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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
H™. 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 ¢ through contact variation is incorrect. Instead, the correct equation is that
the horizontal Laplacian of the limit function ¢ is independent of the coordinate y1 and solves equation 1
weakly.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let E C H™ be a H-perimeter minimizing set in some neighborhood of 0 € H"™ with 0 € 9*E, the
H-reduced boundary of E. By rescaling the set E with dilations 6, ,, as r, goes to 0, Monti constructed
a sequence of H—perimeter minimizing sets Ej with horizontal excess 77,2I approaching 0. Then, using the
Lipschitz approximation theorem proved in [4], Monti obtained a sequence of intrinsic Lipschitz functions
vn : D — R that approximate the boundary of the rescaled sets Ej, where D is some open subset of the
vertical hyperplane W = {(z1,y1,...,Zn, Yn,t) € H" : 1 = 0}. As stated in Theorem 3.1, for n > 2, Monti
showed that there exists a sequence of h; such that (¢ /n,) weakly converges to ¢ in L?(D). He claimed that
the limit function ¢ is independent of the first variable y;. When E is strongly perimeter minimizing (see
Definition 2.3), he claimed that ¢ satisfied an equation involving the Kohn-Laplacian Ay = Y"1 , X2 + Y2
However, both claims are incorrect due to a calculation error. We correct his result in Theorem A.

We identify H"™ with the set C* x R by the coordinates (z,t) where z = (z1 + ty1, ..., Zn + iyn). Let X,
Y, i=1,...,n denote the usual left-invariant vector fields defined on H", and @, be the homogeneous cube
centered at 0 with radius r, it is defined as

Qr = {(z,t) e H" : o] <7, |ys| <m|t| <r?i=1,...,n},
Theorem A. Forn > 2, take any locally finite perimeter set E C H". Suppose 0 € 0*E and the horizontal
inner normal vg(0) = (1,0,...,0) € H". Then:
(i) If E is H-perimeter minimizing in some neighborhood of 0 € H", the limit function ¢ in Theorem 3.1
solves the following equation weakly in Dy /4:
0
—App =0 1
ayl 0P ) ( )
where Ag = ,98—;% + 2 XP+ Y2, Dijy={(2,1) € Quya: w1 =0},
(it) If E is strongly H-perimeter minimizing in some neighborhood of 0 € H™, then the limit function ¢
solves the following equation weakly in Dy 4:
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2. PRELIMINARIES

The Heisenberg group H" is the set C" x R equipped with the group product,
(z,t) x (2, t) = (z + 2, t + ' — 2Im(z, 2")),

where z,2' € C*, t,t' € R, and (z,2") = 2121 + - - + 2,Z),.
The Lie algebra of H" is spanned by the left-invariant vector fields,

) P B ) B
L T T o’

where zp, = x + iy, K = 1,...,n. The only non-trivial brackets are [Xj,Y;] = —4T for k =1,...,n. The
vector fields X1,Y7,...,X,,Y, are called the horizontal vector fields of H". We define H as the horizontal
subbundle of TH", where:

H(p) := Hy = Span{Xi(p), ..., Xn(p),Y1(p), ..., Yu(p)}.

Let O C H” be an open set. Take any continuous function V : Q — R2". It can be identified with a
horizontal vector field V = Z?Zl V;X; + Vut;Y;, then the horizontal divergence of V' is

diveV =Y X;V; + YVays,

j=1
In the Heisenberg group, one can define the H-perimeter similarly to the perimeter in Euclidean space.

Definition 2.1. (H—perimeter) Let E C H" be a measurable subset and @ C H" be an open set. The
H-perimeter of E in € is defined as:

Py (E;Q) = sup {/ xE(z, t)divgVdzdt : V € C5(Q;R*™), |[V]|oo < 1},
Q

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

We say that E has finite H-perimeter in Q if Py (F;Q) < co. Moreover, FE is said to have locally finite
H-perimeter in Q if for any open set A C Q, Py(E; A) is finite. We denote Py (E;A) as ug(A) and view
ue as a Radon measure pg on 2. The measure pp is called the H-perimeter measure of E. By the Riesz
representation theorem, there exists a Borel function vg : @ — R2™ such that |ve| = lugp a.e. and the
following formula

/ (Vivg)dug = —/ divyg Vdzdt
Q Q
holds for any V € C! (€;R?"). We call the vector function vz the horizontal inner normal of E in €.
Definition 2.2. A set E with locally finite perimeter is considered to be H -perimeter minimizing in a open
set U if:

PH(EuQT‘)SPH(F7QT)7 (3)

for any set I' C H" such that the symmetric difference E' A F' is a compact subset of U.

