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Abstract. In this paper, we establish monotonicity formulas for capillary surfaces in the
half-space R3

+ and in the unit ball B3 and extend the result of Volkmann [27] for surfaces
with free boundary. As applications, we obtain Li-Yau-type inequalities for the Willmore
energy of capillary surfaces, and extend Fraser-Schoen’s optimal area estimate for minimal
free boundary surfaces in B3 [10] to the capillary setting, which is different to another
optimal area estimate proved by Brendle in [5].
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1. Introduction

For a 2-dimensional immersed, open surface Σ ⊂ R𝑛+1, it is proved by Simon [25] that
for 0 < 𝜎 < 𝜌 < ∞, 𝑎 ∈ R𝑛+1,

𝑔𝑎 (𝜌) − 𝑔𝑎 (𝜎) =
1
𝜋

ˆ
Σ∩𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝑎)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑎 |2

����2 dH2, (1.1)
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where

𝑔𝑎 (𝑟) B
H2(Σ ∩ 𝐵𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
Σ∩𝐵𝑟 (𝑎)

| ®H|2dH2 + 1
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
Σ∩𝐵𝑟 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − 𝑎)dH2.

This is known as Simon’s monotonicity identity and is later generalized to hold for integral
2-varifolds by Kuwert-Schätzle [17]. As an interesting application, the monotonicity
formula yields an alternative proof (by taking 𝜌 → ∞ and 𝜎 → 0+) of the Li-Yau
inequality ([20]):

𝜋Θ𝑚𝑎𝑥 ≤
1

16

ˆ
R𝑛+1

| ®H|2d𝜇,

where Θ𝑚𝑎𝑥 denotes the maximal density of an integral 2-varifold 𝜇, whose generalized
mean curvature inR𝑛+1 is square integrable. Note that for an immersion of a 2-dimensional
compact orientable closed smooth surface 𝐹 : Σ → R𝑛+1, let 𝜇𝑔 be the induced area
measure of Σ with respect to the pull-back metric 𝑔 = 𝐹∗𝑔euc, then its image as integral
2-varifold is given by

𝜇 B 𝐹 (𝜇𝑔) =
(
𝑥 ↦→ H0(𝐹−1(𝑥))

)
H2⌞𝐹 (Σ).

Hence from the Li-Yau inequality, we easily see that the Willmore energy

W(𝜇) B 1
4

ˆ
R𝑛+1

| ®H|2d𝜇 ≥ 4𝜋,

and 𝐹 : Σ → R𝑛+1 is an embedding if

W(𝜇) < 8𝜋.

We refer the interested readers to the monographs [18,22] for an overview of the study of
Willmore energy.

Recently, Volkmann [27] generalized this theory to free boundary surfaces in the unit
ball B𝑛+1 = {𝑥 ∈ R𝑛+1 : |𝑥 | < 1} (indeed, he proved it in the context of integral free
boundary 2-varifolds). He obtained a monotonicity identity similar to (1.1) (see Section
4) and consequently a Li-Yau-type inequality. As an application, he established the
Willmore energy for integral free boundary 2-varifolds in B𝑛+1, and proved that its lower
bound is given exactly by 2𝜋.

1.1. Main Result. In this paper, we deal with the capillary counterpart of the above
results. We first prove a Simon-type monotonicity formula for capillary hypersurfaces in
the half-space

R3
+ := {𝑥 ∈ R3 : 𝑥3 < 1}

that are formulated in the weak sense, see Section 2.1 for the precise definition.

Theorem 1.1 (Simon-type monotonicity formula). Given 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋), let 𝑉 be a rectifiable
2-varifold supported on R3

+ with its weight measure denoted by 𝜇 and let 𝑊 a rectifiable
2-varifold supported on 𝜕R3

+ with its weight measure denoted by 𝜂, satisfying a contact
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angle condition as in Definition 2.1 (and adopt the notations in Section 2.1 below). For
any 𝑎 ∈ R3, consider the functions 𝑔𝑎 (𝑟), �̂�𝑎 (𝑟) defined by

𝑔𝑎 (𝑟) B
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2 − cos 𝜃
𝜂(𝐵𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 1
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − 𝑎)d𝜇,

�̂�𝑎 (𝑟) B
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2 − cos 𝜃
𝜂(�̂�𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 1
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − �̃�)d𝜇.

Then for any 0 < 𝜎 < 𝜌 < ∞, we have
(𝑔𝑎 (𝜌) + �̂�𝑎 (𝜌)) − (𝑔𝑎 (𝜎) + �̂�𝑎 (𝜎))

=
1
𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝑎)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑎 |2

����2 d𝜇 + 1
𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − �̃�)⊥
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

����2 d𝜇

− 2 cos 𝜃
ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

𝑎2
3

|𝑥 − 𝑎 |4
d𝜂 − 2 cos 𝜃

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

�̃�2
3

|𝑥 − �̃� |4
d𝜂,

(1.2)

where (𝑥 − 𝑎)⊥ B 𝜈Σ · (𝑥 − 𝑎)𝜈Σ.

As an application, a Li-Yau-type inequality together with the characterization of the
equality case is obtained for capillary immersions in the half-space. For the precise
definition of capillary immersions, see Section 3.1. We will adopt the notations that are
used in Section 3.1.

The Willmore energy of capillary immersion 𝐹 is defined in the usual sense, that is,

Definition 1.2. Given 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋) and a 𝜃-capillary immersion 𝐹 : Σ → R3
+. The Willmore

energy of the capillary immersion 𝐹 is defined as

W(𝐹) B 1
4

ˆ
| ®H|2d𝜇.

W(𝐹) is a conformal invariant with respect to conformal diffeomorphisms. Detailed
discussions regarding the definition of the Willmore functional for capillary surfaces are
provided in Section 3.2.

Theorem 1.3. Given 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋), let 𝐹 : Σ → R3+ be a compact 𝜃-capillary immersion,
satisfying (3.1). Then we have

(1) the Li-Yau-type inequality

W(𝐹) ≥ 4(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋Θ2(𝜇, 𝑥0) (1.3)

holds for every 𝑥0 ∈ 𝐹 (𝜕Σ), where Θ2(𝜇, 𝑥) denotes the density of 𝜇 at 𝑥0.
(2) the sharp estimate on Willmore energy:

W(𝐹) ≥ 2(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋, (1.4)

and if
W(𝐹) < 4(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋,

then 𝐹 : 𝜕Σ ⊂ 𝜕R3
+ must be an embedding.
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(3) For 𝜃 ∈ [ 𝜋2 , 𝜋), if
𝑊 (𝐹) < 4𝜋,

then 𝐹 : Σ → R3+ is an embedding.
Moreover, equality in (1.4) holds if and only if 𝐹 (Σ) is a 𝜃-spherical cap.

Inequality (1.4) was proved using a flow method by the first and the second author
in [28, Corollary 1.3] for convex capillary surfaces in R3

+, while the contact angle 𝜃 is
restricted within the range (0, 𝜋2 ]. Therefore Theorem 1.3 complements the full range of
contact angle and moreover removes the assumption of the convexity.

Due to the conformal invariance of the Willmore functional, Theorem 1.3 implies the
same inequality as (1.4) for capillary surfaces in the unit ball, which interestingly implies
a new optimal area estimate for minimal capillary surfaces in B3.

Theorem 1.4. Given 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋), let 𝐹 : Σ → B3 be a 𝜃-capillary minimal immersion,
satisfying (3.1). Then there holds

2|Σ | − cos 𝜃 |𝑇 | ≥ 2(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋. (1.5)

Equality holds if and only if 𝐹 (Σ) is a totally geodesic disk in B3. Here |𝑇 | is the area of
the “wetting” part defined in Section 3.1.

As a special case of the isoperimetric inequality for minimal submanifolds proved by
Brendle [4], any capillary minimal surface Σ in the unit ball satisfies the following optimal
estimate

|Σ | ≥ sin2 𝜃𝜋 = sin2 𝜃 |B2 |
with equality holding if and only if Σ is a flat disk. In fact, the higher dimensional
counterparts also hold, see [5, Theorem 5.5]. Restricting 𝜃 = 𝜋

2 , i.e., in the free boundary
case, this area lower bound was obtained in [10] and [3]. (1.5) now provides a new
optimal area estimate for minimal capillary surfaces in the unit ball. It seems that both
area estimates do not imply each other. In view of [5], it would be interesting to seek for
a higher dimensional generalization of (1.5).

In the last part of the paper, Section 4, we establish a monotonicity formula (4.7) for
capillary surfaces in B3. This monotonicity formula is a generalization of Volkmann’s
theorem for surfaces with free boundary in the unit ball [27, Theorem 3.1]. Due to the
extra 2-varifold 𝑊 supported on the unit sphere (as in Theorem 1.1), our monotonicity
formula (4.7) becomes more involved than his. We refer the readers to Theorem 4.3 below.
Theorem 1.4 can also be proved directly by this monotonicity formula.

We end the introduction with a short summary of the fruitful results of the study
of capillary surfaces. The existence, regularity, and geometric properties of capillary
surfaces have attracted more and more attention from differential geometers and geometric
analysts, see the nice book of Finn [9] for a through introduction. Here we mention some
recent progress on this topic. In R3, optimal boundary regularity for solutions to the
capillarity problems (volume-constrained local minimizers of the free energy functional)
was obtained by Taylor [26], while the partial regularity was obtained recently by De
Philippis-Maggi [7, 8] in R𝑛 (𝑛 ≥ 4), even in the anisotropic setting. Quite recently,
using the Min-Max method, the existence of capillary minimal or CMC hypersurfaces
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in compact 3-manifolds with boundary has been shown independently by De Masi-De
Philippis [6] and Li-Zhou-Zhu [19]. In terms of the classical differential geometry, Hong-
Saturnino [12] carried out curvature and index estimates for compact and non-compact
capillary surfaces. In [13], we proved a Heintze-Karcher-type inequality and give the
characterization of smooth CMC capillary hypersurfaces in the half-space or in a wedge,
namely, the Alexandrov-type theorem. The anisotropic counterpart was tackled in [14,15]
as well. See also [29] for a non-smooth generalization.

1.2. Organization of the Paper. In Section 2 we first introduce the capillary surface
in the half-space in the setting of varifolds and then provide the proof of Theorem 1.1,
In Section 3.2 we use the monotonicity formula to estimate the Willmore energy for
capillary surfaces in the half-space and prove the Li-Yau inequality (1.3) and Theorem 1.3.
The Willmore energy for capillary surfaces in the unit ball is discussed in Section 3.3,
together with one proof of Theorem 1.4. Finally, in Section 4, we prove the Simon-type
monotonicity formulas in the unit ball, and then provide an alternative proof of Theorem
1.4.

