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VARIFOLDS WITH CAPILLARY BOUNDARY

GUOFANG WANG AND XUWEN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper we introduce and study a new class of varifolds in R?*! of arbitrary
dimensions and co-dimensions, which satisfy a Neumann-type boundary condition characterizing
capillarity. The key idea is to introduce a Radon measure on a subspace of the trivial Grass-
mannian bundle over the supporting hypersurface as a generalized boundary with prescribed
angle, which plays a role as a measure-theoretic capillary boundary. We show several structural
properties, monotonicity inequality, boundary rectifiability, classification of tangent cones, and
integral compactness for such varifolds under reasonable conditions. This Neumann-type bound-
ary condition fits very well in the context of curvature varifold and Brakke flow, which we also
discuss.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are interested in a new varifold formulation of capillary submanifolds, which
are submanifolds (with possibly prescribed mean curvature) in a given container that meet the sup-
porting hypersurface at a prescribed contact angle. In the co-dimension 1 case these hypersurfaces
arise as critical points of the Gauss free energy, and its study from mathematical perspective goes
back at least to Thomas Young [44] in 1805. For a historical overview we refer to a nice survey
by Finn [20] and also his book [I9]. The mathematical framework is as follows: given a domain
(open, connected set) 2 C R™"! of class C! with boundary S := 92 as a container and functions
h e CH(Q),8 e CL(S,(0,7)), the Gauss free energy for an open subset E C € is defined as

Fp(E; Q) =H"(OENQ) — / cos B(x)dH"™ + / h(z)dH™ T (2). (1.1)
OQNOE E

When everything is sufficiently regular, the well-known Young’s law states that a critical point of
Fs, with or without volume constraint, is a capillary hypersurface, which admits mean curvature h
(plus a constant if volume-constrained) and meets S at a contact angle prescribed by the function
B. We emphasize that the second term on the right in , which is usually called the wetting
energy, determines the contact angle. For simplicity, we omit the third term in in this paper.

When cos 8 = 0 the free energy reduces to the relative perimeter, and the critical points give rise
to free boundary hypersurfaces, which meet the container orthogonally. In the variational point of
view, it is easy to check that when we consider Fz among all hypersurfaces with boundary moving
freely on S, then we have Young’s law. We call it the free boundary phenomenon. Note that the
relative perimeter can be replaced by the area functional of submanifolds of any dimensions and any
co-dimensions and hence co-dimension-1 is not essential to characterize free boundary phenomenon
from the variational point of view. However, when cos 8 % 0, to our knowledge a general capillary
submanifold of higher co-dimension cannot be expressed as a critical point of certain functionals,
because one can not find a suitable wetting energy.

Very recently, the existence, regularity, and geometric properties of capillary hypersurfaces have
greatly interested differential geometers and geometric analysts. Here we only mention some recent



VARIFOLDS WITH CAPILLARY BOUNDARY 3

progress on this topic. Using the Min-Max method, the existence of capillary minimal or CMC
hypersurfaces in compact 3-manifolds with boundary has been shown independently by De Masi-
De Philippis [13] and Li-Zhou-Zhu [3I]. An Allard-type boundary regularity (e-regularity) for
capillary hypersurfaces is studied independently by Wang [41] and De Masi-Edelen-Gasparetto-
Li [14], under different conditions and using significantly different approaches. These mentioned
progress are mainly built on a varifold formulation of capillary hypersurfaces, which captures the
geometric variational essence of such hypersurfaces and was first studied by Kagaya-Tonegawa
[28]. In this formulation, the area H"(0E N Q) and the wetting energy [, cos B(z)dH" are
characterized in terms of two different varifolds V' and cos W, and the corresponding free energy
is given by the mass of the varifold V' — cos SW. By dealing with the varifold V' — cos W, one is in
fact studying a free boundary problem (see [I3] [31]), which has a significant advantage in the study
of the co-dimension one case. However, for the higher co-dimensional case, there is no suitable
wetting energy as mentioned above.

In this paper, we introduce a new Neumann-type boundary condition for varifolds, which gives
a non-variational characterization of capillarity (prescribed mean curvature in the interior and
prescribed contact angle on the boundary) for hypersurfaces. In particular, this generalizes easily
to submanifolds of arbitrary dimensions and co-dimensions, in contrast to the geometric variational
characterization. We recall that after the celebrated work [I], Allard studied the boundary behavior
of varifolds of arbitrary dimensions and co-dimensions in [2] (see also Section [2.3|below), which can
be viewed as a Dirichlet-type boundary condition for varifolds.

We first define the following subspace of the trivial Grassmannian bundle over the supporting
hypersurface, which provides all possible choices of tangent planes at boundary points of any regular
capillary submanifolds.

Definition 1.1 (Capillary bundle). For a possibly unbounded domain @ C R"*!(n > 2) of class
C' with boundary S = 02, denote by v the inwards pointing unit normal field along S. Let
B:S — (0,7) be a C'-function on S, which will be used to prescribe the contact angle at = € S.
For any m € N with m < n and any = € S, we define G,, g(z) to be the collection of m-planes
P € G(m,n + 1) satisfying
(2)
|P(v°(x))] = sin f(x),

(ii) (PNT,S) L P(vS(x)),
where P(v) denotes the orthogonal projection of a vector v onto the plane P.

By collecting all such G,, g(z) for x € S, we obtain a subspace of G,,(S) = S x G(m,n + 1),
denoted by G, g(S), endowed with the subspace topology, and call it capillary bundle.

For any (z, P) € G, 5(S) we define a unit vector field

P(v¥(x))
[P(vS ()]
which is well-defined thanks to sin 8 > 0 and in fact n € C1(G,, 5(S), R"*1). It is clear by definition
(n(z, P),v®(x)) = sin (). (1.3)
Condition (i4) can be also written as P = (P NT,S) ® n(z, P).
Our Neumann boundary condition is inspired by the definition of classical varifolds. Precisely,

since the trivial Grassmannian bundle provides all possible choices of the tangent planes for any
regular submanifolds, Radon measures on the trivial Grassmannian bundle are then naturally the

n(z, P) == (1.2)
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measure-theoretic submanifolds, which gives us the nowadays well-known notion, varifolds. In the
same spirit we define the measure-theoretic boundary of any capillary submanifolds to be Radon
measures supported on the capillary bundle as follows. Note however, to state it we unavoidably
need to first introduce some necessary terminologies from Geometric Measure Theory, which we
opt to present in Section [2}

Definition 1.2 (Varifolds with capillary boundary). Let Q, 3 be given as in Definition Let V
be an m-varifold on Q and I' a Radon measure on G,, 5(S). We say that V has a prescribed contact
angle B intersecting S along I if for all ¢ € X;(£2) with compact support, there exists a generalized
mean curvature vector H € Li,_(uy), with H(z) € R"*! and H(z) € T,.S for uy-a.e. z € S, such
that

V(o) == [ (H@)p@) duv(o) = [ (e P). (@) dlG. P) (14)

Q Gm,p(5)

where G, 5(S) and the corresponding n(z, P) are defined in Deﬁnition We call such V' a varifold
with capillary boundary (or capillary varifold) and the corresponding I' the capillary boundary
varifold with respect to V and (8, or in short, the boundary varifold of V. The class of all such V is
denoted by V().

This idea is not only suitable for defining measure-theoretic capillary boundary in the context
of varifolds, but also useful for curvature varifolds and Brakke flow, see below. For the case 8 = 7,
curvature varifolds with orthogonal boundary was recently introduced by Kuwert and Miiller ([30]),
which partly motivates our work.

To have a closer look at Definition we use standard disintegration to write I' = op ® I'*,
where or is called the generalized boundary measure of V and I'* is a Radon probability measure
on Gp, g(x) for op-a.e. x. At the points where I'* is well-defined we define a generalized inwards
pointing co-normal to V artificially to be the average

ny(x) = /vaﬂ(z) n(z, P)dI'*(P). (1.5)

The vector field ny is approximately continuous with respect to or at op-a.e. point, and [0y || fe (o) <
1 but in general not unit, which will be discussed in Section Using (|1.5)), one can express (|1.4]) as

oV (p) = */§<H(x),sﬂ($)>duv(l’)*/S<nv(x),w(fv)>d0r(m)- (1.6)

For B = 7, it is easy to check that the last integral is nothing but zero, since in this case
ny defined by is just v°, thanks to . Therefore our notion agrees with the classical
notion of free boundary varifolds. In this case, or is not a true boundary measure, since it plays
the same role as 0 measure. For 3 # 7, it is easy to check that any smooth submanifold in
Q that intersects S at angle 3 satisfies Definition (see Example . In this case the last
integral is non-vanishing. However, note that in the non-smooth case the last integral could again
be vanishing, and the capillary varifold in the sense of Definition [I.2] then reduces to a classical
free boundary varifold. In this case or is again not a true boundary measure. A nice example
indicating the fact is provided in Example [3.8] where two half-planes with the same capillary angle
meet along a common boundary from opposite directions so that the tangential parts of the two
planes that contribute to the capillary structure cancel with each other. This is therefore called
degenerate capillary phenomenon, and we point out that this also occurs in the geometric variational
formulation, because the geometric variational formulation of capillary varifold, which we record in
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Definition below, is also satisfied by the example provided above (with V,U therein chosen as
the union of the two planes and the empty set/supporting hypersurface, respectively).

1.1. Main results.

1.1.1. Boundary rectifiability. Our first main result concerns boundary rectifiability of the “at most
(m — 1)-dimensional” part of the generalized boundary measure or, defined as the restriction of op
to the points with strictly positive lower (m — 1)-density, that is,

o.r = orLE,, where E, == {z:0 < 0" ! (op,2)}. (1.7)

We will show that the further restriction of o, to a specific subset of S is (m — 1)-rectifiable.
Before that we recall, the boundary rectifiability has been established for free boundary varifolds
by De Masi [12] in light of the blow-up analysis performed in [15]; and for the so-called (3,.5)-
capillary varifolds, which are in fact free boundary varifolds that contain capillary information, by
De Masi-Edelen-Gasparetto-Li in [14].

To illustrate the main differences between these results and our aim, we need Proposition [3.2
in which we prove that any V' € V}*(Q) is of bounded first variation and hence we could write
the first variation formula of V for not only tangential variation with respect to the supporting
hypersurface but also for normal variation. By virtue of this we obtain in the tangential part
of the boundary measure which is exactly or, and also the normal part of the boundary measure,
which we denote by oi>. In both [12] and [14], the varifolds under consideration are shown to have
bounded first variation, and due to their free boundary essence, the resulting boundary measure is
just like our normal part U#. In view of this the difference is thus clear, namely, our goal is to show
rectifiability of tangential part of the boundary measure.

In fact, the specific subset of S mentioned above is defined as follows.

Definition 1.3 (Capillary boundary point). Let V' € V*(Q2) with boundary varifold I'. Any point
xg € sptor N{z € S : cos B(x) # 0} is called a capillary boundary point of V if there exist a unit
vector 7y € Ty, S, €z > 0 and €4, pa, € (0,1], such that

(C1) (local non-degeneracy) For or-a.e. € B,, (7o) there holds

(cos Bla)nw (), Tay ) 2 €xo (1.8)

where ny (z) = %ﬁ;ﬂ))
to S.

(C2) For or-a.e. z € B,, (7o) there holds

is the generalized inwards pointing co-normal of V' with respect

(& — 0, cos B(x)nyw (x))| < cqp|cos B(wo)||z — 20| (1.9)

We denote by Z.,(T") the collection of all capillary boundary points, and a shorthand £}, will be
used when there is no ambiguity.

Our boundary rectifiability result then states as follows.

Theorem 1.4 (Boundary rectifiability). Let @ C R"™*! be a bounded domain of class C? and
B e C'(S,(0,m)). Let V e VF(Q) with boundary varifold T, such that H € LP(uy) for some
p € (m,00), and O™ (uy,x) > a > 0 for py-a.e. x. Then for any or-measurable set A C L. (1),
o.rLA is (m — 1)-rectifiable.
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Let us justify the necessity of &, (I") in Theorem First of all, as discussed after Definition
regardless of 3 = 7 or not, the capillary varifold V' might be in fact a free boundary varifold,
in which case it makes no sense to talk about or, as it plays the same role as 0 measure in the
variational structure (1.6). For this reason, we need to exclude the set {x € S: f(x) = T}, and also
assume Condition (C1), which infers that at the considered points or is a true boundary measure.
Second, our strategy of proof is to carry out blow-up analysis and then apply the Marstrand-Mattila
rectifiability criterion as in [I5, [I2]. To be able to do so we assume Condition (C2), which requires
that locally ny (and hence ny ) stays perpendicular to the generalized boundary sptor, just like
co-normals of regular submanifolds. (C2) is essentially used to prove a monotonicity identity at
boundary points (Proposition, and to show , which is crucial for showing that the (m—1)-
blow-up measure of o takes the form §H™ 1 L™~! for some § € R and (m—1)-dimensional linear
space L™!, see Lemma by virtue of which we could use the Marstrand-Mattila rectifiability
criterion as said. More discussions on Definition [[3] can be found in Section B below.

Note that Theorem [I.4] only partially describes the boundary varifold T'. For the disintegration
I' = op ®I'* we have not much information about I'*. The only thing we know, see Corollary [6.3] is
that the generalized inwards pointing co-normal to V is perpendicular to the approximate tangent
space of the (m — 1)-rectifiable measure o,rLA. This inspires us to consider the following subclass
of varifolds of V().

Definition 1.5 (Varifolds with rectifiable capillary boundary). Under the assumptions in Definition
2] if the disintegration of T' takes the form:

F'=oreI™ = OH™ 1 M ® 5PF(91)7

where o = OH™ ' M is an (m — 1)-rectifiable measure, Pr is a map with Pr(z) € Gy, g(x) for
or-a.e. x, such that
Pr(z) N T,S = T, M,

then we call " rectifiable boundary varifold with respect to V, 3. We denote the class of all V' €

V5 () N RV™(Q) with rectifiable boundary varifold I' by RV'(€2).
Of particular interest is the case when 6§ = 1, and in this case we call I' multiplicity one rectifiable
boundary varifold with respect to V, 5.

1.2. Classification of tangent cones. As mentioned above, we study the blow-up process at
capillary boundary points to prove Theorem A Dby-product of independent interest is the
following classification of tangent cones at the capillary boundary points.

Theorem 1.6 (Classification of tangent cones). Let Q@ C R""! be a bounded domain of class C*
and B € CY(S,(0,m)). Let V € Vi) n IV™(Q) with boundary varifold T, such that H € LP(uy)
for some p € (m,00). Then for any or-measurable set A C P, ('), there exists a set F C S with

or(A\ F) =0,
such that for every xg € ANF C P, N F and for any C € VarTan(V, xg), if
0 ! (or,z0) > 0,
and for some 0 < € < %
0™ (uy,x0) < % + €

then, C is the induced varifold of some half-m-plane that lies in T, <.
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If in addition V' € RV () with multiplicity one rectifiable boundary varifold T' in the sense of
Deﬁm’tz’on then C is the induced varifold of Pr(zo) N Ty, Q.

Recall that a similar result is obtained in [I4] Theorem 3.16], under different geometric assump-
tions. These results can be viewed as initial steps towards the Allard-type boundary regularity
theorem.

1.2.1. Integral compactness. Our second main result concerns Allard-type compactness.

Theorem 1.7 (Integral compactness). Let @ C R™™ be a bounded domain of class C?, B €
C1(S,(0,7)), and p € (1,00). Suppose {V;}jen is a sequence of rectifiable m-varifolds such that
Vi € V(Q) with boundary varifolds {T';}jen. If for each j,

(1) There exists a universal constant a > 0 such that
0" (uy,,x) > a >0, py,-a.e. .
(2) H; € LP(uy,) and
sup (uvj Q) + IIHjlle(wj)) < 0o, (1.10)

(3) There erist a dense set Ej in sptor;, universal constants eg, po > 0, such that Definition
(C1) is satisfied by every x € E; with corresponding unit vector T;/j € T,S locally in
BPO ({E)
Then after passing to a subsequence, there exists V € V() N RV™ () with boundary varifold T,
such that Vj, — V as varifolds, 6V, — 6V, and T;, =T as Radon measures, with
(i) ©™(uy,z) > a >0, py-a.e. x.

(i) If{Vj}jen € VF(Q) N IV™(Q), then V € V()N V™ (Q).
In particular, for any xo € S, if there exist az,, €5y, Po, > 0 and a unit vector 7, € T,,.S, such that
for each j, there hold

(4) or; (Bp% (.’1?0)) 2 Qg

(5) (cos B(x)nw, (%), Tuy) = €zq, O1,-0.€. T € By(xg). Namely, (L8) is satisfied uniformly.
Then

(iii) OF(BM% (z0)) > Qg -

(iv) ny is non-degenerate locally around xy in the sense that

0 < apyen, < / 1T, (ny (2))] dor (2).
SﬂBpl,O (zo)

The convergence follows from the bounded first variation of V' € V'(Q2) (Proposition and
Allard’s integral compactness [I], provided conditions (1)-(3). Note that (3) is trivially satisfied if
I'; = 0. Hence, to study the local property of the boundary measure in the limit, we require condi-
tion (4), the local uniform lower bound of the boundary measures in the sequence, to guarantee the
local non-degeneracy of the boundary measure in the limit, which is conclusion (ii7). Moreover, we
further require condition (5), the local uniform non-degeneracy of the generalized inwards pointing
co-normals with respect to a fixed tangential direction in the sequence, to exclude the local capillary
degenerate phenomenon in the limit, which is conclusion (iv).

