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BLOW-UPS OF MINIMAL SURFACES IN THE HEISENBERG GROUP

YONGHAO YU

Abstract. In this paper, we revise Monti’s results [5] on the blow-ups of H-perimeter minimizing sets in
Hn. Monti demonstrated that the Lipschitz approximation of the blow-up, after rescaling by the square
root of the excess, converges to a limit function for n ≥ 2. However, the partial differential equation he
derived for this limit function ϕ through contact variation is incorrect. Instead, the correct equation is that
the horizontal Laplacian of the limit function ϕ is independent of the coordinate y1 and solves equation 1
weakly.

1. introduction

Let E ⊂ Hn be a H-perimeter minimizing set in some neighborhood of 0 ∈ Hn with 0 ∈ ∂∗E, the
H-reduced boundary of E. By rescaling the set E with dilations δ1/rh as rh goes to 0, Monti constructed

a sequence of H−perimeter minimizing sets Eh with horizontal excess η2h approaching 0. Then, using the
Lipschitz approximation theorem proved in [4], Monti obtained a sequence of intrinsic Lipschitz functions
ϕh : D → R that approximate the boundary of the rescaled sets Eh, where D is some open subset of the
vertical hyperplane W = {(x1, y1, . . . , xn, yn, t) ∈ Hn : x1 = 0}. As stated in Theorem 3.1, for n ≥ 2, Monti
showed that there exists a sequence of hi such that (ϕh/ηh) weakly converges to ϕ in L2(D). He claimed that
the limit function ϕ is independent of the first variable y1. When E is strongly perimeter minimizing (see
Definition 2.3), he claimed that ϕ satisfied an equation involving the Kohn-Laplacian ∆H =

∑n
i=2X

2
i + Y 2

i .
However, both claims are incorrect due to a calculation error. We correct his result in Theorem A.

We identify Hn with the set Cn ×R by the coordinates (z, t) where z = (x1 + iy1, . . . , xn + iyn). Let Xi,
Yi, i = 1, . . . , n denote the usual left-invariant vector fields defined on Hn, and Qr be the homogeneous cube
centered at 0 with radius r, it is defined as

Qr = {(z, t) ∈ H
n : |xi| < r, |yi| < r, |t| < r2, i = 1, . . . , n},

Theorem A. For n ≥ 2, take any locally finite perimeter set E ⊂ H
n. Suppose 0 ∈ ∂∗E and the horizontal

inner normal νE(0) = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Hn. Then:

(i) If E is H-perimeter minimizing in some neighborhood of 0 ∈ Hn, the limit function ϕ in Theorem 3.1
solves the following equation weakly in D1/4:

∂

∂y1
∆0ϕ = 0, (1)

where ∆0 = ∂2

∂y2
1

+
∑n
i=2X

2
i + Y 2

i , D1/4 = {(z, t) ∈ Q1/4 : x1 = 0}.

(ii) If E is strongly H-perimeter minimizing in some neighborhood of 0 ∈ Hn, then the limit function ϕ
solves the following equation weakly in D1/4:

∆0ϕ = 0 (2)
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2. Preliminaries

The Heisenberg group Hn is the set Cn × R equipped with the group product,

(z, t) ∗ (z′, t′) = (z + z′, t+ t′ − 2 Im〈z, z′〉) ,

where z, z′ ∈ Cn, t, t′ ∈ R, and 〈z, z′〉 = z1z̄
′
1 + · · ·+ znz̄

′
n.

The Lie algebra of Hn is spanned by the left-invariant vector fields,

Xk =
∂

∂xk
+ 2yk

∂

∂t
, Yk =

∂

∂yk
− 2xk

∂

∂t
, T =

∂

∂t
,

where zk = xk + iyk, k = 1, . . . , n. The only non-trivial brackets are [Xk, Yk] = −4T for k = 1, . . . , n. The
vector fields X1, Y1, . . . , Xn, Yn are called the horizontal vector fields of Hn. We define H as the horizontal
subbundle of THn, where:

H(p) := Hp = Span{X1(p), . . . , Xn(p), Y1(p), . . . , Yn(p)}.

