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INFINITELY MANY HALF-VOLUME CONSTANT MEAN CURVATURE

HYPERSURFACES VIA MIN-MAX THEORY

LIAM MAZUROWSKI AND XIN ZHOU

Abstract. Let (Mn+1, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 5. We
show that, if the metric g is generic, then M contains infinitely many geometrically distinct
constant mean curvature hypersurfaces, each enclosing half the volume of M . As an essential
part of the proof, we develop an Almgren-Pitts type min-max theory for certain non-local
functionals of the general form

Ω 7→ Area(∂Ω)−

∫
Ω

h+ f(Vol(Ω)).

1. Introduction

The volume spectrum of a closed, Riemannian manifold M is a sequence of real numbers
{ωp(M)}p∈N associated to the geometry ofM . The volume spectrum was introduced by Gromov
[12] as a non-linear analog to the spectrum of the Laplacian. To define the volume spectrum,
one first considers all p-sweepouts of M . Heuristically, a p-sweepout is a continuous family
of hypersurfaces with the property that for any choice of points x1, . . . , xp ∈ M , there is a
hypersurface Σ in the family with x1, . . . , xp ∈ Σ. Then the p-width ωp(M) is defined as the
min-max value

ωp(M) = inf
p-sweepouts Φ

[
sup

hypersurfaces Σ in Φ
Area(Σ)

]
.

Liokumovich, Marques, and Neves [15] proved that the volume spectrum satisfies a Weyl law
characterizing the asymptotic growth of ωp(M) as a function of p.

In [22], the authors introduced the half-volume spectrum {ω̃p(M)}p∈N. This is defined analo-
gously to the usual volume spectrum, except that one restricts to p-sweepouts by hypersurfaces
that are each required to enclose half the volume of M . The half-volume spectrum also satisfies
a Weyl law [22]. In this paper, we develop an Almgren-Pitts type min-max theory for finding
hypersurfaces associated to the half-volume spectrum. Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Assume Mn+1 is a closed manifold of dimension 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 5. Let g be a
generic Riemannian metric on M . Then for each p ∈ N there exists an open set Ωp ⊂ M with
Vol(Ωp) =

1
2 Vol(M) such that ∂Ωp is smooth and almost embedded, has non-zero constant mean

curvature, and satisfies Area(∂Ωp) = ω̃p(M).

Combined with the Weyl law [22, Theorem 1] for the half-volume spectrum, this has the
following immediate corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Assume Mn+1 is a closed manifold of dimension 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 5. Then, for
a generic Riemannian metric g on M , there exist infinitely many geometrically distinct closed
constant mean curvature hypersurfaces in M , each enclosing half the volume of M .

Remark 1.3. In Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2, the word generic is to be interpreted in the sense
of Baire category. In other words, there is a subset Γ of the space of all smooth metrics on M
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2 LIAM MAZUROWSKI AND XIN ZHOU

such that Γ is of second Baire category and the conclusions of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2
hold for all g ∈ Γ.

1.1. Background. Min-max theory is a powerful tool for finding critical points. In differential
geometry, min-max theory has been used to great success to understand the existence of minimal
surfaces, constant mean curvature surfaces, and more general prescribed mean curvature sur-
faces. In the early 1980s, Almgren [2], Pitts [24], and Schoen-Simon [25] developed a min-max
theory for finding critical points of the area functional. Their combined work implies that every
closed Riemannian manifold Mn+1 with dimension 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 7 contains a smooth, closed,
embedded minimal hypersurface. Around the same time, Yau [34] conjectured that every closed
Riemannian 3-manifold should contain infinitely many closed minimal surfaces. Motivated by
Yau’s conjecture, Marques and Neves developed a program to understand the Morse theory of
the area functional by further refining the Almgren-Pitts min-max theory. In [17], Marques and
Neves proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4 (Marques-Neves [17]). Let Mn+1 be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension
3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 7 and fix an integer p ∈ N. Then there exists a collection of disjoint closed
minimal hypersurfaces Σ1, . . . ,Σk in M together with multiplicities m1, . . . ,mk ∈ N such that
ωp(M) = m1 Area(Σ1) + . . . +mk Area(Σk).

Theorem 1.4 alone does not suffice to prove Yau’s conjecture because of the possible ap-
pearance of multiplicities. Indeed, different p-widths could be achieved by the same underlying
collection of minimal surfaces, but with different multiplicities. Marques and Neves [19] conjec-
tured that, for a generic choice of metric, all of the multiplicities in Theorem 1.4 can be taken
to be 1. In other words, for a generic choice of metric, every ωp is equal to the area of some
(possibly disconnected) minimal hypersurface Σp. This Multiplicity One Conjecture was proven
by the second named author [35], using the prescribed mean curvature regularization of the area
functional developed by the second author and J. Zhu [38]. The combined work of Marques and
Neves together with the resolution of the Multiplicity One Conjecture gives the following strong
answer to Yau’s conjecture for generic metrics.

Theorem 1.5 ([19],[35]). Let Mn+1 be a closed manifold with dimension 3 ≤ n+ 1 ≤ 7. For a
generic choice of metric g on M , there is a sequence of (possibly disconnected) closed minimal
hypersurfaces Σp such that ωp(M) = Area(Σp).

We note that prior to Theorem 1.5, Irie, Marques, and Neves [13] had already established
the existence of infinitely many closed minimal hypersurfaces for generic metrics. Moreover,
Marques, Neves, and Song [20] proved that for a generic choice of metric on M , some sequence
of minimal hypersurfaces becomes equidistributed in M . Finally, Song [29] proved that every
metric g on M admits infinitely many minimal hypersurfaces, thus completely resolving Yau’s
conjecture. For a more detailed overview of this subject, we refer to the survey articles [16] and
[36].

There is a parallel min-max procedure for constructing minimal hypersurfaces in Riemannian
manifolds based on the theory of phase transitions and the Allen-Cahn equation. In this context,
Gaspar and Guaraco [10] defined an Allen-Cahn analog to the volume spectrum {cp(M)}p∈N and
proved a corresponding version of Theorem 1.4. They also showed that cp(M) satisfies a Weyl
law [11]. In the Allen-Cahn setting, Chodosh and Mantoulidis [7] proved that the Multiplicity
One Conjecture holds in ambient dimension n + 1 = 3. In [22], the authors also defined an
Allen-Cahn version of the half-volume spectrum {c̃p(M)}p∈N.
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In the context of constant mean curvature hypersurfaces, the Ac min-max theory of the
second author and J. Zhu [37] can be used to find closed CMC hypersurfaces with prescribed
mean curvature c. This min-max theory gives no control over the enclosed volume. It is natural
to wonder if there is a corresponding min-max theory for producing unstable CMC hypersurfaces
with prescribed volume (but with no control over the value of the mean curvature). Of course,
by the solution of the isoperimetric problem, M admits a stable CMC enclosing volume v for
every prescribed volume v. We are asking if there is a meaningful higher parameter version of
this.

Intuitively, one expects that the half-volume spectrum should detect critical points of the area
functional with a half-volume constraint. In [22], the authors used the Allen-Cahn min-max
theory and the work of Bellettini-Wickramasekera [6] to show that each Allen-Cahn half-volume
spectrum c̃p is achieved by a constant mean curvature hypersurface enclosing half the volume
of M , together with a collection of minimal hypersurfaces with even multiplicities. This is an
analog to Theorem 1.4 in the half-volume Allen-Cahn setting.

In this paper, we prove a corresponding theorem for the Almgren-Pitts half-volume spectrum
ω̃p. In fact, we are able to use a prescribed mean curvature regularization to obtain a multiplicity
one type result. Thus we obtain Theorem 1.1, which is an analog to Theorem 1.5 in the half-
volume Almgren-Pitts setting. As a corollary, we prove the existence of infinitely many half-
volume CMCs for generic metrics. As part of the proof, we develop an Almgren-Pitts type
min-max theory for certain non-local functionals. These arguments may be of interest in their
own right, and we hope that they will prove useful in other contexts.

Remark 1.6. Most of our arguments work in the larger dimension range 3 ≤ n+ 1 ≤ 7, but the
extra restriction 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 5 is needed at exactly one point in the proof. This is related to
the fact that stable CMCs are known to have diameter bounds in these dimensions [9].

1.2. Motivation and Conjectures. A well-known conjecture of Arnold [3] states that every
Riemannian 2-sphere (S2, g) admits at least two distinct closed curves with constant geodesic
curvature κ for every κ > 0. The following “Twin Bubble Conjecture” [36] can be seen as a
higher dimensional analog of Arnold’s conjecture; see also [8, 21] for some partial results.

Conjecture 1.7. Every closed Riemannian manifold (Mn+1, g) with 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 7 admits at
least two distinct closed hypersurfaces with constant mean curvature c for every constant c > 0.

Our initial motivation for studying half-volume CMCs came from Conjecture 1.7. Naively,
one expects that the two CMCs in Conjecture 1.7 come from “sweeping out M in opposite
directions.” Of course, topologically all sweepouts of M are homotopic, and so it does not
make sense to distinguish the direction of different sweepouts. Nevertheless, by considering the
functional

Ω 7→ max{Area(∂Ω)− cVol(Ω),Area(∂Ω)− cVol(M \Ω)},
one can artificially attempt to see both a sweepout and “the sweepout in the opposite direction.”
Performing min-max for this functional over all sweepouts of M , we expect to detect either a
hypersurface with constant mean curvature c, or a half-volume CMC (with no control over the
value of the mean curvature). The first case should correspond to the second c-CMC hypersurface
in addition to [37]. Our current work provides a thorough understanding of the latter case via
restriction of this functional to all half-volume hypersurfaces.

We also record the following counterpart to Conjecture 1.7, where prescribed mean curvature
is replaced by a volume constraint.

Conjecture 1.8. Every closed Riemannian manifold (Mn+1, g) with 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 7 admits at
least two distinct closed CMC hypersurfaces enclosing volume v for every v ∈ (0,Vol(M)).
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1.3. Outline of Proof. In the remainder of the introduction, we will give a sketch of the proof
of Theorem 1.1. This section is more technical than the rest of the introduction. We will assume
that the reader is familiar with some of the notions from geometric measure theory introduced
in Section 2, as well as the basic ideas in the Almgren-Pitts min-max theory.

Let Mn+1 be a closed Riemannian manifold. The Almgren-Pitts min-max theory works with
homotopy classes of maps into the space Zn(M,Z2) of flat cycles mod 2. Because we work with
a volume constraint, we will restrict to the space B(M,Z2) consisting of those T ∈ Zn(M,Z2)
such that T = ∂Ω for some Caccioppoli set Ω. Within B(M,Z2), we can further consider the
space of half-volume cycles

H(M,Z2) = {T ∈ B(M,Z2) : T = ∂Ω and Vol(Ω) =
1

2
Vol(M)}.

At first, one might hope to develop a min-max theory for the area functional directly on the
space H(M,Z2).

However, a serious obstacle arises when attempting to design a pull-tight operation for the
area functional restricted to H(M,Z2). In the unconstrained Almgren-Pitts min-max scheme,
one first obtains a weak solution V in the space of varifolds V(M) as a limit of a min-max
sequence. The pull-tight operation is certain pseudo-gradient flow that ensures that this weak
solution V is stationary. The fact that V is stationary (or really just that V has bounded first
variation) is then used in an essential way to prove the regularity of V .

In our case, the volume constraint does not make sense on the space of varifolds. Nevertheless,
we can replace the space of varifolds by Almgren’s VZ space, as in [30]. The space VZ(M,Z2)
consists of pairs (V, T ) ∈ V(M) × B(M,Z2) such that there is a sequence Ti ∈ B(M,Z2) with
Ti → T and |Ti| → V . In particular, VZ(M,Z2) is the natural space in which to consider the
limit of a min-max sequence. The volume constraint makes sense in VZ(M,Z2) and so we can
look for a weak solution (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) with T = ∂Ω and Vol(Ω) = 1

2 Vol(M).
It is at this point the difficult arises. One would like to design a pull-tight operation which

ensures that the weak solution (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) with T = ∂Ω is stationary for the area
functional with half-volume constraint, i.e.,

(1) δV (X) = 0, for all X ∈ X(M) with

∫

Ω
div(X) = 0.

Here X(M) denotes the space of C1 vector fields on M . It does not seem straightforward to
achieve this. Moreover, even if such a pull-tight operation does exist, the condition (1) does not
seem sufficient to prove regularity. Indeed, condition (1) gives no a priori bound on the first
variation of V .

Thus we adopt a different approach. Rather than performing min-max theory for the area
functional directly on H(M,Z2), we first perform min-max on all of B(M,Z2) with a functional
E given by the area plus a term that penalizes the distance to the space of half-volume cycles.
Let h = 1

2 Vol(M). Then, given k ∈ N, define

Ek(T ) = M(T ) + k (Vol(Ω)− h)2

where Ω ∈ C(M) satisfies ∂Ω = T . It is easy to see that Ek(T ) does not depend on the choice
of Ω. Note that if Σ = ∂Ω is a smooth critical point of Ek then Σ has constant mean curvature

(2) |HΣ| = 2k |Vol(Ω)− h| ≤ kVol(M).

Our idea to prove Theorem 1.1 is to first use min-max methods to construct a critical point of
Ek for each k ∈ N, and then to take a limit of these critical points as k → ∞.
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1.3.1. Min-Max Theory. Now assume 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 7. Fix some k ∈ N. We would like to use
min-max theory to find a critical point of Ek. We employ Almgren’s VZ space VZ(M,Z2) as
discussed above. Note that the Ek functional extends naturally to VZ(M,Z2) and that we can
define the first variation δEk|(V,T ) at a point (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2). As a first step, we obtain a
weak solution (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) as a limit of a min-max sequence. We then design a suitable
pull-tight argument which ensures that δEk|(V,T ) = 0. As suggested by (2), one can then verify
that V has kVol(M)-bounded first variation. Thus working with Ek has the major advantage
that V has a priori bounded first variation.

The next step in the usual Almgren-Pitts construction is to use a combinatorial argument to
show that some weak solution V is almost minimizing in annuli for the area functional. This
almost minimizing property is defined in terms of (ε, δ)-deformations which, roughly speaking,
are deformations which decrease the area of a cycle by at least ε without ever increasing it
by more than δ. Because the combinatorial argument involves simultaneously applying many
different localized (ε, δ)-deformations to a cycle T , it is essential at this point that area functional
is local. In other words, given an open set U ⊂ M and two cycles S, T ∈ B(M,Z2) which agree
outside of U , one has

M(T )−M(S) = M(TxU)−M(SxU).

This property is used to ensure that if a cycle T is modified in several disjoint open sets, the
total change in the mass of T is equal to the sum of the local changes.

The Ek functional, on the other hand, is non-local. If a cycle T = ∂Ω is modified in several
disjoint open sets, the individual modifications may interact in a complicated way through the
volume term. To circumvent this, we observe that the Ek functional still satisfies a certain quasi-
locality property. Namely, if T is modified in several disjoint open sets, and each modification
individually changes area by much more than it changes volume, then the net change in Ek
resulting from performing all the modifications is approximately additive. Based on this, we
define a define a new notion of almost-minimizing for the Ek functional. Heuristically, in our
definition, we consider only those (ε, δ)-deformations which additionally change the area by
much more than the volume at all times.

This new almost minimizing property still suffices to construct replacements. The first step is
to solve a suitable constrained minimization problem. Because (ε, δ)-deformations which do not
change the volume are always admissible, solutions to the constrained minimization problem
are smooth and volume preserving stable for the area functional. By a result of Bellettini-
Chodosh-Wickramasekera [5], the volume preserving stability implies a curvature estimate. This
is then enough to construct a replacement as a limit of solutions to the constrained minimization
problem. The smooth part of the replacement is either a multiplicity one CMC with non-zero
mean curvature, or a collection of minimal hypersurfaces with multiplicities. Finally, one uses
replacements in overlapping annuli to prove the regularity of (V, T ). Here the crucial point is
to show that replacements in overlapping annuli will either both be minimal, or both have the
same non-zero constant mean curvature. Using this, we are able to show that the support of T
is a (possibly minimal) CMC bounding a region Ω, and that the remainder of supp ‖V ‖ consists
of minimal hypersurfaces.

In fact, our min-max idea can handle more general functions of volume with very little extra
work. See Section 2 for precise definitions.

Theorem 1.9. Let (Mn+1, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 7.
Let f : [0,Vol(M)] → R be a smooth function satisfying

f (h− t) = f (h+ t)
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for all t ∈ [0, h] where h = 1
2 Vol(M). Define E : B(M,Z2) → R by

E(T ) = M(T ) + f(Vol(Ω))

where Ω satisfies ∂Ω = T . Let Π be the X-homotopy class of a map Φ0 : X → (B(M,Z2),F) and
assume that LE(Π) > 0. Then there exists (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) with E(V, T ) = LE(Π). Choose
a set Ω with ∂Ω = T and let H = −f ′(Vol(Ω)).

(i) If H 6= 0, then there exists a smooth, almost-embedded, (not necessarily connected) closed
CMC hypersurface Λ = ∂Ω, which has mean curvature H with respect to the normal
pointing into Ω. Moreover, there exist a (possibly empty) collection of closed embedded
minimal hypersurfaces Σ1, . . . ,Σk and a collection of multiplicities m1, . . . ,mk ∈ N such
that

V = |Λ|+
k∑

i=1

mi|Σi|.

The hypersurfaces Λ,Σ1, . . . ,Σk are all disjoint.
(ii) If H = 0, then there exists a collection of closed, embedded minimal hypersurfaces

Λ1, . . . ,Λq such that ∂Ω = Λ1 ∪ . . . ∪ Λq. Moreover, there exist a (possibly empty)
collection of closed, embedded minimal hypersurfaces Σ1, . . . ,Σk and a collection of mul-
tiplicities ℓ1, . . . , ℓq,m1, . . . ,mk ∈ N such that

V =

q∑

i=1

ℓi|Λi|+
k∑

i=1

mi|Σi|.

The hypersurfaces Λ1, . . . ,Λq,Σ1, . . . ,Σk are all disjoint.

1.3.2. Regularization. At this point, we employ a prescribed mean curvature regularization to
obtain improved regularity as in [35]. Again consider a fixed k ∈ N. Given a smooth function
h : M → R and ε > 0, define Fk,ε : C(M) → R by

Fk,ε(Ω) = M(∂Ω) − ε

∫

Ω
h+ k (Vol(Ω)− h)2 .

For a good choice of h, we use similar arguments to find critical points of Fk,ε. Analogous to
the PMC min-max theory [38], these critical points are smooth, almost-embedded multiplicity
one hypersurfaces Σ = ∂Ω with mean curvature H = εh+ h0, where h0 = −2k(Vol(Ω)− h) is a
constant.

As above, we can actually handle more general functionals with very little extra effort. See
Section 2 for precise definitions. In particular, see Definition 2.10 for the definition of property
(T), which is a condition on the mean curvature of the level sets of h that ensures unique
continuation. It is similar to, but stronger than, condition (†) in [38].

Theorem 1.10. Let (Mn+1, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 7.
Let f : [0,Vol(M)] → R be an arbitrary smooth function, and let h : M → R be a smooth Morse
function satisfying property (T); see Definition 2.10. Define F : C(M) → R by

F (Ω) = M(∂Ω)−
∫

Ω
h+ f(Vol(Ω)).

Let Π be the (X,Z)-homotopy class of a map Φ0 : X → (C(M),F). Assume that

LF (Π) > sup
z∈Z

F (Φ0(z)).
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Then there exists a smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface Σ = ∂Ω satisfying

LF (Π) = F (Ω).

The mean curvature of Σ is given by H = h− f ′(Vol(Ω)), and the touching set of Σ is contained
in a countable union of (n− 1)-dimensional manifolds.

1.3.3. Half-Volume CMCs. Fix some p ∈ N. Consider a sequence of half-volume p-sweepouts
Φk : Xk → H(M,Z2) with

lim
k→∞

[
sup
x∈Xk

M(Φk(x))

]
→ ω̃p.

Let Πk be the homotopy class of Φk. Then

LEk(Πk) → ω̃p.

We can apply the min-max theory for Ek in the homotopy class of Πk. We then follow the ideas
in [35]. After regularizing to Fk,ε, we obtain smooth, multiplicity one hypersurfaces Σk,ε = ∂Ωk,ε
with

Fk,ε(Ωk,ε) → LEk(Πk), as ε→ 0.

Moreover, the hypersurfaces Σk,ε have mean curvature H(Σk,ε) = εh + hk,ε where hk,ε is a
constant.

Sending ε → 0, we obtain weak convergence Σk,ε → Vk as varifolds and Ωk,ε → Ωk as
Caccioppoli sets. In fact, for fixed k, the surfaces Σk,ε all satisfy a certain almost minimizing
property, and this is enough to obtain the regularity of Vk. This fact has already been observed
in [14] and [30]. In our setting, there is a subtle extra challenge in this step which we address in
Section 5. It follows that Vk is induced by either

(i) an almost-embedded, multiplicity one CMC hypersurface Σk = ∂Ωk with non-zero mean
curvature, or

(ii) a collection of smooth, embedded minimal hypersurfaces with multiplicities.