At first glance condition (5) seems to be a technical assumption that could be redundant for an
optimal compactness result, as condition (3) already provides a local uniform non-degeneracy of the
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tangential part of ny,. To justify the necessity of condition (5), we revisit Example (for detailed
discussions, see Example 7 where we construct a union of two half-planes with the same capillary
angle meeting along a common boundary from opposite directions that satisfies Definition[[.2] If we
separate these two half-planes along their unit co-normals with respect to the supporting hyperplane
respectively, then each separated half-plane is a smooth submanifold that satisfies Definition [1.2
and of course condition (3) is satisfied by each of the separated half-planes. It is easy to check that
condition (5) is satisfied by at most one of these two separated half-planes. Therefore, reversing
this process we obtain Example as a convergence limit, which clearly violates conclusion (iv).

1.3. Comparison with the geometric variational formulation. We first record the aforemen-
tioned geometric variational weak formulation of capillarity:

Definition 1.8 (Geometric variational formulation). Let Q € R"! be a bounded domain of class
C?, B3 € CH(S,(0,7)). Let V be a rectifiable n-varifold on , and U a H"-measurable set in S. We
say that V' has prescribed contact angle § with U if for any compactly supported ¢ € X;(Q2), there
exists a generalized mean curvature vector H € L'(uy) with H(z) € R, and H(x) € T,S for
py-a.e. x € S, such that

V(o) ~ [ divscosgpan” = - [ (H.phdu. (1.11)
U Q
where divg denotes the tangential divergence with respect to S.

Here the set U models for the wetting region and the corresponding integral models for the first
variation of the wetting energy. Comparing with , we find that V' in Definition
also satisfies Definition (a stronger form of Definition |1.2)), provided that the boundary of U
is regular enough (e.g., when U is a set of finite perimeter). Precisely, an easy application of De
Giorgi’s structure theorem shows that the integrals

/ divg(cos Bp)dH™, / (n(z, P), p(x))dl(z, P)
U Gn.8(5)

are equivalent for some suitably defined T (see Proposition . The latter integral plays the role
as the boundary term appearing in the first variation of a smooth capillary hypersurface. For the
former integral, note that under specific situations U can be shown to be a set of finite perimeter,
see [14], but in general this is not known. However, without assuming embeddedness, the boundary
of a capillary hypersurface needs not to arise as the boundary of a wetting region (for example,
capillary immersions of orientable surfaces into the Euclidean half-space, see [42]). In other words,
Definition [T.2] provides a direct way to characterize the capillary boundary.

One nice application concerning this fact is that we can use our Neumann-type boundary con-
dition to study curvature varifolds with capillary boundary. Another nice application is to study
evolution of surfaces in the sense of Brakke [§]. Both of these applications are new in the co-
dimension-1 case, and can be carried out in any dimensions and co-dimensions.

1.3.1. Curvature varifolds with capillary boundary. In a pioneering work of Hutchinson [26], vari-
folds are equipped with second fundamental form in the measure-theoretic sense. Such varifolds are
called curvature varifolds, and the idea of introducing weak second fundamental form is in particular
useful for studying geometric variational problems. Later on, this idea is used by Mantegazza [33]
to define curvature varifolds with boundary.

Recently, Kuwert-Miiller [30] define the so-called curvature varifolds with orthogonal boundary
and use this notion to study the minimization problem of LP-total curvature energy. Bellettini
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studies weak second fundamental form in the context of oriented integral varifolds and provides an
alternative approach to the prescribed mean curvature problem proposed and addressed by Schétzle
[37].

Our contribution in this direction is built on the following definition.

Definition 1.9 (Curvature varifolds with capillary boundary). Let Q@ C R""! be a bounded
domain of class C?, 8 € C1(S,(0,7)). Let V.€ V(Q), B € L(V) where B(z, P) € BL(R"*! x
R" R"1) and T' a Radon measure on G,, 5(S). We say that V has weak second fundamental
form B and prescribed contact angle 3 with S along T if for any test function ¢ € C*(R"*! x
R(™+D?* R"+1), there holds

[ (Do B+ (wB0) + (Voo PHAV@.P) == [ 0@ P)ow P) N P), (112)
Gm.p(5)

where n(z, P) is defined as (|1.2]) and D,¢- B is defined as (A.1). We call such V' a curvature varifold

with capillary boundary and the corresponding I' the boundary varifold (with respect to V, 8). The

class of all such curvature varifolds V' is denoted by CV3'(Q2).

This is a stronger definition compared to Definition[I.2] and in this case the degenerate capillary
phenomenon does not occur since we are using test functions which also depend on the choice of
m-planes. In fact, we will show that our definition is compatible with Mantegazza’s curvature
varifolds with boundary [33], and the boundary varifold (in the sense of [33]) is the vector-valued
Radon measure 0V (x, P) = n(x, P)I'(z, P). As observed by Mantegazza, 0V carries much more
information on the local structure of V', while the projection of OV to R"*! could be even equal to
0.

We collect the nice properties of curvature varifolds with capillary boundary in Section |8} Com-
pactness results for curvature varifolds are crucial to be exploited for geometric variational problems,
and have been discussed intensively in [26] B3] [0 B0], in our case we have the following:

Theorem 1.10 (Compactness for curvature varifolds). Let @ C R"! be a bounded domain of
class C?, B € CY(S,(0,7)). Suppose {V;}jen is a sequence of (integral) m-varifolds such that
V; € CVE(Q) with weak second fundamental forms { B;}jen and boundary varifolds {T';}jen in the
sense of Definition[1.9 If

(1) pv; () < C;

(2) For some fized p € (1, 00],

sup{||Bj\|I£p(‘,j)} <A < oo
jEN

Then after passing to a subsequence, one has Vj, — V as varifolds, I';, AT as Radon measures.
Moreover, the limiting (integral) varifold and Radon measure V,T' satisfy Definition with the
same B for some weak curvature B € LP(V) such that

”BH]ZP(V) < hkrglongBjk ||Z[),P(ij) <A.
In fact, for every convex and lower semicontinuous function f : R(m+1° [0, +00], there holds
/f(B)dV < likminf/f(Bjk)dek. (1.13)
bde el

Theorem could serve as the first step (initial compactness) for studying capillary geometric
variational problems, which might have some further applications. Here we also mention another
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application of our Neumann boundary condition in the context of curvature varifolds. Following
the ideas of Bellettini [5], the second author studies and exploits the integral oriented curvature
varifolds with capillary boundary to solve the capillary prescribed mean curvature problem in [45].

1.3.2. Brakke flow with capillary boundary. The study of Brakke flow and the classical mean cur-
vature flow has been an important topic in Geometric Analysis since the 1970’s as it is one of the
fundamental geometric evolution problems, for an overview of the history see e.g., [6, 9, 16 22, [34] [40]
and the references therein.

Recently, White [43] developed a theory of (hyper)surfaces with boundary moving by Brakke
flow, in his work the boundary condition under consideration is in fact a Dirichlet-type boundary
condition, since each flow hypersurface is associated with a rectifiable varifold satisfying Allard’s
definition [2]. An e-regularity theorem is established in this framework by Gasparetto [2I]. On the
other hand, a notion of Brakke flow with free boundary (Neumann-type boundary condition) was
originally written down by Mizuno and Tonegawa [36], who proved existence of co-dimension-1 free
boundary Brakke flows in convex barriers via the Allen—Cahn functional, see also [27], and then
further developed by Edelen [I7], who established existence, regularity, as well as compactness for
free boundary Brakke flow of arbitrary dimensions and co-dimensions. In terms of capillarity, a
geometric variational characterization of co-dimension-1 Brakke flow with capillary boundary was
introduced by Tashiro in [39].

In light of Definition we define Brakke flow with capillary boundary for any dimensions and
co-dimensions as follows:

Definition 1.11. Let I C R be some interval. Given a bounded domain Q C R"™*! of class C!
with boundary S := 9, and a function 3 € C1(S, (0,7)). We say a collection {u(t)};e; of Radon

measures supported on € is an m-dimensional Brakke flow with capillary boundary prescribed by
B in Q if the following holds:

(i) For ae. t € I, p(t) = py( for some V(t) € V3 (Q) NTV™(Q) with square integrable
generalized mean curvature Hy (4 in the sense of Definition

(#4) For any finite interval (a,b) C I, the Brakke’s inequality (see e.g., [I'7, (4.1)]) holds. Namely,
for any non-negative test function ¢ € C*(Q x [a, ], [0, 00)) with V,¢(-,t) tangent to S for
all ¢ € [a, b],

[ otmaut) - [ ot apinta //—|H|¢+<HV¢>>+at¢du<>

One can check that any classical mean curvature flow (X}"); with capillary boundary satisfies
the above definition by taking u(t) = H™.X". In the co-dimension-1 case, we also refer to [7
18|, 29, 25], [39] for weak solutions to mean curvature flow with capillary boundary from geometric
variational perspective.

1.3.3. Allard-type regularity. As mentioned above, the Allard-type boundary regularity for capil-
lary hypersurfaces has been studied using geometric variational formulation [I4] 4I]. Let us now
comment on how our Neumann-type boundary condition can be applied in this case.

In fact, as already mentioned at the beginning of Section [I.3] we will show in Proposition
[3:13] that, if V' has prescribed contact angle 8 with a set of finite perimeter U C S in the sense of
Deﬁn1t1on. 1.8} then V' € RVj(2) with multiplicity one rectifiable boundary in the sense of Definition
Therefore, we could apply Theorem [I.6]to replace the crucial multiplicity-one tangent half-plane
cond1t1on in Wang’s Allard-type regularity theorem [4I] by the geometric assumptions as follows.
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Theorem 1.12. Let Q C R"! be a bounded domain of class C?, B € C*(S,(0,7)). Let V be an
integral n-varifold on Q which has bounded generalized mean curvature and prescribed contact angle
B with a set of finite perimeter U C S in the sense of Definition[1.8 Then

i € N with multiplicity one rectifiable boundary I' in the sense of Definition
i) V RVEQ Iv"™(Q h multipl fiable boundary T’ h f Defi
where T = H""1L0*U ® dpy () with

Py(z) =T,0"U @ (sinﬂ(x)z/s(x) + cos B(z)vy (2)) , H" *-ae. z € O°U.

Here 0*U, and vy denote the reduced boundary and measure-theoretic inner unit normal of
U respectively.

(ii) For any op-measurable set A C Py, (L), there exists a set F C S with op(A\ F') =0, such
that for every xg € ANF, if

@T_I(O'F,LU()) >0,
and for some 0 < € < %
1
0" (uv, 7o) < 5 T6

then sptuy near xq is a CH“-hypersurface with boundary for some o € (0,1). Moreover,
the tangent space of this reqular hypersurface at xog meets S with angle B(xg).

It is natural to ask, if one could establish an Allard-type boundary regularity theorem for varifolds
with capillary boundary in the sense of Definition In view of Theorem we believe, with
necessary modifications, the arguments in [I4] can be adapted to our framework to show the Allard-
type boundary regularity theorem, at least for integral varifolds, in the co-dimension-1 case, under
suitable assumption on density and that H € L (uy ).

Since Allard-type regularity theorem has been shown for classical varifolds and free boundary
varifolds under natural density assumptions and the mean curvature bounds || H||zs(,, ) for super-
critical p in [Il [24]. Tt is natural to propose the following question:

ForV e V;”(Q), of any dimensions and co-dimensions, with H € LP(uy) for p > m, under
certain density assumptions, is Allard-type boundary regularity result true on L., (I')?

1.4. Brief outline of the paper. Section [2]is an introductory section about varifolds and basic
facts which we need in this paper.

In Section |3| we introduce the Neumann-type boundary condition of varifolds and prove several
basic properties resulting from Deﬁnition An important property is that any V' € Vg’(Q)
has bounded first variation (Proposition [3.2). Some examples are given for a better understanding
of the definition.

Section 4| is devoted to proving the boundary Monotonicity inequalities for V' € V'(€2) on
P, (T') when p > m (Corollary . Direct consequences are the existence of density and upper
semi-continuity of density at capillary boundary points.

In Section |5[ we study the blow-up process of V € Vgl(ﬂ) on Z.,(T'). Blow-up sequences are
shown to possess very nice properties (Lemma . In particular, the establishment of
is the key for our subsequent analysis of the blow-up process. The first part of this section is
devoted to proving that the blow-up measure of or is (m — 1)-rectifiable (Lemma, which leads
to the boundary rectifiability result. Interesting by-products are the uniqueness of tangent cones
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(Theorem 7 and the Allard-type boundary regularity (Theorem 7 as well as a boundary
strong maximum principle (Proposition [5.6]).

In Sections [6] and [7] we present the proof of Theorems [T.4] respectively.

In Section [§ we discuss the basic properties of curvature varifolds with capillary boundary and
prove Theorem [1.10

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank Professor Ernst Kuwert for helpful discus-
sions, especially on curvature varifolds. XZ would like to thank Kiichi Tashiro and Gaoming Wang
for the interesting discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We adopt the following basic notations throughout the paper.

R™*! with n > 1 denotes the Euclidean space, with the Euclidean scalar product denoted
by (-,-) and the corresponding Levi-Civita connection denoted by V. When considering
the topology of R"*!, we denote by E the topological closure of a set F, by int(E) the
topological interior of F, and by OF the topological boundary of E.

W, is the homothety map y — ry;

T, is the translation map y — y — x;

7, is the composition i, ,, 0 7,, i.e., y = 55

The tangent space of any subset A C R™! at p, denoted by T,A, is defined as the set
of vectors v € R™"! satisfying: for every ¢ > 0, there exist z € A, r > 0, such that
@~ p| < € |1, o Tp(a) — 0] < .

H* is the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure on R"*! and wy is the HF-measure of k-
dimensional unit ball;

e B,(z) is the closed ball in R"™!, centered at = with radius r > 0;
e For a Radon measure 4 on R*+1:

(1) sptp is the support of the measure u. For f: R"*! — R"*! proper, the push-forward
of p through f is the outer measure (f).u defined by the formula

(f)ew) (B) = (f1(E)), ECR"™

See [32], Section 2.4];
(2) For x € R and k € N, the upper and the lower k-densities of u at x are given by

ke o p(Br(z) o _ o i A(Br(2))
O™ (u, x) = hr:l\stl)lp ok ©elw @) =liminf =-r

If the above limits coincide, then we denote by ©%(u,z) this common value, which is
called k-density of u at z;
(3) We say that f is a k-blow-up of p at x if there exists a sequence r; \, 0 such that

1

15 = 5 (Mg )t = i
"

as measures. The collection of k-blow-ups of y at z is denoted by Tan®(u,z). If
©*%(u,2) < oo then Tan®(u,z) is non-empty by the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem. If
©%(u,x) > 0 then any k-blow-up of p at x is non-trivial.
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(4) We say that pu is k-rectifiable if there exists a k-rectifiable set M and a positive function
0 € LL (M, HF) such that p = OH* M. A set M is k-rectifiable if it can be covered,
up to a H*-negligible set, by a countable family of C!, k-dimensional submanifolds of
R"*!. One can also write M as a disjoint union

M= M,
=0
where H*(My) = 0, M; (j > 1) is H¥-measurable subset in N;, with N; an embedded
C', k-dimensional submanifold of R"*1, such that
T.M =T,N;, H'-ae x€ M,

see e.g., [38, Remark 11.7].
e For a domain Q C R™*! of class C2, we work with the following vector fields:

£(0) =C'@ R,

X:(Q) ={p € X(Q) : p(x) € T, S,Vx € S},
X)) ={peX(Q):¢(z) € (T,S)*",Vz € S},
Xo(Q) ={p e X(Q) : p(z) = 0,2 € 5},

X:(Q) ={p e X(Q) : spto CC Q}.

e For a bounded domain €2 of class C?, there exists ps > 0 (see e.g., [23, Section 14.6]) such
that the normal exponential map

§x[0,ps) = UA(S), (2,p) = o+ p5(a)
is a diffeomorphism. Here U;FS is the one-sided tubular neighborhood of S. We use dg to
denote the signed distance function with respect to S such that dg > 0 in .
The following disintegration for Radon measures is well-known, see e.g., [3 4].
Lemma 2.1 (Disintegration). Let v be a Radon measure on X XY with compact support, where
X,Y are metric spaces, and denote by m : X XY — X the projection map. Then p, = (7). is

a Radon measure, and there is a p-a.e. uniquely determined family (v*)zex of Radon probability
measures on'Y, such that for any Borel function ¢ : X x Y + [0,00] one has

/Xxy‘bd”:/)(/,/¢(x’y)d7x(y>d“7(x)~

The following lemma will be used in the paper.

Lemma 2.2 (Marstrand-Mattila rectifiability criterion, [I0, Theorem 5.1]). Let k € N with k <
n+ 1. If a positive Radon measure on R" "1, say p, satisfies for p-a.e. x € R*H1
(1) 0<% (p,z) < O*F(u,z) < oo.
(2) Bvery k-blow-up of ju at x takes the form OHFLL* for some k-dimensional linear subspace
LF c R,
Then p is k-rectifiable.
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2.1. Varifolds. Let us begin by recalling some basic concepts of varifolds, we refer to [Il B8] for
detailed accounts.

