arXiv:math/0310052v1 [math.AP] 4 Oct 2003

The Singular Set of 1-1 Integral Currents.

Tristan Riviere and Gang Tian

Abstract : We prove that 2 dimensional Integral currents (i.e. integer
multiplicity 2 dimensional rectifiable currents) which are almost complex cy-
cles in an almost complex manifold admitting locally a compatible symplectic
form are smooth submanifolds aside from isolated points and therefore are
J—holomorphic curves.

I Introduction

Let (M?",J) be an almost complex manifold. Let k € N, k < p. We shall
adopt classical notations from Geometric Measure Theory. We say that a
2k—current C' in (M?P,J) is an almost complex integral cycle whenever it
fulfills the following three conditions

i) rectifiability : there exists an at most countable union of disjoint ori-
ented C' 2k—submanifolds C = U;N; and an integer multiplicity 6 €
L .(C) such that for any smooth compactly supported in M 2k—form

 one has
cw) =3 [ o
~ I,
i) closedness : C is a cycle
OC =0 i e Yae€CF(A* M) C(da) =0

iii) almost complex : for H?* almost every point z in C the approximate
tangent plane T, to the rectifiable set C is invariant under the almost

complex structure J i.e.
J(T,) =T,
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In this work we address the question of the regularity of such a cycle : Does
there exist a smooth almost complex manifold (X%, 5) without boundary
and a smooth j — J-holomorphic map u (Vx € ¥ and VX € T,Y du,j - X =
J - du,X) such that u would realise an embedding in M?" aside from a locally
finite 2k — 2 measure closed subset of M and such that C' = u,[X%], i.e.
Vip € C5°(A* M)

o) = /E uy

In the very particular case where the almost complex structure J is inte-
grable, this regularity result is optimal (C' is the integral over multiples of
algebraic subvarieties of M) and was established in [HS]. There are numer-
ous motivations for studiying the general case of arbitrary almost complex
structures J. First, as explained in [RT], the above regularity question for rec-
tifiable almost complex cycles is directly connected to the regularity question
of J—holomorphic maps into complex projective spaces. It is conjectured,
for instance, that the singular set of W12(M?" N) J—holomorphic maps
between almost complex manifolds M and N should be of finite (2p — 4)-
Hausdorff measure. The resolution of that question leads, for instance, to
the caracterisation of stable bundle almost complex structures over almost
Kéahler manifolds via Hermitte-Einstein Structures and extends Donaldson,
Uhlenbeck-Yau characterisation in the integrable case (see [Dol, [UY]) to the
non-integrable one. Another motivation for studying the regularity of almost
complex rectifiable cycles is the following. In [Li] and [Ti] it is explained how
the loss of compactness of solutions to geometric PDEs having a given confor-
mal invariant dimension ¢ (a dimension at which the PDE is invariant under
conforormal transformations - ¢ = 2 for harmonic maps, ¢ = 4 for Yang-Mills
Fields...etc) arises along m — q rectifiable cycles (if m denotes the dimension
of the domain). This cycles happen sometimes to be almost complex (see
more details in [Ril]).

By trying to produce in (R?,.J) an almost complex graph of real dimen-
sion 2k in a neighborhood of a point oy € R? as a perturbation of a complex
one (J,,—holomorphic), one realises easily that, for generic almost complex
stuctures J, the problem is overdeterminate whenever £ > 1 and well posed
for k = 1. Therefore the case of 2—dimensional integer rectifiable almost
complex cycles is the generic one from the existence point of view. We shall
restrict to that important case in the present paper. After complexification of



the tangent bundle to M2 a classical result asserts that a 2—plane is invari-
ant under J if and only if it has a 1 — 1 tangent 2—vector. Therefore we shall
also speak about 1 — 1 integral cycles for the almost complex 2—dimensional
integral cycles. In the present work we consider the locally symplectic case :
We say that (M?P, J) has the locally symplectic property if at a neighborhood
of each point xy in M2 there exists a symplectic structure compatible with
J : there exists a neighborhood U of xy and a smooth 2-form w satisfying

i)
dw=0 inU
ii)
WP (20) # 0
iii)
w(.’ ) = W(J.7 J.)

Observe that iii) is equivalent to the fact that w(-, J-) is a symmetric form and
together with ii) it says that w(-, J-) is a scalar product. The local existence of
such a symplectic form for arbitrary J is still an open problem in dimension
larger than 4. It was proved in [RT] that arbitrary 4-dimensional almost
complex manifolds fulfill the locally symplectic property. This should not be
the case in larger dimension anymore but to our knowledge in 6 dimension
or higher no J, which do not admit a locally symplectic structure, has been
exhibited.
Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Let (M?",.J) be an almost complex manifold satisfying the
locally symplectic property above. Let C' be an integral 2 dimensional almost
complex cycle. Then, there exists J-holomorphic curve 3 in M, smooth aside
from isolated points, and a smooth integer valued function 6 on 3 such that,
for any 2 form ¢ € C§° (M),

Cw):/Eew



In the “locally symplectic case” being an almost-complex 2 cycle is equivalent
for a 2-cycle of being calibrated by the local symplectic form w for the local
metric w(+, J-). Therefore the regularity question for almost complex cycles
is embedded into the problem of calibrated current and hence the theory of
area minimizing rectifiable 2-cycles. Therefore our result appears to be a con-
sequence of the “Big Regularity Paper” of F.Almgren [Alm| combined with
the PhD thesis of his student S.Chang [Ch]. Our attempt here was to present
an alternative proof independent of Almgren’s monument [Alm] and adapted
to the case we are interrested with. The motivation is to give a proof that
could be modified in order to solve the general case (non locally symplectic
one) which cannot be “embedded” in the theory of area minimizing cycles
anymore. In [PR] we explain how far the general case, without necessarily
the existence of a locally symplectic form, is a perturbation of the locally
symplectic case by terms of lower orders which have no significant influence
on the strategy of the proof presented here while extending theorem I.1 to
the general case. This attempt of writing a proof for the regularity of almost
complex cycle in the locally symplectic case, independent of the regularity
theory for area minimizing surfaces, was also the main purpose of the work
Gr=SW of C.Taubes [Ta] for p = 2. In this work a proof of theorem I.1 was
given in the particular case where p = 2. Some argument happened to be
incomplete in that proof and [RT] fills the missing step in [Ta]. Theorem I.1
has to be seen as the generalisation to higher dimension (p > 2) of these
works.

One of the main difficulties arising in dimension (p > 2) is the non-
necessary existence of J—holomorphic foliations transverse to our almost
complex current C' in a neighborhood of a point. This prevents then to de-
scribe the current as a Q—multivalued graph from D? into CP~1, {(a¥(2))p—1p-1 }iz1.-Q
in a neighborhood of a point of density N solving locally an equation of the
form

—_

.
0za¥ = " A(z,a;)f - Val 4+ oF(as, 2) (L.1)
=1

where A and « are small in C? norm, as we did for p = 2 in [RT]. What
we can only ensure instead is to describe the current C', in a neighborhood
of a point of multiplicity Q, as a “algebraic Q—valued graph” from D? into
CP~!: that is a familly of points in CP~1, {ay(2), -+, ap(2),b1(2), -+, bn(2)}
where only P — N = (@ is independent on z (neither P nor N are a-priori



independent on z), a; are the positive intersection points and b; are the
negative ones. This “algebraic ()—valued graph” solve locally a much less
attractive equation than (I.1)

p—1 p—1
dzaf =Y  Al(z,a;,Va;) - Va! —i—ZBk z,a;) - Va + C*(z,a;) . (1.2)

=1 =1

where A(z,a,p), B(z,a) and C(z, a) are also small in C? norm but the depen-
dence in p in A(z,a,p) is linear and therefore as Va; gets bigger, which can
happen, the right-hand-side of (I.2) can not be handled as a perturbation of
the left-hand one in steps such as the “unique continuation argument” which
was used in [RT] for proving that singularities of mutiplicity ¢ cannot have
accumulation point in the carrier C of C'.

The strategy of the proof goes as follows. A classical blow-up analysis
tells us that for an arbitrary point zy of the manifold M?? the limiting density
0(xg) = lim,_sor2M(CL B,(x9)) - M denotes the mass of a current and L
is the restriction operator - equal 7 times an integer (). Since the density
function » — r~2M(C'L B,(x)) at every point is an increasing function, the
complement of the set Co = {z € M ; 6(z) < @Q} is closed in M and
this permits to perform an inductive proof of theorem I.1 restricting the
current to Cp and considering increasing integers (). A point of multiplicity
@ is called a singular point of C' if it is in the closure of points of non zero
multiplicity strictly less than ). The goal of the proof is then to show that
singularities of multiplicity less than @) are isolated. We assume this fact
for ) — 1 and the paper is devoted to the proof that this then holds for
@ itself. From a now classical result of B. White (see [Wh]), the dilated
currents at a point z( of density () # 0 converge in flat norm to a sum of
@ flat J,,—holomorphic disks, moreover, for any ¢ > 0 and r sufficiently
small C'L B, () is supported in the cones whose axis are the limiting disks
and angle . For @) > 1, if two of this limiting disks are different it is then
easy to observe that xy cannot be an accumulation point of singularities of
multiplicity @, this is the so called “easy case”. If the limiting disks are all
identical, equal to Dy, then we are in the “difficult case” and much more
work has to be done in order to reach the same statement. Countrary to
the special case of the 4-dimension (p=2) considered by the authors before
n [RT], we could not find nice coordinates that would permit to write C
as a (Q—valued graph over the limiting disk Dy. Considering then some



Jz,—complex coordinates (z,wy, -+, wp_1) in a neighborhood Bﬁfo (x0) such
that N;w; {0} corresponds to Dy, by the mean of the “lower-epiperimetric
inequality” proved by the first author in [Ri2], one can construct a Whitney-
Besicovitch covering, {Bil(z,)}le 1, of the orthogonal projection on Dy of the
points in Bifo (o) having a positive density strictly less than (). This covering
is such that for every ¢ € I there exists z; = (z;, w;) € Bﬁfo (x0) verifying that
the restriction of C' to the tube Bj (z;) x B?~*(0) is in fact supported in the
ball B>P(z;) of radius p;, the width of the tube. Moreover if one looks inside
B2 (x;), C'is “splitted” : this last word means that C' restricted to B3P(x;)
is at a flat distance comparable to p? from the @ multiple of any graph over
B2 (z;) - this comes from the fact that the density p;?M (B, (z;)) is strictly
less than 7() minus a constant « depending only on p, @, J and w . We
then construct an average curve for C'. In the 4-dimensional case since C'
was a (Q—valued graph over Dy we took simply the average of the () points
over any point in Dy. Here, in arbitrary dimension, the construction of the
average curve is more delicate and uses the covering. We first approximate
CL B(x;) by a J,,—holomorphic graph C; using a technique introduced in
[Ri3], and choosing a J,,—holomorphic disk D; approximating D, we can
express C; as a Q—valued graph over D; for which we take the average C;
that happens to be Lipschitz with a uniformly bounded lipschitz constant.
Therefore the J,,—holomorphic curve é’l can be viewed as a graph a; over
B2 (z). Patching the a; together we get a graph a that extends over the
whole B2 (0) as a C'** graph for any a < 1 which is almost .J—holomorphic

and which passes through all the Bif_’ (x;). The fact that the average curve
is more regular than the J—holomorphic cycle C' from which it is produced
is clear in the integrable case (since it it holomorphic) - (z,44/z) is a C%2
2-valued graph whereas its average (z,0) is smooth. This was extended in
the non-integrable case in the particular case of the 4 dimension in [ST]. The
points of multiplicity () in C' are contained in the average curve a. We then
show, by the mean of a unique continuation argument in the spirit of the one
developped in [Ta] in 4 dimension, that the points where C' get to coincide
with a are either isolated or coincide with the whole curve a. We have then
showed that any point xy of multiplicity () is either surrounded by points of
multiplicity @ only, and in Bgi’o C coincides with ) time a smooth graph
over Dy or xq is not an accumulation point of points of multiplicity ) and is
surrounded in Bﬁfo by points of multiplicity strictly less than ). It remains



at the end to show that it cannot be an accumulation point of singularities
of lower density. This is obtained again using an approximation argument
by holomorphic curves introduced in [Ri3].

The paper is organised as follows. In chapter II we establish prelimi-
naries, introduce notations and give the main statement, assertion Pg, we
are going to prove by induction in the rest of the paper. In chapter III,
with the help of the “upper-epiperimetric inequality” of B. White, we estab-
lish the uniqueness of the tangent cone and a quantitative version of it, see
lemma II1.2. In chapter IV we prove the relative lipschitz estimate together
with a tilting control of the tangent cones of density ) points in a neigh-
borhood of a density @ point - see lemma IV.2. In chapter V we proceed
to the covering argument lemma V.3 which is based on the “splitting before
tillting” lemma - see lemma V.1 - proved in [Ri2]. In chapter VI we construct
the approximated average curve and prove the C1® estimate for this curve -
lemma VI.3. In chapter VII we perform the unique continuation argument
that shows that singularities of multiplicity () cannot be an accumulation
point of singularities of multiplicity ). In chapter VIII we show that singu-
larities of multiplicity ) cannot be an accumulation point of singularity of
multiplicity less than () either.

II Preliminaries

Notations :We shall adopt standard notations from the Geometric Measure
Theory such as M(A) for the Mass of a current A, F(A) for it’s flat norm,
AL F for it’s restriction to a measurable subset E...etc, we refer the reader
to [Fe].

Preliminaries : Since our result is a local one we shall work in a neigh-
borhood U of a point xg, use a symplectic form w compatible with J. We
denote by g the metric generated by J and w : ¢(-,+) = w(-,J-). We also
introduce normal coordinates (x1, g, - - -, T2p—1, Tep) about zp in U which can
be chosed such that

0 0

= fori=0---p—1 . 1.1
aﬁlfziﬂ a272i+2 b ( )

at g .

