

1.1. Entire solutions to the minimal surface equation. Let P be a function on
Rn. The graph of P has mean curvature 0 in Rn+1 is equivalent to P satisfying the
minimal surface equation:

(1 + |∇P |)2∆P −
n∑

i,j=1

PxiPxjPxixj = 0.(1)

Such function P , defined on all of Rn, is called an entire solution to the minimal surface
equation.

A well-known theorem of Bernstein [3] says that the only entire solutions to the
minimal surface equation on R2 are affine functions. The theorem was generalized to
R7 by the successive works of Fleming [13], De Giorgi [9], Almgren [2] and Simons [23].

On the other hand, Bombieri, De Giorgi, and Giusti [5] constructed nonlinear entire
solutions to the minimal surface equation on Rn for n ≥ 8 modeling on Simons’ cone.
Thus the restriction on n ≤ 7 in Bernstein theorem is sharp. Many other entire solutions
have been constructed by Simon [21] modeling on isoparametric cones cf. subsection
1.5.
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We are interested in finding entire solutions to the minimal surface equation which
are polynomials. This is a problem raised in [22]. While graphs of complex polyno-
mials are always minimal by a calibration argument, there is no known example of a
real polynomial whose graph is minimal except affine functions. In fact, even though
nonlinear entire minimal graphs are known to exist, none of them is explicit. In order
to find an explicit example, we should try some special ansatz and polynomial seem
to be a natural choice. The other motivation is the long standing conjecture that all
entire solutions to the minimal surface equation have polynomial growth cf. [6, 22, 29].
This conjecture is verified by Simon [21] under some technical assumptions. Therefore,
it is reasonable to believe that polynomials can be suitable candidates for solutions to
the minimal surface equation.

1.2. Structure of polynomial solutions. We start by considering suitable blow-
downs of graphP which will imply that a polynomial solution has a special structure.
Neglecting the constant term, we write P as the sum of homogeneous polynomials

P = Pm + Pm−1 + · · · + P2 + P1(2)

where Pi is homogeneous of degree i. We consider the graph obtained by scaling down
graphP by λ and translating vertically by tλ−m+1 for some fixed t ∈ R. We are able
to show the following currents convergence

lim
λ→0

ηλ# graphP − tλ−m+1en+1 = ∂[Pm < t]× R

where ηλ : Rn → Rn is the map x 7→ λx. By Federer-Fleming compactness, this means
that for all t ∈ R the current ∂[Pm < t] is area minimizing i.e. the level sets of Pm

are area minimizing. Using irreduciblily of area minimizing currents as well as real
Nullstellensatz, we obtain the following structure theorem for polynomial solutions.

Theorem 1.1. Let P = Pm + Pm−1 + · · · + P2 + P1 with m ≥ 2 solve the minimal
surface equation where Pi is homogeneous of degree i. Then we have:

(i) For every t ∈ R, the current ∂[Pm < t] is area minimizing.
(ii) There exist k ≥ 1 odd, P0 a nonlinear irreducible homogeneous polynomial that

changes sign and Qm an even degree homogeneous polynomial which is non-
negative on Rn and coprime with P0, with {Qm = 0} of dimension ≤ n − 2 so
that

Pm = P k
0Qm.(3)

(iii) The unique tangent cone of graphP at ∞ is ∂[P0 < 0]× R.
(iv) If k ≥ 3 in (3), then there exists 2 ≤ s ≤ m− 1 so that

P = P k
0Qm + P

km−1

0 Qm−1 + · · ·+ P
ks+1

0 Qs+1 + P0Qs + Ps−1 + · · ·+ P1

where P0 and Qi are coprime for l ≤ i ≤ m and ki ≥ 2 for s+ 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1.

From (i) and (ii), we see that the zero locus of P0 defines an area-minimizing cone.
Moreover, {Pm = t} for t 6= 0 are smooth area-minimizing hypersurfaces lying on one
side of {P0 = 0} and thus they are the Hardt-Simon foliation of the cone {P0 = 0}.
The isoparametric cones introduced by Cartan [8] are perfect examples of such cones.
However, we are going to show in Theorem 1.6 that all isoparametric cones cannot
appear as {P0 = 0} for any polynomial solution.
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1.3. No homogeneous solution to the minimal surface equation. One conve-
nience when we consider polynomial solutions to PDEs is that we can consider each
degree terms separately. Notice that we write the minimal surface equation (1) in
such a way that it maps a polynomial to a polynomial. To proceed, let L denote the
1-Laplacian:

LP := |∇P |2∆P −
n∑

i,j=1

PxiPxjPxixj .

Then the minimal surface equation becomes

∆P + LP = 0.

If P is homogeneous of degree m, then LP is homogeneous of degree 3m−4 and ∆P is
homogeneous of degree m− 2. Thus equation (1) is equivalent to 3m− 3 equations for
Pm, . . . , P1 which is obtained by expanding (1) according to (2). The first 2 equations
are:

LPm = 0 (degree 3m− 4)(4)

DL(Pm)Pm−1 = 0 (degree 3m− 5)(5)

where (5) means that Pm−1 satisfies the linearized equation of L at Pm or explicitly

|∇Pm|2∆Pm−1+2∆Pm∇Pm·∇Pm−1−
n∑

i,j=1

(
Pm,xiPm,xiPm−1,xixj + 2Pm,xjPm,xixjPm−1,xi

)
= 0.

Essentially we will only use (4) explicitly in this article cf. Remark 3.2. Note that Pm

solving LPm = 0 is equivalent to the fact that every level set of Pm has mean curvature
0 at each regular point. This is not surprising in view of Theorem 1.1 (i). Solving
LPm = 0 is the first step in solving the full minimal surface equation and it is unknown
whether there is any nonlinear homogeneous polynomial solution except powers of linear
functions. One nontrivial solution to Lu = 0 is the function F constructed in section
III of [5] which gives the first proof of area minimality of Simons’ cone. However, by
Theorem 1.6, this function is not a polynomial.

It is natural to ask whether there is any homogeneous polynomial P solving the full
minimal surface equation, not just the 1-Laplace equation. From equations (1) and
(4), we see that this is equivalent to ∆P = 0 and LP = 0. With an elementary result
Proposition 4.1 of [26] (see also Lemma 3.4), we show that such polynomials cannot be
a solution. Actually we have a stronger theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Polynomials of the form

P = Pm + Pm−1 + · · ·+ P⌈m
3
⌉+1

with m ≥ 2 and Pm 6= 0 cannot solve the minimal surface equation. Here ⌈x⌉ is the
least integer greater than or equal to x.

In particular, there is no homogeneous polynomial of degree m ≥ 2 solving the min-
imal surface equation.

We also have a slight variant of the theorem above which will be an important
ingredient in Theorem 1.8.
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Theorem 1.3. We have the following:

(i) Polynomials of the form P = Pm + P1 for m ≥ 2 cannot solve the minimal
surface equation. In particular, there is no quadratic polynomial solution to the
minimal surface equation.

(ii) There is no cubic polynomial solution to the minimal surface equation.