Let Ω ⊂ Hn be an open set. Take any continuous function V : Ω → R2n. It can be identified with a
horizontal vector field V =

∑n
j=1 VjXj + Vn+jYj , then the horizontal divergence of V is

divHV =

n
∑

j=1

XjVj + YjVn+j ,

In the Heisenberg group, one can define the H-perimeter similarly to the perimeter in Euclidean space.

Definition 2.1. (H−perimeter) Let E ⊂ Hn be a measurable subset and Ω ⊂ Hn be an open set. The
H-perimeter of E in Ω is defined as:

PH(E; Ω) = sup

{∫

Ω

χE(z, t)divHV dz dt : V ∈ C1
0 (Ω;R

2n), ‖V ‖∞ ≤ 1

}

,

where χE(z, t) denotes the characteristic function of E.

We say that E has finite H-perimeter in Ω if PH(E; Ω) < ∞. Moreover, E is said to have locally finite
H-perimeter in Ω if for any open set A ⊂ Ω, PH(E;A) is finite. We denote PH(E;A) as µE(A) and view
µE as a Radon measure µE on Ω. The measure µE is called the H-perimeter measure of E. By the Riesz
representation theorem, there exists a Borel function νE : Ω → R2n such that |νE | = 1µE a.e. and the
following formula

∫

Ω

〈V, νE〉 dµE = −

∫

Ω

divH V dzdt

holds for any V ∈ C1
c

(

Ω;R2n
)

. We call the vector function νE the horizontal inner normal of E in Ω.

Definition 2.2. A set E with locally finite perimeter is considered to be H-perimeter minimizing in a open
set U if:

PH(E,Qr) ≤ PH(F,Qr), (3)

for any set F ⊂ Hn such that the symmetric difference E△F is a compact subset of U .

Let Y1 be the vector field defined above, we define the closure of the cube Qr relative to the direction Y1
as

Q
Y1,+

r =
{

(z, t) ∈ H
n : −r < y1 ≤ r, |x1| < r, |t| < r2, and |xi| , |yi| < r for i = 2, . . . , n

}

.

Definition 2.3. [5] (strongly perimeter minimizing) A set E with locally finite perimeter is considered to
be strongly H-perimeter minimizing in Qr, if for any 0 < s ≤ r,

PH(E,Qs) ≤ PH(F,Qs), (4)

for any set F ⊂ Hn such that (E△F ) ∩ Q̄s is a compact subset of Q
Y1,+

s .
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2.1. Excess and reduced boundary. Let E be a subset of Hn with locally finite H-perimeter, we call
0 ∈ Hn a point of the H-reduced boundary of E, denoted by 0 ∈ ∂∗E, if µE(Br) > 0 for all r > 0,

lim
r→0

1

µE (Br)

∫

Br

νE dµE = νE(0),

and |νE(0)| = 1.
Take any p ∈ H

n, r > 0, and v ∈ S2n. The v−directional horizontal excess of E in Br(p) is

Exc(E,Br(p), v) =
1

r2n+1

∫

Br(p)

|νE(p)− v|dµE . (5)

The horizontal excess of E in Br(p) is the minimum of all possible directional horizontal excesses of E:

Exc(E,Br(p)) = min
v∈S2n

Exc(E,Br(p), v), (6)

2.2. Intrinsic Lipschitz graph. Recall W = {(z, t) ∈ Hn, x1 = 0} = R2n is the vertical hyperplane. For
any function ϕ :W → R, we define the intrinsic graph of ϕ along X1 to be

gr(ϕ) = {(z + ϕ(z, t)e1, t+ 2y1ϕ(z, t)) : (z, t) ∈W}, (7)

and the intrinsic epigraph of ϕ along X1 to be

Eϕ = {(z + se1, t+ 2y1s) : (z, t) ∈W, s > ϕ(z, t)}, (8)

where z = (x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn) ∈ Cn = R2n and e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ R2n.
Moreover, taking any point w = (z, t) ∈W , we use the notation

w ∗ ϕ(w) := (z + ϕ(w)e1, t+ 2y1ϕ(w)) (9)

Let V = (e1, 0) ∈ Hn, for any p ∈ Hn, set e1(p) = 〈p, V 〉V ∈ Hn to denote the projection of p on to e1, and
let e

⊥
1 (p) be the point such that

p = e
⊥
1 (p) ∗ e1(p). (10)

Then the cone with vertex 0 ∈ Hn, axis e1 and aperture α ∈ (0,∞] is the set

C(0, v, α) = {p ∈ H
n : ‖v⊥(p)‖∞ < α‖v(p)‖∞}. (11)

Now, for a cone with vertex p instead of 0, we define the set as C(p, v, α) = p ∗ C(0, v, α).

