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Abstract.

This article is dedicated to discuss the sliding stability and the uniqueness property for the 2-dimensional
minimal cone Y x Y in R% This problem is motivated by the classification of singularities for Almgren
minimal sets, a model for Plateau’s problem in the setting of sets. Minimal cones are blow up limits of
Almgren minimal sets, thus the list of all minimal cones gives all possible types of singularities that can
occur for minimal sets.

As proved in [16], when several 2-dimensional Almgren (resp. topological) minimal cones are Almgren
(resp. topological) sliding stable, and Almgren (resp. topological) unique, the almost orthogonal union of
them stays minimal. Hence if several minimal cones admit sliding stability and uniqueness properties, then
we can use their almost orthogonal unions to generate new families of minimal cones. One then naturally
ask which minimal cones admit these two properties.

This list of known 2-dimensional minimal cones in arbitrary ambient dimension is not long, and the
stability and uniqueness properties for all the known 2-dimensional minimal cones, except for Y x Y, have
already been established in the previous works [18, 17]. Among all the known 2-dimensional minimal cones,
Y x Y is the only one whose stability and uniqueness properties were left unsolved. This is due to two main
reasons : 1) Y x Y is the only known minimal cone which is essentially of codimension larger than 1—that
is, we cannot decompose it into transversal unions of minimal cones of codimension 1. 2) Y x Y lives in
R*, where we know very little about which types of singularities can occur in a minimal set. This makes it
difficult to control and estimate the measures of all possible competitors. Due to the above two issues, new
ideas are required here for solving the problem.

We give affirmative answers to this problem for the stability and uniqueness properties for Y x Y in this
paper: we prove that the set Y x Y is both Almgren sliding stable, and Almgren unique; for the topological
case, we prove its topological sliding stability and topological uniqueness for the coefficient group Zs. This
result, along with the results in [16, 18, 17], allows us to use all the known 2-dimensional minimal cones to

generate new 2-dimensional minimal cones by taking almost orthogonal unions.
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1 Introduction

In this article we prove the Almgren (resp. topological) sliding stability and uniqueness property for the 2-
dimensional minimal cone in Y x Y. The very original motivation of these results comes from the classification
of singularities for minimal sets.

The notion of minimal sets (in the sense of Almgren [2], Reifenberg [21]. See David [3], Liang [13], etc.,
for other variances) is a way to try to solve Plateau’s problem in the setting of sets. Plateau’s problem, as
one of the main interests in geometric measure theory, aims at understanding the existence, regularity and
local structure of physical objects that minimize the area while spanning a given boundary, such as soap
films.



Roughly speaking, given integers d < n, and a region U C R", a relatively closed set E in U of dimension
d is said to be minimal in U, if we have

(L.1) H(p(E) = HY(E)

for any Lipschitz deformation ¢ in U.

See Definition 2.3 for the precise definition.

It is known (cf. Almgren [2], David & Semmes [7]) that a d-dimensional minimal set £ admits a unique
tangent plane at almost every point x. In this case the local structure around a such point is very clear: the
set FE is locally a minimal surface (and hence real analytic) around a such point, due to the famous result of
Allard [1].

So we are mostly interested in what happens around points that admit no tangent plane, namely, the
singular points.

In [3], David proved that the blow-up limits (”tangent objects”) of d-dimensional minimal sets at a point
are d-dimensional minimal cones (minimal sets that are cones in the means time). Blow-up limits of a set at
a point reflect the asymptotic behavior of the set at infinitesimal scales around this point. As a consequence,
a first step to study local structures of minimal sets, is to classify all possible types of singularities—that is
to say, minimal cones.

The plan for the list of d-dimensional minimal cones in R™ is very far from clear. Even for d = 2, we
know very little, except for the case in R3, where Jean Taylor [22] gave a complete classification in 1976,
and the list is in fact already known a century ago in other circumstances (see [11] and [10]). They are,
modulo isomorphism: a plane, a Y set (the union of three half planes that meet along a straight line where
they make angles of 120°), and a T set (the cone over the 1-skeleton of a regular tetrahedron centred at the
origin). See the pictures below.

aY set a T set

Based on the above, a natural way to find new types of singularities, is by taking unions and products
of known minimal cones.