For 1 <m < n+1 we call G(m,n+ 1) the Grassmannian of the un-oriented m-palnes of R"*!.
For U Cc R"™, G, (U) = U x G(m,n + 1) denotes the trivial Grassmannian bundle over U. The
space of m-varifolds on U C R""!, denoted by V™ (U), is the set of all positive Radon measures
on the Grassmannian G,,(U) equipped with the weak topology. The weight measure of a varifold
V € V™(U), denoted by py, is the push-forward measure (7).V, where 7 : G,,,(U) — U is the
canonical projection map. For any Borel set E C R"*!, we denote by VLE the restriction of V to
E x G(m,n +1). By support of V we mean spt 1/, which is the smallest closed subset B C R"+!
such that VL (R"*!\ B) = 0. For any diffeomorphism f : U — R"*!, the continuous push-forward
map fu: V™(U) — V™ (f(U)) is defined as in [38] (39.1)]. Note that this is not the push-forward
of Radon measures introduced above, therefore we adopt different notations.

Let Q be a domain of class C? and let V € V™ (Q). If p € X(Q) generates a one-parameter family
of diffeomorphisms ®; of R"™! with ®;(2) C Q (at a point 2 on 952, one considers the tangent
space T, as the half (n + 1)-space obtained by the blow-up of  at ), then (®;)xV € V™ (Q)
and its first variation with respect to ¢ is, see [I}, (4.2), (4.4)],

d .
5‘/(()0) = dt\ :u(q)t)#V(Rn+1) :/G @ lePSO(‘T)dV(‘T7P)7
t=0 m

where divpp(z) = >, (Ve,p,€;) and {eq,...,e,} C P is any orthonormal basis. We say that

V € V™(Q) has bounded first variation if
sup{[dV (¢)] : ¢ € X(2), || < 1} < Fo0.

As in [38, Definition 42.3], we denote VarTan(V,z) to be the set of varifold tangents of V at
x € spt py. By the compactness of Radon measures [38, Theorem 4.4], VarTan(V, x) is compact and
non-empty provided that the upper density ©*™(uy, x) is finite. Moreover, there exists a non-zero
element in VarTan(V, z) if and only if 0 (uy,z) > 0, see [Il 3.4].

2.2. Rectifiable varifolds. Given a k-rectifiable measure p = @H*_LM, the naturally induced
k-rectifiable varifold is given by

V =0H" M ® 61,1,

where T, M is the approzimate tangent space of M at x, which exists HF-a.e., dr, s is the Dirac
measure and 0 is called the multiplicity function. If 6 only takes integer values, then the rectifiable
varifold V is called integral varifold. We denote by RV*(U) the set of rectifiable k-varifolds in
U c R™1, and by IV*(U) the set of integral k-varifolds in U ¢ R"1,

2.3. Allard’s varifolds with boundary. We recall here Allard’s notions for readers’ convenience.
Given 2 < m < n+ 1, let B be a smooth (m — 1)-dimensional submanifold of R"*!, let U be
a tubular neighborhood of B on which the distance function to B is smooth, and let V€ V™(U).
We could consider the boundary behavior of V near B if
(1) pv(UNB) = 0;
(2) I0V|IL(U \ B) is a Radon measure on U, where |0V is the total variation of the first
variation 0V
This is somewhat a Dirichlet boundary condition of V since it is shown in [2] Section 3] that for any

such V', ||6V] is a Radon measure on U, and the representing vector of §V along B points normal
to B.
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2.4. Prescribed contact angle condition. We discuss Definition [I.1] in the following.

Note that condition (i) infers that P meets S transversally since sin 3(z) > 0, and hence we
have dim (P NT,S) = m — 1. Condition (ii) is always satisfied when either 3(x) = 7, since in that
case P(v%(x)) = v¥(x); or when m = n, since in that case P and 7,5 are n-planes intersecting
transversally along the common (n — 1)-plane (P N7,.S), so that the projection P(v(x)) is always

perpendicular to this (n — 1)-plane. It is clear that from condition (i) we have
Gm,p(S) = G n—p(5). (2.1)

The fact that [ serves as the contact angle prescribing function is revealed by the following
equivalent definition of G, g(5).

Remark 2.3 (Prescribed contact angle). The function g in Definition is a function prescribing
the contact angle in the following sense: Fix a point « € S, the relation

(&,v5(2)) = cos B(z), £e8"

determines an (n —1)-dimensional sphere on the unit sphere S™, and for each point £ on this sphere,
we naturally identify it with an n-plane P{" € G(n,n + 1) by the relation { L Pf. Let G, g(x) be
the collection of all such n-planes. Clearly P NT,S is an (n — 1)-plane. In particular, once a P’
is fixed we write

n(z, P') =

Note that n is well-defined since 3(z) € (0, 7).
For a fixed m € N with m < n — 1, let G,, g(x) be the collection of m-planes spanned by
n(z, Pgn), et, ..., em—1, where P{' € Gng(z), {e;} is an orthonormal basis satisfying

span{ey,...,em—1} C (Pg’ N TxS) , span{er,...,em—1} L n(z, P).
Gm,3(S) is then obtained by collecting all such G, g(x) for every & € S. For the case m = 1 we
simply have

G1p(x) = U span{n(z, P{")}.

PgLGGn~§(£)

3. VARIFOLDS WITH CAPILLARY BOUNDARY
Let Q, 8 be given as in Definition Let V € V3'(Q2) with boundary varifold I' in the sense of
Definition We begin with the following simple observations:
(1) From ([2.1)) it is clear that, if V' has prescribed contact angle 8 with S along T, then V also
has prescribed contact angle (m — 8) with S along the same boundary varifold I". Therefore
VE(Q) = VI 5(9).
(2) For ny defined through (|1.5), we have for or-a.e. =

<nv(:c), Vs(x)> = / <n(as, p), VS(:E)> dI'*(P) = sin (x), (3.1)
Gm.s(2)

where we have used 7 , and the fact that I'* is a Radon probability measure. From
(1.5) we see that ny is a op-measurable vector field on S with ny € L°°(S,or), and hence
approximate continuous with respect to or at or-a.e. points. Note that ny is in general
not a unit vector. In fact, it is easy to see that ||ny | gy < 1.
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(3) We define generalized inwards pointing co-normal with respect to S as

cos 3(a) () = sgu(cos ) [ 728 (n(ar, P) AT (P)
Gom,p(x) (3.2)
= sgn(cos 5(z)) TS (ny (x))
whence I'” is a Radon probability measure on G, g(x) and we adopt the notation sgn(0) =
0, so that when 3(z) = 7, (3.2) reads as “0 = 0”. Clearly
(nw (2), Z/S(l’)> =0.
Moreover, since (1.6]) deals with ¢ € X,(£2), we can now rewrite it as:

5V () = ﬁ (H(2), o)) duy (z) — / (v (2), o(2)) dor ()

S

=—/,<H(w),s0(x)>duv(x)—/COSﬁ(w) (nw (2), ¢(x)) dor (),
Q

s
where we have used the fact that T,,S(ny (x)) = cos 8(x)nw (x) by (3.2).

3.1. Basic properties.

Proposition 3.1. Let Q, 8 be as in Definition . Let V€ V(Q) with boundary varifold T'. If
ny (zo) is well-defined, that is, I'*° is a Radon probability measure on G, g(x¢), for some xy €
sptor, then |ny (zo)| =1 if and only if

n(z, P) = ny(xg), for I'*° -a.e. P € Gy, p(20).

Moreover, |ny(zg)| = 1 is equivalent to |nw (x0)| = 1, provided that cos B(xg) # 0. In particular,
under the above conditions if m = 1 then |ny (xo)| =1 if and only if
I'* =§p,, forny(zo)=n(z, Fy) with Py € Gy g(x0).

Proof. Since ny (z¢) and n(z, P) are unit, we have by virtue of (|1.5))
0=1- Gav(eohnv(en)) = [ {1 {ule, Pav())dr(P) > 0
G, p(xo)
which implies, for I'*°-a.e. P € G, g(20)
n(z, P) = ny(xo).

Reversely, it is clear that ny (xg) has unit length, thanks to (1.2).
Moreover, thanks to (3.1), we know that |ny (zg)| = 1 implies

[T S (1 (20))| = /1 = sin® B(zo) = [cos B(wo)],

when cos (xg) # 0 we have by virtue of (3.2) that |ny (29)| = 1. We may use a similar argument
to show that |nw (z9)| = 1 implies |ny (z0)| = 1.
Finally, recall the definitions of Gy g(zo), nyv(zo), we know that there exists a unique 1-plane
Py € Gy (o) such that
n(z, Py) = ny (o).

It follows that I'"° = §p, as measure on G1 g(xo). O
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Proposition 3.2. Let @ C R""! be a bounded domain of class C* and B € CY(S,(0,m)), let
VeVvyg (Q) with boundary varifold T. Then V' has bounded first variation. More precisely, there

exist a py-measurable vector field H on S which is orthogonal to S for py-a.e. x € S with

| H || Lo (uy) depends only on the second fundamental form of S, and a positive Radon measure o3

on S, such that for all ¢ € X()
6V(p) =— /7<H @) dpy — / <f1, 30> dpyv
Q s
- [ opyaot - | (ny(2). " (2)) dor (a),
S Sn{z:cos B(xz)#0}

where o (z) = T,S(p(x)),Va € S. The last integral can be also written as

/ (cos B, @) (2)dor(2).
S

(3.3)

Moreover,

(1) (normal part of the boundary measure): For any xo € S and any p < pg, there exists
¢ = ¢(R2) > 0 such that the following local estimate and global estimate hold:

ot (Bylan)) < S (Boleo)) + [ () (3.4)
P By (z0)
7t () < v (@) + [ Hidpy. (3.5)

(2) (tangential part of the boundary measure): For any xo € sptor at which ny is approzimate
continuous with respect to or and satisfies

[ny (z0)] > \/sin2 B(xo) + €2 cos? B(xg) for some e € (0,1], (3.6)

there exist some Cy = Cp(2) > 0,0 < p1 < B2, such that for all 0 < p < p1, the following
local estimate holds:

e\cosmxo)mwg(xo))s@uv<32p<xo>>+or<3p<xo>>+ [ mdm. @)
14 Bs,(x0)

In particular, if (1.8) is satisfied by x¢ with the correspondmg 10’ €zy, aNd pg,, then the
local estimate improves as follows: for any 0 < p < min{pg,, &2 }},

C
oot (B o)) < iy (Bayla) + [ [Hlduy. 38)
sz(xo)

Remark 3.3. A direct computation shows that condition (3.6|) is equivalent to requiring that
|cos B(xo)nw (zo)| > €|cos B(xo)], (3.9)

which clearly holds when S(z¢) = 7. In this case, the local estimate (3.7) says nothing as the
LHS is identically 0. We remark that the estimate blows up when € << 1, since in this case the
generalized outer co-normal ny has a rather small length. But in the ideal (smooth) case, ny

should have unit length.
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Proof of Proposition[3.2 First we prove that V has bounded first variation with respect to X;(2).
In fact, from (|1.6) we deduce directly

6V ()l < (IHl| () +01(9)) [0lcom), Vo € Xe().

Since S is compact we have or(S) < oo, the claimed fact follows.
Then we prove that V' has bounded first variation with respect to X (2). To see this we first
note that Xo(2) C X+(2) so that we deduce from (/1.6])

5V(g) = — / (H(x), o)) duv (z), Ve € Xo().

Since H € L'(uy), we could directly apply [12, Theorem 1.1] to deduce that V has bounded
first variation with respect to X (€2), and there exists a positive Radon measure o{; on S and a

py-measurable vector field H on S such that for any ¢ € X, (€2),
WV (p) = —/ (H, o) dpy — / <I§ <p> dpy — / (v¥,p) doy, (3.10)
Q S s

where H is orthogonal to S for py-a.e. x € 5, He L® (S, uy) and the L°°-norm depends only on
the second fundamental form of S. In the co-dimension-1 case, H(z) = tr(h"(x)) is just the mean
curvature of S. Moreover, the local estimate and the global estimate hold.

Thus we have shown that V has bounded first variation, and hence thanks to Radon-Nikodym
Theorem we can write: for any ¢ € X(Q2)

5V () = — L (T, o)y — / (n,¢) dov, (3.11)

2

for some H € L'(uy) and some positive Radon measure oy L py. Since any ¢ € X(Q) can be
decomposed as ¢ = ¢ + o where ¢ € X,(Q) and p* € X1 (), we can therefore compare ([3.11)

with (1.6) and (3.10]) to obtain that

Hopy Q=H- -y Q+H-pyLS (3.12)
as measure, and

n-oy =v° oy + 1,8 (ny(v)) - or

as measure supported on S, which proves (3.3)).

It is thus left to prove the estimate (3.7). We assume in the following cos 8(x¢) # 0, otherwise
the estimate is trivial since LHS vanishes.

First note that by and (3.9), there exists some unit vector 7 € Ty, S such that

(1, cos B(xo)nw (z0)) > €|cos B(xo)| > 0.

Define a op-measurable function g(z) := (7, cos B(z)nw (z)), then g is approximate continuous at
xo with respect to op. By virtue of the approximate continuity, we could find some p; > 0 such
that for any 0 < p < pq,

or(Gy) = or ({x € Bylao) : 1o(a) — g(w0)| > Sleos flao)| }) < Lor(By(awn)).  (3.13)

Now we consider a standard smooth cut-off function v on R with v = 1 on [0,1 —¢], vy =0
on [1,00), —% <~ <0onR, for t > 0 arbitrarily small. After translation we may assume that
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||

zo = 0. Letting ¢(z) = v(*;*)7, we have for every 0 < p < py

[t cos ety dor = [ 5]

B,(0) P

)g(x)dor(x)

] (3.14)

= ] —)g(z)dor(x
—/G (D g(@)dor(@) + /Bp@)\g,,”(p)g( )dor (x).

p

On B,(0) \ G, we have by construction g(z) > §|cos 5(0)| with

or(By(0)\ €)= or(B; (0)\ Gy) > sor(B; (0))

For ¢ sufficiently small we have 1 — ¢ > %, thus we find

[ adhgwor@ > [ Seoss)ldor > £leos 50)lor (B 0),
B,(0\G,

P B%(O)\GP

and in turn

/<<P(w),008ﬁ(w)nw(fr)>d0r —or(G,) + \COSﬁ( )lor(Bs(0))
s (3.15)

> - %Ur(Bp(O)) + §leos B(0) o (B4 (0),

where we have sunply estimated 7( le| )g(xz) > —1 on G,,.
Using such ¢ in , we obtaln

[ o) cosppmw @) dor ==5V(e) — [ (B Hog)duy = [ (0% 5)aot

= - ME x Ty — m ivp(T x
—/m(m 2 >p<P< >,> (1 divp ()av (e, P)

p ||
/ u TH+ITI>d,uV—/S (‘ |)<u T>d0’v

ER | (e @) + o (5,(0)
p B,(0)

where we have used the trivial fact that divp(r) = 0 since 7 is a constant vector field. Taking

and into account, after further decreasing p1 < % ps, we obtain (3.7)).
If is satlsﬁed by xo with the corresponding 7, , €5,, and pz,, then instead of (3.13) we may

dlrectly deﬁne g(z) = (7Y, cos B(x)nw (z)), which satisfies by assumption

I[)7

(3.16)

9(x) > €z, >0, or-ae. x€ B, (7o)

So that for any 0 < p < min{p,,, 2}, [3.14) (with o(z (‘wl) Ty,) can be simply estimated:

Iml
,cos Bny ) dor = x)dor(z
/S<<,0 pay) dor /Bp(o) 7 P )g(x)dor(x) s

> [ 1(Eaor(o) 2 o (35 0),

Putting this back into (3.16)) and taking (3.4)) into account, the claimed estimate (3.8)) then follows,
which completes the proof. |
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Corollary 3.4. Let Q C R"™ be a bounded domain of class C* and 3 € C*(S,(0,7)). For
V € VE(Q), the following statements are equivalent:

(1) V is an m-rectifiable varifold, that is, V.€ RV™(Q).

(2) ©™(uy,xz) >0 for py-a.e. x.
Proof. This follows directly from Proposition [3.2] and the Rectifiability Theorem for varifolds, see
e.g., [38, Theorem 42.4]. O

Corollary 3.5. Let Q@ C R"*! be a bounded domain of class C? and B € C(S,(0,7)). Let
V€ VE(Q) with boundary varifold T, such that H € LP(uv) for some p € (1,00). Then
(1) sptoi Csptuy N S.
(2) Under the assumptions which ensure (3.8)), if cos f(xg) # 0 then the implication holds:
xo € sptor = x¢ € sptuy N S.
Moreover, if the collection of all such points is dense in sptor N {x € S : cos f(z) # 0},

then we have
sptor N{z € S : cos B(x) # 0} C sptuy N S.

In particular, if uy (S) = 0 then the above statements hold for uy = py,, where Vi := Vi Q.
Proof. By virtue of (3.4) we have for any zg € S and any p < pg

C _1
U&(Bg(xo)) < ;MV(Bp(xO)) + ||H||Lv(Bp(gco),;w)MV(Bp(@“o))1 L)

so that if py (Br(zo)) = 0 for some r > 0, then we must have U&(B% (z0)) = 0. Since this is true
for all g € S, (1) is thus proved.

Now we show (2). The assertion concerning local property follows similarly by virtue of (3.8).
The assertion concerning global property follows by a covering argument. This completes the
proof. |

Remark 3.6. Recall Definition the second conclusion of Corollary can be then restated
(in a stronger form) as: Let @ C R™"! be a bounded domain of class C? and 3 € C(S,(0,7)).
Let V' € V() with boundary varifold T', such that H € LP(uy) for some p € (1,00). Then the
implication holds:

9 € Pepr(T) = 9 € sptuy N S.
Moreover, if Z.,(T) is dense in sptor N {x € S : cos f(x) # 0}, then we have

sptor N{x € S : cos B(x) # 0} C sptuy N S.

