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Abstract. In this paper, we prove the following version of the famous

Bernstein’s theorem: Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a closed and connected set

with Hausdorff dimension n. Assume that X satisfies the monotonicity

formula at p ∈ X. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) X is an affine linear subspace;

(2) X is a definable set that is Lipschitz regular at infinity and its

geometric tangent cone at infinity, C(X,∞), is a linear subspace;

(3) X is a definable set, blow-spherical regular at infinity and C(X,∞)

is a linear subspace;

(4) X is a definable set that is Lipschitz normally embedded at infinity

and C(X,∞) is a linear subspace;

(5) the density of X at infinity is 1.

Consequently, we prove the following generalization of Bernstein’s

theorem: Let X ⊂ Rn+1 be a closed and connected set with Hausdorff

dimension n. Assume that X satisfies the monotonicity formula at p ∈ X

and there are compact sets K ⊂ Rn and K̃ ⊂ Rn+1 such that X \ K̃

is a minimal hypersurface that is the graph of a C2-smooth function

u : Rn \K → R. Assume that u has bounded derivative whenever n > 7.

Then X is a hyperplane. Several other results are also presented. For

example, we generalize the o-minimal Chow’s theorem, we prove that

any entire complex analytic set that is bi-Lipschitz homeomorphic to a

definable set in an o-minimal structure must be an algebraic set. We

also obtain that Yau’s Bernstein Problem, which says that an oriented

stable complete minimal hypersurface in Rn+1 with n ≤ 6 must be a

hyperplane, holds true whether the hypersurface is a definable set in an

o-minimal structure.
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1. Introduction

We start this article by reminding the famous Bernstein’s problem:

Bernstein’s problem. If the graph of a function on Rn is a minimal hy-

persurface in Rn+1, does this imply that the function is linear?

The answer is negative when n is at least 8 (see [10]), but the answer

was proved to be positive the cases n = 2 by Bernstein (see [4]), n = 3 by

DeGiorgi (see [13]), n = 4 by Almgren (see [2]) and n ≤ 7 by Simons (see

[50]). The positive answers can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let M ⊂ Rn+1 be a minimal hypersurface which is a graph

of C2-smooth function u : Rn → R with 2 ≤ n ≤ 7. Then u is a linear

function and M must be a hyperplane.
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Furthermore, the celebrated theorem due to J. Moser in [31], called Moser’s

Bernstein Theorem, says the following:

Theorem 1.2 (Moser’s Bernstein Theorem). Let M ⊂ Rn+1 be a minimal

hypersurface which is a graph of an entire Lipschitz function u : Rn → R.
Then u is a linear function and M must be a hyperplane.

Let us remark that, in general, Moser’s Bernstein theorem does not hold

in higher codimension. Lawson and Osserman in [28] presented a minimal

cone which is the graph of a Lipschitz mapping, but is not an affine linear

subspace, more precisely, they presented the following:

Example 1.3 (Theorem 7.1 in [28]). The graph of the Lipschitz mapping

f : R4 → R3 given by f(0) = 0 and

f(x) =

√
5

2
∥x∥η

(
x

∥x∥

)
, ∀x ̸= 0,

is a minimal cone, where η : S3 → S2 is the Hopf mapping given by

η(z1, z2) = (|z1|2 − |z2|2, 2z1z̄2).

Several other mathematicians approached Moser’s Bernstein Theorem in

higher codimension (for example, see [3], [23], [24], [25] and [54]).

In this direction, we prove the following result:

Theorem 5.1. Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a connected closed set with Hausdorff

dimension n. Then, X is an n-dimensional affine linear subspace if and

only if we have the following:

(1) X satisfies the monotonicity formula at some p ∈ X;

(2) there are compact sets K ⊂ Rn and K̃ ⊂ Rn+k such that X \ K̃ is

the graph of a C1-smooth function u : Rn \ K → Rk with bounded

derivative;

(3) N (X,∞) is a linear subspace.

In order to know, for a subset X ⊂ Rn+k, with Hausdorff dimension n

and p ∈ X, we say that X satisfies the monotonicity formula at p if

the function θn(X, p, ·) : (0,+∞)→ [1,+∞) given by

θn(X, p, r) =
Hn(X ∩Bn

r (p))

µnrn

is well-defined and nondecreasing, and satisfies the following expression:

(i) X is C1-smooth at p if and only if θn(X, p) := lim
r→0+

θn(X, p, r) = 1;



4 J. E. SAMPAIO AND E. C. DA SILVA

(ii) θn(X, p, ·) is a constant function if and only ifX is a cone with vertex

at p,

where µn is the volume of the n-dimensional Euclidean unit ball, Hn(A) is

the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure of A, and Bm
r (p) ⊂ Rm is the open

Euclidean ball centered at p of radius r > 0. Moreover, N (X,∞) is the union

of all hyperplanes T such that there is a sequence {xj}j ⊂ X \ Sing1(X)

such that lim ∥xj∥ = +∞ and TxjX converges to T , where Sing1(X) is the

set of points x ∈ X such that X ∩ U is not a C1 smooth submanifold of

Rn+k, for any open neighborhood U ⊂ Rn+k of x.

Remark 1.4. If X ⊂ Rn+k is a complete minimal submanifold or a closed

area-minimizing set, then X satisfies the monotonicity formula at any p ∈
X. In particular, any entire-pure dimensional complex analytic set X ⊂ Cn

satisfies the monotonicity formula at any p ∈ X.

In Section 5, we present several consequences of Theorem 5.1. Moreover,

in subsection 5.1, by presenting several examples, we show that Theorem

5.1 is sharp such that no hypothesis can be dropped.

Another natural question is whether Moser’s Bernstein Theorem can be

generalized to the parametric case. Thus, the following questions arise:

Question 1. Given a smooth minimal hypersurface M ⊂ Rn+1 which is

bi-Lipschitz homeomorphic to Rn, is M an affine linear subspace?

Recently, [18] and [42] approached Question 1 in higher codimension for

complex analytic sets. For instance, they proved that a pure dimensional

complex analytic set that is Lipschitz regular at infinity (see Definition 2.6)

must be an affine linear subset.

In this article, we use the concepts of [18] and [42] to provide partial

positive answers to Question 1, even for high codimensions. We prove the

following:

Theorem 4.1. Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a closed and connected set with n =

dimH X. Assume that X satisfies the monotonicity formula at some p ∈ X.

Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) X is an affine linear subspace;

(2) X is a definable set, blow-spherical regular at infinity and C(X,∞)

is a linear subspace;

(3) X is a definable set that is Lipschitz regular at infinity and C(X,∞)

is a linear subspace;
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(4) X is an LNE at infinity definable set and C(X,∞) is a linear sub-

space;

(5) θn(X) := lim
r→+∞

Hn(X∩Bn
r (0))

µnrn
= 1.

We obtain several consequences, for instance, we recover the results proven

in [18] and [45].

The main tool to prove Theorem 4.1 is the Kurdyka-Raby’s formula at

infinity.

Theorem 3.1. (Kurdyka-Raby’s formula at infinity). Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a

definable set in an o-minimal structure on R with n = dimX. Let C1, ..., Cm

be the connected components of CSmp(X,∞). Then, θn(X) is defined; more-

over for each x ∈ Rn+k,

θn(X) = lim
r→+∞

Hn(X ∩Bn+k
r (x))

µnrn
=

m∑
j=1

kX,∞(Cj)
Hn(Cj ∩Bn+k

1 )

µn
.

We prove this formula in Section 3. Furthermore, we present some con-

sequences of Theorem 3.1. For instance, we obtain the o-minimal Chow’s

theorem proved in [35, Corollary 4.5] as follows:

Corollary 3.9 (O-minimal Chow’s theorem). Let X ⊂ Cn+k be a pure-

dimensional entire complex analytic set with dimCX = n. Then, X is a

complex algebraic set if and only if X is definable in an o-minimal structure

on R.

We obtain the following generalization of the o-minimal Chow’s theorem:

Corollary 3.10 (Lipschitz o-minimal Chow’s theorem). Let X ⊂ Cn+k be

a pure-dimensional entire complex analytic set with dimCX = n. Then, X

is a complex algebraic set if and only if X is lipeomorphic at infinity to a

definable set in an o-minimal structure on R.

We obtain also that the Yau’s Bernstein Problem (see Problem 102 in

[55]), which says that an oriented stable complete minimal hypersurface in

Rn+1 with n ≤ 6 must be a hyperplane, holds true whether the hypersurface

is a definable set in an o-minimal structure on R (see Corollary 3.11).

2. Preliminaries

All the sets herein are assumed to be equipped with the induced Euclidean

metric.
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2.1. O-minimal structures.

Definition 2.1. A structure on R is a collection S = {Sn}n∈N where each

Sn is a set of subsets of Rn, satisfying the following axioms:

1) All algebraic subsets of Rn are in Sn;
2) For every n, Sn is a Boolean subalgebra of the powerset of Rn;

3) If A ∈ Sm and B ∈ Sn, then A×B ∈ Sm+n.

4) If π : Rn+1 → Rn is the projection on the first n coordinates and

A ∈ Sn+1, then π(A) ∈ Sn.