For unions: The minimality of the union of two orthogonal minimal sets of dimension d can be obtained
easily from a well known geometric lemma (cf. for example Lemma 5.2 of [19]). Thus one suspects that if
the angle between two minimal sets is not far from orthogonal, the union of them might also be minimal.

In case of planes, the author proved in [12] and [15], that the almost orthogonal unions of several d-
dimensional planes are Almgren and topological minimal. When the number of planes is two, this is part of
Morgan’s conjecture in [20] on the angle condition under which a union of two planes is minimal.

As for minimal cones other than unions of planes, since they are all with non isolated singularities (after
the structure Theorem 2.22), the situation is much more complicated, as briefly stated in the introduction
of [16]. Up to now we are able to treat a big part of 2 dimensional cases: in [16] we proved that the almost
orthogonal union of several 2-dimensional minimal cones (in any dimension) is minimal, provided that they
all admit sliding stability and uniqueness property. See Definitions 3.6, 3.7 and 7.1 for the precise definitions
of these two properties. Moreover, this union also satisfies the same sliding stability and uniqueness property.



This enables us to continue obtaining infinitely many new families of minimal cones by taking a finite number
of iterations of almost orthogonal unions.

As a consequence, the following question arises naturally: which minimal cones admit these two proper-
ties?

This list of known 2-dimensional minimal cones in arbitrary ambient dimension is not long, and the
stability and uniqueness properties for all the known 2-dimensional minimal cones, except for Y x Y, have
already been established in the previous works. See the account in the introduction of [18].

The cone Y x Y is the product of two 1-dimensional Y sets. A 1-dimensional Y set is the union of
three half lines issued from the origin and making angles of 120°. It is a subset of R?, hence Y x Y is a
2-dimensional minimal cone in R*.

Among all the known 2-dimensional minimal cones, Y x Y is the only one whose stability and uniqueness
properties were left unsolved. This is due to the following main reasons:

1) The cone Y x Y is the only known 2-dimensional minimal cone which is essentially of codimension
larger than 1—that is, we cannot decompose it into transversal unions of 2-dimensional minimal cones of
codimension 1. As consequence, the old idea for proving the sliding stability for all other 2-dimensional
minimal cones does not work for Y x Y. Briefly, in R?, we are estimating the sum of the H? measure of
disjoint regions in the unit sphere S?, hence the measures that we calculate are of full dimension; while in
R*, we have to estimate the sum of the H? measure of disjoint sets of dimension 2 in the 3-dimensional space
53. See the beginning of Section 5 for a detailed description of this difficulty.

2) Another issue is due to the lack of knowledge of local structure for 2-dimensional minimal cones in
R*. Recall that in R3, we have a complete description for possible local structures for minimal sets. But in
R*, we do not even know which kind of singularities can occur in a minimal set. This makes it difficult to
control and estimate the measure of competitors for Y x Y, hence in the proof of uniqueness property for
Y x Y, we have to find new ideas to exclude all unknown types of singularities for possible competitors.

In this paper, we manage to give solutions for the above two main difficulties, and give affirmative answers
to the problem of the topological and Almgren sliding stability and uniqueness properties (Theorem 6.7, 7.4):

—we prove that the set Y x Y is both Almgren sliding stable, and Almgren unique. This result, along
with the results in [16, 18, 17], allows us to use all the known 2-dimensional minimal cones to generate new
2-dimensional minimal cones by taking almost orthogonal unions.;

—for the topological case, we prove its topological sliding stability and topological uniqueness for the
coefficient group Z, (while all the other known 2-dimensional minimal cone are topological sliding stable
and topological unique for all abelian groups). Hence when we take a almost orthogonal union of several
2-dimensional miniabelianmal cones, if one of them is Y x Y, then we only know that this union is topological
minimal for the coefficient group Z.

Remark 1.1. 1° The readers, especially geometric analysts, will probably be puzzled about the claim that
one of the main results is of the type: some minimizer is stable, which is usually immediate. In fact, here
in our circumstance, the minimality is with respect to a fixed boundary, while the stability means that the
measure stays minimal even when we allow the boundary of the sets to move. See Section 2.3 of [18] for
some descriptions and examples.

2° The notion of sliding stability is somehow a quatitative version of that of the "minimality with sliding
boundary” introduced by David [5, 6]. The model of minimal sets with sliding boundary gives a general frame
under which people can study the local structure for minimal sets at the boundary; while the sliding stabilities
introduced in this article, as described above, is used to study a different and probably more technical problem,
which is part of the study of local structure for minimal sets around interior points.