3.2. Examples. We collect several examples that are helpful for understanding Definitions|[1.2|and

L3

Example 3.7 (Smooth submanifolds). When X C Q is an m-dimensional submanifold with bound-
ary 0% supported on S and intersecting S with angle B(x) at x € S in the following sense

(v®(x),nx(2)) = sin (=),
where ny is the inwards-pointing unit co-normal of ¥ along 0%, then one can check that V =
H™ Y ® dr,x has prescribed contact angle B with T = H™ 108 ® 61,95. Precisely, for any
p € X(Q), the first variation formula holds:

5V (p) = /Q (HL o) dpy — /6 iz,



VARIFOLDS WITH CAPILLARY BOUNDARY 21

Example 3.8 (Unions of two planes in G, g,(0R ") with common boundary). Let 3y be a
constant function on OR'™" with values in (0,7)\ {Z}. Let Py be two “antipodal” m-planes in
Gm. g, (3RT‘1), in the sense that they intersect GRT'l along a common (m — 1)-plane L, with the
inwards-pointing unit co-normal of Py N errl along L, denoted by ny respectively, satisfies

. 1 .
(ni,ent1) =sin By, §(n+ +mn_) =sinBoeni1- (3.18)
0 directly check that V = H™ (P, NRTM) @ 228 4+ 4m (P_ AR @ 2= § tant
ne can directly check that V = Py NRYT) @ =+ + L(_ﬁ6 +5)®T as constan
prescribed contact angle By with boundary varifold T = H™ 'L ® % In fact, for any

pE %(Rﬁ“) with compact support, one can check that

Wig = (Mgt [ ) s P

Moreover, for any x € L, by (1.5) ny(x) = sin Boent1, while by (3.18)) we have 6V (¢) = 0 for any
compactly supported tangential variation ¢ € .’{t(RﬁH) and also ny (x) = 0. Comparing the first

variation in (3.3)), we find
or =H™ 'L, of =sinBoH™ L.

See Figure |1l (in co-dimension-1 case) for illustration.

FIGURE 1. Unions of two planes in G, g,(OR’ ") with common boundary

This is an important example to understand the fact that degenerate capillary phenomenon

might occur in Definition More importantly, it serves as a degenerate limit in compactness
result, which can be seen as follows.

Example 3.9 (Example as convergence limit). Under the notations in Example 3.8, require
further that By # 5. Pul
TIaRZ_—i_l(ni)
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which are well-defined unit vectors in IR} since By € (0,m) \ {3}
For every s > 0 fized, moving P+ and L along the directions ni with distance s respectively, and
write the corresponding m- and (m — 1)-planes as P; and L. Put

5ps Spe
Vo= H"(PLORYT @ =5+ HOU(PL AR @ < -

1 _ s 1 me s
Ty = gH" Ly @ 0p; + 5H™ L @ dp:

It is easy to check that Vy has constant prescribed contact angle By with boundary varifold T's, along
L5 and L5, ny,(x) = sin foenq1 and nw, (x) = i, respectively. Moreover,

Vo=V, T,2T ass\,0.

The next example indicates the fact that ' as a measure-theoretic capillary boundary, might
have a complicated structure, in the sense that the Radon probability measure resulting from
disintegration at some point could contain information of multiple choices of possible tangent planes.

Example 3.10 (Unions of two planes in Gy, g,(OR’ ') with distinct boundaries). Let By be a con-
stant function on OR' " with values in (0,7)\{%}. Let P, P be two m-planes in Gy, g,(ORT),
such that Ly # Lo are the (m — 1)-planes at which they respectively intersect 8R1+1 with, and
denote the inwards-pointing unit co-normal of P, "R along L; by n; fori=1,2.

Following the computations conducted in Example@ one can directly check that V. ="H™_(P1N
R ®@6p, +H™(PNRYT) ®0p, has constant prescribed contact angle By withT = H™ ' L ®
Sp, + H™ 1 Ly ® dp,. Moreover,

or =H™ ' (L1 ULy), of =sinfBoH™ 'L(L1 U Ly).

Next we check the Radon probability measure T'* resulting from disintegration of I

Notice that Ly N Ly is an (m — 2)-plane in 8Rﬁ+1, and it is easy to see that for any x €
Li\ (L1 N L), T'" = {p,; also for any x € Ly \ (L1 N Ly), T = dp,. Now for any x € L1 N La, by
using [38, Lemma 38.4] for I' at x, we find that T* = %.

See Figure@ (in co-dimension-1 case) for illustration.
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Ly

IR

FIGURE 2. Unions of two planes in Gy, 5, (OR"™") with distinct boundaries

The last example reveals the fact that Definition [1.2|is weak, in the sense that it admits as many
as free boundary components (with possibly non-trivial intersection with the capillary components),
since they do not contribute to the first variation when restricted to tangential variation.

Example 3.11 (Union of the mutually intersecting 6-cap and free boundary cap). Let By in (0,7)\
{%} and Cp,(01) a Bo-cap given by

Cg,(01) ={z € Rfﬁl : e — (01 — cos Boent1)| = 1}
Consider another free boundary cap Cz (02) which has possibly non-trivial intersection with Cg,(01).
One can directly check that V = H".Cs,(01) ® 07,y (01) T H"C3 (02) ® 07, C 5 (05) has constant
2

prescribed contact angle By with T = H" 1 (0Cp,(01)) ® 07,005, (01)- In fact, let ni,ny denote
respectively the inwards pointing unit co-normals to Cg,(01),Cxz (02) along their boundaries, com-
puting the first variation and then comparing with (3.3)), one finds

ny =ni, or= H"*L@C[go (01), 0€/‘ = sin ﬁon*1L80g0 (01) + Hm*%@C% (02).
3.3. Capillary boundary point.

Remark 3.12. In Definition (C1) describes the non-degeneracy and is justified by Example
[3:8 see also Remark [3.3] Note, however, that a small perturbation of Example [3.8] satisfies the
definition. More precisely, under the notations in Example [3.8] for any small € > 0, one can check
that the varifold

1+€)d 1—¢€)d
Ve P, % CHTP %
has constant prescribed contact angle 8y with I = H™ 1LL ® (He)gp*;(l_e)éh . Moreover, for any

(1+e)np+(1—e)n_
2

z € L, ny(zx) = = sin foen+1 + €n4, where g is the projection of n onto 8R7_f_+1,
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hence cos Sonw (z) = en., and of course |ny ()| = € for any x € L. This shows that Definition [1.3]
is not too restrictive.
Now we discuss (C2). If 9% is induced by the boundary of a C'*!'-submanifold ¥ which intersects
S transversally then (C2) always holds. More precisely, assume z¢o = 0 € 9%, it is direct to check
that
x

‘vaz <|x|’nW($)>’ < Cyy = Cyy (M, 0%, 9),

where V%> denotes the tangential gradient with respect to 9% and nyy is the unit co-normal along

0% (with respect to S) and is a Lipschitz map since 9% is a hypersurface in S of class C1'1. On
the other hand, since lim,_,;,—0 \%I lives in the tangent space T,,,0%, we have

. Z _
i () <o

Since 8 € C! we can assume 0 < |cos 3(z)| < 2|cos B(z0)]| locally and therefore obtain (1.9)) for any
xg € 0¥ with ¢z, = ¢zo(m, 0%, 5). From this example we see that (C2) may relate to the local
CY'-property of sptor.

3.4. Co-dimension-1.

Proposition 3.13. In Deﬁnition if U is a set of finite perimeter in S, then V € RV () with
multiplicity one rectifiable boundary in the sense of Definition[1.5

Proof. For any compactly supported ¢ € X;(Q) by De Giorgi’s structure theorem (see e.g., [32]
Theorem 15.9]) we could write

—/ divg(cos B)dH™ =/ (cos B(z)vy (z), p(x)) dH" (),
U

o*U

where 0*U is the reduced boundary of U, which is locally H"~!-rectifiable; and vy (x) € T,.S is the
(measure-theoretic) inner unit normal, which is perpendicular to the approximate tangent space
(an (n — 1)-affine space) T,0*U C T,.S for H" t-a.e. x € 9*U. At any such point, put

Py(z) = T,0"U @ (sin B(z)v(z) + cos B(z)vy(z)) .
Since B(x) € (0,7) and vy (z) € T,.S, it is easy to see that Py(z) € G, g(x) with
n(z, Pu(2)) = sin 8z} (z) + cos f(z)vu ().

Define I' = H" 1L0*U ® dpy (z) We then find: for any compactly supported ¢ € X¢(9)

oV(p) =— /7<H,<,0> duy —/ (cos B(x)vy (), p(z)) AR (z)

Q o*U
—— [Edm - [ P ) AP
Q Gn,p(S)
as desired. ]

From the proof of this Proposition we observe that nyy, the generalized inwards pointing co-
normal with respect to S, is exactly vy .
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4. MONOTONICITY INEQUALITIES
4.1. Interior case.

Proposition 4.1 (Monotonicity inequality: interior case). Let  C R"*! be a bounded domain of
class C* and 8 € C'(S,(0,7)). Let V € V3 (Q) NRV™(Q) with H € LP(uy) for some p € [1,00).
Let h be a non-negative C*-function on Q. For any & € Q, and for either every 0 < r1 < 19 < 00
when by, =0, or every 0 < ry < rg < dg(§), there holds

1 1 (|
— hdpy <— hdw+/ —m/ (h[H| + |VVR|) duydp
Tl Brl(f) T2 r2(5) 1 p BP(&)

[(x — &)+
- h(z) T——"5duy
/Bm O\B, (6)  |lx—=&mT?

1 "]
<— hdw+/ —m/ (hH| + [VVh]) dpydp.
T2" JB., (&) i P JB(¢)

Proof. We use p(z) = h(m)v(%)(m — &) to test the first variation (3.3). Note that in both cases
we have o, = 0, thus the first variation simply reads

Ldivv(@)dﬂV = —/ (H,¢) dpy.
Q Q
A direct computation gives

N e N B C o
divy (9) =/ (*Eyn) (25 B2

T ) (P E
+ my( 5 () +~( p

V() (VY h(z),x ),

and hence
T — x — &)*|2
/h <7’| 5 d +mv) dpy =/h (7l|(p|xf)§|| — (VY h(z),z - E)) dpy
—/Qh7<Haff—§>dMV

N =9+ v
< | W e ~ (h[H[ + [V h]) dpy .

z—¢&| |(xz— L2
o= [ronE=g) ey,

Define

— [ (™

we then have the differential inequality
~pI'(p) + mI(p) < ~p )+ p [ 5 (W +9"B]) du,
which can be rewritten as

I(e) = 21() = '(p) - / y (h{H] + [V A]) dpry,

or further
(p~™IL(p)) = p~™J (p) —p’m/V(thl +|VVh]) duy-.
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Integrating this differential inequality from 71 to ro then letting v increase to the indicator function
X[0,1]> also taking into account that ~" < 0, we then obtain the desired inequality.
|

Remark 4.2. By virtue of Proposition [4.1} when p > m we have for any interior points £ € Q the
monotonicity formula and consequently all the nice properties as in [38] Section 17].

4.2. Boundary case.

Proposition 4.3 (Monotonicity inequality: boundary case). Let Q C R™"! be a bounded domain
of class C% and B € CY(S, (0,7)). LetV € V3H(§2) with boundary varifold I', such that H € L (py )
for some p € [1,00).

Let xq be a capillary boundary point in the sense of Definition with corresponding factors
€o,po,Co,TX,- Then there exists a constant C = C(m,p, S, €g, co, cos B(xg)) > 0, such that for any
0 < p < min{pg, G} (resulting from the last assertion of Proposition , there holds

d /1 |x — x| »
1+C (/ = T0hq )
( p)dp o ﬁv( 5 )dpy

_m 1 ~|P » 1 — P
>—pr (p+C’p> (/B( )‘H+H‘ duv> —C’(l—é—p)(m/ﬂw('xpxol)duv) ;

where v is a standard smooth cut-off function on R with v = 1 on [0,1 —¢], v = 0 on [1,00),
—% <~ <0 onR, fort >0 arbitrarily small.

(4.1)

Proof. After translation we may assume that zp = 0. Our goal is to bound the following derivative
from below:

1—

i (s o) = G o) (s oG} ™

Note that

(o [ Ehaw) = [ - (2 + ) v )

Consider the test vector field ¢(z) = 7(%)% a direct computation gives

2
x

)P

||

T T
2l 4 Bl
p’ " p

: x
divpp(z) = my( Jl

9

and in turn
d /1 / || > 1
— | — —)d =— oV
O <pm ﬁw( 5 )dpy P (¢)

1 / lz| , |z |1, =
=y ph=
P e, @ P (p) (Izl)

(4.3)

2
AV (z, P).
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Using this ¢ in (3.3)), the above equality can be further written as

d 1 || 1 ~
— = H+H
dp (pm /ﬁ’Y( p Jduy ) p’"“ / < - "p> duv

1
- pm+1 /S<VS790> doy — W/g(‘losﬂnvv,@ dor (4.4)

1 / |lz| |zl
_ L PV
Pt @ P ( P)

Again, we wish to bound from below the above equality. Note that " < 0, thus we could neglect
the last integral, also note that by cut-off |z| < p, therefore

(fp (/7( 214, )2 pim/ﬁ (el ‘H+H‘du
- [ Km > —ﬁ [ i cos @y ) o

p
For the mean curvature term, since H € LP(uy) and H € L*(uy), thus H + H € LP(uy) and
hence by Holder inequality and the fact that v < 1 we obtain

P ZdV(:c,P).

]

(4.5)

1
1 T
o Il ||‘H+H‘dl~tv<*||H+H||Lp o>w></ (||duv)
Q

pm
1
m ~|P ’
<p % (/ ‘H—&-H’ duv> (m/ Sl I)dw)
B,(0) ™ Ja

For the term concerning tangential part of the boundary measure, since zo = 0 is a capillary
boundary point of V, by condition (C2)

1
pm+1

/SV(|Z)|<$,COSB($) w (2))| dor <3 —|cos 5(0 I/ dar (4.7)

Then as in the proof of Proposition we test (3.3)) with ¢1(z) = (| ‘) V' In view of (3.16) and
(3.17), we get

€0 || 1 / .|z 1< >
y(—)dor < — ~ P s Tay ) AV (2, P
pml /s ( P Jdor P e, @ v P )P (|$|) (= P)

1 / |9C| 1%
— o (A (R ) dpy
Pt g op 0

1 | \
pm—l/ <V ) $o>dUV
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Note that for the term involving +/, by definition of v we only consider the points satisfying 1 >

—Ii‘ > (1—t)> 1, hence we further write
€0 || 2 EINE]
— [ 7(=)dor < — — / ¥ (=)= dV(z, P)
Pml/s(ﬂ e e PP (
1 || 7 1 || 1
¥ /7 ‘H—s—H’duv—i— /’y—da
pm**(p) pm”s(ﬂ) v
2 d / :L" 1 |:U| N
< — (= duv> + /7 —)do
pm‘ldp<g(p) pm‘ls(p) v

1

p—m ~|P P
+p 7 / ‘HJFH‘ dpv <m/7(
B,(0) prJa P

where we have used (4.6]) in the second inequality.

Observe also that
2 A ([ o) -2
_— —— [ 4(—)d
(Q(p) p ﬁ(p)/w
2 || d<1/ || >
20— | — —)d ,

d ﬁv(p)uv

24 (pml_l /Qv(ll"?)duv) = pfm/ﬁv(7)duv+ pr

and in turn
€ T d 1 T 2m T
. /v(*l)dor <2p— (m /V(H)duv> + Wﬁv(u)duv
P p\pP" Ja " p g
(4.8)

pmfl
e Sl
p—m ~|P P xr
+p / ’H + H‘ duy (m /’y()duv> + — / (=) dois.
B,(0) P Q P P S P
For the normal part of the boundary measure, we test (3.3)) with the vector field ps(x) =
as computed in [12] (4.13), (4 16)] one obtains

|x\ n c / lz|\ o 1
i d < —\d
/ le = 57( p o

2mc—|—c P || d /1 / ||
< — d 2 — —)d
S m /, (—)dpv + Yd ﬁv( p) I (4.9)
b 1-1
—m 1 |x| P
t+ep"7 i d ) (o D)
B,(0) pPrJa P

which is the desired estimate for the normal part of the boundary measure. We can then obtain

(Vs (@),

the desired estimate for the tangential part of the boundary measure
||
/ ¥

1 || Co
. L dop < Thq
|cos B(0)|pm+1 /7( p )|, cos flamw ()] dor < pmt p dor
o d /1 / x| o (2m+2mc+62p)/ ||

<D 120)p (= [ (T “« d
_60( + C)pdp (pm ﬁ’y( p) w |+ o o | (= )dpv (4.10)
1 1
Co p—m ~|P ? 1 |(E| =%
+L%+1)p" / ‘H+H’ d </ d ) ,
Dt 1p (w ) (G [
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where we have used for the first inequality; and (4.8 together with (4.10]) for the last one.
Finally, substituting (4.10)), (4.9), (4.6) into (4.5)), and note that

(G ) 5 G- G )’

we can then estimate (4.2]) as follows:

d 1/ B )i 1d<1/ B )(1/ 2] )
(= [ v dpy ) === (= [ v(Eha — [ v(ha
dp(pm Ay )= S e L S [ (S dey

0 G ) ek e

Rearranging then we obtain the claimed Monotonicity inequality. O

4.3. Consequences of monotonicity inequalities.

Corollary 4.4. Let Q@ C R""! be a bounded domain of class C? and B € C(S,(0,7)). Let
V € VE(Q) with boundary varifold T, such that H € LP(uyv) for some p € (m,0).