Moreover, in case (ii), some subcollection of the minimal hypersurfaces bounds Ωk. Note that
we do not a priori rule out case (ii). The primary benefit of the regularization is that it rules
out the possibility of obtaining a mixture of CMC components with non-zero mean curvature
and minimal components.

Next, we can send k → ∞, and obtain convergence Vk → V as varifolds and Ωk → Ω as
Caccioppoli sets. It is straightforward to check that ‖V ‖(M) ≤ ω̃p and Vol(Ω) = h. We would
like to show that V is induced by a multiplicity one CMC. Again, each Vk satisfies a certain
almost-minimizing property. However, unlike for Σk,ε, the varifolds Vk do not have a uniform a
priori bound on their first variation. If we can show that the first variation stays bounded, then
we can use the almost minimizing property as before to prove regularity of V . In this case, V is
induced by either

(i) an almost-embedded, multiplicity one CMC hypersurface Σ = ∂Ω with non-zero mean
curvature, or

(ii) a collection of smooth, embedded minimal hypersurfaces with multiplicities.

In the second case, some subcollection of the minimal hypersurfaces bounds Ω. We are able to
show that, for a generic metric g, no collection of minimal hypersurfaces bounds a region with
volume equal to h. Thus, for generic metrics, the second possiblity cannot occur, and we obtain
a multiplicity one CMC hypersurface Σ = ∂Ω enclosing half the volume of M and satisfying
Area(Σ) ≤ ω̃p.
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To show that the mean curvatureHk of Σk = supp ‖Vk‖ is uniformly bounded, we can argue as
follows. Supposing instead that Hk → ∞, we can rescale the surfaces Σk to obtain new surfaces
Σ′
k with constant mean curvature 1. Moreover, we can use the almost minimizing property to

ensure that the surfaces Σ′
k are volume preserving stable on a large set. It is at that this point

that we need to further restrict to dimensions 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 5. In these dimensions, we can take
advantage of the fact that stable 1-CMC surfaces are known to have diameter upper bounds
by the work of Elbert-Nelli-Rosenberg [9]. This implies that Σ′

k resembles the union of many
unit balls when k is large. At the original scale, this means that Σk is the union of many tiny
components. However, this structure is incompatible with the half-volume constraint and the
uniform area bound.

To complete the proof, it remains to verify the energy identity Area(Σ) = ω̃p. Since we know
Ek(Vk, ∂Ωk) → ω̃p, it is equivalent to show that

k(Vol(Ωk)− h)2 → 0, as k → ∞.

In fact, this also follows from the fact that the mean curvatureHk is uniformly bounded. Indeed,
since (Vk, ∂Ωk) is stationary for Ek, we have |Hk| = 2k|Vol(Ωk)− h|. Hence

k(Vol(Ωk)− h)2 =
|Hk|2
4k

,

and this goes to 0 as k → ∞, as needed.

1.4. Outline of the paper. We collect preliminary materials in Section 2. Section 3 and
Section 4 are respectively devoted to the min-max theory for the F and E functionals, and the
proof of Theorem 1.10 and Theorem 1.9. In Section 5, we prove several compactness results for
min-max solutions associated with the E and F functionals. In Section 6, we apply the min-max
theory for E and F and associated compactness results to prove our main Theorem 1.1 for half
volume spectrum. In Appendix A, we prove that condition (T) is C∞ generic among Morse
functions, and in Appendix B, we prove a collection of results about closed CMC hypersurfaces
in a generic metric.

Acknowledgement. L.M. acknowledges the support of an AMS Simons Travel Grant. X.Z.
acknowledges the support by NSF grant DMS-1945178, an Alfred P. Sloan Research Fellowship,
and a grant from the Simons Foundation (1026523, XZ). X.Z. also thanks the support of the
math department at Princeton University and the Institute of Advanced Study, where part of
the work was carried out.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we begin by reviewing some concepts from geometric measure theory needed
in the paper. Then we introduce the functionals we will consider and related min-max notions.

We will need the following concepts from geometric measure theory; see [27]. Let (Mn+1, g)
be a closed Riemannian manifold.

• Let C(M) denote the space of all Caccioppoli sets in M .
• Let V(M) denote the space of all n-dimensional varifolds on M .
• Let Z(M,Z2) denote the space of n-dimensional flat cycles in M mod 2.
• Given Ω ∈ C(M), the notation ∂Ω denotes the element of Z(M,Z2) induced by the
boundary of Ω.

• Given T ∈ Z(M,Z2), the notation |T | stands for the varifold induced by T .
• Let B(M,Z2) denote the space of all T ∈ Z(M,Z2) such that T = ∂Ω for some Ω ∈ C(M).
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• LetH(M,Z2) denote the space of all T ∈ Z(M,Z2) such that T = ∂Ω for some Ω ∈ C(M)
with Vol(Ω) = 1

2 Vol(M).
• We use F to denote the flat topology, F to denote the F-topology, and M to denote the
mass topology. By convention, the F topology on C(M) is

F(Ω1,Ω2) = F(Ω1,Ω2) + F(|∂Ω1|, |∂Ω2|).
• Let VZ(M,Z2) denote Almgren’s VZ space (see [2]).
• Let VC(M) denote Almgren’s VC space (see [2] and [30]).

Because the reader is likely less familiar with Almgren’s VZ [2] and VC spaces [30, Definition
1.3], we include the relevant background below. The set VZ(M,Z2) consists of all pairs (V, T ) ∈
V(M) × B(M,Z2) such that there is a sequence Tk ∈ B(M,Z2) with |Tk| → V ∈ V(M) and
Tk → T ∈ B(M,Z2). Note that it may or may not be true that V = |T |, but it is always true
that ‖ |T | ‖ ≤ ‖V ‖ as measures. We can endow VZ(M,Z2) with the product metric, so that for
any (V, T ), (V ′, T ′) ∈ VZ(M,Z2), the F -distance between them is

F
(
(V, T ), (V ′, T ′)

)
= F(V, V ′) + F(T, T ′).

We will use VZ(M,F ,Z2) if we wish to emphasize the metric F .
Given (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) and a C1 diffeomorphism φ : M → M , define the pushforward

φ♯(V, T ) = (φ♯V, φ♯T ). It is easy to check that φ♯(V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) and the mapping
φ♯ : VZ(M,Z2) → VZ(M,Z2) is continuous.

Proposition 2.1. Given any constant L > 0, the space

Yz,L = {(V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) : ‖V ‖(M) ≤ L}(3)

is a compact metric space.

Proof. The flat topology on B(M,Z2) is metrizable. Moreover, the weak topology on the space
X = {V ∈ V(M) : ‖V ‖(M) ≤ L} is also metrizable. Therefore Y is a metric space. To see
that Y is compact, assume that (Vi, Ti) is a sequence in Y . Since X is compact, by passing to
a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that Vi → V for some V ∈ X. Since M(Ti) ≤ L
for all i ∈ N, by passing to a further subsequence, we can assume that Ti → T for some
T ∈ B(M,Z2). It remains to show that (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2). For each i ∈ N, there is a sequence
Ti,k ∈ B(M,Z2) such that Ti,k → Ti and |Ti,k| → Vi as k → ∞. Since all spaces in question are
metrizable, the diagonal sequence Ti,i therefore satisfies Ti,i → T and |∂Ti,i| → V as i → ∞.
Thus (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2), and it follows that Y is compact. �

The VC space is entirely analogous but with B(M,Z2) replaced by C(M). The set VC(M)
consists of all pairs (V,Ω) ∈ V(M) × C(M) such that there is a sequence Ωk ∈ C(M) with
|∂Ωk| → V ∈ V(M) and Ωk → Ω ∈ C(M). We similarly endow VC(M) with the product metric,
so that for any (V,Ω), (V ′,Ω′) ∈ VC(M), the F -distance between them is

F
(
(V,Ω), (V ′,Ω′)

)
= F(V, V ′) + F(Ω,Ω′).

Again, we will write VC(M,F ) if we wish to emphasize the metric F . Given (V,Ω) ∈ VC(M)
and a C1 diffeomorphism φ : M → M , define the pushforward φ♯(V,Ω) = (φ♯V, φ♯Ω). It is easy
to check that φ♯(V,Ω) ∈ VC(M) and the mapping φ♯ : VC(M) → VC(M) is continuous.

Proposition 2.2. Given any constant L > 0, the space

Yc,L = {(V,Ω) ∈ VC(M) : ‖V ‖(M) ≤ L}(4)

is a compact metric space.
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2.1. The E Functional. Fix a closed, Riemannian manifold M .

Definition 2.3. Let h = 1
2 Vol(M).

Let f : [0,Vol(M)] → R be a non-constant smooth function and assume that f is “even” in
the sense that

(5) f(h− t) = f(h+ t)

for all t ∈ [0, h]. Given T ∈ B(M,Z2), we write f(Vol(T )) to mean f(Vol(Ω)) where Ω ∈ C(M)
satisfies ∂Ω = T . This is well-defined since |Vol(Ω)− h| = |Vol(M \Ω)− h| and f satisfies (5).

Definition 2.4. Define the function Ef : B(M,Z2) → R by Ef (T ) = M(T )+ f(Vol(T )). In the
following, we will sometimes just write E instead of Ef if the choice of f is clear.

Assume Σ = ∂Ω is a smooth hypersurface in M . Let ν denote the inward pointing normal
vector to Σ, and let H be the mean curvature of Ω with respect to ν. Let X be a C1 vector
field on M and let φt be the associated flow.

Proposition 2.5. The first variation of E is given by

δE|Σ(X) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

E(φt(Σ)) = −
∫

Σ
H〈X, ν〉 − f ′(Vol(Ω))

∫

Σ
〈X, ν〉.

Thus Σ is critical for E if and only if Σ has constant mean curvature H = −f ′(Vol(Ω)).
Note that the E functional extends to a functional on VZ(M,Z2) by

E(V, T ) = ‖V ‖(M) + f(Vol(T )).

Moreover, if Ti ∈ Z(M,Z2) is a sequence with Ti → T and |Ti| → V then E(Ti) → E(V, T ). It
is also possible to define the first variation of E on VZ(M,Z2).

Proposition 2.6. The first variation of E on VZ(M,Z2) is given by

δE|(V,T )(X) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

E((φt)♯(V, T ))

= δV (X) + f ′(Vol(Ω))

∫

Ω
div(X)(6)

where Ω ∈ C(M) satisfies ∂Ω = T .

A pair (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) is called stationary for E if δE|(V,T )(X) = 0 for all C1 vector fields
X on M .

Proposition 2.7. Fix a C1 vector field X on M . Assume that (Vi, Ti) → (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2).
Then δE(Vi,Ti)(X) → δE(V,T )(X).

Proof. Let (Vi, Ti) and (V, T ) be as in the statement of the theorem. It is possible to choose
Caccioppoli sets Ωi and Ω so that ∂Ωi = Ti and ∂Ω = T and Ωi → Ω as Caccioppoli sets. Since
X is fixed, we have∫

Gn(M)
divP X(x) dVi(x, P ) →

∫

Gn(M)
divP X(x) dV (x, P )

as i→ ∞. Again since X is fixed we have Vol(Ωi) → Vol(Ω) and
∫

Ωi

div(X) →
∫

Ω
div(X).

The result now follows from the first variation formula. �
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Corollary 2.8. The set {(V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) : (V, T ) is stationary for E} is closed as a subset
of VZ(M,Z2).

2.2. The F Functional. Fix a smooth, non-constant function f : [0,Vol(M)] → R. Also fix a
smooth Morse function h : M → R.

Definition 2.9. Given a regular point x ∈M for h, let Γ(x) be the level set of h passing through
x. Then define v(h, x) to be the vanishing order at x of the mean curvature HΓ(x), regarded as
a function on Γ(x).

Definition 2.10. Let h : M → R be a smooth Morse function. We say that h satisfies property
(T) provided

(T) For every regular point x of h, we have v(h, x) <∞.

In the following, fix a smooth Morse function h : M → R satisfying property (T). In Appendix
A, we show that the set of smooth Morse functions satisfying property (T) is dense in C∞(M).

Definition 2.11. Define the functional Ah : C(M) → R by

Ah(Ω) = M(∂Ω)−
∫

Ω
h.

Then define the functional F h,f : C(M) → R by

F h,f(Ω) = Ah(Ω) + f(Vol(Ω)).

In the following, we will sometimes just write F instead of F h,f if the choice of h and f is clear.

Assume Σ = ∂Ω is a smooth hypersurface in M . Let ν denote the inward pointing normal
vector to Σ, and let H be the mean curvature of Σ with respect to ν. Let X be a C1 vector
field on M and let φt be the associated flow.

Proposition 2.12. The first variation of F is given by

δF |Ω(X) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

F (φt(Ω)) =

∫

Σ

(
h−H − f ′(Vol(Ω)

)
〈X, ν〉.

Thus Ω is a critical point for F if and only if Σ has constant mean curvature given by H =
h− f ′(Vol(Ω)).

Property (T) is used to control the touching set of almost-embedded hypersurfaces with mean
curvature h+ h0 for some constant h0.

Proposition 2.13. Assume that h satisfies property (T). Let Σ be an almost-embedded hyper-
surface with mean curvature H = h + h0 for some constant h0. Then the touching set S(Σ) is
contained in a countable union of (n − 1)-dimensional manifolds.

Proof. For every regular point x ∈ M for h, the proof of [38, Theorem 3.11] shows that there
is some r > 0 for which S(Σ) ∩ Br(x) is contained in a countable union of (n − 1)-dimensional
manifolds. Let C be the finite set of all critical points of h. Let Gn be a sequence of closed
subsets of M \ C with ∪∞

n=1Gn = M \ C. Then each Gn is covered by finitely many balls
B with the property that S(Σ) ∩ B is contained in a countable union of (n − 1)-dimensional
submanifolds. Taking the union of these balls over all n, it follows that S(Σ) ∩ (M \ C) is
contained in a countable union of (n − 1)-dimensional manifolds. Of course, the finite set C is
also contained in a finite union of (n− 1)-dimensional manifolds, and the result follows. �
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Note that the F functional extends to a functional on VC(M) by

F (V,Ω) = ‖V ‖(M) −
∫

Ω
h+ f(Vol(Ω)).

Moreover, if Ωi ∈ C(M) is a sequence with Ωi → Ω and |∂Ωi| → V then F (Ωi) → F (V,Ω). It is
also possible to define the first variation of F on VC(M).

Proposition 2.14. The first variation of F on VC(M) is given by

δF |(V,Ω)(X) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

F ((φt)♯(V,Ω))

= δV (X)−
∫

Ω
div(hX) + f ′(Vol(Ω))

∫

Ω
div(X).(7)

A pair (V,Ω) ∈ VC(M) is called stationary for F if δF(V,Ω)(X) = 0 for all C1 vector fields X
on M .

Proposition 2.15. Fix a C1 vector field X on M . Assume that (Vi,Ωi) → (V,Ω) ∈ VC(M).
Then δF(Vi,Ωi)(X) → δF(V,Ω)(X).

Corollary 2.16. The set {(V,Ω) ∈ VC(M) : (V,Ω) is stationary for F} is closed in VC(M).

2.3. Min-Max Notions. Let X be a cubical subcomplex of the cell complex I(m,k0) for some
m,k0 ∈ N. Here I(m,k) = I(1, k) ⊗ · · · I(1, k) (m-times), where I(1, k) denotes the complex on
I = [0, 1] whose 1-cells and 0-cells are, respectively,

[1, 3−k], [3−k, 2 · 3−k], · · · , [1 − 3−k, 1] and [0], [3−k], · · · , [1 − 3−k], [1].

We refer to [35, Appendix A] for a summary of notions; (see also [18, Section 2.1]). We will
define both absolute and relative homotopy classes.

2.3.1. Absolute Homotopy Classes. Given a continuous map Φ0 : X → (B(M,Z2),F), we let Π
be the collection of all sequences of continuous maps {Φi : X → (B(M,Z2),F)} such that, for
each i, there exists a flat continuous homotopy map

Hi : X × [0, 1] → (B(M,Z2),F),

Hi(x, 0) = Φ0(x),

Hi(x, 1) = Φi(x).

Definition 2.17. Such a sequence {Φi}i∈N is called an X-homotopy sequence of mappings into
B(M,Z2), and Π is called the X-homotopy class of Φ0.

Definition 2.18. Fix a functional E : B(M,Z2) → R. Define the min-max value of Π with
respect to E by

LE(Π) = inf
{Φi}∈Π

lim sup
i→∞

[
sup
x∈X

E(Φi(x))

]
.

A sequence {Φi} ∈ Π is called a critical sequence for E if

LE({Φi}) := lim sup
i→∞

(
sup
x∈X

E(Φi(x))

)
= LE(Π).

The critical set K({Φi}) associated to a critical sequence {Φi} is the set of all (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2)
such that there exist xij ∈ X with |Φij (xij )| → V , and Φij (xij ) → Ω, and E(Φij (xij )) → LE(Π).

In the following, we will sometimes abbreviate LE to L when the choice of E is clear.

Proposition 2.19. The critical set K({Φi}) is a compact subset of VZ(M,F ,Z2).
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2.3.2. Relative Homotopy Classes. Let Z ⊂ X be a cubical subcomplex. Given a continuous
map Φ0 : X → (C(M),F), we let Π be the collection of all sequences of continuous maps
{Φi : X → (C(M),F)} such that, for each i, there exists a flat continuous homotopy map

Hi : X × [0, 1] → (C(M),F),

Hi(x, 0) = Φ0(x),

Hi(x, 1) = Φi(x),

and, moreover,

lim sup
i→∞

[
sup

(z,t)∈Z×[0,1]
F(Hi(z, t),Φ0(z))

]
→ 0

as i→ ∞.

Definition 2.20. Such a sequence {Φi}i∈N is called an (X,Z)-homotopy sequence of mappings
into C(M), and Π is called the (X,Z)-homotopy class of Φ0.

Definition 2.21. Fix a functional F : C(M) → R. Define the min-max value of Π with respect
to F by

LF (Π) = inf
{Φi}∈Π

lim sup
i→∞

[
sup
x∈X

F (Φi(x))

]
.

A sequence {Φi} ∈ Π is called a critical sequence for F if

LF ({Φi}) := lim sup
i→∞

(
sup
x∈X

F (Φi(x))

)
= LF (Π).

The critical set K({Φi}) associated to a critical sequence {Φi} is the set of all (V,Ω) ∈ VC(M)
such that there exist xij ∈ X with |Φij (xij )| → V , Φij(xij ) → Ω, and F (Φij (xij )) → LF (Π). In

the following, we will sometimes abbreviate LF to L when the choice of F is clear.

Proposition 2.22. The critical set K({Φi}) is a compact subset of VC(M,F ).

2.4. Regularity and Curvature Estimates. When developing a min-max theory for the F
functional, we will need to analyze volume constrained local minimizers of Ah.

Proposition 2.23. Fix 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 7. Assume that Ω is a local minimizer for Ah in an open
set U subject to a volume constraint. In other words, for any Θ with supp(Ω − Θ) ⊂ U and
Vol(Θ) = Vol(Ω), we have Ah(Θ) ≥ Ah(Ω). Then ∂Ω is smooth and embedded in U .

Proof. It suffices to verify condition (2) of [23, Proposition 3.1]. As in [23], we can find two
points p1, p2 ∈ U and deformations Ωi,t such that

(i) Ωi,0 = Ω, Ωi,t ⊃ Ω for t > 0, and Ωi,t ⊂ Ω for t < 0
(ii) supp(Ωi,t − Ω) is contained in a small ball centered at pi,
(iii) |Hn(∂Ωi,t)−Hn(∂Ω)| ≤ C1|Vol(Ωi,t)−Vol(Ω)|

for i = 1, 2. Condition (i) implies that |Vol(Ω∆Ωi,t)| = |Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωi,t)|. Therefore condition
(iii) implies that

|Ah(Ωi,t)−Ah(Ω)| ≤ |Hn(∂Ωi,t)−Hn(∂Ω)|+
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Ω
h−

∫

Ωi,t

h

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C1|Vol(Ωi,t)−Vol(Ω)|+ (sup |h|)Vol(Ω∆Ωi,t)

≤ C2|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωi,t)|.
Now we can argue as in [38].
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Let p ∈ U and choose a small number r > 0 so that Br(p) ⊂ U . We can suppose r is small
enough that Br(p) is far away from a neighborhood of pi for some choice of i ∈ {1, 2}. Consider
any Θ with supp(Ω−Θ) ⊂ Br(p). Then it must be the case that

(8) Ah(Θ)−Ah(Ω) ≥ −C2|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Ω)|.
Otherwise, we could restore volume near pi using the deformation above, and this would create
a new competitor with the same volume as Ω but lower Ah. Let A = Hn(∂Ω) and A′ = Hn(∂Θ).
Then (8) implies that

A′ −A ≥ −C2|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Ω)| −
∣∣∣∣
∫

Θ
h−

∫

Ω
h

∣∣∣∣ ≥ −C3 Vol(Θ∆Ω).