Since C' is a calibrated current in (U,w, J), it is an area minimizing current
and it’s generalized mean curvature vanishes (see [All] or [Si]). One may
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isometrically embedd (U, g) into an euclidian space R?*** and the generalised
mean curvature of C' in R*** coincides with the mean curvature of the
embedding of (U, g) and is therefore a bounded function. Combining this
fact together with the monotonicity formula (17.3) of [Si] we get that

M(CLBr(xO))

r2

= f(r)+0O(r) , (I1.2)

where f(r) is an increasing function, M denotes the Mass of a current and
C'L B,(xp) is the restriction of C' to the geodesic ball of center zy and ra-
dius r. There exists in fact a constant a depending only on g such that
eor MICLBr(@0) g apy increasing function in r (see [Si]). The factor e*" is a
perturbation of an order which will have no influence on the analysis below,
therefore, by an abuse of notation we will often omitt to write it and consider
straight that w is an increasing function.

By the mean of the coordinates (xy---xg,) we shall identify U with a
subdomain in R? and use the same notation C for the push forward of C
in R? by this chart. For small radii  we introduce the dilation function
AP0 () = =20 and we introduce the following dilation of C' about xy with

rate r as being the following current in R??

Cra i= (A", C)L Bi*(0) . (I1.3)

Observe that r?My(C,..,) = Mo(C'LB*(0)) where M, denotes the mass in
for the flat metric gy in R*. Since g = gy + O(r?), we deduce from (II.2)
that My(C, 4,) is uniformly bounded as r tends to zero. Again since g and
go coincide up to the second order, it does not hurt in the analysis below
if one mixes the notations for the two masses M and M, and speak only
about M. Since now C' is a cycle in U, 9C,. 4, I_pr(O) = 0 and we can apply
Federer-Fleming compactness theorem to deduce that, from any sequence
r; — 0 one can extract a subsequence r;; such that C’mmo converges in Flat
norm to a limiting current Cy ., called a tangent cone of C' at zy. One of the
purpose of the next section will be to establish that Cj ,, is independent of the
subsequence and that the tangent cone is unique. The lower semi-continuity
of the mass under weak convergence implies that

tim 2LCEB80)) () > M(Cony) (I1.4)

r—0 ’/"2 r—0




In fact, from the fact that C' is calibrated by w we deduce now that the
inequality (I1.4) is an equality. Indeed

M(Cya) = T_QC’I_BTQ,”(O)(W) = Cyu0 (TQ(AT’xO)*w)

It is clear that lim, o [|r?(A\"™)*w — wyllee Where wy = Y7 dxgi 1 A day
therefore C, . (r*(A\"*)*w — wy) — 0 and we get that

lim M(Cy4) = lm C, 2 (wo) = Coe(wo) (I1.5)

r—0 i' =400

Since the comass of wy is equal to 1, Cy ., (w) < M(Cps,). Combining this
last fact with (I1.4) and (II.5) we have established that

lim M (C,4,) = M(Co.z) = Co.z(wo) (I1.6)

r—0

which means in particular that Cj ,, is calibrated by the Kahler form wy in
(R*, Jy) ~ CP which is equivalent to the fact that Cj, is Jo—holomorphic.
Using the explicit form of the monotonicity formula (see [Si] page 202), one
observes that for any s € R

S
CO,Z‘O - )\* CO,:C()

which means that H? almost everywhere on the carrier Cy ., of Cp 4, % is in

the approximate tangent plane to Cj ,,, in other words, Cj 4, is a cone. Since
it is Jo—holomorphic, H*—a.e. x in Cy,,, the approximate tangent cone is

given by
0 0
T,Co,5, = Span {E, JOE }

Integral curves of JO% are great-circles, fibers of the Hopf fibration
(21 =21 +i%2, -+, 2p) — [#1, -, %)

therefore we deduce that Cp,, is the sum of the integrals over radial exten-
sions of such great circles I'y - - - T in S?P~! which is the integral over a sum
of () flat holomorphic disks. We adopt the following notation for the radial
extensions in Bi¥(0) of curents supported in 0B (0)

C'0,900 = @zQ:lOIjFZ
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Then we deduce that

lim M(C, ) =7Q € 1Z . (IL.7)

r—0

For any x € U one denotes (), the integer such that
M(CL B,
L M(CLB(2)

r—0 Tr2

= s

Using the monotonicity formula, it is straightforward to deduce that for any
QeN
Co={relU st 0<@Q,<Q}

is an open subset of C, = {x € U s. t. 0<@Q,}. For @ > 1, let us also
denote

Sing? ={reC, s t. Q,=@Q andzisan acc. point of Cy 1}

Observe that, from Allard’s theorem, it is clear that C'L(U \ UgSing?) is the
integral along a smooth surface with a smooth integer multiplicity. Although
we won’t make use of Allard’s theorem this justifies a-priori our notation.
The whole purpose of our paper is to show that UgSing? is made of isolated
points. As we said, we won’t make use of Allard’s paper below since the
relative Lipschitz estimate we establish in lemma IV.2 gives Allard’s result
in our case which is more specific. Because of this nice stratification of C' (
Cg is open in C,) we can argue by induction on @) . Let Py be the following
assertion

Po + Ug<pSing? is made of isolated points . (11.8)

From the begining of chapter IV until chapter VII we will assume either
() = 2 or that Pg_; holds and the goal will be to establish Pg,.

III The uniqueness of the tangent cone.

The uniqueness of the tangent cone means that the limiting cone Cj,,, ob-
tained in the previous section while dilating at a point following a subse-
quence of radii r;, is independent of the subsequence and is unique. Since
our calibrated two dimensional rectifiable cycle is area minimizing, this fact
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is a consequence of B. White upper-epiperimetric inequality in [Wh] (see also
[Ri2] for the justification of the prefix “upper”). We need, however, a more
quantitative version of this uniqueness of the tangent cone and express how
far we are from the unique tangent cone in terms of the closedness of the
density of area M(C'L B,(x0))/7r? to the limiting density Q. Precisely the
goal of this section is to prove the following lemma

Lemma III.1 (Uniqueness of the tangent cone.) For any e > 0 and
Q € N there exists § > 0 and p. < 1 such that, for any compatible pair (J,w)
almost complex structure-symplectic form over pr(O) satisfying J(0) = Jo(0),
w(O) = wo(O)

||J - J0||C2(B1) + Hw — WOHCQ(Bl) <éd , (HIl)

for any J—holomorphic integral 2-cycle C' in B1(0) such that Qo = Q, if
M(CLB?(0) <mQ+0

then, there exists Q) Jy holomorphic flat discs Dy --- Dg passing through 0,
intersection of holomorphic lines of CP with pr(O), such that, for any p < p-

F(Cpo— @ Di) < e (LIL2)
and for any ¢ € C°(B' \ {z € B' ; dist(z,U;D;) < e|z|}),
Coo(¥) =0 (I11.3)

Before proving lemma III.1, we first establish the following intermediate re-
sult

Lemma II1.2 For anye > 0 and QQ € N there exists 6 > 0 such that, for any

compatible pair (J,w) almost complex structure-symplectic form over pr(())
satisfying J(0) = Jo(0), w(0) = we(0)

[J = Jollc2(my) + [lw — wollezm) <0,
for any J—holomorphic integer rectifiable 2-cycle C' such that Q, = Q, if
M(CLB(0)) <7Q +96

then, there exist Q) Jy holomorphic flat discs Dy ---Dg passing through 0,
intersection of holomorphic lines of CP with Bi*(0), such that,

F(CLB(0) —@2% D)) <e

11



Remark I11.1 Lemma II1.2 give much less information than lemma II1.1.
Since a-priori in lemma II1.2 the disks D; may vary a lot as one dilate C'
about 0, whereas lemma I11.1 prevents such a tilting as one dilates the current
further.

Proof of lemma III.2 : We prove lemma III.2 by contradiction. Assume
there exists eg > 0, §,, — 0, compatible .J,, and w,, and C,, such that

i)
[Jn = Jollcz + [lwn — wollcz < dn
i)
lim 7' ?M(C,L B,.(0)) = Q

r—0
iii)
M(C,LB;y) <7Q + 0y
iv)
inf {f(CnI_Bl — EB,-Qlei) s.t. D; flat holom discs, 0 € Di} > g
(I11.4)

Since JC,,_B; = 0 and since the mass of C), is uniformly bounded, one may
assume, modulo extraction of a subsequence if necessarily, that C,, converges
to a limiting rectifiable cycle C,. Exactly like in section III we have the fact
that for any 0 <r <1

lim M(C,LB,) = M(CuLB,) = Cos L B, (wp) (IIL5)

n——+o0o

We deduce then that C, is calibrated by wy and is therefore a Jy—holomorphic
cycle. Using ii) we deduce also that

lim 7'M (Cs L B,(0)) = Q

r—0
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and finally, from iii) and the lower semicontinuity of the mass, we have that
M(Cw L B;) = 7Q Thus, since 7 'r72M(C L B,(0)) is an increasing func-
tion, we have established that on [0, 1]

T 2M(Cx L B.(0)) = Q (I11.6)

Let, for almost every r, ST =< Cu,dist(-,0),r > be the slice current ob-
tained by slicing C, with 0B,(0) (see [Fe] 4.2.1). By Fubini, we have that
forae. 0<r<1

M(< Cu,dist(+,0),r >) < 27Qr

Let 0857, be the radial extension of S%_ in B,(0).

M(0§S™) = gM(sgo) = 7Qr? = M(Cou L B, (0))

Since 0(Cx L B,(0) —045%) = 0, and since C L B,.(0) is area minimizing we
have that 0457 is also area minimizing. Let a such that da = w.

M(045%,) = M(Co L B,(0)) = Css L B, (0)(wo) = S () = (0457, ) (wo)

Therefore 0457, is an holomorphic cone which is a cycle. So we deduce like
in section II that 0457 is a sum of flat holomorphic disk for any r. Thus C

is also a sum
Q

1=1

where each D; is the intersection of a complex straight line in CP with Bl2p .
From Federer-Fleming compactness theorem we have the fact that the weak
convergence of C, to Cy holds in flat norm

Q
F(CoLBi =) D;) — 0

i=1
which contradicts iv) and lemma II1.2 is proved. n

Proof of lemma III.1 :
We first prove assertion (III.2). We first recall Brian White’s upper-
epiperimetric inequality adapted to our present context : Brian White’s
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upper-epiperimetric inequality was proved for area minimizing surfaces in
R?P. Here, in the present situation, we are dealing with area minimizing cur-
rents which are J—holomorphic for a metric ¢ = w(-, J-) which get’s as close
as we want to the standard one because of assumption (III.1). Therefore
very minor changes have to be provided to adapt B.White theorem to the
present context. An adaptation of the epiperimetric inequality for ambiant
non flat metric is also given in [Ch] Appendix A. So we have the following
result.

Given an integer (), there exists a positive number €9 > 0, such that,
for any compatible pair w, J in B3(0) satisfying |lw — wolle2(syy + 1 —
Jollc2(B,) < €@ and for any C' J—holomorphic 2-rectifiable integral current
in ng (0), satisfying OC’I_ng = 0, assuming there exist () flat holomorphic
disks Dy ... Dg in (B;?(0),.J) ~ CP N B3?(0) passing through the origin such
that

Q
F (Cg,ol_Bl(O) -y DZ-) <eq (I11.7)
i=1

(where we used a common notation for the oriented 2-disks D; and the cor-
responding 2-currents) then

M(CLB?)—7Q < (1 —¢g) (%M (o(CLB)) - WQ) (I11.8)

Remark II1.2 Observe that in the statement of the epiperimetric property in
Definition 2 of [Wh] the epiperimetric constant eq may a-priori also depend
of the cone 2?:1 D;. It is however elementary to observe that this space
of cones made of the intersection of ) holomorphic straight lines passing
through the origin with Bi*(0) is compact for the flat distance. Now using a
simple finite covering argument for this space of cones by balls (for the flat
distance) permits to obtain a constant eg > 0 for which the epiperimetric
property holds independently of the cone Zlel D;.

Once again we shall ignore the factor e®” in front of r=2M (C'L B,.) which
induces lower order perturbations and argue as r—2M (C'L B,) itself would be
an increasing function (observe also that « is as small as we want as J and
w are chosen as close as we want from Jy and wy).

Let then € > 0 such that € < g and let 6 > 0 given by lemma III.2 for
that €. Assuming then M(C'L B;) < 7@ + ¢ implies from the monotonicity
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formula that for any r < 1 72M(CL B,(0)) = M(C.o) < (7Q+9). Applying
then Lemma II1.2 to Cy,. for r < 1/2 we deduce the existence of ) flat disks

D, --- Dg such that
Q

F(Corp — Z D) <e (IIL.9)

i=1
We can then apply the epiperimetric inequality to C,, and we get, after
rescaling, that

M(CL B, (0)) — 7Qr? < (1 — £0) (gM(ﬁ(CLBT(O))) . er2) (IIL.10)

Denote f(r) = M(CLB,(0)) — 7#Qr?. f'(r) > M(3(C'L B,.(0))) — 27Qr.
Therefore (II1.10) implies

1—€Q
2

r f(r) = f(r)

Integrating this differential inequality between s and o (1/2 > s > o), f(s)
T2
(2)7 7@ f(0). Let v = 12 — 2 > 0, we then have

fo) () flo) (ITL11)

52 o o2

v

Let F(z) = ;. We have

MU, (CLB0)\ B0) = [ —

Bg(0)\Bs (0) ||

T
TN\ —

|z]

where 7 denotes the unit 2—vector associated to the oriented approximate
tangent plane to C' and defined H2—a.e. along the carrier C of the rectifiable
current, 6 is the L*(C) integer-valued multiplicity of C' (i.e using classical
GMT notations :C =< C,0,7 >) and dH?LC is the restriction to C of the
2—dimensional Hausdorff measure. Using Cauchy-Schwarz and 5.4.3 (2) of
[Fe| (the explicit formulation of the monotonicity formula) and (II1.11), we

0] dH?*LC
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have

M(F, (CLB(0)\ B5(0)))

< {M(CLBS(O)) M(CLBU(O))]% {M(CLBS(O))F

2 2

< [M(ZLB(O)) _ﬂ@f& { MC':,zB(O))]U (IT1.12)

Let r < p < 1/2, applying (II1.12) for s = 27 *p and o = 27%1p for k < log, L
and summing over k we get

M(E, (CLB,(0)\ B.(0))) < Cp} (I11.13)
Observe that O(F, (C'LB,(0) \ B,(0))) = 0C,o—0C,. Therefore we deduce

F ((Cpp — Cro)LB1(0) \ B%(O)) < Cp? (I11.14)

Since

(0)

1
2

1\ 3
F ((Cp,o — Cro)LB1(0) \ Bi@)) < <§> F ((Cg,o —Cro)LB1(0)\ B
applying then (II1.14) for p, r replaced by 27%p, 27%r and summing over
k=1,---00 we finally obtain
F((Cho— Cro)L B1(0)) < Cp>2 (I11.15)

which is the desired inequality (I11.2).