2. Monotonicity Formula in the Half-Space

2.1. Set-ups. We will be working on the Euclidean space R3, with the Euclidean metric
denoted by 𝑔euc and the corresponding Levi-Civita connection denoted by ∇. R3

+ = {𝑥 :
𝑥3 > 0} is the open upper half-space and 𝐸3 B (0, 0, 1).

Let 𝜉 : R3 → 𝜕R3
+ denote the unique point projection onto the hyperplane 𝜕R3

+. It is
easy to see that for any 𝑥 ∈ R3, 𝜉 (𝑥) = 𝑥 − 𝑥3𝐸3, and hence 𝜉 is a smooth map. Define

𝑥 B 2𝜉 (𝑥) − 𝑥 = 𝑥 − 2𝑥3𝐸3

to be the reflection of 𝑥 across 𝜕R3
+. Given a point 𝑎 ∈ R3, define

𝑟 = |𝑥 − 𝑎 |, 𝑟 = |𝑥 − 𝑎 |,

it is clear that 𝑟 = |𝑥 − 𝑎 | = |𝑥 − �̃� |.
We refer to [24] for the background materials in Geometric Measure Theory and consider

the following weak formulation of capillary surfaces.

Definition 2.1. Given 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋), let 𝑉 be a rectifiable 2-varifold supported on R3
+ with its

weight measure denoted by 𝜇 and let 𝑊 a rectifiable 2-varifold supported on 𝜕R3
+ with its

weight measure denoted by 𝜂. (𝑉,𝑊) is said to satisfy a contact angle condition 𝜃 if there
exists a 𝜇-measurable vector field ®H ∈ L1(R3, 𝜇) with ®H(𝑥) ∈ 𝑇𝑥𝜕R

3
+ for 𝜇-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ 𝜕R3

+,
such that for every 𝑋 ∈ 𝐶1

𝑐 (R3;R3) with 𝑋 tangent to 𝜕R3
+,ˆ

R3
divΣ𝑋d𝜇 − cos 𝜃

ˆ
𝜕R3

+

div𝜕R3
+
𝑋d𝜂 = −

ˆ
R3

®H · 𝑋d𝜇, (2.1)

where Σ B spt 𝜇 is countably 2-rectifiable, for simplicity we also set 𝑇 B spt 𝜂. In
particular, if 𝑋 vanishes along 𝜕R3

+, there holds thatˆ
R3

divΣ𝑋d𝜇 = −
ˆ
R3

®H · 𝑋d𝜇.
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This definition was introduced in [6], which follows from the one initiated in [16], with
the boundary part weakened to be just a 2-varifold.

Notice that the first variation formula (2.1) is valid if 𝑋 is merely a Lipschitz vector
field.

In this section, we consider those 𝑉,𝑊 that are integral 2-varifolds with 𝜇(𝜕R3
+) = 0

and ®H ∈ L2(R3, 𝜇). It follows that ®H ⊥ Σ for 𝜇-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ Σ thanks to the well known
Brakke’s perpendicular theorem ([2, Sect. 5.8]), so that for any vector 𝑣 ∈ R3, one has

2
����14 ®H + 𝑣⊥

����2 =
1
8
| ®H|2 + 2|𝑣⊥ |2 + ®H · 𝑣, (2.2)

where 𝑣⊥ denotes the normal part of 𝑣 with respect to the approximate tangent space 𝑇𝑥Σ.

2.2. A Monotonicity Formula. A general monotonicity formula for the pairs of varifolds
satisfying a contact condition has been established in [6] (see also [16]) with none sharp
constants, which generalizes a previous result in [11] for rectifiable free boundary varifolds.
We are interested in the Simon-type monotonicity formula (1.1) for the capillary case with
optimal constants.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We follow closely the reflection idea in [11]. See also [16]. Define
𝑙 (𝑠) B

(
( 1
𝑠𝜎
)2 − 1

𝜌2

)
+
, where 𝑠𝜎 B max{𝑠, 𝜎}. 𝑙 (𝑠) is then a Lipschitz cut-off function

and it is easy to see that

𝑙 (𝑠) =


1
𝜎2 − 1

𝜌2 , 0 < 𝑠 ≤ 𝜎,

1
𝑠2 − 1

𝜌2 , 𝜎 < 𝑠 ≤ 𝜌,

0, 𝜌 < 𝑠.

We wish to find a suitable vector field to test (2.1). The construction is inspired by [11]
and is nowadays quiet standard. Precisely, we define

𝑋1(𝑥) =
(
( 1
|𝑥 − 𝑎 |𝜎

)2 − 1
𝜌2

)
+
(𝑥 − 𝑎),

𝑋2(𝑥) =
(
( 1
|𝑥 − �̃� |𝜎

)2 − 1
𝜌2

)
+
(𝑥 − �̃�),

𝑋 (𝑥) B 𝑋1(𝑥) + 𝑋2(𝑥).

For 𝑥 ∈ 𝜕R3
+, since 𝑥 = 𝑥 we simply have

|𝑥 − 𝑎 |𝜎 = |𝑥 − 𝑎 |𝜎 = |𝑥 − �̃� |𝜎,

and hence

𝑋 (𝑥) =
(
( 1
|𝑥 − 𝑎 |𝜎

)2 − 1
𝜌2

)
+
(2𝑥 − (𝑎 + �̃�)) ∈ 𝜕R3

+.

Let �̂�𝑟 (𝑎) = {𝑥 : |𝑥 − �̃� | < 𝑟} and consider the partitions of R3:

F1 B {𝐵𝜎 (𝑎), 𝐵𝜌 (𝑎) \ 𝐵𝜎 (𝑎),R3 \ 𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)},
F2 B {�̂�𝜎 (𝑎), �̂�𝜌 (𝑎) \ �̂�𝜎 (𝑎),R3 \ �̂�𝜌 (𝑎)}.
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We wish to test (2.1) by 𝑋 (𝑥). To this end, we compute
ˆ
𝐴

divΣ𝑋𝑖d𝜇 − cos 𝜃
ˆ
𝐴

div𝜕R3
+
𝑋𝑖d𝜂, and

ˆ
𝐴

®H · 𝑋𝑖d𝜇

for all sets 𝐴 ∈ F𝑖, 𝑖 = 1, 2, separately.
For 𝑋2: on 0 ≤ |𝑥 − �̃� | ≤ 𝜎, direct computation shows that

∇𝑋2(𝑥) = ( 1
𝜎2 − 1

𝜌2 )Id,

and henceˆ
�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

divΣ𝑋2d𝜇 − cos 𝜃
ˆ
�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

div𝜕R3
+
𝑋2d𝜂 = ( 2

𝜎2 − 2
𝜌2 )

(
𝜇(�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)) − cos 𝜃𝜂(�̂�𝜎 (𝑎))

)
,

ˆ
�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · 𝑋2d𝜇 = ( 1
𝜎2 − 1

𝜌2 )
ˆ
�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − �̃�)d𝜇.

On 𝜎 < |𝑥 − �̃� | ≤ 𝜌, we have 𝑋2(𝑥) =
(

1
|𝑥−�̃� |2 −

1
𝜌2

)
(𝑥 − �̃�). By noticing that

∇( 1
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

) = −2
1

|𝑥 − �̃� |4
(𝑥 − �̃�),

we have

∇𝑋2(𝑥) =
(

1
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

− 1
𝜌2

)
Id − 2

1
|𝑥 − �̃� |4

(𝑥 − �̃�) ⊗ (𝑥 − �̃�),

div𝑋2(𝑥) = 3
(

1
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

− 1
𝜌2

)
− 2
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

=
1

|𝑥 − �̃� |2
− 3

𝜌2 ,

divΣ𝑋2(𝑥) = div𝑋2(𝑥) − ∇𝑋2 [𝜈Σ] · 𝜈Σ = − 2
𝜌2 + 2

���� (𝑥 − �̃�)⊥
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

����2 ,
div𝜕R3

+
𝑋2(𝑥) = div𝑋2(𝑥) − ∇𝑋2 [𝐸3] · 𝐸3 = − 2

𝜌2 +
2�̃�2

3
|𝑥 − �̃� |4

.

It follows thatˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

divΣ𝑋2d𝜇 − cos 𝜃
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

div𝜕R3
+
𝑋2d𝜂

= − 2
𝜌2

(
𝜇(�̂�𝜌 (𝑎) \ �̂�𝜎 (𝑎)) − cos 𝜃𝜂(�̂�𝜌 (𝑎) \ �̂�𝜎 (𝑎))

)
+ 2
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

���� (𝑥 − �̃�)⊥
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

����2 d𝜇

− 2 cos 𝜃
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

�̃�2
3

|𝑥 − �̃� |4
d𝜂,

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · 𝑋2d𝜇 = − 1
𝜌2

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − �̃�)d𝜇 +
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · 𝑥 − �̃�

|𝑥 − �̃� |2
d𝜇.



8 WANG, XIA, AND ZHANG

Combining these computations, we obtainˆ
R3

divΣ𝑋2d𝜇 − cos 𝜃
ˆ
R3

div𝜕R3
+
𝑋2d𝜂

=
2
𝜎2

(
𝜇(�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)) − cos 𝜃𝜂(�̂�𝜎 (𝑎))

)
− 2

𝜌2
(
𝜇(�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)) − cos 𝜃𝜂(�̂�𝜌 (𝑎))

)
+ 2
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

���� (𝑥 − �̃�)⊥
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

����2 d𝜇 − 2 cos 𝜃
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

𝑎2
3

|𝑥 − �̃� |4
d𝜂,

and ˆ
R3

®H · 𝑋2d𝜇 =
1
𝜎2

ˆ
�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − �̃�)d𝜇 − 1
𝜌2

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − �̃�)d𝜇

+
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · 𝑥 − �̃�

|𝑥 − �̃� |2
d𝜇.

Similar computations hold for 𝑋1 and we obtainˆ
R3

divΣ𝑋1d𝜇 − cos 𝜃
ˆ
R3

div𝜕R3
+
𝑋1d𝜂

=
2
𝜎2 (𝜇(𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)) − cos 𝜃𝜂(𝐵𝜎 (𝑎))) −

2
𝜌2

(
𝜇(𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)) − cos 𝜃𝜂(𝐵𝜌 (𝑎))

)
+ 2
ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

���� (𝑥 − 𝑎)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑎 |2

����2 d𝜇 − 2 cos 𝜃
ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

𝑎2
3

|𝑥 − 𝑎 |4
d𝜂,

and ˆ
R3

®H · 𝑋1d𝜇 =
1
𝜎2

ˆ
𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − 𝑎)d𝜇 − 1
𝜌2

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − 𝑎)d𝜇

+
ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · 𝑥 − 𝑎

|𝑥 − 𝑎 |2
d𝜇.