Let xg be a capillary boundary point in the sense of Definition with corresponding factors
Eo,po,CO,T;/O, Then there exists A = A(m, p, S, [[H|| 1 (,1,), €0, o, c0s B(z0)) > 0 such that the func-

tion .
s o ((uvuifn(xo))) , Apppm>

is monotone increasing on [0, min{po, & }) (resulting from the last assertion of Proposition .
Moreover, there exists an increasing function g, : RT™ — R such that for any 0 < r < p <
min{po, &

pv (Br(zo)) _ pv (By(wo))

rm - pm

+ G0 (P)s (4.11)

where

L, gy (p) =0.

Proof. Rearranging the Monotonicity inequality (4.1)) we see that there exists A > 0, depending on
the stated factors, such that

e ((i@/ ’Y(M)d,uv> ' +Ap1‘73> > 0.
dp ™ Ja p

Letting v increase to the indicator function x|g,1; we see that

1
p et ('“V(BFW> " Aerr ™5™
pm
is increasing as desired. Since e” < 14 ¢r on r < rqg for some ¢ = ¢(rg), (4.11) then follows as a
by-product.
O
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Corollary 4.5. Let @ C R""! be a bounded domain of class C? and B € C(S,(0,7)). Let
V € V() with boundary varifold I, such that H € L>(uy ).

Let xg be a capillary boundary point in the sense of Definition with corresponding factors
€0, P0s €0, Tay-  Then there exists A = A(m,p, S, [|H| Lo, eo,co,cosﬂ(xo)) > 0 such that the
function
Ap HV(Bp(l’o))

pm
is monotone increasing on [0, mln{po, ) (resulting from the last assertion of Propasztwn

pre

Proof. Since H € L*(uy ) the term can be simply estimated as follows:

1 - H+ H|
Tn/ v(m) ‘H+H’dﬂv < IHH Aoy llf ) / v(m)duv. (4.12)
P Ja P Q
Substituting (|4.10) , . (with p=1), and into , we obtain
d 1 x
¢ ( R l)duv) >~ CONE+ Al (o [y )
P Q Q P

that is,

d
(1 =
+Cp) d

p
d 1 x
- C(1+p) < MV) de* (m /’Y(H)dﬂv)7
p\p™Ja ' p
( L duv> >—C(1+p) <1/ v(m)duv»
ﬁ p P o p
rearranging and we get

dip <;n /Q’Y(|i|)duv> + Cl(izlp)) (pm /Q’V(|i|)duv) >0,

and hence there exists some A > 0, depending on the stated quantities, such that

8 G ) G ) =

Note that the integrating factor is e*?, the assertion then follows easily. O

Corollary 4.6 (Existence of density). Let Q2 C R"™ be a bounded domain of class C? and 3 €
CL(S,(0,m)). LetV € V3 (§2) with boundary varifold ', such that H € LP(uy ) for some p € (m, 00).

(1) For any xg € Pp(T), O™ (v, o) exists.
(2) If Ve VR(Q)NRV™(Q), then for any x € Q, O™ (uy,x) exists.

Proof. The assertions follow from Corollary [£.4] and Proposition O

5. BLOW-UP AT CAPILLARY BOUNDARY POINTS

In this section we consider the blow-up at boundary points, the framework is as follows: Let
Q ¢ R"*! be a bounded domain of class C* and § € C*(S, (0,7)). Let V € V3'(Q) with boundary
varifold I'. For a fixed g € S and a fixed sequence of numbers r; N\, 0 as j — oo, we use the
notations:
Qj = T]mg,rj (Q)? Sj = T]zo,rj (S)v
V= Mgy, )V € V(L))
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where (f)xV is the push-forward of varifold through f. Moreover, the induced prescribed contact
angle function on S; is given by

Bi(z) = B(zo +1j2), €S8
And the induced subspace of G,,(S;) is denoted by

G, (Sj)-
In fact, we have the identifications for any z =n,, . (y) € S
Gy, () = G (Mgr, (7)) = G (y), (5.1)

and
n(ya PO) = Il(.?ﬂ, PO)a
where Py € G g, (2) = G p(y)-
For any x € S;, we denote by v (x) the inwards-pointing unit normal to Q; at x € S;. As
j — oo we have in the sense of C2-topology (C!-topology for the function B;) the convergence

ﬁj — Tmoﬁ, Sj — TIOS, ﬂj — 6(1‘0), (52)
where ((x¢) is understood as the constant function of value B(xg) on T,,S. In particular, this
yields the following convergences:

Gm(Sj) = Gm(Tw,S),  Gimnp; (S5) = G Bao) (T S)- (5.3)

We define the push-forward of I' through Mao,r,;» denoted by I';, to be the Radon measure on
Gm,ﬁj (SJ) such that V(b S Oc(Gm,Bj (S]))

/ o(x, P)dT; (x, P) =r; / Tp (g ) )02, 1, (4), A1y, . (P))AT(y, P)
vaﬁj (Sj) Gm,B(S) (54)

—m y—x
=i [ e p)dr, P,
GnL,ﬂ(S)

rj
We have the standard disintegration
Ij=or, ®T7F,

where or; = (7).I'; and I'} is the Radon probability measure on G, g,(x) for or,-a.e. x. On the
other hand, in light of (1.5) we define for ot -a.e. x

ny, (z) = / n(z, P)dl'¥(P), and cos f(z)nw, (z) == TS (ny, () .
Gm,ﬁj (1)

5.1. Properties of blow-up limits.

Lemma 5.1. Under the above notations, the following properties hold:
(1) the measure or; is given by

1
UFJ- T (nmo,rj)*o—r' (55)
i

(2) Foror;-a.e. x =my,, , (y) € S;, the Radon probability measure I'] is given by
e =Y,

as measures on G, g, (x) = G (y)-
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(3) Foror;-a.e. x = Nao,r; (y) € S;, the generalized inwards pointing co-normal to Vj is given
by
ny, (z) = ny (y).

Proof. For ¢(z, P) = ¢(x), simplifies as
| elaidor, @) =i [ o= "0)dor(y),
s s

1 y
j J
Changing of variables we see

[ o0n) = [ o) ((na,)-0m) (@)

Ty i

which proves (1).
For ¢(z, P) in (5.4), we use disintegration, (5.1]), and change of variables to find

/ o P Py =r [ o
Gm.p;(55) Gm.5(85) r

J
=r}"”/ / o(L="0, P)drv(P)dor(y)
S Gm,ﬁ(y)

T

Lo

, P)dl'(y, P)

-1
:rjl.*m/ / ¢(x7p)d1"nz0,7‘j( )(P>d ((nIo,Tj)*UF> (x)
S5 /G p; (x)

= / / qS(x,P)dI‘T’;r)l=rj(m)(P)dop].(m),
Sj JGm,p; ()

where we have used (5.5) in the last equality. In particular, this shows that the following two
measures are the same: B
L= or; ® F;’ca I~1.7’ =or; ® ["=o-rs (:r)’
which proves (2).
(3) is a direct consequence of (2), (5.1), and the definition (1.5]), the proof is completed. O

Next we prove that each V; € V’B”j (), with boundary varifold given by I'; defined above, so
that by virtue of Proposition there exist boundary measures

T ._ 1. L
0j =0r,, 0j =0y

Lemma 5.2 (Blow-up sequence). Under the notations above, for or-a.e. xog € P (T), the follow-
ing statements hold:
(1) Forj € N, V; € Vi (Q;) with boundary varifold I'; and satisfies
H;(x) = rjH(zo +rjw), Hj(x) = rjH(zo + rj2),
1
O'JJ-‘ = O"%j = =1 (nxo’rj)*U‘J}, O'JT = O'Fj = e (nm’,.j)*ap.
" "
(2) Passing to a subsequence {ji }ren, there exist C € V™(R"1) and a Radon measure T's, on
G (R, such that
Vi, = C, Tj, 2T.

Moreover, C is supported on T,,Q, T, is supported on G, B(w0) (T S), where B(xo) is
understood as the constant function of value B(xg) on Ty, S.
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(3) C has prescribed contact angle 3(xo) intersecting T,,S along T in the sense of Definition

and satisfies (3.3) with

Hc;=0, H¢=0. (5.6)
The disintegration I'og = or_ @ 'S is characterized by:
7 = 5, T (5.7)
as measures; for or_-a.e. x,
Iz, =% (5.8)

as measures on G, g(zy) (), where
Gm,ﬁ(zo)(x) = Gm’g(zo)(O) = Gmﬁ((L‘o), Vo € TIOS.

Moreover, for or_-a.e.

ne(z) = ny (o). (5.9)
For the normal part of boundary measure, one has
1L _ 1
oz = khj& o (5.10)
(4) For or_-a.e. x, there holds
(x,nw(z9)) = 0. (5.11)

(5) If in addition O™ (uy,z) > a > 0 for py-a.e. x € Q, then C is a rectifiable cone with
@m(/’LC7x) Z a, fO?” Hc-a.ce. T,

and or_, s scaling invariant in the sense that for every p >0

1
W(no,p)*anx, = Ol

Proof. After translation and rotation we may assume that xo = 0 € S, T, Q = {x,1 > 0} is the

upper half-space, which we denote by R’_f_“, and T, S = {zpy1 =0} = 8Rf_+1. We also assume
that I'*0 is a well-defined Radon probability measure resulting from disintegration, which is true
for or-a.e. x.

(1): Observe that for every ¢ € X;(Q;) the vector field ¢(y) = ¢(;£) € X,(Q). Testing

with such ¢ we obtain

. 1 .
Wio = [ dvepaVite P = s [ de(Dav, P

1 Y 1 y
— o (D ) - i [ (np)e ) ar. P,
" Q " T'j Gm,p(5) T

Changing of variables and recalling Lemma (1)(2) we get
6Vi(p) = — /, (p(x),rjH(r;jz)) dpy, (z) — / (n(z, P), p(z)) dT;(z, P), (5.12)
Qj an,ﬁj (SJ)
which shows that V; € V! (€;) with H;(z) = r;H(r;z) and boundary I';. By Proposition 3.2{each
V; has bounded first variation and there are correspondingly

7 [eS) 1. L T ._
H]‘EL (,uvj), 05 =0y, 0; =01,
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and it is easy to see that
Hj(x) =rjH(rjz), py,-ae. x€Sj.

In particular, for any test function ¢ € X(€;) we have

8;() % / divrp(L)av . P)

m

Q< Sﬁ(fj)>d,uv(x)
;" < >d”¢ - 7;1/9<nv(y),wT(Z)>daF
e o

1
SA
T7n 1 / <V s <‘0> d('f]omj)*O"J/_ T m—1 / <nVJ ’ (pT> d(T’O,rj )*OT’
j Si " i
where we have used Lemma (3). This shows that
1 1
1 L L .
0j =0y, = r,_n,l(no,r,-)*aw UjT =0r; = Tm,l(no,rj)*aﬁ
J J

Next we study the blow-up limits at capillary boundary points.
(2): By Corollary especially (4.11)), there exists some C' > 0 such that for j large (or for r;
sufficiently small)

m
Ty

Using compactness of Radon measures we see that there exist a subsequence {r;, } and some C €
V™ (R 1) such that

1v; (B1(0)) = [[(mo,, )%V | (B1(0)) = <C (5.13)

Vi, = C

as varifolds. Moreover, recalling (5.2)) we have that sptue C Rﬁ“.
On the other hand, in view of (5.5)) and ( we get

_or(B,(0)) < max{Cp, 1} (Mv(34r,-(0)) +/ H] d#v)
1 = B

m m—1

€0 T ar; (0) T‘j

J

v (Bir,(0)) | 1o N (B )\ (6514)
= ME (/BMJ(O)|H| duv) ( (4r5)™ )

where we have used again (4.11)) in the last inequality, which holds for j sufficiently large. Again,
by compactness of Radon measures, after passing to a subsequence, still denoted by 7, , there exists
some Radon measure I's, on Gy, (R" ™) such that

ij — Foo

as measures. Moreover, recalling (5.3) we have that sptl's, C Gm)g(o)(aRT’l).
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Then we test the first variation of C by any vector field ¢ € Xt(RiH) with compact support. By
(5-2)) there exists a sequence of vector field ¢;, € X:(£2;,) with compact support such that ¢;, — ¢
in the sense of C''-topology. In particular, using (5.12)) and recalling (5.3)) we obtain

= lim ( | e B @, @) - [ W(SM)<n<x,P>,wjk<x>>drm,P)) (5.15)

Ik
- [ (0 P), ¢(2) dPac i, P),
G?n.ﬁ(o) (3R1+1)

where we have used in the last equality (5.3]) and the fact that as k — oo

1

p p—1

il (10) v, ) < (/B (O)lﬂjkpduvjk> (Mvjk (31(0))> ’
1

1
B-13) — P
< Oy / |H|Pdpy | — 0.
By, (0)

In particular, this proves that C € Vgl(o) (RT‘l) in the sense of Deﬁnitionwith boundary varifold
given by I'o,. By disintegration we write

1_\oo =0l ®Faojov

where I'?_ is the Radon probability measure on G, g,(z) for op_-a.e. x € aRiH. Note that the
inwards pointing unit normal field on R’} is the constant vector field e,,+1, therefore G, g, (z) =
G5, (0) for any = € ORI

(3): Now we show that or_ and I'%) are blow-up limits as well. First, for any test function
¢ € C.(R™ x R(D?) we have by virtue of T';, = T, that

/ ¢(x, P)dT o (z, P) = lim é(y, P)dl';, (y, P).
Gm.po) (ORTT) k=00 ) G g, (S5)

For ¢(z, P) = p(x), by disintegrations this simplifies as

/ p(@)dor..(2) = lim [ p(y)dor, (),
ORn+1

k—oc0 Sj
k

which proves (5.7).

Then we show that holds for or-a.e. x, which is inspired by [II], Proposition 9], see also
[15, Lemma 2.3].

Precisely, we first fix an arbitrary p > 0. Let . C C? (R(™+D?) be a countable family of functions
which is dense in CO(R"D”). For every ¢ € .7, define the function [y € L*R™1) by

fola) = / H(P)AT*(P),

where I'? is resulting from the disintegration I' = op ® I'*, and is a well-defined Radon probability
measure on G(m,n + 1) for op-a.e. . Then we put S := ﬂwey Sy, where

Sy = {x € R""! : z is a Lebesgue point for f, with respect to op} .
P P
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Clearly, or(R™! \ S) = 0. Thus, to prove that (5.8) holds for or-a.e. z, it suffices to show that
. ) holds for every zg € S. To this end, we fix an arbltrary zo € S, and after translation we may
assume that 29 = 0. For every ¢ € Co(R" x R"*D%) and r > 0, we define

F(p,r) =717 m{/ O)/d) P)dT°(P)dor(z /TP(O /r,b P)dTr*(P )dap(x)}.

For test function ¢(z, P) = ()1 (P), where ¢ € Co(R"*1), and ¢ € ., we have
Flovr) = [ D) (o0~ ol dora),

and hence for {ji }ren resulting from (2), we have (recall that zo = 0 is a capillary boundary point,
and hence we write accordingly €5, Pz, €z, - For k sufficiently large we have 7, p < pa,)

\F (06,75, <[] poe gty L™ /B 5O = @@

- 1 00(Brp(0) 1

Sl arwrjkp(o))/ O T o
m— 1

<Cp 1|<P|L°°(RH+I)UF(BTJW(O))/ ‘.k,)(o)|f¢(0) —f¢($)|d(7r(l’),

where we have used ([5.14)) for the last inequality. Since ¢ = 0 is a Lebesgue point for f,, with respect

to or, this infers that limy_,c # (09, 15, ) = 0. Thereby, for any function ¢ € C.(R""! x R(+1?)
of the form

¢ = Z%%/Jm where @; € C'C(R"'H)7 and ¢; € .7,

%

we have limy_0 .7 (¢,75,) = 0. Moreover, as these functions are dense in C,(R"+! x R("1D%) and
thanks again to (5.14)), it is easy to see that

|7 (6,m) = F(b,73)

<2p™" '’c ’QS (’b'Loo (Rn+1)’ Vgi),g) € CC(Rn+1 X R(n+1)2)7

we thus find

lim Z(¢,r;,) =0, Vée Co(R™ x ROVDY), (5.16)

k—oc0

Now consider the standard cut-off function v on R with v = 1 on [0,1 —¢], v = 0 on [1,x0),
—2 <+ <0onRfort> 0 arbitrarily small. Observe that for any ¢ € C.(R"** x R™+D%) | if we
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put ¥(z, P) = y(|z), (.’L‘ P) = ¢(pz, P), then

Favr) =i [ ) [ Pr(p)dor(a)
—rjl.;m/ |x| /¢ =L P)dr*(P)dor ()

T]kp
—yl=m / |y| / $(y, P)dr°(P)d ((no,rjk)*ar) (y)

_pim / V(26 pyar(a, p)
Iw ms(S)  TikP T

:/s,-k 7(?)/¢(yap)dFO(P)dUij (y) —/ W(Ej)W(y»P)dij (y,P),

Gm,Bjk (Sjk)

where we have used changing of variables in the second equality and (5.5)), (5.4) in the last equal-
ity. In particular, letting & — oo in the above expression, we have by virtue of (5.16)) and the
convergences I';, N I's, or,, A or,, that

/ - () [ st prarprao ) - [ (o, Py, P).