It remains to show (II1.3) in order to finish the proof of lemma III.1.
We argue by contradiction. Assume there exists ¢g > 0, p, — 0 and
¥y, € C°(A*By) such that

supp ¥, C Ey = {z € B' ; dist(z,U; D;) < golz|}

where Cp = @?ZlD,-, and
Cpn,O(wn) ;é O
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This later fact implies in particular that there exists x™ € Ejy such that
lim, 0 M(C,.4,) # 0. Using the monotonicity formula we deduce then that

Tp
M(Cpjzn 0 Begja(—=)) =

|$n|

We may then extract a subsequence such that = — x.,. Thus we have

£

T
M(Cp,jzn),0 Beyja(teo)) = 15(2)
We have
CL’ *
M(Cpn|mn|,0|—B3€o/4(xoo)) = Cpn\xn|,0|—B3so/4(xoo) (m wn)
Since ||wy, — wollcz — 0 and since w,(0) = wy(0) we clearly have that
x
|—— wn — wolloo — 0
Pn|$n|
Therefore
Co ool Baey ja(wa) [ ——
. Too) | —m— wp, —w
pn‘ n‘,o 350/4 pn|xn| 0
< < M(Cp,jam 0L Baeyja(os)) ||ﬁ*wn — wWollee — 0,
Thus
) T
Co,0L Bicyja(®oo) (wo) = nl—lgloo Copplwn]0 L Baeg ja(To) (wo) > 16(2)

which contradicts the fact that Bs./4(2s) C Ep. Therefore (II1.3) holds and
lemma III.1 is proved. [ ]

IV Consequences of lemma III.1 : No accu-
mulation of points in Sing? in the easy
case - The relative Lipschitz estimate in
the difficult case.

In this section we expose two important consequences of lemma I11.1. Before
to expose them we first observe that in the way to show Pgo_1 = Py,
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two cases have to be considered separately. The first case (the easy one)
is the case where the tangent cone at the point xy of multiplicity @ (i.e.
7 lr2M(B,(z0)) — Q) is not made of Q times the same disks. The second
case is the case where the tangent case is made of () times the same disk.
In the first case we will deduce almost straight from lemma III.1 that such
an xy cannot be an accumulation point of points of multiplicity ) also, see
lemma IV.1 below. In the second case, much more analysis will be needed
to reach the same statement and this is the purpose of chapters IV until
IX. We can nevertheless deduce in this chapter an important consequence of
our quantitative version of the uniqueness of the tangent cone (lemma III.1)
for the difficult case : this is the so called “relative lipshitz estimate” (see
lemma IV.2 below). This property says that, given a point xy of multiplicity
() whose tangent cone is () times a flat disk and given an € > 0, there exists
a radius 1.5, > 0 such that given any two points of C. N B,_, (o), one
of the two being also of multiplicity (), the slope they realise relative to the
tangent cone of x is less than €. The condition that one of the two points has
multiplicity @ (this could be xy itself for instance) is a crucial assumption. It
is indeed straightforward to find counterexamples to any Lipschitz estimates
of multivalued graphs of holomorphic curves : take for instance w? = z in
C? ~ {(z,w) z,w € C} viewed as a 2-valued graph over the line {w = 0},
all points have multiplicity 1, (0, 0) included of course, but the best possible
estimate is a Holder one C%2. We cannot exclude that such a configuration
exists as we dilate at a point xg of mupltiplicity @) > 1.
We first then prove the following consequence of lemma III.1

Lemma IV.1 (no accumulation - the easy case) Let Q € N, Q >
2. Let xg be a point in Cq \ Co_1 (i.en 'r2M(B,(z0)) — Q asr — 0).
Assume that the tangent cone at xo, Co 4, contains at least two different flat
Jwo—holomorphic disks (i.e. Cyn, # QD for any flat J,,—holomorphic disk
D) then, there exists v > 0 sucht that

B, (20) N (Cq \ Co1) = {0}

Proof of lemma IV.1.

Let zp being as in the statement of the lemma : zy € Cg \ Co-1 and
Cozo = ®E,Q; D; (where D; # D, for i # j and K > 1). Let £ > 0 be a
positive number smaller than 1/4Q times the maximal angle a between the
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various diks Dy, - - -, Dk in the tangent cones in such a way that there exists
1 # j such that
E.(D;) N E.(Dj) = {zo} ,

where we are using the following notation
E.(D){z € R? ; dist(z, D;) < |z — 20|})

By taking ¢ as small as above, we even have ensured that UE.(D;) \ xo has
at least two connected components whose intersections with 0B (zg) are at
a distance larger than «/2. We prove now lemma IV.1 by contradiction : we
assume there exists x, € Cg \ Co—1 such that =, — zo and x,, # zo. Let
0 > 0 given by lemma III.1 for ¢ chosen just above. Let p > 0 such that
p2M(CLB,(x0)) < 7Q + §/2. For any z € Bpﬁ(fo) we have

M(CLB,_ s )(x)) < M(CLBy(x0)) < p* (7Q +3)

4

< (p(1— 125)? (1= £25)72 (xQ + 3) (1v.1)
< (p(1 - £25))* (7Q +9)

Choose then x,, € Bpﬁ (o). Applying (II1.3) for xg we know that x,, is con-

tained in one of the E.(D;), say E.(D;). Denote E; the connected component
of UE.(D;)\ {xo} that contains E.(D;). € has been chosen small enough such
that UE.(D;) has at least two connected components. Therefore we can chose
D; such that E. (D) is disjoint from the component containing £, (D1 )\{zo}.
Let a be the angular distance, relative to zp, from E.(D;) and the compo-
nent containing E.(D1)\{xo}. al is clearly bounded from below by a positive
number as one choses € smaller and smaller. Applying lemma ITI.1 this time
to x,,, we know that in Byj,,|(2,) \ Bjg,|(®,) the support of C'is at the €|z,|
distance from a union of flat disks passing through z, (the tangent cone at
x,). This imposes that the angular distance between the tangent cone at x,,
and Dy is less than Cge, where Cg depends on @ only . Therefore

supp(C'L Boje, | (24) \ Bian|(n)) C Ey = {x ; dist(x, D1) < Coelz,|} (IV.2)

Observe that dist{E:(D;) N (Bls,|(x0) \ Blz,j/2(20)) . Ey} > /4. This later
fact combined with (IV.2) contradicts (II1.2). Lemma IV.1 is then proved.m
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From now on until the begining of chapter X we will be dealing with the
difficult case only : the cas where the point xq of multiplicity @) has a tangent
cone which is made of ) time the same disk. As we use to do since chapter
I1, we will work in a neighborhood of zy where a compatible simplectic form
w for J exists, and we shall use normal coordinates for g(-, cdot) = w(-, J+)
about xq, compatible with J,, at xo, satisfying (II.1), and we can also assume
that the tangent cone at xg is

Co,z L B1(0) = Q[Dy] (IV.3)

where Dy is the flat oriented disk whose tangent 2—vector is 8%1 A 8%2. From

now on we will also use the following notations for complex coordinates about
Zo

z=mx +ixes and w; = Topyq +iTopio fork=1---p—1 . (IV.4)

We will also denote w = (wy, - - -, w,—1). A second consequence to lemma III.1
is the following result :

Lemma IV.2 (the relative Lipschitz estimate) : Let xy be a point of
multiplicity Q (i.e. xg € Co \ Cg-1), assume the tangent cone Cy 4, L B1(0)
at zo is Q times a flat disk (i.e. of the form (IV.3)). Let € > 0, then there

exists Tz, such that for any r < re .,
Vo € BT<SL’0) N (CQ \CQ_l) ./_"((C(],x — CO,gco) L B; (0)) <e (IV5)

and VYx = (z,w) € B,(z9) N (Cg \ Co-1) and 2’ = (', w') € B,(x9) NC, we
have
lw—w'| <elz— 72| (IV.6)

Proof of lemma IV.2. Let ¢ > 0 and § > 0 given by lemma III.1. Choose
r1 such that

M(CL B, (20)) < r? <7TQ + g)

This implies in particular that for any r < ry

F((Crao — Couy) L B1(0)) <€ (IV.7)
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As in the proof of lemma IV.1, see (IV.1) we have that for any = €
B, s (mo)and r < (1 — %)

L eral A7 Q
M(CLB,(z)) < r*(7Q + 9)
Let then » € B, s (w0) N (Cq \ Co-1), applying lemma III.1, we have then

4T
for r < (1 — ﬁ) =1y

‘F((Cr,m - CO,:B) LBI(())) S € (IVS)

Choose now = € B, (20) N (Cq \ Co-1). Ch, . is fast eine e—translation from
C'y 2o, therefore, since M(C, ;) < 2wQ), we have

F((Cryzy — Crp ) LB1(0)) < 27Q) (IV.9)

Take 7. ;, = min{ery, &rl}. Combining (IV.7), (IV.8) and (IV.9), we de-
duce that

Vr € BTs,zo (LL’()) N (CQ \ CQ_l) .F((Co@ — Co7m0) |_Bl (O)) S (2 + 277'@)8

(IV.10)
It remains to check (IV.6) which is in fact an almost direct consequence of
(II1.3) and (IV.5). Lemma IV.2 is then proved. n

V The covering argument.

Let xy a point of multiplicity () > 1 whose tangent cone Cj,, is ) times
the integral over the flat disk Dy given by w; = 0 for ¢---@Q — 1 (we use
the system of coordinates introduced in the begining of chapter IV) . The
purpose of this section is to construct a Whitney-Besicovitch covering B2 (2;)
of II(Co-1) N B2(xo) where IT is the projection on Dy which gives the first
complex coordinate of each point (II(z, w; ---w,_1) = 2), for some radius p,
small enough depending on xzy. This covering will be chosed in such a way
the following striking facts hold : first CLII"'(B?2 (z;)) is in fact supported
in a ball of radius 2r;, By (z;), moreover C'L B2” (x;) is “splitted”. This
last word means that the flat distance between C'LII"!(B? (2;)) and the @
multiple of any single valued graph over Dj is larger than K r} where K only
depends on p, J and w. This will come from the fact that r; may be chosed
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i such a way that r; M (B?(z;) < m — K’ where again K’ > 0 only depends
on p, @, J and w. The existence of such a covering is a consequence of the
“splitting before tilting” lemma proved in [Ri2].

Let a given by lemma V.1 and let ¢ > 0 to be chosen small enough,
compare to « later. Let r.,, be the radius given by lemma IV.2. We may
chose also r. ;, small enough in such a way that

Vr < T M(Cy o, LB1(0)) < 7Q +&* . (V.1)

Using the proof of lemma III.1 (from (II1.12) until the end of the proof), we
deduce that

vr < Te o ‘F((CT,mo — Co7m0)|_Bl (O)) < Ke . (V2)

(In fact § = O(g?) works in the statement of lemma III.1). In one hand, as
in the proof of lemma IV.1, see (IV.1) we have that for any x € B.s,_, (7o)
and r < 7., (1 —&?)

M(CLB,(z)) <r* (mQ + &%) (V.3)

and, on the other hand, arguing like in the proof of lemma IV.2, between
(IV.8) and (IV.10), we have, using also (V.23)

Vi € Ba(zg)  F(Crez,, LBi(0) = 7Q [Do]) < Ke . (V.4)

Having chosen Ke < « we are in a position to apply the “Splitting before
tilting” lemma of [Ri2] which is a key step in our proof of the regularity of
1-1 rectifiable cycles.

Lemma V.1 ( splitting before tilting) [Ri2] There ezists o > 0 such
that for any xo € Co—1 and for any radius 0 < p < « satisfying

F(Copao L B1(0) = Q [Dy]) < v (V.5)

where Dy is a flat J,,—holomorphic disk passing through xo. Then, for any
r < p and any J,,—holomorphic flat disk, Dy, passing through xo and satis-
fying

F([Do] = [D1]) = (V.6)

] =
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we have

f(Cr,xoLBl(()) - Q[Dl]) >a . (V7>

Moreover, there exists ro < p and Ky a constant depending only on ||w||c
and 55, the epiperimetric constants, such that

M(Cro,xo l—Bl(O)) = WQ - KOO‘ ) (V8)

‘F(Cro,xol—Bl(O) - Q[DO]) S K \/a (Vg)

for some constant K depending also only on |wl||ct and 55. Finally, for any
Jzo—holomorphic disk D passing through 0

Vr <rg F(CrryLB1(0) —Q [D]) > . (V.10)

For any x € Cp—1 N Bz, , (79) we denote by 7, the radius ro given by the
lemma. We then have

M(CM@LBl(O)) = 7TQ - K()Oé 5 (Vl].)