As in [38], this inequality implies condition (2) of [23, Proposition 3.1] provided r is sufficiently
small. The regularity then follows. �

Bellettini, Chodosh, and Wickramasekera proved curvature estimates for volume preserving
stable CMCs. In particular, they proved the following Bernstein type theorem.

Theorem 2.24 ([5] Proposition 3). Fix 3 ≤ n+ 1 ≤ 7. Assume that Σ ⊂ R
n+1 is a connected,

embedded, volume preserving stable minimal hypersurface with no singularities. Further suppose
that Hn(Σ ∩Br) ≤ Λrn for some constant Λ ≥ 1 and all r ≥ 0. Then Σ is a hyperplane.

For the min-max theory, we need to extend the Bellettini-Chodosh-Wickramasekera curvature
estimates to local minimizers of Ah with a volume constraint.

Proposition 2.25. Fix an open set U ⊂ M . Assume that Σ = ∂Ω is smooth and properly
embedded in U with mean curvature HΣ = h + h0 for some constant h0. Assume that Ω is
volume preserving stable for Ah+h0 in U . Then there is a constant C depending only on U ,
‖h‖C3 , an upper bound for Area(Σ), and an upper bound for ‖HΣ‖∞ such that

‖AΣ‖2(x) ≤
C

dist(x, ∂U)2

for all x ∈ Σ ∩ U .

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.24 by a standard argument. �

Finally we record the following Simons type theorem for volume preserving stable cones.

Proposition 2.26. Assume that Σ is a smooth, embedded, volume preserving stable minimal
cone in R

n+1 \ {0} with 3 ≤ n+ 1 ≤ 7. Then Σ is a hyperplane.

Proof. Note that Σ must be strongly stable outside some ball B(0, R). Since rΣ = Σ for every
r > 0, it follows that Σ is strongly stable outside B(0, rR) for every r > 0. Thus Σ is strongly
stable in R

n+1 \ {0} and the result follows from the usual Simons theorem. �

3. Relative Min-Max for F

The goal of this section is to develop a relative min-max theory for the F functional. Through-
out this section, M is a fixed Riemannian manifold, f : [0,Vol(M)] → R is an non-constant
smooth function, h : M → R is a smooth Morse function satisfying property (T), and we abbre-
viate F = F h,f .
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3.1. Pull Tight. We will employ a pull-tight operation to ensure that every point in the critical
set is stationary for F . The construction is relatively standard, and so we shall be brief. The
goal is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let Π be the (X,Z)-homotopy class of a continuous map Φ0 : X → (C(M),F).
Assume that

LF (Π) > sup
z∈Z

F (Φ0(z)).

Let {Φi} be a critical sequence for Π. There is another critical sequence {Ξi} such that K({Ξi}) ⊂
K({Φi}) and every (V,Ω) ∈ K({Ξi}) is stationary for F .

Proof. Let L = LF ({Φi}) + 1. Recall that Y = Yc,L defined in (4) is the set of pairs in VC with
mass bounded by L. Let

Y0 = {(V,Ω) ∈ Y : (V, T ) is stationary for F} ∪ Φ0(Z).

Consider the concentric annuli of Y0 under the F -metric:

Y1 = {(V,Ω) ∈ Y : F
(
(V, T ), Y0

)
≥ 1

2
},

Yj = {(V,Ω) ∈ Y :
1

2j
≤ F

(
(V,Ω), Y0

)
≤ 1

2j−1
}, j ∈ N, j ≥ 2.

By compactness of Yj under the F -metric and the continuity of first variation of (V,Ω) →
δFV,Ω(X ) for a fixed vector field X (Proposition 2.15), for each j ∈ N, we can find cj > 0, such
that for all (V,Ω) ∈ Yj , there exists a C1 vector field XV,Ω on M with

‖XV,Ω‖C1 ≤ 1, δFV,Ω(XV,T ) ≤ −cj < 0.

Next, we can follow the same procedure as in [30, Step 2 in Section 2.2] to construct a mapping

X : Y → X(M),

where X(M) denotes the space of C1 vector fields on M , such that the following lemma holds.

Lemma 3.2. The map X is continuous under the C1 topology on X(M). Moreover, there exist
continuous functions g : (0,∞) → (0,∞) and ρ : (0,∞) → (0,∞) with limt→0 g(t) = 0 and
limt→0 ρ(t) = 0 such that

δFV ′,Ω′(X (V,Ω)) ≤ −g(F ((V,Ω), Y0))

for all (V ′, T ′), (V, T ) ∈ Y satisfying F
(
(V ′,Ω′), (V,Ω)

)
≤ ρ
(
F ((V,Ω), Y0)

)
.

The next step is to construct a map into the space of isotopies. Again this can be done as in
[30, Step 3 in Section 2.2]. Given (V,Ω) ∈ Y and t > 0, define (Vt,Ωt) = φV,Ω(t)♯(V,Ω) where
φV,Ω(t) denotes the time t flow of the vector field X (V,Ω).

Lemma 3.3. There exist continuous functions T : (0,∞) → (0,∞) and L : (0,∞) → (0,∞)
with limt→0 T (t) = 0 and limt→0L(t) = 0 such that for all (V,Ω) ∈ Y it holds that

F (VT (γ),ΩT (γ)) ≤ F (V,Ω)− L(γ),
where we have abbreviated γ = F ((V,Ω), Y0).

Define a map Ψ: Y × [0, 1] → Y by

Ψ((V,Ω), t) = (VT (γ)t,ΩT (γ)t),

where again we have abbreviated γ = F ((V,Ω), Y0). Then, for each i, define Ξi : X → C(M)
by Ξi(x) = π ◦Ψ((|Φi(x)|,Φi(x)), 1) where π(V,Ω) = Ω. It is straightforward to verify from the
properties of Ψ that the sequence {Ξi} is as required. �
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3.2. Replacements and the Almost Minimizing Property. In this section, we define a
suitable almost-minimizing property and then use it to construct replacements. Note that pre-
vious Almgren-Pitts min-max schemes have always used for a local functional. For example, in
the case of the Ah functional, if a competitor Ω is modified in a small open set U , it is possible to
determine the change in Ah without knowledge of Ωx(M −U). However, this is not the case for
E. If a competitor Ω is modified in a small open set U , it is impossible to determine the change
in f(Vol(Ω)) without knowledge of Ωx(M − U). The key observation is that the functional F
still satisfies a quasi-locality type property if we restrict to modifications that change Ah faster
than volume.

Definition 3.4. Define a = maxv∈[0,Vol(M)] |f ′(v)|. Note that a > 0 since we assume f is not
constant.

Definition 3.5. Define b = supM |h|.

Proposition 3.6. Assume U1, U2, . . . , UN are disjoint open sets in M . Assume that Ω ∈ C(M).
Fix a small δ > 0. Suppose there are sets Θk with supp(Ω−Θk) ⊂ Uk and

2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Θi)| ≤ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Θi) + δ

for k = 1, 2, . . . , N . Let

Ω∗ = Ωx(M \ (U1 ∪ . . . ∪ Uk)) +
N∑

k=1

ΘkxUk.

Then there is an estimate

F (Ω∗) ≤ F (Ω) +
1

2

N∑

i=1

(
Ah(Θk)−Ah(Ω)

)
+
Nδ

2
.

Proof. Note that

Vol(Ω∗) = Vol(Ω \ (U1 ∪ . . . ∪ Uk)) +
N∑

k=1

Vol(Θk ∩ Uk).

Observe that

Vol(Θk ∩ Uk)−Vol(Ω ∩ Uk) = Vol(Θk)−Vol(Ω) ≤ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Θk)

2a
+

δ

2a
.

for k = 1, . . . , N . It follows that

|Vol(Ω∗)−Vol(Ω)| ≤ Nδ

2a
+

N∑

k=1

Ah(Ω)−Ah(Θk)

2a
.

Next observe that

f(Vol(Ω∗)) ≤ f(Vol(Ω)) + a|Vol(Ω∗)−Vol(Ω)|

≤ f(Vol(Ω)) +
Nδ

2
+

N∑

k=1

Ah(Ω)−Ah(Θk)

2
.
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Thus we have

F (Ω∗) = Ah(Ω) +

N∑

k=1

(
Ah(Θk)−Ah(Ω)

)
+ f(Vol(Ω∗))

≤ Ah(Ω) +
Nδ

2
+

1

2

N∑

k=1

(
Ah(Θk)−Ah(Ω)

)
+ f(Vol(Ω))

= F (Ω) +
1

2

N∑

k=1

(
Ah(Θk)−Ah(Ω)

)
+
Nδ

2
.

This proves the result. �

3.2.1. The Almost-Minimizing Property. The above quasi-locality property is the motivation for
the following definition of F almost-minimizing sets.

Definition 3.7. Let U be an open subset of M . Let ν denote either the F , F, or M norm.
Fix constants ε, δ > 0 and γ ≥ 0. Fix an element Ω ∈ C(M). Let {Ωi}i=1,...,k be a sequence in
C(M). Assume that

(i) Ω1 = Ω,
(ii) supp(Ω− Ωi) ⊂ U for all i,
(iii) 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωi)| ≤ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Ωi) + γ for all i,
(iv) ν(∂Ωi, ∂Ωi+1) < δ for all i,
(v) Ah(Ωi) ≤ Ah(Ω) + δ for all i.

We say Ω is (F, ε, δ, γ, ν)-almost-minimizing in U if for all sequences {Ωi}i=1,...,k as above, we

have Ah(Ωk) ≥ Ah(Ω)− ε.

Remark 3.8. Note that we allow γ = 0. When ν = F , we will always choose γ = 0. When
ν = M, we will always choose γ = δ > 0 to allow room for interpolation.

Definition 3.9. We define F -almost-minimizers. Let (V,Ω) ∈ VC(M) and let U be an open
subset of M .

(a) We say (V,Ω) is (F,F)-almost-minimizing in U if there is a sequence Ωi ∈ C(M) such
that Ωi is (F, εi, δi, 0,F)-almost-minimizing in U , |∂Ωi| → V , Ωi → Ω, and εi, δi → 0.

(b) We say (V,Ω) is (F,M)-almost-minimizing in U if there is a sequence Ωi ∈ C(M) such
that Ωi is (F, εi, δi, δi,M) almost-minimizing in U , |∂Ωi| → V , Ωi → Ω, and εi, δi → 0.

Proposition 3.10. Assume that Ω is (F, ε, ρ, ρ,M)-almost-minimizing in U . If δ ≤ ρ is small
enough, then Ω is (F, ε, δ, 0,F)-almost-minimizing in any open set W compactly contained in U .

Proof. We rely on an interpolation process from [37] and [38]. Assume δ is small enough that we
can apply [37, Lemma A.1] with η = min{ρ/(2a + 1), ρ/2} and c = max{1, b}. We can assume
that δ ≤ η. Assume that Ω1 and Ω2 satisfy F(∂Ω1, ∂Ω2) < δ and supp(Ω − Ωi) ⊂ W and
Ah(Ωi) ≤ Ah(Ω) + δ and

2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωi)| ≤ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Ωi)

for i = 1, 2. By [37, Lemma A.1] (also see [38, Lemma A.1]), there exists a sequence Ω1 =
Λ0,Λ1, . . . ,Λm = Ω2 ∈ C(M) such that for each j = 1, . . . ,m− 1 we have

(a) supp(Λj − Ω) ⊂ U ,
(b) M(∂Λk − ∂Λj+1) ≤ η,

(c) Ah(Λj) ≤ max{Ah(Ω1), A
h(Ω2)}+ η,
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(d) |Vol(Λj)−Vol(Ωi)| ≤ η, for i = 1, 2.

One verifies immediately that (ii), (iv), and (v) hold along the sequence Λj with ν = M and

with δ replaced by ρ. Choose k so that max{Ah(Ω1), A
h(Ω2)} = Ah(Ωk). Observe that

2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Λj)| = 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωk) + Vol(Ωk)−Vol(Λj)|
≤ 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωk)|+ 2aη,

and therefore

Ah(Ω)−Ah(Λj) = Ah(Ω)−Ah(Ωk) +Ah(Ωk)−Ah(Λj)

≥ 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(∂Ωk)| − η

≥ 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Λj)| − (2a+ 1)η

≥ 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Λj)| − ρ.

Thus (iii) also holds along the sequence Λj with γ = ρ. It is easy to see that the above
construction can be used to prove that if Ω is not (F, ε, δ, 0,F) almost-minimizing in W then Ω
is not (F, ε, ρ, ρ,M) almost-minimizing in U . �

Proposition 3.11. If (V,Ω) ∈ VC(M) is (F,M)-almost-minimizing in U then (V,Ω) is (F,F)-
almost-minimizing in any open set W compactly contained in U .

Proof. Assume that (V,Ω) is (F,M)-almost-minimizing in U and letW be an open set compactly
contained in U . According to the definition, there is a sequence Ωi ∈ C(M) such that Ωi
is (F, εi, ρi, ρi,M) almost-minimizing in U and |∂Ωi| → V and Ωi → Ω and εi, ρi → 0. By
Proposition 3.10, for each i, there is a δi ≤ ρi such that Ωi is (F, εi, δi, 0,F)-almost-minimizing
in W . Since εi, δi → 0, this witnesses that (V,Ω) is (F,F)-almost-minimizing in W . �

Recall that a = sup |f ′| and b = sup |h|.

Proposition 3.12. Assume that (V,Ω) ∈ VC(M) is (F,F)-almost-minimizing in U . Then V
has (2a+ b)-bounded first variation in U .

Proof. We will prove the contrapositive. Suppose that V does not have (2a + b)-bounded first
variation in U . Then there is a smooth vector field X compactly supported in U such that

δV (X) < −(2a+ b+ ε0)

∫

M
|X| dµV

for some ε0 > 0. By continuity and the first variation formula, there is an ε1 > 0 such that for
all Ω ∈ C(M) with F(|∂Ω|, V ) < 2ε1 we have

δ|∂Ω|(X) + 2a

∫

M
|X| dµ∂Ω ≤ 0,

δAh|Ω(X) ≤ −ε0
2

∫

M
|X| dµ∂Ω.

Fix some Ω with F(|∂Ω|, V ) < ε1. Deforming Ω along the flow of X for a uniform small time τ
yields an F-continuous family (Ωt)t∈[0,τ ] such that F(|∂Ωt|, V ) < 2ε1 for all t ∈ [0, τ ]. Observe

that t 7→ Ah(Ωt) is decreasing for t ∈ [0, τ ]. We also have

Ah(Ωτ ) ≤ Ah(Ω)− ε2
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where ε2 > 0 is a uniform constant that does not depend on the choice of Ω. Finally, note that
for any t ∈ [0, τ ] we have

2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωt)| = 2a

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
δVol |Ωt(X) dt

∣∣∣∣

≤ 2a

∫ t

0

(∫

∂Ωt

|X|
)
dt ≤ −

∫ t

0
δ|∂Ωt|(X) dt.

Therefore Area(∂Ω)−Area(∂Ωt) ≥ 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωt)| for all t ∈ [0, τ ]. Discretizing the flow
witnesses that Ω cannot be (F, ε2, δ, 0,F) almost-minimizing in U for any δ > 0. �

Remark 3.13. Note that we cannot use a similar argument to prove that (V,Ω) is stable in a
suitable sense for Ah in U as in [30], mainly due to the volume constraint in Definition 3.7(iii).
This will bring in extra challenges to show compactness in Section 5.

Definition 3.14. An element (V,Ω) ∈ VC(M) is called F -almost-minimizing in annuli if for
each x ∈ M there is a number ρ(x) > 0 such that (V,Ω) is (F,F) almost-minimizing in every
annulus An(x, s, r) with s < r < ρ(x).

Proposition 3.15. Let Π be the (X,Z)-homotopy class of a continuous map Φ0 : X → (C(M),F),
where X is a cubical subcomplex of I(m,k) for some m,k ∈ N. Assume that

LF (Π) > sup
z∈Z

F (Φ0(z)).

Choose a pulled-tight critical sequence {Φi} and let K = K({Φi}) be the critical set. Then there
is an element (V,Ω) ∈ K which is F -almost minimizing in annuli. In fact, there exists some
(V,Ω) ∈ K satisfying the following stronger property:

(R) There is a number N = N(m) depending only on m such that for any collection of
N concentric annuli An(x, s1, r1), . . ., An(x, sN , rN ) with 2rj < sj+1, (V,Ω) is (F,F)
almost minimizing in at least one of the annuli.

Proof. Applying discretization [35, Theorem 1.11], we can find a homotopy sequence {φi} such
that L({φi}) = L(Π) and K({φi}) = K({Φi}). Assume for contradiction that no element in K
satisfies property (R). Then by Proposition 3.11, no element in K satisfies property (R) with
(E,F) almost-minimizing replaced by (E,M) almost-minimizing. Thus we can apply Parts 1-19
of the Almgren-Pitts combinatorial construction [24, Theorem 4.10] to {φi}. This produces a
homotopic sequence {ψi}.

Note that in Part 20, one can use Proposition 3.6 to verify that

L({ψi}) < L({φi})− ε

for some ε > 0. Let us be more precise. Consider disjoint annuli A1, A2, . . . , AK . Fix Ω ∈ C(M).
As part the the combinatorial construction, one obtains small constants ε, δ > 0 and Caccioppoli
sets Ωk(j), k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, j ∈ {1, . . . , J} satisfying

(i) Ωk(1) = Ω,
(ii) supp(Ωk(j)− Ω) ⊂ Ak for all j and k,
(iii) 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωk(j))| ≤ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Ωk(j)) + δ for all j and k,
(iv) M(∂Ωk(j) − ∂Ωk(j + 1)) < δ for all j and k,
(v) Ah(Ωk(j)) ≤ Ah(Ω) + δ for all j and k,
(vi) Ah(Ωk(J)) ≤ Ah(Ω)− ε.
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For a choice of integers j1, . . . , jN ∈ {1, . . . , J}, one then considers a set of the form

Ω∗ = Ωx(M \ (A1 ∪ . . . ∪AN )) +
K∑

k=1

Ωk(jk)xAk

and needs to estimate the difference F (Ω) − F (Ω∗). This can be accomplished by applying
Proposition 3.6 with Uk = Ak and Θk = Ωk(jk).

Applying interpolation [35, Theorem 1.12] to {ψi} then gives a sequence

{Ψi : X → (C(M),F)}
in the (X,Z)-homotopy class Π with supx∈X F (Ψi(x)) < L(Π) − ε/2 for all large i. This is a
contradiction. �

3.2.2. A Constrained Minimization Problem. Consider the following constrained minimization
problem. Assume that Ω is (F, ε, δ, 0,F) almost minimizing in U . Let K be a compact subset
of U . Let A = A(Ω,K, δ) be the set of all Θ ∈ C(M) such that there is a sequence {Ωi}i=1,...,k

in C(M) satisfying

(i’) Ω1 = Ω,
(ii’) supp(Ω− Ωi) ⊂ K for all i,
(iii’) 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωi)| ≤ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Ωi) for all i,
(iv’) F(∂Ωi, ∂Ωi+1) < δ for all i,
(v’) Ah(Ωi) ≤ Ah(Ω) + δ for all i,

and Θ = Ωk. We aim to minimize Ah among elements of A.

Proposition 3.16. There exists Θ ∈ A such that Ah(Θ) = infΞ∈AA
h(Ξ).

Proof. Choose a minimizing sequence Θj ∈ A. Since the mass of ∂Θj is uniformly bounded,

by passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that Θj → Θ in C(M). Since Ah is
lower-semicontinuous in the flat topology, one has

Ah(Θ) ≤ inf
Ξ∈A

Ah(Ξ).

To complete the proof, it remains to show that Θ ∈ A. Select J large enough so that
F(∂ΘJ , ∂Θ) < δ. There is a sequence {Ωi}i=1,...,k satisfying (i’)-(v’) and such that ΘJ =
Ωk. Consider the extended sequence {Ωj}j=1,...,k+1 where Ωk+1 = Θ. It is easy to see that
(i’),(ii’),(iv’),(v’) hold for the extended sequence. Note that

2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Θj)| ≤ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Θj)

for all j. Passing to the limit as j → ∞ and using the lower semi-continuity of Ah, it follows
that

2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Θ)| ≤ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Θ).

Thus (iii’) holds as well, and it follows that Θ ∈ A, as needed. �

Proposition 3.17. Assume Ω is (F, ε, δ, 0,F) almost-minimizing in U and let K be a compact
subset of U . Let Θ be a solution to the constrained minimization problem. Then Θ is (F, ε, δ, 0,F)
almost-minimizing in U .