Let Y7 be the vector field defined above, we define the closure of the cube @, relative to the direction Y;

as

—v1, .
QT1+:{(z7t)eH";—r<y1 <, || <r, |t]<r? and |z, |yi| <rfori=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 Q,, if for any 0 < s <r,
PH(EaQS)SPH(FaQS)v (4)

for any set F' C H" such that (E A F)NQ, is a compact subset of @§I’+.
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2.1. Excess and reduced boundary. Let E be a subset of H" with locally finite H-perimeter, we call
0 € H" a point of the H-reduced boundary of E, denoted by 0 € 0*E, if ug(B,) > 0 for all r > 0,

) 1
}%m /T vEdup = VE(0)7
and |vg(0)] = 1.
Take any p € H", r > 0, and v € S?". The v—directional horizontal excess of E in B,.(p) is
1
ExC(E, B, (9)0) = 7y | Ivel) = vl (5)
r B, (p)

The horizontal excess of E in B,(p) is the minimum of all possible directional horizontal excesses of E:
EXC(E, Br(p)) = msl,gl EXC(E, Br(p)v ’U), (6)
veES="

2.2. Intrinsic Lipschitz graph. Recall W = {(z,t) € H",z; = 0} = R?" is the vertical hyperplane. For
any function ¢ : W — R, we define the intrinsic graph of ¢ along Xy to be

gr(e) = {(z + oz ther, t + 2y190(2,1)) : (2,1) € W}, (7)
and the intrinsic epigraph of ¢ along X; to be
E,={(z+se,t+2y1s) : (2,t) € W,s > ¢(z,t)}, (8)

where 2 = (¥1,...,Tn,Y1,---,Yn) € C* = R?™ and ¢; = (1,0,...,0) € R?".
Moreover, taking any point w = (z,t) € W, we use the notation
w* p(w) = (z + p(w)er, t + 2y10(w)) (9)
Let V = (e1,0) € H, for any p € H", set e;(p) = (p, V)V € H" to denote the projection of p on to e, and
let ei-(p) be the point such that

p=rei(p)*e(p). (10)
Then the cone with vertex 0 € H", axis e; and aperture « € (0, 00| is the set
C(0,v,0) = {p e H" : o= (p)]|o < allv(p)]loc}- (11)

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

Definition 2.4. Let D C W be an open set. A continuous function ¢ : D — R is a L-intrinsic Lipschitz
function with L € [0, 00), if for any p € gr(y) there holds

gr(e) NC(p,v,1/L) = 0.
The gradient of intrinsic Lipschitz function is called intrinsic gradient.

Definition 2.5. Let D C W be an open set, for any function ¢ € Lip;,.(D), we define the intrinsic gradient
V¥ to be

Ve = (Xop, ..., Xne, B, Yap,...,Y00), (12)

where ‘B is the Burgers’ operator, 5 5

¥ ¥

By = 8—y1 - @E- (13)
If ¢ € C(D) is a continuous function, we say that the intrinsic gradient V¥ exist in the sense of
distributions if X;¢, By, Yip, i = 2,...,n exists in the sense of distributions. Then V¥ C L (D; R*1).

loc

In [4], Monti showed that the boundary of a set of minimizing H parameters E can be approximated with
a L— Lipschitz graph. Let .#?"*! denote the (2n + 1) dimensional spherical Hausdorff metric associated
with the Carnot-Carathedory distance. Then there is an intrinsic Lipschitz function ¢ such that the measure
of the symmetric difference of gr(y) and OF 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 By, with 0 € OF and r > 0, there exists
an L—intrinsic Lipschitz function ¢ : W — R such that

2 ((gr(¢) ADE) N B,) < ¢(L,n)(kr)?~! Exc (E, By, X1) (14)

where ¢ 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 2 € H", a contact map defined
on  is a diffeomorphism ¥ such that the differential map W, preserves the horizontal subbundle. That is,
for any p € Q, V. (H,) C Hy(p). Then a one-parameter flow (V)secr of H" is a contact flow if each W, is a
contact map. For more information on contact flows, see [2].

Take any generating function ¢ € C°(H"), let V}; be the vector field in H" of the form

n

Vi = > ()X, — (Xj0)Y; — 49T (15)

Jj=1

Then there is a corresponding contact flow ¥ : [—§, ] x Q — H", such that for any s € [—4,6], and p € Q,
the following relation holds:

U'(s,p) = Vi (¥(s,p)), (16)
v(0,p) =p. (17)

we call the flow generated by some generating function ¢ € C°(H").
In [3], Monti showed the following first variation formula for a contact flow V.