]-"(mel_Bl(O) — WQ[DQ]) S K \/a (V12)

for some constant K depending also only on ||w||c: and 55. Moreover, for a
chosen smal enough and ¢ small enough compare to «, the following lemma
holds

Lemma V.2 Under the above notations we have that for any v € C,—1 N
Ber (Io)
€,xq

supp (CLIT (B, (I(x)) N By, (w0)) € By, (I(x)) x BY7*(0) , (V.13)

and that
supp (CLIIY (B, (I(z)) N Brs'mo(xo)) C Cp (V.14)
Proof of lemma V.2. We claim that for any r between TE% and 7, one
has
supp(Crz L B1(0)) C E(as) (V.15)
where we use the notation
E\) ={y=(z,w) € B1(0) s.t. |w| <A} (V.16)
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We show (V.15) argueing by contradiction. First of all from the proof of

lemma V.1 that we apply to 2 we have the fact that for any r € [r,, =52]

f(Cr,xLBl(O) _WQ[DO]) S K \/a . (V17>

|w]

Let wy = Xo W = X( )w where x is a smooth cut-off function on R

satisfying x = 1 on [0, 1/2] and x =01in [1,4+00). Let S and R be a 3 and a
2—current satisfying (C, L B1(0) —7mQ[Dy]) = 0S5+ R with M (S)+ M (R) <
2K+/a. We have

|(Cra L B1(0) = 7Q[Do])(wa)| = [S(w A dxa) + R(wa)

< I ViXallso [[wooll M(S) + llwallo M(R) < Ko
Thus we get in particular

7Q — Kat < |CpuL By(0)(wa)| € M(Crol B1(0) N E(a1))[|walloc

< M(Cy s L Bi(0) N E(at))
(V.18)
Assuming now there exists y € (Cy.). N B1(0) N (R? \ E(a)). From the
monotonicity formula we deduce that

M(CLB . (y)) 2 % as r? (V.19)
Combining (V.18) and (V.19), we obtain that
M(CL B, (z)) > (WQ Kat + 4a%) (V.20)

For o small enough (V.20) contradicts (V.11) and (V.15) holds true for any
r € [ry, =52]. From this later fact one deduces (V.13).

It remains to prove (V.14). Again we argue by contradiction. Assume
there exists y € (Cp \ Cpm1) NIIY(B? (I(x)) N B, (x0). Because of (V.3)
and since y € Brmo,s(xo) we can apply lemma IV.2 to y in order to deduce
that C, N B, (x) is included in a cone of center y, axis parallel to Dy and
angle €. This cone of course contains x and then we can deduce that

supp(C,., .LB1(0)) C E(4e) . (V.21)
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(The notation E()) is introduced in (V.16)). We have 0C, L B(0) = 0
moreover, because of (V.17), for a small enough we deduce that the inter-
section number of C'L B2 (II(x)) x B2~%(0) with any vertical current IT7(2)
for z € B? is Q. Combining this fact with (V.21), using Fubini, one deduces
that

M(C,, .LB1(0)) > 7Q — O(e?) . (V.22)
For ¢ small enough compare to a we get a contradiction while compar-
ing (V.22) and (V.11) and (V.14) is proved. This concludes the proof of
lemma V.2. n

In the following second lemma of this chapter, we show that the cover-
ing (B? (I(2)))sec, 1052, (s0) Of T(Cp1 N Bffrs " (z9) has the “Whitney”
€°Te,x( ’

property : two balls intersecting each-other have comparable size. From now
on we adopt the following notation granting the fact that o and e are fixed
small enough for the constraint mentionend above to be fulfilled :

Pry = EMeny - (V.23)
Precisely we have.

Lemma V.3 (Whitney property of the covering.) There exists v > 0
depending only on @ such that, given xy € C, \ Cp—1 whose tangent cone
is Q[Do] and let (B} (Il(z))) for x € mathcalC\y—y N B} (o) the cover-
ing of II(mathcalC\p_1 N Bﬁfo (x0) described above, assuming for some x,y €
mathcalCy—1 N B3, (o)

Bl (x)NB:(y) #0

then
ry > a’r, . (V.24)

Proof of lemma V.3. This lemma is again a consequence of the upper and
lower-epiperimetric inequalities. Assume for instance that r, < r,. From
(V.10) we have

F(CrybBi(0) = Q [Do]) > o . (V.25)

Which implies that forall » < r,

F(CLB(%) x By (0) — QLB () x {0}]) > ar? (V.26)
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where y = (z,,w,). Since |z, — z,| < 2max{r,,r,} = 2r, and B, (z,) C
Bs,, (%), (V.26) implies that

F(CL B, (2) x B} (0) = Q[Bi,, (2) x {w,}]) > %Ti (V.27)

This passage from (V.26) to (V.27) is obtained by applying some Fubini type
argument. Indeed, let A = CL B}, (2) x B} (0) — Q[Bf, (2) x {w,}] and
let S and R such that A = S+ R and M(S)+ M(R)? < 2F(A). For almost
every r in [r,/2,r,] we have

O(SLB;(2) x B (0)) = 0SLB}(2,) x Bl (0)) + (S, dist(-, {z = z,},7)

where (S, dist(-, {z = z,}),7) is the slice current between S and the boundary
of the cylinder B}(z,) x B3P (0) and dist(-,{z = 2,}) denotes the distance
function to the axis to this cylinder (see [Fe| 4.2.1 pages 395...). Thus

AL B%(%,) x B (0)

= O(SL B (2y) x B (0)) = (S, dist(-, {z = 2,},7) + RLB}(z,) x B2¥ (0)
(V.28)
We have, see [Fe] 4.2.1 page 395,
M8, dist(-, {z = %, }.1)) < M (SL(B2 \ BY,) x B (0))  (V.29)

ry
2

Using Fubini theorem we may then find r = r; € [r,/2,r,] such that

M (S, dist(, (= = 2.}, ) < —M (SL(BZ,\ BY) x B, (0)) < —M(S)

(V.30)
Combining (V.28), (V.29) and (V.30) we deduce that

F(CLB; (z) x B (0) = Q[B;, (%) x {0}]) = F(AL B}(z,) x B} (0))

< M(S) + (M(R) + 2 M(9))

Ty

(NI

(V.31)
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Thus, comblnmg (V.26) for r = ry and (V.31), we have M(S) + (M(R) +
fyM(S))z > ar and since ]-"(CI_BZT, (22) X Bsz(O) —Q[Bzry(zx) x {wy}]) >

1 [M (S) + M(R)? |, we obtain (V.27). Therefore we deduce that

2

1
F(Cur, oL Bi1(0) = Q [Dy]) > T 43a ) (V.32)
Let % > s, > 1, such that
M(Cs, L B1(0)) =7Q . (V.33)

Because of (V.3), argueing like in the prof of lemma IV.2, between IV.8) and
(IV.10), we have

Vs, <7 < p;@ F(CpylBy(0) — Q [Do]) < K= . (V.34)

Assuming, as we did above that o >> ¢, comparing (V.32) and (V.26) we
deduce that s, > 4r,. Let A = 4”””. From the proof of lemma V.1, in fact

from (V.9) precisely, for any r € [rx, ;] we have
F(Cor izl B1(0) = mQ[Do]) < K Va < £Q (V.35)

which means in particular that we are in the position to apply the lower-
epiperimetric inequality and the differential inequality (II1.27) in [Ri2] de-
duced from it. Integrating then this inequality between r, and 4r, we have

7Q — M(Cyr, L B1(0)) < ( ) - [7Q — M(C,, . B1(0))]

2e
27 (V.36)
logy A
1
= - a
(22%)
Using now (II1.28) from [Ri2], we deduce from (V.36)
F((Cspo — Cary ) L B1(0)) < \/7Q — M(Cly, oL B1(0))
(V.37)

D=

logy A
_ 1
B ( 57 ) a
2°Q
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Combining (V.34) and (V.37) one gets that

logy A
f(047’y,:c|—Bl(0) — Q[D()]) S ( ) Oé% + Ke . (V38)
2°Q
Comparing (V.32) and (V.38) we obtain
1 1\"%
< 2, .
x5S (2%) a2 (V.39)
logy A
Since Ke < Gxﬁa we have ﬁa < ( 1) az. Taking the log of this
2°Q

last inequality we obtain

log \ 1 1
oz g%a o + 5 loga > loga — log(6 x 47

Thus ] ]
5 log o + log(6 x 4%) > g log A

By taking « small enough, we may always assume that log é > 4 xlog(6x 43)
and we finally get that

1 1
— log — > log A
€0 o

Which leads to the desired inequality (V.24) and lemma V.3 is proved. =

Constructing a partition of unity adapted to the covering.

From the covering (B (x)) for 2 € C,_1 N B, (x0) of II(Cp1 N By, (z0))
we extract a Besicovitch covering (B2 (x;)) for i € I (I is a countable set)

of II(Cp—1 N By, (70)) that is a covering such that

Vz € Bimo(xo) Card {Z €l s.t. zeB’ (93,)} <n , (V.40)

%

where N is some universal number (see [Fe|). To simplify the notation we will
simply write r; for r,,. Remark that since balls intersecting each-other have
comparable size (see lemma V.3), each ball B?(z) intersects a uniformly
bounded number of other balls : there exists Ng , such that

viel Card {j €I st B2(z)NBA(x)# (2)} < Ngo . (VAl)
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We now construct a partition of unity adapted to a slightly modified covering.
Considering the covering (B? (z;)) for i € I (I is a countable set) of II(C,—1 N
Bﬁfo (x0)), we can apply lemma A.1 and obtain & depending on « and () such
that (A.3) holds true for some P € N. Let i € I we can deduce from (A.3)
and (V.24) that the radii r; of balls B? (z;) intersecting B}, 5 () satisfy
aPr; < r; < aPr;. From this later fact we deduce that there exists a
number M € N depending only on « and ) such that

Card{j €l s. t. B.(z)NBasey,(z)#0} <M . (V.42)

Indeed, assuming B,,(z;) N By, (z;) = 0, if B, (2:) N B(iys)yr, (2;) we just have
seen that aPr; < r; < a™r; : the two radii have comparable size which
is of course also comparable with the distance |z, — z;|. From (V.40) it
is then clear that the number of such ball B, (z;) is bounded by a constant
depending only of the variables o and @). It is now not difficult to deduce that

(Bfi (142 ))ie 1 realizes a locally finite covering of II(C,—1 N BJ? (20)) satisfying

viel  Cad{jel s t By, (2)0 B, (5) #0) < M+ P

V.43
Indeed assuming for instance that r; > r;, then B(H%)”(zi)ﬂB(H%)Tj (z(j) # Q))
implies clearly that B(iys),(2) N By (2;) # () and the numer of such a j is
controled by P (see A.3), whereas if r; < r;, B(1+§)n(zi) N B(1+g)7«j(zj) # ()
implies clearly that B,,(z) N By, 1+s5)(2;) # 0 and the numer of such a j is
controled by M (see V.42). Thus (V.43) holds true. And we shall use from

now on the notation

Viel pi=r (1 + g) . (V.44)

For any ¢ € I we define y; to be a smooth non-negative function satisfying

i)

xi =1 inBX(z) . (V.45)
ii)
xi =0 inR*\ B?H%m(z,-) (V.46)
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iii)
K
VEEN  |[VFylle < T—,f , (V.47)

where K} depends only on k and Q).

We define now »
Y; = ! ) (V.48)
Ziel Xi

It is clear that (y;) defines a partition of unity adapted to B(21 +ér_)(zi) and
2 K2

satisfying the following estimates

K
VEEN  [[VPlle < = (V.49)

&
T

where K depends only on k and Q.

V1 The approximated average curve.

This chapter is another step towards the proof that Pgy_; = Py which goes
until chapter VIII. We then assume that Pg_; holds (or that @ = 1). Again
in this part we consider the difficult case which is the case where we are
blowing-up the current at a point xy of multiplicity () > 1 whose tangent
cone Cj 4, is () times the integral over the flat disk Dy given by w; = 0 for
i---@Q — 1 (we use the system of coordinates introduced in the begining of
chapter II) and where xy belongs to the closure of Co_;. The purpose of
this chapter is to approximate first our current over each ball of the covering
introduced in the previous section C'LII"'(B2(z;)) by a Q—valued graph
{af}r=1..q over B2 (z;) which is almost J—holomorphic (.J,, —holomorphic in
fact where z; € C, and Il(x;) = z;) and glueing the average curves a; =
%Zgzl a¥ of each of these .J,,—holomorphic Q—valued graphs together we
shall produce a single-valued graph a over Bﬁz (x9) which approximates C'
and for which we will study regularity properties that will be used in the
following chapter VII devoted to the unique continuation argument . Finally
in the second subsection of this chapter we construct new coordinates adapted
to the average curve.
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V1.1 Constructing the average curve.

Let pg, given by (V.23) and let (B2 (;))ier be the Besicovitch-Whitney cover-

ing of II(Cq-1 N B,,, (o)) obtained at the end of the previous chapter. As we
have seen above, for any i € I, C.NIT™ (B2 (z;)) C Co_1N B2 (2) x B3t~ (w;)
where z; = (z;,w;) is in C, (see lemma V.2). For convenience we shall adopt

the following notation
Ni = B2(z) x B *(w;) . (VL1)

Assuming Pg_1, CL Ny, is a J—holomorphic curve : there exists a smooth
Riemannian surface and a smooth J—holomorphic map

\Ili : 2272' — N2sz
(VI.2)
§ — Wy(§)

such that W,[S;] = CL Ny, Let H((X2;) be the sets respectively of
holomorphic and antiholomorphic functions on ¥5; . We introduce now 7;
the map from X, ; into R?*~? chosen such that the perturbation ¥; + 7; is
J.,—holomorphic, precisely 7, is given by

0 0
(951( 77) 662( 77) 1 2,

(VL3)
822&'

where ({1, &) are local coordinates on 3, ; compatible with the complex struc-
ture. The existence of 7); is justified few lines below. To this aim we shall
make use of the following notations. Since J is smooth, Local inversion the-
orem gives the existence of a smooth map A : B2 (z) x R — R* - for
Pz, chosen small enough such that

i)

A, = Az, ) is a linear isomorphism of R | (VI.4)

ii)

Ay =id | (VL5)

0
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iii)

Vo € Bifo (x0) oy = = A, J, A?