Proof. Since Θ ∈ A, there is a sequence {Ωi}i=1,...,k satisfying (i’)-(v’) such that Θ = Ωk. Now
consider any sequence {Θi}i=1,...,j such that

(i”) Θ1 = Θ,
(ii”) supp(Θ−Θi) ⊂ U for all i,
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(iii”) 2a|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Θi)| ≤ Ah(Θ)−Ah(Θi) for all i,
(iv”) F(∂Θi, ∂Θi+1) < δ for all i,
(v”) Ah(Θi) ≤ Ah(Θ) + δ for all i.

Now consider the concatenated sequence Ω1, . . . , ,Ωk−1,Ωk = Θ1,Θ2, . . . ,Θk. It is clear that
(i), (ii), (iv), and (v) hold along the extended sequence. Finally note that

2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Θi)| = 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Θ) + Vol(Θ)−Vol(Θi)|
≤ 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Θ)|+ 2a|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Θi)|
≤ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Θ) +Ah(Θ)−Ah(Θi)

= Ah(Ω)−Ah(Θi)

for i = 2, . . . , j. Thus (iii) also holds along the extended sequence. Since Ω is almost-minimizing,
it follows that Ah(Θk) ≥ Ah(Ω)− ε ≥ Ah(Θ)− ε. �

Proposition 3.18. Let Θ be a solution to the constrained minimization problem. Then ∂Θ
locally minimizes Ah with respect to volume preserving modifications in the interior of K. In
the interior of K, ∂Θ is smooth with mean curvature H = h + h0 for some constant h0 and,
moreover, |H| ≤ 2a + b. The surface ∂Θ is a volume preserving stable critical point for Ah+h0

in the interior of K.

Proof. There is a sequence {Ωi}i=1,...,k satisfying (i’)-(v’) such that Θ = Ωk. We will show that
if any of the claimed properties fail, it is possible to extend this sequence so as to contradict
that Θ solved the constrained minimization problem.

Consider an open set W ⊂ K with Vol(W ) < δ. Assume for contradiction that ∂Θ does
not minimize area with respect to volume preserving modifications in W . Then there exists
Ξ ∈ C(M) such that supp(Ξ−Θ) ⊂W and Vol(Ξ) = Vol(Θ) and Ah(Ξ) < Ah(Θ). Consider the
extended sequence {Ωi}i=1,...,k+1 where Ωk+1 = Ξ. It is easy to see that the extended sequence
satisfies (i’), (ii’), and (v’). We have F(∂Ωk, ∂Ωk+1) ≤ Vol(W ) < δ and so (iv’) holds. Finally
observe that

Ah(Ω)−Ah(Ξ) ≥ Ah(Ω)−Ah(Θ)

≥ 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Θ)|
= 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ξ)|

and so (iii’) holds. It follows that Ξ ∈ A, and this is a contradiction.
Proposition 2.23 implies that ∂Θ is induced by a multiplicity one, smooth, embedded surface

with mean curvature H = h + h0 in the interior of K. Here h0 is a constant. We claim that
|H| ≤ 2a + b. Suppose for contradiction that |H| > 2a + b at some point p ∈ ∂Θ ∩ int(K). Fix
a small number r > 0. The assumption on the mean curvature gives the existence of Ξ ∈ C(M)
with supp(Ξ −Θ) ⊂ Br(p) and

M(∂Θ)−M(∂Ξ) ≥ (2a+ b)|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Ξ)| > 0.

Moreover, we can ensure that ∂Ξ lies to one side of ∂Θ so that we have Vol(Ξ∆Θ) = |Vol(Θ)−
Vol(Ξ)|. Note that this implies

Ah(Θ)−Ah(Ξ) ≥ (2a+ b)|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Ξ)| −
∫

Θ
h+

∫

Ξ
h

≥ (2a+ b)|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Ξ)| − bVol(Θ∆Ξ) = 2a|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Ξ)|.
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Consider the extended sequence {Ωi}i=1,...,k+1 where Ωk+1 = Ξ. It is easy to see that (i’), (ii’),
(iv’), and (v’) hold provided r is small enough. It remains to note that

Ah(Ω)−Ah(Ξ) = Ah(∂Ω)−Ah(Θ) +Ah(Θ)−Ah(Ξ)

≥ 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Θ)|+ 2a|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Ξ)|
≥ 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ξ)|.

Thus (iii’) holds so Ξ ∈ A and this is a contradiction.
It remains to show that Θ is a volume preserving stable critical point for Ah+h0 in the interior

of K. Note that it is equivalent to show that Θ is a volume preserving stable critical point for
Ah. Suppose this is not the case. Then there is a smooth function ϕ : ∂Θ → R with compact
support in int(K) such that

∫

∂Θ∩K
ϕ = 0, and

∫

∂Θ∩K
|∇ϕ|2 − (|A|2 +Ric(ν, ν)− ∂νh)ϕ

2 < 0.

According to [4, Lemma 2.2], it is possible to find a smooth family ∂Θt, t ∈ [−ε0, ε0] such that

(a) Θ0 = Θ
(b) supp(Θt −Θ) ⊂ int(K) for all t ∈ [−ε0, ε0]
(c) Vol(Θt) = Vol(Θ) for all t ∈ [−ε0, ε0],
(d) one has

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

∂Θt = ϕ · ν

where ν is the unit normal pointing into Θ.

By the second variation of Ah and the volume preserving condition, there is an ε1 < ε0 such that
Ah(Θt) < Ah(Θ) for all t ∈ (0, ε1). Fix a very small t0 > 0, and consider the extended sequence
{Ωi}i=1,...,k+1 where Ωk+1 = Θt0 . It is easy to verify that the extended sequence satisfies (i’)-(v’)
provided t0 is small enough, and this contradicts that Θ solved the constrained minimization
problem. �

3.2.3. Replacements. Next we turn to the construction of replacements.

Proposition 3.19. Assume that V has (2a+ b)-bounded first variation, and also that (V,Ω) is
(F,F)-almost-minimizing in an open set U . Let K be a compact subset of U . There exists an
element (V ∗,Ω∗) ∈ VC(M) called a replacement for (V,Ω) such that

(i) (V,Ω)x(M −K) = (V ∗,Ω∗)x(M −K),
(ii) Ah(V,Ω) = Ah(V ∗,Ω∗),
(iii) (V ∗,Ω∗) is (F,F) almost-minimizing in U ,
(iv) V ∗ has (2a+ b)-bounded first variation,
(v) (V ∗,Ω∗), when restricted to the interior of K, is a limit of some solutions to the con-

strained minimization problems.

Proof. Let (V,Ω) and U and K be as in the assumptions of the theorem. By definition, there ex-
ists a sequence Ωi such that |∂Ωi| → |V | and Ωi → Ω and Ωi is (F, εi, δi, 0,F)-almost-minimizing
in U and εi, δi → 0. Let Θi be the solution to a corresponding constrained minimization problem,
i.e.,

Ah(Θi) = inf
Θ∈A(Ωi,K,δi)

Ah(Θ).

By compactness, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that |∂Θi| → V ∗ and
Θi → Ω∗. We claim that (V ∗,Ω∗) has the necessary properties.
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Properties (i) and (v) are clear. To check property (iii), note that by Proposition 3.17, each
Θi is (F, εi, δi, 0,F)-almost-minimizing in U . Since |∂Θi| → V ∗ and Θi → Ω∗, it follows that
(V ∗,Ω∗) is (F,F)-almost-minimizing in U . To see that (ii) holds, observe that

Ah(Ωi)− εi ≤ Ah(Θi) ≤ Ah(Ωi)

for all i. We can let i→ ∞ in the above equation to deduce that

Ah(V,Ω) = Ah(V ∗,Ω∗)

which is property (iii). It remains to check (iv). Since V has (2a+ b)-bounded first variation, it
follows that that V ∗ has (2a+ b)-bounded variation on M −K. Also V ∗ has (2a+ b)-bounded
variation on U by Proposition 3.12. This implies that V ∗ has (2a+ b)-bounded variation on all
of M . �

Remark 3.20. Note that since the replacement (V ∗,Ω∗) is still almost-minimizing in U , it is
therefore possible to obtain a replacement (V ∗∗,Ω∗∗) for (V ∗,Ω∗) in any compact set K ′ ⊂ U ,
and so on.

To prove the regularity of replacements, we need to use the curvature estimates for volume
preserving stable critical points of Ah+h0 .

Proposition 3.21. Let (V ∗,Ω∗) be a replacement for (V,Ω) in K. Then, in the interior of K,
the varifold V ∗ is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface Σ with multiplicity one.
The surface Σ has mean curvature H = h + h0 for some constant h0 and its touching set is
contained in a countable union of (n − 1)-dimensional submanifolds. The surface Σ coincides
with ∂Ω∗ in the interior of K. The surface Σ is volume preserving stable as an immersion for
Ah+h0 in the interior of K. Finally, in the interior of K, there is a curvature estimate

‖AΣ‖2(x) ≤
C

dist(x, ∂K)2

where C is a constant that depends only on M , a, b, and ‖V ‖(M).

Proof. In the interior of K, the replacement V ∗ is a limit of smooth, embedded, volume pre-
serving stable critical points Σk for Ah+hk . Here {hk} is a sequence of constants. Moreover,
the surfaces Σk have uniformly bounded mean curvature. Hence the regularity follows from the
curvature estimates of Proposition 2.25. By Proposition 2.13, the touching set is contained in a
countable union of (n− 1)-dimensional submanifolds since h satisfies property (T). �

We conclude by investigating the tangent cones to almost-minimizers. We show that if (V,Ω)
is (F,F)-almost-minimizing in annuli, then every tangent cone to V is an integer multiple of a
plane. In the following, ηp,r denotes the map which rescales by a factor of 1/r centered at p.

Proposition 3.22. Assume that (V,Ω) has (2a+b)-bounded first variation and is (F,F)-almost
minimizing in a set U . Then for any sequence pi → p ∈ U and any sequence of scales ri → 0,
every varifold limit V = (ηpi,ri)♯V is an integer multiple of a complete, embedded minimal
hypersurface. Moreover, every varifold tangent to V is an integer multiple of a hyperplane.

Proof. Choose a sequence of points pi → p and a sequence of scales ri → 0. Consider a varifold
limit of the form

V = lim(ηpi,ri)♯V.

We can argue exactly as in [37, Lemma 5.10] to show that V admits volume preserving stable
minimal replacements in annuli. More precisely, for any annulus An ⊂ TpM , there exists a

varifold V
∗
on TpM such that
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(i) Vx(TpM \An) = V
∗x(TpM \ An),

(ii) ‖V ‖(B) = ‖V ∗‖(B) for a large ball B containing An,

(iii) the varifold V
∗
is induced by a smooth, embedded, volume preserving stable minimal

hypersurface with multiplicity in An.

In fact, this process can be iterated any number of times to construct replacements for V
∗
,

replacements for these replacements, and so on.
It is well known that the existence of replacements implies the regularity of V when volume

preserving stability is replaced by strong stability in (iii), c.f. [37, Appendix C]. However,
strong stability is used only to get curvature estimates and to apply Simons theorem. Since
volume preserving stable minimal hypersurfaces also have curvature estimates and satisfy Simons
theorem (Proposition 2.26), the existence of volume preserving stable replacements is also enough
to prove the regularity of V .

Finally, once the regularity of all such V is known, we can argue exactly as in [37, Proposition
5.11] to show that every varifold tangent to V is an integer multiple of a hyperplane. �

3.3. Regularity. The goal of this subsection is to prove the regularity of the min-max pair
(V,Ω). Given a smooth almost-embedded hypersurface Σ with mean curvature h+h0, let R(Σ)
be the set of embedded points of Σ and let S(Σ) denote the touching set of Σ.

Next we construct replacements for (V,Ω) on overlapping annuli. To prove regularity, it is
essential that the consecutive replacements can be selected to have matching mean curvature.
The next proposition shows that this is always possible.

Proposition 3.23. Assume (V,Ω) is F -almost-minimizing in annuli and fix a point p ∈ supp‖V ‖.
Fix sufficiently small numbers s1 < r1 and let (V ∗,Ω∗) be a replacement for (V,Ω) in An(p, s1, r1).
Let Σ∗ be the smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface inducing V ∗ in An(p, s1, r1) and suppose
Σ∗ has mean curvature h+h0. Choose s1 < r2 < r1 so that ∂Br2(p) intersects Σ

∗ and the count-
able union of manifolds containing S(Σ∗) transversally. Fix any s < s1 and let (V ∗∗

s ,Ω∗∗
s ) be a

replacement for (V ∗,Ω∗) in An(p, s, r2). Let Σ∗∗
s be the smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface

inducing V ∗∗ in An(p, s, r2). Then Σ∗∗
s has mean curvature H = h + h0 for the same constant

h0.

Proof. Choose s < s1 < r2 < r1 as in the statement of the proposition. Observe that the
maximum principle ensures that Σ∗ and Σ∗∗

s are both non-empty provided r1 is sufficiently
small. Note that Σ∗∗

s has mean curvature H = h + h1 for some constant h1, and we need to
show that h0 = h1.

Suppose to the contrary that h0 6= h1. Pick a point p ∈ R(Σ∗)∩An(p, r2, r1) and pick a point
q ∈ R(Σ∗∗

s ) ∩ An(p, s, r2). Let ν be the unit normal pointing into Ω∗∗
s . Let X be a vector field

supported in a small neighborhood of {p, q} such that
∫

Σ∗

〈X, ν〉 = −
∫

Σ∗∗

s

〈X, ν〉 6= 0.

Note that this implies δVol |Ω∗∗
s
(X) = 0. Since h0 6= h1, after replacing X by −X if necessary,

we obtain that

δAh|V ∗∗

s ,Ω∗∗

s
(X) < 0.

Hence, by continuity, there are ε1, ε2 > 0 such that

δAh|Θ(X) < −ε2, |δVol |Θ(X)| ≤ ε2
4a
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for all Θ ∈ C(M) with F ((|∂Θ|,Θ), (V ∗∗
s ,Ω∗∗

s )) < 2ε1. It follows that for any Θ ∈ C(M) with
F ((|∂Θ|,Θ), (V ∗∗

s ,Ω∗∗
s )) < ε1, we can flow Θ along the flow of X for a uniform short time τ to

obtain a family Θt such that

(i) Ah(Θt) ≤ Ah(Θ) for all t ∈ [0, τ ],
(ii) 2a|Vol(Θ)−Vol(Θt)| ≤ Ah(Θ)−Ah(Θt) for all t ∈ [0, τ ],
(iii) Ah(Θτ ) ≤ Ah(Θ)− ε3.

Here ε3 > 0 is a uniform constant that does not depend on Θ. Discretizing this family shows
that Θ is not (F, ε3, δ, 0,F)-almost-minimizing for any δ > 0. Since this is true for all Θ which
are F -close to (V ∗∗

s ,Ω∗∗
s ), this contradicts that (V ∗∗

s ,Ω∗∗
s ) is (F,F)-almost-minimizing. �

We can now prove the regularity.

Proposition 3.24. Assume that (V,Ω) is stationary for F . Further suppose that (V,Ω) is
F -almost-minimizing in annuli. Then V is induced by a smooth, closed, almost-embedded hy-
persurface Σ with multiplicity one. The touching set of Σ is contained in a countable union of
(n − 1)-dimensional submanifolds. Moreover, Σ coincides with the boundary of Ω. Finally, the
mean curvature of Σ satisfies H = h− f ′(Vol(Ω)).

Proof. Once we know that successive replacements on overlapping annuli must have the same
mean curvature, then we can proceed exactly as in [38] to deduce local regularity: for each p ∈
supp ‖V ‖ there is an r > 0 such that V is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface
Σ(p, r) with multiplicity one in Br(p). Moreover, the touching set of Σ(p, r) is contained in a
countable union of (n−1)-dimensional manifolds. Finally, Σ(p, r) has mean curvature h+h0(p, r)
for some constant h0(p, r) that a priori depends on p and r.

The local regularity implies that V is induced by finitely many smooth, almost-embedded,
multiplicity one components (Γi)

k
i=1 with mean curvature Hi = h + hi, where hi is a constant

that depends a priori on the component. Since ‖ |∂Ω| ‖ ≤ ‖V ‖, the constancy theorem implies
that

|∂Ω| =
k∑

i=1

ai|Γi|,

where each ai is either 0 or 1. We claim that in fact ai = 1 for all i. Indeed, this follows from
the fact that (V,Ω) is stationary for F . If some ai was equal to 0, then since the mean curvature
of Γi is not identically 0, we could construct a local deformation near Γi decreasing the area to
first order, and leaving the region Ω unchanged. But such a deformation would also decrease F
to first order. Thus ai must equal 1, as claimed.

Finally, the fact that (V,Ω) is stationary for F implies that the mean curvature of Γi with
respect to the normal vector pointing into Ω must equal h− f ′(Vol(Ω)) for every component Γi.
Otherwise it would again be possible to construct a deformation decreasing the F functional to
first order. This completes the proof. �

Theorem 1.10 now follows by combining Proposition 3.1, Proposition 3.15, and Proposition
3.24.

4. Absolute Min-Max for E

The goal of this section is to develop a min-max theory for the E functional. Throughout
this section, we fix a closed manifold M , and a smooth function f : [0,Vol(M)] → R satisfying
(5), and we abbreviate E = Ef .
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4.1. Pull Tight. We will employ a pull-tight operation to ensure that every point in the critical
set is stationary for E.

Proposition 4.1. Let Π be the homotopy class of an F continuous map Φ0 : X → B(M,Z2). Let
{Φi} be a critical sequence for Π. There is another critical sequence {Ξi} such that K({Ξi}) ⊂
K({Φi}) and every (V, T ) ∈ K({Ξi}) is stationary for E.

Proof. The proof is almost identical to Proposition 3.1, except that one replaces the VC space
by the VZ space and lets Z = ∅. �

4.2. Replacements and the Almost Minimizing Property. In this section, we define a
suitable almost-minimizing property and then use it to construct replacements. Most of the
constructions are very similar to those for the F functional, although at some points we need to
exercise care to ensure that nothing depends on whether we consider T = ∂Ω or T = ∂(M \Ω).
We will omit proofs that are essentially identical to those for F -almost minimizers.

As in the previous section, the key point is that the functional E still satisfies a quasi-locality
type property if we restrict to modifications that change area faster than volume. As before, let
a = sup |f ′|.
Proposition 4.2. Assume U1, U2, . . . , UN are disjoint open sets in M . Assume that T ∈
B(M,Z2) and choose Ω ∈ C(M) with ∂Ω = T . Let δ > 0 be given. Suppose there are
Sk = ∂Θk ∈ B(M,Z2) with supp(Ω −Θk) ⊂ Uk and

2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Θi)| ≤ M(∂Ω) −M(∂Θi) + δ

for k = 1, 2, . . . , N . Let

T ∗ = Tx(M \ (U1 ∪ . . . ∪ Uk)) +
N∑

k=1

SkxUk.

Then there is an estimate

E(T ∗) ≤ E(T ) +
1

2

N∑

i=1

(
M(Sk)−M(T )

)
+
Nδ

2
.

4.2.1. The Almost-Minimizing Property. The above quasi-locality property is the motivation for
the following definition of E almost-minimizing cycles.

Definition 4.3. Let U be an open subset of M . Let ν denote either the F , F, or M norm. Fix
constants ε, δ > 0 and γ ≥ 0. Fix an element T ∈ B(M,Z2). Choose Ω ∈ C(M) with ∂Ω = T .
Let (Ωi)i=1,...,k be a sequence in C(M). Assume that

(i) Ω1 = Ω,
(ii) supp(Ω− Ωi) ⊂ U for all i,
(iii) 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωi)| ≤ M(∂Ω)−M(∂Ωi) + γ for all i,
(iv) ν(∂Ωi, ∂Ωi+1) < δ for all i,
(v) M(∂Ωi) ≤ M(∂Ω) + δ for all i.

We say T is (E, ε, δ, γ, ν)-almost-minimizing in U if for all sequences (Ωi)i=1,...,k as above, we
have M(∂Ωk) ≥ M(T )− ε.

Remark 4.4. The above definition does not depend on the choice of Ω. Indeed if (Ωi) is a
sequence satisfying (i)-(v) with respect to Ω then M − Ωi is a sequence satisfying (i)-(v) with
respect to M − Ω.
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Definition 4.5. We define E almost-minimizers. Let (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) and let U be an open
subset of M .

(a) We say (V, T ) is (E,F) almost-minimizing in U if there is a sequence Ti ∈ B(M,Z2)
such that Ti is (E, εi, δi, 0,F)-almost-minimizing in U and |Ti| → V and Ti → T and
εi, δi → 0.

(b) We say (V, T ) is (E,M) almost-minimizing in U if there is a sequence Ti ∈ B(M,Z2)
such that Ti is (E, εi, δi, δi,M) almost-minimizing in U and |Ti| → V and Ti → T and
εi, δi → 0.