1.4. Jacobi fields on level sets and lower bound of Green’s function. Since
the level sets of Pm are all minimal, the function u = 1

|∇(P0Q
1/k
m )|

satisfies the Jacobi

field equation on regular part of {Pm = t} for all t ∈ R cf. Lemma 3.1. Since a positive
Jacobi field is bounded below by some multiple of Green’s function, we get estimates on
degP0+k

−1 degQm if we have a lower bound of the Green’s function. This is obtained
in the following result proved in [14].

Theorem 1.4 ([14]). Let n ≥ 4 and Σ ⊂ Rn be an area-minimizing boundary i.e.
Σ = ∂[U ] for some U ⊂ Rn open and is area minimizing as a current. Then there
exists C1(n), C2(n) > 0 so that for the Green’s function G(x, y) on Σ, x, y ∈ sptΣ

C1(n)|x− y|3−n ≥ G(x, y) ≥ C2(n)|x− y|3−n

where |x| denotes the length of the vector x ∈ Rn.

Using the above theorem, we have

Theorem 1.5. If Pm = P k
0Qm satisfies Theorem 1.1 (i) and (ii), then degP0 +

k−1 degQm ≤ n− 2.

1.5. “Non-existence” theorems. We have two “non-existence” theorems about poly-
nomial solutions. We call them “non-existence” since they show that the existence of
polynomial solutions will imply the existence of some algebraic area minimizing cones
that are not known to exist.

To state the first theorem, we recall that a minimal hypercone C ⊂ Rn is called
isoparametric if the link C ∩ Sn−1 has constant principal curvature in Sn−1 cf. [7].
Every isoparametric cone is the zero locus of a homogeneous polynomial called Cartan-
Münzner polynomial [8], [17]. Our first “non-existence” theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.6. If Pm = P k
0Qm satisfies Theorem 1.1 (i) and (ii), then P0 is not a

Cartan-Münzner polynomial.
In particular we must have degP0 ≥ 3 since all quadratic minimal cones are isopara-

metric.

In view of Theorem 1.1, this implies the following:

Corollary 1.7. Polynomial minimal graph cannot have C × Rl as tangent cone at ∞
where C is an isoparametric minimal cone and l ≥ 1.

To the author’s best knowledge, isoparametric cones and their products with Rl

are the only known examples of area minimizing hypercones. Therefore, we need to
construct new algebraic area-minimizing cones in order to find nonlinear polynomial
solutions.

For the second “non-existence” theorem, we recall the Bernstein’s theorem which says
that the smallest dimension in which nonlinear entire solution could exists is n = 8.
For polynomial solutions on R8, we have the following “non-existence” theorem.
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Theorem 1.8. If there is a nonlinear polynomial solution to the minimal surface equa-
tion on R8, then there exists a cubic, strictly stable, area minimizing cone in R8 which
is not strictly minimizing.

We can rephrase it as a Bernstein type theorem.

Corollary 1.9. If P is a polynomial on R8 solving the minimal surface equation and
the tangent cone of graphP at ∞ is strictly minimizing, then P is an affine function.

The idea is to combine the growth estimates of Simon [21] and no cubic solutions
from Theorem 1.3. The strictly minimizing property comes from the assumption of [21].
Such assumption appears in many results of minimal hypersurfaces. Note that there is
no known example of area minimizing but not strictly minimizing hypercones except
for R2 ⊂ R3 cf. [16]. Moreover, in R8, the only known area minimizing cones are cones
over S3 × S3 and S2 × S4, both of which are isoparametric and strictly minimizing.

The outline of the rest of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we prove the structure
theorem Theorem 1.1. In section 3, we prove Theorem 1.2 and 1.3. In section 4, we
use lower bound for Green’s function to prove Theorem 1.5. In section 5, we prove the
two “nonexistence” theorems: Theorem 1.6 and 1.8.

Acknowledgement

The author would like to express his sincere gratitude to his advisor, Richard Schoen,
for constant support and guidance. He would also like to thank Connor Mooney for
helpful discussions on this problem.

2. Structure of polynomial solutions

We introduce the following notations and definitions, mostly about geometric mea-
sure theory cf. [11], [19]:

|x|: the length of the vector x ∈ Rn;
Br(x): Euclidean ball radius r in Rn centered at x (write Br if x = 0);
U : open set in Rn;
Rloc

k (U): integer multiplicity k-rectifiable currents in U ;

I lock (U): k-integral currents in U ;
[M ]: the current associated to the smooth manifold M ;
[f < 0]: the current defined by the open set {f < 0};
‖S‖: Radon measure associated to S ∈ Rloc

k (U);

SxV , µxV : restriction of the current S ∈ Rloc
k (U) or a Radon measure µ to a set

V ⊂ U ;
∇u: Euclidean gradient of a function u at x
∇Su(x): tangential component of ∇u on TxS;
∆Su: Laplace-Beltrami operator of a smooth hypersurface S;
For later reference, we quote here the Nullstellensatz over R which can be found in

[4, Theorem 4.5.1].

Lemma 2.1 (Real Nullstellensatz). Let P ∈ R[x1, . . . , xn] be an irreducible polynomial.
The following are equivalent.
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(i) The set Z(P ) := {P = 0} contains a regular point, i.e. there exists x ∈ {P = 0}
so that ∇P (x) 6= 0.

(ii) The polynomial P changes sign.
(iii) (P ) = I(Z(P )) where (P ) is the ideal generated by P in R[x1, . . . , xn] and

I(Z(P )) is the real radical i.e. the ideal generated by polynomials that vanishes
on Z(P ).

(iv) dimZ(P ) = n− 1.

In particular, if P satisfies any of the conditions above and Q is a polynomial that
vanishes in a neighborhood of a regular point in {P = 0}, then P |Q.

Remark 2.2. Throughout the article, the dimension of a zero locus V of some poly-
nomials means one of the following, the algebraic dimension, the largest dimension of
the manifolds in the decomposition of V into finite union of smooth manifolds, or the
Hausdorff dimension. They are all equivalent in this setting.

Remark 2.3. If P is a polynomial that does not satisfy the conditions in Theorem
2.1, then it cannot change sign, Z(P ) is of high codimension and ∇P ≡ 0 on {P = 0}.
One such example is the function x21 + x22 on R3.

We first investigate the structure of the level sets of a homogeneous polynomial.
Let Pm be a homogeneous polynomial of degree m in Rn. We write the irreducible

factorization of Pm as

Pm = c0p
k1
1 · · · pkaa · · · pka+b

a+b · · · pka+b+c

a+b+c(6)

where

(7)

c0 6= 0 is some constant,

ki, a, b, c ≥ 0 are integers

ki is odd for 1 ≤ i ≤ a,

ki is even for a+ 1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b

pi are irreducible polynomials for 1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b+ c,

gcd(pi, pj) = 1, 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ a+ b+ c,

pi changes sign for 1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b,

pi ≥ 0 for a+ b+ 1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b+ c.

Lemma 2.4. We have

(i) For any t 6= 0, the set {Pm = t} is a smooth hypersurface in Rn with ∇Pm

nonvanishing on {Pm = t}.
(ii) For 1 ≤ i ≤ a + b, the set {pi = 0} is n − 1-dimensional and for a + b + 1 ≤

j ≤ a+ b+ c the set {pj = 0} is of dimension ≤ n− 2.
(iii) For 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ a + b, the set {pi = 0} intersects {pj = 0} along a set of

dimension ≤ n− 2.