(VIL.6)
We shall denote by (z* = 2 + izh, wi = 2} + iz, -

i i i
: ‘ ' S Wy, = Ty, o +ixy,) the
following complex coordinates in Ny,

ZIZ'Z2 )
l’i
2p—1 L2p—1
)
x2p Lop

We will also denote by II; the map that assign to any point x in N;Z_ the
complex coordinate 2* and by D* we denote the J,, —holomorphic 2-disk

D':={z;Vk=1---p—1 w,=0}=A,"Dy (VIL.8)
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Using these complex coordinates in Ni | (VI.3) means

2p;0
5772 = —5\112 in 2272'

(VL9)
822,2‘

The existence and uniqueness of 7; is given by proposition A.3 of [Ri3]. Since
U, is J—holomorphic we have O, V; + J(¥;(£))0,V; = 0, thus |0 ¥; +
J(2:)0e, V5| < |J(¥;(€)) — J(x;)| [V|. Combining this fact with the second
part of proposition A.3 (i.e. estimate (A.13) of [Ri3]) we obtain

/ [Vn:|* < Kr?/ VU, |> < Kr} . (VI.10)
Yo

Yo,
For A <2, we denote by X, ; the surface X ; = 35, N \Ifi_l(N/{pi) so that
U, [3] = CL B () x By 2(0) . (VL.11)
We then prove in [Ri3] the following lemma

Lemma V1.1 Under the above notations one has
||7h‘||L°°(2%7i) < Kr? (VI.12)

where K is a constant depending only on ||V J||« and the choice of o made
in the previous chapter.

Consider now the .J,,—holomorphic curve C* given by the image by ¥;+;
of X3 ;. Since OV, [ ;] is supported in H_l(ﬁB\%p,). Now from Lemma VI.1
) 2P

we know that |n;|ec < Cr? therefore O¥; + Mix[X3 ;] is supported in an r?

neighborhood of H_l(angi (0)) and thus (for r; small enough : that holds if
has been chosed small enéugh in section VI) we have that \Ifl*[Z%Z]) is a cycle
in H;I(Bépi (0)) and the part of the image of X3 ; included in H;I(Bépi (0)) by
U, +1; is a J,, —holomorphic cycle and therefore it is a ()—valued graph over
D' for the complex coordinates given by (2, w"). We denote by {a} }r=1..g
this Q—valued graph (i.e. a}(2}) are the w’ coordinates, in the chart (2, w’),
of the @) intersection points between the .J,, —holomorphic curve ¥; +7h(2%7i)
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and the J,,—holomorphic submanifold given by 2’ = 2}). We now define C"
to be the J,, holomorphic curve in IT; ' (B2 ) given by

Q
C' = {x =A;! <(zl,d§(zi) ) Zaz(zl)) + x2> V' e B%pi(O)}
k=1
(VI.13)
Observe that

9 : 1( 2
@ =0 inD(B,(0) . (VL.14)

Moreover, the conformal invariance of the Dirichlet energy gives

Q
/ > IVap(2) dz' A dZ
2
5,0 k=1 (VL15)
= IV (Wi +n:)[(€) dé < K7}
(‘Pi-i-m)*l(ciﬁnfl(Bz%pi (0)))

We then deduce that

/ \Vai?(2") dz' < Kr? . (VI.16)
B (0)

qPi

Combining (VI.15) and (VI.16) and using standard elliptic estimates we get
that for any [ € N
||Vla§||Loo(B%p_(o)) < K (VL17)
The subscript  in the notation @ is here to recall that we express C? as a
graph in the (2%, w’) coordinates. The same .J,,—holomorphic curve C? can
also, due to (VI.17), be expressed as a graph in a neighborhing system of
coordinate (z7,w’) where B, () N B, (z;) # 0 (indeed the passage from
(2%, w) to (2/,w’) is given by a transformation matrix in R? close to the
identity at a distance of the order r;). In such system of coordinates (27, w?’),
we shall denote @ (27) the graph corresponding to C".
Since C is a graph over w’ = 0 given by (2%,a!(z")) whose gradient is
bounded (see (VI.17)), and since the passage from the (z,w) coordinates to
(2", w") coordinates is given by a transformation A,, whose distance to the
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identity is bounded by |z;| that tends to zero, C? is then also realised by a
graph over B%p_(H(:ci)) that we shall now denote (z,a;(z)) :
6 T

C'LITY(BE, ((x,))) = (2,i(2)). (B2, ((2:)] (VL18)

& 6P

Consider now i and j such that B, (z;) N B, (z;) # 0. We shall compare a;
and a; in II71(B,,(z;) N By, (2;)). Precisely we have the following lemma

Lemma V1.2 Under the above notations one has

Proof of lemma VI.2.

First of all we compare C; and C; in II7'(B,,(z) N By, (z;)). We can
allways assume that »,; and ¥, ; are part of a same Riemannian surface X
with a joint parametrization ¥ = ¥; on ¥9; and ¥ = ¥, on ¥, ; and such
that W,[X] = CLNj, UNj, . Let £9 := U~ (supp(C) N N3, N Nj, . We
consider the following mapping

EY 9 x[0,1] — Nj, NN,

(V1.20)
(&1) — V() + (&) + (1 —t)m(&)
Clearly for any A < %
OEY.[S7] % [0,1]LNy,, NN, = C/ —=C'LN AN N}, . (VI21)

We have .
M(Z7,[%Y] x [0,1]) = / / YRR (V1.22)
0 PY)

where (J32%9)? is the sum of the squares of the determinants of the 3 x 3
submatrices of D=¥. Clearly

|27, 1) < K [[milloo + [15lloc] [[VEPE) + [Vml*(€) + [Vnl2(€)] -
(VI1.23)
Combining Lemma V.3, Lemma VI.1, (VI.22) and (VI.23), we get that for
any A < %

M(EY,[ZY] x [0, 1JLN A N N], ) < K i (V1.24)
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Therefore, combining (VI.21) and (V1.24), using a standard slicing and Fubini
type argument, we may find \ € (%, % such that

F((C'=CI)LN;,, N NS, ) < Krfo . (V1.25)

We shall now compare C* and CY. Denote (24,24 ---2%,) the coordinates
given by (xf, b 24,)" = Ay, - [(x1, 22+ - - 23p)" — 2] where we keep denot-
ing (z1,xs- - x9p) our original normal coordinates vanishing at the center
xg introduced in (II.1) and A,, is the transformation matrix introduced in
(VL4). Observe that with these notations (29,29---29) = (af,2%---2,)
that (z],25---x3,) = (21,25 - - 25,) + Ay - (x; — ;) and that (2,25 - - -25))
has been chosed in order to vanish at a fixed point x;. Observe also that

d
'_Axt

d t d t 2

We also adopt the notations z* := z}+izh and fork =1---p—1 w' := ab, ,+
ixhy, 5. Observe then that 2 =constant or wj, =constant are J,+ —holomorphic
2p — 2 submanifolds, or simply complex variety in (R?", J,¢). In order to com-
pare C and CY we shall perturb Z% in the following way : denote first U,
n; and nj the maps W¥,n; and 7; expressed in the coordinates (z*,w'), and
consider the map s' : (¥')¥ — CP solving

Ogs" = Og(V' +tn) + (1 — t)p})  in ()Y

) (VI.27)
Vh € H(SY) / o dh =0
oxiJ

where X% := U~ (supp(C)) N ng_ N Nép_. The existence and uniqueness of
2 27 ..
s' is given by proposition A.3 of [Ri3] We shall now replace the map =% on
(¥)% by the map
(E)7 = ()7 x[0,1] — Nj, NN,

(&) — AL [UNE) + (&) + (L= t)ni(&) — s + 2

(VI.28)

Observe that for each ¢ € [0,1] the map Z'%(-, t) is a J,: —holomorphic curve.
Observe also that, for t = 0 s* = 0 and that for t = 1, d¢(¥' +7;) = 0, since
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U +1n; is J,;—holomorphic and (2!, w') are J,; coordinates, thus we have also
s’ = 0. One can easily verify, like for proving (VI.10) that forallt € [0, 1]

/( o6 () < K
$Yij

and using lemma V1.1 we have ||s'||o((X")7) < Kr? where (X")7 := U~ (supp(C))N
Nép, N N;p‘. Therefore for any A < ¢ we have
4P 47

O()7,1(Z)7] x [0,1JLN Ap; NN, = CV = C'LN*Ap; N NY, . (VI129)

We consider now the following interpolation between C* and C7 : let =% be
the following map

=0 I(W((2")Y)) x [0,1] — N3, N N3,
(VL.30)
(2,t) — A [(zd ()] 4o

xt

where the p—1 complex components are given by the slices of C* := (/)" _[(X')¥]x
{t} by z' = ¢ evaluated on the functions w}. Precisely using the notations
of [Fe] 4.3

ag(z) == (C" 2", 2) (w}) . (VL.31)

It is clear that for any A < ¢
ST, (U ((S)7))] % [0, 1] I—N"ApmNipj _ (v _Cvil_Ni)\pimNg\'pj (V132)

In order to get a bound for F(C7 — C*LL N*Ap; ﬂNipj), it remains to evaluate
the mass of Z4 [IL;(W((X)))] x [0,1]L Nixp; N Nipj for A = ¢ for instance.
We have

| J3E0| (2, 1) < %A;J.[(z,at(z)] (1) [L+|V.a'(2)?] . (V133)

Because of the same arguments developped to prove (VI.17), since a*(§) is
holomorphic, we have

Hvzdt(z) HLoo((Ell)ij) S K . (V134)
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Thus

1
M(EZ[IIP((Z)Y)] x [0, LN Ap; NN, ) < / / | 3=
’ T(W ("))

<K / / o —tA;-K (2)

~t
<k [ [ a5
0 Jr(w ()i ¢

In one hand, since IL;(¥((X")Y)) |(z,a'(z))| < K r;, we have

[ frwy eIz s

dz Ndz N\dt

In the other hand

1 ~t N-1
0 1
/ / T = fim / N |a® (2)—a'% (2)| dzAdz
o Jmw (i) N—too N = iy ((smyis))
(VL.37)
We have
L = I l X 1+1 141 I+1
laf (z) —a) (2)] =< CF, 2V, 2> (w))—- < C¥N,zv 2> (w))
<|<Cv —C~ 27, 2> (wY)]
s s
+| < O~ 2n, 2> (wy)— < CN 2N 2> (w¥))|
I+1 141 L i+l
+H <OV 2N 2> (w) —wN )]
(VI.38)

We have to control the sum over [ of the integral over II(W((X")¥)) of the 3
absolute values in the right-hand-side of (VI.38) one by one. For the ﬁrst term

of the r.h.s. of(VI.38) we have, using [Fe| 4.3.1, since ||w ||oo+||dw loo <1,

/ |<C'N—C'l§1 2N z>(wk)\dz/\dz
(W ((x")*7))

< Lip(e¥) Fyy g, (CF —CF) <K Fyy g (CF =CF)
(VI1.39)



Similarly as the way we have establishe estimate (VI.25) we can show that

k k1 1
]:Ni/\pmN{pj (Cx —CV)<K N i i (VI.40)

Thus
N-1

1 €
lim / < CH —CH b s (i) < Kt (V14
(W ((x")4))

N—+4o00
=1

For the second term of the r.h.s. of(VI.38) we use 4.3.9 (3) of [Fe| and we get

€ £ L

/ | <O~ 2% 2> ()= < C™, 2%, 2> (w))
(e ((27)4))

I+1

N
K/ dt/ 2% — 2% | d|CV |
(21)~H(IL( (X))

K

(V1.42)

NZ (C N L N'Ap; mng )

K

=%

where we have used (VI.26). Therefore we obtain

€ 1
nm§:/ @“|<0Tzﬁz>()—<OT¢W@>uWﬂ§Kﬁ
1yig

l—~+00

(V1.43)
Finally for the second term of the r.h.s. of(VI.38), we use again (VI.26) and
4.3.2 (2) of [Fe] to obtain that

1 1 L +1
/’ < OF N 2> () )
(")) (VI44)

< M(C FLN AN Nﬁp )

Combining (VI.35), (VI.36), (VI.37), (VI.38), (VI.41), (V1.43) and (VI.44),
we obtain that

MEZ ()] % 0, JLN, N N,,) < (V143)
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Combining this last inequality with (VI.32) and a Fubini type argument we

obtain that there exists A € [, 2] such that

F((Ci = C)LN AN NS, ) <7 . (VL46)

From this fact we then deduce, since C; and C'j are single valued graphs with
uniformly bounded gradients

/ @l (") —al| < K} (VL47)
Hi(Ni%PiﬂN]%p )

Using the notations introduced in (VI.4) and (VI.13), we have that for
any z there exists ¢ such that

(2 = 25, @i(2) —wi) = A1 (€ @ (€)) (VL.48)

where |A,, —id| < K |2 < K py,. Let 2 = p;'(z — 2) and @;(2') =

p; H(@i(2) — w;). Let also & := p; '€ and ai(¢') := @(¢). Since @ is holomor-

phic (see (VI.14), a! is also clearly holomorphic and since ||@t|| o (5, 0) < K,
2

we have that for any [ € N
||Vl&§||L°°(B%(0)) < K, (V1.49)
Using the above notations we have
(2, ai()) = A (€ ai(€) (VL.50)

From the local inversion theorem, since |A,, —id| < K |z;| < K p,, can be
taken as small as we want by taking p,, small enough, we have that for all
[ € N there exists K such that

VL€ e < K1 (VL51)
Therefore, combining (VI1.49), (VI.50 and (VI.51, we obtain
IVLai(2 )] < Ki (VL52)

From that estimate we then deduce

k3

||Vlzai||L°°(B%p =) < K it (VL.53)
[

40



Since C" is .J,,—holomorphic, we have the existence of X¢, i, A3, i such that

p

1 1 0
i i 1
0 =X\ 0 + 1
ox ox oy
0 1 0
1 i i 1
= A 0 + o
da; 0a; 0a;
dy ox oy

Writing J,, = Jo + (x;), we first observe that

10(z:)| < [[Tller || < K pa

Using this notation we deduce from (VI.54)

\

2P 8@

>\Z—511 % 2511% 8
2P 8a

=1

,Ul +5211’Z —I-Z(Sgll’l 81’
8a
Ay = —1+612(x;) +Z511$z N

oat

,LL2—522 xT; +Z(52l$2 ay
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Therefore the equation solved by a; is forany k =1---p—1