Proposition 4.6. Assume that T is (E, ε, ρ, ρ,M) almost-minimizing in U . If δ ≤ ρ is small
enough, then T is (E, ε, δ, 0,F) almost-minimizing in any open set W compactly contained in
U .

Proposition 4.7. If (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) is (E,M) almost-minimizing in U then (V, T ) is
(E,F) almost-minimizing in any open set W compactly contained in U .

Proposition 4.8. Assume that (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M) is (E,F) almost-minimizing in U . Then V
has 2a-bounded first variation in U .

Definition 4.9. An element (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) is called E-almost-minimizing in annuli if for
each x ∈ M there is a number ρ(x) > 0 such that (V, T ) is (E,F) almost-minimizing in every
annulus An(x, s, r) with s < r < ρ(x).

Proposition 4.10. Let Π be the X-homotopy class of a map Φ0 : X → (B(M,Z2),F), where
X is a cubical subcomplex of I(m,k) for some m,k ∈ N. Choose a pulled-tight critical sequence
{Φi} and let K = K({Φi}) be the critical set. Then there is an element (V, T ) ∈ K which is
(E,F) almost minimizing in annuli. In fact, there exists some (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) satisfying
the following stronger property:

(R) There is a number N = N(m) depending only on m such that for any collection of
N concentric annuli An(x, s1, r1), . . ., An(x, sN , rN ) with 2rj < sj+1, (V, T ) is (E,F)
almost minimizing in at least one of the annuli.

Proof. Applying discretization [35, Theorem 1.11], we can find a homotopy sequence {φi} such
that L({φi}) = L(Π) and K({φi}) = K({Φi}). Assume for contradiction that no element in
K satisfies property (R). Then by Proposition 4.6, no element in K satisfies property (R) with
(E,F) almost-minimizing replaced by (E,M) almost-minimizing. Thus we can apply Parts 1-19
of the Almgren-Pitts combinatorial construction [24, Theorem 4.10] to {φi} . This produces a
homotopic sequence {ψi}.

Let us give more details. In Part 9, given σ and a vertex of σ, one defines T (j, 1) and T (j, 2)
in the same way as Pitts. Note that

M(T (j, 1) − T (j, 2)) < δi.

Choose Ω1 so that ∂Ω1 = T (j, 1). Then by the isoperimetric theorem, there is a unique choice of

Ω2 so that ∂Ω2 = T (j, 2) and |Vol(Ω1)−Vol(Ω2)| < δi
2a . Moreover, supp(Ω2 −Ω1) ⊂ Ak. Then,

using the fact that T (j, 2) is not (E, ε, δi, δi,M) almost minimizing in an annulus ak ⊂ Ak, we

obtain a sequence (Ωq)
3N1

q=2 such that

(i) supp(Ω2 − Ωq) ⊂ ak for all q,
(ii) 2a|Vol(Ω2)−Vol(Ωq)| ≤ M(∂Ω2)−M(∂Ωq) + δi for all i,
(iii) M(∂Ω2, ∂Ωq) < δi for all q,
(iv) M(∂Ωq) ≤ M(∂Ω2) + δi for all q,
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(v) M(∂Ω3N1 ) ≤ M(∂Ω2)− ε.

Note then that

(i) supp(Ω1 − Ωq) ⊂ Ak for all q,
(ii) 2a|Vol(Ω1)−Vol(Ωq)| ≤ M(∂Ω1)−M(∂Ωq) + 3δi for all i,
(iii) M(∂Ω1, ∂Ωq) < 3δi for all q,
(iv) M(∂Ωq) ≤ M(∂Ω1) + 3δi for all q,
(v) M(∂Ω3N1 ) ≤ M(∂Ω1)− ε/2.

We set T (j, q) = ∂Ωq. Again, we emphasize that all properties in the above list continue to hold
if we replace Ωq by M \ Ωq for q = 1, . . . , 3N1 . One then continues through Part 19 as in [24].

Now in Part 20, one can use Proposition 4.2 to verify that

L({ψi}) < L({φi})− ε1

for some ε1 > 0. Again let us be more precise. Consider disjoint annuli A1, A2, . . . , AI . Fix
T ∈ B(M,Z2). For each annulus, consider a sequence Tk(q) = Tk(j, q) as above. For a choice of
integers q1, . . . , qN ∈ {1, . . . , 3N1}, one then considers a cycle of the form

T ∗ = Tx(M \ (A1 ∪ . . . ∪AI)) +
I∑

k=1

Tk(qk)xAk

and needs to estimate the difference E(T )−E(T ∗). Choose Ω so that T = ∂Ω. Then, for each k
and q, let Ωk(q) be the sets that were selected above which satisfy ∂Ωk(q) = Tk(q) and were used
to define Tk(q). If Ωk(1) = Ω, then set Θk(q) = Ωk(q) for all q. Otherwise, if Ωk(1) = M \ Ω,
then set Θk(q) =M \Ωk(q) for all q. Then we can apply Proposition 4.2 with Sk = Tk(qk) and
Θk = Ωk(qk) to estimate E(T )− E(T ∗), as needed.

Applying interpolation [35, Theorem 1.12] to {ψi} then gives a sequence

{Ψi : X → (C(M),F)}
in the (X,Z)-homotopy class Π with supx∈X F (Ψi(x)) < L(Π) − ε2 for all large i. This is a
contradiction. �

4.2.2. A Constrained Minimization Problem. Consider the following constrained minimization
problem. Assume that T is (E, ε, δ, 0,F) almost minimizing in U . Let K be a compact subset of
U . Choose a set Ω ∈ C(M) such that ∂Ω = T . Let A = A(T,K, δ) be the set of all S ∈ B(M,Z2)
such that there is a sequence (Ωi)i=1,...,k in C(M) satisfying

(i’) Ω1 = Ω,
(ii’) supp(Ω− Ωi) ⊂ K for all i,
(iii’) 2a|Vol(Ω)−Vol(Ωi)| ≤ M(∂Ω)−M(∂Ωi) for all i,
(iv’) F(∂Ωi, ∂Ωi+1) < δ for all i,
(v’) M(∂Ωi) ≤ M(∂Ω) + δ for all i,

and S = ∂Ωk. We aim to minimize area among elements of A.

Proposition 4.11. There exists S ∈ A such that M(S) = infR∈AM(R).

Proposition 4.12. Assume T = ∂Ω is (E, ε, δ, 0,F) almost-minimizing in U and let K be
a compact subset of U . Let S be an area minimizer in A. Then S is (E, ε, δ, 0,F) almost-
minimizing in U .

Proposition 4.13. Let S be an area minimizer in A. Then S locally minimizes area with
respect to volume preserving modifications in the interior of K. Moreover, S is smooth with
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constant mean curvature |H| ≤ 2a in K. The surface S is volume preserving stable for the area
functional in the interior of K.

4.2.3. Replacements. Next we turn to the construction of replacements.

Proposition 4.14. Assume that V has 2a-bounded first variation, and also that (V, T ) is (E,F)
almost-minimizing in an open set U . Let K be a compact subset of U . There exists an element
(V ∗, T ∗) ∈ VZ(M) called a replacement for (V, T ) such that

(i) Vx(M −K) = V ∗x(M −K),
(ii) ‖V ‖(M) = ‖V ∗‖(M),
(iii) (V ∗, T ∗) is (E,F) almost-minimizing in U ,
(iv) V ∗ has 2a-bounded first variation,
(v) (V ∗, T ∗), when restricted to the interior of K, is a limit of some solutions to the con-

strained minimization problems.

Proposition 4.15. Let (V ∗, T ∗) be a replacement for (V, T ) in K. Then in the interior of K,
either

(i) the varifold V ∗ is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded CMC hypersurface Σ with
|H| ≤ 2a and multiplicity one; or

(ii) the support of V ∗ is a smooth, embedded (not necessarily connected) minimal hypersur-
face Σ and V ∗ is induced by the connected components of Σ equipped with some integer
multiplicities.

Moreover, if Ω∗ ∈ C(M) satisfies ∂Ω∗ = T ∗, then ∂Ω∗ coincides with the odd multiplicity
components of V ∗ in the interior of K. Finally, in the interior of K, there is a curvature
estimate

‖AΣ‖2(x) ≤
C

dist(x, ∂K)2

where C is a constant that depends only on M , a, and an upper bound for ‖V ‖(M).

Proof. In the interior of K, the replacement V ∗ is a limit of smooth, embedded, volume preserv-
ing stable CMC hypersurfaces with uniformly bounded mean curvature. Hence the regularity
follows from the curvature estimates for volume preserving stable CMCs. �

We conclude by investigating the tangent cones to E almost-minimizers. We show that if
(V, T ) is (E,F) almost-minimizing in annuli, then every tangent cone to V is an integer multiple
of a plane.

Proposition 4.16. Assume that (V, T ) has 2a-bounded first variation and is (E,F)-almost
minimizing in a set U . Then for any sequence pi → p ∈ U and any sequence of scales ri → 0,
every varifold limit V = (ηpi,ri)♯V is an integer multiple of a complete, embedded minimal
hypersurface. Moreover, every varifold tangent to V is an integer multiple of a hyperplane.

4.3. Regularity. The goal of this subsection is to prove the regularity of the min-max pair
(V, T ). As in the case of the F functional, the key point is to ensure that successive replacements
on overlapping annuli have the same mean curvature.

Given a smooth almost-embedded surface Σ with constant mean curvature, recall that R(Σ)
and S(Σ) denote respectively the set of embedded points and the touching set of Σ.

The next proposition shows that, once a replacement has non-zero mean curvature, all sub-
sequent replacements must also have matching non-zero mean curvature. It does not seem
straightforward to show that if the initial replacement is minimal with multiplicity, then subse-
quent replacements will also be minimal with multiplicity. Fortunately, the following is already
enough to prove regularity.
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Proposition 4.17. Assume (V,Ω) is E almost-minimizing in annuli and fix a point p ∈
supp ‖V ‖. Fix sufficiently small numbers s1 < r1 and let (V ∗,Ω∗) be a replacement for (V,Ω) in
An(p, s1, r1). Let Σ∗ be the smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface inducing V ∗ in An(p, s1, r1)
and assume that Σ∗ has non-zero mean curvature h0. Choose s1 < r2 < r1 so that ∂Br2(p)
intersects Σ∗ and the countable union of manifolds containing S(Σ∗) transversally and so that
∂Br2(p)∩R(Σ∗) is non-empty. Fix any s < s1 and let (V ∗∗

s ,Ω∗∗
s ) be a replacement for (V ∗,Ω∗)

in An(p, s, r2). Let Σ∗∗
s be the smooth hypersurface inducing V ∗∗

s in An(p, s, r2). Then Σ∗∗
s also

has mean curvature h0.

Proof. There are several other possibilities to rule out. First, suppose for contradiction that Σ∗∗
s

is a multiplicity one CMC with constant mean curvature h1 6= h0. Then we can argue as in
Proposition 3.23 to construct a volume preserving deformation which decreases the area. This
contradicts the E-almost-minimizing property.

Second, suppose for contradiction that Σ∗∗
s is minimal. If the multiplicity of Σ∗∗

s is one,
then Σ∗∗

s coincides with the boundary of Ω∗∗
s and we can again construct a volume preserving

deformation which decreases the area. As before, this violates the almost-minimizing property.
Finally suppose that Σ∗∗

s has higher multiplicity. Then the multiplicity function θ for V ∗∗
r

satisfies θ(x) ≥ 2 for all x ∈ Σ∗∗
s . By assumption, there is a point y ∈ ∂Br2 ∩R(Σ∗). We know

any varifold tangent to V ∗∗
s at y is an integer multiple of a plane. By considering Σ∗, we see that

in fact the only possible varifold tangent is TyΣ
∗ with multiplicity one. Thus, by transversality,

there must be a sequence of points xi ∈ Σ∗∗
s with xi → y. But, by upper semi-continuity of

the density, this implies that θV ∗∗
s
(y) ≥ 2, contradicting that the varifold tangent TyΣ

∗ has
multiplicity one. Therefore this also cannot occur. �

We can now complete the regularity argument.

Proposition 4.18. Assume that (V, T ) satisfies δE(V, T ) = 0. Further suppose that (V, T ) is
(E,F) almost-minimizing in annuli. Choose a set Ω with ∂Ω = T and let H = −f ′(Vol(Ω)).

(i) If H 6= 0, then there exists a smooth, almost-embedded (not necessarily connected) CMC
hypersurface Λ = ∂Ω, which has mean curvature H with respect to the normal pointing
into Ω. Moreover, there exist a (possibly empty) collection of minimal hypersurfaces
Σ1, . . . ,Σk and a collection of multiplicities m1, . . . ,mk ∈ N such that

V = |Λ|+
k∑

i=1

mi|Σi|.

The hypersurfaces Λ,Σ1, . . . ,Σk are all disjoint.
(ii) If H = 0, then there exists a collection of smooth, embedded minimal hypersurfaces

Λ1, . . . ,Λq such that ∂Ω = Λ1 ∪ . . . ∪ Λq. Moreover, there exist a (possibly empty)
collection of minimal hypersurfaces Σ1, . . . ,Σk and a collection of multiplicities ℓ1, . . . , ℓq,
m1, . . . ,mk ∈ N such that

V =

q∑

i=1

ℓi|Λi|+
k∑

i=1

mi|Σi|.

The hypersurfaces Λ1, . . . ,Λq,Σ1, . . . ,Σk are all disjoint.

Proof. The argument is slightly more complicated than for the F functional, because Proposition
4.17 is weaker than Proposition 3.23. To start, choose a point p ∈ supp‖V ‖. Choose very small
numbers s1 < r1 and let (V ∗,Ω∗) be a replacement for (V,Ω) in An(p, s1, r1). There are now
several cases to consider.
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First, suppose that (V ∗,Ω∗) is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded CMC hypersurface
Σ∗ with non-zero mean curvature in An(p, s1, r1). Then choose s1 < r2 < r1 so that ∂Br2(p)
is transverse to Σ∗ and the union of manifolds containing S(Σ∗) and so that ∂Br2(p) ∩ R(Σ∗)
is non-empty. Then for s < s1 let (V ∗∗

s ,Ω∗∗
s ) be a replacement for (V ∗,Ω∗) in An(p, s, r2).

According to Proposition 4.17, V ∗∗
s must be induced by a multiplicity one hypersurface Σ∗∗

s

whose mean curvature matches that of Σ∗. One can now proceed exactly as in [37] to deduce
that V is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded CMC hypersurface with multiplicity one in a
small neighborhood of p.

Second, suppose that (V ∗,Ω∗) is induced by a smooth, embedded, minimal hypersurface Σ∗,
possibly with multiplicity. Choose s1 < r2 < r1 so that ∂Br2(p) intersects Σ∗ transversally.
Then for s < s1 let (V ∗∗

s ,Ω∗∗
s ) be a replacement for (V ∗,Ω∗) in An(p, s, r2). If for every s < s1,

V ∗∗
s is induced by a smooth minimal surface with multiplicity, then we can argue exactly as

in the usual Almgren-Pitts construction to deduce that V is induced by a smooth, embedded
minimal hypersurface with multiplicity in a small neighborhood of p.

The remaining possibility is that for some choice of s2 < s1, the varifold V ∗∗
s2 is induced by a

smooth, almost-embedded CMC hypersurface Σ∗∗
s2 with non-zero mean curvature. In this case,

we will take a third replacement. Choose s2 < r3 < r2 so that ∂Br3(p) intersects Σ∗∗
s2 and the

countable union of manifolds containing S(Σ∗∗
s2 ) transversally and so that ∂Br3(p) ∩ R(Σ∗∗

s2 ) is
non-empty. Then for any s < s2, let (V

∗∗∗
s ,Ω∗∗∗

s ) be a replacement for (V ∗∗
s2 ,Ω

∗∗
s2 ) in An(p, s, r3).

According to Proposition 4.17 (applied with (V,Ω) = (V ∗∗
s2 ,Ω

∗∗
s2)), the varifold V ∗∗∗

s is induced
by a smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface Σ∗∗∗

s in An(p, s, r3) with non-zero mean curvature
matching that of Σ∗∗

s2 . Arguing exactly as in [37], one can show that Σ∗∗
s2 and Σ∗∗∗

s glue smoothly
along ∂Br3(p). One can then let s → 0 and continue to argue exactly as in [37] to deduce that
V is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded CMC hypersurface with multiplicity one in a small
neighborhood of p.

We have now proven the following local regularity: for every p ∈ supp ‖V ‖ there is an r > 0
such that in Br(p) the varifold V is induced by either

(i) a smooth, almost-embedded, multiplicity one CMC surface Λ with non-zero mean cur-
vature, or

(ii) a collection of smooth, embedded minimal hypersurfaces with integer multiplicities.

The local regularity then implies that V is induced by a collection of multiplicity one, almost-
embedded CMCs together with a collection of smooth, embedded minimal hypersurfaces with
multiplicities.

Next note that since ‖ |T | ‖ ≤ ‖V ‖, the constancy theorem implies that |T | is induced by
some subcollection of the surfaces inducing V . Hence we can list the components of supp ‖V ‖
as Λ1, . . . ,Λℓ,Σ1, . . . ,Σk so that

|T | =
ℓ∑

i=1

|Λi|,

V =

ℓ∑

i=1

ℓi|Λi|+
k∑

j=1

mj|Σj |.

Here ℓi,mj ∈ N are some multiplicities.
Now we use the fact that (V, T ) is stationary for E to deduce the remaining claims of the

proposition. First note that every surface Σj must be minimal. Indeed, if some surface Σj
was not minimal, then we could construct a local deformation near Σj decreasing the area and
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leaving T unchanged. Such a deformation would decrease E to first order. Therefore each Σj
must be minimal.

Choose a set Ω with ∂Ω = T . It remains to verify that all the surfaces Λi must have mean
curvature −f ′(Vol(Ω)), computed with respect to the normal pointing into Ω. If, to the contrary,
Λi had a different mean curvature, then we could construct a local deformation near Λi decreasing
the E functional to first order. This completes the proof of the proposition. �

Theorem 1.9 now follows by combining Proposition 4.1, Proposition 4.10, and Proposition
4.18.

5. Compactness

In this section, we record some compactness properties satisfied by the surfaces produced by
the min-max theorems.

5.1. Compactness for F. Assume that f : [0,Vol(M)] → R satisfies (5) and that h : M → R

is a smooth Morse function satisfying property (T) 2.10. Choose a sequence εk → 0 and let

Fk(Ω) = M(∂Ω)− εk

∫

Ω
h+ f(Vol(Ω)).

Also define

E(T ) = M(∂Ω) + f(Vol(T )).

We would like to prove certain compactness for a sequence (Vk,Ωk) of critical points for Fk as
k → ∞.

The basic strategy is to try and show that the almost-minimizing property implies volume
preserving stability. As noted in Remark 3.13, it seems we cannot adapt the argument in [30,
Lemma 3.3] because of the extra volume constraint in the definition of almost-minimizers. Thus
we will instead argue that the min-max hypersurfaces coincide with their replacements, which
are known to be volume preserving stable.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that Σ = ∂Ω is a smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface with mean
curvature εkh + h0 for some constant h0. Assume that (|Σ|,Ω) is (Fk,F) almost-minimizing
in an open set U and that An(p, s, r) ⊂ U is a closed annulus. Let (V ∗,Ω∗) be a replacement
for (|Σ|,Ω) in An(p, s, r). Let Σ∗ be the smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface inducing V in
An(p, s, r). Then Σ∩ (M \An(p, s, r)) and Σ∗ have the same mean curvature, and glue smoothly
along the boundary of An(p, s, r).

Proof. Consider any point q ∈ ∂An(p, s, r). Note that (V ∗,Ω∗) is (Fk,F)-almost-minimizing in
small annuli centered at q. Therefore, by the same local regularity argument as in Proposition
3.24, it follows that V ∗ is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface in a neighborhood
of q. Therefore, supp‖V ∗‖ is smooth in a neighborhood of ∂An(p, s, r). This implies the
conclusion of the proposition. �

Remark 5.2. An almost-embedded hypersurface in M can be viewed as an immersion Σ → M .
In the following, by a component of an almost-embedded hypersurface, we mean the image of a
connnected component of Σ under this immersion. Thus two spheres touching tangentially at a
point define two components.

Corollary 5.3. Assume that Σ = ∂Ω is a smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface with mean
curvature εkh+ h0 for some constant h0. Assume that (|Σ|,Ω) is (Fk,F) almost-minimizing in
an open set U and that An(p, s, r) ⊂ U is a closed annulus. Assume that a local embedded sheet
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Γ of Σ crosses the boundary of An(p, s, r). Then the component of Σ containing this sheet is
volume preserving stable for Aεkh+h0 in the interior of An(p, s, r).