Gmpo)(ORYTY) P

Since ( ‘yl) converges to xp,0)(y) as t \, 0, by the arbitrariness of p we finally deduce: for any
¢ e CC(RnJ,-l % R(n+1)2)

/ / é(y, P)AT°(P)dor_ (y) = / 6(y, P)dT o (y, P),
o) s M G 50y (ORGT)

which shows that I'o, = or_ ® I'%, = or_ ® I'°, and hence proves (5.8).

Recall that T.,,S = OR""', and hence for any (ac P) € G, p(0) (8R”+1)7 n(z, P) = III;EEHIBI is
constant on = € R} due to Therefore ) follows from (5.8)) and (L.5).

The assertion concerning Ué, , follows dlrectly from [12] (5 11)]

(4): To prove (4) it suffices to prove the following claim.
Claim. For any fixed p > 0 there always holds

/ n+1
oR”

where 7 is the standard cut-off function on R with v =1 on [0,1—¢], y =0 on [1,00), —
on R for ¢ > 0 arbitrarily small.

{cos 50w 0). () >]darw<x> 0,

N
IA
\Q\
IA

(e
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To see this, observe that for every k

,,3_1/9<cosﬁ(y)nw(y),v(ly')y>dor(y)

" TP Tk
:r;nkl_l/S<cosﬁ(y)nw(y)—cosﬁ(O)nW(O),y(%)é>dgr(y)

# ey [ (eos 8Om0 322 ) (s, )0r) 0 517
~—= [, <COSB(y)nw(y) - cosﬁ(O)nw<o>,v<7Jj’k'/)>é> dor(y)

Jk

o,

Ik

x
<cos B(0)ny (0), v(u)x>d01~jk (z) = (I) + (IT),
where we simply changed of variables in the first equality and used (5.5) in the second equality.
Next, note that |cos Snw| < 1, and hence cos Snw € L, (R™ ™! or_). At this stage we further
assume that xg is a Lebesgue point of the function cos Sy, which is true for or-a.e. g € P, (T)
with )
lin o [ feos () — cos flaa)u () dor(s) =0, (5.8
P 0 (Br(@0) 5, o (519
thanks to Lebesgue points Theorem. From this we obtain (recall that we have assumed zy = 0, and
that x¢ is a capillary boundary point, and hence we write accordingly €z, Pz, Cz,- For k sufficiently

large we have 7j, p < pz,)

1 /5 <COSB(y)nw(y) - cosﬁ(O)nW<om<'y'>y> dor(y)

Jk TP Uik

<L [ Jeos By () — cos SO (0)] dor (1)
By, »(0)

r

o mOF(BTjkP(O)) 1 n B n -
T e B o s B~ s SO O dor()
<Cp™ !

g0 =0 0) = o8 B0y O ),

where we have used (5.14]) for the last inequality. In particular, this infers that the term (I) in

(5.17) converges to 0 as k — oo, thanks to (5.18)).
On the other hand, by ([5.7) we have

i [ (osOmu (e )aoe, 0= [ (eossomu )9 )aor o)

k—o0 Sj
k

Letting k£ — oo in (5.17)), we thus find

nt1 COSB(O)“W(U)W(M)JC dor__(z)
/8R+ < P

- [ <cos5<y>nw<ym<'y>y>dar<y>.

TP T
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The claim is then proved by the following estimate:

e [ (eos s a2 ) ao

Jk TiP Tjk

_ 1 /
=
i B ,(0)

(cos om0 (L)L) dory)
ik TP Ty,
_ a3 71008 B(0)| or(By, ,(0))
B L 7“5—271
where we have used in the first inequality and for the last inequality.

(5): First we show that C is rectifiable, which is based on the following facts: For k sufficiently
large,

(1) 2o =0 € sptuy NS thanks to Remark and hence 0 € sptuy; N.S;, for every k.

(2) ©™(py;, ,x) > a for py, -a.e.  since O™ (uy, ) > a for py-a.e. x;

(3) supy>q{pv;, (B1(0))} < oo thanks to (-13);

(4) {Vj, }ken have locally uniformly bounded first variation thanks to and (5.14).
An immediate consequence of these properties is that each Vj, is rectifiable, by virtue of the
Rectifiabilty Theorem [38, Theorem 42.4]. The fact that C is rectifiable then follows from Allard’s

compactness theorem, see [38, Theorem 42.7]. As a by-product, we have

< Cperjk —0as k — oo,

@m(/U’Ca ‘:U) > a, fly-a.e. T.

Next we prove that C is a cone. Observe that for C we also have the differential equality (4.4)),
which reads, thanks to (5.6, (4), and the fact that 8Rfﬁ+1 is flat, as follows

S e ) = - [ "”H'('%\PL(””)Qdcu P)
dp \ p™ JrEFT " p Pt e, ®ET P p |z ’
Integrating over (rq,r2) we get
1 T 1 T
o L Ehane) - o [ e
To Ri—%—l T9 T Ri—%—l T1
1 ENSYENS 1 NSNS
=— _ ()P ()| Az, P) — _ ()| P ()| dC(z, P)
) G,,L(Rf'l) T2 \Z‘| "t Je.mpTH T |x|

J_i)
|z

2,
m__ |zl
+ /GM(RKH) P (/ﬁ ol ’Y(p)dp) dC(z, P).

Letting v increase to x[o,1) and note that by an approximation argument, for every p > 0 one has

peBy0) _ i (Bo0) v (B, p0)

= @m(NV70)7

pm k—o0 pm k—o0 T?me
we find
1Lz
MC(BW(O)) . /’I’C(B"'I(O)) :/ ‘P (‘$| ‘ dc(x P)
g rp Gon(Bry OB,y (0)  12I™
Since this holds for arbitrary 0 < ry < ro, it follows that

C((z,P): P(z) #x)=0. (5.19)

O:
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Finally, for any 0-homogeneous function h € C1(R"*1), one has
hlco®n+1) = |hlcosny < Ch,  (VA(z),2) =0,
and from we infer
(Vh(x), P(z)) = (Vh(x),xz) =0, for C-a.e. (z,P). (5.20)

Going back to the differential equality (4.3]) again but with ¢(x) = 'y(%)h(x)x this time, we deduce

4 (L 1 )i (2
= (pm /Riﬂv( () >>

s [ {ossomu 0 (Epee )y aor @

1 ||
et | ey 1) V). P o P)
=0,

where we have used (4) and (5.20) to derive the last equality. In particular, this is sufficient to
show that C is a cone in the sense that

(M0,,)#C=C, Vp>0, (5.21)

see e.g., [12, (5.17)]. Moreover, as the first variation of C with respect to ¢ € }it(RﬁH) is given by

0C(p) = / divpp(z)dC(z, P) = / (cos B(0)nw (0), o(x)) dor__ (x),
Gm(RYT ORI
the claimed fact that op_ is scaling invariant then follows from (5.21]). More precisely, for any
¢ € X (R the vector field ¢(y) = (%) is also tangent to OR'["'. Testing the first variation of
(no,,)#C with ¢ we obtain by virtue of (5.21)

| divep@C.P) = [ diveg()d ((m,)40) (2, P)
Gm (R Gm (R

1 .
e [ aiveehact. )
P Gm(RYT) P

which gives

= 1 COSs n g (o}
s OO 0 o )= o | R:+1< B0 0) (L)) dor_ (1)
1
=i o €500 ) (m3,)-0n.) 0,
and proves the claimed fact. O

The characterization of or_ is divided into the following Lemmatum. In what follows we denote
by Lo the (n — 1)-dimensional linear subspace of T,,S = R™ which is perpendicular to ny (zg).
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Lemma 5.3 (Linear subspace). Under the assumptions and notations in Lemma let zo be

resulting from Lemmal5.2, and assume after translation and rotation that xg = 0 and T;gﬁ = R:L_H.
Define the set

De =A{y € Loc : ©™ (nc,y) = 0" (pe, 0)}-
Then D¢ is a linear subspace of Lo,. Moreover, (T_,)xC = C and (T_y)+0r,, = or., for any
y € De.

Proof. By definition of L., we have in virtue of Lemma (4) that for or_-a.e. x and any y € Lo,
x—Y € Lo,
and hence for any p > 0 there always holds

/aRnﬂ <COS B(0)nw (0), ~(1Z ; Yy — y)>

As what is done in the proof of Lemma for the rectifiable cone C we go back to the differential
equality (4.3 but with ¢(x) = 7(@)(35 —9). Thanks to the observation above, we get

d (1 / |z —yl
— = [~ )dpe ()
dp (pm R ( p
1 / lz —y| , |z —yl
=— - v
pmtt Gn@®RITH P ( P )

6™ (jic,y) < lim LelBrW)

r—=00 Wy, T

ClO'FOC (.’E) =0.

2
P dee ) > o

so that

Moreover, recall that C is a rectifiable cone thanks to Lemma [5.2] (5), thus
pe (B (0)) pe(Br—1y () (r —[y)™

wmO e, 0) = g T 2 I T Ty
(5.22)
B,
= lim M > wm©®™(uc,y), Yy € Luo.
r—00 rm

Now by virtue of the construction of D¢ we know that every inequality is in fact equality in the
above argument. In particular,

pe(Bry(y)  pe(Br ()

m m
T2 1

=0, YV0<r <rg,

which is sufficient to show that C is a cone with respect to y, as shown in the proof of Lemma [5.2}

Now observe that if C is a cone with respect to vertex v, then for any z € R:L_H we have

m m zZ—v m v+ 2z
© (:LLC7Z):® (,UC,U—F ):C"') (/’LC7T)
As C is a cone with respect to both 0 and y, we deduce for any z € R’ffl
@m(:uC? Z) = Gm(,uC7 Y+ Z)u (523)

which shows that (7_,)#C = C. The translation invariance of or_ follows similarly to the last part
of the proof of Lemma [5.2

Finally, we show that D¢ is in fact a linear subspace, that is, for every y,z € D¢, we have
y+ 2z € De and \y € D¢, VA € R. The first property follows from and the last property is
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a direct consequence of the fact that C is a cone with respect to both 0 and y. The proof is thus
completed. O

Lemma 5.4. Let V € V() with boundary varifold I', such that H € LP(uy) for some p €
(m,0), and O™ (uy,x) > a >0 for py-a.e. x.
Then for any or-measurable set A C P, (1), there exists a set F C S with
or(A\ F) =0, (5.24)
such that the dichotomy holds: for every xo € ANF and for every C € VarTan(V, xg), either
or, = 07
or
or,, # 0, with ©"(uc,y) = O™ (uc,0), Vy € sptoc N Lo (5.25)
In particular, sptor_, = De¢.
Proof. Step 1. We construct the set F.
First note that the collection of points x € A C &}, C sptor NS at which
(1) « is a point of density 1 for A with respect to or, i.e.,
p=0  or(By(x))

(2) The density function O™ (uy, -) (which is a well-defined function on ., thanks to Corollary
is approximate continuous at x with respect to or,

=1

denoted by Er, is of full measure with respect to or by virtue of Lebesgue differentiation Theorem,
ie.,

UF(A \ EF) =0. (526)

Moreover, note that Lemma [5.2] holds for or-a.e. x € P, up to modifying a or-negligible set, we
could assume that every = € Er satisfies the conclusions of Lemma
Since p > m, by for every x € Er we know that the resulting functions g, (p) are increasing
on p and converge to 0 point-wisely as p \, 0. By Egoroff’s Theorem, for every i € N we could find
a set F; C Ep with op(Er \ F;) < %7 such that g, (p) uniformly converges to 0 on F; as p N\ 0.
Now we define the desired F as

F::EFO<UFZ->.

ieN
By construction of F' and ([5.26)) we have
OZUF(EF\F) :UF(A\F),

which proves (5.24)).

To prove the dichotomy we recall that by Lemma [5.2] for every zp € F and every C €
VarTan(V, zo) there exists a sequence {r; N\, 0},;cn such that the corresponding V; — C as varifolds.
In particular, C is a non-trivial rectifiable cone with ©™(uc,x) > a for pc-a.e. z. Again, by Lemma
ﬂ (1), each V; € V2 (2;) with H;(z) = r;H(zo + r;2) belongs to L? as well, and hence we could
apply to each V; and get increasing functions gﬁjr(p). Moreover, we have the scaling property

gi (P) = 9Grjz (ij)-



VARIFOLDS WITH CAPILLARY BOUNDARY 43

We are now ready to prove the dichotomy, and it suffices to consider or_ # 0. Before that,

after translation we may assume xg = 0 € 5, T,,Q2 = {41 > 0} is the upper half-space, which

we denote by R*', and T,,S = {zn,41 = 0} = ORT'. We also recall the definitions of the
(n — 1)-dimensional linear subspace Lo, and also D¢ introduced in Lemma
Step 2. We show that: sptor_ N L., = D¢, on which holds.

First by Lemma (5), or.. is scaling invariant, since op_ # 0 we must have 0 € sptop_. On
the other hand, by Lemma [5.3| or_ is translation invariant along D¢, we see that

D¢ C sptor__.

Note also that by definition of D¢ we have D¢ C Lo, thus D¢ C sptor,, N Leo.
To show the opposite inclusion we argue by contradiction. Recall that by ((5.22])

0™ (uc,y) < O™ (uc,0), Vy€ L.
Thus we assume by contradiction that there exists some y € sptor__ N Lo and € > 0 such that
O™ (uc,y) < O™ (uc,0) —e.

Thanks again to Lemma after translation we may assume that y € B 1 (0). By virtue of the
construction of the sets F' and F;, we can show there exists J € N large and 0 < r small such that

1 € .
Bo(y)N—F; C {x € B1(0) : [©™ (uv;, x) — O™ (uy;,0)| > 5} V>, (5.27)
J

see [12 (5.35)]. In particular, this violates the approximate continuity of the density function
O™ (uy, ) with respect to or at 0: By definition of approximate continuity one must have

or ({z € By, (0) : |0™(py,2) — O™ (uy,0)| > %})

0 =1lim sup

j—o0 or(Br,(0))
©.27) BT"I’“ i N F1 . B’I"’I’” ] T B’l“
> limsup or ! (r;y) ) lim sup 70F( z (ry) = lim sup LT( (y)),
j—o0 or(By,(0)) j—oo o1 (Br,(0)) j—oo 0; (B1(0))

where we have used Lemma (1) in the last equality. This leads to a contradiction since the last
term is never vanishing, which can be inferred from the convergence and the fact that the points
0,y both belong to sptor_ . In particular, the contradiction argument shows that sptor_ N Lo C
D¢, which completes the second step.
Step 3. We prove that sptor_ = D¢.

In view of Step 2, we just need to prove that sptor. C L. To do so, recall and
the definition of L., we find or_ (R"*!\ Ls,) = 0, i.e., or_ is concentrated on L., and hence
sptor,, C Lo as desired. In particular, this completes the proof. ([

Lemma 5.5. Under the assumptions and notations in Lemmal[5.4 For every xo € ANF and for
any C € VarTan(V, o), if

@T_l(a'p,w()) > 0,
then there hold: D¢ is a (m — 1)-dimensional linear subspace and there exists some 6y > 0 such
that

or, = 907‘[”171\_1)@.
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Proof. After translation and rotation we may assume that o =0 € S, T,,,Q = R:L_H, and T,,5 =
{zn+1 = 0} = ORM!. For C € VarTan(V,z0) we have by definition a sequence {r; “\, 0};en such
that V; — C as varifolds. Now the condition gives

poi= tmint S >
which together with Lemma (1) and the convergence 7 shows that
or,, # 0.
Thus from dichotomy (Lemma we obtain
sptor_, = De,

’

where De is a linear subspace of Lo, as shown in Lemmal[5.3] Recall the definition of Lo, we know
that the dimension of D¢, say k € N, satisfies &k < n — 1. After rotation we may assume that

De={z:zp41=...=xpy1 =0}
For any « € D¢ and any r > 0, consider the closed cube in D¢ centered at x, of side length
r, and with faces parallel to the coordinate vectors es, ..., e, say Qp.(z,7). Note that op_ is

invariant under rescaling (Lemma[5.2] (5)) and translation in D¢ (Lemma[5.3)), we thus have some
A > 0 such that

or.. (Qp.(z,1)) = ATl Vo e De,r > 0.

This is a sufficient condition to show that the dimension k is in fact m — 1, see [I2, (5.39)]. In
particular, again using the rescaling and translation invariance of or_ , we obtain

o1 (Br(2))
H™=1(Dc N B, (z))

By Radon-Nikodym Theorem we have

=0y, Vxe& De,r>0.

or, = HonilLDc

as required. This completes the proof.
O

5.2. Classification of tangent cones and Allard-type boundary regularity. Now we classify
tangent cones at the capillary boundary points.

Proof of Theorem[I1.6} Let F be the set resulting from Lemma [5.4]
We claim that C is a non-trivial stationary integral m-cone satisfying

pe(B,(0))
W p™
In fact, this is a direct consequence of Lemma (5) and its proof, where the fact that C is
non-trivial and integral is due to V € IV™(Q).
To proceed, note that Lemmas imply that C has at least (m — 1)-dimensions of trans-
lational symmetry, which, together with the claim, shows that C must be the induced varifold of

some half-m-plane.
If Ve RV (Q) then the disintegration of T' takes the form

1
=0"(uc,0) = O™ (py,xp) < 5 te Vp > 0.