(A ~ o i i
8@5’;“ - 6@822:;2 — [51’1(;@) + ;5171(%)6_?] 0%?:’?2
< oal] a2+
+ | G2, (i) + ; 52,l(2:,-)8—£] o
—0okr2.1(x;) 252k+2l
oazktt  gakt? oal| vazk+? (VL.57)
éy + éx [512 T +Z511x2 8y] éx
o .
+ | 022(z) + Zp:(gm () 5@2] 8%2:;2
_52k+21 ;) 252k+2l l
(
Then we deduce that there exists a linear map
A, ) : RR@R?? — CP 'y (R@R??)"
and an element
B(z;,-) € C7' @r (R®@R™™?)"
such that a; solves
88—% = Alwi, Vay) - Va; + B(xi, Vag) + D(wi @) - (VL58)

Observe also that the dependence of A and B in B,, (o) is smooth and that
A(zo,-) = 0, B(xg,-) = 0, D(xg) = 0 and because of (VI.55) we have an
estimate of the sort

Vp e RZQRY  |A(zy, p)| + |Bwi,p)| < K |1+ p) . (VL59)
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Consider now 7 and j such that B2 (z;) N B2 (z;) # 0. On B%p (z:)N B%p_(zj)
j § 6P

i

a; — a; solves the following equation
—A(Z'j, VEI,]) . VEI,] - B(Z’j, Vd])
(VL60)
= C(LL’Z, de, Vd]) . V(dl — d])
"‘E(ZL’Z,V&)) - E(:L’j,Vdj) >
where

"‘B(I‘Z, le) - B(I‘Z, Vdj) 5
(VL61)
(where we have used the linear dependance in p of A(x;,p) and B(x;,p)),
and where

E(x,p) .= A(z,p) -p+ B(x,p) + D(x) . (VI1.62)

Observe, in one hand, that C(x,p,q) has a linear dependence in p and ¢ in
R? ® R?"~2, that

[C(z,p, )| < K[| (L+|p[+1al) - (VL63)
and that following estimates hold for D(x,p), forall [ € N
VLE(z,p)| < Ki (1+[p*) (VL.64)
On B%(p[lzi) N B% (p;'2;) the function f(2) := a;(p;2') — aj(p;2’) solves
Ozf = C()-Vf=yg() | (VL.65)

where

C(Z/> = C(SL’Z, V&Z, Vd])(plz/) y

and
9(2) := pi [D(zi, Vaj(pi')) — D(xj, Vaj(pi'))]
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Using (VI.53), observe that for any [ € N

IV, (Vi) (i), (V25)(pi2))) oo
(V1.66)
<K |x2| pé U|vi+1&i||oo + ||Vlz+1dj’|00} < K Pz

Therefore, for p,, small enough, L := 07 — C(2’) - V. is an elliptic coercive
first order operator with smooth coefficients whose derivatives are uniformly
bounded. Observe also that, using again (VI.53),

IV%p: [D(wi, Vay(piz')) = D(xz, Vag(pi2))]

/2] (VL67)
<EKp! o) IV asllee VSl + pb V5 50
s=0
Then we have
IVl < K pf . (VL68)

From (VI.46) we deduce that

[N v (VL.69)
B%(pf zz')ﬁB%(P{ zj)

Thus combining (VI.65)...(VI.69) and using standard elliptic estimates we
obtain that for any [ € N

||Vlf||LW(B%(pflzi)ﬁB%(pflzj-)) < Kl Pi (VI?O)
which yields, going back to the original scale the estimate (VI.19) and lemma V1.2
is proved. [ ]

Definition of the approximated average curve. On Bﬁzo 0) =

I(B,,, (z9)) we define the approximated average curve as follows. Let ¢
be the partition of unity of II(Cq-1 N B, (%0)) defined in (V.48). We denote

a(20) ==Y _¢(20)ai(z)  Vz € (Coo1 N By, (z0)) -
i€l (VL.71)
a(zo) =< C,z, 29 > (w) V2o € II((Cq \ Cq-1) N By, (70))
Observe that, because of lemma IV.2, for any 2z € II((Cq \ Co-1) N By, (20))

the slice < C, z, zy > consists of exactly one point and a(zp) is simply the w
coordinates of that point. The following estimates for a holds :
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Lemma V1.3 Under the above notations, for any q < +oo there ezists a
constant K, independent of p, such that

/ V%l < K, p2, (VL.72)
Bhay ©)

Proof of lemma VI.3.

We claim first that @ is a Lipschitz map over ngo (0). In II(Co-1 N
B,, (20)), by the assumptions of the inductive procedure, we know that
a is smooth and using both (VI.53) and (VI.19), because also of (V.49), we
have

||V5l||L°°(H(cQ,1anxO(xo))) <K . (VL.73)

Consider now two arbitrary points x and y of Bﬁzo(()), either the segment
[z,y] in Bﬁxo (0) is included in II(Cq—1 N B, (70)) and then we can integrate
(VL.73) all along that segment to get

la(x) —aly)| < K|z —y| (VL.74)

or there exists z € [z,y] NII((Cq \ Co-1) N By, (70)) and using this time
(IV.6) we also get (VI.74), which proves the desired claim. Using the equation
(VI.58) solved by the a;s we obtain that, in II(Co-1NB,, (70)), a is a solution
of

0.a— A((2,d(2)), Va)-Va— B((z,a(2)), Va) — D(z,a(2)) = C(2) , (VL75)

where
((z) = Z ¢; [A(z;,Va;) - Va; — A((z,a(2)), Va) - Va
+2_ [Blws, Vag) = B((za(2)), Va)] (VL76)
+ Z Ozp; [a; —

Observe that )., 0:p;a was added at the end because this quantity van-
ishes. Since for any z; and r;, (V.10) holds, since also for any z € II((Cg \
Cq-1) N By, (z0)) we have for an € as small as we want (recall a was fixed
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independently of €), the relative lipschitz estimate (IV.6) holds and granting
the fact that I1((Cq \ Co-1) N B,,, (o)) is a compact subset of B, (o), it is
clear that

Vn>0 306>0 s.t.Viel

(VL.77)
dist(By,(2:), II((Co \ Cg-1))) <6 = |p| <
Observe that
Z <K Z sz 90] |a] Z|
i,j€l
Z edes(2) V(@ — ) VL7
1,7€1
> IVeil2)lei(2) laiz) — a;(2)]
i,J€1

using (VI.19), we have that

((2)] < Kmax{r;i€l; s. t. z€ B;(zl)} < K dist(z,1I((Co \ Cg-1)))

(VL.79)
Combining (VI.77) and (VI.79), we have that ((z) converge uniformly to 0
as z tends to II((Cg \ Cg-1)). We then extend ¢ by 0 in II((Cg \ Co-1)). ( is
now a continuous function in Bf)zo (o) and we claim that

&a— A((z,a(z)),Va) -Va— B((z,a(z)),Va) = ((2) in D’(Bim0 (z0))
(VI.80)

Since @ is a lipschitz function in B} (x9), 9:a — A((z,d(z)),Va) - Va —

B((z,a(2)), Va) is a bounded function in Bizo(xo) and therefore, in order

to prove (VI.80), it suffices to prove that for H? almost every z in TI((Cq \
Co-1)) N B3, (x0)

da— A((z,a(z)),Va) - Va— B((z,a(z)),Va) — D(z,a(z)) =0 . (VIL.81)
This later equality, because of the computations leaded between (VI.54).. (VI 58),

is just equivalent to the fact that the tangent plane of the graph (z,a(z)) at
that point is J—holomorphic, which is the case at every point of II((Cq \
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Co-1)) N ngo (x9) due to lemma IV.2. Thus (VI.80) is proved. Using again
(VI.19) we observe that

IV S KDY wil2)es(2) [IVay| + V)]

D> wil2)es(2) [Vail (=) V2@ — )l (2)
> [IV%i2)les(2) + [Vl ()i ()] 18a(2) = as(2)] + |y — wil
<K

(VI1.82)
We claim now that ¢ is Lipschitz in ngo (o). Indeed, argueing like for a,
given z and y in ngo(xo), if the segment [z,y] has no intersection with
II((Cg \ Cg-1)), then, integrating (VI.78) on that segment gives

C@) = CWI < K |z —y| . (VI.83)
Otherwise, if there exist z € [x,y] NII((Co \ Cg-1)), then, (VI.79) gives
[CE@)+CW) < K |z —2[+ ]y — 2|,

which gives (VI.83) and the claim is proved. We claim now that a €
W2’q(B§xO/2(O)) for any ¢ < 400. Let e be a unit vector in B§x0/2(0)‘ For
small h we denote a,(z) := a(z + h) and (4(2) := ((z + h). We have, using

the linear dependencies of
_B((Z> 6)7 V(EI, - a’h))
= C - Ch + A((Z> d)a th) -Vay, — A((Z + h> dh)a th) -Vay,
B((z,a),Vay) — B((z+ h,an),Vay) + D(z,a) — D(z + h,a) .
(VI.84)
Denote A}, the right-hand side of (VI.84) and observe that there exists a

constant K such that
Ap| <K R (VL85)
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Let x,,, be a cut-off function such that x,, =1 in B, (0) and x,,, =0 in
2
R?\ B2 (0). Let fi := Xp,, (@ —a), and let Ly, be the operator such that
Lnf:=0sf — A((z,a),Va)-Vf—A((z,a),Vf) -Va, — B((z,a),Vf)

(VI.86)
we have

thh = szo Ah _'_ (d - ah)a%XPzO - A((Z7 gL)7 Va) ' (d - ah>vxpzo

—A((2,a), (@ — an)VXp,,) - Van — B((2,a), (@ — an)Vxp,,) -
(VI.87)
Since a is Lipschitz, using (VI.85) and (VI.59), we have that

\Lnfal <K h . (V1.88)

Observe that [Ly fa| > |0z fu| — K pu |V fu]- Since f = 0 on 0B3 (0), for any
p < +oo we have that

/ V< K, / O-falt < K, / Lful? + Kpt [V £,

(VI.89)
Dividing by h? and making h tend to zero, we get that for p,, small enough
we get (VI.72) and lemma VI.3 is proved. u

V1.2 Constructing adapted coordinates to C in a neigh-
borhood of zy € Cg \ Cg-1.

We consider a point xy in the support of our J—holomorphic current C'
and we assume, as above, that the multiplicity at xy is () and that the
tangent cone Cj 4, is () times a J,,—holomorphic disk D. We start with the
coordinates (z,wy,---,w,y_1) chosed in (I.1) such that Cp,, = Q[D] is Q
times the “horizontal” disk given by w; =0 for i =1,---,p — 1 and we work
in the ball Bgfo (o) whose radius py, is given by (V.23). The purpose of this
subsection is to construct new coordinates (£, Ay, -+, A\,—1) in Bf)fo (x¢) such
that the set \; =0fori=1,---,p—1 coincides with the graph of the average
map a constructed in the previous subsection.

On the graph A(z) := (z,a(z)) we consider the complex structure j given
by the metric induced by ¢ := w(J-,-). Let X be a vector tangent to A at
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(z,a(2)). We compare jX and JX in R*. Let n(z,a(z)) be the 2p — 2-unit
vector normal to T(; ) A, making the identification between 2p — 1-vectors
and vector given by the ambiant metric, we have

JX =nAX

We have seen that

|Jn —n|(z,a(2)) < 7riae)

Therefore
|jJX—JjX| < |n/\JX—J(n/\X)| < |n/\JX—Jn/\JX| ST(Z7&(Z))‘X|

Thus we get that |(J — j)(J + j)X| < rea2))|X| where we extend j to the
normal bundle to A again by the mean of the induced metric. Since |(J+7)X|
and | X| are comparable independant of X, we have

VX € Teaend  1(J = §)X| < KriaeylX| (VL.90)
We choose now coordinates £ = (£1,&2) on A compatible with j (i.e. ja%l =
5%2)- Let (2/,a(2)) == (pz, s Py @(pa,2’)) and in B??(0) we consider the met-
ric §(2',w') = pp2(pue?’, puew’)*g where g in B3P (0) is the original metric
g(+,-) =w(J-, ). After this scaling we have, using (VI.72)

/|V2d|p dz' < Kgpl | (VL91)
B

and
g7 =0 +n"  where h7(0,0) =0 and |[VhY[l < Kpy, . (VL.92)

We look for isothermal coordinates (&/,&}) in A = {(/,a(z)) 2 € B2(0)} of
the form ¢’ = 2’ + §(2’) where § will be small in W?2?. On B#(0) we consider
the metric k = (2, a(2'))*§ = (1 + ku1)(da})? + 2kyada! daly + (1 4 koo ) (dah)?.
From the estimates above we have for any ¢ > 0, (since Va(0,0) = 0 and
IV%allg < pay we have ||Vl < pa)

IVE[ < K p2 . (VL.93)

BY
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Following [DNF] page 110-111 it suffices to find d; solving

o [ (+kun)g — kil )
Oy | /(T4 ki) (1 + ko) — k3, | 07

o) o)
(14 kao) 9% — kro 5

VI k) (1 + ko) — ki

(VI.94)
Taking §; = 0 on dB%(0) we get a well posed elliptic problem and we obtain
the existence of §; satisfying

=0

where a;; are Holder continuous [lai; — d;jl|co.«(pz) < Kap® and F € L? with
J|F)? < K,p2. Standard elliptic estimates give then

161 lw2as2) < Kply (VL95)

Therefore, going back to the original scale, we have found coordinates &; =
Ti + pag0i(pgy 2) = x; 4+ a;(2) such that

0 0

VaoogKi and j— = —
Vel < K2, i3 =

(V1.96)

We translate these coordinates in such a way that «(0,0) = (0, 0).

