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MINIMAL SUBMANIFOLDS WITH MULTIPLE ISOLATED
SINGULARITIES

BRYAN DIMLER

ABSTRACT. We extend Smale’s singular bridge principle (see [26]) for n-dimensional
strictly stable minimal cones in R*+! (n > 7) to arbitrary codimension when

n > 4. We then apply the procedure to copies of the Lawson-Osserman cone

to produce a four dimensional minimal graph in R7 with any finite number of
isolated singularities.

1. INTRODUCTION

The bridge principle, introduced by Lévy in 1948 ([13]), is the idea that it should
be possible to glue minimal submanifolds by a thin bridge to produce an “approx-
imately minimal” submanifold, and apply a small perturbation so that it becomes
minimal. Lévy’s theorem was quite general, but offered more of a heuristic argu-
ment than a rigorous proof. It was not until the 1980’s that the first proofs of the
bridge principle strong enough to justify Lévy’s result were published (]9, [16]).

In 1987, Smale proved a bridge principle for (possibly unstable)] minimal sub-
manifolds of arbitrary dimension and codimension by solving a fixed point problem
for the stability operator L (see (2I0])) on the approximately minimal submanifold
([25]). They then adapted their bridge principle in 1989 to strictly stable (i.e. first
eigenvalue for L positive) minimal hypercones giving a process that allows one to
construct many examples of strictly stable minimal hypersurfaces with boundary
in R"*! (n > 7) having any finite number of isolated singularities ([26]). Their
constructions were the first published examples of the bridge principle for unstable
and singular minimal submanifolds. Shortly after, White proved bridge princi-
ples for strictly stable, unstable, and singular minimal submanifolds in Euclidean
space with arbitrary dimension and codimension using geometric measure theory
(27 28]).

The results of White are more general than Smale in the stable and unstable
cases in the sense that the bridges do not have to be tailored to the surface and,
in the singular case, the singularities need not be isolated. On the other hand,
in the singular case White required the additional hypothesis that the minimal
submanifolds to be glued are uniquely area-minimizing as opposed to just being

strictly stable. Since the cone over S* (\/%) x SP(1/2) is strictly stable ([2, 14} 21])

but not area-minimizing ([8] 23]), Smale’s bridge principle is more general when
viewed from this lens. Following the publication of Smale’s and White’s work, the
bridge principle has been extended to other scenarios, such as harmonic maps and
harmonic diffeomorphisms between manifolds ([11 [12]).

1Here, stability means that the second variation of area is non-negative (i.e. Morse index zero).
It is equivalent to the stability operator having non-negative spectrum.
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In this paper, we first generalize the singular bridge principle of Smale ([26]) to
arbitrary codimension for dimensions n > 4 (Theorem 2.4]). The submanifolds con-
structed from the glueing process allow for prescribed rate of decay to their tangent
cones near their singularities. The main difficulties to overcome in the generaliza-
tion of the bridge principle are as follows: (1) The usual Schauder estimates are
not immediately at one’s disposal since, in the high codimension case, the stability
operator L produces an elliptic system; (2) Existence and regularity of solutions to
the Dirichlet problem for L need to be treated with care; (3) In dimensions n = 4,5
(arbitrary codimension), the mean curvature of the bridges joining the cones must

be updated so that their LP mean curvature is O(er ) instead of O(e%), where
€ > 0 is the width of the bridges. This is done via foliation by spheres. The im-
proved mean curvature bound enables one to obtain the estimates needed to ensure
a solution to the fixed point problem using the Schauder fixed point theorem.

After generalizing Smale’s singular bridge principle, we apply it to copies of the
Lawson-Osserman cone (see (Z13)), (ZI6])) to construct a four dimensional graph-
ical strictly stable minimal submanifold M in R” with many isolated singularities
(Theorem [2.5]). This is done by showing that, if the cones to be glued are graphical
and the approximately minimal submanifold is constructed so as to remain graphi-
cal, then the submanifold obtained from the glueing process is also graphical. Since
the Lawson-Osserman cone is strictly stable ([3]), the result is immediate. Note
that if u : Q@ C R* — R3 is the defining function for M, then u solves the minimal
surface system (Z33]). We thereby obtain a Lipschitz solution to the minimal sur-
face system with multiple isolated singularities. To the author’s knowledge this is
the first example of a minimal graph with multiple isolated singularities.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional smooth embedded Riemannian
submanifold of R**™*! with or without boundary. When M has boundary OM,
we identify M with its interior. We will denote the normal bundle and tangent
bundles of M by NM and T M, respectively, and will denote the fibers at x € M
for each bundle by N,M and T,M. As a Riemannian submanifold of R**™*1  the
induced metrics on NM and T'M are the Euclidean dot product restricted to each
bundle when they are viewed as elements of R+ +1,

We will denote the connections on NM and TM by V and VM, respectively.
Precisely, if X,Y are C* sections of TM and U is a C' section of NM, then

VxU = (DxU)* and ViY = (DxY)T,
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where D is the directional derivative on Euclidean space. In local coordinates

2t ..., =, we have

oU
DoU:=—=U,;
oot o’ v
V,.U:=V_a U
Az
Let U be a C? section of NM and let e,...,e, be a smooth local orthonormal

frame in a neighborhood of « € M. Then

(21) AJ‘U = ZveiveiU_vVé.eiU'
=1

The operator At is called the normal Laplacian on NM.

2.1.1. Function Spaces. For each k = 1,2,..., we will write V¥ for the k-th order
covariant derivative

VE L C®(NM) S C®(T*M @ NM) S - 5 ¢ (T*M®* @ NM),

where C°°(T*M®* ® N M) is the space of smooth sections of T*M®*k @ NM. Then
for each k = 0,1,2,..., we define the space C¥(INM) to be the space of sections of
NM whose components relative to any smooth local orthonormal frame for NM
are C* and the quantity

k

(2.2) ||U||ck(NM) = Z sup |V/U ()]
jZOmEM

is finite. The spaces C*(N M) are Banach spaces with norm defined by (Z.2). When
M is compact with non-empty boundary, we will denote by C5(NM) C C*(NM)
the space of C* normal sections that vanish on OM. For each k = 0,1,2,...,
the Holder space C**(N M) is the space of sections U of NM whose components
relative to any smooth local orthonormal frame are C*®, and the quantity

(2.3) HUHC’W’L(NM) = ||U||ck(NM) + U k0,

is finite. Here, the Holder semi-norm | - |,q,a is defined in the usual way (see
[T, 19]). The spaces C**(N M) are Banach spaces when given the norm ([Z3). We
define C3°*(N M) similarly to the C* case.

Let H" represent the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure on M. For 1 < p < o0,
the space LP(INM) will denote the class of Borel measurable sections of N M such

that
1
U, ;:(/ U ann)” < cc.
M

For each k = 0,1,2, ..., let C3(NM) be the subset of C°°(N M) for which the norm
k

(2.4) 10 g =3 (/M |VjU|2dH”)%

Jj=0

is finite. The Sobolev space H*(N M) is the completion of CZ(NM) in L? for ||-|| .
It is a Hilbert space when given the inner product

k
(2.5) (U, V) e = JZ_}) /MWJU, VIV dH"
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If M is compact with boundary dM, then the subspace HX(NM) C H¥(NM) is
the closure of C§°(NM) in H¥(NM). When there is no confusion, we will drop
the dH™ term in the integral expressions and will write C*(M), LP(M), etc., for
the spaces C¥(NM), LP(NM), and so on.

2.1.2. Coordinate Expressions. Fix x € M, let z',... 2" be local coordinates near
x, and let ni,...,n;y,41 be a smooth local orthonormal frame near z. Let U €
C?(M) and write U = uFny, for C? functions u* (k = 1,...,m + 1). For each
i=1,...,nand each t,k=1,...,m+ 1, let Blki be the connection terms
BlkZ = (Vim) TN = (nl):l;l N

By standard tensor calculus, we have

VU = uk] dz? @ ny, and

2 k i j

VU = u; dx' @ do? @ ny,

where we have used Einstein summation and

(2.6) uf =k ulBlkj

3]

) z] ml

o5t
+ (Gt + By Bl - r;%jBl’;)ul

and the I‘ﬁj are the Christoffel symbols for V' in the given coordinates. In addition,
2, k, k

|VU|? := g U

|v2U|2 gllgjtulczj fclp

where g;; := % . %, g :=(gij), and g~1 := (¢%). Since the normal Laplacian on
NM is the trace of V2 taken with respect to the metric, we have the coordinate
expression:

(2.8) AL = giviv; + — 2 (/5g) v,

f Ot
2.2. Stability. Here, we define stability of a minimal submanifold of R*"*™*! and
and provide a brief discussion of strictly stable minimal cones.

2.2.1. Definitions. Let M be an n-dimensional smooth compact minimal subman-
ifold of R**™*1 with the induced metric and boundary M. For a normal section
U € H} (M), the second variation of area if we vary in the direction U is

(2.9) QU,U) = /M (VU2 — W, AU)))

where A is the Simons’ operator on M. If e, ..., e, is a smooth local orthonormal
frame for T'M, then

AU) = (Aleire;), U)Alei e)

i,j=1
where A is the second fundamental form for M defined on X,Y € TM by the
formula

A(X,Y) = (DxY)t.
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The mean curvature vector is defined as the trace of the second fundamental form,
and is given by

in a local orthonormal frame for T M.
If U € C?, we may integrate by parts in (Z.9) to get

(2.10) QU U) = —/ (U, AU + AU)).
M

Set

(2.11) L:=A"+A

Then (2I0) can be written in the simplified form

QU,U) = —/ (U,LU).
M
The operator L is called the stability operator and is defined on C? normal sections
of M. Tt is a (formally) L? self-adjoint uniformly elliptic operator on normal sections
in C2(M); thus, extends weakly to a self-adjoint uniformly elliptic operator on
HY(M). M is said to be stable if Qp(U,U) >0 for all U € HE(M).

We will need to write the stability operator in local coordinates. Fix = € M,
let (©,%) be a coordinate chart near z, and let ny,...,n,11 be a smooth local
orthornormal frame for NM|q. If U € C?(M), we can write U = u*nj on Q. In
these coordinates, the Simons’ operator is

(2.12) A(U) = (g% g™ ALy Afyul g,

where Ai—“j := iz - N and we have summed over repeated indices. Using (2:])
and (ZI2), for any normal section U € C?(M) we can write
(2.13) LU = (g"u”, ; + bFul, + cFu)ng

i

in local coordinates with respect to any local orthonormal frame nq, ..., ny41.

2.2.2. Stable Minimal Cones. We will work with cones over smooth compact em-
bedded minimal submanifolds of S"*"(p), where S"*™(p) is the unit n +m sphere
in R**™+1 with center at p. For more on stable minimal cones, we refer the reader
to [2, 24, 26] for the codimension one case and [3] for the high codimension case.

Let ¥ be a smooth compact embedded (n — 1)-dimensional minimal submanifold
of St n > 3. Let C be the cone over ¥ with vertex at p intersected with the
unit ball By (p) in R+ In other words,

C={(1-t)p+th:0eX%, te(0,1]}.

Then C is an n-dimensional minimal submanifold of R**™+! 9C = X%, and C
has an isolated singularity at p, unless ¥ is the totally geodesic (n — 1)—sphereE7 in

20ne dimensional minimal submanifolds of a sphere are great circles, so it is appropriate to
assume n > 3.
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which case C' is a piece of an n-plane in R**™*+!, We will sometimes work in polar
coordinates on C:

r=rwforzeC
w=0—-pforfecX
r=|z—p

That is, C is identified with C'\ {p}.

Fix w € ¥ and let eq,...,e,_1 be an orthonormal basis for T,,X. Extend the e;
to a local orthonormal frame on ¥ so that they are covariant constant at w with
respect to the connection on TY. Let e, := % be the unit radial vector in R™**+7+1
and choose smooth normal sections nq, ..., n,+1 such that ny, ... n,41 is a local
orthonormal frame for NY near w. Extend ej,...,enp—1,n1,...,Npm41 to TC and
NC by parallel translation along the radial paths from points on ¥ through p. In
the chosen coordinates,

Ac(ei,e;) = r T As(e, e;) for eachd,j =1,...,n — 1,

where Ac and Ay, are the second fundamental forms for C' and X, respectively.
Using that ¥ is minimal in S*™™ and the definition of the e; via parallel transport,
we obtain the polar coordinate expression
0% n-10 1

2.14 Loe=—+———+ =Ly,

(2.14) C7 o2 r or 2"
where Ly, := Af + As. The operator on the link, Ly, is a self-adjoint elliptic oper-
ator so the eigenvalues of Ly, are real, countable, and form an increasing sequence

1 < pe S <

with pu; — 0o as ¢ — oo. By Proposition 2.2 in [3] (see [2] 24] also), we can define
stability of a cone in R"*™*1 as follows:

Definition 2.1. An n-dimensional minimal cone C in R*T™+1 s said to be stable
(strictly stable) if
(n—2)?

4

In this paper, we will be interested in strictly stable minimal cones. In codi-
mension one, Simons’ cones are strictly stable when n > 7 (|2, 24]). More recently,
Dimler and Lee showed that special Langrangian cones in R?" are strictly stable
when n > 5 and when n = 4 under the additional assumption that the link is simply
connected (Theorem 5.4). They also proved that all coassociative cones in R” are
strictly stable (Theorem 6.4).

Of particular interest to the present paper is the Lawson-Osserman cone. Let
n:S* = S? denote the Hopf map:

(2.15) (21, 22) = (22122, | 21| — |22/%)
for (21,22) € C% with |21|2 + |22|> = 1. Making the identifications C? ~ R* and

C xR ~ R3, we see that the graph of \/Tg n( m) is a four dimensional minimal cone

+ p1 >0 (likewise, > 0).

in R” (see [10]) with an isolated singularity, called the Lawson-Osserman cone. The
link ¥ is given by

(2.16) Y= {(;:17, ?n(x)) x| = 1},



MINIMAL SUBMANIFOLDS WITH MULTIPLE ISOLATED SINGULARITIES 7

and is a closed three dimensional minimal submanifold of S®. In [7], it was shown
that the Lawson-Osserman cone is coassociative; hence, strictly stable by the discus-
sion above. In particular, the Lawson-Osserman cone is an example of a graphical,
strictly stable minimal cone with an isolated singularity.

2.3. Approximate Solutions. As in [20], strictly stable cones will be the building
blocks for our approximate solutions M€l Before we rigorously define the subman-
ifolds M€ we must specify what is meant by an e-bridge. Let C; and Cs be cones
over X7 and Yo constructed as above and let ¢; € 3; = 9C; for each i =1, 2.

Definition 2.2. An e-bridge T'y, 4,(€) from g1 to qo is a one-parameter family
(defined for small € > 0) of embedded n-dimensional strips (i.e. a diffeomorphic
copy of B"~1 x[0,1]) whose ends are smoothly attached to Cy and Co at the geodesic
balls of radius 5¢, Dsc(q1) and Dsc(q2), in X1 and 3o respectively.

When n > 6, we assume

¢y te < diam Ty, 4, (€) < coe
(2.17) maxger |Ar(x)| + maxgzer |[VAr(z)| < co

maxzear |Aor(z)] < coe L,

where cq is a constant independent of € and V is the covariant derivative relative
to the induced metric, while Ar and Asr are the second fundamental forms of
I':=T, 4 (¢) and 9T respectively. When n = 4,5, we can only assume

cyte < diam Ty, 4, (€) < coe
(218) maXger |AF(‘T)| S Co

maxer |[VAr(z)| < coe?

max eor |Aar(z)| < coe™ L.