I'= or ®FI = HmilLM & 5PF(ZD)’
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and at zo we have or_ = H™ ' T,,M by Lemma [5.2] (1), (5.7), and the fact that M is (m —1)-
rectifiable; while by definition I'™® = dp,.(4,) for the m—plane Pr(zo) € Gmg(x). By . we
have

Fo =or, @T% =H" ' Ty M @ Spp (ay)- (5.28)

Note also that Pr(z) N Ty,S = Ty, M by Definition
Since C is mduced by some half m-plane that lies in TJr Q, we could write the first variation of C
explicitly, taking ([5.15| , into account, the assertlon follows More precisely, say C is induced

by the half-m- plane P that hes in T,,Q = RT‘l. Let np denote the inwards-pointing unit co-normal
along PN 8R7}r+1 with respect to to P, then we could write

R (ng)
|[OR% (np) |
where a € [0, Z] is the contact angle of P and OR/™". It follows that for any ¢ € X(R/"') with

compact support,

0C(p) =0 — / sina (epy1, @) dH™
PROR7 !

. (5.29)
_/ lcos B(zo)| OR" " (np) ; COSQ__ 1 im—1
PRORTH! |OR" ()| 7/ cos B(zo)]

On the other hand, by (5.15)), (5-28), for any ¢ € X,(R}™") with compact support,

0C(p) = —/T J— (n(z, Pr(x0)), o(x)) dH™ !

_ cos Bz R (n(z, Pp(x))) . 1
R Ame«'ﬂ“!mmmu&mm””%H |

Combining these two variational formulas, we obtain

PNORIT = T, M = Pr(z0) N Ty, S,
OR} ' (np)  ORY(n(z,Pr(z0)))
|oR (mp)|  [OR} T (n(a,Pr(x0)))|’ Vo € Tug M, (5.30)

a = f(xo) if B(xo) € (0,5); or m — B(wo) otherwise.
Therefore, C is induced by the half-m-plane P = Pr(z0) N Ty, 2 as asserted.

np = sinae,41 + cos

A direct consequence of Theorem is that
sptoé = sptor__,
since we have from , Lemma and that
og =sinaH™ 'L(PNORYTY), or. =60H™ 'L(PNORTT) for some 6y > 0.

If uy(S) = 0, then by construction of the blow-up sequence we have C = C; = C\_Ri+l.
Moreover, again the first variation of C gives

sptog = sptop.. = sptue, N 8Ri+1,
which can be viewed as the limiting case of [14] (3.9)].
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Another application of Theorem [1.6] as pointed out in the introduction, is as follows.

Proof of Theorem[1.12. Conclusion (i) follows from Proposition In particular, we conclude
from Proposition that V' has bounded first variation.

As for conclusion (i), the existence of the set F' is ensured by Theorem the C'1®-regularity of
sptuy near z together with the contact angle information is a direct consequence of [41], Theorem
2.3, Corollary 2.4] and Theorem

|

5.3. Strong maximum principle. Next we give a boundary strong maximum principle for the
blow-up limits resulting from Theorem [1.6

Before we begin, we note that in Definition any V € V'(Q2) admits as many as free boundary
components, as shown in Example [3.11] Therefore, we do not expect a general V to satisfy a
boundary strong maximum principle like smooth submanifolds, see e.g., [31, Lemma 1.13].

Corollary 5.6. Let C € VarTan(V,z¢) be a tangent cone resulting from Theorem |1.6, namely,

C s induced by the half-m-plane P that lies in Rf_“ = T, (up to tramslation and rotation).

Write a € [0, 5] as the contact angle of P and aRiH, in the sense that the inwards-pointing unit

co-normal along the boundary, denoted by np, satisfies
6Rf_+1(n]p)

np =sinae,+1 + cos@————
" R ()|

=: sin ae, 41 + cos anp,

where a € [0, Z] is the contact angle of P with OR'}™.
If sptuc = P is contained in the closed (n + 1)-dimensional half-space

H™ = {z e R""": (z,uy) <0}
for some vy € 8™ having the expression
vy = —sindnp + cos Jey 41,

where
¥ := arccos ((vm, ent1)) € (0, 7).
Then there holds
9> a.

Moreover, if equality holds we must have

PCoH NRYH.
Proof. The proof follows easily from the fact that C is a multiplicity-1 half m-plane, and hence
omitted. O

Corollary 5.7. Under the assumptions and notations in Corollary [5.6, assume in addition V €
RV () with multiplicity one rectifiable boundary varifold T in the sense of Definition .

Then the conclusions of C’omllary are true with o replaced by B(xo) if B(xo) € (0,5); or
7 — B(zo) if B(wo) € (5, ).

Proof. This follows directly from the second assertion of Theorem In particular, the third
equality of (5.30). O
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6. RECTIFIABILITY OF BOUNDARY MEASURES
6.1. Tangential part. We record some basic properties resulting from the definition of o, .

Lemma 6.1. Let Q C R™*! be a bounded domain of class C% and B € CY(S,(0,7)). Let V €
V5 () with boundary varifold T', such that H € LP(uy) for some p € (m,o00). Then for any

or-measurable set A C P4, (T), oupL A << H™ L.

Proof. Since p > m, we have by ([5.14))
0* M=V (g, LA, z) < 00

for ourLA-a.e. z (in fact, for every x € A C P,). The claimed property then follows directly from
the comparison Theorem for upper density, see e.g., [32, Theorem 6.4]. O

At the points x of density 1 for the set E. N A (E, defined in (1.7])) with respect to the measure
or, using direct computations, see e.g., [I2, Lemma 5.3] (see also [I0, Remark 3.13]), one can show
that

mfl(

Tan™ ! (o,rLA, ) = Tan or, ).

By virtue of Lebesgue differentiation Theorem this holds for or-a.e. x € E, N A, which implies in
conjunction with Lemma [5.2] the following fact.

Lemma 6.2. Let Q C R"™! be a bounded domain of class C? and 3 € CY(S,(0,7)). Let V €
Vi (§2) with boundary varifold T', such that H € LP(uy) for some p € (m,o00). Then for any
or-measurable set A C P, (1), there holds

Tan™ (0w A,2) = {or.. :C € VarTan(V,2)},  for ouri A-ae. .

Proof of Theorem[I.]} The idea is to apply the Marstrand-Mattila Rectifiability Criterion (Lemma
to the measure o,rLA.

Since p > m, the upper density part of the first condition of Lemma follows easily from
(G-14).

To check the second condition of Lemma we first use Lemma [6.2] and obtain for o.rLA-a.e.
x the characterization

Tanm_l(a*r\-Aa (E) = {O—Foo Ce VarTan(V, QI})}

Thanks to we just have to consider those points belonging to A N F, also recall that by
definition of o, we have O™ !(op,z) > 0 for any such z. It then follows from Lemma that
for o,rLA-a.e. z, any (m — 1)-blow-up of o,rLA takes the form yH™1LL™! for some (m — 1)-
dimensional linear subspace L™~' ¢ R™*!, which verifies the second condition of Lemma As
a by-product, the lower density part of the first condition of Lemma [2.2] is also verified, which

completes the proof.
O

Corollary 6.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem[1.], ny is perpendicular to the approzimate
tangent space of the (m — 1)-rectifiable measure o,rLA for o,rLA-a.e.

Proof. By Lemmas [6.2] for o,rLA-a.e. xg, the approximate tangent space of o,rLA at xg is an
(m — 1)-dimensional linear subspace of L. This implies, because of the construction of L., that
ny (zg) is perpendicular to this approximate tangent space, and hence so is ny (xg). |
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6.2. Normal part. To discuss rectifiability of the normal part of the boundary measure, in view
of the smooth examples (see e.g., Example it is natural to ask if sin Boi> agrees with or as
measures (or if sptoiz agrees with sptor) so that Theorem already gives the desired result.
The answer is no, as indicated from the examples given by the unions of mutually intersecting free
boundary submanifolds and capillary submanifolds, see e.g., Example In this situation or
is given by the boundary measure of the capillary submanifolds, yet a& consists of not only the
boundary measure of the capillary submanifolds but also that of the free boundary submanifolds.

In fact, we are able to show the following rectifiability of the mormal part of the boundary
measure when it is restricted to {x € S : cos 8(z) = 0}. Similar to o, we define the “at most
(m—1)-dimensional” part of 0& to be the restriction of 0& to the points with strictly positive lower
(m — 1)-density, denoted by o,.

Theorem 6.4 (Boundary rectifiability: normal part). Let Q C R™*! be a bounded domain of class
C?, and B € C*(S,(0,7)). Let V € V3 (§2) with boundary varifold ', such that H € LP(uy) for
some p € (m,0), and O™ (uy,x) > a >0 for py-a.e. x.

Then o, {x € S : cos B(x) = 0} is (m — 1)-rectifiable.

Proof. Fix any zg € spto, N{z € S : cos B(z) = 0}, after translation and rotation we assume that
zo=0€8, T,,Q =R}

It follows from [12, Lemma 5.4] that VarTan(V,x¢) is non-empty and any C € VarTan(V, zo) is
a stationary free boundary rectifiable cone in Ri“ such that the first variation of C with respect
to compactly supported ¢ € X(RiH) is given by

which guarantees us to repeat the proof of [I2, Lemmas 5.6~5.8], thus verifying the second condition
of the Marstrand-Mattila Rectifiability Criterion for the measure o5, {z € S : cos 8(x) = 0}.

To verify the first condition of Lemma note that the lower bound is a direct consequence
of the definition of ¢, while the upper bound follows from a similar argument as . More
precisely, we could use Lemma (1), , and p > m to show that

0*m =D (g, 24) < o0,
which completes the proof. (]

A follow-up consideration is whether we could talk about the rectifiability of U‘% on Z.,(T). One
possible solution is, in view of Example to show that sptoi: agrees with sptor locally at any
x € P (1), provided certain density restrictions. Once this is done, we could combine Theorem
with Theorem [6.4] to obtain the (m — 1)-rectifiability of the measure

o L(AU{z €S :cosf(x) =0}), for any op-measurable set A C P (T).
In certain cases it is true that SptO"J/‘ agrees with sptor, see the discussion subsequent to the proof
of Theorem [L.6l
7. INTEGRAL COMPACTNESS

Proof of Theorem[1.7 We divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1. We prove (i) and (i7).
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We claim that {V}},en have uniformly bounded first variation. By (3.3) and standard disinte-
gration, we have for j € N

Vj(p) =—/§<Hj7¢>duvj —/S<ﬁj,<P>dej

_/<y5,<p>da‘%j —/ (n(z,P), " (z))dT(z, P), Vo € X(Q).
S Gm,5(S)

(7.1)

Note that thanks to Proposition {”ﬁj”Loo(’uVj)}jeN are uniformly bounded.

In view of (L.10), to show the claim we just have to show that {oéj (8)}jen and {or,(S)}jen are
uniformly bounded. Thanks to (3.5)), {0‘%], (S)}jen are uniformly bounded. The uniform bound on
{or,(S)}jen can be obtained by virtue of the local estimate (which holds for a uniform scale
p depending on S, pg thanks to condition (3)), together with a covering argument. The claim is
thus proved. As a by-product of the uniform bound on {or;(5)}jen, we deduce that after passing
to a subsequence I';, =T

Then we apply the classical Allard’s integral compactness Theorem, see e.g., [38, Theorem 42.7],
to deduce the subsequence convergent of V;, — V, 0V, — 6V, and conclusions (i) and (iz). In
particular, if for each j, V; € IV™(Q), then so is V.

Asin , for k € N, we put }AIjk,uij =H;, py;, \_ﬁ—l—ﬁjk fwv;, LS, then define the vector-valued
Radon measure f/}k = Ajk_ W, - Using Holder inequality, we get

o ~ ~ P
Bl = [, < ( [1f s, ) s, @

and hence by (1.10) and the uniform bound on {||}~I]k HLN(WJ ) fren, we find
k

)

)

sup { [V, |(R™1)} < .
keN

By weak-star compactness (see e.g., [32, Corollary 4.34]), there exists a vector-valued Radon mea-
sure 17, to which ﬁjk subsequentially converges to. By the convergence V; — V and the fact
that the weight measure of a varifold is in fact a push-forward measure, we have the convergence
[y, = py.

Then we argue as in the proof of [32, Proposition 4.30]. Consider any bounded open set A C
R and let A; = {z € A : dist(x,0A) >t} for t > 0. Let ¢ € CL(A,[0,1]) be such that x4, < ¢,

then we have (put p’ = £5, A = sup;ey {f|ﬁjk|pdﬂ‘/jk} < 0)

VI(Ay) <liminf|V;, |(4;) < liminf/¢|f[jk|duvj
k—o0 k—o0 k
a En

1
- » / v’ 1. ’ P
< lim inf </|Hg‘k|pduvjk> </¢p duvjk> < Avlim inf </¢p duvjk>

1
7

<A¥ (/Q’)p/d/w)p < A7y (A)7,

and hence we get [V|(A) < Av v (A) ¥ for any Borel set A, implying that V is absolutely continuous
with respect to py and, by virtue of [32, Corollary 5.11], is of the type V= Hpy for H € LY(py).
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Since for ¢ € X(€2), the function (n(z, P), ¢ (z)) € C1(Gyn,5(S)), by the convergence I';, =T
we have

klim (n(z, P), " (z))dl(z, P) :/ (n(z, P),¢" (z))dl(z, P).
S Gm,5(S5) Gm,p(5)

Letting jr — oo in (|7.1]), by the above convergences we obtain

6W@=—Axﬁwymv

—/<VS,<p>da§—/ <n(x,P),<pT(a:)>dF(x,P), Yo € X(Q),
s Gm,p(5)

which shows that V € V() with boundary varifold I".
Step 2. We prove (iii) and (iv).
We first use ¢(z, P) = ¢p(z) to test T';, - T, using disintegration this gives

tim [ pla)dor,, @)= [ ola)dor(@).

k—o0 S

That is,

*

or, —Oor

Tk
as Radon measures on S. Since B,, (7o) is compact, it follows immediately from condition (4) that

Jp(Bm; (x9)) > limsupor, (B (0)) > aqy,

k—o0

which proves (ii7).
Consider the standard smooth cut-off function v on R with v = 1 on [0, %], v =0 on [1,00),
—3 <4’ <0 on R. By conditions (4) and (5) we have

A0 (1,5 (g @) 7 o, (0

Pxo
r — .
Z/WUp(”®%M@wﬂ@uQMMMZ%WﬂBw@Mmew vj
S x0o )

Also notice that by disintegration and (|1.5))

/ (=20l 7 5 (n(a, P)) 1) T (2, P)
mﬂ(S)

Pz

" :col <T s ( / n(:c,P)dF?(P)) T> dor, ()
Gm,ﬂ(x)

'x_““’°| (T,.S (ny, (2)) , 72, ) dor, ()

I
m\m\m\
\g

=

<cos B(z)nw, (x), Tay ) dor, ().
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Since ’y(l‘” IO‘) (TS (n(z, P)),74,) is a continuous function on G, g(S), it follows from the

convergence I'j, — T that

/ﬂ = 20l) (7, (ny (2)) 72y dor ()

Pz

= [l s p) ) e, p)
m,s8(S) P

[¢]

~ Jim =20l 7, 5 (n(a, P)) ) T (2, P)
k—oo G'm,B(S) pl'(]

L |z — ol

= klirgo ; W(ﬁ) <COS Blemw;, (@), Tro> dor,, ().

Combining the above facts, we get

T —x

0 < €gyaz, < lim ’y(g) <cos B(x) >
k—oo Jg Pz

<

Jk

0

-/ w(mwmmv@» o) dop(2) / T, (ny (2))] dor (2),
S Px SHBMO (xo)

which proves (iv) and completes the proof.
O

Remark 7.1. As shown in the proof, condition (3) can be simply replaced by the stronger assump-
tion that

sup{or, (5)} < oc.
JEN

Theorem [[.7] can be stated in the following more general form:
Theorem 7.2. Let {Q;}jen, 2 be bounded domains of class C* in R" 1 such that
ﬁj — Q in the sense of C%-topology as j — oc.

For j € N, let S; denote the boundary of 2, B; € C*(S;,(0,7)) with B; converges as j — oo, in
the sense of C'-topology, to B € C*(S,(0,7)), where S = 9Q. Suppose that {V;}jen is a sequence
of rectifiable m-varifolds such that V; € Vg‘j (Q,) with boundary varifolds {I';};en. For a fized

p € (1,00), if for each j,
(1) There exists a universal constant a > 0 such that
0" (uv,,x) > a>0, py,-a.e. .
(2) H; € LP(uy,) and
81€1p ( Vj(ﬁj) + ||HjHLP(uv7.)> < 0.
; .
(3) There exist a dense set Ej in sptor,, universal constants eg, po > 0, such that Definition

(C1) is satisfied by every x € E; with corresponding unit vector vaj € T,S; locally in
BPO ($>
Then the conclusions of Theorem [1.7 hold.
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Proof. Since Q; — Q, f; — [ as j — 0o, we could assume that {S;};en have uniformly bounded
geometry, namely, {|hs,|co(s,)}jen are uniformly bounded. Furthermore, we have the convergences

G (S;) = Gn(S), G, (S;) = G 5(S) as j — oo.