Proof. Consider a replacement (V ∗,Ω∗) for (|Σ|,Ω) in An(p, s, r). Then V ∗ is induced by a
smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface Σ∗ in the interior of An(p, s, r). According to Propo-
sition 5.1, Σ ∩ (M \ An(p, s, r)) glues smoothly to Σ∗ along the boundary of An(p, s, r). Now
let Σ1 be the component of Σ containing Γ. Then by unique continuation, Σ1 ∩ int(An(p, s, r))
is contained in Σ∗ and the conclusion of the proposition follows since replacements are volume
preserving stable. �

Corollary 5.4. Assume that Σ = ∂Ω is a smooth, almost-embedded hypersurface with mean
curvature εkh+ h0 for some constant h0. Assume that (|Σ|,Ω) is (Fk,F) almost-minimizing in
an open set U . There is a radius ρ > 0 depending only on M and an upper bound c for |εkh+h0|
such that if s < r < ρ and An(p, s, r) ⊂ U , then Σ is volume preserving stable for Aεkh+h0 in
the interior of An(p, s, r).

Proof. Let (V ∗,Ω∗) be a replacement for (|Σ|,Ω) in An(p, s, r). Then V ∗ is induced by a smooth,
almost-embedded hypersurface Σ∗ in the interior of An(p, s, r). Again Proposition 5.1 implies
that Σ∗ glues smoothly to Σ∩(M\An(p, s, r)) along the boundary of An(p, s, r) By the maximum
principle, if ρ is sufficiently small depending on M and an upper bound for the mean curvature
of Σ, then Σ and Σ∗ can have no closed components contained entirely in An(p, s, r). Therefore,
by unique continuation, Σ = Σ∗ in An(p, s, r) and the result follows. �

Proposition 5.5. Consider a sequence {(Vk,Ωk)} ∈ VC(M). Assume that (Vk,Ωk) is stationary
for Fk and that (Vk,Ωk) satisfies property (R) (3.15) for Fk with an integer m that does not
depend on k. Finally, suppose that ‖Vk‖(M) is bounded uniformly above, and that the varifolds
Vk have c-bounded first variation for a uniform constant c > 0. Then, up to a subsequence,
(Vk, ∂Ωk) → (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2). Moreover, (V, T ) is stationary for E and we have the following
alternative. Either:

(i) The varifold V is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded, multiplicity one constant mean
curvature surface Λ with non-zero mean curvature; or

(ii) The varifold V is induced by a collection of minimal hypersurfaces with multiplicities.

The following property also holds:

(R’) There is a number N = N(m) depending only on m and a number ρ > 0 depending only
on c, such that for any collection of N concentric annuli An(x, s1, r1), . . ., An(x, sN , rN )
with 2rj < sj+1 and rN < ρ, supp ‖V ‖ is volume preserving stable for the area as an
immersion in at least one of the annuli.

Proof. Choose a sequence {(Vk,Ωk)} as in the statement of the theorem and let Tk = ∂Ωk.
Then (Vk, Tk) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) and so, up to a subsequence, (Vk, Tk) → (V, T ) in VZ(M,Z2) since
‖Vk‖(M) is bounded uniformly from above. It follows immediately from the first variation
formulas (6)(7) that (V, T ) is stationary for E.

Note that Proposition 3.24 implies that Vk is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded hyper-
surface Σk = ∂Ωk with mean curvature Hk = εkh + hk, where hk is a constant. Moreover, the
constants hk are uniformly bounded. Passing to a further subsequence, we can suppose that
hk → h∞.

To prove property (R’), let ρ be the constant from Corollary 5.4, which depends only on c.
Consider a collection of N concentric annuli An(x, s1, r1), . . ., An(x, sN , rN ) with 2rj < sj+1

and rN < ρ. Since (Vk,Ωk) satisfies property (R), there is a choice of j ∈ {1, . . . , N} and a
subsequence (Vki ,Ωki) such that (Vki ,Ωki) is (Fki ,F)-almost minimizing in An = An(x, sj , rj)
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for every i. According to Proposition 5.4, Σki is volume preserving stable for Aεkh+hki as an
immersion in An.

This stability implies a curvature estimate for Σki in An. If h∞ 6= 0, then passing to a further
subsequence, Σki converges smoothly with multiplicity one to an almost-embedded limit Σ with
mean curvature h∞ in An. If h∞ = 0, then passing to a further subsequence, Σki converges
smoothly, possibly with multiplicity, to a collection of minimal hypersurfaces in An. In both
cases, this implies that An ∩ supp‖V ‖ is smooth and volume preserving stable for the area as
an immersion. This proves that property (R’) holds.

Finally, we need to show that either (i) or (ii) holds. First suppose that h∞ 6= 0. Then
the above argument shows that for any collection of N concentric annuli An(x, s1, r1), . . .,
An(x, sN , rN ) with 2rj < sj+1 and rN < ρ, V is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded,
volume preserving stable CMC with mean curvature h∞ in one of the annuli. This implies that
there is a radius σ(x) > 0 such that for any annulus An(x, s, r) with s < r < σ(x), the varifold V
is induced by a smooth, almost-embedded, volume preserving stable CMC with mean curvature
h∞ in An(x, s, r). This property implies that alternative (i) holds by the removable singularity
part in [37, Section 6, Step 4].

If instead h∞ = 0, then the above argument shows that for any collection of N concentric
annuli An(x, s1, r1), . . ., An(x, sN , rN ) with 2rj < sj+1 and rN < ρ, V is induced by a collection
of smooth, volume preserving stable minimal surfaces with multiplicity in one of the annuli. This
implies that there is a radius σ(x) > 0 such that for any annulus An(x, s, r) with s < r < σ(x),
the varifold V is induced by a collection of smooth, volume preserving stable minimal surfaces
with multiplicity. This property implies that alternative (ii) holds by the removable singularity
part of the Almgren-Pitts regularity argument [24]. �

5.2. Compactness for E. Next we record another compactness property for the E functional.
Consider a sequence of smooth functions fk : [0,Vol(M)] → R satisfying (5) and set

Ek(T ) = M(T ) + fk(Vol(T )).

Let {(Vk, Tk)} be a sequence such that (Vk, Tk) is a critical point for Ek for each k ∈ N. We
show that if the mean curvature of the CMC portion of (Vk, Tk) stays bounded then there is a
convergence subsequence. We will omit the proofs in this subsection, since they are very similar
to the previous subsection.

Proposition 5.6. Assume that (V, T ) has the regularity described in Proposition 4.18. Assume
that (V, T ) is (Ek,F) almost-minimizing in an open set U and that An(p, s, r) ⊂ U is a closed
annulus. Let (V ∗, T ∗) be a replacement for (V, T ) in An(p, s, r). Then supp ‖V ∗‖ ∩ An(p, s, r)
and supp‖V ‖ ∩ (M \ An(p, s, r)) glue smoothly along the boundary of An(p, s, r).

Corollary 5.7. Assume that (V, T ) has the regularity described in Proposition 4.18. Assume
that (V, T ) is (Ek,F) almost-minimizing in an open set U and that An(p, s, r) ⊂ U is a closed
annulus. Assume that a local embedded sheet of supp‖V ‖ crosses the boundary of An(p, s, r).
Then the component of supp ‖V ‖ containing this sheet is volume preserving stable for the area
in the interior of An(p, s, r).

Corollary 5.8. Assume that (V, T ) has the regularity described in Proposition 4.18. Assume
that (V, T ) is (Ek,F) almost-minimizing in an open set U . There is a radius ρ > 0 depending
only on M and an upper bound c for the first variation of V such that if s < r < ρ and
An(p, s, r) ⊂ U , then every component of supp‖V ‖ intersecting An(p, s, r) has the same mean
curvature. Moreover, supp ‖V ‖ is volume preserving stable for the area in An(p, s, r).
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Proposition 5.9. Consider a sequence (Vk, Tk) ∈ VZ(M,Z2). Assume that (Vk, Tk) is sta-
tionary for Ek and that (Vk, Tk) satisfies property (R) (4.10) for Ek with an integer m that
does not depend on k. Suppose that ‖Vk‖(M) is uniformly bounded, and that the all the var-
ifolds Vk have c-bounded first variation for a uniform constant c. Then, up to a subsequence,
(Vk, Tk) → (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2). Moreover, (V, T ) has the regularity described in Proposition
4.18 and the following property holds:

(R’) There is a number N = N(m) depending only on m and a number ρ > 0 depending only
on c, such that for any collection of N concentric annuli An(x, s1, r1), . . ., An(x, sN , rN )
with 2rj < sj+1 and rN < ρ, there is an annulus An in the collection such that every
component of supp‖V ‖ intersecting An has the same mean curvature and is volume
preserving stable for the area in An.

6. Constructing Half-Volume CMCs

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2. To begin, we recall the
notion of the half-volume spectrum.

6.1. The Half-Volume Spectrum. In [22], the authors introduced the half-volume spectrum
of a manifold. This is similar to the usual volume spectrum introduced by Gromov, except that
all hypersurfaces in the construction are now additionally required to enclose half the volume of
M .

The Almgren isomorphism theorem [1] implies that the space B(M,Z2) is weakly homotopy
equivalent to RP∞. Marques and Neves [19] later gave a substantially simpler proof of this fact.
In [22], it is shown that H(M,Z2) is homotopy equivalent to B(M,Z2). In particular, this means
that the cohomology ring H∗(H(M,Z2),Z2) is isomorphic to Z2[λ] where the generator λ is in
degree 1.

Definition 6.1. Fix an integer p ∈ N. Let X be a cubical complex. A flat continuous map
Φ: X → H(M,Z2) is called a half-volume p-sweepout if Φ∗(λp) 6= 0 in H∗(X,Z2).

Definition 6.2. A flat continuous map Φ: X → H(M,Z2) is said to have no concentration of
mass provided

lim
r→0

[
sup
x∈X

sup
y∈M

M(Φ(x)xB(y, r))

]
= 0.

Definition 6.3. Let Qp be the set of all half-volume p-sweepouts of M with no concentration
of mass. Note that different half-volume p-sweepouts are allowed to have different domains.

Definition 6.4. For an integer p ∈ N, the half-volume p-width of M is

ω̃p = inf
Φ∈Qp

[
sup

x∈dom(Φ)
M(Φ(x))

]
.

The sequence {ω̃p}p∈N is called the half-volume spectrum of M .

The next proposition says that the definition of the half-volume p-width is unchanged if we
restrict to only those half-volume p-sweepouts whose domain is a subset of I(2p+1, k) for some
k ∈ N. This was proved for (ordinary) p-sweepouts by Y. Li [14].

Proposition 6.5. For every ε > 0, there is half-volume p-sweepout Ψ: Y → H(M,Z2) whose
domain Y is a cubical subcomplex of I(2p + 1, k) for some k ∈ N and which satisfies

sup
y∈Y

M(Ψ(y)) ≤ ω̃p + ε.
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Moreover, Ψ has no concentration of mass.

Proof. This follows from the proof of [14, Proposition 3.2]. Indeed, given ε > 0, we can find a
half-volume p-sweepout Φ: X → H(M,Z2) ⊂ B(M,Z2) with no concentration of mass and with

sup
x∈X

M(Φ(x)) ≤ ω̃p + ε.

Applying the construction in [14] verbatim to Φ produces a cubical subcomplex Y of I(2p+1, k)
and a flat continuous p-sweepout Ψ: Y → B(M,Z2) with the property that Ψ(Y ) ⊂ Φ(X). In
particular, the inclusion Ψ(Y ) ⊂ Φ(X) implies that Ψ takes values in H(M,Z2) and that

sup
y∈Y

M(Ψ(y)) ≤ ω̃p + ε,

and that Ψ has no concentration of mass. �

6.2. The Penalized Functionals. Intuitively, we expect that each ω̃p is associated with a
critical point of the area functional restricted to the space of half-volume cycles. Therefore, ω̃p
should be achieved by a half-volume CMC. Rather than directly developing a min-max theory
for the area on H(M,Z2), we first apply min-max on all of B(M,Z2) with a functional that
consists of the area plus a term that penalizes the distance to the space of half-volume cycles.

Fix a closed Riemannian manifold (Mn+1, g) with dimension 3 ≤ n+1 ≤ 7. Let h = 1
2 Vol(M).

For each k ∈ N define fk : [0,Vol(M)] → R by

fk(v) = k(v − h)2.

Then define Ek : B(M,Z2) → R by

Ek(T ) = M(T ) + fk(Vol(Ω)) = M(T ) + k(Vol(Ω)− h)2

where Ω ∈ C(M) satisfies ∂Ω = T . Since |Vol(Ω)− h| = |Vol(M \Ω)− h|, it is easy to see that
the definition does not depend on the choice of Ω.

Fix p ∈ N. For each k ∈ N, select a half-volume p-sweepout Φ∗
k : Xk → H(M,F ,Z2) with no

concentration of mass for which

sup
x∈Xk

M(Φ∗
k(x)) ≤ ω̃p +

1

k
.

By Proposition 6.5, we can further ensure that Xk is a cubical subcomplex of I(2p+1, ℓ) for some
ℓ ∈ N. By applying discretization [35, Theorem 1.11] followed by interpolation [35, Theorem
1.12], we can replace Φ∗

k with a new F-continuous map Φk : Xk → B(M,F,Z2) such that

sup
x∈Xk

M(Φk(x)) ≤ ω̃p +
2

k
, sup

x∈Xk

|Vol(Φk(x))− h| ≤ 1

k
.

Recall here that Vol(Φk(x)) stands for Vol(Ω) for any set Ω with ∂Ω = Φk(x).
Let Πk be the Xk-homotopy class of the map Φk. Observe that

LEk(Πk) ≤ sup
x∈Xk

Ek(Φk(x)) = sup
x∈Xk

M(Φk(x)) + k sup
x∈Xk

|Vol(Φk(x))− h|2 ≤ ω̃p +
3

k
.

Now suppose for contradiction that

lim inf
k→∞

LEk(Πk) < ω̃p.

Then, after passing to a subsequence, we can find an η > 0 and maps Ψk : Xk → B(M,Z2)
homotopic to Φk such that

sup
x∈Xk

Ek(Ψk(x)) ≤ ω̃p − η
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for all k. Note in particular this implies that for any x ∈ Xk we have

M(Ψk(x)) ≤ ω̃p − η, and |Vol(Ψk(x)) − h| ≤
√
ω̃p
k

Now recall the deformation retraction θ : B(M,Z2)× [0, 1] → H(M,Z2) constructed in [22].

Lemma 6.6. There is a continuous function w : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with w(0) = 0 such that

M(θ(T, 1)) ≤ M(T ) + w(|Vol(T )− h|)
for any T ∈ B(M,Z2).

Proof. Let f : M → [0, 1] be a Morse function and let Ut = {f < t} for t ∈ [0, 1]. We first claim
that for every ε > 0 there is a δ > 0 such that for all t ∈ [0, 1] and all W ⊂ Ut we have

Vol(W ) ≥ Vol(Ut)− δ =⇒ M(∂W ) ≥ M(∂Ut)− ε.

Suppose to the contrary that for some ε > 0 there is no δ > 0 which makes the assertion
true. Then for δ = 1

n there exist tn ∈ [0, 1] and Wn ⊂ Utn with Vol(Wn) > Vol(Utn) − 1
n but

M(∂Wn) <M(∂Utn)− ε. After passing to a subsequence, we can suppose that tn → t∞ ∈ [0, 1]
and that Wn → W∞ ∈ C(M). Note that W∞ ⊂ Ut∞ and Vol(W∞) = Vol(Ut∞) and so W∞ =
Ut∞ . Since t 7→ M(∂Ut) is continuous, this implies that

M(∂Ut∞) ≤ lim infM(Wn)

≤ lim infM(∂Utn)− ε = M(∂Ut∞)− ε.

This is a contradiction.
Now, to prove the lemma, it suffices to show that for each ε > 0 there is a δ > 0 such that

|Vol(T )− h| < δ =⇒ M(θ(T, 1)) ≤ M(T ) + ε.

So let ε > 0 be given and choose δ according to the previous claim. Assume that T satisfies
|Vol(T )− h| < δ. Choose a set Ω with Vol(Ω) ≤ h and ∂Ω = T and note that h − Vol(Ω) < δ.
The set θ(T, 1) is defined as ∂(Ω ∪ Ut) where t is chosen so that Vol(Ω ∪ Ut) = h. Note that
Ω ∩ Ut ⊂ Ut and that Vol(Ω ∩ Ut) = Vol(Ω) + Vol(Ut) − Vol(Ω ∪ Ut) ≥ Vol(Ut)− δ. According
to the previous claim, this implies that

M(∂(Ω ∩ Ut)) ≥ M(∂Ut)− ε.

Finally note that

M(∂(Ω ∪ Ut)) ≤ M(∂Ω) +M(∂Ut)−M(∂(Ω ∩ Ut))
≤ M(∂Ω) + ε,

as needed. �

By the lemma, for k large enough, the map Ξk : Xk → H(M,Z2) given by Ξk(x) = θ(Ψk(x), 1)
is a half-volume p-sweepout with no concentration of mass (guaranteed by properties of θ [22])
which satisfies

sup
x∈Xk

M(Ξk(x)) ≤ ω̃p − η + w

(√
ω̃p
k

)
< ω̃p.

This contradicts the definition of ω̃p. It follows that

LEk(Πk) → ω̃p

as k → ∞.
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6.3. Bounding the Mean Curvature. We assume that 3 ≤ dim(M) ≤ 5 from this point
onward. Again p ∈ N is fixed. Applying the Ek-min-max theorem in the homotopy class Πk
gives the existence of critical points for Ek. We would like to show that these critical points
converge to a regular limit as k → ∞. The key point is to show that the mean curvature of
the critical points stays uniformly bounded as k → ∞. Then we can appeal to the compactness
results of the previous section.

The following diameter bound for stable CMCs is due to Elbert-Nelli-Rosenberg [9].

Theorem 6.7 ([9]). Assume Mn+1 is a Riemannian manifold of dimension 3 ≤ n + 1 ≤ 5.
Asssume the sectional curvatures of M are bounded below by −κ for some κ ≥ 0. Let Σ be
a stable, immersed H-CMC hypersurface in M . There is a constant c = c(n,H, κ) so that
distΣ(q, ∂Σ) ≤ c for all q ∈ Σ provided |H| > 2

√
κ.

The next proposition will be used to show that half-volume CMCs with bounded area cannot
consist entirely of tiny components.

Proposition 6.8. LetMn+1 be a closed Riemannian manifold. Let Λ = ∂Ω be a smooth, almost-
embedded hypersurface with non-vanishing mean curvature. Assume that the mean curvature
vector of Λ points consistently into or consistently out of Ω. Assume that Area(Λ) ≤ A and that
1
3 Vol(M) ≤ Vol(Ω) ≤ 2

3 Vol(M). There is a positive constant δ > 0, depending only on M and
A, such that Λ has a component with extrinsic diameter at least δ.

Proof. Let IM denote the isoperimetric profile of M . By the asymptotics of the isoperimetric
profile for small volumes, there are constants c > 0 and V0 > 0 such that IM (v) ≥ cvn/(n+1) for
all v ∈ (0, V0). Let α = 1

3 Vol(M). Shrinking V0 if necessary, we can suppose that

v
n

n+1 ≥ 2Av

cα

for all v ∈ (0, V0). Now choose δ > 0 so that any closed hypersurface in M with extrinsic
diameter less than δ encloses a region with volume less than V0.

Suppose for contradiction that every component of Λ has extrinsic diameter smaller than δ.
Replacing Ω by M \ Ω if necessary, we can suppose that Ω is the union of the small volume
regions enclosed by these components. Let J be the number of connected components of Λ, and
list the volumes of these components as v1, . . . , vJ . Note that

J∑

j=1

vj ≥ α

and that vj ≤ V0 for all j = 1, . . . , J . Thus the area of Λ satisfies

Area(Λ) ≥ c

J∑

j=1

v
n/(n+1)
j ≥ 2A

α

J∑

j=1

vj ≥ 2A.

This contradicts the definition of A. �

Now we can prove that the mean curvature does not blow up. Let Sk be the set of all
(V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) such that

(i) (V, T ) is stationary for Ek,
(ii) (V, T ) satisfies property (R) (4.10) for Ek with m = 2p + 1,
(iii) ‖V ‖(M) ≤ ω̃p + 3/k.

(iv) |Vol(T )− h| ≤
√

2ω̃p/k.
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Note that every (V, T ) in Sk is regular in the sense of Proposition 4.18. Also note that the
critical points produced by the Ek min-max theory in the homotopy class Πk belong to Sk

when k is sufficiently large. Define

Hk = inf{c ≥ 0 : every (V, T ) ∈ Sk has c-bounded first variation}.
and note that Hk ≤ kVol(M).

Proposition 6.9. Assume that 3 ≤ n+ 1 ≤ 5. Then H = sup{Hk : k ∈ N} is finite.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that Hk → ∞. Then we can find (Vk, Tk) ∈ Sk such that the
mean curvature of the CMC portion Λk of supp ‖Vk‖ goes to infinity as k → ∞. By assumption,
each (Vk, Tk) has the following property:

(R) For any collection of N = N(2p + 1) concentric annuli An(x, s1, r1), . . ., An(x, sN , rN )
with 2rj < sj+1 for all j, (Vk, Tk) is (Ek,F)-almost-minimizing in at least one of the
annuli.