Such a I' can be constructed inside any tubular neighborhood of any path 7 in
R™*™+1 from q; to ga due to the constructions in Section 8.1 (see (81 and (8.4)).

We now let Cy,...,Cn (N > 2) be a collection of strictly stable cones as above
with vertices at p; (i =1,..., N); that is

C; = {(1 - t)pi +t0:0€3;, te (O, 1]},

where ¥; is a smooth minimal submanifold of S+ (p;) with p; € R*"*™+! for each
t=1,...,N. Let I'1,...,T'; be a collection of e-bridges, where I'; := I';(¢) is an
e-bridge from g2;—1 to ¢o;, i =1,...,1, and each g; is in some ¥; = 0C;, such that
resulting configuration is connected. Then I > N — 1 and the configuration is a

smooth submanifold with boundary in R"*"*! with isolated singularities at the
pi. Denote this submanifold by M€. Then

I N 21
oM = Jor; =i\ | Dselar)-
j=1 i=1 k=1
Note that the parts of ¥; where the bridges are attached are in the interior of M¢€.

Furthermore, due to the bridge constructions in Section 8.1, we may assume that
M ¢ satisfies the following LP mean curvature estimates for each p > 1 and e small:

l —
(2.19) (/ \H|P d:c) " < ce"7 whenn > 6
Mé

3See Section 8.1 in the appendix for the construction of the approximate solutions M€.
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and
(2.20) (/ |H P da:) < cer when n = 4,5,

where the constant ¢ is independent of € in each case. The submanifold M€ is
“approximately minimal” in the sense that its mean curvature is small in any LP
norm.

We will write M§ to denote the submanifold constructed the same as M€, but
with the cones C; replaced by the truncated cones C; s, where

(2.21) Cis ={(1=t)p;+th:0 €%, teol]}.
The submanifolds M§ are compact smooth submanifolds with boundary. For 0 <

rr<rp<landeachi=1,..., N, we set

N
={zeCiirn <|lr—p|<ro}and S:= ]S

=1

(2.22) Sﬁl o i,
The submanifolds above will be helpful tools for making the necessary Schauder

estimates to complete the gluing procedure.

2.4. Main Results. Our first goal is to extend the gluing methods in [26] to
higher codimension minimal submanifolds in R**™+1. After doing so, we show
that Smale’s gluing method can be used to construct a minimal graph with multiple
isolated singularities by joining Lawson-Osserman cones.

We will write C5*(M¢) to represent the C>* sections of NM€ that vanish on
a compact subset of M€ away from the p; (i = 1,...,N). We define C§°(M¢)
similarly. Note that if U € Cg®(M¢) and |U||o1 is sufficiently small, then U
induces a C** submanifold M that is a small normal perturbation of M¢. When
U =0 on dM€, we have Mg = OME. If (Q,v) € U, then v + U : Q@ — R+ g
a local parameterization (i.e. an immersion) of M.

Let €o be small enough depending only on cg in 2.17),[2.18) so that ||U||o: < €o
implies ¥ + U is an immersion and set

(2.23) H (€)== {U e C2*(M) : lUllcr < €< e}

For U € J (e), define H(U) : Q — Cy*(Mg) by H({U)(z) := Ay ((x)+U (z)); that
is, H(U) is the mean curvature for M{;. Here, Ay is the Laplace-Beltrami operator
relative to the induced metric on M, acting component-wise on ¢ (z) + U(z) as a
vector in R"*™*1 In coordinates, H(U) is given by the formula

(2.24) H(U) = rtlg e (\/ U)g"(U) 7= +U ))

where g(U) := (g;;(U)) is the metric tensor for Mf;. We have

(2.25) 9i;(U) == (W +U)yi - (¥ +U)yi
and
(2.26) g(U) "= (g7 (U)).

We would like to solve the equation H(U) = 0 for some U € % (€) and show that
U is sufficiently small as ¢ — 0. The issue is that H is not an operator on NM¢€.
The reason why is that, if U is a normal section of M€, then H(U) may not be
normal to M€ as a vector in R"*™*1 (however, it is normal to Mf). Fortunately,
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this is no problem since we may project H(U) onto NM¢€. For x € M€, let II, :
Rrtm+l 5 N, M€ denote the orthogonal projection. The following proposition is
standard:

Proposition 2.3. If U € J (€) for e sufficiently small depending on co, then for
x € M and V' € Ny, Mg we have

I,V (z) =0 if and only if V(x) = 0.

Define a map H+ : J# (¢) x M€ — N,M¢ by H+(U)(z) := O,H(U(z)). By
Proposition 23, we may take ey small to conclude that H+(U) = 0 if and only
if HU) = 0 for U € J#(¢). Using the coordinate expression for H, we see that
HL 2 (e) € C%(M€) — C%*(M*€) and is an analytic mapping of Banach spaces.

Based on the discussion above, we need to solve the boundary value problem

H*(U) =0 for U € # (¢)

and show that U — 0 as € — 0 sufficiently rapidly. However, this is a nonlinear
system and is therefore difficult to analyze. To circumvent this issue, we linearize
the mean curvature operator about the approximate solution M€ as in [2, [25] [26] .
Precisely, for any U € C?(M¢) such that H+(U) is defined, we can expand H+(U)

in a Taylor polynomial as
dH*(tU ! eH(tU
A [ S,
t=0 0

H*(U)(x) = H(x)

dt de?
where H is the mean curvature of M*€. It is well known that
1
U — dH (tU)‘ '
dt t=0
Thus, if we set Hy := —H and
1 2771
d*H~(tU
(2.27) B(U) = —/ (1A WU@) 4
the condition that M{; is a minimal submanifold is equivalent to
(2.28) LU = Hy+ E(U).

As in [26], the idea is to invert L in ([2:28)) for U in a suitable space of normal
sections and appropriate boundary data ¥ € C§°(MF€), then solve ([Z.28) as a fixed
point problem using the Schauder fixed point theorenE:

{U = L™Y(Hy + E(U)) in M¢

(2.29)
U=Ton oME.

Thus, we need to study the existence and regularity of the Dirichlet problem

LU =Hy+ E(U) in M*
(2.30) o+ B(U) in
U=V onoMEe.
We can now state the main theorems. Let C1,...,Cxn be strictly stable minimal
cones as above with links ¥;, set
(2.31) Ly, == Ag, + As,,

4The Schauder fixed point theorem says that, if K is a non-empty convex compact subset of a
Banach space B and if T': K — K is a continuous map, then T has a fixed point (see [5]).
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and let ¢ be the first eigenvalue for Ly, (i =1,...,N). Set

(2—=n)++/(n—2)2+4u}

2.32 i=
( ) 7 9

for each 1.

Theorem 2.4. Letn >4, a € (0,1), and let v1,...,vn be any set of N numbers
such that v; > 2 and v; > 7{ for each i. Then there is an ¢y > 0 and a constant
¢ > 0 each depending only on n, m, 1...,%N, co, @, V4, and Vol(M*€) such that,
for all e € (0,¢€p), there exists a unique smooth solution to (Z30) satisfying

|U(x)| < clz —pi|”* for eachx € Cyy i=1,...,N

for appropriate W € C§°(M¢€). The resulting submanifold ME is smooth away
from N isolated singularities at the points p;. Furthermore, it is close to M€,
strictly stable, and is embedded provided € is sufficiently small. If M€ is constructed
from graphical cones so as to remain graphical, then we may choose €g so that Mg,
remains graphical as well.

Applying Theorem 2.4 to copies of the Lawson-Osserman cone, we will obtain a
4-dimensional strictly stable minimal graph M in R that is smooth away from its
isolated singularities. If u : @ C R* — R? is the defining function for M, then the
graph map ¥(z) := (z,u(x)) is a weak (integral) solution to the minimal surface
system

Zinj*l ox? (\/_g-g / mj) G’ k 17 ey m5

where ¢ is the usual metric on the graph of v defined component-wise by

m
E k
9ij = 517‘ + Z Ui Uy
k=1
This leads to our most interesting result:

Theorem 2.5. Let o € (0,1) and N € N. Then there is a compact smooth domain
Q C R* and a strictly stable stationary solution u : Q C R* — R3 to the minimal
surface system which is smooth away from N isolated singularities.

Since the proof of Theorem [2.4] is similar to [26] when n > 6, we focus on the
cases n = 4 and n = 5 in the body of the paper. However, a sketch of the case
n > 6 has been included in Section 8.3 for reference and comparison to the lower
dimensional cases. The main difficulty in lower dimensions is that the estimates
used when n > 6 deteriorate when n = 4,5 since the L? mean curvature bound
becomes too large. To circumvent this issue, we update the LP? mean curvature
estimates for M€ when n = 4,5 by building an improved bridge via foliation by
(n — 1)-spheres. This construction is sketched in Section 8.1 of the appendix, and
is inspired by Smale’s construction in [25] when n = 2.

3. EXISTENCE AND REGULARITY FOR THE STABILITY OPERATOR

In this section, we extend the results of Section 3 in [26] to the high codimension
case. We first derive Schauder estimates for the equation LU = F for U € C?®
and F € C%® analogous to those found in [26]. Using the Schauder estimates, we
prove existence and regularity to the Dirichlet problem for L on M€. Combining
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these results and arguing by separation of variables as in [20] leads to an asymptotic

formula for solutions to the Dirichlet problem which will be essential in the proof
of Theorem [2.4]

3.1. Schauder Estimates. Let A be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on functions.
Then the stability operator on functions is given by

Lo:=A+ |A|2

To obtain C° bounds, we show that |U| is a subsolution to an elliptic equation
and apply the standard regularity theory. Going forward, we will say a constant
¢ > 0 is universal if it depends on n, m, ¥1,..., XN, ¢o, @, v, and Vol(M€) and is
independent of e.

Lemma 3.1. Let Q C M€ be an open region in M€. Suppose F € C®*(Q) and that
U € C*%(Q) satisfies LU = F. Then |U| € HY(Q) (viewed as a space of functions)
and

Lo|U| > —|F| on Q

in the (integral) weak sense.

Proof. The fact that |U| € H'(2) is well known. When x € {|U| > 0}, then |U]| is
C? near g so we may compute AU (zg) directly. Let e, ..., e, be an orthonormal
frame for T M€ near xg. Then

n

(AU -U) KV, UP? (Veo,U-U)?
A = ! — A A
U= T A op

In particular,
~A[U| < [ATU| < JAP|U| + |F] at 2o

implying
AJU|+ARIU| > ~|F] at 0.

Hence, |U] is a C? subsolution to Low = —|F| on {|U| > 0}. For each v > 0, set

¢~ (s) == max{0,s — ~v}.
By writing
s=7+ls =1l
bofs) = 2L
we see that ¢ (s) = 0 almost everywhere on {s < v} and ¢/ (s) = 1 on {s > 7}.
Let v € C§°(2) be such that v > 0 and set ¢, 3 = ng * ¢, where ng is the
standard mollifier. Using that ¢, g is C? and convex and that |U| is a subsolution
on {|U| > 0}, we may argue as in Lemma 4.6 in [6] to conclude

/Q<V’¢v,ﬂ<|U|>,V'v> < / FIé! 5(1UDo + / AR(UIS, 51U o
for B small enough. Letting 8 — 07, we see that
/Q (V' (U]), V') < /Q Flé (U)o + /Q AR[T, (U]

Note that [V, (|U])| = ¢4, (JU)V'|U]| < |V'|U]| and ¢/, (|U]) increases to the char-
acteristic function x>0y as v — 0. Letting v — 0 and applying the dominated
convergence theorem shows

[ w190 < [ 1P+ [ 4P,
Q Q Q
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so that |U] is a subsolution. O

As a consequence of Lemma[3.1] we easily obtain both local and global C° bounds
for L. Using BI)-(88]), we see that the coefficients of Ly are uniformly bounded
in L> on Mg for each n > 4. Combining this with Lemma Bl leads to a global C°
bound for L on Mj.

Corollary 3.2 (Global C° Bound). Suppose LU = F on M§ for some § € (0,1)
and U € C*(NMg). Then for any T > 0 there is a universal constant ¢ := c(1,6)
such that

1Ullcoarey < C(||F||L%+T(M§) + Ul coonrsy + ||U||L2(M§))-

Proof. Since the coefficients of Lo are uniformly bounded in C° independent of ¢
for each n > 4, Mg is compact, and Mj satisfies a uniform Sobolev inequality (see
[17]), we may apply Lemma B.I] and argue as in Proposition 3.2 in [26]. O

Corollary 3.3 (Local C° Bound). Let K C M€ be a compact region and let F €
CY(K). Suppose U € C*(K) satisfies LU = F on K. Let Ba, C K be a geodesic
ball in M€ of radius 2r. Then there is a universal constant ¢ := ¢(K) such that

HU”CO(BT) < c(r7%||U||L2(B2T) + r||F||L"(B2T))7

Proof. This follows immediately from the Lemma 3] and Theorem 8.17 in [5], as
well as the uniform boundedness, independent of €, of the coefficients of Ly on K
for n > 4. O

We will need local and global Schauder estimates on Ms. The global Schauder
estimates below are proved in Section 3 of [25].

Proposition 3.4 (Global Schauder Estimates). Suppose U € C%*(M§) for some
§ € (0,1) and « € (0,1). Let F € C%*(M°®) and suppose U solves the Dirichlet
problem

LU = F in Mg
{U =0 on OM;
Then there is an €y := €o(a) and a universal constant c(0) such that, if € < eg, then
(a) ||VkU||CO(M§) < c(5)(e_k||U||Co(M§) + 62_k||F||CO,Q(M§)) for k=1,2 and
(b) [V*U |(ay,azz < ¢(6) (e—k—a||U||CO(M§) +62_k_°‘||F||CD,Q(M§)) fork=0,1,2.
Using the local Schauder estimates in Section 8.2 for linear elliptic systems, we
can prove local Schauder estimates for the stability operator on M€. To do so, we

need some interpolation inequalities for C*< functions on an n-ball B? in Euclidean
space:

(31) Z ||Uzzmg ||CO(B;L) <r® Z |uzimf |0¢,B;‘ + C7ﬁ72||ru‘||c‘0(BZ})7
5 ,J
(3.2) Z |uzi|(a))32 < TZ |t i |ayB;z + CT*I*O‘HUJHCO(B:)’
i 4,J
(3.3) D Nuailloogpny <7D ltgiaslasp + o™ [l co gy
i 2%
(3.4) ula,Br < 7 Z Ugizila,Bp +cr™|ullco gny-

2%
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For the details, see [3].

When n = 4,5, the coefficients of ([2I3)) are bounded in C? independent of ¢
on any compact subset of M€ away from the patching region PE, and they are
uniformly bounded in C® on on any compact subset of M€ when n > 6. Using

this and the Schauder estimates in the appendix, we obtain local interior Schauder
estimates for LU = F on M°.

Proposition 3.5 (Local Schauder Estimates). Let K be a compact region contained
in the interior of M€, let By, C K be a geodesic ball with r € (0,1], and let
F € C%*(K). Suppose U € C**(K) satisfies LU = F on K and n > 6. Then
there is a universal constant ¢ := ¢(K) such that

(a) ||VkU||cf>(BT) < c(r MUl ocp,,) + 7"27}6||1[7'||co,a(BQT)) Jor k=1,2, and
(b) [Ulk,aB, < c(r™* *Ullgopy,y + 7 ¥ IIFllcoa(py,,) for k=0,1,2.
When n = 4,5, the same estimates hold if we also require K N P. = ().

Proof. Let ni,...,nm,y1 be alocal orthonormal frame for By, and write U = uny,.
The constant cq, ¢, ... will denote universal constants.