Proof. (i) Since Pm is homogeneous of degree m, by Euler’s identity, we have, for any
x ∈ {Pm = t}

x · ∇Pm(x) = mPm(x) = mt 6= 0.

Thus ∇Pm(x) 6= 0 and {Pm = t} is a smooth hypersurface.
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(ii) This is direct consequence of Lemma 2.1 and (7).
(iii) By Lemma 2.1, dim{pi = 0} = n − 1. If for 1 ≤ j ≤ a + b, j 6= i, pj vanishes

on an n− 1-dimensional subset of {pi = 0}, then pi|pj . This is not possible since they
are coprime by assumption (7). Thus for i 6= j, the set {pi = pj = 0} have dimension
≤ n− 2. �

Now let P = Pm + · · ·+P1 be a polynomial on Rn and graphP denote the graph of
P with orientation given by the unit normal

(∇P (x),−1)√
1 + |∇P (x)|2

.

We consider the limit of graphP under appropriate blow down and translation. Let
t ∈ R be a number and λ be a parameter that tends to 0. We denote the map x 7→ λx
by ηλ. We consider the current ηλ# graphP−tλ−m+1 obtained by scaling down graphP
by λ and translating vertically by tλ−m+1. Then we have ηλ# graphP − tλ−m+1en+1 =

graphG
(λ)
t where

(8)
G

(λ)
t (x) =λP (x/λ)− tλ−m+1

=λ−m+1(Pm(x)− t) + λ−m+2Pm−1(x) + · · ·+ P1(x)

with the unit normal

(9) ν
graphG

(λ)
t

=
(∇G(λ)

t (x),−1)√
1 + |∇G(λ)

t (x)|2
.

We also denote G
(λ)
0 by P (λ). We have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let T ∈ Rloc
n (Rn+1) be the limit of graphG

(λj )
t for some λj → 0. Then

we have sptT ⊂ {Pm = t} × R.

Proof. A simple calculation shows

lim
λ→0

|G(λ)
t (x)| =

{|P1(x)| if Pm(x)− t = Pm−1(x) = · · · = P2(x) = 0

∞ otherwise.

Thus for any x with Pm(x) 6= t, there is a neighborhood U of x in Rn so that |G(λ)
t | → ∞

uniformly in U as λ → 0. Thus (U × R) ∩ sptT = ∅ and we have sptT ⊂ {Pm =
t} × R. �

Now let t 6= 0 and z0 ∈ {Pm = t}. We consider the convergence of graphG
(λ)
t in a

neighborhood of {z0} × R.

Lemma 2.6. Let P = Pm + · · · + P1 be a polynomial. Let t 6= 0 and G
(λ)
t as in (8).

Then for any z0 ∈ {Pm = t}, there exists a neighborhood U of z0 in Rn so that

lim
λ→0

[
graphG

(λ)
t

]
x(U × R) = (∂[Pm < t]xU)× R

where the convergence is both in I locn (U ×R) as currents and in C1 normal graphs over
{Pm = t} × R.
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Proof. Since t 6= 0, by Lemma 2.4 (i), we define ν(z) = ∇Pm(z)
|∇Pm(z)| for all z ∈ {Pm = t}. By

implicit function theorem, we can choose a neighborhood U of z0 so that the following
are satisfied:

(i) We can write U as U = ψ(W × (−σ, σ)) where W = U ∩ {Pm = t} and ψ :
W × (−σ, σ) → U is a diffeomorphism given by ψ(z, r) = z + rν(z).

(ii) There exists δ > 0 so that for all (z, r) ∈W × (−σ, σ) we have

∇Pm(z + rν(z)) · ν(z) ≥ 2δ > 0.

Using (8), we compute for λ sufficiently small

d

dr
G

(λ)
t (z + rν(z)) =∇G(λ)

t (z + rν(z)) · ν(z)

≥λ−m+1∇Pm(z + rν(z)) · ν(z)−O(λ−m+2)

≥δλ−m+1 > 0.

Thus r 7→ P (λ)(z + rν(z)) is increasing for all −σ < r < σ.
On W , we have

|G(λ)
t (z)| = |λ−m+2Pm−1(z) + · · ·+ λ−1P2(z) + P1(z)| ≤ Cλ−m+2.

Therefore, the interval [−σδλ−m+1 + Cλ−m+2, σδλ−m+1 − Cλ−m+2] is in the range of

G
(λ)
t on U by fundamental theorem of calculus. Note that this interval converge to R

as λ→ 0. Let R > 0 be fixed and (z, y) ∈W × (−R,R). By mean value theorem, there

exists λ0(R) > 0 so that for all 0 < λ < λ0, there is a unique −σ < ϕ(λ)(z, y) < σ so
that

(x,G
(λ)
t (x)) = (z + ϕ(λ)(z, y)ν(z), y).(10)

This means that we can write
[
graphG

(λ)
t

]
x(U ×R) as a normal graph of ϕ(λ) over

W × (−R,R). Using (10), we compute the gradient of ϕ(λ) as

∂ϕ(λ)

∂y
(z, y) =

1

∇G(λ)
t (x) · ν(z)

= O(λm−1)(11)

∂ϕ(λ)

∂zj
(z, y) =

−1

∇G(λ)
t (x) · ν(z)

∂G
(λ)
t

∂xi
(x)(eij + ϕ(λ)(z, y)

∂νi

∂zj
(z))(12)

=
−1

∇Pm(x) · ν(z)
∂Pm

∂xi
(x)(eij + ϕ(λ)(z, y)

∂νi

∂zj
(z)) +O(λ)(13)

where x = z+ϕ(λ)(z, y)ν(z) and (eij)i=1,...,n,j=1,...,n−1 is the projection matrix from Rn

to Tz{Pm = t} = ν(z)⊥.
From (8), we have

Pm(x)− t = λm−1y − λPm−1(x)− · · · − λm−1P1(x).

Hence with x = z + ϕ(λ)(z, y)ν(z), we have Pm(x) → t as λ → 0. Thus d(x, {Pm =
t}) → 0 and hence

lim
λ→0

ϕ(λ)(z, y) = 0.
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Since (eij) is the projection onto Tz{Pm = t} we have
∑n

i=1 eij∂xiPm(z) = 0. Thus the

first term in (13) converges to 0. Hence we see that graphG
(λ)
t converge to (U ∩{Pm =

t})× R in C1. We observe that the unit normal of graphG
(t)
t as in (9) converges to ν

as λ→ 0. Thus
[
graphG

(λ)
t

]
x(U × R) → (∂[Pm < t]xU)× R as currents. �

Now we consider the convergence of ∂[Pm < t] as t → 0 in a neighborhood of z0
where z0 is a regular point of {Pm = 0} i.e. for some 1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b

(14)
pi(z0) = 0, ∇pi(z0) 6= 0, and

pj(z0) 6= 0 for all j 6= i.

In view of the factorization (6), we denote the polynomial c0p
k1
1 · · · p̂kii · · · pka+b+c

a+b+c by

Pm/p
ki
i for 1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b.