The structure S is said to be o-minimal if it satisfies the following condi-

tion:

5) The elements of S1 are precisely finite unions of points and intervals.

A element of Sn is called definable in S.

Throughout this paper, we fix an o-minimal structure S on R.

Definition 2.2. A mapping f : A ⊂ Rn → Rm is called definable in S if

its graph is an element of Sn+m.

In the sequel, the adjective definable denotes definable in S.

2.2. Dimension of definable sets.

Definition 2.3. Let X ⊂ Rm be a subset and k be a positive integer. The

Ck singular set of X, denoted by Singk(X), is the set of points x ∈ X such

that U ∩X is not a smooth submanifold of Rm for any open neighbourhood

U of x. A point of Singk(X) is called a Ck singular point (or a Ck

singularity) of X. If p ∈ Regk(X) := X \ Singk(X), we say that X is

smooth at p.

Thus, if p ∈ Regk(X) = X \ Singk(X), there is open neighbourhood

U ⊂ Rm of p such that X ∩U is a Ck smooth submanifold of Rm and, then,

we define the real dimension of X at p by dimpX = dimX ∩ U . Thus,

we define the dimension of X by

dimX = max
p∈Reg1(X)

dimpX.

We say that X is a pure-dimensional set, if dimX = dimpX for all

p ∈ Reg1(X).

In the case that X ⊂ Rm is a definable set, we have that Singk(X) is

also a definable set with dimSing(X) < dimX and dimX is equal to the

Hausdorff dimension of X, denoted here by dimH X.
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In the case that X ⊂ Cm ∼= R2m is a complex analytic set, we define the

complex dimension of X as dimCX = 1
2 dimX.

2.3. Lipschitz regularity at infinity.

Definition 2.4. Let X ⊂ Rn and Y ⊂ Rm be two subsets. A mapping

ϕ : X → Y is Lipschitz if there is a constant C ≥ 0 such that

∥ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)∥ ≤ C∥x− y∥, ∀x, y ∈ X.

In this case, we also say that ϕ is C-Lipschitz. Moreover, a mapping ϕ : X →
Y is a lipeomorphism if ϕ is a homeomorphism such that ϕ and ϕ−1 are

Lipschitz. When there is a lipeomorphism ϕ : X → Y , we say that X and Y

are lipeomorphic.

Definition 2.5. Let X ⊂ Rn and Y ⊂ Rm be two subsets. We say that X

and Y are lipeomorphic at infinity, if there exist compact subsets K ⊂ Rn

and K̃ ⊂ Rm such that X \K and Y \ K̃ are lipeomorphic.

Definition 2.6. A subset X ⊂ Rm is called Lipschitz regular at infinity

if X and Rn are lipeomorphic at infinity for some n ∈ N.

2.4. Lipschitz normal embedding at infinity. Let us recall the defini-

tion of the inner distance. Given a path connected subset X ⊂ Rm the inner

distance on X is defined as follows: given two points x1, x2 ∈ X, dX(x1, x2)

is the infimum of the lengths of paths on X connecting x1 to x2. As stated

in Section 2, all the sets considered herein are supposed to be equipped with

the induced Euclidean metric. Whenever we consider the inner distance, we

emphasize it clearly.

Definition 2.7 (See [6]). A subset X ⊂ Rm is called Lipschitz normally

embedded (or shortly LNE) if there exists C > 0 such that

dX(x1, x2) ≤ C∥x1 − x2∥

for all x1, x2 ∈ X. In this case, we also say that X is C-LNE.

In [18], the following definition was presented:

Definition 2.8. A subset X ⊂ Rn is Lipschitz normally embedded

at infinity (or shortly LNE at infinity) if there exists a compact subset

K ⊂ Rn such that X \K is Lipschitz normally embedded.
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2.5. Tangent cones.

Definition 2.9. Let X ⊂ Rm be an unbounded set (resp. p ∈ X be a non-

isolated point). We say that v ∈ Rm is a tangent vector of X at infinity

(resp. p) if there are a sequence of points {xi} ⊂ X tending to infinity

(resp. p) and a sequence of positive real numbers {ti} such that

lim
i→∞

1

ti
xi = v (resp. lim

i→∞

1

ti
(xi − p) = v).

Let C(X,∞) (resp. C(X, p)) denote the set of all tangent vectors of X at

infinity (resp. p). We call C(X,∞) the geometric tangent cone of X at

infinity (resp. p).

Another way to present the geometric tangent cone at infinity (resp. p)

of a subset X ⊂ Rm is via the spherical blow-up at infinity (resp. p) of Rm.

Let us consider the spherical blowing-up at infinity (resp. p) of Rm,

ρ∞ : Sm−1 × (0,+∞) → Rm (resp. ρp : Sm−1 × [0,+∞) → Rm), given by

ρ∞(x, r) = 1
rx (resp. ρp(x, r) = rx+ p).

Note that ρ∞ : Sm−1× (0,+∞)→ Rm \ {0} (resp. ρp : Sm−1× (0,+∞)→
Rm \ {0}) is a homeomorphism with inverse mapping ρ−1

∞ : Rm \ {0} →
Sm−1× (0,+∞) (resp. ρ−1

p : Rm \{0} → Sm−1× (0,+∞)) given by ρ−1
∞ (x) =

( x
∥x∥ ,

1
∥x∥) (resp. ρ

−1
p (x) = ( x−p

∥x−p∥ , ∥x− p∥)).
The strict transform of the subset X under the spherical blowing-up

ρ∞ (resp. ρp) is X ′
∞ := ρ−1

∞ (X \ {0}) (resp. X ′
p := ρ−1

p (X \ {0})). The

subset X ′
∞∩(Sm−1×{0}) (resp. X ′

p∩(Sm−1×{0})) is called the boundary

of X ′
∞ (resp. X ′

p) and is denoted as ∂X ′
∞ (resp. ∂X ′

p).

Remark 2.10. If X ⊂ Rm is a definable set in an o-minimal structure, then

∂X ′
∞ = (C(X,∞) ∩ Sm−1)× {0} (resp. ∂X ′

p = (C(X, p) ∩ Sm−1)× {0}.

We finish this Subsection by reminding the invariance of the tangent cone

at infinity under lipeomorphisms at infinity obtained in the paper [44] (see

also [18, Theorem 2.19]).

Theorem 2.11 (Corollary 2.11 in [44]). Let X ⊂ Rm and Y ⊂ Rk be

unbounded definable sets with n = dimX = dimY . If there exist compact

subsets K ⊂ Rm and K̃ ⊂ Rk, and a lipeomorphism φ : X \ K → Y \ K̃,

then there is a globally defined lipeomorphism dφ : C(X,∞)→ C(Y,∞) with

dφ(0) = 0.
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2.6. Relative multiplicities at infinity. LetX ⊂ Rm be an n-dimensional

definable subset in an o-minimal structure and p ∈ Rm ∪ {∞}. We say that

x ∈ ∂X ′
p is simple point of ∂X ′

p, if there is an open subset U ⊂ Rm+1 with

x ∈ U such that:

a) the connected components X1, · · · , Xr of (X
′
p∩U)\∂X ′

p are topolog-

ical submanifolds of Rm+1 with dimXi = dimX, for all i = 1, · · · , r;
b) (Xi ∪ ∂X ′

p) ∩ U are topological manifolds with boundary ∂X ′
p ∩ U ,

for all i = 1, · · · , r.

Let Smp(∂X ′
p) be the set of simple points of ∂X ′

p and we define CSmp(X, p) =

{t·x; t > 0 and (x, 0) ∈ Smp(∂X ′)}. Let kX,p : CSmp(X, p)→ N be the func-

tion such that kX,p(x) is the number of connected components of the germ

(ρ−1(X \ {p}), v), where v = ( x
∥x∥ , 0).

Remark 2.12. Smp(∂X ′
p) is an open dense subset of the (n−1)-dimensional

part of ∂X ′
p whenever ∂X ′

p is an (n − 1)-dimensional subset, where n =

dimX.

Definition 2.13. It is clear that the function kX,p is locally constant. In

fact, kX,p is constant for each connected component Xj of CSmp(X, p). We

define the relative multiplicity at p of X (along of Xj) as kX,p(Xj) :=

kX,p(x) where x ∈ Xj.

Definition 2.14. Let X ⊂ Rm and Y ⊂ Rk be closed sets. Let p ∈
Rm ∪ {∞}, q ∈ Rk ∪ {∞} and a homeomorphism φ : X → Y such that

q = lim
x→p

φ(x), is said a blow-spherical homeomorphism at p, if the

homeomorphism

ρ−1
q ◦ φ ◦ ρp : ρ−1

p (X \ {p})→ ρ−1
q (Y \ {q})

extends to a homeomorphism φ′ : X ′
p → Y ′

q .

2.7. Blow-spherical invariance of the relative multiplicities at in-

finity. The following result was presented in [45, Proposition 3.5] for semi-

algebraic sets, but the proof is the same for definable sets in an o-minimal

structure as we can see in [38, Teorema 3.1.7].