(a) Using (Z.6]), we find

I%&X|VU| < Z ||ulmC + utBtkiHcU(B:L)
r ikt

< eo( 3 gy + 3 1 oo
ik k

Applying the interpolation inequality ([B.3]) to the first term above and using
that » < 1 in the second, we get

1+« k -1
(3.5) max| VU < cs (7« D D LA ||U||C(,(BT)).
5,k
Similarly, we can use (27 to find
2 a k -2
(3.6) max VU] < es (r Z; s |amn + 7 ||U||CO(BT)).
0.,

By the coordinate formula (ZI3]), we can apply Corollary 82 in (B3] and

B8 to conclude (a).
(b) We have

9201, < 5 3 ([ ooy + ksl o+ [
7,7,k

co(By)

0.8y + [+ |0 oy + 0¥y )

Applying the interpolation inequalities (B.I))-(B.4) on the right-hand side
above and using that » < 1 yields

(37) |V2U|Q7BT < Cﬁ(Z |U§imj|a7Bg + T727a||U||CO(Bzr))

1,3,k

SWhen n = 4,5, the patching region where the bridges are adjoined to the cones defining M¢©
is denoted by P.. See Section 8.1 for the details.
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By the coordinate expression (2.13]), we can apply Corollary B2 to the first
term in (B7) to find

U5 < er(r= WFllcoep,,) + 77 W looz,) ).

proving the desired inequality when k = 2. The other cases are similar and
follow by interpolation.

Combining parts (a) and (b) completes the proof. O

We remark that, when n = 4,5, the constant ¢ will not be universal on the
entirety of Mg since it will depend on € if K N P, # ) and will blow up as ¢ — 0.
However, this is no issue since we will only apply the local Schauder estimates on
the cones C; away from P..

3.2. Existence and Regularity for the Dirichlet Problem. In order to solve
the Dirichlet problem for the stability operator L on M€, we need to get a positive
lower bound on the spectrum of L. This is done using the strict stability of each
Ci (ZZ 1,...,N). Set

(3.8) h(z) = |z — p;| for x € C;
1 for x € U;T';(e).

Then h?L is elliptic and self-adjoint on the space of normal sections

Hg ,(Mg) := Hy (NMg; h™2 dH™).
By [84), (85), (B8], and the polar coordinate expression for L, h?L has bounded
smooth coefficients for each n > 4. Hence, h?L has a discrete set of eigenvalues

AL <A S A3 < (A= i€, 6))
with A; = oo and a corresponding orthonormal basis of smooth eigensections for

Ly _(Mg) == L*(NMg; h™2dH")
given by

(1)1,(1)2,(1)3, s
where ®; vanishes on OM; for each i € N and each § € (0,1). It will be helpful to
also define
L3 (M) = L2(Mg: h2dH™).
For each ¢ = 1,..., N, let do(C;) denote the first eigenvalue for the stability

operator on C;. The main results in this section are as follows:

Lemma 3.6. Let d; :=min; _ n do(C;) > 0. There are universal constants d and
eo (depending only on dy) such that for all positive € < €p, all § € (0,1), and all
U € Hg,(M;),

A (8,€) > d and /

1
|VU|2dH"+/ |UPh~2dH™ < _—2/ |LU|*h? dH".
M d JM

€ € €
s M(F s

Lemma 3.7. Let F € Cp8(M)NL3  (M€), ¥ € CY*(MF), € < €, and a € (0,1).

Then there ezists a unique solution U € CfO?(ME) N L,%)_(Me) to the Dirichlet
problem

LU = F on M¢
(3.9) { o

U=V and OM*,
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satisfying

1
/ |U|2h*2dH”+/ VU2 dH"™ < _—2(/ |F|2h2d7-l”+/ W[2h~2 dH"
e Me d Me Me

+/ |L\IJ|2h2d’H”+/ |v\1:|2d%").
€ ME

Replacing L with Lo+ A;h~2 in the proof of Lemmal[3.I] we see that the Lemma
B holds for this operator as well, along with Corollary Combining this with
the local Schauder estimates in the previous section, and noting that Corollary [3.5]
is only applied on the cones C; defining M€ away from P, we may argue precisely
as in Lemma 3.1 in [26] to prove Lemma In order to prove Lemma [B7 via
the argument in Lemma 3.2 in [26], we need to study existence and regularity of
the Dirichlet problem for L on Mg. Note that it is enough to prove Lemma [3.7 for
¥ = 0 since we can solve the general case by setting U = V + U, where V satisfies

LV = F — LU on M;
(3.10) { on Ms

V =0 on OM;.
Hence, we only consider the case of zero boundary data.

Lemma 3.8. Fiz § € (0,1) and let F € C%*(M§). Suppose 0 < € < €y, where €
1s as in Lemmal3.8. Then the Dirichlet problem

LV = F on Mg
(3.11) { on Ms

V =0 on OMj.

has a unique solution U € C**(M§). Furthermore, U satisfies

(3.12) /M

Proof. Existence and uniqueness of an Hg , (M) solution U to BII) with L re-
placed by h2L and F replaced by h%F is immediate from the Fredholm alternative
together with Lemma Such a solution satisfies LU = F' in the weak sense on
H{(M§), along with the inequality (3.12) by Lemma [3.6l We show U € C*% (M)
by approximation with smooth normal sections.

Fix any positive § < « and let {F};}$° be a sequence in C*°(M€) such that F; —
F in C%P(Mg). Let {U;}$° be the corresponding sequence of unique Hy ,(M5)
weak solutions to the problem LV = Fj for each j € N. Since the Fj are smooth,
the compactness of Mg, L? elliptic regularity, and the Sobolev embedding theorem
together show the U; are in C*(M§) for each k and each j. Since C%#(M§) con-
vergence implies convergence in LP(Mj5) for any p > 1, Corollary implies that
the U; are uniformly bounded in the L° norm on My for fixed € giving a uniform
C° bound for the U,. Proposition B4 applied to the U; then gives a uniform C2#
bound so by the Arzeld-Ascoli theorem there is a subsequence of the U; (which we

1
|VU|2d’H”+/ |UPPh=2dH™ < _—2/ |F|>h? dH™.
Mg d JMg

€
) 5

do not relabel) converging to some U € C*#(M§) in the C%% norm. By construc-

tion, we must have LU = F in the weak sense so U = U by uniqueness. Applying
Proposition B4l to U and using that F' € C%*(M§) shows U € C%*(Mf). O

The proof of Lemma B.7 now follows by the arguments in Lemma 3.2 in [26].
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3.3. An Asymptotic Formula. We now consider the behavior of solutions to
B9) given by Lemma B.7 near the singularities p1,...,py. To do so, we will need
to narrow the class of functions that F' can lie in. For a full discussion of the content
in this section, we refer the reader to [2] and [26]. See [20] also.

For an N-vector v := (v1,...,vn), (v; > 0), set

Cho ) = {U € 00 max ZHV Ul oy, 7~ < 00 and

k

max U P AR N}
TE(O,Q]Z| |jaS

for a € (0,1) and k = 0,1,2. In other words, on each cone C;, U € C%*(M¥¢)
decays like |z — p;|“* near p;. The spaces C¥(M¢) are Banach spaces with the
norm

U

v,k,a = (O max (ZHV UHCO Tjiyi

k
3 W, 7777 + Ul
7=0
We look for a solution U € C2:%(M€) of H+(U) = 0.

Let
= 515

where the second vector has N components. Let F' € C2*(M¢), let ¥ € Cp*(M¢),
and let U be the solution to the Dirichlet problem ([B.9]) given by Lemma B.7l Fix
a cone C; and recall that in polar coordinates x = rw on Cj:

02U (rw n— 10U (rw 1
(9752 )+ " (9(7° >—|— T—2L2iU(Tw)

(3.13) LU(z) =

where Ly, = AJE-I_ + As,.
As before, Ly, is a self-adjoint elliptic operator on L?(X;) so L; has a discrete
set of eigenvalues for each ¢
py <y < py <
with uj» — 00 as j — oo and a corresponding smooth orthonormal basis of eigen-
sections
77;‘.777%717;)7 MR
for L*(3;) for each j = 1,2,.... That is,
AEnJ—I—AEZ(nJ)—i—anJ—Oforz—l ,Nandj=1,2,...
with

|77; (w)|? dw = 1 for each 1, j.
i
For r > 0, we can expand U in a Fourier series (see [2] 3 [24]) as

=D ai(r)m)(w)
j=1
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for functions a)(r), where i = 1,...,N and j = 1,2,.... Furthermore, the a}(r)

are square summable since U(r-) € L?(%;). Substituting the above expression for

U into ([3.I3), we see that the aj satisfy the ordinary differential equations
(3.14) r’w} 4+ (n — rw) — phw; = r®f} for each j = 1,2, ...
where

fi(r) = /E (F(rw), mj(w)) do.

Note that (n — 2)% + 4;13 > 0 by Definition 21l and the strict stability of C;, so
we may define the real numbers

(2—mn)+ (n—2)2—|—4u§

V() = 5 :
_ (2—n)—/(n—2)2+ 44}
Yi(=) = 5 .

By direct computation, it is easy to see that the functions %) and 7% ) are
two linearly independent solutions of the homogeneous version of the ODE (3.14)
(i.e f; = 0). Now, let J; be a positive integer such that

Yo () <vi <Ay (+) fori=1,...,N.

This can be done since we have assumed 7} (4) < v; for each i and 7}(+) — oo as
7 — oo. In addition, we let

Tv}f(+) N 71—"—2V;(+) I s"‘””zlf(*)f;(s) dsdr for j < J;
() [T =20 () [ gn =1 fi(s) dsdr for §j > J.

Then F}(F) is a particular solution of (B.I4). Solving the ODE (B.14), we find

(3.15) F}(F)(r) := {

ak(r) = alr ) 4 gL 4 FHR)(r)

for r € (0,1] and some numbers o, 8% where i = 1,...,N and j = 1,2,.... Since
the proof of Lemma 3.3 in [26] only relies on the estimates proved in Section 3.1,
we have:

Lemma 3.9. Let o € 0,1), F € C2*(M*), ¥ € Co*(M¢), and let U be the
solution of the Dirichlet problem [B9) guaranteed by Lemmal[3.7]. Then on each C;,

i=1,...,N, U has the eigensection expansion
(3.16) U(rw) = Z (aér'yg(” + F}(F)(r))n}(w) for r € (0,1],
j=1

convergent in L*(X), for unique aj— satisfying Z;L |a§-|2 < 00. In addition, there
is a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that
2

: _ _ 1
S (i )| <ol [

i>Ji

F(s)]132s) ds)ﬂm

+ (X i)

i>Ji

L2(0)
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With Lemma in hand, we can begin making progress toward the proof of
Theorem 2.4

4. THE FIXED POINT PROBLEM

Our goal in this section is to prove Theorem [2.4] excluding strict stability of the
solution and the graphical case. Since the proof of Theorem 2.4 when n > 6 is the
same as the codimension one case in [26] with only slight modifications, we will
only consider the cases n = 4,5 in the main body of the paper. For comparison
and ease of reference, an outline of the case n > 6 is included in Section 8.3 of the
appendix. The main difference between the cases n > 6 and n = 4,5 is that one
needs a better L? estimate for the mean curvature vector on M€ when n = 4,5 in
order to obtain the required estimates to solve (@) below as a fixed point problem.

4.1. Dirichlet Problem. For U € C?%(M¢) and ¥ € C§°(MF¢), consider the
Dirichlet problem

1) {LV—H0+E(U) in Me¢,

V =W on OME.

We need an appropriate class of ¥ for which a solution V of (@) will be in C2(M€)
if U € C2*(M°) also. It can be seen from Lemma that the obstruction to V/
being in C*(M¢) is the set of numbers o) for j < J; and i = 1...., N in the
asymptotic expansion for V' given by the lemma. That is, V' € C2(M¢) if and
only if aj = 0 when j < J;. Thus, we need boundary conditions for which the
aé =0.

Choose dp small as in Section 4 in [26] so that Dss,(g;) N Dss,(q;) = 0 for i # j
(1,5 = 1,. 2])@ and choose € small depending on dy (e.g. € < ‘15—8 will do). By
making only minor adjustments in the proof of Proposition 4.1 in [26], we obtain:
Proposition 4.1. For any p > 0, any integer K > 1, andi=1,... N, there exists
a K-parameter family {¥x} C C®°(X) (A:= (\1,..., k) satisfying the following
properties:

(a) Wy is supported in 2; \ Uq ex, Dss, (g5);

(b) U\ = Mni+ A+ A0t +Uy, where —eP < \j < € and Uy € span{n}, ..., ni}*;
(©) [[WAllg2.a sy < ce? where o € (0,1);
)

<cfori=1,...,K, where c is independent of

o]
(d) maxy;e[—er,er) ‘W

c3(x)
€. Thus, the parameter space is X € Q. = [—€P, eP|X.

To obtain a suitable family of boundary conditions, we apply Proposition 1]
to each ;. For each ¥; (i = 1,...,N), let U, with X := (X{,...,\;,) be a J;
parameter family of C® normal sectlons on ; as in Propo&twnlﬂl Suppose also
that

(4.2) {p:n—3—%whenn26

p:%—i—%whennzél,f).
Set JO = Zjvzl Jj, let
A= (AL A AL AT, AT AT for A e Q

6Recall that, for each 4, ga; is where the bridge I'; is attached to one of the cones Cj.
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and let ¥y be the Jy-parameter family of functions on M€ given by:

Vi (z), reX;andi=1,...,N
4.3 Uy(z) := AT R
(4.3) A(@) {0, x € OMe\ UV, %,

We now let ¢ : [0,1] — [0,1] be a smooth function which is zero on [0, 3], increases
from 0 to 1 on [2,1], and whose derivative tends to zero from the left as r — 1~

and from the right as r — %Jr. Then Wy can be extended to all of M€ as follows:
In polar coordinates x = rw on Cj, let

(4.4) Uy (rw) == ¢(r) ¥, (w)

and set ¥y (x) = 0 on Ule Ti(e). Then ¥y € C3°(M¢) C C2*(M<) and satisfies
properties (c) and (d) in Proposition Il with M€ replacing ¥;. The normal sections
¥y are the desired boundary data for the Dirichlet problem. Going forward, we
will denote the normal sections W A by U.

We can now solve the Dirichlet problem (@I]) with ¥y replacing ¥, where U €
C2%(M°), a € (0,1), and X € Q.. We first need a suitable subset .#" C C%(M¢)
for which we can uniquely solve the problem (I)). The set # will consist of
sections of NM*€ with derivatives bounded by powers of €. The powers will differ
on distinct pieces of M€ that we will describe below for n = 4,5. For n > 6, see
Section 8.3 in the appendix along with Section 4 in [26].

4.2. Dimensions Four and Five. Suppose n = 4,5. If n =5, let By, 51,-.., 8k
be an increasing sequence of numbers such that

1 1
ﬁ0=2—§75}<= ==

+58,

N | Ot

and .
ﬁkZﬁk.H—?fOI"kZO,l,...,K—l,

with equality for all k < K — 1. Then K < 55. Let

1 3
§=Uo<01<"'<UK_1=Z
be a subdivision of [%, %] such that o, — o1 < 5%, and set

L Vi = Sox 1o (K=1,...,K—1).