Definition 2.4. Let D ⊂ W be an open set. A continuous function ϕ : D → R is a L-intrinsic Lipschitz
function with L ∈ [0,∞), if for any p ∈ gr(ϕ) there holds

gr(ϕ) ∩ C(p, v, 1/L) = ∅.

The gradient of intrinsic Lipschitz function is called intrinsic gradient.

Definition 2.5. Let D ⊂W be an open set, for any function ϕ ∈ Liploc(D), we define the intrinsic gradient
∇ϕϕ to be

∇ϕϕ = (X2ϕ, . . . , Xnϕ,Bϕ, Y2ϕ, . . . , Ynϕ) , (12)

where B is the Burgers’ operator,

Bϕ =
∂ϕ

∂y1
− 4ϕ

∂ϕ

∂t
. (13)

If ϕ ∈ C(D) is a continuous function, we say that the intrinsic gradient ∇ϕϕ exist in the sense of
distributions if Xiϕ, Bϕ, Yiϕ, i = 2, . . . , n exists in the sense of distributions. Then ∇ϕϕ ⊂ L∞

loc(D;R2n−1).

In [4], Monti showed that the boundary of a set of minimizing H parameters E can be approximated with
a L− Lipschitz graph. Let S 2n+1 denote the (2n + 1) dimensional spherical Hausdorff metric associated
with the Carnot-Carathedory distance. Then there is an intrinsic Lipschitz function ϕ such that the measure
of the symmetric difference of gr(ϕ) and ∂E is bounded by the excess, as the theorem below shows.

Theorem 2.6 (Lipschitz approximation). [4, Theorem 1.1] Let n ≥ 2. For L > 0, there exists some
constant k > 1 such that for any H-perimeter minimizing set E in Bkr, with 0 ∈ ∂E and r > 0, there exists
an L−intrinsic Lipschitz function ϕ :W → R such that

S
2n+1 ((gr(ϕ)△ ∂E) ∩Br) ≤ c(L, n)(kr)Q−1 Exc (E,Bkr, X1) , (14)

where c is some positive constant which depends on L and n.
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2.3. Contact flow and First Variation. Taking any bounded open set Ω ∈ Hn, a contact map defined
on Ω is a diffeomorphism Ψ such that the differential map Ψ∗ preserves the horizontal subbundle. That is,
for any p ∈ Ω, Ψ∗(Hp) ⊂ HΨ(p). Then a one-parameter flow (Ψs)s∈R of Hn is a contact flow if each Ψs is a
contact map. For more information on contact flows, see [2].

Take any generating function ψ ∈ C∞(Hn), let Vψ be the vector field in Hn of the form

Vψ =
n
∑

j=1

(Yjψ)Xj − (Xjψ)Yj − 4ψT. (15)

Then there is a corresponding contact flow Ψ : [−δ, δ]× Ω → H
n, such that for any s ∈ [−δ, δ], and p ∈ Ω,

the following relation holds:

Ψ′(s, p) = Vψ(Ψ(s, p)), (16)

Ψ(0, p) = p. (17)

we call the flow generated by some generating function ψ ∈ C∞(Hn).
In [3], Monti showed the following first variation formula for a contact flow Ψ.