The plan for the rest of the article is the following:



In Section 2 we introduce basic definitions and preliminaries for minimal sets, and regularity properties
for 2-dimensional minimal cones.

We treat the sliding stabilities for Y x Y in Sections 3-6.

In Section 3 we introduce the associated convex domain U and give the definition of various sliding
stabilities for general 2-dimensional minimal cones, and then give some corresponding specifications for
Y xY.

We do necessary simplifications for topological sliding competitors for Y x Y in ¢/ in Section 4. We prove
that, to prove the topological sliding stability for Y x Y, it is enough to consider the class F(n,d,v, L) of
competitors with some special regularity property.

In Section 5 we decompose any competitor F' € F(n,d,v,L) for Y x Y into 9 parts F;;,1 < 4,5 < 3,
and these 9 parts can only meet each other in some prescribed way. Then we apply the product of paired
calibrations introduced in [14] to these nine parts, and give a lower bound of the measure of F' that is a
quantity that depends only on F' N oU.

In Section 6 we use the regularity property for sets F' € F(n,d,v, L) to calculate the above quantity that
depends on F'NoU. We will prove that this quantity will be uniformly bounded below by the measure of
(Y xY)NU, and thus complete the proof of the Almgren and Zs-topological sliding stabilities for Y x Y.

We discuss the Almgren and Zs-topological uniqueness for Y x Y in Section 7.
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2 Definitions and preliminaries

Some useful notation

[a, b] is the line segment with end points a and b;

ab is the vector b — a;

R, 1, denotes the half line issued from the point a and passing through b;

B(z,r) is the open ball with radius r and centered on x;

B(z,r) is the closed ball with radius  and center z;

H? is the Hausdorff measure of dimension d ;

dp(E,F) =max{sup{d(y, F) : y € E},sup{d(y, F) : y € F'}} is the Hausdorff distance between two sets
FE and F.

For any subset K C R"”, the local Hausdorff distance in K di between two sets E, F' is defined as
dig(E,F) = max{sup{d(y, F) :y € ENK},sup{d(y,E):y € FNK}};

For any open subset U C R", let {E,, },,, F be closed sets in U, we say that F is the Hausdorff limit of
{En}n, if for any compact subset K C U, lim,, dx (E,, F) = 0;

dy , : the relative distance with respect to the ball B(z, ), is defined by

dyr(E,F) = %max{sup{d(y,F) cy € ENB(x,r)},sup{d(y,E) : y € FNB(xz,r)}}.

A polyhedral comples in R" is a complex composed of convex polygons. For any polyhedral complex S
of dimension d in R™, denote by |S| the support U{c : 0 € S} of S. And for any 0 < j < d, S% denotes the
complex composed of all d-faces of S.

For any (affine) subspace @ of R™, and x € @, r > 0, Bg(x,r) stands for B(z,r) N Q, the open ball in
Q; and 7o stands for the orthogonal projection from R™ to Q. If {x;}1<i<m is a family of vectors in R",
denote by Qi a...az,, the linear subspace of R™ generated by this family, then By, a...nz,, (z,7) stands for
B, nrem (z,7). Also denote by Tz, a...nz,, the orthogonal projection to Quya-.-Ax,, -



For any subset E of R™ and any r > 0, we call B(E,r) := {x € R" : dist(z, E) < r} the r neighborhood
of E.

If £ is a d-rectifiable set, denote by T, F the tangent plane (if it exists and is unique) of F at z.

If F is a triangulable space (that is, it is homeomorphic to a simplicial complex), for any abelian group
G, let Hy(E,G) denote the d-dimensional simplicial homology group of E with coefficient in G (this group
does not depend on the triangulation, since it is always natually isomorphic to the singular homology of E
with coefficient in G). For a simplicial d-chain o in E, let [0] denote its homology class in Hy(E, G), and let
|o| denote its d-dimensional support. We write o ~ ¢’ if [0 — 0'] =0 in H4(E, G).

For any piecewise smooth simple curves or surfaces, they also stands for the Zs-chains naturally associated
to them with corresponding dimensions.