Inside GI(R?P), the space of invertible 2p x 2p matrices with real coeffi-
cients we denote U(p) the subspace of matrices M which commute with Jy.
U(p) is a compact submanifold of GI(R?) and for some metric in GI(R*)
we denote 7y () the orthogonal projection from a neighborhood of U(p) onto
U(p). We consider M (z) the matrix which is given by

M(2) = Al mom (Aeae)) (VL97)

where we recall that A, is given by (VI.6). We have clearly, since ||Va| < K
and [, © |V2a|? < K p2, for any p < 400,
)

2
IVM(2)l(pz, o) < K and  [[VEM(2)l|Loss, o) < Kqpds
(VI.98)
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We keep denoting e, eg, - -, €9, the canonical basis of R?. Let
er(z) = M(z)-e; . (VI.99)
We have forall : = 1---p that
J((z,a(2)) - e2i1(2) = J((2,0(2)) - ALz o) (M) - €201

= Al Jomu) (Aace) - €2in

= Ao T (A zae)) o - €2i1 = A G T (M) - €2 = 2i(2)
(VI.100)
In Bgi’o (zo) we consider the new coordinates (£, \) given by

U (60— U(EN) = (2(6),a(2()) + D Nena(2(€)) - (VL10D)

Let J be the expression of the almost complex structure in these coordinates
(ie. Jeny - X = dU Ly - dV - X), we shall now estimate |J — Jy| for
points satisfying |A| < rg,\) - recall that r, was defined in the beginning
of chapter VI (see (V.11) and (V.12)) - which corresponds in Bifo(xo) to a

neighborhood of A(z) = (z,a(z)) containing the support of C'. We have first
for i = 1,2, using (V1.90),

AV T e = Jueo) - o = Juieo) 5 + (Jueo) = jueo) - a5
(VL.102)
= (=)™ —— + O(rg(£,0))
(1" 5+ 0(ru(6,0)
where we are using the convention aga 65 —. We have then for 1 <1 <p
AW coren = Toeo = = Jueoe e 0 (VI.103)
yea = = —gg_1 = .
o2 = S0 gy = Jueo 2-1= Fg
For |A| < rg(e,») we have for i = 1,2
AV Jene = Juen - dVener = Jueo) - AV o)
o) - [V e — Vo] + [Juen = Jueo] - dPVener
(VL.104)
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USiIlg the fact that |J\p(§7)\) - J\p(g,o)‘ S ||JH01 |\II(£, )\) - \If(g,O)‘ S Kﬂp(g’)\)
and that d¥ ¢ ye; — dW e ges = G (E,A) = G2 (€,0) = 2o, Midg, 142, We have
then )

|d\I/J(§7)\)61 — J\p(&g) . d\D(§70)61| S O(’l“\p(g’)\)) (V1105)

Using (VI.90) again, we have |[Jy0) — J(V(£,0))] - dV (¢ opei| < O(rweo)),
thus, since W is lipschitz ry ) and ry o) from lemma V.3 are comparable
and (VI.105) implies

AW T e — W - eaf <AV Teaer —dWeo) - ea +]dW ey e2 =AUy -2

(VI.106)
and using again the fact that |[dW ¢ g)-ea—dW¥ (e y)-e2| = |g—§‘1;(§, A)— g—g(f, 0)| =
| > 11 MiOs€142| < O(rwe,n)), we have finally that

|d\11j(5’)\)61 — d\lf(g’)\) : 62| S O(’f’\p(&)\)) . (V1107)
Finally, we have for 1 <1 <p

d‘l’j(g,x)ezz = Juen - AWV nea = —dV g yyeq1
HdW e — d¥ e o)lea—1 + Jueo) - [d¥en) — AV g 0)ea] (VL.108)

+HJwen) — Jueo)  d¥en

Using the estimates we used in the above lines, (VI.108) becomes for 1 < [ <

p 8
|d\IfJ(5’)\)€2l + d\lf(g’)\)egl_ﬂ S O(’l“\p(g’)\)) . (VIIOQ)

Thus combining (VI.107) and (VI.109), we obtain that

V(EN) st M <Sreeny ey = dl S K reeny - (VLL10)

VII The unique continuation argument.

In this part we show that, assuming Pg_; (recall that the definition is given
by (IL.8), a point zy in Cg \ Co—1 is isolated in Cq \ Cg—1 unless all points
in C, in a neighborhood from zy ar of multiplicity (). This fact has been
already proved in chapter IV in the case where Cj ,, was not () times a same
flat holomorphic disk (the easy case). Here we assume that we are in the
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difficult case Cy ., = Q[Do] and we adopt the coordinate system about z
constructed in section VIII.2. We denote by II the map that assigns the
first complex coordinate & = & + i&,. Assuming there exists a sequence of
points z,, € Cg \ Co—; different from zy and converging to zy, the goal of
this chapter is to show that C' in a neighborhood is a () times a same graph.
The strategy is inspired by [Ta] chapter 1 : in our coordinates, the points
in Cg \ Co-1 are contained in the disk A; = 0 for ¢« = 1,---,2p — 2 and
we shall use a unique continuation argument technique based on the proof
of some Carleman estimate to show that our assumption imposes that the
whole cycle in the neighborhood of z is included in that disk. Let (&,,0)
be the coordinates of x,, — z¢. We can allways extract a subsequence such
that |&,11] < [€,]?. We then introduce the function gy (§) := Hle(g — &)
Because of the speed of convergence of our sequence &, to zero it is not
difficult to check that there exists a constant K independent of N such that
for any £ € ngo the following holds

Ne—1 Ne—1

K1 K 1 1
e H|sj|—'~"N = gviie e U g

(VIL1)

where N is the index less than N such that [§ — &y, | is minimal among the
|€ — &,|. Tt is also straightforward to check that

. KE(N-N) 1 &1
Van' —
Va0 < g =g L g
% Ne—1 Ne—1 . Ne—1
TN e = §N5\2 H \53 |§|N Ne |¢ — §N5| Z \51 ]1_[1 \@

(VIL2)
and we have a corresponding estimate for |V¥gy'|(€) for arbitrary k in
general. Let ¢ € II(Cq-1). & belong to some B2 (&) of the covering con-
structed in chapter VI. To every such a ¢ we assign k; an index such that
&k, | + pr, < 1&| — pi and such that [&,, — &| < Kp; and such that p; and py,
are comparable :

Ko <pr <Kp;i . (VIL3)

This is always possible due to the Whitney-Besicovitch nature of our covering,
moreover for every k there exists a uniformly bounded number of 7 such that
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k; = k. Observe also, because of the relative Lipshitz estimate (IV.6) with
constant ¢ and because of the “splitting stage” of Cy, ,, characterised by
(V.10) we have that for any > 0 one may choose € small enough compare
to a defined in chapter V such that for any £ € II(Cg_1)

dist (§,T1(Co \ Cq-1)) > 6 'pi (VIL4)
where ¢ € B2 (&). Combining (VIL3) and (VIL.4) we get that
Viel V(e B (&) V(e B (&)

%dist (& 1(Cq \ Co-1)) < dist (¢, 11(Cq \ Cq-1)) < 2dist (§,11(Cq \ Co-1))

(VIL5)
From (VII.1), (VIL.2) and (VIL5) we get that for any N € N, for any £ €
B2 .(&) and for any ¢ € B>, (&)

lgn'1(€) < Klgy'1(¢) - (VIL6)

and IVgn| IV2gn| 1
AV IN] 2|V 9N K— . VIL7
PiToTE (&) + p; PR (&) < |gN‘(C) ( )

Let x,,, be a cut-off function identically equal to 1 in Bizo /2(0) and equal
to 0 outside B} . In B2 (z) x R*~? we introduce the cycle C¥~ which is
given by

VEe By - (O ILE) = gy (6), (C.ILE) (VILS)

In other words if ¥ : ¥ — B} (0) x R*7? is a parametrisation of a

piece of C, a parametrisation of the corresponding piece in C9 is given by
(Ve,gn' oIl o W W) where (U, ¥)) are the coordinates of W. Since C9V is

a cycle in Bﬁzo (20) x R*~2 we have, denoting ) := f:_ll do_1 A d)gy)
p—1
C9 (Xpy, 0 IL Q) = —C9(dx,,, oTIA Y Ay_idAar) (VIL9)

=1
We split C'9v (pro oIl Q) = (9~ I_Bigco/2 X R¥=2(Q) + C9v I_(Bizo \3210/2) X
R*72(x,,, © I ©2) and we have

p—1
CNLB2 o xR¥P72(Q) =Y CWLB; ,xR72(p0ll Yy Q) , (VILI0)
el =1
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where we recall that the partition of unity was constructed in (V.48) adapted
to the covering B2 (&). Let ¥; : ¥; — B3 (&) x B372(0) be a smooth
parametrisation of C'L B3, (&;) x Bf)fo_z(O) and denote by 7; the map from ¥;
into R? given by [Ri3] - Proposition A.3 - such that ¥;+; is Jy—holomorphic.
Since J in B;ﬁi((&,O)) is closed to Jy at a distance comparable to p; - see
(VI.110) - we have

IVl ey o < pi (VIL11)

where we recall that ¥s ; = X; N U (B3, (&) x R?). Using now lemma IL.2

2
of [Ri3], which do not require J to be C' in these coordinates but just the
metric g to be close to the flat one, one has

||n2||L2 4 < p? (V1112>

w

Using the parametrisation U; = (¥, ¢, ¥, ), we have
CQN I_Bp /2 X R2p_2(g0i (] H Q)

Pl [ g2 2 (VIIL.13)
= o(W;¢) d - Ad o
/zi ¢ ; 9(Tie) 9(ie)
We compare this quantity with
/ :n 1 ] \1121/\ 1y mzzA 1 W2, 2, (VIIL.14)
PN =1 Wig+Mig) 9(Wie +mig)
One has
p—1
(7Y = C9%)(pi 0 HZdAzl 1 AdAy)| <
|: z)\+772>\ i :H ‘ [ z>\+n2)\ :H
7, + (3 7, _I_ 1
¢ i) g &+ ie) (VIL15)
< 5K V[ \I’i,,\—i‘m,,\ H
G(Vse 4+ nie)

2

(Wi +mie)  9(Wie)

[ Wi\ +7mix Wi ]
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We have

/v
2

= /2 v {\PZ (9(‘1’i,§1+ me) g(éi,s))]
Vg|?

1
+/ |Vni|supee g2 i7+/ 1n:? supeenz () a1 (€)
., g T s, AT

7

2

[ Wi n + mix Wi ]
9(Wie +mie)  g(Wie)

2

(VIL.16)

i

Let f(&) be the flat norm of the slice of C9¥ by T171(¢),
f(&) = F(< O 1L, € >)

Using (V.8),(observe that the difference of the densities for the metrics w(-, J-)
and wy(-, Jo-) is as small as we want for p,, chosen small enough, using also
(VIL.6) and (VIL.7), we have

(&)

1 [Vgn/?
| |V77i‘2SUP£eB,%i(Ei)W + | Inl? supeess 69

PN pop ‘9N|4
<K / Fik
szi(ﬁki)

where we have used the fact that [, oy, |Uy, 2> > Kpj. This lower bound

is a crucial point in our paper it comes from the fact that C' restricted to
By, (zy,) is splitted : we have that p,;zM(CI_Bpki (xg,)) is less that 7@ —
Koo (see (V.11)) where Ky and « only depend on p, @, J and w. If Wy,
would have been too close to 0 in L? norm, since the intersection number
between (¥y,).[X,] and the 2p — 2-planes II71(¢) for & € ngi (&) is Q,
p,;zM (CL B, (zx,)) would have been too large would have contradicts the
upper bound (V.11). The first term in the right-hand-side of (VIL.16) can be

(VIL.17)
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bounded as follows

/EiVl%N(miW sl

_ 1 Y ( 1 1 )
< P;
(\11254_7710 Z§ pop gn ( 25"‘7725) gn (\IIZ§)
Vgn
<K/ pi sup 2| €3]
¢eB, |9N|
Voul|
g
+K [ p?|Vii* | sup =)
bop ¢eB2 (&) |9N|

2

2
+K/ﬁmﬁsw e
X £EB2 i ‘gN|
Vng 2
K ﬁw2wp' ¢
¥, 39273 |9N|

(VIL18)
Using (VIL.6) and (VIL.7) like above and combining (VII.15)...(VIL.18), we
have finally for every § > 0

p—1
(CIY — C)(@ioTT Y dAar—y AdAy)| <
= . (VIL.19)
Z _'_ 1
5K/<pz [ . “H+7K Tk
(Wig + Mig) B, (&)

Since W;+1n;/golloW,;4n; is an holomorphic map into C?, the A—coordinates
of it, U; x+min/g oIl oW, +n; is also a holomorphic map but into CP~! and
one has

1 p—1
Wi +min - 1 -
— dAgi—1 N dA Uin+1mia)" dA; A dA
O ; 21 A ddar) = 5 (Win +15i) (; ! ,>
Wi s+ M —
= V—’ ’ d¢ N\ dC
‘ 9(Wie + i)

(VI1.20)
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where ( denotes local complex coordinates on 3;, and A; is the complex
coordinate A; = \y_1 + i\y. Therefore, combining (VII.19) and (VII.20) we

have for ¢ chosen such that §K < %

p—1
Co(p; oIy " dAgi_y AdAy) >

=1 ) (VIL.21)
1 Wix+ i K 2
2 Js, 9(Wic+mie)|l 0 Jpz ()

Let {al(€)}i=1..¢ be the holomorphic Q—valued graph realised by (¥,¢ +
e 9N (Wie 4+ ig) Win + Th',A)a we have that

\Ijl (2
/ " 'V A i
5, 9(Wig +nig)
Clearly this quantity is larger than [, ¢;|V f|? where f(€) is the Flat norm
Pi

of the slice of CY¥ by II7'(£). Replacing f by f itself, the slice of C9¥
by II71(¢), in the integral [ B2, wilV f 2, induces error terms which can be

/ %ZWW £) d¢ A dE (VIL22)
B2

controled by [g, . |f|* like in the computation of the error between C
Pk
and C7V above. Therefore we have

K

CM(p; oIl Q) > ;/ i VI == Fis (VII1.23)

%ki(ﬁki)

Because of the relative lipschitz estimate, f extends as a W2 function on
all of Bizo (0). Standard Poincaré estimates yields

/ |szof|2§Kpio/ IV (X F)I? (VIL.24)
B2 B2

Pz Pz

Taking p,, small enough we can ensure that Kp2 > O(d) and combining
(VIL9), (VIL.23) and (VII.24) we get that

p—1
/ |fI? S/ [P+ IVFP + CO (dxp,, o TTA Y Ay 1dAar)
B, /2 B3 \B, /2 =1

(VIL.25)

o8



By taking the sequence &, such that the largest |¢| satisfies |&] < 52, if f

is not identically zero near the origin we would have that (%2) N S P
pzgy/2

0
would tend to infinity, whereas, it is not difficult to check that the right-

hand-side of (VII.25) which involves quantities supported in ngo \Bimo Jo 18

bounded by K,, N 2 ( %)N. The multiplication of it by (%) N tends clearly
to zero as N tend to infinity. We have then obtained a contradiction and we
have proved that any point inside Cq \ Cg-1 is surrounded in C, by points
which are all in Cg \ Cg—; or by points which are all in Cg_;. It remains to
show that a point in Cg \ Co—; is not an accumulation point of U,<g—_15ingq.