Theorem 2.7. [3, Theorem 3.18] Let Ω be some bounded open set in H
n, and Ψ : [−δ, δ] × Ω → H

n be a
contact flow generated by some smooth function ψ ∈ C∞(Hn). Then there exists some positive constant C
depending on ψ and Ω such that for any set E ⊂ Hn with a finite perimeter in Ω, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

PH (Ψs(E),Ψs(Ω))− PH(E,Ω) + s

∫

Ω

{4(n+ 1)Tψ + Lψ (νE)} dµE

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ CPH(E,Ω)s2, (18)

for any s ∈ [−δ, δ], where Lψ : Hp → R is the real quadratic form,

Lψ





n
∑

j=1

xjXj + yjYj



 =

n
∑

i,j=1

xixjXjYiψ + xjyi (YiYjψ −XjXiψ)− yiyjYjXiψ. (19)

3. Proof of Theorem A

We need to recall an approximation result before the proof of theorem A. Let E ⊂ Hn be a H-perimeter
minimizing set in some neighborhood of 0, with 0 ∈ ∂∗E, νE(0) = X1. Since 0 ∈ ∂∗E, there exists a sequence
of real numbers rh → 0+ such that

Exc(E,Qrh) <
1

h
.

For any real number λ > 0, let δλ(z, t) = (λz, λ2t) be the dilation defined on Hn. Then the rescaled sets
Eh = δ1/rh(E) satisfy the following properties:

(i) 0 ∈ ∂∗Eh, and νEh
(0) = X1 .

(ii) Each set Eh is H-perimeter minimizing.
(iii) Exc(Eh, Q1) <

1
h since excess is dilation invariant.

Let ηh =
√

Exc(Eh, Q1) denote the square root of the excess of Eh. Pick some small number σ such that

0 < σ < 1
k , where k is the geometric constant defined in Theorem 2.6. Then by Theorem 2.6, there exists a

L−intrinsic Lipschitz function ϕh :W → R such that

S
Q−1 ((gr (ϕh)△ ∂Eh) ∩Bσ) ≤ S

Q−1
(

(gr (ϕh)△ ∂Eh) ∩B1/k

)

≤ c(L, n, σ)(
1

k
· k)n+1 Exc (Eh, B1) = c0η

2
h,

(20)

where c0 = c(L, n, σ).
Using this inequality and a Poincaré-type inequality proved in [1], Monti showed that there exists a

subsequence of (ϕh/ηh)h∈N that weakly converges to some function ϕ in the L2 sense.

Theorem 3.1. [5, Theorem 2.5] Assume n ≥ 2, following from the construction above, let ϕh be the L-
intrinsic function associated with Eh. Then there exists an open neighborhood D ⊂ W of 0, real constants
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ϕh, and a selection of indices k → hk such that as k → ∞,
ϕhk

−ϕhk

ηh
weakly converge to some function

ϕ ∈ W 1,2
H (D). Moreover, the intrinsic gradient ∇ϕhkϕhk

also converges:

∇ϕhkϕhk

ηhk

→ ∇Hϕ weakly in L2
(

D;R2n−1
)

, (21)

where

∇Hϕ =

(

X2ϕ, . . . , Xnϕ,
∂ϕ

∂y1
, Y2ϕ, . . . , Ynϕ

)

(22)

Remark. In the proof of theorem 2.1, Monti also showed that

ϕh → 0 and ϕh → 0 strongly in L2(D) (23)

and the following estimate of intrinsic gradient
∫

D1

|∇ϕhϕh|
2 ≤ c0η

2
h, (24)

where c0 is the constant in (20).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that D1 = {(z, t) ∈ Q1 : x1 = 0} ⊂ D, then the limit function
ϕ is defined on the whole D1.
Proof of Theorem A: The proof is a revised version of Monti’s proof of Theorem 3.2 in [5], where he used
contact flow and first variation formula to obtain the final result. He assumed that the generating function
ψ ∈ C∞(Hn) for the contact flow Ψ : [−δ, δ]×D1 → Hn is of the form

ψ = α+ x1β +
1

2
x21γ,

where α, β, γ are smooth functions in Hn such that

X1α = X1β = X1γ = 0 in Q1/2.

He further assumes that β, γ are compactly supported in Q1/2. We can identify two cases in Theorem A
just as Monti did in (3.45) and (3.46):

(i) If E is H-perimeter minimizing in Q1, we assume:

α ∈ C∞
c

(

Q1/2

)

, (25)

Then by (15), the contact vector field Vψ vanishes outside Q1/2. We have Eh△Ψs(Eh) ⊂ Q1 for any
s ∈ (0, δ]. Hence by the definition of H-perimeter minimizing, PH(Eh, Q1) ≤ PH(Ψs(Eh), Q1) .