1
1

VO = M%, VK =S
When n = 4, set
1 1
ﬁQZZQ—E, ﬁl =2, ﬁ2 ::2"_@
define the sets Vg, V1, Vo by
Vo = M; Vi = S%)%, and Vo := S

For n =4,5, € < eg, a € (0,1), and v; > 2, define the spaces # := # (n, e, a,v) to
be the set of all U € C>%(M*¢) such that U = ¥ on M for some X € 2, and U

satisfies the following estimates:
1

(1) HkaHco(Me) S 62_"8 -k fOl“ k = 0, 1727
1
2

[V

)

e

1

(i) |VFEU |y me < € n8 ¥ for k=0,1,2;

2
(iii) HV’“UHC()(VZ) < ePr=k for k=0,1,2 and each I;
(iv) |Ulk.an, < €75~ for k=0, 1,2 and each I;
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) [[V*U | gose "% < ¥ T8 Ffork = 0,1,2,7 € (0, 4], andi = 1,..., N;
27
(Vl) |U|k7a)5i2 ,rk+aiyi S 6%4»”_1870‘7]6 fOI' k = 0,172; r e (O’ %]7 andi =
1,...,N;
il n_ 1
(Vll) HUHLi*(Me) + ||VU||L2(M6) <e€2 S

n-1_ 2

(viil) [|[V2U | oy y S €2 7%
2

geeey ;

The sections ¥ in (@) are in # (n, €, a, v) for small e < €, where ¢ is universal.
Hence, the sets 2 are non-empty for small € < ¢y5. Note that JZ is a convex closed
and bounded subset of C2®(M€). To apply the Schauder fixed point theorem
we must show that solutions V' of (@I) remain in ¢ for some A € Q. provided
U € 2. Notice also that U € £ is incrementally smaller on each succeeding V.
The inclusion of the conditions on the V; is a tool for bridging the estimates on M ;

with those on M€\ M.

To get the desired estimates for solutions V of (1) when U € ¢, estimates for
E(U) are needed.

Proposition 4.2. If U € J (n,¢,a,v), then:
(a) For each x € M§ we have

E)@)| < 0)(nlU @) + 00U @)|[U@)] + VU @)
+|U@)|IV2U ()] + [VU @) |92 (2)])

where 1 is a non-negative function on My satisfying n < ¢ on Mg\ P. and
n < ce ton P,;

() |E(U)|ay, < c(0)(2B7270 4 S04 for [ =0,1,..., K;

(c) ForxeC; andr =z —p;|,i=1,...,N, we have

EU)@)] < o(rU @) + 17! VU ()]
+ 17U @)V (@) + VU )92 (@)]);

() [EW)cogs:, ) <> 51252 for0<r < L,
e i < ce"” TET2vi—2—a or0<r <t
E(U)|q,si, <ce"** !
where ¢ is a universal constant and ¢(8) depending only on 6.

Proof. Parts (a) and (b) follow from Lemma 6 in Section 4 of [25] and the definition
of . Parts (c)-(e) are proved similarly to Proposition 4.2 in [26] using the fact
that U € 2 and that [r~1U|, [VU| < 1 for |z — p;| = r, since the estimates are on
the cone away from P.. See also [2] and [20]. O

Observe that, if U € #, then E(U) € C%(M¢) ¢ CY*(M¢) where v/ :=
2v—(3,...,3)and v =v—(3,...,3) so we may apply Lemma[B.d to the solution V'
of (@I given by the lemma. Then on each C; (i =1,..., N), V has the asymptotic
expansion in polar coordinates
(4.5) Viw) =3 (a;‘.w; n F;(T))n;i (),

j=1
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where Fj(r) := F/(E(U))(r) and o} := o’ (U, \). We need to show that we can kill
off the aé- for j < J;. Toward this end, let
(4.6)  Au(N) = (a1 (N),...,al (N),af(N),...,a5,(N), ..., (N),..., o (V).

The following lemma is the key ingredient in the proof of Theorem [Z4l Its proof
relies on the contraction mapping theorem.

Lemma 4.3. For any « € (0,1), there exists a universal constant ey such that, if
e<e and U € H(n,e,a,v), there is a unique A € Qe such that the solution V of
@) satisfies Ay(M) = 0. Moreover, A\, depends continuously on U.

We will make use of the following lemma:
Lemma 4.4. There is an €y such that, for all € < €y, we have
max |Dv,y| < 1,
AEQ.
where DUy, is the Jacobian matriz of the map A — Ty.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 4.3 in [26], with only slight
modifications necessary. O

Using Lemma [£.4], we can prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma[{.3 The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [26] (see
also Lemma B4]). However, in lower dimensions one has to be more careful with
the estimates. Fix U € J# and let V := V) be the solution of (1)) for A € Q.. On
¥; we have the L?(¥;) expansion

5= (a;(/\) + F;’(U)n;l fori=1,...,N,

j=1

(4.7) 1%

while on ¥; \ U Dss, (qr) we have V = \IJZN due to the boundary conditions. Take

09 = 10€ for € small enough and, for each ¢ = 1,..., N, define V= Vi € C* (%)
by

Vi(;v) _ ) V(z) when = € Dsoc(qr), qx € i
10 when z € ; \ Up Dsoc(qx)-

Then V' has an L (%;) expansion

It follows that on ¥; we have V = ‘Ilf\ + Vi. Explicitly,

(4.8) Vis= Y (X +70))n + (V' +4h)*
J<Ji
Setting (A1) and (L8] equal, we find
G\ + Fj(1) = A +75(A\) for j =1,...,J;, i=1,...,N.
Rearranging terms, we see that o(\) = 0 if and only if

(4.9) N — Fi(1) +7,(\) =02 A= F+7, =0
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where

F=(FQ),....F (1),...., ;N (1),...,F}. (1)
and

Oy o= (01 (A), .., 05 (A), oo O (A), . T (V).
In other words, [£9) says that we need to solve a fixed point problem uniquely for
A € Q, provided € is small. To do so, we show that the map A — F — 7, is a
contraction map from 2, into €. when € is small by showing that |F — 7,] is small
relative to €? with p given by (£2]) when n = 4,5. Going forward, the constants
c1,C2, ... are always universal.

First, we estimate F'. For i =1,...,N and j =1,..., K we have

1 ) T o
|Fj(1)|:‘/ ﬂ—n—?ﬁ(/ S B (U (s)) ds ) dr].
0 0

Changing the order of integration and using that 2 —n — 27} < 0, we find

Fi(1)] < A / B (s) ds|

17111’

< 1A max [s
0<s<3

E(U(s))]] + eA / B ().

€
M3
2

Using Proposition £2)d) and the definition of %, the first term in the last line is
bounded by:

E(U(s)]] < ese™

c1A max [s'7V
0<s<3

For the second term, we need to be more careful around the bridge due to the
bound on 7 in P.. To get a good estimate, we split the integral over M{ into two
2
integrals: the integral over M§ \ P. and the integral over P.. Proposition [L2[a)
2
gives

[ w@ldr<e [ (U@ +aVU@IUE) + VU@
M \P. M5\ P

+|U@)[[VU ()] + IVU(I)IQIVQU(I)I)

<i [ (W@ +IVUEP
Mg \Pe

+|U@)|IV2U ()] + VU )2 V2U (2)]).

The largest term on the right-hand side is the third one. By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and the definition of ¢, it is bounded by 066%7%. For the integral
over P, the first inequality above is valid, however, due to the bound |n| < ce~! on
P. we cannot conclude the second inequality holds and must rely on the first one.
Each of the terms in which 7 does not appear in the first line is bounded above by
066273717”%, so we need to focus on the first two terms. The second is larger than
the first, with

/P nIVU @)U ()] < ere [Ullgogars
e 2

VUl coare ) VOI(Pe) < ese™ 2 as.
2
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Combining the estimates for the integrals over M§ \ P. and P., we conclude
2

/ BU(2))] < cpe 7%

1

2

Hence,
(4.10) |F| < croe 25,
We now estimate 7). We have

mo= X |/
eED; Dsoe(qr)

as Vol(Dsoc(qr)) = O(e™™1). Thus, we need a C° estimate for V. Using Lemma
B the definition of J#", the properties of ¥y, and ([2:20) we obtain

V(w) 77; dw| < Cll||V||C0(M€1)6n_1
2

1
||V||Lfr(M€) + ||VV||L2(M€) < ? (H‘IJAHLz(Me) + ||L\I/>\||L2(M€)

1 Hollzapey + 1Bz, are)):

Using the coordinate expressions (2.8),(2I3) for L, (8I)-(86), and the definition
of U, we see that

IL¥Alcoqarepy < ce? 727 and [IL¥allgogp,) < ce™= T2,

Since Vol(P.) < ce™, the right-hand side is bounded by
(4.11) e12 (€2 + IBO)l|zearg ) + 1Bl zqars ) )
2 2

The estimate for the third term is the same as the first term in the estimate for |F,

. oy .2
and is bounded by ¢13€" 2175

E2(a) to get

B avarg) < e |
2

. For the fourth term, we need to apply Proposition

) (772|U(96)|4 +P VU (@)]?|U(2)* + VU ()|*

+ U@ PIV2U @) + VU @)U (@)]?).

Arguing as was done to estimate | E(U)| 11y ), we then get
2

LES U
(4.12) ||E(U)||L2(M€1) Sce T T
2
Substituting these estimates into (1)) yields
(113) Vilsz qarey + 19V gagarey < croet

Applying Corollary B3, (@I3), and the fact that Hy is supported in U;T;(e), we
obtain

(4.14) Vllos

1 5
6°12

Arguing as in the estimate for |F| gives

n—94 2
B llpngs, o) < crse™ 2055

N=

1
127
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Furthermore, ([£I3) shows
||V||L2(SL 1) < 0196%'
152
Combining the previous two estimates, we get
(4.15) Vilcogs, )< cao€® .
6’12
By Proposition B3 we have
19V leos, 4 < ea(IVlleos, 5+ IE@lonegs, o))

The first term on the right-hand side is fine due to ([@I5]), but we have to be more
careful with the second term. Using Proposition [L.2)(e), we get:

11
1'3

(4.16) IE(U)llgoe (s, , ) < cone™ 2Fs 2,
6’12

Then

(4.17) IVVlcoes, ,) < cose™ 2.

o=

.

We now let ¢ € C?(M¢) be a (real-valued) cut-off function satisfying

1, x € MY
— 3

Pl =1, o€ M\ M.

4

By Corollary and the Minkowski inequality, we have
1oV loqaryy < ) (IHoll -y + IE@ s mary )+ 1V ar
4 4

(4.18) + ”V”CU(S%%) + ||VV||L%+T(S%’%) + ||‘I’/\||00(3M6)>-

We have sufficient estimates for all but the terms involving E(U) and VV, so we

focus our attention there. From ([@I3]) and [@IT), we get

23+ i

Co(S1 1)
4’3

(n—4)(n—3)
< co5€ 2

_4
IVVIl g4 s, o) < cal YV IVVIEG

) )

ol

1
1

=
wl=

27 4n
+(n=3) 735 ot

Choosing 7 small depending on n yields

||VV||L%+"'(S

< 21
Cog€2 2n%.
1) = %6
4°3

To estimate the second term on the right-hand side in (ZI8]), we once again break
up the integral into the integral over P. and the integral over M§ \ P.. We have:
4

2 2
n T n+27 n T nt2r
IE@ g+ g py < C”((/ o) (/ U
1 M5 \P. M \P.

2
+ (/ |VU|"+2T|V2U|%+T) T
M \P.
s

2
+(/ |U|%+T|vzu|%+f)"”T .
M \Pe
4
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The worst term is the third term:

V2UH n+27-

L2( Mé

_ 2
n T noy nt27 n+2r | nt2T
([, [FOr 92 ) 7 < 90 g |9V BT

< 62_%(6%_%)ﬁ6_718 %‘i_%)_

Thus, for 7 small depending on n the right-hand side is bounded by €. For the
integral over P., we apply the Minkowski inequality to the expression in Proposition
[E2a) as before. The terms in which n does not appear are estimated exactly as
above. Of the terms involving 7 in Proposition 2] the second is the largest. Using
Vol(P.) < ce™, we compute

_2__
([ @IvU@Iu@D 7)™ < conet VU oy
1

€

WUl cocare
1
< 029637% for 7 small.

Combining the estimates for each integral gives
||E( )||L2+T(M5 < c30€2.
1
The mean curvature term is estimated by

||H0||L%+T(M€1) < e31€2 71T < e,
1

where we have chosen 7 < 8% also in the second inequality. Inserting the previous
estimates into ([{I8]), we conclude

21
(419) ||V||CU(M€%) S C33€ 2n8
so that
T
(4.20) ||5>\||C°(Qe) < Cllenﬁ”VHCO(Mi) < g T,
2

Combining (£I0) and (@20) shows

||F—5A||CO(QE) < 035€n72+"l8 < cgpezt

w3
3oo|l°

so that A — F' — T, maps (. into . for small ¢ depending on n and the universal
constant c35. Since Lemma [£4] holds independent of dimension, this map is a
contraction and we are done. (]

Next, we show that the unique solution given by Lemma [B.7 and Lemma is
in C%%(M¢) for small enough e. Let A\(U) be the ), in the statement of Lemma
43

Proposition 4.5. Suppose U € # (n,e,a,v) for a € (0,1), v; > 2, and € < €.
Then the unique solution V' of

LW = Hy+ E(U) on M¢
W = \IJ)\(U) on OM¢®

given by Lemma [3.7] and Lemma[Z.3) is in C2*(M€).
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Proof. Combining Lemma [B7] with Lemma 3] shows that on each C; the solution
V has the L?(¥;) expansion in polar coordinates:

Vi) = 30 F ) + Y (a7 + Fi ()i (w)
i<Ti J>Ji
for unique o, i = 1,...,N and j = J; + 1,..., where Fi(r) := F{(E(U))(r). We
need to estimate ||V (rw)|| 2x,) for r < 3. By @I0), we have
|[Fi(r)] < cre” 25,

so that

(4.21) Z F}(r)n}(w) < a2 for 1 <
J<Ji

N =

L2(3)
By Lemma [3.9

> (a5 + F ) ) (w) < ( 3 |a;:|2>

i>Jdi L2(EZ) i>Ji

1 1
+ C(/ 8372111’ E(U(SW))HLz(Zz) dS) 2 rvi
0
so we need to estimate the right-hand side. Note that

%= Z Fi(L)n; + Z aln) and Vg, = ¥}, +V.

J<Ji J>K

(4.22) v

Since V' = V on D := UpDsc(qr), is zero on £ \ D, and Vol(D) < ce”! the
estimate (@19 gives

—o1 2
2+ n8

Visllp2(s,) < cs€”
Combining this with (@I0) and [@22) yields

1
2
(4.23) ( > |a;’-|2> < gt TS,

>J;
By the argument used to estimate (ZI0),

1
(/ 83721/.;
0

1
2

B(U(s0)) |2, ds)” <

C5<||E(U)||L2(M%) + max (S%—mE(U(M)n)).

1
<s<3

From (£I2) and the argument used to estimate |F| in Lemma F.3]

IEW)llsarg ) < coe 7 and max (s34 BU(sw))]) < ere" 455,
2

1
0<s<3

Using the estimates above along with (Z.21)) and (Z.23)), we deduce that for r € (0, 1]
and eachi=1,...,N

(4.24) IV (ra)l poes,) < o€ 2T s i
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Next, recall that by Corollary B3] for 0 < r < %

4r 1
Vllcogsi , )y < co r2 (/ 5"71/ |V (sw)]? dwds) ’
27 % Ei

(4.25) + T”E(U)”L"(S;AT)>'

By prior estimates, both terms are bounded by a similar quantity as in (£24]), so
we have

oy 2 .
(4.26) ||V||CO(S:; ) < cro€” s i,

Applying ([@26), Proposition B35, and Proposition [£2(e), we find that for each
0<r< % andeachi=1,..., N

o4y 2

||V||co(sjﬂ ) < e RE v

(4.27) HkaHCD(Si ) S Cro€" ST iR for k= 1,2
27T

—24 2 L
|V|k,a,si < g T RE T pri—h o for | =0, 1, 2.