On the other hand, thanks to (2.2), we haveˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · 𝑥 − 𝑎

|𝑥 − 𝑎 |2
d𝜇 = 2

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝑎)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑎 |2

����2 d𝜇

−1
8

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 − 2
ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑎)

���� (𝑥 − 𝑎)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑎 |2

����2 d𝜇,

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

®H · 𝑥 − �̃�

|𝑥 − �̃� |2
d𝜇 = 2

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − �̃�)⊥
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

����2 d𝜇

−1
8

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 − 2
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑎)

���� (𝑥 − �̃�)⊥
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

����2 d𝜇.

Putting these facts into the first variation formula (2.1) and recalling the definition of
𝑔𝑎 (𝑟), �̂�𝑎 (𝑟), we deduce (1.2). □

Remark 2.2. We remark that in Theorem 1.1:
(1) 𝐵𝑟 (𝑎) ∩ 𝜕R3

+ = �̂�𝑟 (𝑎) ∩ 𝜕R3
+, and hence 𝜂(𝐵𝑟 (𝑎)) = 𝜂(�̂�𝑟 (𝑎)).
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(2) 𝑎2
3 = �̃�2

3 and hence the corresponding terms involving them are the same.

Proposition 2.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, the following statements hold:

(1) Given 𝜃 ∈ [ 𝜋2 , 𝜋). For every 𝑎 ∈ R3, the tilde-density

Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑎) B lim
𝑟↘0

(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑟 (𝑎))
𝜋𝑟2

)
exists. Moreover, the function 𝑥 ↦→ Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥) is upper semi-continuous in
R3;

(2) Given 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋). For every 𝑎 ∈ 𝜕R3, the tilde-density Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑎) exists,
and the function 𝑥 ↦→ Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥) is upper semi-continuous in 𝜕R3

+.

Proof. Define

𝑅(𝑟) B 1
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − 𝑎)d𝜇 + 1
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑎)

®H · (𝑥 − �̃�)d𝜇,

and

𝐺𝜃 (𝑟) B
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑟 (𝑎))
𝜋𝑟2

+ 1
16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 𝑅(𝑟),

then from (1.2) and thanks to 𝜃 ∈ [𝜋/2, 𝜋), we know that 𝐺𝜃 (𝑟) is monotonically nonde-
creasing, so that lim𝑟→0+ 𝐺𝜃 (𝑟) exists.

For 𝑅(𝑟), we estimate with Hölder inequality:

|𝑅(𝑟) | ≤
(
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2

) 1
2
(

1
4𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇
) 1

2

+
(
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2

) 1
2
(

1
4𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇
) 1

2

.

(2.3)

Moreover, for 1
4 < 𝜖 < 1

2 , Young’s inequality gives

|𝑅(𝑟) | ≤𝜖 𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (𝑎))
𝜋𝑟2 + 1

16𝜋𝜖

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇

+ 𝜖
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2 + 1
16𝜋𝜖

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇.



10 WANG, XIA, AND ZHANG

By virtue of the monotonicity of 𝐺𝜃 (𝑟), we obtain

(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜎 (𝑎))
𝜋𝜎2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜎 (𝑎))

𝜋𝜎2

≤
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜌 (𝑎))

𝜋𝜌2 +
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜌 (𝑎))

𝜋𝜌2

+ 1
16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + |𝑅(𝜌) | + |𝑅(𝜎) |

≤(1 + 𝜖)
(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜌 (𝑎))

𝜋𝜌2 +
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜌 (𝑎))

𝜋𝜌2

)
+ 1 + 2𝜖−1

16𝜋
(
ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 +
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇)

+ 𝜖

(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜎 (𝑎))

𝜋𝜎2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜎 (𝑎))
𝜋𝜎2

)
.

In particular, since 1
4 < 𝜖 < 1

2 , this yields for 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑅 < ∞

(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝑟 (𝑎))
𝜋𝑟2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑟 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑟2

≤3
(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝑅 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑅2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑅 (𝑎))
𝜋𝑅2

)
+ 9

8𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 < ∞,

(2.4)

which, together with (2.3), gives

lim
𝑟→0+

𝑅(𝑟) = 0,

implying that the tilde-density Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑎) exists, and also

Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑎) ≤
(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜌 (𝑎))

𝜋𝜌2 +
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜌 (𝑎))

𝜋𝜌2

)
+ 1

16𝜋
(
ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇 +
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑎)

| ®H|2d𝜇) + 𝑅(𝜌).
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Thus for a fixed 𝑅 > 0 and a sequence of points in R3 such that 𝑥 𝑗 → 𝑎, we have: for
0 < 𝜌 < 𝑅, it holds that

(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜌 (𝑎))
𝜋𝜌2 +

(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜌 (𝑎))
𝜋𝜌2

≥ lim sup
𝑗→∞

(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜌 (𝑥 𝑗 ))

𝜋𝜌2 +
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜌 (𝑥 𝑗 ))

𝜋𝜌2

)
≥ lim sup

𝑗→∞

(
Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥 𝑗 ) −

1
16𝜋

(
ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑥 𝑗 )

| ®H|2d𝜇 +
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑥 𝑗 )

| ®H|2d𝜇) − 𝑅(𝜌)
)

(2.4)
≥ lim sup

𝑗→∞
Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥 𝑗 )

− 𝐶

(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝑅 (𝑎)) + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑅 (𝑎))

𝜋𝑅2 +W(𝜇)
) 1

2

∥ ®H∥𝐿2 (𝐵2𝜌 (𝑎)) .

Letting 𝜌 → 0+, this gives

Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑎) ≥ lim sup
𝑗→∞

Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥 𝑗 ),

which completes the proof of (1).
To prove (2), notice that for any 𝑎 ∈ 𝜕R3

+, 𝑎3 = �̃�3 = 0, and hence as 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋), the
function 𝐺𝜃 (𝑟) is also monotonically nondecreasing for any such 𝑎. Following the proof
of (1), we conclude (2). □

Remark 2.4. Suppose that 𝜇, 𝜂 are compactly supported, we may thus use (2.3) to find
that: for 𝜃 ∈ [ 𝜋2 , 𝜋), 𝑎 ∈ R3,

lim
𝑟→∞

|𝑅(𝑟) | = 0,

and obtain
lim
𝑟→∞

(𝑔𝑎 (𝑟) + �̂�𝑎 (𝑟)) =
1

8𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇.

Thus by letting 𝜎 → 0+ and 𝜌 → ∞ in (1.2), we obtain

1
𝜋

ˆ
R3

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝑎)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑎 |2

����2 d𝜇 + 1
𝜋

ˆ
R3

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − �̃�)⊥
|𝑥 − �̃� |2

����2 d𝜇

− 2 cos 𝜃
ˆ
R3

𝑎2
3

|𝑥 − 𝑎 |4
d𝜂 − 2 cos 𝜃

ˆ
R3

�̃�2
3

|𝑥 − �̃� |4
d𝜂

=
1

8𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 − Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑎).

(2.5)

This is also true for any 𝑎 ∈ R3 and any 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋2 ), provided that Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑎) exists.
Similarly, for 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋) and 𝑎 ∈ 𝜕R3

+, we have

2
𝜋

ˆ
R3

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝑎)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑎 |2

����2 d𝜇 =
1

8𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 − Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑎). (2.6)
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3. Willmore Energy and Li-Yau-Type Inequality for Capillary Immersions

3.1. Capillary Immersions. Given a compact orientable smooth surface Σ, with non-
empty boundary 𝜕Σ. Let 𝐹 : Σ → R3

+ be an orientation preserving proper immersion, that
is, 𝐹 is smooth on the interior of Σ and 𝐶2 up to the boundary, such that 𝐹 (intΣ) ⊂ R3

+
and 𝐹 (𝜕Σ) ⊂ 𝜕R3

+. In this way, 𝐹 induces an immersion of 𝜕Σ into 𝜕R3
+.

Fix a global unit normal field 𝜈 to Σ along 𝐹, which determines an orientation on Σ

and an induced orientation on 𝜕Σ given by a tangential vector field 𝜏 along 𝜕Σ. Denote
by 𝜇 the unit conormal to 𝜕Σ in Σ so that {𝜏, 𝜈, 𝜇} is compatible with {𝐸1, 𝐸2, 𝐸3} of R3.
Let �̄� be the unit normal to 𝜕Σ in 𝜕R3

+ so that {�̄�,−𝐸3} compatible with {𝜈, 𝜇}. Given
𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋), we say that the proper immersion 𝐹 : Σ → R3

+ is a capillary immersion (or
𝜃-capillary immersion) with contact angle 𝜃 if the angle determined by 𝜇 and �̄� is constant
and equals to 𝜃 along 𝜕Σ, that is, for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝜕Σ,

𝜇(𝑥) = sin 𝜃 (−𝐸3) + cos 𝜃�̄�(𝑥).

Abuse of terminology, for the immersion 𝐹 : 𝜕Σ → 𝜕R3
+, we use 𝑇 to denote the

“enclosed domain" by 𝐹 (𝜕Σ), which means the topological boundary 𝜕𝑇 is given by
𝐹 (𝜕Σ) and it has induced orientation by 𝜏. We use |𝑇 | to denote the oriented area of 𝑇 ,
which is defined to be

|𝑇 | =
∑︁
𝑖

sgn(𝑇𝑖) |𝑇𝑖 |,

where each𝑇𝑖 is a bounded domain such that 𝜕𝑇𝑖 is a simply closed curve and sgn(𝑇𝑖) = +1
if �̄� points outward 𝑇𝑖, while sgn(𝑇𝑖) = −1 if �̄� points inward 𝑇𝑖. |𝑇 | is the signed area of
the so-called “wetting part”.

Now given a 𝜃-capillary immersion 𝐹 : Σ → R3
+ for 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋) \ { 𝜋2 }. Let 𝑔 = 𝐹∗𝑔euc

be the pull-back metric and 𝜇𝑔 be the induced area measure on Σ. The induced varifold
of Σ is given by 𝑉𝑔 = 𝜇𝑔 ⊗ 𝛿𝑇𝑝Σ, where 𝑇𝑝Σ is the tangent space and its image as
varifold is given by𝑉 = 𝐹♯ (𝑉𝑔), which is an integral 2-varifold in R3 with weight measure
𝜇 B

(
𝑥 ↦→ H0(𝐹−1(𝑥))

)
H2⌞𝐹 (Σ), see [24, Section 15].

Define the following measure:

𝜂 Bwind(𝑥)H2,

where wind(𝑥) is the winding number of 𝐹 (𝜕Σ) about 𝑥 ∈ 𝜕R3. Throughout the paper,
in terms of capillary immersion, we always assume that

wind(𝑥) ≥ 0 for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝜕R3
+. (3.1)

With this assumption, 𝜂 is a positive Radon measure, and we may relate to it naturally
the 2-varifold:

𝑊 = 𝜂 ⊗ 𝛿𝑇𝑥𝜕R3
+
.