Proposition 2.15. Let X ⊂ Rm and Y ⊂ Rk be definable subsets in an o-

minimal structure on R. Let φ : X → Y be a blow-spherical homeomorphism

at p ∈ Rn ∪ {∞}. Then φ′(Smp(∂X ′
p)) = Smp(∂Y ′

q ) and

kX,p(x) = kY,q(φ
′(x)),

for all x ∈ Smp(∂X ′
p), where q = lim

x→p
φ(x).
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2.8. Bi-Lipschitz invariance of the relative multiplicities at infinity.

Theorem 2.16. Let X ⊂ Rm and Y ⊂ Rk be unbounded definable sets with

n = dimX = dimY . If there exist compact subsets K ⊂ Rm and K̃ ⊂ Rk,

and a lipeomorphism φ : X \K → Y \ K̃, then there exists a lipeomorphism

dφ : C(X,∞)→ C(Y,∞) that satisfies

kX,∞(x) = kY,∞(dφ(x)), ∀x ∈ CSmp(X,∞) ∩ dφ−1(CSmp(Y,∞)).

In particular, dφ|CSmp(X,∞) : CSmp(X,∞)→ CSmp(Y,∞) is a lipeomorphism

where CSmp(X,∞) ̸= ∅.

Proof. We closely follow the proof of Theorem 4.2 in [41], but because its

importance in this article, we present the proof here.

By making identifications X \ K ←→ X \ K × {0} and Y \ K̃ ←→
{0} × Y \ K̃, we can assume that m = k and φ is globally defined in Rm.

We know that there exist a sequence of positive real numbers S = {tj}j∈N
and a lipeomorphism dφ : C(X,∞)→ C(Y,∞) such that

tj → +∞ and
φ(tjv)

tj
→ dφ(v), ∀v ∈ C(X,∞).

For more details, see [39], [18], [19] and [44].

Thus, ρ−1 ◦ φ ◦ ρ : SX → Y ′ is an injective and continuous mapping that

continuously extends to a mapping φ′ : SX → Y ′, where ρ = ρ∞ and

SX = {(x, s) ∈ Sm−1 × (0,+∞); 1
s · x ∈ X and 1

s ∈ S}.

We note that Smp(∂X ′
∞) = ∅ (resp. Smp(∂Y ′

∞) = ∅) if and only if

dimC(X,∞) < dimX (resp. dimC(Y,∞) < dimY ). Since by Theorem

2.11, dimC(X,∞) = dimC(Y,∞), then we obtain that Smp(∂X ′
∞) = ∅ if

and only if Smp(∂Y ′
∞) = ∅. However, when Smp(∂X ′

∞) = Smp(∂Y ′
∞) = ∅,

we have nothing to do. Thus, we can assume that Smp(∂X ′
∞) ̸= ∅ and, thus,

Smp(∂Y ′
∞) ̸= ∅ as well. Further, CSmp(X,∞) (resp. CSmp(Y,∞)) is a dense

subset in the n-dimensional part of C(X,∞) (resp. C(Y,∞)). Therefore,

dφ(CSmp(X,∞)) ∩ CSmp(Y,∞) is a dense subset in the n-dimensional part

of C(Y,∞) and CSmp(Y,∞).

Let X1, · · · , Xr be the connected components of CSmp(X,∞) and let

Y1, · · · , Ys be the connected components of CSmp(Y,∞). For each point

x ∈ Xj , we know that kX,∞(Xj) = kX,∞(x) is the number of connected com-

ponents of the germ (ρ−1
∞ (X) ∩Bm+1

δ (x), x). Then, kX,∞(x) can be seen as

the number of connected components of the set (SX∩Sm−1×{tj})∩Bm+1
δ (x)

for all sufficiently large k.
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Let π : Rm → Rn be a linear projection such that

π−1(0) ∩ (C(X,∞) ∪ C(Y,∞)) = {0}.

Let ramification loci of

π|X : X → Rn and π|C(X,∞) : C(X,∞)→ Rn

be σ(X) and σ(C(X,∞)) respectively. Similarly, we define σ(Y ) and σ(C(Y,∞)).

Let Z = σ(X) ∪ σ(C(X,∞)), W = σ(Y ) ∪ σ(C(Y,∞)), and

Σ = Z ∪ C(Z,∞) ∪ π(dφ−1(π|−1
Y ∪C(Y,∞)(W ∪ C(W,∞))).

Since π|Y ∪C(Y,∞) is a proper mapping, dφ is a lipeomorphism, and dimZ ∪
W ≤ n−1, we obtain that dimΣ ≤ n−1. Thus, we obtain that if v′ ∈ Rn\Σ
then π|−1

X (v′) ⊂ Rm \ π|−1
X (Z ∪C(Z,∞)) and for any vi ∈ π|−1

X (v′), we have

that w′
i = π(dφ(vi)) ∈ Rn \ (W ∪ C(W,∞)). For η,R > 0, we define the

following set

Cη,R(v
′) = {w ∈ Rn| ∃t > 0; ∥tv′ − w∥ < ηt} \Bn

R(0).

Let η,R > 0 be sufficiently large such that Cη,R(v
′) ⊂ Rn \(Z∪C(Z,∞)).

Then, we obtain that π|V : V → Cη,R(v
′) is a lipeomorphism for each con-

nected component V of π−1(Cη,R(v
′))∩X. Therefore, for each j = 1, . . . , r,

there are different connected components Vj1, . . . , VjkX(Xj) of π
−1(Cη,R(v

′))∩
X such that

C(Vji,∞) \ {0} ⊂ Xj , ∀i ∈ {1, ..., kX,∞(Xj)}.

Let ρ∞ : Sm−1 × (0,+∞) → Rm be the spherical blow-up at infinity.

Fixed j ∈ {1, · · · , r}, let us suppose that there is q ∈ {1, · · · , s} such that

dφ(Xj) ∩ Yq ̸= ∅ and kX,∞(Xj) > kY,∞(Yq), it means that if we consider a

point x = (v, 0) ∈ (Xj ∩ Sm−1) × {0} with dφ(x) ∈ Yq and, since dimΣ ≤
n − 1, we can assume that π(v) ̸∈ Σ, then there are at least two different

connected components Vji and Vjl of π
−1(Cη,R(π(v))) ∩ X and sequences

{(xj , t−1
j )}j∈N ⊂ ρ−1(Vji) ∩ SX and {(yj , t−1

j )}j∈N ⊂ ρ−1(Vjl) ∩ SX such

that lim(xj , t
−1
j ) = lim(yj , t

−1
j ) = x and φ′(xj , t

−1
j ), φ′(yj , t

−1
j ) ∈ ρ−1(Ṽqℓ)

for all j ∈ N, where Ṽqℓ is a connected component of π−1(Cη̃,R̃(π(dφ(v))))∩Y
for some η̃, R̃ > 0 such that

Cη̃,R̃(w
′) = {w̃ ∈ Rn| ∃t > 0; ∥tw′ − w̃∥ < η̃t} \Bn

R̃
(0)

satisfies Cη̃,R̃(w
′) ⊂ Rn \ (W ∪ C(W,∞)), where w′ = π(dφ(v)). In par-

ticular, π|
Ṽ
: Ṽ → Cη̃,R̃(w

′) is a lipeomorphism, where Ṽ = Ṽqℓ. Since
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φ(tjxj), φ(tjyj) ∈ Ṽ for all j ∈ N, we have

∥φ(tjxj)− φ(tjyj)∥ = o∞(tj)

and

dY (φ(tjxj), φ(tjyj)) ≤ dṼ (φ(tjxj), φ(tjyj)) = o∞(tj),

where g(tj) = o∞(tj) means that lim
j→+∞

g(tj)
tj

= 0. Now, since X is lipeomor-

phic at infinity to Y , we obtain dX(tjxj , tjyj) ≤ o∞(tj). On the other hand,

since tjxj and tjyj lie in different connected components of π−1(Cη,R(π(v)))∩
X, there exists a constant C > 0 such that dX(tjxj , tjyj) ≥ Ctj , which is a

contradiction.

We have proved that kX,∞(Xj) ≤ kY,∞(Yq). By similar arguments, by

using that φ−1 is a lipeomorphism, we can also prove kY,∞(Yq) ≤ kX,∞(Xj).

Therefore, kX,∞(Xj) = kY,∞(Yq) for any q ∈ {1, · · · , s} such that dφ(Xj) ∩
Yq ̸= ∅. Then

kX,∞(x) = kY,∞(dφ(x)), ∀x ∈ CSmp(X,∞) ∩ dφ−1(CSmp(Y,∞)).

□

Remark 2.17. Since the inversion mapping ι : Rm \ {0} → Rm \ {0}, given
by ι(x) = x

∥x∥2 , is a blow-spherical homeomorphism at infinity, for Z =

ι(X \ {0}), we obtain that C(Z, 0) = C(X,∞), CSmp(X,∞) = CSmp(Z, 0)

and kX,∞(v) = kZ,0(v), for all v ∈ CSmp(X,∞), and thus the o-minimal

version of [41, Theorem 4.2] follows from Theorem 2.16 and [43, Theorem

4.1].

2.9. Density at infinity. Let X ⊂ Rm be a definable set. Fixed n ∈ N
and p ∈ X, we define the function θn(X, p, ·) : (0,+∞)→ X as follows:

θn(X, p, r) =
Hn(X ∩Bn

r (p))

µnrn
,

where µn is the volume of the n-dimensional Euclidean unit ball, Hn(A) is

the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure of A and Bm
r (p) ⊂ Rm is the open

Euclidean ball centered at p of radius r > 0.