T2r
We have therefore shown that V € C2(M*). O
Using Lemma [B.8, Lemma [£.3] and Proposition we can define a mapping
T:H (n,e,a,v) — C>*(M°) for € < eg and o € (0,1)

where, for each U € ¢, T'(U) is the solution V' of
{LV = Hy+ E(U) on M¢
V =V, on M

guaranteed by Lemma[38 Arguing as in [26], one can show that T is continuous in
the C%“ topology. Since ¢ is convex, closed, and bounded in C2%(M¢), if o/ < «
the set J# is contained in C’E*O‘, (M€) as a compact subset by standard properties
of Holder norms. We have:

Lemma 4.6. For any o € (0,1), there is a universal constant €9 > 0 such that
T: 2 (n,e,a,v) = H(n,e,a,v) for all € < €.

Proof. We need to show that the solution V' to the Dirichlet problem in Proposition
is in . More precisely, we need to show

(a) For  >2— Js and k=0,1,2
94V g <

[V k,aunre < ce? ke
2

(b) For py > B, 1=1,...,K,and k=0,1,2

||kaHCO(VL) < cerr—k
[V ko, < cert=hme;



28 BRYAN DIMLER
(c) Fori=1,...,K,k=0,1,2,and 0 <7 < %

{ Hvkaco(s:;,zr)rk_ui cem

|V|k:,a,Si TkJrafvi S CeTfkfa

r,27r ’

where7>%+%.
(d) For<1>%—n—1g

||V||L27(M€) + ||VV||L2(M€) < et

(e) For(z>%4—%

n

Hv2VHL2(M€1) < cet.
2

In each case, ¢ is a universal constant and (1, (2, 0, p1,...,pK, 7 depend only on
n. Note that (d) is just (EI3) with ¢; = %. Also, when k = 0 (£I9) shows we may
take 0 = 2 — # in (a) when k = 0. Using this, Proposition 35 and a covering
argument we easily obtain

1

(4.28) ||VV||CO(S%Y%) S ClEl_m.

We now let V.= W + W,y so that LW = Ho + E(U) — LYy and W = 0 on
OM¢. Let ¢ be a smooth cutoff function on M§ such that
3

1 for x € M¢§
T) = 2
#(@) 0 for z ¢ M5.
3
Applying Proposition B4(a) to oW for k = 1,2 gives

99 oogags ) < (25 + M B onqars ) + €120l gnmars
2 3 3

I Wlgny )+ EH W lleags, ))-
3 3°2

By the coordinate expressions (Z.8)),(2.I3) for L, [8I)-(&H), and the definition of
vy we find

n—4 , 3
HL‘IJ/\(U)HCU,Q(M“ < ce Z T8,
3

Hence, using the definition of %", Proposition 4.2 the definition of Wy, part (a)
for k =0, and [£2])), we get

k k 24555 2— Aok

194V g < I W gy + €55 < xct=sta =

The proof of the estimate for the Holder norms is identical with Proposition B:4{(b)
replacing Proposition B.4(a). Hence, condition (a) is proved with § = 2 — 715.
Next, we prove condition (e). Set R, := Ul_ T'j(€) UsL; Bioc(g;) and note that
on R. part (a) gives
2 1
19 gy < cae .
Thus,

(4.29) V2V || agm,) < es€” = Vol(R)F < coe™™ o,
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Let W and ¢ be as in the proof of (a) and let ¢ be a smooth cutoff function such
that

5(r) = 1 for z € M\ R,
v o OforRE,

where R, := Ui_1T;(e) UZL, Bre(gi). Suppose further that

||v¢||CO(M€)€+ Hv2¢”CO(Me)€2 <cr
and note that Vol (supp(V*@)) < cge™ for k = 1,2. Then W € C?(M€) sup-
ported on M§ i \RE, hence, it is supported on S 11 and vanishes on the boundary.

Since S 11 is a smooth submanifold independent of €, we can apply standard elliptic
interior L2 estimates for L (e.g. [15,[18]) to find

19206l ags, ) < o IL@EWlzacs, )+ 1eW lzags, )
L
< 09(||E(U)||L2(1\/161 \ko) T ||L\I])‘(U)||L2(M€)
3

—+ HV\IJ)\(U)HLz(Me) + H\I])\(U)HL2(M€)
+ ”VHL?(MG) + ||VW||L2(S1 1)

+ ”vaCO(RE\RE) Lt Wllcoa\r. )62_2)'

Each of the terms on the right-hand side can be estimated from the prior estimates.

By ([@I2), we have

ntl_ 3
IEW) 2 a1y < Cr06™F 38
3

and the definition of Wy gives

1295 [ arey + IV 2 arey + 130 | 2 aey S c12e® 5.
From (£13), we obtain
IVWl 2arey + IV I 2 arey < crze?.
Note that W =V — Wy, so from part (a) and the definition of W) we have

__1_
||W||CO(R€\R€) S 01362 2n8 |

It follows that

2

8

n __
2 n8

[V2(ppW) Hms < cue

Combining this with [£29), we find that

1

||v2VHL2(M€1) S eise’T
2

which proves (e) with (; = 251 — L.

nS
We first prove (b) when k& = 0. To do so, we need an estimate for the C° norm of

V on a slightly larger set f)l for each l. Recall that, whenn =5, V; = So, |, |0k,
(l=1,...,K), set ¢ := ming—1, . k-1 |0k — 0k—1/|, and define

.....

f/[ =9

oxk—1-1t%,0xk1—%"
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Applying Corollary on balls of radius % in V, we obtain
||V||CO(1}L) < 016(5% + ||E(U)||L"(V171) + HE(U)HLn(vl) + ”E(U)”Ln(vlﬂ))a

where V41 = S 1 when [ = K. The same estimate holds when n = 4, though in

1
I
this case we set @ = 478, We can estimate the right-hand side using the definition
of JZ. Since the [; increase on each successive V;, the first term is the largest.

Using Proposition E2(c) and the definition of JZ, we get

1 1

IE@) o,y < Cl7<(/v |U|2n)" - (/V |VU|2n) g
- -
+ (/Vl |VU|2"|V2U|"); + (/Vl IUI"IVzUI");>

2n-2 2 2n-2 2
= 018(||U||C(;l(vl—1)||U||£2(Vl—1) T ||VU||C(}‘(V171)||VU||£2(VL71)

n-2 2
+ VU0 oIV Ul i IV U o
—2

+ ||U||CU(VL,1)Hv2U} CS(VL—I)H VL—I))

2n—2 _ 1 _ 2n—2 _ 1
§019(€5171 R Rt b s

2
VAU

+ B+ B =) 2 == 66171+(ﬂ171—2)—";2+1—%—§)_

The two largest terms are the second and third. Using that gy = 2 — % and
Bi—1 > B — nl—s, it is straightforward to check that each of the exponents in those
terms is larger than (;. It follows that

(4.30) VIlcow,) < c20€” for some p; > f.

Applying Proposition BE(b) on a covering of V; by balls of radius 2e contained in
V, and using ([@30), we find

HkaHCO(Vl) < e (E_kHVHCO(Vz) + 62_k||E(U)||CO’0‘0}L))'
By Proposition[4.2(b), the second term on the right-hand side is bounded above by

2 o3 _f_
C22(€2ﬂl 8 k Ot+€36[ 2 8 k a)'

In addition,
) 3
Qﬂl_—8—k—o¢>ﬁl—kand3ﬂl—2——S—k—a>ﬂl—k-
n n

Combining this with (Z30) proves the C” estimates in (b) for k = 1,2. The proof
of the C* estimates in (b) is identical. Thus, the lemma is proved. (]

Lemma gives us the desired solution to Theorem 24l Indeed, from the
discussion proceeding Lemma [£.6] % is a convex, compact subset in CE’%(M )
and

T: 2 (n,e,a,v) C %(n,e, %,I/) — CS’%(ME)
is continuous in the 03 topology. By the Schauder fixed point theorem, 7" has a
fixed point U € # for e < min{eg(),€0(5)}. In particular, U solves the Dirich-
let problem (4I) with ¥ = Wyy. This implies the perturbed submanifold M,

a
’2
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determined by U is minimal. Since U € C%%(M¢), we have the pointwise estimate

|U(z)| <clz —pi|” forzeCy, i=1,...,N.

In addition, My is embedded if € is sufficiently small since [|U||c1(pse) is small and
M¢ is embedded.

To prove M, in Theorem [2Z4] is smooth away from the vertices p; of the cones
C;, we need to show U is smooth in M\ {p1,...,pn}. Let (Q,%) be any coordinate
chart for M€ satisfying the conditions in Section 8.1. Then (2, ¥+ U) is a coordinate
chart for My;. Since M{; is minimal, ¥ + U solves

H(U) = \/_ o (\/—g” (Y +U)) =0

where g(U) and g (U) are given by (2.25) and (2.26)), respectively. Notice that,
since 1) is smooth and U € C??, the divergence form system above is uniformly el-
liptic with C® coefficients. Using that W A(U) is smooth in the case ¥ is a boundary
coordinate map, we conclude that ¢ + U is smooth by a standard bootstrapping
argument. Since 3 is smooth, U must be smooth also. It follows that M, is a
smooth submanifold of R**™*! away from the p;. Combining the results in this
section with those of Section 8.3, Theorem 2.4] is proven for each n > 4 excluding
the strict stability statement and the graphical case.

5. STABILITY

We show that the submanifold Mg, obtained from Theorem 24 is strictly stable
for € small enough and each n > 4. To do so, we will need to derive an appropri-
ate local frame for NM{; around each of its points so that we may compare the
first eigenvalue for the stability operator Ly on My, to the first eigenvalue for the
stability operator L on M€ when e is small.

Let ¢ : Q C R® — R ™*1! be a coordinate map for M€ about a point p := ()
and let ni,...,ny,41 be a local orthonormal frame for NM€ in a neighborhood of
p. Applying Theorem [24] for ¢ small enough, we obtain U € # solving (@I
and an associated minimal submanifold ijﬂ The map ¢ := ¥ + U is a local
parameterization of M{; near ¢ := p+U(zo). A local frame for T M€ near p is given
by {1}, and a local frame for TM{; near q is {¢,i}I,. Let gU = i - Py be
the components of the metric on M€ and set g := (g;;), g~* := (¢*). We want to
find a local frame for N M{; of the form

vpi=nipt+epfork=1,...,m+1,
where € is a smooth section of T'M€ near p. To do so, we solve the system
¢pi-v;=0foreachi=1,...,nand j=1,...,m+1.

Write U = u*n;. Expanding the above expression gives
(5.1) Yoi €5 FuF(ng)gi -6 = —ujl for each 1, ,
where ujZ is defined by (Z0). Since ¢; € TM¢, we may write ¢; := a1p,.. Plugging
this into (B.1), we get
(5.2) g + uF (ng)gi - P )a = —ud;.

)

"See Section 8.3 for the definition of /¢ when n > 6.
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Define the column vectors
ol —u;
a; = | : and b; = :
a™ —u!
For j fixed, we can then write (5.2)) as
(5.3) Ba,; = b;,
where B := B(e) = g+ S and S := S(€) = (s,5(€)) is given by
Sps = ’U,k((nk)mr g ).
Using (81)-(8.4), we get the pointwise bound
[srs] < ¢(0)|U] for each n > 4.

Notice that S — 0 as € — 0 in C° since U € .#. By continuity and the invertibility
of g, it follows that B is invertible for small € with
(5.4) B =(I+g7'8) g7 = (-Dg ' S)rg
k=0
Inverting the expression (5.3)) for each j, we find a; = B~'b;. Applying Z.6), 1),
BI)-@®8), U € £, and the standard fact
oCc—1 oC
— =-C ' —=C!
oxt ox?
for any invertible matrix C', we obtain the following pointwise bounds on M§ for
n > 4 and small EE

laj| < e(6)1+|U)|VU]
|Daj| < c(8)(|V2U[+|VU| + e HU).
It follows that on Mg
lej] < c(O)(1+ |UNIVU| < ¢(0)|VU]
(5.5) (€j)zi - k| < c(6)|VU]|
(€7)ai - €k < c(O)(IV2U|+ VU] + e HU|)|VU]

for each i = 1,...,n and each j,k =1,...,m+ 1. Let h be the function (3.8). A
similar argument shows that on M€\ M§
2

lej| < (14 h=HU|)|VU| < c|VU|
(5.6) (€)1 - | < [ VU]

|(€)ai - €kl < c(IV2U| +hHVU| + h72|U|)|VU|
for each i, j, k, where ¢ is independent of §, €. Since U € ¢, (6.0) and (5.0) together
imply that for small e the normal sections vy, are linearly independent near g. Hence,
they form a smooth local normal frame for Mf; near g.

Denote the metric on M by g(U) := (¢:;(U)), denote the second fundamental
form for M€ and M§ by A and A(U), respectively, and set €;; := ¢; - €;. Write

Ai»cj = Yyizi - N and AfJ(U) = (ﬂjzzm; + Uzlzj) - V.

8When n > 6, we can drop the € from the second expression.
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We have
9i5(U) = gij + Ugi - Upj — 294105 - U
=: gij + Ri; (U)
A?j (U) = Af] + U)mimj c €+ Umizj ‘N + Uzizj c €k
Y k
= Aj; + R (U).

Using (2.0), @.7), (.3, and (5.6) we obtain pointwise bounds for the remainders
in the expressions above on MjF.

{|Rij<U>| < e(8)(IVU> +|U))
|<e

(57) RS (U)] < e()(IV2U| + [VU| + <101,

On Me\ M§ we get
. Ry (0)] < ch™ (VU2 +|U])
[R(U)] < e(|V2U |+ R VU + 2 |U]).

By (B7), (58), and the fact that U € #, we may compute g—' precisely as in
(54). This, along with the previous estimates, shows that on Mg we have

9(U) 5] < c@)(VUP + U]
g9 (U) — g7 < c(O)(IVUP + |U])
and on M€\ M§ we have

(5.9)

(5.10) {|gij(U)_gij| < ch Y(|VU]? +|U))

g7 (U) — g7| < ch™ (IVU]* + [U]).
Let dH"™ be the volume measure on M€ and write dH7; for the volume measure
on M. Since

det g(U) = det gdet(I + g ' R(U))
for R(U) := (R;;(U)), direct computation shows

(5.11) AHp = \/det g(U) dH" = (1 + p(x)) dH"

where p(x) is some function on M€ that is a polynomial in the components of g,
g~ %, and R(U). Furthermore,

(5.12) OF;WU) _

ox”
+ Uaﬂ : Umjo - 2(¢zizﬂ'm’” U + wmimj : UmT)
so (20), 1), &10), E3), (II), and (G.I12) along with the fact that U € J# show
(5.13) lu(@)] + [ Vi(z)| < ce for x € M€

for some constants ¢,y independent of e. With the above estimates in hand, we
can now prove strict stability of Mf; for e small.