Let 𝑇 = spt𝜂 ⊂ 𝜕R3
+. By definition of winding number, the mass M(𝑊) of 𝑊 is exactly

the oriented area of 𝑇 (In fact, sgn(𝑇𝑖) will be always +1 thanks to (3.1)).

Proposition 3.1. The pair (𝑉,𝑊) above satisfies the contact angle condition 𝜃 with square
integrable generalized mean curvature as in Definition 2.1.
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Proof. In the case that Σ is an open surface and 𝐹 is a properly immersion, the fact that
𝑉 has square integrable generalized mean curvature in R3 has already been observed in
[18, Section 2.1]. Here we prove the capillary version.

Let us consider any 𝑋 ∈ 𝐶1
𝑐 (R3;R3) which is tangent to 𝜕R3

+, and let { 𝑓𝑡 : R3 → R3} |𝑡 |<𝜖
be the induced variation of 𝑋 , that is,

𝑓0 = id, 𝑓𝑡 (𝜕R3
+) ⊂ 𝜕R3

+, and
d
d𝑡

|𝑡=0 𝑓𝑡 = 𝑋,

which induces a family of immersions: {𝜓𝑡} |𝑡 |<𝜖 , where 𝜓𝑡 = 𝑓𝑡 ◦ 𝐹 : Σ → R3
+. Ψ :

(−𝜖, 𝜖) × Σ → R3
+, given by Ψ(𝑡, 𝑝) = 𝜓𝑡 (𝑝), is called an admissible variation. Let

𝜉 (𝑝) = 𝜕Ψ
𝜕𝑡
(0, 𝑝) for 𝑝 ∈ Σ, then 𝜉 (𝑝) = 𝑋 (𝐹 (𝑝)).

For this family of immersions, let 𝜇𝑔𝑡 be the induced area measure of Σ with respect to
the pull-back metric 𝑔𝑡 = 𝜓∗

𝑡 𝑔euc, the area functional is then given by

A : (−𝜖, 𝜖) → R, A(𝑡) =
ˆ
Σ

d𝜇𝑔𝑡 .

The wetted area functional W(𝑡) : (−𝜖, 𝜖) → R is defined by

W(𝑡) =
ˆ
[0,𝑡]×𝜕Σ

Ψ∗Ω,

where Ω is the volume form of 𝜕R3
+. We define the free energy functional by

F : (−𝜖, 𝜖) → R, F (𝑡) = A(𝑡) − cos 𝜃W(𝑡),

from the well-known first variation formula (see e.g., [1, (2.1)]) and the capillary condition,
we find (recall that 𝜉 (𝑝) = 𝑋 (𝐹 (𝑝)))

F ′(0) = −
ˆ
Σ

HΣ (𝑝) ⟨𝜉 (𝑝), 𝜈(𝑝)⟩ d𝜇𝑔

= −
ˆ
𝐹 (Σ)

∑︁
𝑝∈𝐹−1 (𝑥)

HΣ (𝑝) ⟨𝜉 (𝑝), 𝜈(𝑝)⟩ dH2(𝑥)

C −
ˆ 〈

𝑋, ®H
〉

d𝜇.

On the other hand, it is not difficult to see that

𝐴(𝑡) = M(( 𝑓𝑡)♯𝑉),

and becauseM(𝑊) is the oriented area,

W′(0) = d
d𝑡

|𝑡=0 M(( 𝑓𝑡)♯𝑊).

By virtue of the well-known first variation formula for varifolds [24], we get

(𝛿𝑉 − cos 𝜃𝛿𝑊) [𝑋] = F ′(0) = −
ˆ 〈

𝑋, ®H
〉

d𝜇,

as desired. □
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Remark 3.2. We point out that condition (3.1) is irredundant, because without this con-
straint, one could simply construct an example as Fig. 1, so that we could find some point
𝑥 ∈ 𝐹 (𝜕Σ) at which we no longer expect the upper-semi continuity of the tilde density
(Proposition 2.3(1)) to be valid.

Precisely, given 𝜃 ∈ ( 𝜋2 , 𝜋), let 𝐹 : Σ → R3
+ be a 𝜃-capillary immersion with 𝐹 (𝜕Σ) as

in Fig. 1. At the point 𝑥, because of the orientation of 𝐹 (𝜕Σ), we have

lim
𝑟→0+

𝜂(𝐵𝑟 (𝑥))
𝜋𝑟2 = −1

2
,

and hence
Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥) = 1 + cos 𝜃 < 1,

implying that the function · ↦→ Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, ·) is not upper semi-continuous at 𝑥.

Figure 1. Example.

3.2. Willmore Energy in the Half-Space. The Willmore energy W(𝐹) of a smooth
immersed compact connected orientable surface 𝐹 : Σ → R3 with boundary 𝜕Σ, which
may have several connected components, is usually proposed by

W0(𝐹) B
1
4

ˆ
Σ

|H𝚺 |2d𝜇𝑔 +
ˆ
𝜕Σ

𝜅𝑔, (3.2)

where 𝜅𝑔 denotes the geodesic curvature of 𝜕Σ as a submanifold of Σ. The reason for
proposing (3.2) is to keep the peculiarity of the Willmore functional—the invariance
under the conformal transformation of the ambient space. Thanks to the well-known
Gauß-Bonnet theorem, the Willmore energy may be rewritten as

W0(𝐹) =
1
4

ˆ
Σ

| �̊�|2 + 2𝜋𝜒(Σ), (3.3)
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where �̊� is the traceless second fundamental form and 𝜒(Σ) is the Euler characteristic, it is
clear that the first term in (3.3) is conformal invariant, while the second term is topological
invariant. See for example [23].

The point in the above argument is that, in order to keep the conformal invariance, one
may indeed add or subtract a topological quantity to the Willmore energy functional. This
insight motivates us to drop the term

´
Σ
𝜅𝑔 when considering the Willmore energy of the

surface Σ that is capillary immersed into R3
+, since this term is just a multiple of some

topological quantity. Indeed, for any 𝜃-capillary immersion 𝐹 : Σ → R3
+, it holds locally

𝜅𝑔 = ∇𝜏𝜇Σ · 𝜏 = ∇𝜏 (cos 𝜃�̄� − sin 𝜃𝐸3) · 𝜏 = cos 𝜃𝜅𝑔,

where 𝜅𝑔 is the geodesic curvature of 𝐹 (𝜕Σ) as an immersion in 𝜕R3
+, using the Gauß-

Bonnet theorem, one seesˆ
𝜕Σ

𝜅𝑔 = cos 𝜃
ˆ
𝜕Σ

𝜅𝑔 = 2𝜋 cos 𝜃 ind(𝐹 (𝜕Σ)),

where ind(𝐹 (𝜕Σ)) is rotation index of immersed plane curve 𝐹 (𝜕Σ), which is again a
topological invariant.

Therefore, in this paper, we regard the Willmore functional for capillary hypersurfaces
in R𝑛+1

+ as
W(𝐹) = W0(𝐹) − 2𝜋 cos 𝜃 ind(𝐹 (𝜕Σ))

=
1
4

ˆ
Σ

|HΣ |2d𝜇𝑔 .
(3.4)

𝑊 (𝐹) is again a conformal invariant with respect to conformal diffeomorphisms of R3.
It matches the Willmore functional for capillary hypersurfaces in the unit ball as well,

which will be discussed in the next subsection.
We may rewrite the Willmore energy for the 𝜃-capillary immersion as:

W(𝐹) = 1
4

ˆ
Σ

|HΣ |2d𝜇𝑔 =
1
4

ˆ
| ®H|2d𝜇.

The first part of Theorem 1.3 amounts to be a direct application of the monotonicity
formula we obtained above.

Proof of Theorem 1.3, (1)-(3). Let us consider the point 𝑥0 ∈ 𝜕Σ ⊂ 𝜕R3
+. In this case,

𝑥0 = 𝑥0 and hence 𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0) = �̂�𝑟 (𝑥0). It follows that

lim
𝑟↘0+

𝜂(𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0)) + 𝜂(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋𝑟2 = 𝑁 (𝑥0),

for some positive integer 𝑁 (𝑥0) = H0(𝐹−1(𝑥0)), since 𝐹 : 𝜕Σ → 𝜕R3
+ is an immersion.

Thus we find
Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0) = 2Θ2(𝜇, 𝑥0) − cos 𝜃·𝑁 (𝑥0). (3.5)

Moreover, since 𝜇 is supported on the upper half-space, Θ2(𝜇, 𝑥0) = 𝑁 (𝑥0)
2 . Hence

Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0) = (1 − cos 𝜃)𝑁 (𝑥0). (3.6)
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By virtue of the above observation, we infer easily from the monotonicity identity (2.6)
that

W(𝐹) = 4
ˆ
R3

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝑥0)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2

����2 d𝜇 + 4𝜋Θ2(𝜇, 𝑥0) − 2 cos 𝜃𝜋𝑁 (𝑥0). (3.7)

Thus, we obtain the Li-Yau-type inequality:

W(𝐹) ≥ 4(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋Θ2(𝜇, 𝑥0) = 2(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋𝑁 (𝑥0),
which implies easily that

W(𝐹) ≥ 2(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋,
the sharp estimate on the lower bound of Willmore energy.

If 𝑊 (𝐹) < 4(1− cos 𝜃)𝜋, for any 𝑥0 ∈ 𝜕Σ, the Li-Yau-type inequality (1.3) implies that
𝑁 (𝑥0) = 1, and hence 𝐹 : 𝜕Σ → 𝜕R3

+ must be an embedding.
Let us now consider the point 𝑦0 ∈ Σ \ 𝜕Σ. Observe that

Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑦0) = Θ2(𝜇, 𝑦0).
Letting 𝑎 = 𝑦0 in (2.5) and recalling the definition of W(𝐹), since 𝜃 ∈ [ 𝜋2 , 𝜋), we obtain
readily

2𝜋Θ2(𝜇, 𝑦0) ≤ W(𝐹),

and hence Θ2(𝜇, 𝑦0) = 1 if W(𝐹) < 4𝜋, in which case 𝐹 : Σ → R3+ must be an
embedding. This completes the proof. □

Remark 3.3. When 𝐹 : Σ → R3
+ is an embedding, one can infer easily from (3.5) that

Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0) = 1 − cos 𝜃,
for 𝑥0 ∈ 𝜕Σ. Therefore, it may be convenient to define

Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0)
1 − cos 𝜃

as the capillary density of Σ at a boundary point 𝑥0 ∈ 𝜕Σ.

A further investigation gives the following characterization of the situation whenW(𝐹)
attains its minima, which also reveals the sharpness of (1.4).

Theorem 3.4. Given 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋), let 𝐹 : Σ → R3
+ be a capillary immersion. If W(𝐹) =

2𝜋(1− cos 𝜃), then 𝐹 (Σ) must be a 𝜃-cap in R3
+, i.e., a part of the sphere interesting 𝜕R𝑛+1

+
at the angle 𝜃.