For simplicity, we denote Bm
r := Bm

r (0).

Definition 2.18. Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a set. We say that X has n-dimensional

density at p and we denote it by θn(X, p), if the limit exists:

θn(X, p) := lim
r→0+

θn(X, p, r).
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Definition 2.19. Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a set. We say that X has n-dimensional

density at infinity and we denote it by θn(X), if the limit exists:

θn(X) := lim
r→+∞

Hn(X ∩Bn+k
r )

µnrn
.

When X has n-dimensional density at infinity and n = dimX, we say that

X has density at infinity.

3. Kurdyka-Raby’s formula at infinity

The goal of this section is to bring the Theorem of Kurdyka and Raby

in [27] and its ideas to a global perspective. Then, we prove the following

Kurdyka-Raby’s formula at infinity:

Theorem 3.1 (Kurdyka-Raby’s formula at infinity). Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a

definable set in an o-minimal structure on R with n = dimX. Let C1, ..., Cm

be the connected components of CSmp(X,∞). Then, θn(X) is defined and

for each x ∈ Rn+k,

θn(X) = lim
r→+∞

Hn(X ∩Bn+k
r (x))

µnrn
=

m∑
j=1

kX,∞(Cj)
Hn(Cj ∩Bn+k

1 )

µn
.

3.1. Proof of the Kurdyka-Raby’s formula at infinity.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We first prove that the result is true for open defin-

able sets.

Claim 3.1.1. Let Ω ⊂ Rn be an open definable set. Then, the density at

infinity satisfies

lim
r→+∞

Hn (Ω ∩Bn
r )

rn
= Hn (Bn

1 ∩ C(Ω,∞)) .

Proof of the Claim 3.1.1. First, note that θn(Ω) there exists if and only if

there exists θn(Ω \K), where K ⊂ Ω is a compact subset. Moreover, in this

case, θn(Ω) = θn(Ω \K). In fact,

θn(Ω) = lim
r→+∞

Hn(Ω ∩Bn
r )

µnrn

= lim
r→+∞

Hn(Ω ∩K ∩Bn
r ) +Hn((Ω \K) ∩Bn

r )

µnrn

= lim
r→+∞

Hn((Ω \K) ∩Bn
r )

µnrn

= θn(Ω \K).
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When C is a cone with the vertex at 0 in Rn, we have

Hn (C ∩Bn
r ) = rnHn (C ∩Bn

1 ) ,

for every r > 0. Now, we consider the cone Cr := Cone0 (Ω \Bn
r ).

Claim 3.1.2.
⋂

r>0Cr = C(Ω,∞).

Proof of the Claim 3.1.2. Let v ∈
⋂

r>0Cr. Then, v ∈ Ck for every l ∈ N.
Therefore, v = tlxl, where xl ∈ Ω \ Bn

l , with ∥xl∥ ≥ l, and tl ∈ (0,+∞).

Hence, v ∈ C(Ω,∞).

Conversely, if v ∈ C(Ω,∞), it follows from [18, Proposition 2.15] that

there exists a continuous and definable curve α : (ϵ,+∞) → Ω such that

α(t) = tv+o∞(t) with ∥α(t)∥ > t, where g(t) = o∞(t) means that lim
t→+∞

g(t)
t =

0. Now, define β(t) = α(t)
t = v + o∞(t)

t , and note that ∥β(t) − v∥ → 0 as

t → +∞. Since α(t) ⊂ Ct, we have α(t)
t ∈ Ct, and therefore β(t) ∈ Ct.

Thus,

dist(v, Ct) ≤ ∥v − β(t)∥,

for every t ≥ 0. However, Ct ⊂ Cs when s < t. Then for any s > 0 and

s < t, we have

dist(v, Cs) ≤ dist(v, Ct) ≤ ∥v − β(t)∥ → 0,

as t → +∞. Hence, v ∈ Cs for any s > 0 and, consequently, v ∈
⋂

r>0Cr.

□

Now, consider Z =
⋂

r>0Cr, and it follows from the claim that C(Ω,∞) ⊃
Z.

Moreover, the functions r 7→ Hn (Cr ∩Bn
1 ) and r 7→ Hn

(
Cr ∩Bn

1

)
are

nonincreasing; hence, the following limits exist:

lim
r→+∞

Hn (Cr ∩Bn
r )

rn
= lim

r→+∞
Hn (Cr ∩Bn

1 )

= Hn

(
Bn

1 ∩
⋂
r>0

Cr

)
= Hn (Bn

1 ∩ Z)

and
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lim
r→+∞

Hn
(
Cr ∩Bn

r

)
rn

= lim
r→+∞

Hn
(
Cr ∩Bn

1

)
= Hn

(
Bn

1 ∩
⋂
r>0

Cr

)
= Hn(Bn

1 ∩ C(Ω,∞)).

Since Cr is a definable set, we have

Hn (Bn
1 ∩ Cr) = Hn

(
Bn

1 ∩ Cr

)
.

Therefore, Hn(Bn
1 ∩ C(Ω,∞)) = Hn(Bn

1 ∩ Z).
Moreover, for every R > 0, we have CR ⊃ Ω \ (Ω ∩Bn

R). Thus,

lim sup
r→+∞

Hn (Ω ∩Bn
r )

rn
= lim sup

r→+∞

Hn ((Ω \ (Ω ∩Bn
R)) ∩Bn

r )

rn

≤ lim
r→+∞

Hn (Cr ∩Bn
r )

rn

= Hn(Z ∩Bn
1 ) = Hn(Bn

1 ∩ C(Ω,∞)).

For w ∈ Rn \ {0}, we set (w,+∞) := {tw; t > 1}. Now, take z ∈ Z \ {0}.
Without any loss of generality, we assume that 0 ̸∈ Ω. Then, (z,+∞) ∩ Ω

is a definable set in Ω, and we define α(z) = sup {λ ≥ 0;λz /∈ Ω}, which is

nonnegative. If α(z) ̸= 0, the segment (α(z)z,+∞) is contained in Ω and if

α(z) = 0, then (ϵz,+∞) is contained in Ω, for all ϵ > 0.

We define the following set

Zr = {z ∈ Z \ {0}/∥α(z) · z∥ ≤ r}.

Since α(µz) = sup{λ ≥ 0;λ(µz) /∈ Ω} = λ0 and α(z) = sup{η ≥ 0; ηz /∈
Ω} = η0, we have λ0 =

η0
µ , and Zr is indeed a cone.

Now, note that Zr \ Bn
r ⊂ Ω \ Bn

r . Indeed, if z ∈ Zr \ Bn
r , then ∥z∥ > r,

and additionally, ∥α(z)z∥ ≤ r. Therefore, α(z) ≤ r
∥z∥ < 1. Note that for

r < s, we have Zr ⊂ Zs. In fact, if z ∈ Zr, then α(z)∥z∥ ≤ r < s, so z ∈ Zs.

Claim 3.1.3. Z \ {0} =
⋃

r>0 Zr.

Proof of the Claim 3.1.3. It follows from the definition that
⋃

r>0 Zr ⊂ Z \
{0}. Reciprocally, assume that z ∈ Z \{0}. Thus for each r > 0 there exists

a points zr ∈ Ω \Bn
r and λr ∈ (0,+∞) such that λrzr = z and since Ω \Bn

r

is open set there exists trj ∈ (0,+∞) such that trjzj ∈ Ω \ Bn
r . So, if the

semiline 0⃗z we have (trjzj ,+∞) := 0⃗z\(0⃗z∩Bn
trj

) ⊂ Ω, we have α(z) < +∞.

Finally, note that (z,+∞) ⊂ Ω \Bn
r .
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□

Moreover, for r > R > 0, we have

lim inf
r→+∞

Hn(Ω ∩Bn
r )

rn
= lim inf

r→+∞

Hn((Ω \Bn
R) ∩Bn

r )

rn

≥ lim inf
r→+∞

Hn((Zr \Bn
R) ∩Bn

r )

rn

= lim inf
r→+∞

Hn(Zr ∩Bn
r )−Hn(Zr ∩Bn

R)

rn

= lim inf
r→+∞

(
Hn(Zr ∩Bn

1 )−
Hn(Z ∩Bn

R)

rn

)
= Hn(Z ∩Bn

1 ) = Hn(Bn
1 ∩ C(Ω,∞)).

Therefore, Ω has density at infinity and

θn(Ω) =
Hn(Bn

1 ∩ C(Ω,∞))

µn
= θn(C(Ω,∞)).

□

Now we prove that X has density at infinity. Recently, this was proved

in [33], but here we present a different proof.

Claim 3.1.4. X has density at infinity.