Proof of Strict Stability. In the proof, the constants ¢, v will always denote con-
stants independent of € and §. Set

Mg(6) ={z+U(z):z € Mg, § >0},
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and let \s be the smallest eigenvalue of h?Ly; as an operator on
LI (U) := LA(NM&(8); h=2 dH).
Let V € NM{(6) be a unit eigensection for Ly on M{;(6) corresponding to As so
that V' € C satisfies
LyV = —X\sh ™2V on M§(9)
V =0 on OMg(9),

/ h2|V |2 dHE = 1.
Mg (6)

We will show infssg As > 0. Since \s is decreasing in §, we may assume § € (0, %)
Before we continue, we need to do some preliminary calculations. In the chosen
coordinates, we can write V := v*u;,. Let V denote the orthogonal projection of V/

and

onto N Mg, so that V = v¥ny. Set U’“Z := Vi - v, and 5]“1 .=V, - ng. Computing,
we find
DI v’;i + BEo!
(5.14) k _ ok 1 k(o
v =5+ ery,; + e (e)v',
where

cﬁ(e) = (nl)zz - € + (el)zi ‘N + (el)zi C € — B[tietk-

By (53) and (&.6]), we have ‘Cm,co < ce7. Using this, (&0), (6), EI), EI0),

and (B.I4), we obtain the pointwise estimate
(5.15) IVV]? < c(IVoVIP + V)

for small €, where Vy is the connection on NMg. Since [V|? < |V|? always, the
estimate above shows V € Hj , (M) for small enough e. We further note that if we

represent the Simons’ operators on M*¢ and M{; by A and Ay, respectively, then

sag) AT =g ALl
' Ay(V) = (9% (U)g™" (U) AL (U) AL (U) (v + v"erp)

in the chosen coordinates. Here, we have summed over repeated indices. Let A
be the connection Laplacian on NM{;. Then integration by parts combined with

GII) shows
—/ (V,LV) d’;’-[”:/\(;/ 2|V 2 dHL
g My, (5)
+( / (V, ALV dH: — / V. A7) an")
Mg (5) g
w([ wAvya - [ @AT) )
Mg (5) g

< s+ }/ (IVV[2 = |V V|2) dH"
MG

[ (@A) - 0t A7) ane

+‘/ VYV 2 dH" +]/ VoV 2udH?,
Me Me
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where we have extended V' to be zero outside M (d) in the last line. By (515, we
can apply Lemma to get

(5.17) 0<d< s+ ‘ / (IVV = |VuV|?) dH”

| [ duwy - ATy o

+\/ V72 dH" +]/ VoV 2udH"].
€ Mé

If we can show each of the integral terms on the right-hand side is bounded by ce?,
we are done. We begin with the second integral term (i.e. the one involving the
Simons’ operator).

Using (&.10), we deduce

(Au(V), V) = (A(V), V)| < |(g%(U)g™ (U) AL (U)AL;(U) — g g™ AL AF; ok
+ g7 (U)g™" (U

(5.18) + 197 (U)g’
+ g7 (U) g™ (U) AL (U

We estimate each term on the right-hand side individually, beginning with the first.
Observe that

97 (U)g" (U) AL (U)AF, (U) — g7 g™ AL AR | < |(g*(U)g™ (U) — gsjg“mitAfjl
+1g7 (U)g" (U)AL R (U))]
+1g7(U)g" (U) Al RL(U >|
+ g% (U)g" (U)RL(U) Ry (U)].

5 (U)erv™v k|
(U)o v e
)

U)AE (U)v"vierrergl.

ote that the A7, are uniformly bounded on M¢$ independent of € for small €. Due
N hat th Afj iformly bounded M¢ ind d f e f lle. D
2

to (5.9) and the formula for g=!, we can write

99 (U) = g7 + R9(U)
for some R (U) satisfying the same bounds as R;;(U) in (5.7). Thus,
(5.19) (g™ (U)g" (U) = g* 9" ) AL AY| < c(IVU|? + |U]) on M.

Since ¢ (U) is also uniformly bounded independent of € on M§ when ¢ is small,
2
the middle two terms are each bounded by

c(|V2U| + [VU| + e HUY),
and the last term is bounded by
([VPUP + [VU? 4 € 2|UJ?).
Moreover, since [V[? = 3 (v%)2 < |V|?, we have the pointwise bound on M;:
(g™ (U)g" (U) A (U) AL (U) = g% " AL A 0™ < e([VPU P + [V2U|
+|VU|+ e UV
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Using that |e;;| < ¢|VU|? pointwise and the fact that ¢g”/(U) and A}; are uniformly
bounded on M for small € shows the remaining terms in (518 are bounded by

the same quantity on the right-hand side above. Hence, on M§
2
(5.20)  [{Au(V),V) = (A(V), V)| < (VUL + [V?U| + [VU| + e UV .
On M€\ M$ we need to be a little more careful since |A| < ch™! in this region.
2
On Me<\ M¢, (EI9) becomes
2
(g™ (U)g" (U) = g* 9" ) AL Aly| < ch™>(IVUJ* + |U)).
Similarly,
|97 (U)g™" (U) A, R (U)] < ch™ ([V2U | + h™H VU |+ h=*|U])
and
9% (U)g" (V)R (U)RE (V)| < (VU + 2| VU + h=HU ).
Combining the previous three estimates and arguing as before for the remaining
terms in (5.1I8)) shows that on M€\ M¢
2

(5.21)  [{Au(V),V) = (A(V), V)| < ch™*(IV?U| + b~ VU | + b2 U]V

Next, we show that ”V”CU(ME(%)) is bounded independent of e. Note that Mg (+)

has a uniform Sobolev inequality independent of € since it has zero mean curvature
and has volume bounded independent of € (see [17]). In addition, it is not hard to
show that Lemma [B] holds for equations of the form AZW = F allowing us to
use Theorem 8.16 in [5] as well as Corollary Let Ay be the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on M. Applying Theorem 8.16 in [5] to |V, we find

IVllooqars ) < e UAGIVILS 3 (1) + IV lcoonrs 1)

5

(5.22) < C(T) ((/M6 " |A(U)|n+2r|v|%+7— d'Hg) e
v (s

2
—n—27 24T n\ »+27
+ |/\5|(/ h 2 |V|2Jr dHU) + ”V”CO(@MB(},)))
Mg (3)

We estimate the terms on the right-hand side above separately.
By basic Hilbert space theory, we have the inequality

(5.23) |)\5|§‘/ ()<W,h2LUW>h—2dH;}
€ (5
U

for any W € Hg ;,(U) which is a unit vector in L (U), where
H; 5 (U) »= Hy (N M (8); h™2 dH).

Choosing smooth W vanishing in the interior of Ufil(Ci)% + U), where G,y are
the truncated cones (2.20]), we see that |As| < ¢o for some ¢y independent of €, d
whenever € is small. Thus,

—n—2T 24T n ”+ZT nt2r nt2T
|/\5|(/M€(l)h |V IE an) <c0||V||CO(+;4€ |V||L2*2M€ .
U\s
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Applying Young’s inequality ab < oaP + c,b? with o = (4¢(7)co) ™t and

_ n+27 D
p_n—4—|—27'7 q_p—l

gives
= 1
—n—27 24T n |\ "t
(5.24) |/\6|(/61h 14k dHU) SF(T)HV”C“(M%)+CU||V||L2(M%)'
5

Using Young’s inequality as above with o = (4¢(7)) ™!, the Schwartz inequality, and
the fact that HV||L}2(U) =1, we find

n+27 nyr n ”*2" nnzf n-+4r n #
(/ LA@) IV an ) < ||V||co<+i4e (/M 2| A(U) 2" dHU)
1 1

5 5
_1
< / W2V )T
(], v o)
1 2n+4r n %
(5.25) < oV ooy v ([ 1@ ang)
1

By (57), the boundedness of |A| on M$, the Minkowski inequality, and the fact
5
that U € JZ we have

(/€| U )|2"+4Td7-[")% (/ (c+|V2U|+|VU|+e‘1|U|)2"+4Td’H’,}>%

3 5

c<1—|— (/ 6 [V2U Pt d%”)”*“
g

1 n+27
/ —1|U| 2n+41 dHn) 2"+4"' + (/ |VU|271+4T dHn) 2"+4">

3

i n+27
< 671 + ||V2U||Co(nj\;zr (/ |V2U|2d7_[n)2n+4r>
M9

5

(5.26) <c(14€?)

for some 2 > 0 depending on n and 7 small depending on n. Hence, the right-hand
side is bounded by 2c for € small. By covering Mg (1) \ M (3) with geodesic balls
and applying Corollary B3] one can use a similar argument to show

(5.27) ||V||CO(8M;,(§)) e

Combining (5:22)- (527 gives

(5.28) IVillcoarg 1)) < e
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Now, we may combine (5.20), (521)), and (528) and use that U € ¢ to get

‘ / GVIU(V), V) — (A(V), V) dH"

< c(/ (IV2UP + |V2U| + |VU| + € |U]) dH”
M

€
1
2

+ ce™ / [VI*?h=2dH"
Me\M¢
2

< ce™.

We have thereby obtained the desired estimate.
The remaining terms on the right-hand side of (5.IT) are easier. Integrating by

parts in the expression
/ VoV dH}
M (6)

and using that V solves the eigenvalue equation, (5.28)), |As| < ¢, and U € %, we
deduce

(5.29) / \VuV|?dH}: < ec.
Mg,

As a consequence of (5.IH) and (5:29), we have

(5.30) / [VV|2dH™ < c.
Mg
A similar calculation as before using (5.9), (G.10), (5-I14), (5.29), and (5.30) now

shows

< ce’s.

‘/ (IVV] = |VuV[?) dH"
M€
On the other hand, (E13), (529)), and (&30) give
‘/ VY2 dH” +‘/ Vo V|2 dH"
€ M€

Hence, Mg is strict stability for € small enough. (I

< ce’s,

This completes the generalization of [26] to dimensions n > 4 and arbitrary
codimension.

6. THE GRAPHICAL CASE

Let C1,...,Cy be n-dimensional graphical strictly stable minimal cones in R7**+7+1
with smooth links ¥1,..., Xy in S**™. In this case, the C; can be represented as
the graphs of Lipschitz functions v; : Q; C R® — R*"*™*1 that are stationary so-
lutions to the minimal surface system ([2.33) which are smooth away from p; € Q.
The domains 2; are compact regions with smooth boundary contained in the closed
n-ball B} (p;) C R™ for each i. The following proposition completes the proof of
Theorem 2.4]

Proposition 6.1. Let C4,...,Cn be n-dimensional graphical strictly stable mini-
mal cones in R* ™1 with smooth links ¥1,...,Yn in S*™™ (n > 4), and suppose
M€ has been constructed so that it is graphical in R™T™+1 over a compact domain
Q C R with smooth boundary and satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [2.4 Then
there is a universal constant €y such that € < eg implies the perturbed submanifold
M{; guaranteed by Theorem [2.4) remains graphical.
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Proof Sketch. Apply Theorem [Z4] to obtain a solution U to (Z30) for small enough
€ < €9 with corresponding strictly stable minimal submanifold M{;. Choosing €
smaller if necessary depending on max;—1,...,n [ Dvi||co(q), We can ensure that Mg
is graphical since [|U||c1(p) can be made as small as we like. O

Using Proposition [6.]] we can now prove Theorem

6.1. Graphical Bridges. In order to apply Proposition [6.I] we need to show
that for each n > 4 the approximate solution M€ can be constructed so that it
is graphical and satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 2.4 when the C; are assumed
graphical. Applying this to the Lawson-Osserman cone will prove Theorem [Z.5l We
split the construction into two cases: n > 6 and n = 4,5. When n = 4,5, we will
need to improve the bridge region of M€ constructed when n > 6 so that (Z20) is
satisfied. In addition, we only consider the case N = 2, since the case of general N
follows by applying the case N = 2 inductively.

6.1.1. The Case n > 6. Assume n > 6 and suppose the vertex of C; is at p; :=
(p1,v1(p1)) € R™™*L and Oy is the graph of vy : Q1 C B (p1) — R™FL. Similarly,
we may position Co so that its vertex is at Dy := (p2,v2(p2)) € R*™FL py is at
least distance 3 away from p1, and Cs is the graph of vy : Q2 C B} (p2) — R™*L.
Define the cones C;(d) by

Ci(0):={(1—t)p, +t0:0€%;, t € (0,1+ 6]} for each i =1,2.

Then there is a small § > 0 such that both of the C;(d) remain graphical. That is,
for this 6 we can extend the v; to Lipschitz functions v; : ; C R" — R™*1 which
are smooth away from the p;, where £; is a compact region with smooth boundary
in R™ lying in

{z e R" : dist(x, ;) < d}.
For each ¢ = 1,2, let ¢; € C§°(R™) be a function that is radial about p; (i.e.
ei(x) = iz — pil)) with

1, z €y
pi(x) = {

0, .IGR”\Ql

and set w; := ¢;U;. Then w; is a smooth function on R™ that restricts to v; on §;
and is zero outside of QZ— for each 1.

Without loss of generality, we may assume p; = 0 and that po lies on the z™-axis
in R™. For each i = 1,2, let ¢; € R™ be a point where R; := maxgq, |z — p;| is
achieved. After rotation of the C;, we may assume that each of the ¢; lie on the
a"-axis, with ¢; = (0,...,0,¢) for each 7. We further suppose that ; lies to
the {z™ < ¢} side of R™ and that €9 lies to the {2 > ¢J'} side of R™. Denote
the line segment in R™ joining p; to ps along the x™-axis by £. Then £ meets 09;
orthogonally at ¢; for each 7 since 9); is tangent to OB} (p;) at ¢; for each i. Let
o := |p2| and, for small € > 0, define S;(€) to be the strip in R™

Se(€) == ([—er ] X -+ x [—6,€] X [0, 0]) \ (4 UR).
Define 2 C 27U US(€) to be the compact region in R™ enclosed by the boundary

(9 U8) \ 85, (%)] U [asg(g) \ (89, U 392)] .



40 BRYAN DIMLER

Then € has smooth boundary away from where 0€2; UJQ, intersects 9.5¢(5). Using
that, for small €, the regions where the 0€2; intersect 9S¢(5) are graphical over and
lie to one side of the (n — 1)-planes

=550 % x [=5 5] x {ai} for i = 1,2,
it is not hard to construct a diffeomorphism ¢ taking S¢(5) \ (€21 U€22) to the strip
€ € € €
(61) |:—§,§:|X"'X|:—§,§:|X[O,So],
where sg := |q1 — q2|. Arguing similarly to the construction of S, in [25] (see

fo on pg. 508-509), we can smooth dQ by restricting ¢! to a smooth domain
Q¢ contained in (GIJ). Doing so, we obtain a compact region in R™ with smooth
boundary (which we also denote €2) contained in €4 U Qq U Se(e).

We now connect the cones by a graphical bridgeﬁ via the function v : Q — R™*+!
defined by

wi(z), 1€ QNi=1,2
v(x) := S
0, .IGQ\(QlUQQ)

Then v is Lipschitz and is smooth away from two isolated singularities at the p;.
In addition, v restricts to v; on €; N2 for each ¢ = 1,2. Thus, the graph of v is an
n-dimensional Lipschitz submanifold of R"*™*+! which is smooth away from p; and
p2 (including the boundary) and joins Cy to Cs by a thin strip having diameter less
than ce for some constant ¢ depending on || Dv;||o0 (i = 1,2) which is independent
of e. We denote the graph of v by M¢€. Iterating this procedure, we can construct
M¢ for any finite number of cones C; when n > 6, and it is not hard to see that
Theorem [2.4] applies to this M€ for € < ¢y small enough.

6.1.2. The Case n = 4,5. When n = 4,5, we begin by repeating the construction
for n > 6 to obtain a submanifold M{° for €y satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem
2.4 which is the graph of vg : Qo — R™*!, where v, is the same as v above. We
need to modify the bridge of M;° so that its LP mean curvature is bounded by cer
for € < €9, each p € [1,00), and some constant ¢ independent of e. Since the proofs
when n = 4 and n = 5 are identical, we focus on the case n = 4.