Let ηx,ρ denote the map which rescales by a factor of 1/ρ centered at x. Choose ρk → 0 so that
ηx,ρk(Λk) has mean curvature 1.

Choose δ > 0 according to Proposition 6.8. Note that Λk has a uniform upper bound on area,
and Λk = ∂Ωk with Vol(Ωk) → h. Therefore, to get a contradiction, it suffices to show that, for
some large k, every connected component of Λk has extrinsic diameter less than δ. If this is not
the case, then (passing to a subsequence) we can find points xk ∈ Λk such that the connected
component Γk of Λk containing xk has extrinsic diameter at least δ. Fix some positive numbers
s1 < r1 < s2 < r2 < . . . < sN < rN satisfying 2rj < sj+1 for all j. Choose a sequence σk → ∞
such that ρkσk → 0.

For each k, consider the collection of N(2p + 1)-concentric annuli An(xk, s1/σk, r1/σk), . . .,
An(xk, sN/σk, rN/σk) and note that this collection is admissible for property (R). Therefore
(passing to a subsequence) there is a j ∈ {1, . . . , N} such that (Vk, Tk) is (Ek,F)-almost-
minimizing in

Ank = An(xk, sj/σk, rj/σk)

for all k. For notational convenience, let s = sj and r = rj . Then for k large enough, since
Γk has extrinsic diameter at least δ, it follows that Γk crosses the boundary of Ank. Hence, by
Proposition 5.7, it follows that Γk is volume preserving stable in the interior of Ank.

Define

Ck = ∂B

(
xk,

s+ r

2σk

)
⊂ Ank.

Choose a point yk ∈ Γk ∩ Ck, which must exist since Γk has diameter at least δ. Now consider
the balls

Bk = B

(
yk,

r − s

2σk

)
⊂ Ank, Dk = B

(
yk,

r − s

4σk

)
⊂ Bk.

Note that Γk must intersect ∂B(yk, t) for every 0 < t < (r − s)/(2σk) since Γk is connected and
contains both xk and yk.

Define Λ′
k = ηyk,ρk(Λk), Γ

′
k = ηyk,ρk(Γk), B

′
k = ηyk ,ρk(Bk), and D

′
k = ηyk,ρk(Dk). Note that Λ

′
k

has constant mean curvature 1 and is volume preserving stable in B′
k. Because ρkσk → 0, the

balls B′
k resemble large, nearly Euclidean balls when k is large. Note that Γ′

k must be strongly
stable as a 1-CMC immersion in either D′

k or B′
k \D′

k, but this violates the diameter estimate
of Theorem 6.7. Indeed, there are points qk ∈ Γ′

k ∩ D′
k with dist(qk, ∂D

′
k) → ∞ and points

zk ∈ Γ′
k ∩ [B′

k \D′
k] with dist(zk, ∂B

′
k ∪ ∂D′

k) → ∞. �

This implies the following compactness property.
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Proposition 6.10. Assume that 3 ≤ n+ 1 ≤ 5. Consider a sequence (Vk, Tk) ∈ Sk. Then, up
to a subsequence, (Vk, Tk) → (V, T ) in VZ(M,Z2). Moreover, (V, T ) has the regularity described
in Proposition 4.18 and the mean curvature of the CMC part of (V, T ) is at most H. We have
Vol(T ) = h. Finally, (V, T ) satisfies property (R’) (5.5) with m = 2p + 1 and ρ depending only
on H.

Proof. The mean curvature of (Vk, Tk) is uniformly bounded by H. Choosing Ωk so that ∂Ωk =
Tk, one has Vol(Ωk) → h. Therefore the result follows from Proposition 5.9. �

6.4. The Lifting Construction. At this point, we assume the metric g on M is generic so
that, by the results of Appendix B, we can assume that M is bumpy, that M has no half-
volume minimal hypersurfaces, that half-volume CMCs are isolated in M , and that every closed
almost-embedded half-volume CMC in M is actually embedded.

Define H = sup{Hk : k ∈ N} as in the previous subsection. Choose a scale ρ > 0 depending
on H according to Proposition 6.9. Let S be the set of all pairs (V, T ) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) such that

(i) ‖V ‖(M) ≤ ω̃p,
(i) (V, T ) satisfies property (R’) (5.5) with m = 2p+ 1 and scale ρ,
(ii) Vol(T ) = h,
(iii) There is a smooth, embedded CMC hypersurface Λ with non-zero mean curvature

|HΛ| ≤ H. Moreover, there there exist a (possibly empty) collection of closed min-
imal hypersurfaces Σ1, . . . ,Σk and a collection of multiplicities m1, . . . ,mk ∈ N such
that

V = |Λ|+
k∑

i=1

mi|Σi|.

Here the hypersurfaces Λ,Σ1, . . . ,Σk are all disjoint.

Proposition 6.11. Assume the metric g on M is generic and that 3 ≤ n+1 ≤ 5. Then the set
S is finite.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that S is not finite. Then there is a sequence of distinct elements
(Vk, Tk) ∈ S . Let Λk be the CMC portion of (Vk, Tk). Since the mean curvature of Λk stays
uniformly bounded, we can argue as in Proposition 5.9 to see that that, up to a subsequence,
(Vk, Tk) → (V, T ) ∈ S . Let Λ denote the CMC portion of (V, T ). Note, in particular, Λ is
guaranteed to be embedded with non-zero mean curvature, since the metric g admits no half-
volume minimal hypersurfaces, and every almost-embedded half-volume CMC is embedded.

Since Λ is genuinely embedded and the convergence of the CMC portion occurs with multi-
plicity one, Allard’s regularity theorem implies that the convergence Λk → Λ is actually smooth.
This contradicts that half-volume CMCs are isolated in M ; see Corollary B.4. Thus Λk = Λ for
sufficiently large k.

Now let V ′
k be the minimal portion of Vk and let V ′ be the minimal portion of V . Then

Property (R’) implies that for each x ∈ supp‖V ′‖ there is a ρ(x) > 0 such that if s < r < ρ(x)
then the convergence of V ′

k to V ′ is smooth in An(x, s, r). This implies that the convergence
V ′
k → V ′ is actually smooth away from finitely many points. Therefore, V ′

k = V ′ for sufficiently
large k, as otherwise it would be possible to extract a Jacobi field on V ′. This shows that in
fact (Vk, Tk) = (V, T ) for sufficiently large k and this is a contradiction. �

The following lemma is due to Marques and Neves.

Lemma 6.12 ([18] Corollary 3.6). Let T be a finite subset of B(M,Z2). If η > 0 is sufficiently
small, then every map Φ: S1 → BF

η (T ) is homotopically trivial.
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Enumerate the set S = {(W1, S1), . . . , (WQ, SQ)} and let T = {S1, . . . , SQ}. Choose η > 0
according to the previous lemma. Recall the set Sk defined in the previous subsection. By
Proposition 6.9 and Proposition 5.9, it follows that for any η > 0 there is a K ∈ N such
that F ((V, T ),S ) ≤ η/4 for all (V, T ) ∈ Sk provided k ≥ K. Note in particular that if
F ((V, T ),S ) ≤ η/4 then F(T,T ) ≤ η/4.

Now fix some k ≥ K. Consider a pulled-tight Ek-min-max sequence Ψk,j : Xk → B(M,F ,Z2)
for the homotopy class Πk. Choose a sequence ℓj → ∞ so that

sup{F(Ψk,j(x),Ψk,j(y)) : α ∈ Xk(ℓj), x, y ∈ α} < η

2
.

Let Z̃k,j ⊂ Xk be the union of all the cells α ∈ Xk(ℓj) such that

F (Ψk,j(x),S ) ≥ η/2

for all vertices x ∈ α. Here and in the following, we use Ψk,j(x) to denote its image under the
natural inclusion B(M,Z2) → VZ(M,Z2). Then

F (Ψk,j(x),S ) ≥ η/2

for all x ∈ Z̃k,j. Let Ỹk,j = Xk \ Z̃k,j. Consider the restricted sequence Ψk,j|Z̃k,j
. Then either

(i) LEk({Ψk,j|Z̃k,j
}) < LEk(Πk), or

(ii) no element in K({Ψk,j |Z̃k,j
}) satisfies property (R) for Ek with m = 2p + 1.

Indeed, if both (i) and (ii) failed then there would be some element

(W,S) ∈ K({Ψk,j |Z̃k,j
}) ∩ Sk.

But then F ((W,S),S ) ≤ η/4 contradicting the choice of Z̃k,j.
We can now argue exactly as in [35, Section 5, Step 2] to obtain a new min-max sequence

Ψ′
k,j : Xk → B(M,Z2) such that

(i) Xk can be decomposed into Yk,j and Zk,j where Yk,j = Xk \ Zk,j. Moreover, we have

(Ψ′
k,j|Yk,j )∗λ = 0 in H1(Yi,Z2), (Ψ′

k,j|Zk,j
)∗(λp−1) 6= 0 in Hp−1(Zk,j,Z2)

provided j is large enough,
(ii) LEk({Ψ′

k,j}) = LEk(Πk),

(iii) lim supj→∞ sup{Ek(Ψ′
k,j(z)) : z ∈ Zk,j} < LEk(Πk).

Define Ẽk : C(M) → R by

Ẽk(Ω) = M(∂Ω) + fk(Vol(Ω)).

Let X̃k be the double cover of Xk associated to the cohomology class (Ψ′
k,j)

∗λ. Let Π̃k,j be the

(X̃k, Z̃k,j) relative homotopy class of Ψ′
k,j. By the same argument as [35, Section 5, Step 3], if j

is large enough then

LẼk(Π̃k,j) > sup
z∈Z̃k,j

Ẽk(Ψ
′
k,j(z)).

Moreover, we have LẼk(Π̃k,j) → LEk(Πk) as j → ∞.
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6.5. Conclusion of the Proof. Let h : M → R be a smooth Morse function satisfying property
(T) (2.10). Choose a sequence εj → 0. Define Fk,j : C(M) → R by

Fk,j(Ω) = M(∂Ω)− εj

∫

Ω
h+ fk(Vol(Ω)).

Then Fk,j(Ω) = Ẽk(Ω)− εj
∫
Ω h, and we have

LFk,j(Π̃k,j) > sup
z∈Z̃k,j

Fk,j(Ψ
′
k,j(z))

for large enough j, and LFk,j(Π̃k,j) → LEk(Πk) as j → ∞. Therefore, by applying min-max

theory for Fk,j (Theorem 1.10) in the relative homotopy class Π̃k,j, there exist critical points

(Vk,j,Ωk,j) for Fk,j with Fk,j(Vk,j,Ωk,j) → LEk(Πk). By Proposition 5.5, after passing to a
subsequence, (Vk,j, ∂Ωk,j) → (Vk, Tk) ∈ VZ(M,Z2), (Vk, Tk) is stationary for Ek, Ek(Vk, Tk) =

LEk(Πk), and Vk is induced by either

(i) a smooth, almost-embedded, multiplicity one constant mean curvature surface with non-
zero mean curvature; or

(ii) a collection of minimal hypersurfaces with multiplicities.

It remains to take a limit as k → ∞. Again the key step is to show that the mean curvature
doesn’t blow up.

Proposition 6.13. Consider the pairs (Vk, Tk) ∈ VZ(M,Z2) defined above. Then the mean
curvature of Λk = supp ‖Vk‖ stays uniformly bounded as k → ∞.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that the mean curvature Hk of Λk goes to ∞. Choose ρk → 0
so that ηx,ρk(Λk) has mean curvature 1.

Let Λk,j denote supp‖Vk,j‖ and let Hk,j be the mean curvature of Λk,j. Then for fixed k,
we have Hk,j → Hk as j → ∞. Choose δ > 0 according to Proposition 6.8. Then, if j is large
enough depending on k, Λk,j has a connected component Γk,j with extrinsic diameter at least
δ. Pick a point xk,j ∈ Γk,j.

Let N = N(2p + 1) and fix s1 < r1 < s2 < r2 < . . . < sN < rN with 2ri < si+1. Choose a
sequence σk → ∞ such that ρkσk → 0. Now fix an integer k ∈ N. For each j, consider the col-
lection of concentric annuli An(xk,j, s1/σk, r1/σk), . . ., An(xk,j, sN/σk, rN/σk). Since (Vk,j,Ωk,j)
satisfies property (R) (3.15), there is an i(k) ∈ {1, . . . , N} and a (non-relabeled) subsequence of
j’s such that (Vk,j,Ωk,j) is (Fk,j ,F)-almost minimizing in the annulus An(xk,j, si(k)/σk, ri(k)/σk)
for all j. Since Γk,j has extrinsic diameter at least δ, it follows that Γk,j must cross the boundary
of An(xk,j, si(k)/σk, ri(k)/σk). By Corollary 5.3, it follows that Γk,j is volume preserving stable

for Aεjh in An(xk,j, si(k)/σk, ri(k)/σk).
Now consider the rescaled surfaces Γ′

k,j = ηxk,j ,ρk(Γk,j). Passing to a further subsequence in j,

we can suppose that xk,j → xk as j → ∞. For a fixed k, the surfaces Γ′
k,j have a uniform upper

bound on mean curvature, a uniform upper bound on area, and are volume preserving stable for
Aεjρkh in An′k,j = ηxk,j ,ρk(An(xk,j, si(k)/σk, ri(k)/σk)). Therefore, these surfaces have a uniform

curvature estimate, and converge smoothly to a volume preserving stable CMC hypersurface Γ′
k

in An′k = ηxk,ρk(An(xk, si(k)/σk, ri(k)/σk)) with mean curvature 1. Note that the surface Γ′
k is

connected and intersects both the inner and outer boundary of An′k. Therefore, we can now
argue exactly as in Proposition 6.9 to get a contradiction for large enough k. �

Once we know that the mean curvature doesn’t blow up, it follows that (Vk, Tk) satisfies
property (R’) (5.5) at a uniform scale ρ that does not depend on k. This implies that (Vk, Tk) →
(V, T ), ‖V ‖(M) ≤ ω̃p, Vol(T ) = h, and V is induced by either
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(i) a smooth, almost-embedded, multiplicity one constant mean curvature surface with non-
zero mean curvature; or

(ii) a collection of minimal hypersurfaces with multiplicities.

Choose Ω so that ∂Ω = T . Note that case (ii) cannot occur because then some collection of
minimal hypersurfaces inM would bound Ω. But we have assumed the metric g is generic so that
this cannot happen by Proposition B.1. Therefore case (i) occurs and ∂Ω is an almost-embedded
constant mean curvature hypersurface.

It remains to show that ‖V ‖(M) = ω̃p. Since Ek(Vk, Tk) → ω̃p, it is equivalent to show that

k(Vol(Ωk)− h)2 → 0

as k → ∞, where ∂Ωk = Tk. But this follows from the fact that (Vk, Tk) is stationary for Ek and
the fact that the mean curvature does not blow up. Indeed, let Hk denote the mean curvature
of supp‖Vk‖. Then we know that |Hk| = 2k|Vol(Ωk)− h| since (Vk, Tk) is stationary for Ek. It
follows that

k(Vol(Ωk)− h)2 =
|Hk|2
4k

,

and this goes to 0 as k → ∞ since Hk is uniformly bounded. Therefore, ‖V ‖(M) = ω̃p, as
needed. This proves Theorem 1.1, and Corollary 1.2 follows immediately.

Appendix A. Condition (T)

Let h : M → R be a smooth Morse function. Given a regular point x ∈ M for h, let Γ(x) be
the level set of h passing through x. Then define v(h, x) to be the vanishing order at x of the
mean curvature HΓ(x), regarded as a function on Γ(x). Recall that our min-max theory requires
h to satisfy the following property (Definition 2.10):

(T) For every regular point x of h, we have v(h, x) <∞.

This property is used to show that the touching set of an almost-embedded (h + h0)-PMC is
contained in a countable union of (n − 1)-dimensional manifolds. The goal of this appendix is
to show that an arbitrary Morse function h can be perturbed slightly in the smooth topology
to a nearby Morse function that satisfies condition (T).

Note the following lemmas.

Lemma A.1. Assume that u : M → R is a smooth Morse function. Let C be the set of all critical
points of u. Let G ⊂M \C be a closed set such that for each x ∈ G we have v(u, x) <∞. Then
there is a finite k ∈ N such that v(u, x) ≤ k for all x ∈ G. Moreover, if w is a sufficiently small
smooth perturbation of u then v(w, x) ≤ k for all x ∈ G as well.

Proof. The function v(u, x) is upper semicontinuous, i.e.,

lim sup
w→,u y→x

v(w, y) ≤ v(u, x).

If there were points xn ∈ G with v(u, xn) → ∞, then there would be a convergent subsequence
xnk

→ x ∈ G. But then the semi-continuity implies v(u, x) = ∞, contrary to assumption.
Likewise, if there is a sequence un → u such that there are points xn ∈ G with v(un, xn) ≥ k+1,
then we can find a convergent subsequence xnk

→ x ∈ G. The semi-continuity implies that
v(u, x) ≥ k + 1, contrary to assumption. �

Lemma A.2. Assume that u : M → R is a smooth Morse function. Let C be the set of all critical
points of u. Let G ⊂M \C be a closed set such that for each x ∈ G we have v(u, x) <∞. Then
there is an ε > 0 such that v(u, x) <∞ for every x ∈M with dist(x,G) ≤ ε.
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Proof. Again this follows from the upper semicontinuity of the vanishing order. Suppose to
the contrary that there is no such ε. Then there is a sequence of points xn → x ∈ G with
v(u, xn) → ∞. But this implies that v(u, x) = ∞. �

Now we can prove the main result of this appendix.

Proposition A.3. Let h : M → R be a smooth Morse function. Then there exist Morse func-
tions satisfying property (T) which are arbitrarily close to h in C∞(M).

Proof. The topology on C∞(M) is complete and metrizable. Fix a complete metric ρ on C∞(M)
inducing the topology of C∞(M). Consider the following two constructions.

Construction 1: Let u : M → R be a Morse function. Let B = {b1, . . . , bk} be the set of
all critical values of u and let C denote the set of all critical points of u. Fix a small radius
r > 0. Let Σi be a smooth, closed, embedded surface which coincides with {u = bi} outside
Nr(C) = {x ∈ M : dist(x,C) < r}. Choose a short time s, and let Σi,t, t ∈ [0, s] be the surface
obtained by running mean curvature flow for time t starting from Σi. There exists a smooth,
time-dependent vector field Xt on M which coincides with the mean curvature vector of Σi,t on
Σi,t at time t. We can suppose that Xt is supported in {x ∈ M : dist(u(x), B) < r} for all t.
Let ζ be a smooth function on M which is identically 1 outside N2r(C) and identically 0 inside
Nr(C). Let φt be the flow of ζXt and define

ut = u ◦ φ−1
t .

If t is small enough, the following properties hold:

(i) ut is Morse and has exactly the same critical points and critical values as u,
(ii) if x ∈ (ut)

−1(B) \N2r(C) then v(ut, x) <∞ (c.f. [38, Proposition 3.9]),
(iii) if dist(b,B) ≥ r then {ut = b} = {u = b}.

Moreover, ut → u in C∞(M) as t→ 0. We select a small time τ and then set ũ = uτ . �
Construction 2: Let u : M → R be a Morse function. Let B = {b1, . . . , bk} be the set of

critical values of u. Let Nρ(B) = {b ∈ R : dist(b,B) < ρ}. Fix a small number r > 0. By the
argument in [38, Proposition 3.9], there exists a small positive number s and smooth family of
smooth functions wt : M → R, t ∈ [0, s] such that Σb,t = {wt = b} is the surface obtained from
running mean curvature flow for time t starting from {u = b} for all b ∈ R \ Nr/2(B) and all

t ∈ [0, s]. Choose a smooth cut-off function ζ which is identically 1 outside u−1(Nr(B)) and
identically 0 inside u−1(Nr/2(B)). Then set

ut = ζwt + (1− ζ)u.

If t is small enough then the following properties hold:

(i) ut is Morse and has exactly the same critical points and critical values as u,
(ii) if x ∈M \ (ut)−1(N2r(B)) then v(ut, x) <∞ (c.f. [38, Proposition 3.9]),
(iii) (ut)

−1(B) = u−1(B).

Moreover, ut → u in C∞(M) as t→ 0. We select a small time τ and then set ũ = uτ . �
Now choose a smooth Morse function h : M → R. Let C be the set of critical points of h and

let B = {b1, . . . , bk} be the set of critical values. Fix some ε0 > 0. To begin, apply Construction
1 with u = h and r = r0 = 1 and τ small enough to ensure that

ρ(u, ũ) <
ε0
2
.