Theorem 2.7. [3, Theorem 3.18] Let Q be some bounded open set in H", and ¥ : [=§,5] x Q@ — H" be a
contact flow generated by some smooth function ¢ € C°(H"™). Then there exists some positive constant C
depending on ¥ and 2 such that for any set E C H" with a finite perimeter in 2, we have

‘PH (Us(E),¥4(Q) — Pu(E,Q) + S/Q {An+1)T¢ + Ly (vg)} dup| < CPy(E,Q)s?, (18)

for any s € [=4,0], where Ly : H, — R is the real quadratic form,

Ly X4y | = XY + ays (VY — X X)) — iy Vi X, (19)
j=1 i,j=1

3. PROOF OF THEOREM A

We need to recall an approximation result before the proof of theorem A. Let £ C H" be a H-perimeter
minimizing set in some neighborhood of 0, with 0 € 9*E, vg(0) = X;. Since 0 € 0*E, there exists a sequence

of real numbers 7, — 07 such that
1

EXC(E,QTh) < E
For any real number A > 0, let §(z,t) = (\z, A?t) be the dilation defined on H"™. Then the rescaled sets
Ey = 61/, (E) satisfy the following properties:
(i) 0 € 0*E}, and vg, (0) = X7 .
(ii) Each set Ej, is H-perimeter minimizing.
(iii) Exc(Ex, Q1) <  since excess is dilation invariant.

Let np, = /Exc(Ep, Q1) denote the square root of the excess of Ej. Pick some small number o such that
0<o< %, where k is the geometric constant defined in Theorem 2.6. Then by Theorem 2.6, there exists a
L—intrinsic Lipschitz function ¢p : W — R such that

97 ((gr (¢n) AOER) N By) <. 797 ((gr (on) A OER) N Byyy)
20
< c(L,n,U)(% 'k)nJrl Exc (En, B1) 20077}217 (20)

where ¢ = ¢(L,n, o).
Using this inequality and a Poincaré-type inequality proved in [1], Monti showed that there exists a
subsequence of (¢ /mn)nen that weakly converges to some function ¢ in the L? sense.

Theorem 3.1. [5, Theorem 2.5] Assume n > 2, following from the construction above, let ¢, be the L-
intrinsic function associated with Ey. Then there exists an open neighborhood D C W of 0, real constants
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Dn, and a selection of indices k — hy such that as k — oo, %%T’“ weakly converge to some function
p e WIE’Q(D). Moreover, the intrinsic gradient V%"« @y, also converges:
thhk Sphk

— Ve weakly in L* (D;R** 1), (21)
Nhy,
where
Iy
VHQO: X2Q07---7Xn9078_7}/2¢7'--7y7190 (22)
Y1
Remark. In the proof of theorem 2.1, Monti also showed that
on — 0 and Bf, — 0 strongly in L*(D) (23)
and the following estimate of intrinsic gradient
| 1ol < ot (24)
D,

where ¢y is the constant in (20).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that Dy = {(z,¢) € Q1 : 1 = 0} C D, then the limit function
 is defined on the whole D;.
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
1 € C°°(H") for the contact flow W : [-4, ] x D1 — H" is of the form

b=atzf+ %w?%
where a, 3,7 are smooth functions in H" such that
Xia=X18=X17=0in Q2.
He further assumes that 3,v are compactly supported in @Q; /5. 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 ()1, we assume:

a€ (Ql/z) ) (25)
Then by (15), the contact vector field V, vanishes outside Q1 /5. We have E, AW (E}) C Q1 for any
s € (0,4]. Hence by the definition of H-perimeter minimizing, Py (Er, Q1) < Pu(Vs(Er), Q1) -
(17) If F is strongly H-perimeter minimizing in @1, we will first define ag on the vertical hyperplane W:

Y1
ozo(yl,ZQ,...,zn,t):/ Fo(8,22,...,2n,t)ds, y1 ER, 29,...,2, € C, (26)
0

where 99 € Cg° (Dl/g) and X799 = 0. Moreover, letting II : H” — W denote the nonlinear projection
along the cosets of < X; > given by I(z1,...,2n,t) = (0 + iy1,22,...,2n,t — 221y1), we define
a(z1,. ..y 2n,t) := g o U(z1,...,2n,t). Then Xja = 0 in H", « is supported in the y; cylinder
Cy, ={(z,t) € H" : |z1] < 3, |2] < 3, |t| < §,4=2,...,n}, and remains constant for |y;| > 3. Then
V is supported in Cy, and equals —4aT for |y1| > 1. Then we have E, AW, (E;)NQ1 C @fm_ for any
s € (0,d]. Hence, by the definition of strongly H-perimeter minimizing, Py (Ep, Q1) < Pu(Vs(Ep), Q1)
With abuse of notation, we use 9, a, 8,7 to denote its restriction on the plane {z; = 0}. We also use the
notations:

ot
=%
_ ot
fyl - 8y1

for any smooth functions f defined on D.
Then Monti applied the first variation formula (18) to each rescaled set E},. By the minimality condition
Py (EnR,Q1) < Pu(¥4(Er),Q1) and the weak convergence of ¢p, /1, Monti concluded (3.49) in [5]:

AP, = lim nih /D {4(n+ 70w on(w) + Ly (ve,, (w pn(u))) } dw =0, (27)
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where D denotes the unit disk D; on the vertical plane W, L, is the quadratic form (19) associated with
the first variation, F, is the intrinsic epigraph of ¢j, and VE,, 1s the horizontal inner normal of E,,.
As shown from (3.51) to (3.53) in [5], Monti computed the first half of AP, as follows:

1
lim _/ A(n + DYT(w * o (w))dw = / 4(n+1)Brp. (28)
h—00 T)p, D D
It remains to calculate the second half of AP,
. 1
Jim o /D Ly (VE% (w * wh(W))) dw, (29)

The error occurred when Monti was expanding the form Ly (vg,, ), on the third line of (3.56) in [5]. The
term 21 X, should be v instead of 21 X7y when j = 1. This caused the final integral (3.62) in [5] to miss a
term ypy, .

By Theorem 2.4 in [5], the horizontal normal vg, = (vx,,...,Vx, Vy;,...Vy,) is of the form:
1 B
Vx, = —Fp——————,"n :_¢7 (30)
V1 |[Veronl? V1t [Veresl?
X; Yi
S .l Sy < N— (31)
V14 |Verpn|? V14 |Verpp|?
for 2 < i < n, where B is the Burgers operator.
Then Monti rewrote Ly as terms that contain vy, plus some quadratic form Ky (vg o)
Ly (VEsﬂh) = vk, X1y + Z (vx,vx, X1Yi) + vx, vx, XiY11))
§ i=2 (32)
+ Z vx, vy, (VY19 — X1 X39) + Ky (VEv,h) -
i=1
Then he computed the derivatives of ¢ in L, that associate with vx;:
XYy =Y1Xqp — AT
1
=Yif+mYry—4 (at + 18 + 550%%) ;
XY =Y, Xy =Y, +xYiy (i >2),
1
VY = Yo+ mYiYif + gaiYiYey (12 1), (33)
X1 X0 = X1(B + 7117) =7,
X1 Xip = Xy Xap = Xif + o1 Xyy (i > 2),
1
X Y1 = XiVia+ 21 X; Y18+ §x§XiYw (i > 2).
Inserting the derivatives into (32), we obtain the corrected version of (3.56),
Ly (ve,, ) = La() + La(h) + La(h) + La(k) + Ky (vp,, ) - (34)
where we define
1
Ll(h) = {Yiﬁ +x1Y1y—4 (at + 2108 + 5,@%’%) } I/—%(l’ (35)
1
La(h) =) {Yloné + Vi X8+ SalYiXy + Y8+ fl?lyﬂ} VX VX (36)
j=2
- 1
Ly(h) = {Ylea +@YYiB + Sat¥iYiy — X8 — xlXﬂ} VX, VY; (37)
j=2
1
Ly(h) := (Ylyla +o V118 + QUC%Yle - 7) VX, VY- (38)
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Since ¢p is L-intrinsic Lipschitz, we can assume that its intrinsic gradient V¥"p;, must be bounded
everywhere. Hence there exists some large constant A > 0 such that

|Ko(vm,, )| < A1V . (39)

By (24), we have [}, |[V#"py|* < conj. for some positive constant co, then we obtain

. 1 . 1 2 . A 2
J— < R \VAZ) < R =0.
hhm . / ‘Kw (VE% (w * ©Op (w))) dw hhrn . / A | Sphl dw hhm . CoMy, 0 (40)