Let v : [0, s0] = R™™™*! be a unit-speed parameterization of the curve in Mg°
from v(0) := (g1, v0(q1)) to ¥(so) := (g2,v0(g2)) tracing the graph of the restriction
of vy to the segment of £ joining ¢; and ¢o, where the ¢; and ¢ are defined as in the
case n > 6. Then

(i) v'(0) L X1 and ~/(sg) L Xo;
(ii) ~ is smoothly tangent to C1 U Cs at g1 and go.

We construct a new strip S. from M;° as the image of a smooth embedding
’Q/J : [—’f‘o,'f‘o] X [—To,'f‘o] X [—TQ,TQ] X [0, 80] — R5+m,

where 0 < € < rg < €q, satisfying

)

) Se is tangent to C7 U Cs at v(0) and ~(so);

(v) The mean curvature of S restricted to + is identically zero;
)

91f ¢ is the graph map () := (z, v(x)), the bridge is (¢~ ().
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Choose smooth vector fields g1, ug, s along v so that uq, pe, pus,y are an or-
thonormal basis for T’ M° for each ¢ € [0, so]. Define v by

3 .
’(/)(.I17$2,;173 Jj = —|—Z$ ,Uz Zl 6

and set S := ([—7r9,70] X [~7T0,70] X [—ro,ro] x [0, sg]). Properties (iii)-(v) follow

immediately from the definition of ¢ with S replacing S.. To see that (vi) holds,

91(0,0,0,z*)
Oz’

note that the partials span the tangent space to Mg° at 1(0,0,0,z%)
for each x* € [0,s0]. Since MS° is a graph, the projection map from MS® onto
R"™ is non-singular at each point (0,0, 0,2*). By continuity, the projection map
TS — R™ is non-singular in a small neighborhood of (0,0,0,z%) in S for each
z* € [0, 50]. A covering argument gives (vi).

Using (i)-(vi), we can then argue as in [25] (see pg. 511) when n = 2 to smoothly
attach the strip S to the cones C; near v(0) and «(sg). To do so, we push the strip
S down onto Mg°. Near v(0), Mg® and S are graphs over T’ ) M° of smooth
functions

f f ~(0) M — (TQ1M€O)

in R>*™ satisfying
f0)=f(0)=0
Df(0) = Df(0) =
For z € T,, M$° with |z| sufficiently small, M§° can be locally represented as {y(0)+

(z,f(2))} and S can be represented as {7(0) + (z, f(z))}. Moreover, for x near 0
in [_TOaTO] X [_TOaTO] X [_TOaTO] X [0750]7 we can write 1/’(55) = ’Y(O) + (va(z))
for a unique z near 0 in T))Mg°. In particular, the composition z(x), where
x — YP(x) — z, is well-defined, smooth, and

¢l < J2] < clal

for some constant c. Let ¢ be a cutoff function on T’ (o) M;° satisfying

0<¢(z) <1

d(z) =1 for |z| < %c_le,

¢(z) =0 for %c‘le < 7|
and

1Pk < c167F7 for k=1,2,3, a € (0,1)

{max|Dk¢(z)| <crekfor k=1,2,3,
for some constant ¢;. Choose g small relative to ¢y and let € < ry as above. Using

a Taylor expansion for g and h, we can define a new parameterization v, satisfying

B) as follows:

V(@) = {1/1(33), S [—€, €] X [—€, €] X [—€,€] X [€,80 — €]
‘ (2, 0(2) f(2) + (1 = ¢(2)) f(2)), =* €[0,¢].

Repeating this process near y(sp), we can extend 1. to [—¢, €] X [—€, €] X [—¢€,€] X
[0,50]. Next, we smooth the boundary by restricting %, to a subdomain S, as
before, and identify S, with t¢(Se). It is clear that S, satisfies (iii)-(v) and, when €
is small, (vi) follows from the fact that both S and M° are graphs. The resulting
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submanifold M€ is an approximate solution that is a Lipschitz graph of a map v :
Q C R* — R, where  is a compact region with smooth boundary. Repeating
the construction when n = 5, we see that M€ satisfies the necessary hypotheses
for Theorem 2.4] when n = 4,5. Since the Lawson-Osserman cone is a graphical
strictly stable four dimensional minimal cone in R” with an isolated singularity, we
can apply Proposition [6.1] to N copies of the Lawson-Osserman cone to conclude
Theorem [2.9]

7. REMARKS

Before we conclude, we make a few remarks about remaining questions and future
directions. As mentioned in [26], it is still unclear whether the gluing methods used
in this paper can be extended to minimal cones that are not strictly stable (see
Section 5 in [26]). In addition, the methods used here do not immediately extend
to the case n = 3 since the estimates needed to solve the Dirichlet problem (4.1])
as a fixed point problem break down in this case. For example, the estimates
for the ; at the end of Lemma do not hold. It would be ideal to extend
Theorem [Z4] to the case n = 3. However, since the results on strict stability of
calibrated cones in [3] only hold in dimensions n > 4, it is unclear whether there
exist strictly stable minimal cones when n = 3. Thus, Theorem 2.4 is satisfactory
for current applications. We further remark that the results in [26] and in this
paper only allow us to glue strictly stable minimal cones in a way that ensures
the resulting submanifold is minimal. An interesting question is whether one can
construct specified types of minimal submanifolds via the bridge principle (e.g.
special Lagrangian submanifolds). Finally, we note that the constructions in the
previous section show that the domain in Theorem [2.5]is dumbbell shaped. It would
be of interest to prove Theorem on a convex domain.

8. APPENDIX

8.1. Constructing Approximate Solutions. For completeness, we sketch the
construction of the approximate solutions M. We only consider the bridge con-
struction for two minimal cones since the procedure can be easily extended to any
finite number of cones inductively. For the full details, we refer the reader to Section
2 in [26].

8.1.1. The Case n > 6. Fix n > 6 and let 7 and Cy be n-dimensional minimal
cones in R+ gatisfying the hypotheses of Theorem 2.4l Denote the links of
the C; by X1 and X5, respectively. Let v be a smooth embedded curve connecting
Y1 to ¥ which intersects the ¥; only at its endpoints. We let N be any tubular
neighborhood of v and perturb « so that it is smoothly tangent to C; U Cy at its
endpoints and remains well inside A/. Let v be parameterized by arc-length so that
v 1 [0,60] — R with v(0) = ¢1 € X1 and v(fy) = g2 € X2 where { is the
length of the curve . The idea is to embed v in a smooth n-dimensional strip which
is smoothly attached to C; and C5 at its ends. The submanifold M€ is obtained by
appropriately shrinking the boundary of the strip towards = so that the strip lies
within A/. The strip is constructed as a ruled surface such that cross-sections to =y
are (n — 1)-disks.

Let pi(t), ..., tin—1(t) be an orthonormal set of vector fields along ~ which are
perpendicular to 7/ and tangent to C; and C at t = 0 and t = £y, respectively.
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Then the parameterization
¢ BEH0) x [0, £o] — R

given by
n—1
Yt ... 2" = y(a™) + Z oty (x™)
i=1

is a smooth embedding of the strip BJ%~1(0) x [0, £o] into R™ "™+ if 7 is sufficiently
small. Here, B/~ *(0) is the (n — 1)-ball in R"~! centered at the origin with radius
ro. The radius r¢ can also be chosen small enough so that the image of this strip
under %) is contained in A

At this point, the image of the strip (i.e. ¥(BJ*(0) x [0, £o])) does not smoothly
attach to C7 UCjy, though it is tangent to C; UCs at ¢; and g2. After making small
changes in the embedding % in neighborhoods of (0,...,0) and (0,0,...,4), we
obtain an n-dimensional submanifold of R**™*! that is smooth in the interior away
from two isolated singularities at the vertices of the cones C; and Cs (see pg. 508
in [25] for details), which is just Cy joined to Cy by a thin strip ¥ (B} *(0) x [0, £])
contained in N. The curve + is the image of (0,...,0) x [0, o] under ¥. To smooth
the boundary, one restricts ¢ to an appropriate domain S. C B2 (0) x [0, fo],
depending on €, whose boundary is a smooth surface of revolution about [0, £y] (see
fe on pg. 508 in [25]). Intuitively, this corresponds to pushing the boundary of the
strip toward 7y so that it is smoothly tangent to the 3, at the points of intersection.
The resulting n-dimensional submanifold M€ := Cy U Cy U 9(S,) is an embedded
submanifold of R"*™*1 with boundary that is smooth (including the boundary)
away from two isolated singularities at the vertices of the cones C;. We call the
submanifolds M€ approzimate solutions and identify S. with ¥(S.). We further
note that M€ C M® c M" for 0 < ¢ < § < 7.

Since 1) parameterizes the strip and ||| -4 is bounded independent of ¢, there is
a finite collection of parameterizations of M€, we denote % := {(, )}, with

Y1 =19, I =5,

W :Q— M€ forl=2,...,J covering C1 U Co,
and
(8.1) [¥i]lgs < co and g ' < || DYyl po for each I=1,...,.J

for some constant ¢y depending only on X, ¥, and a C* bound for S, which is
independent of €. Since

" < D¥ullco < co,
lengths and volumes are equivalent in €, and 17 (€Q4). Furthermore, if (g;;) is the

metric tensor on M€ (i.e. g;j = ¥, - ¥, in any coordinate system 1) in one of the
coordinate systems (€;,¢;) (I=2,...,J) and (¢/) = (gi;) "', then

izt (lgislen + 990 o) < cor™, k=0,1,2,3
(8.2) Ao T < (gig) < Mol
Mt < (g7) < Mol

where I is the identity matrix, A\g is a positive constant independent of ¢, and r is
the shortest distance on M€ from the vertices of the cones C; to ¥(€;). When [ = 1,
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the first bound in (82) is independent of r. Furthermore, for each I =2,...,J we

can find an orthonormal frame nq,...,Nm41 for NM€|q, such that
(8.3) {Z;’jl Injll o < cor™™, k=0,1,2,3.

When [ = 1, the bound in (83)]) is again independent of r.

The resulting submanifold M€ is an approximate solution in the sense that the
mean curvature of M€ is small in any LP-norm as € — 0. If H is the mean curvature
of M€, then H is bounded and supported in S, since C7 and C5 are minimal. Thus,
when n > 6

1
(/ |H P daj) "< cVol(Se)% <o
MG
for some constant ¢ independent of e. The mean curvature estimate above plays
a critical role in deriving the estimates necessary to solve the fixed point problem.
This is related to the fact that the mean curvature estimate is better in higher
dimensions. It turns out that this estimate is no good when n = 4,5 so we have to
construct a better approximate solution in this case. This is done by constructing
a strip whose mean curvature is pointwise small depending on e.

8.1.2. The Cases n = 4,5. We now consider the case n = 4,5. As before, we let C1,
C5 be minimal cones in R**™+! with links ¥; and Yo, respectively, which satisfy
the hypotheses of Theorem 2:4] and let v be a smooth embedded curve connecting
31 to Yo which intersects C7 U Cy only at its endpoints. Let A/ be any tubular
neighborhood of 7. Further suppose that « is parameterized by arc-length so that
v 1 [0,40] = R ™+ with v(0) = ¢1 € X1 and v(fp) = g2 € B2 and ¢y is the length
of v. We make the following additional assumptions on ~:

(i) v'(0) L X7 and ~/'(¢y) L Xo;

(ii) ~ is smoothly tangent to C7 U Cy at g1 and ¢o and lies inside N;

(ili) v"(0) L Tg, C1 and ~"(Ly) L T4, Co;

(iv) 4"(t) # 0 for all ¢ € [0, £o).

The conditions (i) and (iv) are not necessary, but simplify the construction. The
condition (iv) is possible since n +m + 1 > 3.

The idea is to construct S as a foliation of (n — 1)-spheres with mean curvature
vector equal to the negative of the curvature of «, similar to the construction in [25]
when n = 2. To simplify the notation, we fix n = 4 and note that the construction
when n = 5 is identical with only minor modifications. We first construct a strip .S
as the image of a smooth embedding

’Q/J : [—7‘0,7'0] X [—TQ,T‘()] X [—TQ,T‘()] X [0,[0] — R5+m

satisfying:

(v) 1(0,0,0,t) = ~(¢) for ¢ € [0, £o];

(vi) S is tangent to C; U Cs at g1 and go;

(vii) The mean curvature of S restricted to + is identically zero.
As before, rg is chosen small enough that the image of the strip under 1 lies in N/
and v is an embedding. For each t € [0, o], let N(t) := N,)¥(t) be the normal
space to () in R™™ and note that dim N(t) = m + 4. Then for each ¢ there
is a 2 + m parameter family of circles in N(¢) that pass through v(¢) and have
curvature —37”(t) at y(t). Fix smooth unit vector fields Vi (t), Va(t), V3(t) along v
such that each V;(t) lies in the smooth vector bundle N (t) N~"(t)* over ~ for each
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t € [0, 4] with V;(0) tangent to C; and V;(¢y) tangent to Co for each i = 1,2, 3.
Further suppose that the V;(t) are orthogonal for each t. For each ¢t € [0, £y] and
cach i = 1,2,3, let C;(t) be the circle tangent to V;(t) with curvature —3~”(t) and
let S(t) be the 3-sphere containing each of the C;(t) as a great circle. Since v # 0
and v is smooth, the sphere S(t) varies smoothly. Let (s1, s2,s3) — ct(s1, 82, 83),
¢t [=ro,70] X [~70,70] X [=70,70] — R3T™ be a parameterization of the sphere
S(t) satisfying:
(a) ¢:(0,0,0) = ~(t) for each ¢ € [0, £o];
(b) For each t € [0, £o], ct(s1,0,0) is a unit speed parameterization of the great
circle Cy(t) with initial position +(t) and initial velocity Vi (t);
(c) For each t € [0, £y, ¢.(0, s2,0) is a unit speed parameterization of the great
circle Co(t) with initial position (¢) and initial velocity Va(t);
(d) For each t € [0, £o], ¢:(0,0, s3) is a unit speed parameterization of the great
circle Cs(t) with initial position «(¢) and initial velocity V5(t).
Define
’Q/J : [—’f‘o,?‘o] X [—7‘0,7‘0] X [—7‘0,7‘0] X [0,[0] — R5+m
by
Yt 2?23, 2t = cpa (2t 22, 23).
It is not hard to show that ¢ is an injective immersion for small ro (hence, an
embedding) and that (v), (vi), and (vii) hold (see [25] as an example).
Let 9. be the restriction of ¥ to

[—€, €] X [—€,€] X [—€,€] X [e,€y — €] for € < 1g.