Proof of the Claim 3.1.4. Since the tangent mapping ν :M := X\Sing1(X)→
Gn(Rn+k), given by ν(x) = TxM, is a definable mapping (see [26, Lemma

1.14]), likewise it was done in [51], we obtain that for each ϵ > 0, there exist

N(ϵ) and disjoint definable sets Γϵ
1, . . . ,Γ

ϵ
N(ϵ) contained in X such that:

(1) dimX \ ∪N(ϵ)
i=1 Γϵ

i < n;

(2) Each Γϵ
i is the graph of a mapping φϵ

i : U
ϵ
i → (Eϵ

i )
⊥ with derivative

bounded by ϵ and U ϵ
i is a definable open set in Eϵ

i ∈ Gn(Rn+k), where

Gn(Rn+k) is the Grassmannian of all n-dimensional linear subspaces

of Rn+k.

By refining the above decomposition, we can assume, if necessary that

each U ϵ
i is M -LNE, where M = M(n) depends only on n (see, e.g., [26,

Theorem 1.2]). Therefore, each φϵ
i is Mϵ-Lipschitz. Thus, the mapping

ψϵ
i : U

ϵ
i → Γϵ

i , given by ψϵ
i (x) = x+φϵ

i(x) is a definable lipeomorphism such

that

∥x− y∥ ≤ ∥ψϵ
i (x)− ψϵ

i (y)∥ ≤ (1 +Mϵ)∥x− y∥ ∀x, y ∈ U ϵ
i .
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By Claim 3.1.1, it follows that each U ϵ
i has a density at infinity and

θn(U ϵ
i ) = lim

r→+∞

Hn(U ϵ
i ∩Bn

r )

µnrn
=
Hn(Bn

1 ∩ C(U ϵ
i ,∞))

µn
= θn(C(U ϵ

i ,∞)).

Thus,

θn(U ϵ
i )

(1 +Mϵ)n
≤ lim inf

r→+∞

Hn(Γϵ
i ∩Bn

r )

µnrn
≤ lim sup

r→+∞

Hn(Γϵ
i ∩Bn

r )

µnrn
≤ (1+Mϵ)nθn(U ϵ

i ).

By setting λ(ϵ) =
∑N(ϵ)

i=1 θn(U ϵ
i ) and since for every r > 0, we have

Hn(X ∩Bn+k
r ) =

N(ϵ)∑
i=1

Hn(Γϵ
i ∩Bn+k

r ),

then we obtain

λ(ϵ)

(1 +Mϵ)n
≤ lim inf

r→+∞

Hn(X ∩Bn
r )

µnrn
≤ lim sup

r→+∞

Hn(X ∩Bn
r )

µnrn
≤ (1+Mϵ′)nλ(ϵ′),

for all ϵ, ϵ′ > 0.

Note that λ(ϵ) ≤ (1 +Mϵ)n2nλ(1). Then

lim
ϵ→0

(1 +Mϵ)nλ(ϵ)− λ(ϵ)

(1 +Mϵ)n
= 0.

Therefore lim infr→+∞
Hn(X∩Bn

r )
µnrn

= lim supr→+∞
Hn(X∩Bn

r )
µnrn

, and thus θn(X)

is defined.

□

In this case, it is easy to see that

θn(X) = lim
r→+∞

Hn(X ∩Bn+k
r (x))

µnrn

for all x ∈ Rn+k.

Finally, we are going to prove the second part, more precisely,

θn(X) =
m∑
j=1

kX,∞(Cj) · Hn(Cj),

where C1, ..., Cm are the connected components of CSmp(X,∞).

It is worth noting that the above formula is not presented in [33].

Fixed ϵ > 0 and i ∈ {1, ..., N(ϵ)}, let U = U ϵ
i , Γ = Γϵ

i , φ = φϵ
i and

E = Eϵ
i . Therefore, it follows from Theorems 2.11 and 2.16 that

(1) C(Γ,∞) is the graph of a definableMϵ-Lipschitz mapping d∞φ : C(U,∞)→
E⊥;

(2) kΓ,∞(x) = 1 for all x ∈ CSmp(Γ,∞).
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Then

1

(1 +Mϵ)n
θn(U ϵ

i ) ≤ θn (Γϵ
i) ≤ (1 +Mϵ)nθn(U ϵ

i )

and

1

(1 +Mϵ)n
θn(C(U ϵ

i ,∞)) ≤ θn (C(Γϵ
i ,∞)) ≤ (1 +Mϵ)nθn(C(U ϵ

i ,∞)).

Again, according to Claim 3.1.1, we have

θn(CSmp(U
ϵ
i ,∞)) = θn(C(U ϵ

i ,∞)) = θn (U ϵ
i ) .

Therefore,

(1)
1

(1 +Mϵ)2n
θn(C(Γϵ

i ,∞)) ≤ θn (Γϵ
i) ≤ (1 +Mϵ)2nθn(C(Γϵ

i ,∞)).

So, let A be a stratification of CSmp(X,∞) compatible with Sn+k−1,

C1, · · · , Cm, CSmp(Γ
ϵ
1,∞), · · · , CSmp(Γ

ϵ
N(ϵ),∞).

For all 1 ≤ i ≤ N(ϵ), kΓϵ
i ,∞(x) = 1 for all x ∈ CSmp(Γ

ϵ
i ,∞). Therefore, if

T ∈ A is a stratum of dimension n− 1 contained in Cj ∩ Sn+k−1, it follows

from the definition of kX,∞(Cj) that it is the number of pieces Γϵ
i such that

T is contained in CSmp(Γ
ϵ
i). Then

N(ϵ)∑
i=1

Hn(CSmp(Γ
ϵ
i) ∩Bn+k) =

m∑
j=1

kX,∞(Cj)Hn−1(Cj ∩Bn+k)

and thus

N(ϵ)∑
i=1

θn(CSmp(Γ
ϵ
i)) =

m∑
j=1

kX,∞(Cj)θ
n(Cj).(2)

Therefore, from Eq. (1), (2) and

θn(X) =

N(ϵ)∑
i=1

θn(Γϵ
i),

we obtain

θn(X) =
m∑
j=1

kX,∞(Cj) · θn(Cj) =
m∑
j=1

kX,∞(Cj) ·
Hn(Cj ∩Bn+k)

µn
.

□
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3.2. Some examples.

Example 3.2. Let X =
{
(x, y) ∈ R2; y − x2 = 0

}
. Then, θ1(X) = 1.

Example 3.3. Let C = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3;x2 + y2 = cosh2(z)} be the catenoid

surface. Then, θ2(C) = 2.

Figure 1. The catenoid minimal surface (see [9])

Example 3.4. Let X = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3; z2 = α(x2 + y2)}, where α > 0.

Then, θ2(X) = 2(1 + α)−
1
2 (see [27, Example 2.5]).

If we remove the hypothesis that X is a definable set, then density can

be infinite or cannot even exist.

Example 3.5. Let H =
{
(x, y, z) ∈ R3; z = tan−1

( y
x

)}
be the helicoid sur-

face. Then, θ2(H) = +∞.

Figure 2. The helicoid minimal surface (see [9])

Example 3.6. Let I1 = (0, a1) be an open interval where a1 > 0. Through

recurrence, we define the following sets: A1 := I1 × {0}, A2 := I2 ×
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{−1

2} ∪ {
1
2}
)
, where I2 = (a1, a1 + 2H1(I1)), A3 := I3 × {0}, where I3 =

(a2, a2 + 2H1(I2)) and in several cases

A2j+1 = I2j × {0},

and

A2j = I2j−1 ×
({
−1

2

}
∪
{
1

2

})
,

where and Ij = (aj−1, aj−1 + 2H1(Ij−1)), and H1(Ik) is the length of the

interval Ik. Thus we define

X =
⋃
j∈N

Aj .

Then, the following limit does not exist

lim
r→+∞

H1(X ∩B2
r )

µ1r
.

3.3. First consequences.

3.3.1. Degree of an algebraic set is its density at infinity.

Corollary 3.7. Let X ⊂ Cn+k be a pure-dimensional complex algebraic set

with dimCX = n. Then, θ2n(X) = deg(X).

Proof. Note that when X is a complex algebraic set, there is a complex ana-

lytic set σ with dimσ < dimX, such that for each irreducible component Xj

of the tangent cone C(X,∞), Xj \σ intersect only one connected component

Ci of CSmp(X,∞), then we define kX,∞(Xj) := kX,∞(Ci). Thus, from [20,

§2.3], we obtain

deg(X) =

r∑
j=0

kX,∞(Xj) · deg(Xj),

where X1, ..., Xr are all the irreducible components of C(X,∞). Since each

Xj is a complex algebraic cone, we have that deg(Xj) = m(Xj , 0), where

m(Xj , 0) denotes the multiplicity of Xj at 0 (see the definitions of multi-

plicity and degree in [11]). By [15, Theorem 7.3], θ2n(Xj , 0) = m(Xj , 0) for

each j ∈ {1, ..., r}. Since each Xj is a cone with vertex at 0, we have that

θ2n(Xj , 0) = θ2n(Xj). Thus,

deg(X) =

r∑
j=0

kX,∞(Xj) · θ2n(Xj).

By Theorem 3.1, we have that

θ2n(X) =

r∑
j=0

kX,∞(Xj) · θ2n(Xj).
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Therefore θ2n(X) = deg(X). □

3.3.2. The o-minimal Chow’s theorem. Let us remember the Stoll-Bishop’s

Theorem:

Theorem 3.8 (Stoll-Bishop’s Theorem (see [52, 53, 8])). Let Z ⊂ Cm be a

pure-dimensional entire complex analytic subset with dimCX = n. Then Z

is a complex algebraic set if and only if there exists a constant R > 0 such

that
H2n(Z ∩B2m

r (0))

r2n
≤ R, for all r > 0.