(ii) If E is strongly H-perimeter minimizing in Q1, we will first define α0 on the vertical hyperplane W :

α0 (y1, z2, . . . , zn, t) =

∫ y1

0

ϑ0 (s, z2, . . . , zn, t) ds, y1 ∈ R, z2, . . . , zn ∈ C, (26)

where ϑ0 ∈ C∞
c

(

D1/2

)

and X1ϑ0 = 0. Moreover, letting Π : Hn →W denote the nonlinear projection
along the cosets of < X1 > given by Π(z1, . . . , zn, t) = (0 + iy1, z2, . . . , zn, t − 2x1y1), we define
α(z1, . . . , zn, t) := α0 ◦ Π(z1, . . . , zn, t). Then X1α = 0 in Hn, α is supported in the y1 cylinder
Cy1 = {(z, t) ∈ H

n : |x1| <
1
2 , |zi| <

1
2 , |t| <

1
4 , i = 2, . . . , n}, and remains constant for |y1| ≥

1
2 . Then

Vψ is supported in Cy1 and equals −4αT for |y1| ≥
1
2 . Then we have Eh△Ψs(Eh)∩Q1 ⊂ Q

Y1,+

1 for any
s ∈ (0, δ]. Hence, by the definition of stronglyH-perimeter minimizing, PH(Eh, Q1) ≤ PH(Ψs(Eh), Q1).

With abuse of notation, we use ψ, α, β, γ to denote its restriction on the plane {x1 = 0}. We also use the
notations:

ft =
∂f

∂t
,

fy1 =
∂f

∂y1
for any smooth functions f defined on D.

Then Monti applied the first variation formula (18) to each rescaled set Eh. By the minimality condition
PH(Eh, Q1) ≤ PH(Ψs(Eh), Q1) and the weak convergence of ϕh/ηh, Monti concluded (3.49) in [5]:

∆Ph := lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

{

4(n+ 1)Tψ(w ∗ ϕh(w)) + Lψ

(

νEϕh
(w ∗ ϕh(w))

)}

dw = 0, (27)
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where D denotes the unit disk D1 on the vertical plane W , Lψ is the quadratic form (19) associated with
the first variation, Eϕh

is the intrinsic epigraph of ϕh and νEϕh
is the horizontal inner normal of Eϕh

.

As shown from (3.51) to (3.53) in [5], Monti computed the first half of ∆Ph as follows:

lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

4(n+ 1)Tψ(w ∗ ϕh(w))dw =

∫

D

4(n+ 1)βtϕ. (28)

It remains to calculate the second half of ∆Ph

lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

Lψ

(

νEϕh
(w ∗ ϕh(w))

)

dw, (29)

The error occurred when Monti was expanding the form Lψ(νEϕh
), on the third line of (3.56) in [5]. The

term x1Xjγ should be γ instead of x1X1γ when j = 1. This caused the final integral (3.62) in [5] to miss a
term γϕy1 .

By Theorem 2.4 in [5], the horizontal normal νEϕh
= (νX1

, . . . , νXn
, νY1

, . . . νYn
) is of the form:

νX1
=

1
√

1 + |∇ϕhϕh|2
, νY1

= −
Bϕh

√

1 + |∇ϕhϕh|2
, (30)

νXi
= −

Xiϕh
√

1 + |∇ϕhϕh|2
, νYi

= −
Yiϕh

√

1 + |∇ϕhϕh|2
, (31)

for 2 ≤ i ≤ n, where B is the Burgers operator.
Then Monti rewrote Lψ as terms that contain νX1

plus some quadratic form Kψ(νEϕh
)

Lψ

(

νEϕh

)

= ν2X1
X1Y1ψ +

n
∑

i=2

(νXi
νX1

X1Yiψ + νX1
νXi

XiY1ψ)

+

n
∑

i=1

νX1
νYi

(YiY1ψ −X1Xiψ) +Kψ

(

νEϕh

)

.