Lemma 2.7. Let z0 be as in (14). Then there exists a neighborhood U of z0 in Rn so
that the following hold.

(i) If 1 ≤ i ≤ a, then

lim
t→0

(∂[Pm < t]) xU = sgn
((
Pm/p

ki
i

)
(z0)

)
(∂[pi < 0]) xU

where the convergence is both in I locn−1(U) and in C∞ as smooth manifolds.
In particular

lim
t→0

‖∂[Pm < t]‖xU = Hn−1
x(U ∩ {pi = 0})

(ii) If a+ 1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b then as currents in I locn−1(U)

lim
t→0

∂[Pm < t]xU = 0.

(a) If sgn((Pm/p
ki
i )(z0)) > 0, then

lim
t→0+

‖∂[Pm < t]‖xU =2Hn−1
x(U ∩ {pi = 0}),

lim
t→0−

‖∂[Pm < t]‖xU =0.

(b) If sgn((Pm/p
ki
i )(z0)) < 0, then

lim
t→0+

‖∂[Pm < t]‖xU =0,

lim
t→0−

‖∂[Pm < t]‖xU =2Hn−1
x(U ∩ {pi = 0}).

Proof. (i) By (7) ki is odd for 1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b. We have {Pm = t} = {w = t1/ki} where

(15) w =
(
Pm/p

ki
i

)1/ki
pi.

Since ∇pi(z0) 6= 0 and pj(z0) 6= 0 for j 6= i, we have ∇w(z0) 6= 0. By implicit
function theorem, there exist a small neighborhood U of z0, δ > 0 and f : U ∩ {w =
0} × (−δ, δ) → U a diffeomorphism so that w(f(z, t)) = t and f(z, 0) = z for all



10 YIFAN GUO

z ∈ U ∩{w = 0}, t ∈ (−δ, δ). Therefore, U ∩{w = t1/ki} = f(U ∩{w = 0}, t1/ki). Since
f(·, t) → idU∩{w=0} in C∞ as t→ 0, we have

U ∩ {Pm = t} = U ∩ {w = t1/ki} → U ∩ {w = 0} = U ∩ {pi = 0} in C∞ as t→ 0.

Note that on {Pm = t} for t 6= 0, we have ∇Pm
|∇Pm| =

∇w
|∇w| . Thus we have

∇Pm

|∇Pm| =
∇w
|∇w| → sgn

((
Pm/p

ki
i

)
(z0)

) ∇pi
|∇pi|

as t→ 0.

This is the desired convergence.
(ii) We only prove (a). Item (b) follows from applying (a) to −Pm.

Since sgn((Pm/p
ki
i )(z0)) > 0 and ki is even, we have U ∩ {Pm = t} = ∅ for t < 0.

Thus the convergence for t→ 0− is obtained.

For t → 0+, we consider w =
(
Pm/p

ki
i

)1/ki
pi on U . This is well defined in U since

sgn((Pm/p
ki
i )(z0)) > 0. Now we have

U ∩ {Pm = t} = (U ∩ {w = t1/ki}) ∪ (U ∩ {w = −t1/ki}).
By the same argument as in (i), we have

U ∩ {w = ±c1/ki} → ±U ∩ {pi = 0}
both in I locn−1(U) and in C∞ as manifolds. Thus we have ∂[Pm < t]xU → 0 and
‖∂[Pm < t]‖xU → 2Hn|U∩{pi=0} as t → 0+. �

Corollary 2.8. We have the following convergence

lim
t→0

∂[Pm < t] =

a∑

i=1

sgn((Pm/p
ki
i )(z0))∂[pi < 0] = ∂[Pm < 0]

lim
t→0+

‖∂[Pm < t]‖ =
a∑

i=1

Hn−1
x{pi = 0} +

a+b∑

i=a+1

2Hn−1
x{pi = 0, Pm/p

ki
i > 0}

lim
t→0−

‖∂[Pm < t]‖ =
a∑

i=1

Hn−1
x{pi = 0} +

a+b∑

i=a+1

2Hn−1
x{pi = 0, Pm/p

ki
i < 0}.

Proof. For any z ∈ {Pm 6= 0}, the set {Pm = t} have positive distance to z for small
t. Thus if ∂[Pm < t] → T for some T ∈ I locn−1(R

n) then sptT ⊂ {Pm = 0}. Let
z0 ∈ {Pm = 0}. By Lemma 2.4, the set of singular points of {Pm = 0} has dimension
≤ n − 2. Thus we can consider the limits near a regular point of {Pm = 0}. All 3
identities follows from summing over 1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b in Lemma 2.7.

It remains to show the second equality in the first equation. Let z0 ∈ {pi = 0} be a
regular point and U be a small neighborhood of x. We define w in U as in (15).

For 1 ≤ i ≤ a, we have [Pm < 0]xU = sgn((Pm/p
ki
i )(z0))[w < 0]xU . Thus ∂[Pm <

0]xU = sgn((Pm/p
ki
i )(z0))∂[pi < 0]xU .

For a+1 ≤ i ≤ a+ b, we have [Pm < 0]xU = [w 6= 0]xU = [U ]. Thus ∂[Pm < 0] = 0.
This finishes the proof. �

Theorem 2.9. Let P = Pm + Pm−1 + · · · + P2 + P1 with m ≥ 2 solve the minimal
surface equation where Pi is homogeneous of degree i. Then we have:
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(i) For every t ∈ R, the current ∂[Pm < t] is area minimizing.
(ii) There exist k ≥ 1 odd, P0 a nonlinear irreducible homogeneous polynomial that

changes sign and Qm an even degree homogeneous polynomial which is non-
negative on Rn and coprime with P0, with {Qm = 0} of dimension ≤ n − 2 so
that

Pm = P k
0Qm.(16)

(iii) The unique tangent cone of graphP at ∞ is ∂[P0 < 0]× R.
(iv) If k ≥ 3 in (16), then there exists 2 ≤ s ≤ m− 1 so that

P = P k
0Qm + P

km−1

0 Qm−1 + · · ·+ P
ks+1

0 Qs+1 + P0Qs + Ps−1 + · · ·+ P1

where P0 and Qi are coprime for l ≤ i ≤ m and ki ≥ 2 for s+ 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1.

Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.6 and Federer-Fleming compactness [19], we have for any t 6= 0,
∂[Pm < t] is area minimizing. By Corollary 2.8, we have ∂[Pm < t] → ∂[Pm < 0] as
t→ 0. Thus by Federer-Fleming compactness [19] again, ∂[Pm < 0] is area minimizing.

(ii) By convergence of area-minimizing currents [19], we have

‖∂[Pm < t]‖ → ‖∂[Pm < 0]‖ =

a∑

i=1

Hn−1
x{pi = 0}.

Thus a ≥ 1 in (6). Moreover, in view of Corollary 2.8, we see that b = 0 in (6). In

other words, there is no factor pkii where pi changes sign and ki is even.
We claim that a = 1. Indeed, suppose a ≥ 2 for contradiction. We can assume

c0 > 0 in (6) by adjusting p1 to be −p1 if necessary. We have

{Pm < 0} = {p1 < 0, p2 · · · pa > 0} ∪ {p1 > 0, p2 · · · pa < 0}.
Observe that the two open sets on the right hand side are disjoint. This contradicts
Theorem 1 of [6], which asserts that {Pm < 0} is connected.