Thus, we obtain the o-minimal Chow’s Theorem proved in [35, Corollary

4.5]:

Corollary 3.9 (O-minimal Chow’s theorem). Let X ⊂ Cn+k be a pure-

dimensional entire complex analytic set with dimCX = n. Then, X is a

complex algebraic set if and only if X is definable in an o-minimal structure

on R.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, θ2n(X) is finite. Then there exists a constant R > 0

such that

H2n(X ∩B2(n+k)
r (0))

r2n
≤ R, for all r > 0.

Therefore, by Stoll-Bishop’s Theorem, X is a complex algebraic set. □

3.3.3. The Lipschitz o-minimal Chow’s theorem.

Corollary 3.10 (Lipschitz o-minimal Chow’s theorem). Let X ⊂ Cn+k be

a pure-dimensional entire complex analytic set with dimCX = n. Then, X

is a complex algebraic set if and only if X is lipeomorphic at infinity to a

definable set in an o-minimal structure on R.

Proof. We closely follow the proof of Theorem 3.1 in [42].

We assume that 0 ∈ X and that X is lipeomorphic at infinity to a de-

finable set in an o-minimal structure on R. Let A ⊂ Rm be a definable

set such that there exist compact subsets K ⊂ Cn+k and K̃ ⊂ Rm and a

lipeomorphism φ : A \ K̃ → X \K. Let λ ≥ 1 such that

1

λ
∥x− y∥ ≤ ∥φ(x)− φ(y)∥ ≤ λ∥x− y∥, ∀x, y ∈ A \ K̃.

Fix x0 ∈ A \ K̃ and set y0 = φ(x0). Let r̃0 = ∥x0∥ and r0 = ∥y0∥. Thus, for
any r > 0, we obtain that

(X \K) ∩B2(n+k)
r (0) ⊂ φ((A \ K̃) ∩Bm

λ(r+r0)+r̃0
(0))
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and

H2n(X ∩B2(n+k)
r (0)) ≤ λ2nH2n(A ∩Bm

λ(r+r0)+r̃0
(0)) +H2n(X ∩K).

Since A is a definable set, by Theorem 3.1, θ2n(A) is finite. Then there

exists a constant C > 0 such that

H2n(A ∩Bm
r (0))

r2n
≤ C, for all r > 0.

But X is analytic at 0, then there exist r1, R1 > 0 such that

H2n(X ∩B2(n+k)
r (0))

r2n
≤ R1,

for all r ≤ r1. Moreover, H2n(X ∩ K) < +∞. Then, there exists R2 > 0

such that

H2n(X ∩B2(n+k)
r (0))

r2n
≤ λ2nC(λ(r + r0) + r̃0)

2n +H2n(X ∩K)

r2n
≤ R2,

for all r ≥ r1.
Therefore, by Stoll-Bishop’s Theorem, X is a complex algebraic set. □

3.3.4. O-minimal Yau’s Bernstein Problem.

Corollary 3.11. Let X ⊂ Rn+1 be an oriented stable complete minimal

hypersurface with n ≤ 6. If X is a definable set then X is a hyperplane.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, we have

lim
r→+∞

Hn(X ∩Bn+1
r (0))

rn
< +∞.

Thus, by [46, Corollary, p. 104] (see also [47] and [48]), X is a hyperplane.

□

4. Parametric versions of the Bernstein Theorem

Theorem 4.1. Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a closed and connected set with n =

dimH X. Assume that X satisfies the monotonicity formula at some p ∈ X.

Then, the following statements are equivalent.

(1) X is an affine linear subspace;

(2) X is a definable set, blow-spherical regular at infinity and C(X,∞)

is a linear subspace;

(3) X is a definable set that is Lipschitz regular at infinity and C(X,∞)

is a linear subspace;

(4) X is an LNE at infinity definable set and C(X,∞) is a linear sub-

space;

(5) θn(X) = 1.
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Proof. It is obvious that item (1) implies the items (2), (3), (4) and (5).

(2) =⇒ (5). Assume that X is a definable set, blow-spherical regular at

infinity and that C(X,∞) is a linear subspace.

Since X is blow-spherical regular at infinity, by Proposition 2.14 in [45],

we have kX,∞(C) = 1 for all connected component C of CSmp(X,∞). It

follows from the hypothesis that C(X,∞) is a hyperplane and Theorem 3.1

that θn(X) = 1.

(3) =⇒ (5). Assume that X is a definable set that is Lipschitz regular at

infinity and C(X,∞) is a linear subspace.

By Theorem 2.16, we obtain that kX,∞(v) = 1, for all v ∈ CSmp(X,∞).

Therefore, as C(X,∞) is a linear subspace, it follows from Claim 4.1.1,

Remark 2.12, and Theorem 3.1 that θn(X) = Hn(C1) = 1.

(4) =⇒ (5). Assume that X is a definable set that is LNE at infinity and

C(X,∞) is a linear subspace.

Claim 4.1.1. If X ⊂ Rm is a definable set and LNE at infinity, then

kX,∞(v) = 1 for all v ∈ CSmp(X,∞).

Proof of Claim 4.1.1. Indeed, we suppose there exists x = (x′, 0) ∈ Smp(∂X ′
∞) =

C(X,∞) ∩ Sm−1 × {0} such that kX,∞(x′) ≥ 2, we know that kX,∞(Xj) =

kX,∞(x′) is the number of connected components of the germ (ρ−1
∞ (X), x),

where Xj is a connected component of CSmp(X,∞) and x′ ∈ Xj . Thus,

for a sequence of positive real numbers {tj}j∈N such that lim tj = +∞,

kX,∞(x′) can be seen as the number of connected components of the set

(SX ∩ Sm−1 × {t−1
j }) ∩ B

m+1
δ (x) for all large k and a small enough δ > 0,

where

SX = {(x, s) ∈ Sm−1 × (0,+∞); 1
s · x ∈ X and 1

s ∈ S}

and S = {t−1
j }j∈N.

Let X1 and X2 be two connected components of X ′
∞ ∩Bm+1

δ (x), and for

η,R > 0, we define the following set Cη,R(x
′) = {v ∈ Rn \ {0};∃t > 0; ∥v −

tx′∥ ≤ ηt}\Bn
R. For each j ∈ N, we can take xj ∈ ρ∞(X1) and yj ∈ ρ∞(X2)

such that ∥xj∥ = ∥yj∥ = tj and limj→+∞
xj

tj
= limj→+∞

yj
tj

= x′. Now,

taking subsequence, if necessary, we assume that xj , yj ∈ C η
2
,R. Thus, let

βj : [0, 1] → X be a curve connecting xj to yj , we have that there exists

a t0 ∈ [0, 1] such that βj(t0) /∈ Cη,R, since xj and yj belong to different
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connected components of X ∩ Cη,R. Therefore, lenght(βj) ≥ ηtj and then

dX(xj , yj) ≥ η
2 tj .

On the other hand, X is a Lipschitz normally embedded at infinity set,

then there exists a ball Bn
r and a constant C > 0 such that dX\Bn

r
(v, w) ≤

C∥v−w∥, for all v, w ∈ X \Br(0). Therefore, C∥xj

tj
− yj

tj
∥ ≥ η, for all j ∈ N

and this is a contradiction, since lim
xj

tj
= lim

yj
tj
.

Therefore kX,∞(v) = 1 for all v ∈ CSmp(X,∞). □

Therefore, as C(X,∞) is a linear subspace, it follows from Claim 4.1.1,

Remark 2.12, and Theorem 3.1 that θn(X) = Hn(C1) = 1.

(5) =⇒ (1). Suppose that θn(X) = 1.

Since X satisfies the monotonicity formula at p, θn(X, p, ·) is a nonde-

creasing function such that 1 ≤ θn(X, p, r) ≤ θn(X) = 1 for all r > 0. Then

θn(X, p, r) = 1 for all r > 0, and by using again that X satisfies the mono-

tonicity formula at p, we have that X is a cone with vertex at p and X is

C1-smooth at p. Therefore X is an affine linear subspace. □

4.1. Some examples.

Example 4.2. The catenoid is the surface C = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3;x2 + y2 =

cosh2(z)}. The Catenoid is a complete embedded minimal hypersurface and

its geometric tangent cone at infinity is the plane z = 0. Moreover, it is

definable in the o-minimal structure Rexp (see [16]).

Example 4.3. Let L ⊂ S2 be a curve lipeomorphic to S1 with 2π < H1(L) <

+∞. Thus, the surface X = Cone0(L) := {tx;x ∈ L and t ≥ 0} is lipeo-

morphic to R2 and, in particular, it is Lipschitz regular at infinity. Since

X is a cone, then θ2(X, 0, r) = H1(L)/(2π) > 1 for all r > 0. Therefore X

satisfies the monotonicity formula at 0. However, it is not a plane.