(32)

Then he computed the derivatives of ψ in Lψ that associate with νX1
:

X1Y1ψ = Y1X1ψ − 4Tψ

= Y1β + x1Y1γ − 4

(

αt + x1βt +
1

2
x21γt

)

,

X1Yiψ = YiX1ψ = Yiβ + x1Yiγ (i ≥ 2),

Y1Yiψ = YiY1α+ x1YiY1β +
1

2
x21YiYiγ (i ≥ 1),

X1X1ψ = X1(β + x1γ) = γ,

X1Xiψ = XiX1ψ = Xiβ + x1Xiγ (i ≥ 2),

XiY1ψ = XiY1α+ x1XiY1β +
1

2
x21XiY1γ (i ≥ 2).

(33)

Inserting the derivatives into (32), we obtain the corrected version of (3.56),

Lψ

(

νEϕh

)

= L1(h) + L2(h) + L3(h) + L4(h) +Kψ

(

νEϕh

)

. (34)

where we define

L1(h) :=

{

Y1β + x1Y1γ − 4

(

αt + x1βt +
1

2
x21γt

)}

ν2X1
, (35)

L2(h) :=

n
∑

j=2

{

Y1Xjα+ x1Y1Xjβ +
1

2
x21Y1Xjγ + Yjβ + x1Yjγ

}

νX1
νXj

, (36)

L3(h) :=

n
∑

j=2

{

YjY1α+ x1YjY1β +
1

2
x21YjY1γ −Xjβ − x1Xjγ

}

νX1
νYj

, (37)

L4(h) :=

(

Y1Y1α+ x1Y1Y1β +
1

2
x21Y1Y1γ − γ

)

νX1
νY1

. (38)



BLOW-UPS OF MINIMAL SURFACES IN THE HEISENBERG GROUP 7

Since ϕh is L-intrinsic Lipschitz, we can assume that its intrinsic gradient ∇ϕhϕh must be bounded
everywhere. Hence there exists some large constant A > 0 such that

∣

∣

∣Kϕ(νEϕh
)
∣

∣

∣ ≤ A |∇ϕhϕh|
2
. (39)

By (24), we have
∫

D
|∇ϕhϕh|2 ≤ c0η

2
h for some positive constant c0, then we obtain

lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

∣

∣

∣Kψ

(

νEϕh
(w ∗ ϕh(w))

)∣

∣

∣ dw ≤ lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

A |∇ϕhϕh|
2 dw ≤ lim

h→∞

A

ηh
c0η

2
h = 0. (40)

Next, we compute the limit of the integral of L1(h), L2(h), L3(h) and L4(h). Since X1β = 0, X1Y1β =
Y1X1β − 4Tβ = −4Tβ, and noticing that x1 = ϕh we have

Y1β(w ∗ ϕh(w)) = Y1β(w) − 4x1Tβ(w) = βy1(w) − 4ϕhβt(w). (41)

Similarly, one can show that

Y1γ(w ∗ ϕh(w)) = γy1 − 4ϕhγt, (42)

Y1α(w ∗ ϕh(w)) = αy1 − 4ϕhαt. (43)

Let ϕh be the real constant in Theorem 3.1, by (23) we have

lim
h→∞

∫

D

ϕ2
h

ηh
f = lim

h→∞

∫

D

ϕ2
h − ϕh

2

ηh
f = lim

h→∞

∫

D

ϕh − ϕh
ηh

(ϕh + ϕh)f = 0 (44)

for any smooth function f ∈ C∞(D).
Moreover, since α is compactly supported in |t| ≤ 1

2 , β and γ is compactly supported in Q1/2, we have

∫

D

βy1 =

∫

D

γy1 =

∫

D

αt =

∫

D

βt = 0 (45)

Noticing that νX1
= 1 as h goes to infinity by (30). Then by theorem 3.1, (41), (44), and (45), the limit

of the integral of L1(h) becomes

lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

L1(h)dw = lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

(

(βy1 − 4ϕhβt) + ϕh(γy1 − 4ϕhγt)− 4

(

αt + ϕhβt +
1

2
ϕ2
hγt

))

ν2X1
dw

= lim
h→∞

∫

D

(−8βt + γy1)
ϕh
ηh
dw

= lim
h→∞

∫

D

(−8βt + γy1)
ϕh − ϕh
ηh

dw

=

∫

D

(γy1 − 8βt)ϕdw.