This is the purpose of the next chapter.

VIII Points in C; \ Cp_; are not accumulation
points of U,<g_15ing?.

In this chapter we prove, Assuming Pg_1, that points in Cg \ Cg—1 are not
accumulation points of Uy<g_15ing? and combining this fact with the result
in the previous chapter we will have proved Py.

Let then zy € Co\Cg-1, and assume then that zg is an accumulation point
of Cg—_1, which means, using the monotonicity formula, lemma IV.1 together
with the result obtained in the previous chater, that there exists a radius p
such that C, N B,(zy) C Cg and that (Cg \ Co—1) N B,(z9) = {xo}. From the
assumed hypothesis Pg_1, we have then that there exists a Riemann surface
¥ and a smooth J—holomorphic map ¥ such that C'L B, (z¢) = ¥.[X]. The
goal is to show that ¥ has a finite topology and that it is a closed Riemann
Surface. The idea is to perturb ¥ by finding n € L*(X) such that U + 7 is
Jo—holomorphic and (¥ + 7n).[X] is a cycle.

For any r < ry, we denote ¥, the finite Riemann surface obtained by
taking ¥ N U1(B,(x) \ Br(x0)) and we shall denote I', the part of the
boundary of X, which is disjoint from 9% C (|¥ — zg|)7*(ro). On X, we
consider 7, the map which is given by Proposition A.3 in [Ri3]. It satisfies
in particular, using the complex coordinates induced by Jy,
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(VIIL.1)
Vr <o / |Vn,.|? < / |J(0) — Jo)?|VV|]? < Kry
Er Z:'r

where we have used that, for the induced metric by ¥ on 3, (¥ is an isometry)
we have [, |VV|? = M(CL B,,(20)) < Kr§. Using local §; & coordinates in
Y., we have for all k =1---2p

082 &2

oWk 2P AL ovk &
L=y JNW)=— d JE(
Z l ( ) al Z l 861

Taking respectively the & derivative and the & derivative of these two equa-
tions we obtain

2p

Vk=1---2p Ay UF=x <Z d(JF(¥;)) A d@ﬁ) : (VIIL.2)

=1

From (VIIL.1) we deduce that Ay, (¥ + 7,) = 0 therefore this yields

Vk=1---2p Agnf= <Zd JE(W,)) A d\If) . (VIIL3)

Let 6% given by

Ag, 6F = (300 d(JF(T,)) A dTY) in %,

(VIIL4)
k=0 on 0%,
From [Ge] and [To] there exists a universal constant K such that
10| 2o (2) + IVl 225,y < K| ]l / [VU]* < K7 (VIIL5)
P

Because of the above estimates, taking some sequence r,, — 0, one can always
extract a subsequence 7, such that 7, , and ¢, , converge to limits 7y and g
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that satisfy in particular

O(W +mno) =0 in Y
As(mo+d)=0  inX (VIIL6)
IVl 2y + 10]| ooy + 1VOl 2y < K

For any k = 1, - - -, 2p we consider the harmonic function u* := n*+6*. Using
the coarea formula we have for any r < rq

/ds \vuk|:/ |Vu"| |V\xpugr</ \Vuk|2) . (VIIL7)
0 Ts T\Z, E\Z,

Therefore using a mean formula, for any € > 0 there exists s > 0 such that

Vuf| <e . (VIILS)
T's
We have o o
0= [ Ach= [ 2L v VIIL9
/S = Is 01/ + o 01/ ( )

By choosing ¢ smaller and smaller and taking the corresponding s given by
(VIIL.8), one gets
k
ai . (VIIIL.10)
oy al/
Let m < M two values such that supgsu® < m and consider the truncation
TMy* equal tu m if u* < m equal to M if u¥ > M and equal to u* otherwise.
We have

ou* ou¥

0:/ Ty Aguk:—/ |VTnf¥u’f|2+/ TR Rt

s s Ts 81/ ) 8V
(VIIL.11)

Therefore
/ IVTMuF2 < M | |V (VIIL.12)
S FS

and by choosing againg s tending to zero according to (VIIL.8), one gets
that Tn]fb/[ uF is identically equal to m and we deduce that uF < m in X.
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Similarly one gets that u* is bounded from below and the we have proved
that ||ul|ze(x) < +00. Combining this fact with (VIIL.6) we have that

70|l Loe(zy < 00 . (VIIIL.13)

Being more carefuhl above by taking eventually ¥, instead of ¥ for some
r € [ro/2,ro), and using [Ri3] we could have shown that |no| re(z) < K 7.
We claim now that 9(¢ + n).[X] = (¢ + n).[0%], that is : for any smooth
1-form ¢ equal to zero in a neighborhood of (¢ + 7)(9%), one has

/ (U +19)"d¥ =0 . (VIIL.14)
%

We have

/ (¥ + no)*dllf) =

E]

/(\If+no)*\lf‘§K¢/ VU + 10| . (VIIL15)
1—‘s

E]

Argueing like for proving (VIIL.8), for any € we can find s such that st IV -+
no| < e and we then deduce (VIIL14). Thus in B2 (o) \ ¥ + n(9%), (¢ +
n)«[2] is a integre rectifiable holomorphic cycle. Using the results of Harvey-
Shiffman and King ([HS] and [Ki]) we have that there exists a compact
Riemann surface with boundary ¥’ and an holomorphic map ¥’ such that
(0 +n)2] = V. [XT]. (¢ +n)(X) is therefore an holomophic curve - with
boundary - in C*. We claim that ¥ + 7, is a holomorphic simple covering
of 3. Indeed let wy; be the pull-back by ¥ of the symplectic form w in R?”
we have [pws = [ U'w = [ |[VU]* > 7Qrf, because of the monotonicity
formula (zo € Co \ Cg-1). Let wy be the restriction of wy to ¥’. We have
Js (W + o) ws = [o(V+10)*wo = [, |[V(¥ +m)|*. Because of (VIIL1), we
have that the holomorphic covering W + 1 from 3 onto ¥/ satisfies

/E Wy — /2 (U + no)wsr | = o, ( /2 wz) : (VIIL.16)

Therfore, for ry small enough this covering has to be a simple one and ¥
is a compact Riemann surface. W is now a J—holomorphic map from a
compact Riemann surface 3 into (B*,J), it is then smooth and C'L B is
a J—holomorphic curve.
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A Appendix

Lemma A.1 LetU be an open subset of R?, let 0 < A < 1 and let (B2 (%;))ier
a covering of U which is locally finite : there exists n € N such that

V:eU  Card {z el st z€ sz,(zi)} <N | (A.1)

moreover one assumes that
Vi,j el B (z)NBy(2) #0 = 1>y . (A.2)
Then there exists & and P € N depending on \ only such that
Viel  Card{j €l s t B,(2)NBassm(z)#0 <P . (A3)

Proof of lemma A.1. We argue by contradiction. Assume there exists
6, — 0, a sequences of coverings of U, (B} (z,;) for i € I satisfying (A.1)

Tn
and (A.2) and a sequence of indices 7, such that

Card {j €l s t. B, (2jn) N Bass,r, . (Zinn) 7 @} — +00 asn — +oo

(A.4)
After an eventual rescaling of the whole covering and a translation we can
assume that r;, , = 1 and z;,, = 0. After extraction of a subsequence, we
can ensure that there exists A € 9B;(0) such that for any r > 0

Card{j €l s.t. By, (z30) NB(A)#0} = 400 asn— +oo .
(A.5)
For a given r and n we take the longuest sequence of distinct balls of our
covering By,  (2j,n) for p=0--- P, satisfying

i)
By o (Zjon) = B1(0)
if)
Vo< Py Bry (2,0) N Bry L (Ziam) 70

iii)



It is clear that for a given r P, — +00, indeed if it would not be the case, i.e.
P, < P, < 400 this would imply that the minimal radius for the balls of the
covering intersecting B,(A) is Af* and combining this fact with (A.5) would
contradict (A.1). Therefore we can then find r,, — 400 and n,, — +oco as
m — 400 and sequences (B for 1 <p <@, and for m =0--- 4+ o0
such that

i)

ij,nm)

BTjOv"'m (Z]()ynm) = Bl (O)

ii)

YD < Qnr Boyo (i) B (i) 20 (A)
i)
Vp < Qm B (Zjpnm) N B, (A) #0 . (A7)
iv)
Qm — +00

Since A <7, . < A7! and since the distance |zj, 5, | is bounded, we can ex-
tract from n,, a subsequence that we still denote n,, such that B,, _ (zj, n..)
converges to a limiting ball B,, _(21,00) With A < 7o < A7! 215 < 2 and
A € By, (21,00). This procedure can be iterated and using a diagonal argu-
ment we can assume that

vp E N ij7nm —> rp,OO ijvn’ﬂl —> ZP,OO
such that
VpeN N <r, o <A?P |20 <2 and A€ B, (2p00)

Moreover because of (A.1) we have that
Vz € R? Card {p eN s t. ze€ pr,m(zp,m)} <N . (A.8)

Because of this later fact, since A € B, (2p) for all p it is clear that
Tpoo — +00 as p — +o00. Because of (A.8) again, the number of open balls
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B,, .. (%p.x) containing A is bounded by N and we can therefore forget them
while considering the sequence and assume that

Vp A€ ang,m (2p,00)

Let 1,(A) € S* be the unit exterior normal to OB2 (zpeo) at A. Let o be

an accumulation unit vector of the sequence £,(A). Given a direction  and
an open disk containing A in it’s boundary and whose exterior normal at A
is given by t any other open disk containing A in it’s boundary and whose
exterior unit at A is not —¢ as a non empty intersection with that disk.
Taking proyw(zpom) such that t, (A) # —t., there exists then infinitely
many disks B?
but then, because of (A.2) that passes to the limit, all these infinitely many
disks have a radius which is bounded from below by a positive number and
this contardicts the fact that 7, ., — +o0o implied by (A.8). Thus lemma A.1
is proved. [ ]

(2p.0o) having a non empty intersection with pro (Zpg,00)

References

[All] W.K. Allard, “On the first variation of a varifold”, Ann. Math., 95
(1972), 417-491.

[Alm] F. Almgren “Almgren’s Big Regularity Paper” World Sci. Mono. Series
in Math. vol. 1, Ed. V.Scheffer, J. Taylor, World Scientific, 2000.

[Ch] S.X.-D. Chang “Two dimensional area minimizing integral currents are
classical minimal surfaces” J. A.M.S., 1, no 4, (1988), 699-778.

[Do| S.K. Donaldson “Infinite determinants, stable bundles and curvature”
Duke Math. J. 54 (1987), 231-247.

[DNF] B.Dubrovine, A.Fomenko and S.Novikov “Modern Geometry - Meth-
ods and applications” Part I, Springer, GTM 93, (1992).

[FK] H.M. Farkas and I. Kra “Riemann Surfaces”, GTM 71, Springer Verlag,
1991.

[Fe] H. Federer “Geometric Measure Theory”, Springer-Verlag, 1969.

65



[Ge] Y. Ge “Estimations of the best constant involving the L? norm
in Wente’s inequality and compact H—Surfaces in Euclidian space.
C.0.C.V., 3, (1998), 263-300.

[Gi] M. Giaquinta “Multiple Integrals in the calculus of variations and non-
linear elliptic systems” Annals of Math. Studies, 105, Princeton Univer-
sity Press, (1983).

[HS] F.R.Harvey and B.Shiffman “A characterization of holomorphic chains”
Ann. of Math., 99, (1974), 553-587.

[Ki] J.R.King “The currents defined by analytic varieties”, Acta. Math. 127,
(1971), 185-220.

[Li] F.H.Lin ”Gradient estimates and blow-up analysis for stationary har-
monic maps” Ann. Math., 149, (1999), 785-829.

[PR| D.Pumberger and T.Riviere “The regularity of non calibrated
J—holomorphic Rectifiable 2-cycles” in preparation.

[Re] E.R. Reifenberg “An epiperimetric inequality related to the analyticity
of minimal surfaces” Ann. of Math., 80 (1964), 1-14.

[Ril] T. Riviere “Bubbling and regularity issues in geometric non-linear anal-
ysis” Proceedings of the I.C.M. Beijing, High. Edu. Press, 2002, vol. III,
197-208 .

[Ri2] T. Riviere “A lower Epiperimetric Inequality for Minimizing Surfaces”
preprint (2003).

[Ri3] T. Riviere “Approximating J—holomorphic curves by holomorphic
ones” preprint (2003).

[RT] T. Riviere and G. Tian “The Singular set of J—holomorphic maps into
projective algebraic varieties” to appear in J. Reine Angewan. Math.
(2003).

[ST] B. Siebert and G. Tian “Weierstrass polynomials and plane pseudo-
holomorphic curves” Chinese Ann. Math. Ser. B, 23, (2002), 1-10.

66



[Si] L. Simon “Lectures on geometric measure theory” Proc. Center for
Math. Ana., vol. 3, Australian National University, 1984.

[Ta] C.Taubes “Seiberg-Witten and Gromov Invariants for symplectic 4-
manifolds” International Press (2000).

[Ti] G.Tian ”Gauge theory and calibrated geometry, I” Ann. Math., 151
(2000), 193-268.

[To] P. Topping “The optimal constant in Wente’s L™ estimate, Comm.
Math. Helv. 72, (1997), 316-328.

[UY] K.Uhlenbeck and S.T.Yau “On the existence of Hermitian-Yang-Mills
connections in stable vector bundles” C.P.A.M. 39, (1986), S257-5293.

[Wh] B. White “Tangent cones to two-dimensional area-minimizing integral
currents are unique” Duke Math. J., 50, no 1, (1983), 143-160.

67