Example 4.4. The surface P = {(z, w) ∈ C2; z = w2} is a smooth complex

algebraic curve and, in particular, it is an area-minimizing set. Its geometric

tangent cone at infinity is the complex line w = 0. However, P is not a plane.

Example 4.5. We cannot remove the hypothesis that X satisfies the mono-

tonicity formula at some p. Indeed, X = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3; z3 = x2 + y2 + 1}
is lipeomorphic to R2 and, in particular, it is Lipschitz regular at infin-

ity. In fact, X is the graph of the Lipschitz function f : R2 → R given by

f(x, y) = (x2 + y2 + 1)
1
3 . Moreover, X is a smooth surface, C(X,∞) is the

plane z = 0 and θ2(X) = 1. However, X is not a plane.
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4.2. Some direct consequences. It is a direct consequence of Theorem

3.1 and Claim 4.1.1 the following result:

Corollary 4.6. Let X ⊂ Rn+k be an n-dimensional definable set. If X is

LNE at infinity, then θn(X) = θn(C(X,∞)).

In particular, since for a pure dimensional complex algebraic set, X ⊂
Cn+k with dimCX = n, we have θ2n(X) = deg(X) (see Corollary 3.7), we

obtain the main result of [14]:

Corollary 4.7. Let X ⊂ Cn+k be pure dimensional complex algebraic set.

If X is LNE at infinity, then deg(X) = deg(C(X,∞)).

We also obtain the following:

Corollary 4.8. Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a pure-dimensional algebraic set. Suppose

that X is LNE at infinity and C(X,∞) is a linear subspace. If X is a

minimal submanifold or an area-minimizing set, then X is an affine linear

subspace.

Proof. By Corollary 4.6, θn(X) = θn(C(X,∞)). Since C(X,∞) is a hy-

perplane, we have θn(X) = 1. By Theorem 4.1, X is an affine linear sub-

space. □

We obtain the main results of [18] (see also [42]):

Corollary 4.9. Let X ⊂ Cn+k be a pure-dimensional complex analytic set

with dimCX = n. Suppose that X is LNE at infinity and C(X,∞) is a

dimensional complex linear subspace with dimCC(X,∞) = n. Then X is

an affine linear subspace.

Proof. Since C(X,∞) is a dimensional complex algebraic set with dimCC(X,∞) =

n, we have that X is a complex algebraic set as well (see, e.g., [42, Theo-

rem 3.1]). In particular, X is a definable set and satisfies the monotonicity

formula at any p ∈ X. By Theorem 3.1, X is an affine linear subspace. □

Corollary 4.10. Let X ⊂ Cn+k be a pure-dimensional complex algebraic

set with dimCX = n. Suppose that X is Lipschitz regular at infinity. Then

X is an affine linear subspace.

Proof. X is Lipschitz regular at infinity, then X is LNE at infinity, and by

Theorem 2.11, C(X,∞) is lipeomorphic to R2n. In particular, C(X,∞) is a

topological manifold, and thus by Prill’s theorem ([37, Theorem]), C(X,∞)

is a dimensional complex linear subspace with dimCC(X,∞) = n. By

Theorem 3.1, X is an affine linear subspace. □
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We obtain also the following version of Moser’s result [31, Corollary, p.

591]:

Corollary 4.11. Let X ⊂ Rn+1 be a complete minimal hypersurface. Sup-

pose that there are compact sets K ⊂ Rn and K̃ ⊂ Rn+1 such that X \ K̃ is

the graph of a definable Lipschitz function u : Rn \K → R. Then u is the

restriction of an affine function and, in particular, X is a hyperplane.

Proof. We need a preliminary result. For a set A ⊂ Rn, denote by N (A,∞)

the union of all hyperplanes T such that there is a sequence {xj}j ⊂ A \
Sing1(A) such that lim ∥xj∥ = +∞ and TxjA converges to T .

Lemma 4.12. Let A ⊂ Rn be an unbounded definable set. Then, C(A,∞) ⊂
N (A,∞).

Proof. Firstly, note that C(A\Sing1(A),∞) = C(A,∞) andN (A\Sing1(x),∞) =

N (A,∞). Thus, we may assume that A is C1-smooth.

Let v ∈ C(A,∞). We are going to show that v ∈ N (A,∞) and we

may assume that ∥v∥ = 1. In order to do that, it is enough to find, for

some R > 0, a definable C1-smooth arc α : (R,+∞) → A such that α(t) =

tv + o∞(t). Indeed, by taking a subsequence, if necessary, we may assume

that Tα(j)A converges to T ⊂ N (A,∞). Since α′(j) ∈ Tα(j)A for all j, then

limα′(j) = v ∈ T .
Now, let us prove that there is such an arc α. Let Y = ρ−1

∞ (A). We have

that Y is a definable set. Note that the closure of Y in Sn−1× [0,∞) satisfies

the following:

Y ∩ (Sn−1 × {0}) = (C(A,∞) ∩ Sn−1)× {0}.

Thus, (v, 0) ∈ Y . By the Curve Selection Lemma, there is a definable

continuous arc β : [0, ϵ)→ Y such that β((0, ϵ)) ⊂ Y and β(0) = (v, 0). Let

us write β(s) = (x(s), h(s)). Since h is not a constant function around 0,

by Monotonicity Lemma, one can suppose that β is C1-smooth and that

h is C1 smooth, strictly increasing in the domain (0, δ) and h′(s) ̸= 0 for

all s ∈ (0, δ). Hence, h : (0, δ/2) → (0, δ′) is a C1-diffeomorphism, where

δ′ = h( δ2). Let α : (
1
δ′ ,+∞)→ A be the arc α(t) = ρ∞ ◦ β ◦ h−1(1t ).

Clearly, α is C1-smooth, and since lim
s→0+

x(s) = x(0) = v, we obtain

α(t) = tx(h−1(1t )) = tv + o∞(t).

□
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From the above lemma, we obtain that C(X,∞) ⊂ N (X,∞).

By Lemma 1.18 in [49], we have that the following limit exists:

lim
x→∞

(Du(x),−1) = w.

Therefore, N (X,∞) = w⊥. In particular, C(X,∞) is a subset of an

n-dimensional hyperplane, and thus Hn(C(X,∞) ∩ Bn+1
1 ) ≤ µn. Since

there is a blow-spherical homeomorphism at infinity between X and Rn,

then there is only one relative multiplicity which is 1. Then, by Theorem

3.1, θn(X) ≤ 1. However, since X is a minimal submanifold, θn(X) ≥ 1.

Therefore, θn(X) = 1 and by Theorem 4.1, X is a hyperplane. It is easy to

verify that u is the restriction of an affine function. □

In the next section, we generalize Corollary 4.11 (see Corollary 5.6).

5. Generalization of the Moser’s Bernstein Theorem

In this section, we generalize the Moser’s Bernstein Theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let X ⊂ Rn+k be a connected closed set with Hausdorff

dimension n. Then, X is an n-dimensional affine linear subspace if and

only if we have the following:

(1) X satisfies the monotonicity formula at some p ∈ X;

(2) there are compact sets K ⊂ Rn and K̃ ⊂ Rn+k such that X \ K̃ is

the graph of a C1-smooth function u : Rn \ K → Rk with bounded

derivative;

(3) N (X,∞) is a linear subspace.

Proof. It is obvious that if X is an n-dimensional affine linear subspace, then

X satisfies (1), (2) and (3).

Reciprocally, assume that X satisfies (1), (2) and (3).

As before, for a set A ⊂ Rn, denote by N (A,∞) the union of all hy-

perplanes T such that there is a sequence {xj}j ⊂ A \ Sing1(A) such that

lim ∥xj∥ = +∞ and TxjA converges to T .

Let P be the hyperplaneN (X,∞). We choose linear coordinates (y1, ..., yn+k)

of Rn+k such that P = {(y1, ..., yn+k) ∈ Rn+k; yn+1 = ... = yn+k = 0}.
For a larger enough R > 0, X \ (Bn

R × Rk) is the graph of a function

v = (v1, ..., vk) : P \ Bn
R → Rk. By the Implicit Mapping Theorem, we have

that v is a Lipschitz function and that the following limit exists:

lim
y→∞

Dvi(y) = w̃i, i ∈ {1, ..., k}.
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Therefore w̃ = (w̃1, ..., w̃k) = 0. Then, for each ε > 0, there is r > 0 such

that ∥Dv(y)∥ ≤ ε for all y ∈ Ω := P \Bn
r .

Claim 5.1.1. v|Ω is a Lipschitz mapping with constant πε.

Proof. Firstly, we define the set of all piecewise C1-smooth curves connecting

x to y in Ω. We denote such a set by:

Ω(x, y) :=
{
γ : [0, 1]→ Ω; γ(0) = x, γ(1) = y and γ is piecewise C1-smooth

}
.

Let x, y ∈ Ω be any two points. Then

∥v(x)− v(y)∥ ≤ inf
γ∈Ω(x,y)

∫ 1

0
∥(v ◦ γ)′(t)∥dt

= inf
γ∈Ω(x,y)

∫ 1

0
∥Dv(γ(t)) · γ′(t)∥dt

≤ inf
γ∈Ω(x,y)

∫ 1

0
∥∇(γ(t))∥∥γ′(t)∥dt

≤ ε inf
γ∈Ω(x,y)

∫ 1

0
∥γ′(t)∥dt

= εdΩ(x, y).