(46)
Similarly, using the fact that limh→∞ ϕh = 0, theorem 3.1, (43) and (31), the limit of integral of L2(h)

becomes,

lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

L2(h)dw = lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

n
∑

i=2

(Yiβ + ϕhYiγ +XiY1α+ ϕhXiY1β +
1

2
ϕ2
hXiY1γ)νX1

νXi
dw

= lim
h→∞

∫

D

n
∑

i=2

(Yiβ +XiY1α)
νX1

νXi

ηh
dw

= − lim
h→∞

∫

D

n
∑

i=2

(Yiβ +Xi(αy1 − ϕhαt)
Xiϕh
ηh

dw

= −

∫

D

n
∑

i=2

(Yiβ +Xiαy1)Xiϕdw,

(47)
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Furthermore, one can use the same logic to compute the limit of the integral of L3(h)

lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

L3(h)dw = lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

n
∑

i=2

(YiY1α+ ϕhYiY1β +
1

2
ϕ2
hYiYiγ − (Xiβ + ϕhXiγ)νX1

νXi
dw

= lim
h→∞

∫

D

n
∑

i=2

(YiY1α−Xiβ)
νX1

νYi

ηh
dw

= − lim
h→∞

∫

D

n
∑

i=2

(Yi(αy1 − 4ϕhαt)−Xiβ)
Yiϕh
ηh

dw

= − lim
h→∞

∫

D

n
∑

i=2

(Yiαy1 −Xiβ)
Yiϕh
ηh

dw

=

∫

D

n
∑

i=2

(−Yiαyi +Xiβ)Yiϕdw.

(48)

Finally, we compute the limit of the integral of L4(h), which is the special case of Monti’s computation
in (3.61) in [5] where j = 1:

lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

L4(h)dw = lim
h→∞

1

ηh

∫

D

(Y1Y1ψ −X1X1ψ)νX1
νY1

dw

= lim
h→∞

∫

D

(

Y 2
1 α+ ϕhY

2
1 β +

1

2
ϕ2
hY

2
1 γ − γ

)

νX1
νY1

ηh
dw

= − lim
h→∞

∫

D

(Y 2
1 α− γ)

Bϕh
ηh

dw

= −

∫

D

(Y 2
1 α− γ)ϕy1dw.

=

∫

D

−ϕy1Y
2
1 α+ γϕy1dw.

(49)

We obtain an additional γϕy1 term in the integral (49) compared to Monti’s original integral (3.61).
Combining together (28) and (46) to (49), (27) becomes:
∫

D

(4(n− 1)βt + γy1)ϕ− ϕy1Y
2
1 α+ γϕy1 −

n
∑

i=2

[(Xiαy1 + Yiβ)Xiϕ+ (Yiαy1 −Xiβ)Yiϕ]dw = 0. (50)

Note that this is (3.62) in [5] with the extra γϕy1 term.
Setting α = β = 0, we have

0 =

∫

D

γy1ϕ+ γϕy1dw

=

∫

D

(γϕ)y1dw.

(51)

which gives empty information since γϕ is a compactly supported function on D. Therefore,
∫

D(γϕ)y1
automatically equals zero. We no longer obtain claim i) in Theorem 3.2 in [5] because we no longer obtain
the formula: 0 =

∫

D
γy1ϕdw = −

∫

D
γϕy1dw.

Letting β = γ = 0, using integration by parts, we obtain

0 = −

∫

D

∂2α

∂y21
ϕy1 +

n
∑

i=2

(Xiαy1Xiϕ+ Yiαy1Yiϕ)dw

=

∫

D

αy1

{

∂2ϕ

∂y21
+

n
∑

i=2

(X2
i ϕ+ Y 2

i ϕ)

}

dw

=

∫

D

αy1∆0ϕdw

= −

∫

D

α
∂

∂y1
∆0ϕdw.

(52)
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If E is perimeter minimizing, this holds for any compactly supported function α,and we obtain the following
differential equation:

∂

∂y1
∆0ϕ = 0.

If E is strongly perimeter minimizing, αy1 = ϑ for any test function ϑ ∈ C∞
c (D1/2), then we have

0 =

∫

D

ϑ∆0ϕdw.

Hence, ϕ ∈ W 1,2
H (D) solves the partial differential equation ∆0ϕ = 0 in the weak sense.
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continuous vector fields, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 105 (2016), no. 3, 265–292. MR 3465805
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