Proof. We begin by noticing that 𝐹 : 𝜕Σ → 𝜕R3
+ is an embedding thanks to Theorem 1.3.

In particular we learn from (3.7) that
1
4
®H(𝑥) + (𝑥 − 𝑥0)⊥

|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2
= 0 (3.8)

for 𝜇-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ 𝐹 (Σ) and any 𝑥0 ∈ 𝐹 (𝜕Σ). It is not difficult to observe that there must be
some 𝑦 ∈ 𝐹 (Σ \ 𝜕Σ) such that ®H(𝑦) ≠ 0, otherwise for 𝜇-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ 𝐹 (Σ), one has (up to a
translation, we assume that 𝑥0 = 0)

𝑥 · 𝜈(𝑥) = 0,
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implying that the enclosing region of 𝐹 (Σ) with 𝜕R3
+ is a cone (see e.g. [21, Proposition

28.8]), which is not possible. Consequently, by letting 𝑥 = 𝑦 in (3.8), we obtain for any
𝑥0 ∈ 𝐹 (𝜕Σ) that �����𝑥0 − (𝑦 − 2𝜈(𝑦)

| ®H(𝑦) |
)
�����2 =

4
| ®H(𝑦) |2

,

which shows that 𝐹 (𝜕Σ) is indeed a 1-dimensional sphere on 𝜕R3
+, say 𝔰.

To proceed, we consider the unique spherical cap in R3
−, say 𝐶𝜋−𝜃 , which intersects 𝜕R3

+
along 𝔰 with the constant angle (𝜋− 𝜃). Let𝑉𝐶𝜋−𝜃

denote the naturally induced varifold of
𝐶𝜋−𝜃 , with weight measure denoted by 𝜇𝐶𝜋−𝜃

, which is exactly given by 𝜇𝐶𝜋−𝜃
= H2⌞𝐶𝜋−𝜃 .

Write �̃� = 𝜇 + 𝜇𝐶𝜋−𝜃
, Σ̃ = spt( �̃�) = 𝐹 (Σ) ∪ 𝐶𝜋−𝜃 .

Since 𝐹 is a 𝜃-capillary immersion with 𝐹 : 𝜕Σ → 𝜕R3
+ an embedding, and because of

the construction of 𝐶𝜋−𝜃 , we see that the integral varifold �̃� has the following variational
structure: for any 𝑋 ∈ 𝐶1

𝑐 (R3;R3),ˆ
divΣ̃𝑋d�̃� = −

ˆ
Σ̃

𝑋 · ®Hd�̃�,

where ®H is the generalized mean curvature vector of Σ̃, which is square integrable on Σ̃.
Moreover, a direct computation shows that for the spherical cap 𝐶𝜋−𝜃 ,

W(𝐶𝜋−𝜃) =
1
4

ˆ
𝐶𝜋−𝜃

| ®H|2dH2 = 2(1 − cos(𝜋 − 𝜃))𝜋 = 2(1 + cos 𝜃)𝜋,

which, together with W(𝐹) = 2(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋, yields

W( �̃�) = 1
4

ˆ
| ®H|2d�̃� = 4𝜋.

Here W( �̃�) is the Willmore energy of �̃� in R3, see [17, Appendix A]. It is worth noting
that a simple modification of [27, Proposition 4.3] in conjunction with [18, Proposition
2.1.1] shows that for any compactly supported integral 2-varifold with square integrable
generalized mean curvature, if its Willmore energy is 4𝜋, then its support is exactly a
closed round 2-sphere. Therefore we conclude that Σ̃ must be a closed round 2-sphere,
and hence 𝐹 (Σ) is a 𝜃-capillary spherical cap as desired. □

The last part of the assertion in Theorem 1.3 is simply given by Theorem 3.4.

3.3. Willmore Energy in the Unit Ball. Due to the conformal invariance of the Willmore
functional, the results above can be transferred directly to hold for capillary surfaces in
the unit ball.

It is well-known that W0, and hence W defined in (3.4), are invariant under conformal
transformations. Therefore the Willmore functional for capillary surfaces in the unit ball
is the same as W, i.e.,

W(𝐹) B 1
4

ˆ
Σ

| ®H|2d𝜇𝑔 +
ˆ
𝜕Σ

𝜅𝑔 − 2𝜋 cos 𝜃 ind(𝐹 (𝜕Σ)).

Here ind(𝐹 (𝜕Σ)) is the rotation index of the immersed plane curve 𝜙 ◦ 𝐹 (𝜕Σ) where
𝜙 : S3 \ {𝑝} → R3 is the stereographic projection for some 𝑝 ∉ 𝜕Σ.
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Now in this case, the geodesic curvature is given by
𝜅𝑔 = ∇𝜏𝜇Σ · 𝜏 = ∇𝜏 (cos 𝜃�̄� + sin 𝜃�̄� (𝑥)) · 𝜏 = cos 𝜃𝜅𝑔 + sin 𝜃,

where �̄� (𝑥) = 𝑥 is the outer unit normal of B3 and 𝜅𝑔 is the geodesic curvature of
𝐹 : 𝜕Σ → S2. By the Gauß-Bonnet theorem, we have

2𝜋 ind(𝐹 (𝜕Σ)) =
ˆ
𝜕Σ

𝜅𝑔 + |𝑇 |,

where |𝑇 | is the oriented area of 𝑇 . Altogether implying that

W(𝐹) = 1
4

ˆ
Σ

| ®H|2d𝜇𝑔 + sin 𝜃 |𝜕Σ | − cos 𝜃 |𝑇 |.

Corollary 3.5. Given 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋), let 𝐹 : Σ → B3 be a 𝜃-capillary immersion. Then, there
holds

W(𝐹) ≥ 2(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋.
Equality holds if and only if 𝐹 (Σ) is a spherical cap or a totally geodesic disk in B3.

Proof. As explained above, the inequality holds thanks to Theorem 1.3 and it suffices to
consider the characterization of equality case. Observe that in the half-space case, equality
is achieved if and only if the capillary surfaces are spherical. Since umbilicity preserves
under conformal transformations, we readily see that in the half-ball case, 𝐹 (Σ) should be
either a spherical cap or a totally geodesic disk. □

If 𝜃 = 𝜋
2 , Corollary 3.5 was proved in [27]. Now we show how it simply implies

Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. From Corollary 3.5,we find
sin 𝜃 |𝜕Σ | − cos 𝜃 |𝑇 | ≥ 2(1 − cos 𝜃)𝜋.

From divΣ𝑥 = 2 in Σ we have

2|Σ | =
ˆ
𝜕Σ

⟨𝑥, 𝜇Σ⟩ =
ˆ
𝜕Σ

⟨cos 𝜃�̄� + sin 𝜃�̄� (𝑥), 𝑥⟩

= sin 𝜃 |𝜕Σ |.
(1.5) follows clearly. □

4. Monotonicity Identities in the Unit Ball

4.1. Set-ups. Let B3 ⊂ R3 be the Euclidean unit ball centered at the origin, S2 B 𝜕B3

denotes the corresponding unit sphere.
In this section we adopt the following notations: let 𝜉 : R3 \ {0} → R3 denote the

spherical inversion with respect to S2. Fix 𝑥0 ∈ R3 and 𝑟 > 0, 𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0) denotes the open
ball of radius 𝑟 centered at 𝑥0, and

�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0) = 𝐵 𝑟
|𝑥0 |

(𝜉 (𝑥0))

denotes the ball of radius 𝑟
|𝑥0 | centered at 𝜉 (𝑥0). A direct computation then shows that: for

𝑥 ∈ S2,
|𝑥0 | |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) | = |𝑥 − 𝑥0 |,
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in other words, 𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0) ∩ S2 = �̂�𝑟 (𝑥0) ∩ S2.
Similar with Definition 2.1, we consider the following weak formulation of capillary

surfaces in the unit ball.

Definition 4.1. Given 𝜃 ∈ (0, 𝜋), let 𝑉 be a rectifiable 2-varifold supported on B3 with its
weight measure denoted by 𝜇, let 𝑊 be a rectifiable 2-varifold supported on S2 with its
weight measure denoted by 𝜂.

(𝑉,𝑊) is said to satisfy the contact angle condition 𝜃 if there exists a 𝜇-measurable
vector field ®H ∈ L1(R3, 𝜇) with ®H(𝑥) ∈ 𝑇𝑥S

2 for 𝜇-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ S2, such that for every
𝑋 ∈ 𝐶1

𝑐 (R3;R3) with 𝑋 tangent to S2, it holds thatˆ
R3

divΣ𝑋d𝜇 − cos 𝜃
ˆ
S2

divS2𝑋d𝜂 = −
ˆ
B3

®H · 𝑋d𝜇, (4.1)

where Σ B spt(𝜇) is countably 2-rectifiable.

An important proposition for the pairs of varifolds satisfying contact angle condition is
that they have bounded first variation and satisfy the following first variation formula (see
[6, Proposition 3.1]).

Proposition 4.2. Given 𝜃 ∈ [ 𝜋2 , 𝜋), let (𝑉,𝑊) be as in Definition 2.1. Then 𝑉 − cos 𝜃𝑊
has bounded first variation. More precisely, there exists a positive Radon measure 𝜎𝑉 on
S2 such that ˆ

R3
divΣ𝑋d𝜇 − cos 𝜃

ˆ
S2

divS2𝑋d𝜂 = −
ˆ
B3

®H · 𝑋d𝜇

+2
ˆ
S2
𝑋 (𝑥) · 𝑥d(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) +

ˆ
S2
𝑋 (𝑥) · 𝑥d𝜎𝑉

(4.2)

for every 𝑋 ∈ 𝐶1
𝑐 (R3;R3).

If Σ is in fact a smooth capillary surface embedded in B3, then we may use a classical
computation to see that the above formula is true with 𝜎𝑉 = sin 𝜃H2⌞𝜕Σ. This motivates
us to define 𝛾 B 1

sin 𝜃𝜎𝑉 as the generalized boundary measure of 𝑉 and spt𝛾 as the
generalized boundary of 𝑉 (which are different from the ones obtained from Lebesgue’s
decomposition theorem).