Thus a = 1. We let P0 = p1, k = k1 and Qm = c0p
ka+b+1

a+b+1 . . . p
ka+b+c

a+b+c . Then the
conclusion follows.

(iii) Let T be a tangent cone at ∞ of graphP . Recall that we wrote ηλ# graphP =

graphP (λ) in (8). By Lemma 2.5, sptT ⊂ {Pm = 0} × R. By [20, §2] we know that
T = ∂[U ]×R for some connected open set U ⊂ Rn. Hence we have spt ∂[U ] ⊂ {Pm = 0}.
By (6), we have

{Pm = 0} = {P0 = 0}
⋃(

c+1⋃

i=2

{pi = 0}
)
.

By Lemma 2.1, the set {pi = 0} have dimension ≤ n − 2 for 2 ≤ i ≤ c + 1. Thus
∂[Pm < 0] = ∂[P0 < 0] and spt∂[U ] ⊂ {P0 = 0}. If we take φ ∈ C∞

c ({P0 < 0}) then
∂[U ](φ) = 0. Thus ∂[U ] = 0 in I locn−1({P0 < 0}). Similarly ∂[U ] = 0 in I locn−1({P0 > 0}).
Thus by constancy theorem, [U ] is constant on both {P0 < 0} and {P0 > 0}. Hence

either [U ] = [P0 < 0] or [U ] = [P0 > 0]. Since we take the normal vector of graphP (λ)

as in (9), for x /∈ {P0 = 0}, νgraphP (λ) is close to ∇P0
|∇P0|

for λ small. Thus we have

U ∩ {P0 < 0} 6= ∅. Therefore [U ] = [P0 < 0].

(iv) Suppose k ≥ 3 in (16). Then ∇Pm = 0 on {P0 = 0}. Since [graphP (λ)] →
∂[P0 < 0] × R as λ → 0, by Allard regularity, for any regular point (z0, y0) ∈ {P0 =
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0} × R, there is a neighborhood U of (z, y) so that graphP (λ) ∩ U can be written as

normal graph of ϕ(λ) over {P0 = 0} × R ∩ U and ϕ(λ) → 0 smoothly. In particular,

with x = z + ϕ(λ)(z, y)ν(z), we have

(∇P (λ)(x),−1)√
1 + |∇P (λ)(x)|2

= νgraphP (λ)(x) → ν(z) =
(∇P0(z), 0)

|∇P0(z)|
as λ→ 0.

Since 1√
1+|∇P (λ)|2

→ 0 and ∇Pm(z) = 0, there exists 2 ≤ s ≤ m− 1 so that

(17) ∇Pm(z) = ∇Pm−1(z) = · · · = ∇Ps+1(z) = 0 and ∇Ps(z) 6= 0.

Since for every regular point z ∈ {P0 = 0}, there exists s satisfying (17), we may
choose the maximal s so that (17) holds on a open set V of {P0 = 0}. By Lemma 2.1,
we have P0|∇Pi for s+1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1. By Euler’s formula iPi(x) = x ·∇Pi(x), we have

P0|Pi. Thus we can write Pi = P0Q̃i. Since

0 = ∇Pi = Q̃i∇P0 + P0∇Q̃i = Q̃i∇P0 in V,

we see that Q̃i vanishes in V . Thus P0|Q̃i and hence P 2
0 |Pi.

By (17), we have as λ→ 0

(∇P (λ)(x),−1)√
1 + |∇P (λ)(x)|2

→ (∇Ps(z), 0)

|∇Ps(z)|
.

Hence for all z ∈ V , we have

∇Ps(z)

|∇Ps(z)|
=

∇P0(z)

|∇P0(z)|
.

By Euler’s identity,

sPs(z) = z · ∇Ps(z) = z · ∇P0(z)
|∇Ps(z)|
|∇P0(z)|

= degP0 · P0(z)
|∇Ps(z)|
|∇P0(z)|

= 0.

Thus we have Ps(z) = 0 in an open set V of C. Thus by Lemma 2.1, P0|Ps. Since
∇Ps 6= 0 on V , we have P 2

0 ∤ Ps. This finishes the proof. �

3. No homogeneous polynomial solution to the minimal surface equation

In this section, we are going to show that polynomial solutions to the minimal surface
equation must contain terms of both high and low degree. First we need a preparation
lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let P = Pm + · · · + P1 be a polynomial solution to the minimal surface
equation. Then

(i) Pm satisfies

LPm = |∇P |2∆P −
n∑

i,j=1

PxiPxjPxixj = 0.

(ii) Let Pm = P k
0Qm be as in Theorem 2.9 (ii). Then u = 1

|∇(P0Q
1/k
m )|

is the velocity

of the family of minimal hypersurfaces ({P0Q
1/k
m = t})t∈R. Hence u satisfies the Jacobi

field equation on regular part of {Pm = t} for all t ∈ R.
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(iii) Pm−1 satisfies

(18)

DL(Pm)Pm−1 =|∇Pm|2∆Pm−1 + 2∆Pm∇Pm · ∇Pm−1

−
n∑

i,j=1

(
Pm,xiPm,xiPm−1,xixj + 2Pm,xjPm,xixjPm−1,xi

)
= 0.

(iv) The function v = − Pm−1

|∇Pm| is a Jacobi field on {Pm = t} with t 6= 0. If k = 1 in

(16), then v is also a Jacobi field on regular part of {Pm = 0}.
(v) Suppose t 6= 0. The function v viewed as a function on {Pm = t} × R is the

velocity of the family of minimal hypersurfaces (graphG
(λ)
t )λ∈[0,ǫ) at λ = 0 where G

(λ)
t

is defined as in (8).

Remark 3.2. If we have Pm solving LPm = 0, then ∂xiPm for 1 ≤ i ≤ n are solutions
to (18). This corresponds to translations of the level sets in Rn. This indicates that
(18) may not give too much information on the polynomial.

Proof. (i) This is the degree 3m− 4 term in the expansion of (1) according to (2).

(ii) By (i), Lemma 2.4 and Theorem 2.9 (ii) for any t ∈ R, the level set {P0Q
1/k
m =

t} = {Pm = tk} is minimal. We take a 1
k power of Pm since ∇(P0Q

1/k
m ) = Q

1/k
m ∇P0 6= 0

on regular part of {P0 = 0}. Now the velocity of the family ({P0Q
1/k
m = t})t∈R is

u = 1

|∇(P0Q
1/k
m )|

and hence it satisfies the Jacobi equation on regular part of {Pm = t}.
(iii) This is the degree 3m− 5 term in the expansion of (1) according to (2).
(iv) For t 6= 0, Suppose γ(s) is a curve in Rn so that γ(0) = x ∈ {Pm = t},

γ̇(0) = v(x) ∇Pm(x)
|∇Pm(x)| and (Pm + sPm−1)(γ(s)) = 0 for all s ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ). Then

0 =
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

(Pm + sPm−1)(γ(s)) = Pm−1(x) +∇Pm ·
(
v(x)

∇Pm(x)

|∇Pm(x)|

)
.