Using a cutoff argument, one can then extend 1. to [—¢, €] X [—¢, €] X [—¢, €] x [0, £o]
so that its image is a smooth extension of C7 U Cy satisfying:

1DYell e > "

[Yellce < co
(8.4) [Vl g2.e < coe™® for a € (0,1)

H"/JEHCF’ < 006_1

[Vell e < coe™ = for a € (0,1).
The proof is precisely as in [25] (see pg. 511) with only minor adjustments. After
smoothing 1., we once again smooth the boundary of the approximate solution by

restricting the domain of v, to a subdomain S..
We now let

1 := e and Q1 := S,
and let
1/)1:91—)M€f01‘l:2,...,(]

be a covering of C; U Cy by smooth parameterizations over £; C R*, and let % be
the collection {(Ql,z/)l)}le. Next, we decompose S. as S, := T. U P., where the
patching region P, is the part of S¢ lying in

([—e, €] x [—€,€] X [—€,€] x [0,2€]) U ([—€,€] X [—€, €] X [—€, €] x [lo — 2¢, o))
and T is the part of S lying in the length of the strip

[—€, €] X [—€, €] X [—€, €] X [2¢, £y — 2€].
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Then 1|7, and ¢; (I > 1) satisfy the bounds of (BIl), whereas ),
bounds of ([84]) and

Eij (”gij”ck(pé) + HginCk(Pe)) < Coélfk, k= 1,2

(8.5) D (”gij”Ckvo‘(Pe) + Hg”Hc'«a(pe)) <coe TR k=1,2, a€(0,1)
Mot < (9i7) < Aol
AT < (g) < Aol

where I is the identity matrix and A, ¢y are constants satisfying the same properties

as in the case n > 6. Thus, when [ € {2,...,J} we can find a smooth orthonormal
frame for NM€|q, satisfying (83). When I = 1, we can find ny, ..., nmy1 so that

p. satisfies the

E;‘nzl |‘nj|‘c2,ﬂ(QI\Pe) <
(8.6) e Inillen ey < coe'F for k=1,2
Z;-n:l Hnchk,a(Pe) < coel 7R for k=1,2.
Suppose now that the construction above has been repeated for n = 5 and let
H be the mean curvature vector on M€. By the construction above, H = 0 on the
center of T, (i.e. on 7) and, since H is at least C*, a Taylor expansion shows that

|H(z)| < ce for x € T, and c¢ is a constant independent of e. Also, by (83]) we have
|H(z)| < ¢ for x € P.. Using that C; and Cy are minimal, we find

/ |H|P dx = / |H|P dx < ¢ Vol(P.) + ce” Vol(T,) < ce™.
€ Se
It follows that, for n = 4,5 and p > 1, M€ is an approximate solution with

1
(/ |H|pdx)p < cev.
M€

8.2. Schauder Estimates. To prove Proposition [3.5, we need interior Schauder

estimates in By := B} (0) for elliptic systems in R™. Define the operator L; on
wi= (ul,...,umtt) € C?(By;R™*!) given component-wise by
(8.7) (Liu)* = aiju];imj + b;ku; + cFul for each k =1,2,...,m+1,

where we have used summation notation in the variables 4, j,t. We assume the
coefficients are uniformly bounded in C%:

Z (HaincO(Bl) + |aij|a,31) <«

]
Z (HbikHcO(Bl) + |bik|a,31) <«
i,k,t
Z (HCfHCO By T |Cf|a,31) < ¢o.
(B1)
t,k

In addition, we assume that L; is uniformly elliptic:
MM < (a) < Mol
The Schauder estimates we need for the system (7)) are as follows:

Proposition 8.1. If u € C%%(By;R™ ") satisfies Lyu = f in By for some f €
C%(By;R™T1) | then there is a constant ¢ depending on n, m, «, and co such that

lulczes,) < elllulleos,) + 1 £llco.as,))-
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A simple rescaling argument then gives the following useful corollary:

Corollary 8.2. If u € C?%(By,; R™*) satisfies Liu = f in By, for some f €
C%%(By,; R™ 1Y) then there is a constant ¢ depending onn, m, o, and co such that

|D?ul(a),B, < e(r™ *|lullcop,,y + 7 I fllcow(Bs.y)-

Since the second-order term in (87 does not have any coupling of the compo-
nents of u, Proposition Bl and Corollary ([82]) can be proved by the usual pertur-
bation methods used in the proof of the Schauder estimates for uniformly elliptic
scalar equations (i.e. comparing with the Laplacian). We leave the details to the
reader (see also Section 3 in [25]).

8.3. The Case n > 6. The proof when n > 6 follows Section 4 in [26] with only
minor changes. Despite this, we chose to present the proof for completeness and
comparison to the case n = 4,5. Since the structure of the arguments are similar in
form, regardless of dimension, we just need to prove versions of results in Section
4 above.

Let Bg, 51, .., Bk be an increasing sequence of numbers such that

2 2 (n—1) 2
ﬂo.—2—ﬁ—ﬁandﬂ[(.— D) —F

Further suppose
1
Br > Pry1— — for k=0,1,..., K — 1.
n

Since n?(Bx — Bo) < n® for each n, we can assume K := K(n) <n®. Let
520'0<0'1<"'<0'K,1:%

be a subdivision of [%, %] such that o — op_1 < n%, and let

Vi =Sk 4 1,05 foreachk=1,..., K -1,

Vo = Mg, and VK = S; 1.

4 472

Define % := J# (n, ¢, a,v) to be the set of all U € C2*(M€) such that U = ¥, on
OM€ for some A € Q. and U satisfies the following estimates:

2 _

(1) HkaHco(Me) S 62_k_" "714 fOl“ k = O7 1, 2,
1
2

(i) [Ulkaonrs <€ F 57257 for k=0,1,2;

)
2

(iii) HkaHCO(VZ) <P Ffork=0,1,2andl=1,...,K;
(iv) |Ulkan, <€Ak for k=0,1,2and [ = 1,..., K;
(v) ||VkU||CO(S;2T)rk’Vi < T TRk for ko= 0,1,2, r € (0, i], and 1 =

1,...,N;

n—1

(Vi) [Ulgasr, 50" < €& 7217  for k= 0,1,2, 7 € (0,4] and i =

1 N:

) AT e
(Vll) HUHLif(Me)+||VU||L2(M5) <e 2 nd

n2-n—4 1

(viil) [|[V2U | apey S €2 707
2
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Proposition 8.3. IfU € J# (n,¢,a,v), then:
(a) For each x € M§ we have

BW)@)| < c0) (U@ + VU ()
+ |U@)|IV2U ()] + [VU (@) [92U (@) )
(b) |B(U)]ay, < c(0)(eP727> 4 57479 for 1 =0,1,...,K;
(c) Forz € C; andr = |z —ps|, i=1,...,N, we have
EU)@)] < o(r U @) + 77! VU ()]
+ 17 U @) VAU @)+ VU @) P92 (2));

@) 1B lcos: ) < C" BT for (0 < 1 < 1
(€) [E(U)|q,s:, < e R vi—2—a foro<r< %,
where ¢ is a universal constant and c(d) depending only on 4.

Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 4.2 O

If U € #, then E(U) € C%*(M¢) € CY*(M¢) where v/ := 2v — (3,...,3) and
v=v—(2,...,2) so we may apply Lemma[Bd to the solution V of {@I]). Then on
each C; (i =1,...,N), V has the asymptotic expansion (£35]) in polar coordinates.

As before, define Ay (M) by ([@6).

Lemma 8.4. For any a € (0,1) and any v such that v; > 2 for each i, there
exists a universal constant €y such that, if ¢ < eg and U € J (n, €, a,v), there is a
unique A € Q¢ such that the solution V' of [@I) satisfies Ay (A«) = 0. Moreover,
A« depends continuously on U.

Proof. Fix U € & and let V := V) be the solution of [@I]) for A € Q.. On X;, V
has the L?(3;) expansion 7). However, on ¥; \ UpDss, (qx) we have V = ¥!, due

to the boundary conditions. For each i =1,..., N, define V' := V' € C>*(%;) by

Vi(l“) ) V() when = € Dsoc(qr), qx € i
10 when z € 3, \ UrDs0e(qr)-

Then V' has an L2 (3;) expansion

and on X; we have V = \Iﬂ)\l + v Explicitly,
s= > N+ 0+ (V49"

i<Ji

(8.8) 1%

As before, we need to solve the fixed point problem
F—7y=2\
uniquely for A € . and € sufficiently small. Here,
F=(F(1),....F; (1),....FN(1),...,F7 (1))
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and
Ty = (1A, ., Ty (N, .., oY (A), -, B0 (V).
We first estimate F'. Fori=1,...,N and j =1,...,J; we have

|F;(1)| = ‘ /1 Fl-n=27; (/T s"_l"”;EJi-(U(s)) ds) dT‘.
0

0

Using the definition of E}(U((s)), Proposition B3] and the definition of %, we may
argue as in Lemma to find

(8.9) |F| < e 31
We now estimate ). As in the proof of Lemma [£3, we have

[T (N)] < C?HVHCO(M%)GHA-

Hence, we need an estimate for ||V||CO(M€1 ). Using Lemma 3.7 the definition of

A, the properties of Uy, and (219) we find that

n—1

n—3_ 3
IVilizqarey + 9V zaapey < er (€570 4 6%

(8.10) FIEON 2irenrg) + VB z2qarg))-

2

Arguing similarly as was done to estimate |F| gives

n—3_2
||E(U)||L2(M€\Mel) < cge"T3TAT,
3

By Proposition83|(a), the definition of ¢, and the Minkowski inequality, we obtain

4

ntl—4_ 4
(8.11) IEU) 172 (ars y < coe™H 77701
2

Piecing these estimates together yields
n-1
(8.12) ||V||Li7(Mé) + ||VV||L2(M€) < Clo€ 7

Using (812) and the prior estimates, we can now repeat the arguments in Lemma
43 to find

(8.13) Vo, -)<ene™.

12

o=

By Proposition B3 we have
ppp S e(IVleogs,
4°3 6’
Hence, (B13) and Proposition B3 yield
IVVlcos
IVVlos

19V llgogs ) HIE@) lgoags, ,))-
6’12

5
12

n—1
) < ci3¢€ 2 whenn >8

o=

L

8.14
( ) ) < 013671747% when n =6, 7.

o=

L

We now let ¢ € C?(M€) be a cutoff function satisfying

1, x € MS

— 3
P@) =1, o€ M€\ M.
4
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By Corollary B2 we have

eV llonqary) < e (I1Hol 0w qa ) + 1Bl gom iy + IV
1

L2(M9)
4 1

(8.15) + ||V||CO(S%’%) HIVVI g4

») )+ ||‘I’/\||CO(8M6))-

Using Proposition B3(a) and the Minkowski inequality (see pg. 628 in [26]), one
finds

1
4

4

||E( )||Lg+T(Me) _Cl4€ n ' p2 pd

for 7 small enough, and arguing Slmllarly to the case n = 4,5 shows
n—1

||VV||L%+T < ci5€e Z .

(511)

ol

1
1
Furthermore, (2I9) shows

[ Hol

2
n

3

LE+( (o) < ci6€

for small 7. Combining the previous three estimates above with (812)), (814), and

(B15) shows that

(8.16) Vo) < care
1

_2_
n

1
8

Using (8.10), we see that
n—i—l—g—i8

(8.17) ||5>\||CO(Q€) S C2€n71||v||co(Mel) S C18€ n.o n8
2

By (89) and (8IT), we conclude

_Q_ 2
||F_§A||CO(Q€) §019€n 3 nt.

It follows that A — F' — 7 maps ) into €2 for all € < €y, where ¢y = 01_7"4. That
this map is a contraction is an immediate consequence of the Lemma (4.4 O

Denote the A\, in Lemma B4 by A(U).

Proposition 8.5. Suppose U € A (n,e,a,v) for a € (0,1), v; > 2, and € < €
where €y satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma [84] and Lemma 4} Then the unique
solution V' of

LV =Hy+ EU) on M€
V= \I]A(U on OM¢
given by Lemma[3.7 and Lemma[84) is in C2*(MF€).

Proof. By Lemma and Lemma R4 on each C; the solution V has the L?(%;)
expansion in polar coordinates:

w) = 0 Finiw) + > (afri + ) n) ()
J<Ji J>Ji
for unique aj =1,...,Nand j = J; + 1,.... The first step is to estimate
[V (rw)ll 2z, for r < % By B3), we have

|F;(T)| < IRl
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Hence, for r < %

(8.18) > Fi(rmi(w) < o3 p 2L
J<Ji
By Lemma 3.9 we have

Z (aj—rﬁ + F;(T))n;(w) < ( Z |a;|2> ETW

L2(%;)

1

1 1
+C(/o 83—2w||E(U(sw))||L2(Ei)ds) i

We need an estimate for each of the terms on the right-hand side. Setting r =1
and using that F}(1) = 0 for j > J;, we get

(8.19) Vis,= Y Fi(L)n)+ > alm.
J<Ji J>Ji
On the other hand, in the proof of Lemma [84] it was seen that
Vig,= Ui, + V.
Since V' =V on D := UgDse(qr) and is zero on X; \ D, by (BI6]) and the fact that
Vol(D) < ce" ! we see that

2

HV'Ei”L?(Ei) < 0367%3_5_$ forn>28
33
HV'&”[}(&) < c3€” 3-51 forn =6,7.

Rearranging terms in (819) and combining the above estimate with (89]) shows

<2j>J«;
(8.20)

<2j>J«;

Arguing as in [89) and [8TI]), we find

(8.21) (/01 g3

Together, 8I8), 820), and B2I) show that for r € (0,1] and i = 1,...,N we
have

3
1|2 nis_2_ L
aj| <cqe 2 n w8 forn>8

1
2
- _g_ 3
a}|2> < s30T for n=6,7.

1
E(U(sw)ll 2(s,) ds) P <o TR 4 ),

ntl_2_ 1 .
(8.22) {”V(W)HL?(&) <cge? TRTRTrY whenn > 7

||V(Tw)||L2(Zi) < c€® "5 when n = 6.

We can use ([822) to get a C? estimate for V near p;. By Corollary together
with a covering argument, for 0 < r < % we have

||V||CU(S¢'Y2T) = 07(T7%||V||L2(S%AT) + T”E(U)”L"(S%AT))

4r 1
< e (T(/ -1 |V(sw)|2dwds)2 +r||E(U)||Ln(S£Y8T)>-
2

P
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Arguing as in [83), we find that for 0 < r < %
THE(U)HL”(S%AT) < Cgen_?’_%?ﬂ”f2 for n > 6.

Using (822]), we deduce that the first term in the sum on the right-hand side is
bounded by

n+1

a
cipe 2 n wIrYiforn>7
_3
c10€2 5 i forn =6
implying

WVilcogs:, ) < 1€’ TRTRTM when n > 7
T,ar

(8.23) 4 s
”V”CO(Si o) < 1€ 61 1rY when n = 6.

foreachi=1,...,Nand 0 < r < %. Hence, Corollary [3.5(b) shows

n+1

1
) - =T Vi —Q
|V|Q)S;,2T <ceppe T RfrYiT® forp > 8

(8.24) no1_ 1
V], gi <ciae 2 22 Vi@ for p = 6,7.
a,S} ,

We can now deduce higher derivative estimates by applying Corollary (a)
and (b), (823]), and Proposition B3] to find that for each ¢ = 1,..., N, k = 1,2,
and 0 <7 < %

||VkVHCO(S;‘m) = 013;;1

195 sy

2 1
TR wApti=k for p > 8
(8.25)

n-3_ _1 bk
< cize z " ArYiTF forn =6,7.

)
and when k£ = 1,2 we have

ntl_2_ 1

V| i <cpu€e T n ndprithoa when > 8
(8.26) Fr0:Sr.2r nol_ 1,
|V|k1a)5;-,2r <epg€e T Tamd T NYiT for n =6, 7.

for each i =1,...,N and 0 < r < 1. Thus, 823), (824), 82F), and (820) imply

V € C2%(M?¢) so the proof is complete. O
The final lemma needed to prove Theorem 2.4 when n > 6 is the following;:

Lemma 8.6. For any a € (0,1) and any v with v; > 2 for each i, there is a
universal constant g > 0 such that

T: X (n,e,a,v) = H(n,e,a,v) for all € < €.

Since the proof is exactly the same as Lemma [£.0] we omit the details (see also
Lemma 4.2 in [26]). Combining the results in this section with those in Section 4
and Section 5 yields Theorem 24
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