In all follows, we consider only those 𝑉 that are integral 2-varifolds with 𝜇(S2) = 0 and
®H ∈ L2(R3, 𝜇), it follows that (2.2) holds. Moreover, we may rewrite (4.2) asˆ

R3
divΣ𝑋d𝜇 − cos 𝜃

ˆ
S2

divS2𝑋d𝜂 = −
ˆ
B3

®H · 𝑋d𝜇

−2 cos 𝜃
ˆ
S2
𝑋 (𝑥) · 𝑥d𝜂 + sin 𝜃

ˆ
S2
𝑋 (𝑥) · 𝑥d𝛾

(4.3)

for every 𝑋 ∈ 𝐶1
𝑐 (R3;R3). An immediate consequence is that we may use a compactly

supported vector field which coincides with the position vector field in a neighborhood of
B3 to test (4.3) and obtain

2𝜇(R3) = −
ˆ
B3

®H · 𝑥d𝜇 + sin 𝜃𝛾(S2). (4.4)
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4.2. Simon-Type Monotonicity Formulas. Let us first recall that in [27], a Simon-type
monotonicity formula is proved for integral 2-varifold 𝜇 with 𝜇(S2) = 0, that has free
boundary in B3. Precisely, it is proved that for 𝑥0 ≠ 0,

1
𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0)

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝑥0)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2

����2 d𝜇 + 1
𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0)

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))⊥
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

����2 d𝜇

=
(
𝑔𝑥0 (𝜌) + �̂�𝑥0 (𝜌)

)
−

(
𝑔𝑥0 (𝜎) + �̂�𝑥0 (𝜎)

)
,

(4.5)
where

𝑔𝑥0 (𝑟) B
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑟2 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®𝐻 |2d𝜇 + 1
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0)

®H · (𝑥 − 𝑥0)d𝜇,

�̂�𝑥0 (𝑟) B 𝑔𝜉 (𝑥0) (
𝑟

|𝑥0 |
) − |𝑥0 |2

𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

(
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2 + (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))𝑇 · 𝑥

)
d𝜇

− |𝑥0 |2
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

®H · ( |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2𝑥)d𝜇 + 1
2𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

®H · 𝑥d𝜇 + 𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋

,

and (·)𝑇 denotes the orthogonal projection of a vector onto the approximate tangent space
𝑇𝑥Σ. For 𝑥0 = 0, he obtained

1
𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (0)\𝐵𝜎 (0)

����14 ®H + 1
𝜋

𝑥⊥

|𝑥 |2

����2 d𝜇 = (𝑔0(𝜌) + �̂�0(𝜌)) − (𝑔0(𝜎) + �̂�0(𝜎)) , (4.6)

where

𝑔0(𝑟) B
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (0))

𝜋𝑟2 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 1
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (0)

®H · 𝑥d𝜇,

�̂�0(𝑟) B − min(𝑟−2, 1)
2𝜋

(
2𝜇(R3) +

ˆ
R3

®H · 𝑥d𝜇
)
.

Volkmann’s proof is based on using a properly chosen vector field to test the first variation
of a free boundary varifold. This particular choice can be dated back to [3]. We follow to
use this vector field to test (4.1) and obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Given 𝜃 ∈ [ 𝜋2 , 𝜋), let (𝑉,𝑊) be as in Definition 4.1. Suppose in addition
that𝑉 is an integral 2-varifold with 𝜇(S2) = 0, then it holds that: for 𝑥0 ≠ 0, and for every
0 < 𝜎 < 𝜌 < ∞,

1
𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0)

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝑥0)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2

����2 d𝜇 + 1
𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0)

����14 ®H + (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))⊥
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

����2 d𝜇

− cos 𝜃
𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0)

(
𝑥 − 𝑥0

|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2
· 𝑥

)2
d𝜂 − cos 𝜃

𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0)

(
𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0)
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

· 𝑥
)2

d𝜂

=
(
𝑔𝑥0,𝜃 (𝜌) + �̂�𝑥0,𝜃 (𝜌)

)
−

(
𝑔𝑥0,𝜃 (𝜎) + �̂�𝑥0,𝜃 (𝜎)

)
,

(4.7)
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where

𝑔𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟) B𝑔𝑥0 (𝑟) −
cos 𝜃𝜂(𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑟2 ,

�̂�𝑥,𝜃 (𝑟) B�̂�𝑥0 (𝑟) −
cos 𝜃 |𝑥0 |2𝜂(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑟2

+ cos 𝜃 |𝑥0 |2
𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2d𝜂 − cos 𝜃𝜂(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋

.

And for 𝑥0 = 0,

1
𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (0)\𝐵𝜎 (0)

����14 ®H + 1
𝜋

𝑥⊥

|𝑥 |2

����2 d𝜇 =
(
𝑔0(𝜌) + �̂�0,𝜃 (𝜌)

)
−

(
𝑔0(𝜎) + �̂�0,𝜃 (𝜎)

)
, (4.8)

where

�̂�0,𝜃 (𝑟) B − min(𝑟−2, 1)
2𝜋

sin 𝜃𝛾(S2).

Proof. For every 0 < 𝜎 < 𝜌 < ∞, we continue to use the Lipschitz cut-off function 𝑙

defined in the proof of Theorem 1.1. For 𝑥0 ∈ R3, let
𝑋1(𝑥) B 𝑙 ( |𝑥 − 𝑥0 |) (𝑥 − 𝑥0).

Case 1. 𝑥0 ≠ 0.
Define

𝑋2(𝑥) B
(
( 1
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) | 𝜎

|𝑥0 |

)2 − |𝑥0 |2
𝜌2

)
+

(𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))

+
(
min( |𝑥0 | |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |, 𝜌)2

𝜌2 − min( |𝑥0 | |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |, 𝜎)2

𝜎2

)
𝑥,

and
𝑋 B 𝑋1 + 𝑋2.

As verified in [27, (7)], 𝑋 is an admissible vector field to test (4.1) for a.e. 0 < 𝜎 < 𝜌 < ∞.
Moreover, the terms

´
R3 divΣ𝑋d𝜇 and −

´
R3 ®𝐻 · 𝑋d𝜇 are explicitly computed. That is, if

𝜃 = 𝜋
2 , testing (4.1) with such 𝑋 , one gets exactly (4.5). Therefore for the case 𝜃 ∈ ( 𝜋2 , 𝜋),

it suffices to compute

− cos 𝜃
ˆ
S2

divS2𝑋d𝜂.

To this end, we consider the following decomposition of R3:

F1 B {𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0), 𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0) \ 𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0),R3 \ 𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0)},
F2 B {�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0), �̂�𝜌 (𝑥0) \ �̂�𝜎 (𝑥0),R3 \ �̂�𝜌 (𝑥0)},

and we shall compute

− cos 𝜃
ˆ
𝐴

divS2𝑋𝑖d𝜂

for all sets 𝐴 ∈ F𝑖, i=1,2, separately.
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For 𝑋1, a direct computation shows that

∇𝑋1 =


(

1
𝜎2 − 1

𝜌2

)
Id, 0 ≤ |𝑥 − 𝑥0 | ≤ 𝜎,(

1
|𝑥−𝑥0 |2

− 1
𝜌2

)
Id − 2 𝑥−𝑥0

|𝑥−𝑥0 |2
⊗ 𝑥−𝑥0

|𝑥−𝑥0 |2
, 𝜎 < |𝑥 − 𝑥0 | ≤ 𝜌

0, 𝜌 < |𝑥 − 𝑥0 |,

so that on 𝑆2,
divS2𝑋1(𝑥) =div𝑋1(𝑥) − ∇𝑋1 [𝑥] · 𝑥

=


2
𝜎2 − 2

𝜌2 , 0 ≤ |𝑥 − 𝑥0 | ≤ 𝜎,

− 2
𝜌2 + 2

(
𝑥−𝑥0
|𝑥−𝑥0 |2

· 𝑥
)2

, 𝜎 < |𝑥 − 𝑥0 | ≤ 𝜌,

0 𝜌 < |𝑥 − 𝑥0 |,
and it is easy to deduce that

− cos 𝜃
ˆ
S2

divS2𝑋1d𝜂

= − cos 𝜃

(
2
𝜎2𝜂(𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0)) −

2
𝜌2𝜂(𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0)) + 2

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0)\𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0)

(
𝑥 − 𝑥0

|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2
· 𝑥

)2
d𝜂

)
.

(4.9)

For 𝑋2, we may compute directly to find:
As 0 ≤ |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) | ≤ 𝜎

|𝑥0 | ,

𝑋2 = |𝑥0 |2
(

1
𝜎2 − 1

𝜌2

)
(𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0)) − |𝑥0 |2 |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

(
1
𝜎2 − 1

𝜌2

)
𝑥;

as 𝜎
|𝑥0 | < |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) | ≤ 𝜌

|𝑥0 | ,

𝑋2 =

(
1

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2
− |𝑥0 |2

𝜌2

)
(𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0)) − 𝑥 + |𝑥0 |2 |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

𝜌2 𝑥;

and 𝑋2 ≡ 0 as 𝜌

|𝑥0 | < |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |.
Thus ∇𝑋2 vanishes on R3 \ �̂�𝜌 (𝑥0); as 0 < |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) | ≤ 𝜎

|𝑥0 | ,

∇𝑋2 =

(
1
𝜎2 − 1

𝜌2

)
|𝑥0 |2

{
(1 − |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2)Id − 2𝑥 ⊗ (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))

}
,

and as 𝜎
|𝑥0 | ≤ |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) | ≤ 𝜌

|𝑥0 | ,

∇𝑋2 =

(
1

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2
− |𝑥0 |2

𝜌2

)
Id − 2

𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0)
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

⊗ 𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0)
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

−
(
1 − |𝑥0 |2 |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

𝜌2

)
Id + 2

|𝑥0 |2
𝜌2 𝑥 ⊗ (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0).

Therefore it is not difficult to compute that: as 0 ≤ |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) | ≤ 𝜎
|𝑥0 | ,

divS2𝑋2(𝑥) = 2|𝑥0 |2
(
1 − |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

)
( 1
𝜎2 − 1

𝜌2 ),
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and as 𝜎
|𝑥0 | < |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) | < 𝜌

|𝑥0 | ,

divS2𝑋2(𝑥) = −
2|𝑥0 |2

(
1 − |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

)
𝜌2 − 2 + 2

(
𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0)
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

· 𝑥
)2

.

It follows that

− cos 𝜃
ˆ
S2

divS2𝑋2d𝜂

= − cos 𝜃
[ (

2|𝑥0 |2
𝜎2 𝜂(�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0)) −

2|𝑥0 |2
𝜎2

ˆ
�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0)

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2d𝜂 + 2𝜂(�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0))
)

−
(

2|𝑥0 |2
𝜌2 𝜂(�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0)) −

2|𝑥0 |2
𝜌2

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0)

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2d𝜂 + 2𝜂(�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0))
)

+ 2
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0)\�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0)

(
𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0)
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

· 𝑥
)2

d𝜂
]
.

(4.10)

Recall that if 𝜃 = 𝜋
2 , testing (4.1) with such 𝑋 , one gets exactly (4.5). Now for 𝜃 ∈ ( 𝜋2 , 𝜋),

taking (4.9) and (4.10) into consideration, we thus obtain (4.7) for a.e. 𝜎 and 𝜌, and an
approximation argument shows that this indeed holds for every 𝜎 and 𝜌.