Thus v(x) = − Pm−1

|∇Pm| is the velocity field of the hypersurfaces ({Pm+sPm−1 = t})s∈(−ǫ,ǫ)

at s = 0. Equation (18) shows that the level set of Pm + sPm−1 has 0 mean curvature
up to the first order in s, thus v is a Jacobi field on {Pm = t} for t 6= 0.

If k = 1, then ∇Pm 6= 0 on regular part of {Pm = 0}. The same argument as above
shows that v is a Jacobi field on {Pm = 0}.

(v) Let t 6= 0. We write graphG
(λ)
t as a normal graph of ϕ(λ) over {Pm = t} × R as

in (10). Using the expression of G
(λ)
t in (8) and writing x = z+ϕ(λ)(z, y)ν(z), we have

0 =
d

dλ
G

(λ)
t

(
z + ϕ(λ)(z, y)ν(z)

)
=
∂G

(λ)
t

∂λ
(x) +∇G(λ)

t (x) · ν(z)∂ϕ
(λ)

∂λ
(z)

=λ−m(1−m)(Pm(x)− t) + λ1−m

(
(2−m)Pm−1(x) +∇Pm(x) · ν(z)∂ϕ

(λ)

∂λ
(z)

)

+O(λ2−m)

=λ1−m(2−m)

(
Pm−1(x) + |∇Pm(z)|∂ϕ

(λ)

∂λ
(z)

)
+O(λ2−m)
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where in the last step, since Pm(x)− t→ 0 as λ→ 0, we expand the first term as

λ−m(1−m)(Pm(x)− t) = λ1−m(1−m)|∇Pm(z)|∂ϕ
(λ)

∂λ
(z) +O(λ2−m).

Taking λ→ 0, we get (v). �

Theorem 3.3. Polynomials of the form

P = Pm + Pm−1 + · · ·+ P⌈m
3
⌉+1

with m ≥ 2 and Pm 6= 0 cannot solve the minimal surface equation. Here ⌈x⌉ is the
least integer greater than or equal to x.

In particular, there is no homogeneous polynomial of degree m ≥ 2 solving the min-
imal surface equation.

Proof. Suppose there is such a polynomial solving the minimal surface equation. By
Lemma 3.1 (i), we have LPm = 0. The lowest degree term in LP is LP⌈m

3
⌉+1 = 0 which

has degree 3⌈m3 ⌉ − 1 > m − 2 = deg∆Pm. Thus the m − 2 degree term in ∆P + LP
is ∆Pm and we have ∆Pm = 0. Combining it with LPm = 0, we have a nonzero
homogeneous polynomial Pm satisfying ∆Pm = 0 and the ∞-Laplacian equation

n∑

i,j=1

PxiPxjPxixj = 0.

This is a contradiction in view of the next lemma. �

Lemma 3.4 ([26, Proposition 4.1]). Let P be a smooth function on Rn \ {0} which is
homogeneous of degree m /∈ {0, 1}, and satisfies ∆P = 0 and

∑n
i,j=1 PxixjPxiPxj = 0.

Then P = 0.

Remark 3.5. Note that m is not required to be an integer. Hence the lemma actually
shows that there is no homogeneous solution to the minimal surface equation on Rn \
{0}.

We write down the proof of the lemma for the sake of convenience.

Proof. We can rewrite the ∞-Laplacian equation as

(19)
1

2
〈∇P,∇|∇P |2〉 = 0.

Let x ∈ Sn−1 so that P (x) = maxy∈Sn−1 P (y). By the method of Lagrange multi-
plier, we have ∇P (x) = λx. Evaluating (19) at x, and using Euler’s formula for the
homogeneous function |∇P |2, we have

0 =
1

2
〈λx,∇|∇P |2(x)〉 = λ(m− 1)|∇P (x)|2 = λ3(m− 1).

Since m 6= 1, we have λ = 0 and thus ∇P (x) = 0.
On the other hand, using Euler’s formula for the homogeneous function P , we have

mP (x) = 〈x,∇P (x)〉 = 0.

Hence maxy∈Sn−1 P (y) = 0. Similarly we have miny∈Sn−1 P (y) = 0 and thus P = 0. �
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The following theorem is a slight variant of Theorem 3.3. This is important in later
applications cf. Theorem 5.6.

Theorem 3.6. We have

(i) Polynomials of the form P = Pm + P1 for m ≥ 2 cannot solve the minimal
surface equation. In particular, there is no quadratic polynomial solution to the
minimal surface equation.

(ii) There is no cubic polynomial solution to the minimal surface equation.

Proof. (i) After rotating the coordinate in Rn, we may assume that P1(x) = ax1 with
a 6= 0. Plugging P1 = ax1 in (1), and considering degree m− 2 and 2m− 3 terms, we
obtain

(1 + a2)∆Pm − a2Pm,x1x1 = 0(20)

Pm,x1∆Pm −
n∑

i=1

Pm,xix1Pm,xi = 0.(21)

Eliminating ∆Pm in (20) and (21), we get

a2

1 + a2
Pm,x1x1Pm,x1 −

n∑

i=1

Pm,xix1Pm,xi = 0

i.e. (
1

1 + a2
P 2
m,x1

+ P 2
m,x2

+ · · ·+ P 2
m,xn

)

x1

= 0.

Thus we have 1
1+a2

P 2
m,x1

+
∑n

i=2 P
2
m,xi

is independent of x1.
We arrange the terms in Pm according to the degree in x1:

Pm(x) = c0x
m
1 + c1(x

′)xm−1
1 + · · · + cm(x′)

where x′ = (x2, . . . , xn) and ci is a polynomial in x′ of degree i.
The term in 1

1+a2
P 2
m,x1

+
∑n

i=2 P
2
m,xi

with highest x1 degree is

1

1 + a2
c20m

2x2m−2
1 +

n∑

i=2

c21,xi
x2m−2
1 .

Thus we must have c0 = c1 = 0.
Assume that j is the smallest index such that cj 6= 0, then we have c0 = · · · = cj−1 =

0. The term in 1
1+a2

P 2
m,x1

+
∑n

i=2 P
2
m,xi

with highest x1 degree is

n∑

i=2

cj,xi(x
′)2x2m−2j

1 .

Since cj 6= 0, in order for 1
1+a2

P 2
m,x1

+
∑n

i=2 P
2
m,xi

to be independent of x1, we must
have m = j. Hence c1 = · · · = cm−1 = 0 and Pm is independent of x1.

By equation (20), we have ∆Pm = 0. Since LPm = 0, Lemma 3.4 implies that
Pm = 0 i.e. P = P1.

(ii) Let P = P3+P2+P1 be a solution to the minimal surface equation with P3 6= 0.
By Theorem 2.9 (ii), we know that P3 = P k

0Q3 where Q3 ≥ 0 has even degree. If
degQ3 = 2, then degP0 = 1 and k = 1. Thus by Theorem 2.9 (ii), the tangent cone at
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infinity of graphP is ∂[P0 < 0] × R whjch is a hyperplane. This implies that graphP
is a hyperplane, a contradiction. If degQ3 = 0 i.e. Q3 = 1 then P3 = P k

0 . If k = 3,
then degP0 = 1 and ∂[P0 < 0]× R is again a hyperplane which is not possible.