However, Ω is a set that is LNE such that dΩ(x, y) ≤ π∥x−y∥ for all x, y ∈ Ω.

Therefore,

∥v(x)− v(y)∥ ≤ πε∥x− y∥.

□

Claim 5.1.2. 1 ≤ θn(X) ≤ (1 + πε)n.

Proof. Let φ : Ω → A = X \ (Bn
r × Rk) be the mapping given by φ(x) =

(x, v(x)). We have that φ is a bi-Lipschitz mapping such that

∥x− y∥ ≤ ∥φ(x)− φ(y)∥ ≤ (1 + πε)∥x− y∥.

Therefore,

Hn(Bn
t \Bn

r ) ≤ Hn(A ∩Bn+k
t ) ≤ (1 + πε)nHn(Bn

t+πε),

for all t > r. Thus, we obtain the following θn(Rn \ Bn
r ) ≤ θn(X) ≤ (1 +

πε)nθn(Rn). Since θn(Rn \Bn
r ) = θn(Rn) = 1 and θn(A) = θn(X), we obtain

that 1 ≤ θn(X) ≤ (1 + πε)n, which finishes the proof of the claim. □

Setting ε → 0+, we obtain that θn(X) = 1. By Theorem 4.1, X is an

affine linear subspace.

□
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5.1. Examples. In this subsection, by presenting several examples, we show

that Theorem 5.1 is sharp in the sense that no hypothesis of it can be

removed.

We cannot remove the hypothesis that N (X,∞) is a linear subspace.

Example 5.2 (Theorem 7.1 in [28]). There is a connected closed semialge-

braic set X ⊂ Rn+k which is an area-minimizing set and is the graph of a

semialgebraic Lipschitz function u : Rn → Rk. Moreover, X is not an affine

linear subspace.

We cannot remove the condition that X is the graph of a function outside

of a compact.

Example 5.3. The catenoid C = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3;x2 + y2 = cosh2(z)} (see

Example 4.2) satisfies the monotonicity formula at any point p ∈ C and

N(C,∞) is the plane z = 0; however, C is not a plane.

We cannot remove the hypothesis that the function u has bounded deriv-

ative.

Example 5.4. The surface P = {(z, w) ∈ C2; z = w2} is a smooth complex

algebraic curve and, in particular, it is an area-minimizing set. N(P,∞) is

the complex line w = 0. However, P is not a plane.

We cannot remove the hypothesis that X satisfies the monotonicity for-

mula at some p.

Example 5.5. X = {(x, y, z) ∈ R3; z3 = x2 + y2 + 1} is the graph of

the smooth Lipschitz function f : R2 → R given by f(x, y) = (x2 + y2 + 1)
1
3 .

Moreover, X is a smooth surface and N (X,∞) is the plane z = 0. However,

X is not a plane.

5.2. Consequences.

Corollary 5.6. Let X ⊂ Rn+1 be a connected closed set with Hausdorff

dimension n and that satisfies the monotonicity formula at some p ∈ X.

Suppose that there are compact sets K ⊂ Rn and K̃ ⊂ Rn+1 such that

X \ K̃ is a minimal hypersurface that is the graph of a C2-smooth function

u : Rn \ K → R with bounded derivative. Then u is the restriction of an

affine function and, in particular, X is a hyperplane.

Proof. By Lemma 1.18 in [49] and Theorem X in [5], we have that the

following limit exists:

lim
x→∞

(Du(x),−1) = w.



30 J. E. SAMPAIO AND E. C. DA SILVA

Therefore, N (X,∞) is the hyperplane w⊥.

By Theorem 5.1, X is a hyperplane. It is obvious that u is the restriction

of an affine function. □

Corollary 5.7. Let X ⊂ Rn+1 be a connected closed set with Hausdorff

dimension n and that satisfies the monotonicity formula at some p ∈ X.

Suppose that 2 ≤ n ≤ 7 and there are compact sets K ⊂ Rn and K̃ ⊂ Rn+1

such that X \ K̃ is a minimal hypersurface that is the graph of a C2-smooth

function u : Rn \ K → R. Then u is the restriction of an affine function

and, in particular, X is a hyperplane.

Proof. By Theorem 1 in [49] and Theorem X in [5], Du is bounded. By

Corollary 5.6, X is a hyperplane and u is the restriction of an affine function.

□

Since a minimal hypersurface satisfies the monotonicity formula at any of

its points, we obtain, as direct consequences of Corollaries 5.7 and 5.6, the

following results:

Corollary 5.8. Let X ⊂ Rn+1 be a connected complete minimal hypersur-

face. Suppose that there are compact sets K ⊂ Rn and K̃ ⊂ Rn+1 such that

X \ K̃ is the graph of a C2-smooth function u : Rn \K → R with bounded

derivative. Then X is a hyperplane and u is the restriction of an affine

function.

Corollary 5.9. Let X ⊂ Rn+1 be a connected complete minimal hyper-

surface with 2 ≤ n ≤ 7. Suppose that there are compact sets K ⊂ Rn

and K̃ ⊂ Rn+1 such that X \ K̃ is the graph of a C2-smooth function

u : Rn \ K → R. Then X is a hyperplane and u is the restriction of an

affine function.

We finish this section by presenting the following example, which shows

that the hypothesis that X is a complete hypersurface in the above corol-

laries cannot be dropped:

Example 5.10. Outside of a compact set, the upper part of the catenoid is

the graph of a Lipschitz function (see Example 4.2). Indeed, we can see the

upper part of the catenoid as the graph of the function f : R2 \B2
2 → R given

by f(x, y) = arccosh(
√
x2 + y2). Now, we note that∣∣∣∣∂f∂x (x, y)
∣∣∣∣ =

x√
x2 + y2

1√
x2 + y2 − 1

≤ 1,
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and ∣∣∣∣∂f∂y (x, y)
∣∣∣∣ =

y√
x2 + y2

1√
x2 + y2 − 1

≤ 1.

Since R2\B2
2 is Lipschitz normally embedded set, we have that f is Lipschitz

(see Claim 5.1.1).
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[39] Sampaio, J. E. Bi-Lipschitz homeomorphic subanalytic sets have bi-Lipschitz home-

omorphic tangent cones. Selecta Mathematica: New Series, vol. 22 (2016), no. 2,

553–559.

[40] Sampaio, J. E. Globally subanalytic CMC surfaces in R3 with singularities. Proceed-

ings A of the Royal Society of Edinburgh, vol. 151 (2021), no. 1, 407-424.

[41] Sampaio, J. E. Multiplicity, regularity and Lipschitz Geometry of real analytic hyper-

surfaces. Israel Journal of Mathematics, vol. 246 (2021), no. 1, 371—394.

[42] Sampaio, J. E. On Lipschitz Geometry at infinity of complex analytic sets. Calculus

of Variations and Partial Differential Equations, vol. 62 (2023), no. 2, article number

69.

[43] Sampaio, J. E. Local vs. global Lipschitz geometry. Preprint (2023), arXiv:2305.11830

[math.MG].

[44] Sampaio, J. E. and da Silva, E. C. On bi-Lipschitz invariance and the uniqueness of

tangent cones. Journal of Singularities, vol. 25 (2022), 393–402.

[45] Sampaio, J. E. and da Silva, E. C. Classification of complex algebraic curves under

blow-spherical equivalence. Preprint (2023), arXiv:2302.02026 [math.AG].

[46] Shen, Y.-B. and Zhu, X.-H. On Stable Complete Minimal Hypersurfaces in Rn + 1.

American Journal of Mathematics, vol. 120 (1998), no. 1, 103–116.

[47] Shoen, R. and Simon, L. Regularity of stable minimal hypersurfaces. Comm. Pure

Appl. Math., vol. 34, (1981), 741-797.

[48] Shoen, R.; Simon, L. and Yau, S.-T. Curvature estimates for minimal hypersurfaces.

Acta Math., vol. 134, (1975), 275-288.

[49] Simon, L. Asymptotic behaviour of minimal graphs over exterior domains. Annales

de l’I.H.P., section C, vol. 4 (1987), no. 3, 231–242.

[50] Simons, J. Minimal varieties in riemannian manifolds. Annals of Mathematics, Sec-

ond Series, 88 (1) (1968): 62–105.

[51] Stasica, J. Whitney property of sub-analytic sets. Zeszyty Naukowe Uniw. Jag., vol.

23 (1982), 211–221.

[52] Stoll, W. The growth of the area of a transcendental analytic set. I. Math. Ann., 156

(1964), no. 1, 47–78.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.11830
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.02026


34 J. E. SAMPAIO AND E. C. DA SILVA

[53] Stoll, W. The growth of the area of a transcendental analytic set. II. Math. Ann., vol.

156 (1964), 144–170.

[54] Xin, Y.L. Bernstein type theorems without graphic condition. Asian J. Math., vol. 9

(2005), no. 1, 31-–44.

[55] Yau, S.-T. Problem section. In: Seminar on Differential Geometry. Ann. of Math.

Stud., vol. 102, Princeton Univ. Press, 1982, 669-706.
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