Case 2. 𝑥0 = 0.
We continue to use 𝑋1 defined in Case 1 (with 𝑥0 = 0) and define

𝑋2(𝑥) B
(
min(1, 𝜌)2

𝜌2 − min(1, 𝜎)2

𝜎2

)
𝑥,

𝑋 B 𝑋1 + 𝑋2.

A direct computation shows that 𝑋 is an admissible vector field to test (4.1). Indeed, we
have 𝑋 = 𝑋1 + 𝑋2 ≡ 0 on S2 for every 0 < 𝜎 < 𝜌 < ∞. Thus

− cos 𝜃
ˆ
S2

divS2𝑋d𝜂 = 0.

Recall that as 𝜃 = 𝜋
2 , testing (4.1) with such 𝑋 one gets exactly (4.6), therefore for

𝜃 ∈ ( 𝜋2 , 𝜋), we shall get the same identity. Moreover, thanks to (4.4) and invoking the
definition of �̂�0, we may rearrange this and deduce (4.8) as desired. □

Proposition 4.4. Given 𝜃 ∈ [𝜋/2, 𝜋). For every 𝑥0 ∈ R3, the tilde-density

Θ̃2(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0)

B

{
lim𝑟↘0

(
(𝜇−cos 𝜃𝜂(𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑟2 + (𝜇−cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝑟2

)
, 𝑥0 ≠ 0,

lim𝑟↘0
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (0))

𝜋𝑟2 , 𝑥0 = 0,

exists. Moreover, the function 𝑥 ↦→ Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥) is upper semi-continuous in R3.

Proof. We prove for the first assertion:
Case 1. 𝑥0 ≠ 0.
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Define

𝑅𝑥0 (𝑟) B
1

2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0)

®H · (𝑥 − 𝑥0)d𝜇 + |𝑥0 |2
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

®H · (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))d𝜇

− |𝑥0 |2
𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

(
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2 + (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))𝑇 · 𝑥

)
d𝜇

− |𝑥0 |2
2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

®H · ( |𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2𝑥)d𝜇,

𝑅𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟) B𝑅𝑥0 (𝑟) +
cos 𝜃 |𝑥0 |2

𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2d𝜂 − cos 𝜃𝜂(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋

+ 1
2𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

®H · 𝑥d𝜇 + 𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋

,

then

𝐺𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟) B
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑟2 + |𝑥0 |2 (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋𝑟2

+ 1
16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 𝑅𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟)

is monotonically non-decreasing thanks to (4.7) and the fact that 𝜃 ∈ [ 𝜋2 , 𝜋). Therefore

lim
𝑟→0+

𝐺𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟)

exists.
Now we estimate with Hölder inequality:

|𝑅𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟) | ≤
(
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑟2

) 1
2
(

1
4𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇
) 1

2

+
(
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝑟2

) 1
2
(

1
4𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇
) 1

2

+ 𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋

+
(
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝑟2

) 1
2
(
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋

) 1
2

+
(
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋

) 1
2
(

1
4𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇
) 1

2

− 2 cos 𝜃𝜂(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋

+ 1
2𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|d𝜇 + 𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋

,

(4.11)
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where we have used the fact that spt𝜇 ⊂ B3 so that |𝑥 | ≤ 1. Moreover, for 1
8 < 𝜖 < 1

4 ,
Young’s inequality gives

|𝑅𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟) | ≤𝜖
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑟2 + 1
16𝜋𝜖

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇

+ 𝜖
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝑟2 + 1

16𝜋𝜖

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇

+ 𝜖
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝑟2 + 1

4𝜖
𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋
+ 𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))

4𝜋
+ 1

4𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇

+ 2
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋
+ 1

2𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|d𝜇

≤2𝜖
(
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑟2 + 𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝑟2

)
+ 𝜖−1

16𝜋

(ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0)∪�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇
)

+ 11 + 𝜖−1

4𝜋
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)) +

3
8𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇,

where we have used again 𝜃 ∈ [ 𝜋2 , 𝜋) and the fact that

1
2𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|d𝜇 ≤ 𝜇(�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
2𝜋

+ 1
8𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇.

By virtue of the monotonicity of 𝐺𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟), we obtain for 0 < 𝜎 < 𝜌 < ∞

(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0))
𝜋𝜎2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0))

𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝜎2

≤ (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0))
𝜋𝜎2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0))

𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝜎2

+ 1
16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + |𝑅𝑥0,𝜃 (𝜌) | + |𝑅𝑥0,𝜃 (𝜎) |

≤(1 + 2𝜖)
(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝜌2 +
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0))

𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝜌2

)
+ 1 + 2𝜖−1

16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0)∪�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 11 + 𝜖−1

2𝜋
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (R3)

+ 3
4𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®𝐻 |2d𝜇 + 2𝜖

(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝜎 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝜎2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜎 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝜎2

)
.
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In particular, since 1
8 ≤ 𝜖 ≤ 1

4 , this yields for a fixed 𝑅 > 0 that

(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋𝑟2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝑟2

≤3
(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝑅 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑅2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑅 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝑅2

)
+ 23

4𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 + 19

𝜋
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (R3) < ∞

(4.12)

for every 0 < 𝑟 < 𝑅.
This, in conjunction with (4.11), yields

lim
𝑟→0+

|𝑅𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟) | = 0,

and also implies that the tilde-density Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0) exists. Consequently

Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0) ≤
(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0))

𝜋𝑟2 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝑟2

)
+ 1

16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
�̂�𝑟 (𝑥0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 𝑅𝜃,𝑥0 (𝜌).

Case 2. 𝑥0 = 0.
Define

𝑅0,𝜃 (𝑟) B
1

2𝜋𝑟2

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (0)

®H · 𝑥d𝜇,

then

𝐺0,𝜃 (𝑟) B
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (0))

𝜋𝑟2 + 1
16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 − min(𝑟−2, 1)
2𝜋

sin 𝜃𝛾(S2) + 𝑅0,𝜃 (𝑟)

is monotonically non-decreasing thanks to (4.8), thus
lim
𝑟→0+

𝐺0,𝜃 (𝑟)

exists.
Using Hölder inequality and Young’s inequality, we obtain for 1

4 ≤ 𝜖 ≤ 1
2 ,

|𝑅0,𝜃 (𝑟) | ≤(
𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (0))

𝜋𝑟2 ) 1
2 ( 1

4𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (0)

| ®H|2d𝜇) 1
2

≤𝜖 𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (0))
𝜋𝑟2 + 1

16𝜋𝜖

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (0)

| ®H|2d𝜇.
(4.13)

By virtue of the monotonicity of 𝐺0,𝜃 (𝑟), we obtain for 0 < 𝜎 < 𝜌 ≤ 1

𝜇(𝐵𝜎 (0))
𝜋𝜎2 ≤

𝜇(𝐵𝜌 (0))
𝜋𝜌2 + 1

16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + |𝑅0,𝜃 (𝜌) | + |𝑅0,𝜃 (𝜎) |

≤(1 + 𝜖)
𝜇(𝐵𝜌 (0))

𝜋𝜌2 + 1 + 2𝜖−1

16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 𝜖
𝜇(𝐵𝜎 (0))

𝜋𝜎2 ,
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where we have used that �̂�0,𝜃 (𝑟) ≡ − sin 𝜃
2𝜋 𝛾(S2) for every 0 < 𝑟 ≤ 1 in the first inequality.

In particular, since 1
4 ≤ 𝜖 ≤ 1

2 this yields for any 0 < 𝑟 < 1:

𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (0))
𝜋𝑟2 ≤ 3

𝜇(𝐵1(0))
𝜋

+ 9
8𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 < ∞, (4.14)

which, together with (4.13), yields

lim
𝑟→0+

|𝑅0,𝜃 (𝑟) | = 0,

and also implies that the tilde-density Θ̃(𝜇−cos 𝜃𝜂, 0) exists. Consequently for 0 < 𝑟 < 1,

Θ̃(𝜇, 0) ≤ 𝜇(𝐵𝑟 (0))
𝜋𝑟2 + 1

16𝜋

ˆ
𝐵𝑟 (0)

| ®H|2d𝜇 + 𝑅0,𝜃 (𝑟).

Now we verify the upper semi-continuity by definition, for a sequence of points 𝑥 𝑗 → 𝑥0
and for 0 < 𝜌 < 1

2 , we have

(𝜇 − cos 𝜃) (𝐵𝜌 (𝑥0))
𝜋𝜌2 +

(𝜇 − cos 𝜃) (�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0))
𝜋 |𝑥0 |−2𝜌2

≥ lim sup
𝑗→∞

(
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃) (𝐵𝜌 (𝑥 𝑗 ))

𝜋𝜌2 +
(𝜇 − cos 𝜃) (�̂�𝜌 (𝑥 𝑗 ))

𝜋 |𝑥 𝑗 |−2𝜌2

)
≥ lim sup

𝑗→∞

(
Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥 𝑗 ) −

1
16𝜋

(ˆ
𝐵𝜌 (𝑥 𝑗 )

| ®H|2d𝜇 +
ˆ
�̂�𝜌 (𝑥 𝑗 )

| ®H|2d𝜇

)
− 𝑅𝑥 𝑗 ,𝜃 (𝜌)

)
≥ lim sup

𝑗→∞
Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥 𝑗 ) − 𝐶

( (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (𝐵 1
2
(𝑥0) ∪ �̂� 1

2
(𝑥0))

𝜋( 1
2 )2

+
ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (R3)

)
·
(
∥ ®H∥𝐿2 (𝐵2𝜌 (𝑥0)) + (

𝜇(�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0))
𝜋

) 1
2

)
− 2

(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (�̂�𝜌 (𝑥0))
𝜋

,

where we have used (4.12), (4.14) for the last inequality, here we interpret �̂�𝑟 (0) = ∅ and
(𝜇−cos 𝜃) (�̂�𝜌 (0))

𝜋 |0|−2𝜌2 = 0. Letting 𝜌 → 0+, this gives

Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0) ≥ lim sup
𝑗→∞

Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥 𝑗 ),

which completes the proof of the second assertion. □

Remark 4.5. Since spt𝜇 and spt𝜂 are compact, we see from the definition that

lim
𝑟→∞

𝑅𝑥0,𝜃 (𝑟) =
1

2𝜋

ˆ
R3

®H · 𝑥d𝜇 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (R3)
𝜋

, 𝑥0 ≠ 0,

lim
𝑟→∞

𝑅0,𝜃 (𝑟) = 0,
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and obtain from the Simon-type monotonicity formulas (letting 𝜎 → 0+, 𝜌 → ∞)

1
𝜋

ˆ
R3
|1
4
®H + (𝑥 − 𝑥0)⊥

|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2
|2 + |1

4
®H + (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))⊥

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2
|2d𝜇

− cos 𝜃
𝜋

ˆ
R3
( 𝑥 − 𝑥0

|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2
· 𝑥)2 + ( 𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0)

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2
· 𝑥)2d𝜂

= lim
𝜌→∞

𝐺𝑥0,𝜃 (𝜌) − lim
𝜎→0+

𝐺𝑥0,𝜃 (𝜎)

=
1

8𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 + 1

2𝜋

ˆ
R3

®𝐻 · 𝑥d𝜇 + (𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂) (R3)
𝜋

− Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0)

=
1

8𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 + sin 𝜃𝛾(S2) − 2 cos 𝜃𝜂(R3)

2𝜋
− Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0)

(4.15)

for 𝑥0 ≠ 0, and for 𝑥0 = 0 :

1
𝜋

ˆ
R3
|1
4
®H + 𝑥⊥

|𝑥 |2
|2d𝜇 =

1
16𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 + sin 𝜃𝛾(S2)

2𝜋
− Θ̃(𝜇, 0).