Thus we know that k = 1 and P3 is irreducible. We have LP3 = 0. By Theorem 1
of [25], we know that any irreducible cubic polynomial solving LP3 = λ|x|2P3 for some
λ ∈ R is harmonic. Thus ∆P3 = 0. Hence P3 = 0 by Lemma 3.4, a contradiction. �

4. Lower bounds for Green’s function and estimating the degree of

degP0

In this section we prove the following theorem using Theorem 1.4 proved in [14].

Theorem 4.1. If Pm = P k
0Qm satisfies Theorem 2.9 (i) and (ii), then degP0 +

k−1 degQm ≤ n− 2.

Proof. Let u be the function 1

|∇(P0Q
1/k
m )|

. By Lemma 3.1, u is a positive Jacobi field on

Σ = {Pm = 1} i.e.

∆Σu+ |AΣ|2u = 0.

In particular, ∆Σu ≤ 0 on Σ.
Let x ∈ reg Σ and r0 > 0 be fixed. By [14, Theorem 3.2], for any R > r0, there

exists GR(x, y) the Dirichlet Green’s function on Σ ∩ BR(x) satisfying GR(x, y) ≤
C1(n)|x− y|3−n. Thus have

sup
y∈Σ∩∂Br0 (x)

GR(x, y) ≤ C1r
3−n
0 ∀R > r0.

SinceGR(x, y) = 0 for any y ∈ ∂BR(x), by weak maximum principle on Σ∩BR(x)\Br0(x),
we have for any y ∈ Σ ∩BR(x)\Br0(x)

(22) u(y) ≥
(

inf
Σ∩∂Br0(x)

u

)
C−1
1 rn−3

0 GR(x, y).

Letting R→ ∞ in (22) and applying Theorem 1.4, we have for all y ∈ Σ, |x− y| > r0

(23) u(y) ≥
(

inf
Σ∩∂Br0 (x)

u

)
C−1
1 rn−3

0 G(x, y) ≥ c1|x− y|3−n

where c1 =
(
infΣ∩∂Br0 (x)

u
)
C2C

−1
1 rn−3

0 > 0 is independent of y.

Now we want to transplant the lower bound of u on Σ to a lower bound of u on {P0 =

0}. By Lemma 3.1, u is the velocity of the family ({P0Q
1/k
m = t}). Then there exists

R0 > 0, a conical neighborhood V in Rn of a regular point of {P0 = 0} and a function
φ over {P0 = 0} ∩ V \BR0 so that graphφ ⊂ {Pm = 1} and {Pm = 1} ∩ V \ graphφ is
compact. Moreover for some α > 0 and any |z| ≥ R0, we have

φ(z) = c2|z|−γ +O(|z|−γ−α)

where γ = degP0 + k−1 degQm − 1 and c2 > 0. Since degP0 ≥ 2, we have φ → 0 as
|z| → ∞. Then by (23), we have

u(z + φ(z)ν(z)) ≥ c1|z + φ(z)ν(z) − x|3−n ≥ c3|z|3−n
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for some c3 > 0 and all z ∈ {P0 = 0} ∩ V with |z| large. On the other hand, for
z ∈ {P0 = 0} ∩ V with |z| large

|u(z + φ(z)ν(z)) − u(z)| ≤ sup
t∈[0,1]

‖∇u(z + tφ(z)ν(z))‖|φ(z)| ≤ c4|z|γ2c2|z|−γ = c5.

Hence combining the above, we have for z ∈ {P0 = 0} ∩ V with |z| large
u(z) ≥ c2|z|3−n − c5.

Letting |z| → ∞, we obtain degP0 + k−1 degQm ≤ n− 2. �

5. “Non-existence” theorems

We first introduce some concepts related to minimal cones cf. [15].

Definition 5.1. A minimal hypercone C ⊂ Rn is called regular if singC ⊂ {0}. Let
Σ = C ∩ Sn−1 and λ1 be the first eigenvalue of ∆Σ + |AΣ|2. The minimal cone C is
called stable (strictly stable) if (n − 3)2 + 4λ1 ≥ 0 (> 0). There are 2 independent
positive Jacobi fields on a stable cone C. If C is strictly stable, they are |x|−γ±φ1. If C

is not strictly stable, they are |x|−(n−3)/2φ1 and |x|−(n−3)/2(log |x|)φ1. Here φ1 is the
first eigenfunction of ∆Σ + |AΣ|2 on Σ and

(24) γ± =
n− 3±

√
(n − 3)2 + 4λ1
2

.

By [15, Theorem 2.1] if C is regular area minimizing cone, then Rn\C consists of two
components E± and each E± is foliated uniquely by homotheties of smooth minimal
hypersurface S± ⊂ E±. There exists R(C) > 0, α > 0 so that S±\BR(0) = graphC(v±)
and as |x| → ∞

v±(x) = w±(x) +O(r−γ+−α)

where ±w± > 0 and ∆Cw± + |AC |2w± = 0.
By [15, Theorem 3.1], a regular area minimizing cone C is called strictly minimizing

if w is the positive Jacobi field with slower decay rate near infinity.

Definition 5.2. A minimal hypercone C ⊂ Rn is called isoparametric if the link
C ∩ Sn−1 has constant principal curvature in Sn−1. Every isoparametric cone is the
zero locus of a polynomial called Cartan-Münzner polynomial [8], [17].

Lemma 5.3 ([1],[8],[17],[27]). Let P0 be a Cartan-Münzner polynomial on Rl. The
following are all possibilities for the degree degP0, number of variables l of P0 and the
norm squared of the second fundamental form |A|2 of the link of {P0 = 0}.

(i) degP0 = 1, l ≥ 2, |A|2 = 0,
(ii) degP0 = 2, l ≥ 4, |A|2 = l − 2,
(iii) degP0 = 3, l = 5, 8, 14, 26, |A|2 = 2(l − 2),
(iv)degP0 = 4, l ≥ 6 is even, |A|2 = 3(l − 2),
(v) degP0 = 6, l = 8, 14, |A|2 = 5(l − 2).
Moreover, {P0 = 0} is area minimizing if and only if l ≥ 4 degP0 and Σ is not

S1 × S5 or SO(8)× SO(2)/SO(6) × Z2.
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Proof. By [17], degP0 is equal to the number of distinct principal curvatures of the link
and it can only be 1, 2, 3, 4, 6. By [8], for degP0 ≤ 3, the isoparametric hypersurfaces are
homogeneous and l can only take the value we mention. By [17], if the i-th principal
curvature has multiplicity mi, then mi = mi+2 with index understood mod degP0.
Thus in case (iv), we have l = 2(m1 + m2) + 2 ≥ 6 is even. For degP0 = 6, by [1],
m1 = m2 can only be 1 or 2 and thus l = 3(m1 + m2) + 2 = 8 or 14. The value of
|A|2 follows from exact values of principal curvatures of minimal isoparametric cones
[17]. Calculation can be found in [24] in equations (48) (49) (50) and the formula below
(53). The area minimizing property is a result of [27]. �

Theorem 5.4. If Pm = P k
0Qm satisfies Theorem 2.9 (i) and (ii), then P0 is not a

Cartan-Münzner polynomial.
In particular degP0 ≥ 3 since all quadratic minimal cones are isoparametric.