Repeating the proof of Theorem and note that when using local estimate (3.8), we have a
uniform upper bound of the constant Cy = Cy(£2;) on the RHS for each j thanks to the fact that
{S;};en have uniformly bounded geometry. The rest of the proof is essentially the same. O

8. CURVATURE VARIFOLDS WITH CAPILLARY BOUNDARY
8.1. Basic properties.

Lemma 8.1. Let Q C R""! be a bounded domain of class C?, 3 € C*(S,(0,)). Then the boundary
varifold T with respect to V, 3 in the sense of Definition[1.9 is unique.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose there are I'1, I'; that satisfy the definition for the same
V,Band B € L*(V). Subtracting the identities (T.12)), we get for all ¢ € C*(R"T1 x R(+1D)* Rnt1)

[t oe ) - L)) =0, 5.1)
Gm,p(95)

which also holds for all ¢ € CO(R"*! x R(”+1)2,R”+1) by approximation.

Recall that sin 3(z) > 0 by definition, for a given ¢ € CO(R"*! x R"TD%) we define ¢(z, P) =
Sfr(]%g:)) vS(z). Using suitable extension, we obtain a vector field ¢ € CO(R"+! x R("+D* Rn+1)
such that for all (z, P) € G, 5(5),

<Il(’J),P),¢(J’J,P)> = QD(IL',P),

where we have used (|1.3).
Testing (8.1)) with such ¢ we get a signed measure A on G, 5(S) such that for all ¢ € CO(R"*! x
ROV,

[ ep)arer)=o
Gm,5(S5)
which implies that A = 0 and consequently the uniqueness of the boundary varifold. O

Lemma 8.2. Let Q C R""! be a bounded domain of class C*, B € C1(S,(0,7)), and let V €
CVE(Q) in the sense of Definition . Then V' has bounded first variation and O™ (uy,x) exists

for py-a.e. x. Moreover, if ©™(uy,x) > a >0 for py-a.e. x, then Ve RV™(Q).
Proof. For test functions ¢(x, P) = ¢(z) in (1.12)), the identity simplifies as follows

V= [ TPV P
" (8.2)

_ / (trB(z, P), p(x)) AV (z, P) - / (n(z, P), p(x)) dT(z, P).
G (R G, (S)

As |trB| < v/m|B]|, we have
0V () < (Vml Bl vy + o0 (9)) llellcogm)-
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Once we have shown that or(S) is controlled in terms of uy(Q) and the curvature energy, which
we postpone to Lemma |8.12] we then obtain

OV < C (1Bl + 1 (@) 9] o -

Note that uy(2) < oo as Q is compact, thus V has bounded first variation in Q. As a by-
product, we have the existence of @™ (uy,x) for py-a.e. x, thanks to [38, Lemma 40.5]. The last
statement follows from Rectifiability Theorem for varifolds, see [38, Theorem 42.4]. This completes
the proof. O

Proposition 8.3. Let Q C R""! be a bounded domain of class C?, B € C1(S,(0,7)). Let V €
CV(Q) in the sense of Deﬁm'tz'on with weak second fundamental form B and boundary varifold
I'. ThenV € V’B”(Q) with boundary varifold T' in the sense of Definition . In particular,

CV7(Q) C VI(Q).

Proof. By standard disintegration we write V = py ® V*, where py is the weight measure of V
and V7 is the Radon probability measure on G(m,n+ 1) for py-a.e. . Letting ¢ € X,(2) in (8.2)),
we find

SV (p) =— /5 < / trB(x7P)de(P)a<P(:c)>duv(x)— /G s (n(z, P), ¢(z)) dT(z, P)
— 7/5<H(:r)a<ﬁ(x)>d,uv(x) */ (n(z, P), p(z)) dT'(z, P).

Gm.p(5)

Note also that H € L!(uy) since

Jmiaw < [ [ juBep)av P @) < vin [ (Blav <o,
QJa(mn+1) Gm(Q)

which shows that V' € VgL(Q) with boundary varifold I' and generalized mean curvature H, the

proof is thus completed. O

Next we show that our definition is compatible with the definitions of Mantegazza [33] and
Kuwert-Miller [30], which we recall in Appendix |A| for readers’ convenience.
First let 3 = 7, observe that by definition, any (x, P) € G, z (S) admits the unique decompo-
sition
P=15z)®Q
for some (m —1)-plane @ € T,,S, which we write as Q = Pov®(z). Let q: Gm,z(S) = Gpn-1(TS)
denote the map
a(, P) = (z, P & v°(x)),
which is clearly a bijection. On the other hand, thanks to (1.3)) we have for any such (z, P)
n(z, P) = v¥(z).

It is then easy to see that Definition [1.9]is compatible with Definition in the following sense:
If T' is the boundary varifold of V' with contact angle 7 in the sense of Definition then the
push-forward measure I' = q.(I') on G,,_1(T'S) is such that V is orthogonal to S along I in the
sense of Definition vice versa.

Now we show that Definition is compatible with Mantegazza’s Curvature Varifolds with

boundary:
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Lemma 8.4. Let O C R"! be a bounded domain of class C*, B € C(S,(0,7)). Let V €
CVZ(Q)NIV™(Q) with boundary varifold T in the sense of Definition , Then V is a curvature
varifold with boundary OV = nl', in the sense of Definition (with U = R"*Y). Moreover, the
total variation of the boundary measure in this case is just

|0V] = |nI| =T. (8.3)
Proof. The fact that 9V = nI in the sense of Definition is a simple consequence of the fact

that G, 5(S) C G (R™1).
To show (8.3)) we verify by definition: for any open A C G,,(R"*!),

[nD|(A4) =sup{nl'(9) : ¢ € COAR™), |g] < 1}
— sup{ / (0 P ol P AL, P) s € CHARY ). 0] < 1} = T(A),

which completes the proof. |

We write ICV'(Q) as the set of curvature varifolds discussed in Lemma Thanks to this
observation, the following nice properties of V' € ICV'(€2) inherit directly from [33].

Lemma 8.5 (Uniqueness). Let V € ICV'(Q2), then the weak second fundamental form B and the
boundary varifold T are uniquely determined by (1.12)).

Proof. This follows from [33], Proposition 3.4], thanks to Lemma O

Proposition 8.6 (Tangential properties). Let V € ICV((Q), let P(x) be the corresponding ap-
proximate tangent space which exists py-a.e., and let {ey,...,enq11} be the canonical orthonormal
basis of R" ™. Then for pv-a.e. x, the components of the tangent space function Pji(x) are
approximately differentiable with approximate gradients

Ver Pjr(x) = Bij(z, P(x)),

where eI’ denotes the projection of e; onto the approxvimate tangent space. Moreover, for py-a.e.x
the followmg are true:

(1) For vectors u,v,w € R" 1,
<B |(I,P(I)) (U,’U),U)> = <B ‘(I,P(E)) (U,U}),U> .
(2) For any vector v € R+

n+1

Y (Blpey (v,e),e) =0.

i=1
(3) The functions Byji(z, P) satisfy the relations:

n+1
ZPM 2)Biji(z, P(x)) = Byji(z, P(x)),

also

Bwk X, P Z zlk X P( )) +]le($)Bijl($,P($)),
=1
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and
n+1

S Pu(w)Hia, P(x)) = 0,
=1

where we write H)(x, P(x)) = Z?;l Bjij(z, P(z)).

Proof. The approximate differentiability follows from [33, Theorem 5.4], thanks to Lemma The
rest of the statement follows as corollaries of the approximate differentiability, see [33, Propositions
3.6, 3.7]. O

Remark 8.7. The second order rectifiability of integral varifolds of locally bounded first variation
shown by Menne in [35] applies for the class ICV'(Q2), as it is easy to check that for any V' €
ICVZ (), [|[0V] is a Radon measure on R™*1.

Lemma 8.8 (Singularity of ICVE(Q)). Let V € ICVE(Q) with boundary varifold T' in the sense
of Definition[1.9, then T has support included in the support of V.. Moreover, or L py .

Proof. The assertion follows from [33, Proposition 3.5] in virtue of (8.3)). O

Lemma 8.9 ((m—1)-rectifiability of boundary measure). Let V' € ICV ' (Q) with boundary varifold
T" in the sense of Deﬁmtion then there exists a countably (m—1)-rectifiable set Rs C S together
with a positive Borel function 6 : Rg — R such that or = 0H™ 1L Rg.

Proof. The assertion follows from [33, Theorem 7.1] in virtue of (8.3]). O
Summarizing the boundary properties, we have obtained:

Proposition 8.10. Let V € ICV}(Q) with boundary varifold I' in the sense of Definition
then

(1) There exists a countably (m — 1)-rectifiable set Rg C S together with a positive Borel
function 0 : Rs — R such that

I =0H" " \LRsg @7,

where I'" is the Radon probability measure on Gy, g(S) resulting from disintegration.
(2) For any (z, P) € sptI’ C G, 3(S), one also has

(x,P) € sptV.
In particular, <n(a:,P), us(x)> = sin B(x).

Remark 8.11. Propositions and extend to our class of curvature varifolds ICV' () the
nice geometric properties that are valid for the smooth capillary submanifolds.

8.2. Compactness and variational problems. The following are capillary generalizations of the
results by Kuwert-Miiller [30].

Lemma 8.12 (Comparable masses). Let Q C R"! be a bounded domain of class C%, B €
C1(S,(0,7)), p € [1,00]. Then there exists a positive constant C = C(n,m,p, 3,2) < oo, such
that for any V€ CV3 () with boundary varifold T' in the sense of Deﬁm’tion there hold

v (@) < C (or(8) + 1Bl )

or(8) < C (v (@) + 1Bl 0)) -
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Proof. Taking ¢(z, P) = x — ¢ for 2o €  in (1.12]) we obtain
m,uv(ﬁ) < dlam(Q) (O'F(S) + ||B||L1(V)) .

By Young’s inequality we have for any p € (1,00) and € > 0

— . 1 _ —1 5 _
iy @) < diamn(@) (a0(8) + 1B, + Pt T (@)

Choosing ¢ = ¢(m, p, diam(Q2)) sufficiently small, we could absorb the last term on the Right and
get

v (Q) < C (or(S) + || BllLe(vy) -
On the other hand, we take ¢ = [Vdg, where 0 < [ < 1 is a cut-off function with ljg = 1 and
supported in U;‘ (S) for appropriate 6 = §(Q) < 1. This yields

o (S) < L

_m /Gm,ﬁ(s) (n(z, P),IVdg(x))dl'(z, P)

1 /

BE S S trB, IVds) + (D, (IVds), P))dV (z, P

minocs s () Gm(m“)((r s) + (D (IVds), P))dV (z, P)
<C(n,m,3,Q) (uv(Q) + |BllLrv)) ,

where we have used (1.3) and |trB| < y/m|B|, the assertion for p = 1 then holds.
By Young’s inequality we have for any p € (1, 00)

p—1

1 _ . —
1Bl ) < e P IBIGqy, + P et m (@)

Taking for example € = %, the assertion for general p then follows. (]

Proof of Theorem[1.10. First, we obtain from Lemmathat {or;(5)}jen are uniformly bounded.
Thus, using the compactness of Radon measures, after passing to a subsequence we have V;, — V
and I';, A T. Moreover, if {V;};en are integral, then we wish to use Allard’s integral compactness
theorem to deduce that up to extracting a subsequence, Vj, converges as varifolds to an integral

varifold V. To this end, we just have to show that {V}};en have uniformly bounded first variation.
Recall that for test functions ¢(x, P) = ¢(z) in (1.12)), we have by virtue of ({8.2))

0V ()| < (Vml Bl vy) + o1, (9) lell o @y-
Note that

(1) {lIBjllLr(v;)}jen are uniformly bounded by virtue of Holder inequality, and the uniform

bounds on {uv; (Q)}jen and {[|B;|zr(v;)}jen;
(2) {or,;(S)}jen are uniformly bounded as shown in the beginning of the proof.
Thus we deduce that {V}};en have uniformly bounded first variation as required, and hence V' is
integral.
Then we define ij = B;, V;, as vector-valued Radon measures, where B;, is the vector with
(n+1)3 entries ((Bj, (eq,eb), €c))i<ape<ny- Using Holder inequality, we get

1

1
3 n n 2 P o\l1—2+
|ij|(R X RO )= /|Bjk|dvjk < </|Bjk|pdvjk> Kv;), (Q)l 7
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and hence by assumptions
sup {\ﬁjk\(R"H X R("H)Q)} < 00.
keN

By weak-star compactness (see e.g., [32, Corollary 4.34]), there exists a vector-valued Radon mea-
sure )_/', to which ]_jjk subsequentially converges to. Recall also that V;, converges to V' as Radon
measures.

Using [32], Proposition 4.30], we find that Vis absolutely continuous with respect to V' and is of
the type V = BV for B € LY(V).

To show that V,T' satisfy Definition [[.9 with the same § and B obtained above, first notice that
for any ¢ € C1(G,,,(R™™1)), the functions (n(z, P), ¢(z, P)) € C*(Gm 5(S)), and hence

lim (n(z, P), é(x, P)) T, (. P) = / (n(z, P), é(x, P)) dT(z, P).
k=00 /G, 5(5) G 5(S)
The assertion follows after taking limit in
/ (Dpé- By, + (tB;,.6) + (Vad, P)) Vi, (z, P) = — /G (8l D)oo, P) T o, P).
m,B

Finally, (1.13]) follows by applying [33, Theorem 9.6] for the convergences V;, — V and B;, Vj, N
BV. Taking f(§) = [¢|P, we then have

1By < G a8 o,y < A

as required, which finishes the proof. |
This theorem can be used to find weak minima of functionals depending on the curvature among
surfaces with capillary boundary, for example one can show that any capillary submanifold with

normalized area and prescribed boundary information in a given container has uniform LP-curvature
lower bound.

Theorem 8.13 (Finite LP-curvature). Let Q@ C R""! be a bounded domain of class C?, B €
CL(S,(0,7)). For any p € (1,00], define the LP-curvature energy

REP(Q) = inf {[| B}, ) : V € CVE(Q), uv (@) =1}
Then r?(Q) is finite and the infimum is attained.

Proof. For any minimizing sequences {V;};en we have by virtue of Lemma that the corre-
sponding boundary varifolds {I';};en have uniformly bounded masses, the assertion then follows
from Theorem [1.10 O

APPENDIX A. CURVATURE VARIFOLDS

Let us first record the classical computations for embedded submanifolds performed in [30], for
local expressions see [26], [33].

For an embedded m-dimensional submanifold ¥ ¢ R"*! with possibly non-empty boundary 0%,
its second fundamental form is the symmetric bilinear form defined at every = € ¥ by

Alz) : T,X x T,X — N.X,  A(z)(r,n) = (V.n)t,
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where N,Y is the normal space to ¥ at 2 and V.7 denotes the covariant differentiation in R"*1.
The second fundamental form A can be naturally extended to a symmetric bilinear form on all
R ! with values in R"*! by (the space of such forms is denoted by BL(R"*! x R*+1 R *1))

B(x)(v,w) = A(2) (0", w") + Y (A@) (0" 7a),wt) a,

where 71 denote respectively the projection on T,%, N,.%, and 7, = 7,(x) is an orthonormal basis
of T3, which can be extended to an orthonormal basis e; of R**! with e, = 7, for a =1,...,m.
The mean curvature vector is the trace of B(x), namely,

n+1

H(z) = Z A(X) (7o, Ta) = ZB(x)(ei,ei) = tr(B(x)).

To define curvature varifolds we use ¢(z,T,X) = X (x) in the first variation formula of X:
divy(X) = dive(XT) — (trB, X), VX € C*(%,R").
Working out the computations and associate to ¥ the m-varifold V = H"™ X ® ér, 5, we get

/ (Dpé- B+ (trB,¢) + (Voi, P)) AV (z, P) = /
G (U)

divy XTdH™ = — / (X,n)dH™
b

)
where Dp¢ denotes the covariant differentiation of ¢ with respect to the variable P, n denotes the
inwards-pointing unit co-normal along 0% C X, and

DP(b . Bl(l-,p) = DPJ?“QSi(x? P)BZ(:E7 P) = <(Dp¢(.’b, P)) [DTQPL 7—04> . (Al)

Plugging the designed boundary information of submanifolds on the RHS of the variational
formula we reach the various definitions for curvature varifolds as follows:

Definition A.1 (Curvature varifolds (with empty boundary) [26]). Let V be an m-varifold in
U c R""'. We say that V has weak second fundamental form B € L} (V), where B(x,P) €
BL(R™ x R"+! R, if for any ¢ € C1(U x R("TD* Rn+1)

/ (Dpé - B+ (rB, 6) + (Voo, P))dV(x, P) = 0.
G (U)

Definition A.2 (Curvature varifolds with boundary [33]). Let V be an integral m-varifold in
U C R""!. We say that V is a curvature varifold with boundary and has weak second fundamental
form B € L], (V), if there exists a Radon vector measure OV on G,,(U) with values in R"** such

that for all ¢ € CL(U x R+ Rn+1)
/ (Dpé - B + (1B, ) + (V.. P))dV (. P) = - / (é(x, P),ddV (z, P)).
Gm(U) Gm(U)

Definition A.3 (Curvature varifolds with orthogonal boundary [30]). Let  C R"*! be a bounded
domain of class C2. Let V be an m-varifold on Q, and let I' be a Radon measure on G,,_1(T'S). We
say that V is a curvature varifold with weak second fundamental form B € L*(V) and is orthogonal

to S along T if for all ¢ € C*((R"+! x R’ Rn+1)

/ (Dpé- B+ (0B, 6) + (V.6, P)) AV (z, P)

] @@ e Q)
Gm-1(TS)
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