4.3. Applications of Eqn. 4.15. As a by-product of the monotonicity formula, we may
establish the lower bound for the Willmore functional, which is conformal invariant and
was proved in the previous Section. Moreover, we may obtain the optimal area estimate
for minimal capillary surfaces in the unit ball in a rather direct way, which needs not go
through the Willmore functional.

Another proof of Theorem 1.4. In the case that 𝑥0 ∈ S2, we clearly have 𝜉 (𝑥0) = 𝑥0.
Besides, for any 𝑥 ∈ S2, there holds |𝑥 − 𝑥0 |4 = 4(1 − (𝑥 · 𝑥0))2, and hence a direct
computation shows that

( 𝑥 − 𝑥0

|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2
· 𝑥)2 + ( 𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0)

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2
· 𝑥)2 =

1
2

on S2.

Taking this into account, the Simon-type monotonicity formula (4.15) then reads

1
𝜋

ˆ
R3
|1
4
®H + (𝑥 − 𝑥0)⊥

|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2
|2 + |1

4
®H + (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))⊥

|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2
|2d𝜇

=
1

8𝜋

ˆ
R3
| ®H|2d𝜇 + sin 𝜃𝛾(S2) − cos 𝜃𝜂(R3)

2𝜋
− Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0).

Now since 𝐹: Σ → R3 be a capillary minimal immersion, and also recall (4.4), we obtain

1
𝜋

ˆ
R3
| (𝑥 − 𝑥0)⊥
|𝑥 − 𝑥0 |2

|2 + | (𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0))⊥
|𝑥 − 𝜉 (𝑥0) |2

|2d𝜇 =
2|Σ | − cos 𝜃 |𝑇 |

2𝜋
− Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0).

As (3.6) we have Θ̃(𝜇 − cos 𝜃𝜂, 𝑥0) = (1 − cos 𝜃)𝑁 (𝑥0), where 𝑁 (𝑥0) = H0(𝐹−1(𝑥0)).
Theorem 1.4 then follows. □



MONOTONICITY FORMULAS 29

References
[1] Abdelhamid Ainouz and Rabah Souam, Stable capillary hypersurfaces in a half-space or a slab,

Indiana Univ. Math. J. 65 (2016), no. 3, 813–831. MR3528820
[2] Kenneth A. Brakke, The motion of a surface by its mean curvature., Math. Notes (Princeton), Princeton

University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1978. MR485012
[3] Simon Brendle, A sharp bound for the area of minimal surfaces in the unit ball, Geom. Funct. Anal.

22 (2012), no. 3, 621–626. MR2972603
[4] , The isoperimetric inequality for a minimal submanifold in Euclidean space, J. Amer. Math.

Soc. 34 (2021), no. 2, 595–603. MR4280868
[5] , Minimal hypersurfaces and geometric inequalities, Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. (6) 32

(2023), no. 1, 179–201. MR4574744
[6] Luigi De Masi and Guido De Philippis, "Min-max construction of minimal surfaces with a fixed angle

at the boundary", 2021. arXiv:2111.09913.
[7] G. De Philippis and F. Maggi, Regularity of free boundaries in anisotropic capillarity problems and

the validity of Young’s law, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 216 (2015), no. 2, 473–568. MR3317808
[8] Guido De Philippis and Francesco Maggi, Dimensional estimates for singular sets in geometric varia-

tional problems with free boundaries, J. Reine Angew. Math. 725 (2017), 217–234. MR3630122
[9] Robert Finn, Equilibrium capillary surfaces, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Funda-

mental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], vol. 284, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1986. MR816345
[10] Ailana Fraser and Richard Schoen, The first Steklov eigenvalue, conformal geometry, and minimal

surfaces, Adv. Math. 226 (2011), no. 5, 4011–4030. MR2770439
[11] Michael Grüter and Jürgen Jost, Allard type regularity results for varifolds with free boundaries, Ann.

Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 13 (1986), no. 1, 129–169. MR863638
[12] Han Hong and Artur B. Saturnino, Capillary surfaces: Stability, index and curvature estimates, J.

Reine Angew. Math. 803 (2023), 233–265. MR4649183
[13] Xiaohan Jia, Guofang Wang, Chao Xia, and Xuwen Zhang, "Heintze-Karcher inequality and capillary

hypersurfaces in a wedge", 2022. to appear in Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. doi: 10.2422/2036-
2145.202212_001, arXiv:2209.13839.

[14] , "Heintze-Karcher inequality for anisotropic free boundary hypersurfaces in convex domains",
2023. to appear in J. Math. Study, Special Issue for the 100th Anniversary of Mathematics of XMU,
arXiv:2311.01162.

[15] Xiaohan Jia, Guofang Wang, Chao Xia, and Xuwen Zhang, Alexandrov’s theorem for anisotropic
capillary hypersurfaces in the half-space, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 247 (2023), no. 2, Paper No. 25,
19. MR4562813

[16] Takashi Kagaya and Yoshihiro Tonegawa, A fixed contact angle condition for varifolds, Hiroshima
Math. J. 47 (2017), no. 2, 139–153. MR3679887

[17] Ernst Kuwert and Reiner Schätzle, Removability of point singularities of Willmore surfaces, Ann. of
Math. (2) 160 (2004), no. 1, 315–357. MR2119722

[18] , The Willmore functional, CRM Series, vol. 13, Ed. Norm., Pisa, 2012. MR2882586
[19] Chao Li, Xin Zhou, and Jonathan J. Zhu, "Min-max theory for capillary surfaces", 2021.

arXiv:2111.09924.
[20] Peter Li and Shing Tung Yau, A new conformal invariant and its applications to the Willmore conjecture

and the first eigenvalue of compact surfaces, Invent. Math. 69 (1982), no. 2, 269–291. MR674407
[21] Francesco Maggi, Sets of finite perimeter and geometric variational problems, Cambridge Studies in

Advanced Mathematics, vol. 135, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012. An introduction to
geometric measure theory. MR2976521

[22] Fernando C. Marques and André Neves, The Willmore conjecture, Jahresber. Dtsch. Math.-Ver. 116
(2014), no. 4, 201–222. MR3280571

[23] Reiner Schätzle, The Willmore boundary problem, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 37 (2010),
no. 3-4, 275–302. MR2592972

https://doi.org/10.1512/iumj.2016.65.5839
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3528820
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=485012
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00039-012-0167-6
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2972603
https://doi.org/10.1090/jams/969
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4280868
https://doi.org/10.5802/afst.1734
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4574744
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09913
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-014-0813-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-014-0813-2
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3317808
https://doi.org/10.1515/crelle-2014-0100
https://doi.org/10.1515/crelle-2014-0100
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3630122
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=816345
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2010.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2010.11.007
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2770439
http://www.numdam.org/item?id=ASNSP_1986_4_13_1_129_0
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=863638
https://doi.org/10.1515/crelle-2023-0050
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4649183
https://doi.org/10.2422/2036-2145.202212_001
https://doi.org/10.2422/2036-2145.202212_001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.13839
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.01162
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-023-01861-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00205-023-01861-0
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4562813
https://doi.org/10.32917/hmj/1499392823
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3679887
https://doi.org/10.4007/annals.2004.160.315
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2119722
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2882586
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09924
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01399507
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01399507
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=674407
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2976521
https://doi.org/10.1365/s13291-014-0104-8
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3280571
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-009-0244-3
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2592972


30 WANG, XIA, AND ZHANG

[24] Leon Simon, Lectures on geometric measure theory, Proceedings of the Centre for Mathematical Anal-
ysis, Australian National University, vol. 3, Australian National University, Centre for Mathematical
Analysis, Canberra, 1983. MR756417

[25] , Existence of surfaces minimizing the Willmore functional, Comm. Anal. Geom. 1 (1993),
no. 2, 281–326. MR1243525

[26] Jean E. Taylor, Boundary regularity for solutions to various capillarity and free boundary problems,
Comm. Partial Differential Equations 2 (1977), no. 4, 323–357. MR487721

[27] Alexander Volkmann, A monotonicity formula for free boundary surfaces with respect to the unit ball,
Comm. Anal. Geom. 24 (2016), no. 1, 195–221. MR3514558

[28] Guofang Wang, Liangjun Weng, and Chao Xia, Alexandrov–Fenchel inequalities for convex hypersur-
faces in the half-space with capillary boundary, Math. Ann. (2023). https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-
023-02571-4.

[29] Chao Xia and Xuwen Zhang, "Alexandrov-type theorem for singular capillary CMC hypersurfaces in
the half-space", 2023. arXiv:2304.01735.

(G.W) Mathematisches Institut, Universität Freiburg, Ernst-Zermelo-Str.1, 79104,
Freiburg, Germany
Email address: guofang.wang@math.uni-freiburg.de

(C.X) School of Mathematical Sciences, Xiamen University, 361005, Xiamen, P.R. China
Email address: chaoxia@xmu.edu.cn

(X.Z) Mathematisches Institut, Universität Freiburg, Ernst-Zermelo-Str.1, 79104,
Freiburg, Germany
Email address: xuwen.zhang@math.uni-freiburg.de

http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=756417
https://doi.org/10.4310/CAG.1993.v1.n2.a4
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1243525
https://doi.org/10.1080/03605307708820033
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=487721
https://doi.org/10.4310/CAG.2016.v24.n1.a7
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3514558
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-023-02571-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00208-023-02571-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.01735

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Main Result
	1.2. Organization of the Paper

	2. Monotonicity Formula in the Half-Space
	2.1. Set-ups
	2.2. A Monotonicity Formula

	3. Willmore Energy and Li-Yau-Type Inequality for Capillary Immersions
	3.1. Capillary Immersions
	3.2. Willmore Energy in the Half-Space
	3.3. Willmore Energy in the Unit Ball

	4. Monotonicity Identities in the Unit Ball
	4.1. Set-ups
	4.2. Simon-Type Monotonicity Formulas
	4.3. Applications of Eqn. 4.15

	References