Then define h1 = ũ and let G1 be a closed set containing a neighborhood of the set (h1)
−1(B) \

N2(C) with the property that v(h1, x) <∞ for all x ∈ G1. Note that such a G1 exists by Lemma
A.2. We further select ε1 > 0 small enough that if ρ(w, h1) < ε1 then
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(i) v(w, x) <∞ for all x ∈ G1,
(ii) w−1(B) \N2(C) ⊂ G1.

This is possible by Lemma A.1.
Next we apply Construction 2 with u = h1 and r = r1 = 2−1 and τ small enough to ensure

that

ρ(u, ũ) < min
{ε1
2
,
ε0
4

}
.

Then we set h2 = ũ. We let G2 be a closed set containing G1 and a neighborhood of M \
(h2)

−1(N1(B)) with the property that v(h2, x) < ∞ for all x ∈ G2. Such a set G2 exists by
Lemma A.2. Note that G2 also contains a neighborhood of (h2)

−1(B) \ N2(C) = (h1)
−1(B) \

N2(C). We select ε2 > 0 small enough that if ρ(w, h2) < ε2 then

(i) v(w, x) <∞ for all x ∈ G2,
(ii) w−1(B) \N2(C) ⊂ G2.
(iii) M \ w−1(N1(B)) ⊂ G2.

This is possible by Lemma A.1.
Now, for n ≥ 2, suppose inductively that hn : M → R is a smooth Morse function with the

same critical points and critical values as h. Let rn = 2−n. Assume that Gn is a closed subset
of M \ C such that v(hn, x) < ∞ for all x ∈ Gn. Suppose that Gn contains a neighborhood of
(hn)

−1(B)\N4rn(C) when n is odd, and that Gn contains a neighborhood of (hn)
−1(B)\N8rn(C)

when n is even. Further suppose that Gn contains a neighborhood ofM \(hn)−1(N4rn(B)) when
n is even, and that Gn contains a neighborhood of M \ (hn)−1(N8rn(B)) when n is odd. Choose
εn small enough that if ρ(w, hn) < εn then

(i) v(w, x) <∞ for all x ∈ Gn,
(ii) w−1(B) \N8rn(C) ⊂ Gn.
(iii) M \ w−1(N8rn(B)) ⊂ Gn.

This is possible by Lemma A.1.
Now if n is even, apply Construction 1 with u = hn and r = rn and τ small enough to ensure

that

ρ(u, ũ) < min
{εn

2
,
εn−1

22
, . . . ,

ε0
2n+1

}
.

Then set hn+1 = ũ. Let Gn+1 be a closed set containing Gn together with a neighborhood
of (hn+1)

−1(B) \ N4rn+1
(C) with the property that v(hn+1, x) < ∞ for all x ∈ Gn+1. Again

such a choice is possible by Lemma A.2. Further note that Gn+1 contains a neighborhood
of M \ (hn+1)

−1(N8rn+1
(B)) since M \ (hn+1)

−1(N8rn+1
(B)) = M \ (hn)

−1(N4rn(B)) and Gn
contains a neighborhood of M \ (hn)−1(N4rn(B)).

If n is odd, apply Construction 2 with u = hn and r = rn and τ small enough to ensure that

ρ(u, ũ) < min
{εn

2
,
εn−1

22
, . . . ,

ε0
2n+1

}
.

Then set hn+1 = ũ. Let Gn+1 be a closed set containing Gn and a neighborhood of M \
h−1
n+1(N4rn+1

) with the property that v(hn+1, x) < ∞ for all x ∈ Gn+1. Again such a choice is

possible by Lemma A.2. Note that Gn+1 contains a neighborhood of (hn+1)
−1(B) \N8rn+1

(C)

since (hn+1)
−1(B) \ N8rn+1

(C) = (hn)
−1(B) \ N4rn(C) and Gn contains a neighborhood of

(hn)
−1(B) \N4rn(C).

Now observe that (hn) is a Cauchy sequence with respect to ρ and so it converges to some
smooth function h∗ with ρ(h, h∗) < ε0. If ε0 is chosen sufficiently small, then h∗ is also Morse.
Since each critical point y of h is also a critical point for h∗ with h(y) = h∗(y), it follows that
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h∗ has the same critical points and critical values as h. Moreover, we know that v(h∗, x) < ∞
for all x ∈ G = ∪∞

n=1Gn. To complete the proof, it remains to show that G =M \ C.
First, we claim that G contains (h∗)−1(B)\C. It suffices to show that G contains (h∗)−1(B)\

N8rn(C) for all n. To see this, observe that by construction one has

ρ(h∗, hn) <
∞∑

j=1

εn
2j

= εn.

By the choice of εn, this implies that (h∗)−1(B) \N8rn(C) ⊂ Gn ⊂ G. This proves the claim.
Second, we claim that G contains M \ (h∗)−1(B). It suffices to show that G contains M \

(h∗)−1(N8rn(B)) for all n. To see this, again observe that

ρ(h∗, hn) <
∞∑

j=1

εn
2j

= εn.

By the choice of εn, this implies that M \ (h∗)−1(N8rn(B)) ⊂ Gn ⊂ G. This completes the
proof. �

Appendix B. Generic Metrics

In this appendix, we prove three theorems about generic metrics. The first result says that,
generically, half-volume minimal hypersurfaces do not exist. The second result says that, gener-
ically, half-volume CMCs are isolated. Finally, the third result says that, generically, every
almost-embedded half volume CMC is actually embedded.

Proposition B.1. Let M be a closed manifold. Then, for a generic smooth metric g on M ,
there is no smooth, closed, (not necessarily connected) minimal hypersurface which encloses half
the volume of M .

Proof. Given C > 0 and I ∈ N and a smooth metric g on M , let MC,I(g) be the set of all
smooth, closed, embedded (not necessarily connected) minimal hypersurfaces in (M,g) with
area at most C and index at most I. Let GC,I be the set of all smooth metrics g on M such
that the set MC,I(g) = {Σ1, . . . ,Σn} is finite, each surface Σi is non-degenerate, and none of
the surfaces Σi encloses half the volume of M .

Let G be the set of all smooth metrics on M . It suffices to show that for each fixed C > 0
and I ∈ N, the set GC,I is open and dense in G. First, we claim that GC,I is open. Indeed,
choose some g ∈ GC,I and write MC,I = {Σ1, . . . ,Σn}. Then, since each Σi is non-degenerate,
there is a neighborhood U1 of g in G such that for every g̃ ∈ G and every i = 1, . . . , N there is a
unique small perturbation of Σi to a hypersurface Σi(g̃) which is minimal and non-degenerate
in (M, g̃). Then, by Sharp’s compactness theorem [26], it follows that for g̃ in a possibly smaller
neighborhood U2 of g we have

MC,I(g̃) ⊂ {Σ1(g̃), . . . ,Σn(g̃)}.
Finally, since none of the hypersurfaces Σi enclose half the volume of (M,g), it follows that for
g̃ in a potentially smaller neighborhood U3 of g, none of the hypersurfaces Σi(g̃) enclose half the
volume of (M, g̃). This proves that GC,I is open.

It remains to show that GC,I is dense in G. Choose an arbitrary metric g ∈ G. Then there
exists a small perturbation g1 of g which is bumpy. By Sharp’s compactness theorem, it follows
that the set MC,I(g1) = {Σ1, . . . ,Σn} is finite and consists entirely of non-degenerate minimal
hypersurfaces. Again there is a small neighborhood U1 of g1 in G such that for every g̃ ∈ U
there is a small perturbation of Σi to a hypersurface Σi(g̃) which is minimal and non-degenerate
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in (M, g̃). As above, by Sharp’s compactness theorem, for g̃ in a possibly smaller neighborhood
U2 of g1 we have

MC,I(g̃) ⊂ {Σ1(g̃), . . . ,Σn(g̃)}.
We now inductively perturb g1 to ensure that no surfaces in this collection encloses half the
volume.

First consider Σ1(g1). If Σ1(g1) does not enclose half the volume of (M,g1) then we set
g1 = g1. Suppose instead that Σ1 = ∂Ω1 does enclose half the volume of M . Then we set
g1 = e2φg1 where φ is non-negative, and vanishes on the closure of Ω1, and is positive at some
point inM \Ω1. By selecting φ close enough to 0, we can ensure that g1 ∈ U2. Then Σ1(g

1) = Σ1

as sets but Σ1(g
1) no longer encloses half the volume of (M,g1).

Next consider Σ2(g
1). If Σ2(g

1) does not enclose half the volume of (M,g1) then set g2 = g1.
Suppose instead that Σ2(g

1) = ∂Ω2 does enclose half the volume of (M,g1). Then we set
g2 = e2φg1 where φ is non-negative, and vanishes on the closure of Ω2 together with the support
of Σ1(g

1), and is positive at some point in M \ Ω2. By selecting φ close enough to 0, we can
ensure that g2 ∈ U2 and that Σ1(g

2) does not enclose half the volume of (M,g2). Note that
Σ2(g

2) = Σ2(g
1) as sets but Σ2(g

2) no longer encloses half the volume of (M,g2).
Continuing this process inductively, one arrives at a metric gn ∈ U2 with the property that

none of the hypersurfaces Σ1(g
n), . . . ,Σn(g

n) enclose half the volume of (M,gn). Thus gn ∈ GC,I
and so gn is the required perturbation of g. �

Let g be a smooth Riemannian metric on M . Assume that u : Σ → M is a two-sided, null-
homologous embedding with a preferred choice of normal vector ν with respect to g. Then there
is a unique region Ω whose boundary is u(Σ) and such that ν points into Ω. We define the
volume enclosed by u to be the volume of Ω. Note that the enclosed volume depends only on
the image u(Σ) and the preferred choice of normal vector, and not the particular immersion u.

Now suppose that u : Σ → M is a two-sided, null-homologous CMC almost-embedding with
non-zero mean curvature and a preferred choice of normal vector ν with respect to g. Consider
another immersion w : Σ →M such that

w(x) = expgu(x)(f(x)ν)

for some f ∈ Cj,α(Σ) with small norm. Regard w(Σ) as an integer multiplicity current (oriented
by the preferred choice of normal vector). Then exactly one of the following is true (depending
on whether the normal vector and the mean curvature vector point in the same direction or
opposite directions):

(i) There exists a unique Θ = θ(x)xHn+1 with θ(x) ∈ {0, 1, 2} such that ∂Θ = w(Σ).
(ii) There exists a unique Θ = θ(x)xHn+1 with θ(x) ∈ {−1, 0, 1} such that ∂Θ = w(Σ).

We define the volume enclosed by w to be
∫

M
θ(x) dHn+1(x).

Observe that the enclosed volume of w actually depends only on w(Σ) and the preferred choice
of normal vector, and not on the particular immersion w.

Let Mn+1 and Σn be smooth, closed manifolds. Fix q, j ∈ N and α ∈ (0, 1) with q ≥ j + 3.
Let P be the set of all triples (g, [u],H) where g is a Cq Riemannian metric on M , and [u]
is the equivalence class of a simple, two-sided, null-homologous, Cj,α immersion u : Σ → M
with constant mean curvature H and a preferred choice of normal vector. Let P ′ ⊂ P be a
neighborhood of the triples (g, [u],H) where u is an almost-embedding. We can suppose that
P ′ is small enough that the enclosed volume function is defined on P ′. Then let M ⊂ P ′ be
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the set of all triples (g, [u],H) where the volume enclosed by u is equal to 1
2 Vol(M,g). Define

Π: M → Γ by Π(g, [u],H) = g. Let M∞ be the subset of M consisting of triples (g, [u],H)
where g and u are smooth.

Proposition B.2. There is an open subset U ⊂ M containing M∞ such that U has the structure
of a separable Cq−j Banach manifold. Moreover, the differential of Π restricted to U is Fredholm
with index 0.

Proof. The proof is almost identical to White’s manifold structure theorem [31]. We will provide
a sketch of the argument. Let Γ be the space of all Cq Riemannian metrics on M . Fix an
arbitrary smooth metric g ∈ Γ. Fix a smooth, simple, two-sided, null-homologous, almost-
embedding u : Σ → M with a preferred choice of normal vector ν, constant mean curvature H
with respect to g, and enclosed volume 1

2 Vol(M,g) with respect to g. Here we compute the
mean curvature of H with respect to ν and the enclosed volume is defined as above.

Define a map H : Γ× Cj,α(Σ) → Cj−2,α(Σ) by letting H(h, f) be the mean curvature of the
immersion

x 7→ expgu(x)(f(x)ν),

computed with respect to h. The differential of the function H at the point (g, 0) is well-known.
If ϕ is a smooth function on M and h(t) = e2tϕg then

D1H(h′(0)) = −2ϕH − n〈∇ϕ, ν〉.
If w ∈ Cj,α(Σ) then

D2H(w) = Jw = ∆w + (|A|2 +Ric(ν, ν))w,

where the Laplacian and second fundamental form are those of u(Σ) with respect to g.
Now consider the volume functional. Define V : Γ × Cj,α(Σ) → R by letting V(h, f) be the

volume enclosed by the immersion

x 7→ expgu(x)(f(x)ν),

computed with respect to h. As explained above, this is well-defined if ‖f‖j,α is small-enough,
and it depends only on the image of the immersion and the preferred choice of normal vector.
The differential of V is also well-known. Let Ω be the region enclosed by u(Σ). If ψ is a smooth
function on M supported in Ω and h(t) = e2tψg then

D1V(h′(0)) = (n+ 1)

∫

Ω
ψ dVg.

Also one has

D2V(w) = −
∫

Σ
w dAu∗g.

for w ∈ Cj,α(Σ).
Now define

F : Γ×Cj,α(Σ)× R → Cj−2,α(Σ)× R,

F(h, f, a) =

(
H(h, f)− a,V(h, f) − Vol(M,h)

2

)
.

Also define

L : Cj,α(Σ)× R → Cj−2,α(Σ)× R,

L(w, b) = DF(0, w, b) =

(
Jw − b,−

∫

Σ
w dAg

)
.
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The key point is that L is formally self-adjoint, with finite dimensional kernel K, and image
(K⊥)∩ (Cj−2,α(Σ)×R). Moreover, it is easy to see from the explicit formulas for D1H and D1V
along conformal paths of metrics that no non-zero element of K is orthogonal to the image of
D1F . As in [31], these facts imply that DF is onto, and that the kernel of DF is complemented.

It now follows by the implicit function theorem that N = F−1(0, 0) has the structure of a
Cq−j Banach manifold in a neighborhood of (g, 0,H). Now consider the map

Π: Γ× Cj,α(Σ)× R → Γ,

Π(h, f, a) = h.

Again, the same argument as in [31] shows that the differential D(Π|N ), evaluated at (g, 0,H),
is Fredholm with index 0.

The above construction gives a chart for M in a neighborhood of every (g, [u],H) in which
g is smooth and in which u is a smooth almost-embedding. Let U be the open subset of M
covered by these charts. As in [31], one can show that the transition maps between charts are
Cq−j and therefore that this gives U the claimed manifold structure. �

Corollary B.3. Let Mn+1 be a smooth, closed manifold. Then for a (Baire) generic set of
smooth Riemannian metrics on M , there are no almost-embedded half-volume CMC hypersur-
faces Σ in (M,g) which carry a non-zero function ϕ such that JΣϕ is constant and

∫
Σ ϕ = 0.

Proof. Fix q, j, and α as before. Let Γq be the space of Cq metrics on M . Let Γ∞ be the
space of smooth Riemannian metrics on M . Fix a smooth, closed n-dimensional manifold Σ and
consider the manifold U ⊂ M containing M∞ from the previous proposition. Since Π: U → Γq
is Fredholm with index 0 and U is separable, it follows from Smale’s infinite dimensional Sard
theorem [28] that the set R of regular values of Π is of second category in Γq. According to
[32, Theorem 2.10], the set R ∩ Γ∞ is therefore of second category in Γ∞. Now observe that
if g ∈ R ∩ Γ∞ and u : Σ → M is a smooth half-volume almost-embedded CMC then there is
no non-zero function ϕ on Σ such that JΣϕ is constant and

∫
Σ ϕ = 0. Since there are only

countably many possible diffeomorphism classes for Σ, the result follows. �

Corollary B.4. Let Mn+1 be a smooth, closed manifold. Then for a (Baire) generic set of
smooth Riemannian metrics on M , every almost-embedded half-volume CMC hypersurface Σ in
(M,g) is isolated.

Proof. Let Σ be an almost-embedded half-volume CMC hypersurface in (M,g). Consider the
operator F : Cj,α(Σ)× R → Cj−2,α(Σ)× R given by

F (f, a) =

(
H(g, f)− a,V(g, f) − Vol(M,g)

2

)
.

Then the linearization of F at (0, 0) is

L(w, b) =

(
JΣw − b,−

∫

Σ
w

)
.

Therefore the previous corollary implies that, for generic g, the map L is injective and hence an
isomorphism. The inverse function theorem now implies that Σ is isolated. �

Proposition B.5. Assume that Mn+1 is a smooth, closed manifold. Then for a (Baire) generic
set of smooth Riemannian metrics on M , every almost-embedded half-volume CMC hypersurface
in (M,g) is actually embedded.
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Proof. Again we can follow White’s self-transversality argument [33] almost identically. Let
Π: M∞ → Γ∞ be the projection to the metric, and let Mreg be the set of points (g, [u],H) in
M∞ at which the differential DΠ has trivial kernel. Pick a point (g, [u],H) ∈ Mreg and assume
that u : Σ → M is an almost-embedding. Pick a small open set W ⊂ M such that u(Σ) is
embedded in W . Let

V0 = {f ∈ C∞(Σ) : Jf is supported in W}.
Let Ω2Σ = {(x1, x2) ∈ Σ× Σ : x1 6= x2} and then let

C = {(x1, x2) ∈ Ω2Σ : u(x1) = u(x2)}
which is a compact subset of Ω2(Σ). According to [33, Theorem 29], there is a finite dimensional
subspace V ⊂ V0 such that given any (x1, x2) ∈ C and a1, a2 ∈ R, there is an f ∈ V with
f(xi) = ai for i = 1, 2.

Let f1, . . . , fd be a basis for V . Next, we can argue as in [33, Proposition 8] to find maps

γ : Bd(0, ε) → C∞(M),

W : Bd(0, ε) × Σ →M

such that

(i) γ(0) = 0,
(ii) W(0, ·) = u(·),
(iii) for each τ ∈ Bk(0, ε), the map W(τ, ·) is a half-volume CMC immersion with respect to

the metric e2γ(τ)g,
(iv) For each i = 1, . . . , d we have

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

W(tei, x) = fi(x).

Indeed, since Jfi is supported in W , it is clear from the formula for D1F that there exists
ϕi ∈ C∞(M) such that D1F(vi) = (−Jfi,

∫
Σ fi), where hi(t) = e2tϕig and vi = h′i(0). Then

define

γ : Rd ×M → R,

γ(τ, x) =

d∑

i=1

2τiϕi(x).

Since (g, [u],H) ∈ Mreg, it follows that for a sufficiently small ε > 0, for each τ ∈ Bd(0, ε) there
is a unique function w(τ) with small norm on Σ such that

W(τ, x) = expgu(x)(w(τ)ν)

is a half-volume CMC immersion with respect to e2γ(τ)g with mean curvature H(τ). Moreover,
the map

W : Bd(0, ε) × Σ →M

is smooth. Finally, observe that F(e2γ(τ)g,w(τ),H(τ)) ≡ 0, and hence

(0, 0) =
d

dτi
F(e2γ(τ)g,w(τ),H(τ))

= D1F(vi) + L

(
d

dτi
w,

d

dτi
H

)
,
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where L is defined as above. This implies that

L

(
d

dτi
w,

d

dτi
H

)
= L (fi, 0)

Since (g, [u],H) ∈ Mreg the operator L is invertible, and therefore this implies that

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

W(tei, x) =
d

dτi
w = fi,

as needed.
Let ∆2M = {(x, x) ∈M2 : x ∈M}. The same argument as [33, Theorem 14] now shows that

the map

Ũ : Bd(0, ε) × Ω2Σ →M ×M,

Ũ(τ, x1, x2) =
(
U(τ, x1),U(τ, x2)

)

is a submersion at every point in Ũ−1(∆2M). From this construction, it now follows as in [33,
Theorem 15] that, for a generic smooth metric g on M , every half-volume CMC immersion
is self-transverse. In particular, for such metrics, every almost-embedded half-volume CMC is
embedded. �
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[13] Kei Irie, Fernando Marques, and André Neves. Density of minimal hypersurfaces for generic metrics. Annals
of Mathematics, 187(3):963–972, 2018.

[14] Yangyang Li. Existence of infinitely many minimal hypersurfaces in higher-dimensional closed manifolds with
generic metrics. Journal of Differential Geometry, 124(2):381–395, 2023.

[15] Yevgeny Liokumovich, Fernando Marques, and André Neves. Weyl law for the volume spectrum. Annals of
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[19] Fernando C Marques and André Neves. Morse index of multiplicity one min-max minimal hypersurfaces.
Advances in Mathematics, 378:107527, 2021.
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