In view of Theorem 2.9(iii) we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.5. If a polynomial P solves the minimal surface equation, then the tangent
cone of graphP at ∞ is not C × Rl where l ≥ 1 and C is any isoparametric cone.

Proof. Suppose P0 is a Cartan-Münzner polynomial of degree ≥ 2. Permuting the
xi’s if necessary, we assume that x1, . . . , xl are all variables involved in P0 for some
1 ≤ l ≤ n .

We claim that Pm = P k
0Qm is independent of xl+1, . . . , xn. Indeed, by [27], the

isoparametric cone {P0 = 0} is strictly stable and strictly minimizing. By Lemma 2.4
and Theorem 2.9, for t 6= 0, {Pm = t} is a smooth minimal hypersurface lying on one
side of the cone {Pm = 0} = {P0 = 0} × Rn−l. Moreover, the blow-down of {Pm = t}
is {P0 = 0} × Rn−l by Corollary 2.8. By the Liouville theorem of [10], {Pm = t} is of
the form H × Rn−l where H is a leaf of the Hardt-Simon foliation of {P0 = 0} in Rl.
Thus for all t ∈ R, ξ ∈ Rn−l, {Pm = t} is invariant under x 7→ x + ξ. This show that
Pm is independent of xl+1, . . . , xn.

Since {P0 = 0} is strictly minimizing, the Hardt-Simon foliation {Pm = t} is a graph
of v over {P0 = 0} with v decays like |x|−γ−φ1 near infinity. Since 1

|∇(P0Q
1/k
m )|

is the

velocity of the family ({Pm = tk})t∈(−ǫ,ǫ) at t = 0 near regular points of {Pm = 0}, we
have

degP0 − 1 +
degQm

k
=
l − 3−

√
(l − 3)2 + 4λ1
2

.(25)

Equation (25) implies

(26) (l − 3)2 + 4λ1 is a perfect square integer.

To see this, since |A|2 is an integer for isoparametric cones by Lemma 5.3, we have
λ1 = −|A|2 is also an integer. Since (25) implies that the square root in (25) is rational,
it follows that the integer (l − 3)2 + 4λ1 is a perfect square.

By Theorem 2.9 (ii), we also have

(27) k is odd and degQm is even.

We claim that (25), (26), (27) cannot hold simultaneously if P0 is a Cartan-Münzner
polynomial. Indeed, we show this for each case in Lemma 5.3.
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Case (i) degP0 = 1. This is not what we want by our assumption.
Case (ii) degP0 = 2, λ1 = −(l − 2).
In order for {P0 = 0} to be area minimizing, we have l ≥ 8. By (26), there is a ∈ N

so that
(l − 3)2 − 4(l − 2) = a2.

This is equivalent to
(l − 5− a)(l − 5 + a) = 8.

The only nonegative integer solutions to this equation is

(l, a) = (8, 1).

By (25), we have k−1 degQm = 1. This contradicts (27).
Case (iii) degP0 = 3.
In order for {P0 = 0} to be area minimizing, we have l = 14 and l = 26.
If l = 14, then λ1 = −24 and thus (l − 3)2 + 4λ1 = 121 − 96 = 25. By (25)

k−1 degQm = 1. This contradicts (27).
If l = 26, then λ1 = −48 and (n − 3)2 + 4λ1 = 337 is not a perfect square. This

contradicts (26).
Case (iv) degP0 = 4.
In order for {P0 = 0} to be area minimizing, we have l ≥ 16. By (26), there is a ∈ N

so that
(l − 3)2 − 12(l − 2) = a2.

This is equivalent to
(l − 9− a)(l − 9 + a) = 48.

The positive integer solutions to this equation are

(l, a) = (16, 1), (17, 4), (22, 11).

Since l must be even by Lemma 5.3, the solution (l, a) = (17, 4) is not possible.
If (l, a) = (16, 1), from (25) we have k−1 degQm = 3.
If (l, a) = (22, 11), from (25) we have k−1 degQm = 1. Both violate (27).
Case (v) degP0 = 6.
By Lemma 5.3, {P0 = 0} is not area minimizing in this case. This finishes the

proof. �

Now we prove our second “non-existence” theorem.

Theorem 5.6. If there is a nonlinear polynomial solution to the minimal surface equa-
tion on R8, then there exists a cubic, strictly stable, area minimizing cone in R8 which
is not strictly minimizing.

Proof. We take n = 8 throughout the proof. By Theorem 2.9, we have

P = P k
0Qm + Pm−1 + · · · + P2 + P1.

Since {P0 = 0} is 7 dimensional, it is a regular cone.
By Lemma 3.1, the function u = 1

|∇(P0Q
1/k
m )|

is a positive Jacobi field on {P0 = 0}.
By [23, Lemma 6.1.7], we have λ1 ≤ −(n− 2). Thus

(28) degP0 ≤ γ+ + 1− k−1 degQm ≤ n− 1 +
√

(n− 3)2 − 4(n − 2)

2
= 4.
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By Theorem 5.4, we know that degP0 ≥ 3.
If degP0 = 4, then equality holds in (28) and in particular λ1 = −(n− 2) = −6. By

the rigidity part of Theorem A in [28] (see also [18], [30]), we know that Σ must be the
Clifford torus. Hence {P0 = 0} is a quadratic cone. This contradicts degP0 = 4.

Thus degP0 = 3. We show that {P0 = 0} is strictly stable and not strictly min-
imizing. Indeed suppose {P0 = 0} were not strictly stable, then λ1 = −25

4 . Since

u = 1

|∇(P0Q
1/k
m )|

is a positive Jacobi field decaying without log factor, we have

degP0 − 1 + k−1 degQm =
5

2
.

Hence k−1 degQm = 1
2 . This contradicts the fact that k is odd and degQm is even by

Theorem 2.9. Now suppose {P0 = 0} is strictly minimizing, then we can apply [21,
Theorem 5] to see that

degP ≤ γ− + 1 ≤ 7

2
.

This contradicts Theorem 3.6 where cubic polynomial solutions are ruled out. �
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[3] S. Bernstein. Über ein geometrisches Theorem und seine Anwendung auf die partiellen Differen-
tialgleichungen vom elliptischen Typus. Math. Z., 26: 551–558, 1927.

[4] J. Bochnak, M. Coste and M. Roy. Real algebraic geometry. Springer Science & Business Media,
36, 2013.

[5] E. Bombieri, E. De Giorgi and E. Giusti. Minimal cones and the Bernstein problem. Invent. Math.,
7: 243–268, 1969.

[6] E. Bombieri and E. Giusti. Harnack’s inequality for elliptic differential equations on minimal
surfaces. Invent. Math., 15 (1): 24-46, 1972.

[7] E. Cartan. Familles de surfaces isoparamétriques dans les espaces à courbure constante. Annali di
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