Next, we compute the limit of the integral of Li(h), La(h), Ls(h) and L4(h). Since X108 =0, X1Y108 =
Y1 X168 — 4T B = —4T 3, and noticing that x1 = ¢j we have

V1w on(w)) = Y1B(w) — 4e1 TH(w) = By, (w) — dpnfi(w). (41)
Similarly, one can show that
Yiy(w o on(w)) = v, = denye, (42)
Yia(w x op(w)) = ay, — dppay. (43)
Let @7, be the real constant in Theorem 3.1, by (23) we have
¢; Y —Pr $n — Pn
lim [ Z2f= lim [ AT f— 11m/7(<ph+m)f=0 (44)
h—oo Jp M h—oo Jp Mh h—oo Jp Mh

for any smooth function f € C°°(D).
Moreover, since « is compactly supported in |¢| < %, B and « is compactly supported in @ /2, we have

/DﬂyIZ/DWyl:/Dat:/Dﬂt:O (45)

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

. 1 . 1 1
lim —/ Li(h)dw = lim —/ ((Byl —dppB) + en(Yy, — dony) — 4 (at + onBe + —cp,%%g)) Ug(ldw
D D

h—o0 T)p h—00 T)p, 2
= lim | (=8B, + vy, ) 2 dw
= lim (—86; + ”yyl)wdw

h—o00 D

- / (s — 881w
D

(46)
Similarly, using the fact that limj,_,o ¢p = 0, theorem 3.1, (43) and (31), the limit of integral of La(h)
becomes,

1 1 - 1
lim — / Ly(h)dw = lim — / > (YiB+ enYiy + XiYia + on XiY18 + 07 XiY17)vx, vx, dw
h—o0 h JpD h—o0 Nh JD = 2

h—o0

~ lim / SV + XiYi) X gy
D5 h
(47)
dw

h
h—o0 Th

. = X
= — lim / > (YiB + Xi(ay, — onon) 2
D=2

= —/ Z(Yzﬁ + Xy, ) Xipdw,
D=2
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Furthermore, one can use the same logic to compute the limit of the integral of Ls(h)

1 1 . 1
lim — / Lz(h)dw = lim —/ > (ViYia+ @nYiYiB+ S @nYiViy — (XiB + enXiy)vx, vx, dw
h—oo MK JD h—oo Nh J D = 2

. - vx, vy,
= lim / E Y;YVia — X;8)——dw
D i:2( ) N

h—o0
= — lim / i(Yi(ayl —dppay) — Xiﬂ)}/;(ph dw (48)
h—o00 Dz’:2 Nh
. - Yion
= — lim / Yia,, — X; dw
h—o00 D;( v ﬂ> Nh

/ S (~Viay, + XiB)Yipdu.
D=2

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:

1 1
lim —/ Ly(h)dw = lim —/ MYy — Xi Xqv)vx, vy, dw
h—00 T)p, D h—o00 T)p, D

h—oo Jp

1
— lim (Yfa + nYEB + 5@%1’37 — 7) %dw
h

B
=— lim [ (Y2a—7) Ph
h—oo Jp Mh

- /D (Y2a — 7)oy duw.

dw (49)

= / — Py, Yfa + Yoy, dw.
D

We obtain an additional y¢,, term in the integral (49) compared to Monti’s original integral (3.61).
Combining together (28) and (46) to (49), (27) becomes:
i=2
Note that this is (3.62) in [5] with the extra y¢,, term.
Setting a = 8 = 0, we have

0= / Yy P + Yy, dw
D

= /D (Y)y, dw.

which gives empty information since vy is a compactly supported function on D. Therefore, [ »(Y0)y
automatically equals zero. We no longer obtain claim i) in Theorem 3.2 in [5] because we no longer obtain
the formula: 0= [, v, odw = — [, vp,, dw.

Letting 8 = v = 0, using integration by parts, we obtain

(51)

0? -
0= — / @ + Z(Xiozleiga +Yiay, Yip)dw
i=2

b o7
0%p 2
= o — + XZ-2 + Yi2 dw
/D Y1 { 8y% ;( ¥ 90)} (52)
= / oy, Agpdw
D

:—/ aiAowdw.
p On
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If F is perimeter minimizing, this holds for any compactly supported function «,and we obtain the following
differential equation:

0
—Agp = 0.
an 0P

If E is strongly perimeter minimizing, c,, =9 for any test function ¥ € C°(D;2), then we have

O:/ YAgpdw.
D

Hence, ¢ € W;I’Q(D) solves the partial differential equation Agy = 0 in the weak sense.
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