Let P be a 2-dimensional plane, and let o be any closed simplicial Zs-1-chain in P. Since there is no
non trivial 3-chain in P, we know that there is a unique Zs-2-chain in P whose boundary is ¢. For each o,
let 3, denote the Za-2-chain in P so that 9%, = 0. Set |o|s = H?(]X,|) the 2 dimensional measure of the
support |X,| of X,. In some sense, |o]s is the area that o encloses.

2.1 Basic definitions and notations about minimal sets

In the next definitions, fix integers 0 < d < n. We first give a general definition for minimal sets. Briefly,
a minimal set is a closed set which minimizes the Hausdorff measure among a certain class of competitors.
Different choices of classes of competitors give different kinds of minimal sets.

Definition 2.1 (Minimal sets). Let 0 < d < n be integers. Let U C R™ be an open set. A relatively closed
set E C U is said to be minimal of dimension d in U with respect to the competitor class F (which contains

E) if

(2.1) HYE N B) < 0o for every compact ball B C U,
and
(2.2) HUE\F) < HY(F\E)

for any competitor F' € F.

Definition 2.2 (Almgren competitor). Let E be relatively closed in an open subset U of R™. An Almgren
competitor for E is a relatively closed set F' C U that can be written as F = ¢1(F), where ¢, : U — U,t €
[0,1] is a family of continuous mappings such that

(2.3) wo(z) =z forx e U,
(2.4) the mapping (t,x) = pi(x) of [0,1] x U to U is continuous;
(2.5) @1 1s Lipschitz,

and if we set Wy = {x € U ; ¢i(x) # x} and W= Useo.y[We Uee(Wh)], then
(2.6) W is relatively compact in U.

Such a @1 is called a deformation in U, and F is also called a deformation of E in U.



Definition 2.3 (Almgren minimal sets and minimal cones). Let 0 < d < n be integers, U be an open set of
R™. An Almgren minimal set E in U is a minimal set defined in Definition 2.1 while taking the competitor
class F to be the class of all Almgren competitors for E.

An Almgren minimal set which is a cone is called a minimal cone.
For future convenience, we also have the following more general definition:

Definition 2.4. Let U C R™ be an open set, and let E C R™ be a closed set (not necessarily contained in
U). We say that E is Almgren minimal in U, if ENU is Almgren minimal in U. A closed set F C R" is
called a deformation of E in U, if F = (E\U) U ¢1(ENU), where 1 is a deformation in U.

Remark 2.5. Since Almgren minimal sets are more often used, we usually omit the word ”Almgren” and
call them minimal sets.

Definition 2.6 (Topological competitors). Let G be an abelian group. Let E be a closed set in an open
domain U of R™. We say that a closed set F is a G-topological competitor of dimension d (d < n) of E in
U, if there exists an open convex subset B with B C U such that

1) F\B = E\B;

2) For all Euclidean n — d — 1-topological sphere S C U\(B U E), if S represents a non-zero element in
the singular homology group H,_4_1(U\E;G), then it is also non-zero in H,_q_1(U\F;G). We also say
that F is a G topological competitor of E in B.

And Definition 2.1 gives the definition of G-topological minimizers in a domain U when we take the
competitor class to be the classe of G-topological competitors of E.
The simplest example of a topological minimal set is a d—dimensional plane in R™.

Proposition 2.7 (cf.[13] Proposition 3.7 and Corollary 3.17). 1° Let E C R™ be closed. Then for any d < n,
any abelian group G, and any convex set B, B’ such that B' C B°, every Almgren competitor of E in B’ is
a G-topological competitor of E in B of dimension d.

2° For any abelian group G, all G-topological minimal sets are Almgren minimal in R™.

Remark 2.8. The notion of (Almgren or topological) minimal sets does not depend much on the ambient
dimension. One can easily check that E C U is d—dimensional Almgren minimal in U C R™ if and only if
E is Almgren minimal in U x R™ C R™T™ | for any integer m. The case of topological minimality is proved
in [13] Proposition 3.18.

At last, we give the minimality for Y x Y, which is the prerequisite of this article.

Theorem 2.9 ([14] Theorems 6.1 and 6.6). The set Y xY is Almgren minimal, and Z2-topological minimal.

2.2 Regularity results for minimal sets

We now begin to list some regularity results for minimal sets that will be needed later. They are in fact regu-
larity results for Almgren minimal sets, but they also hold for all G-topological minimizers, after Proposition
2.7.

Definition 2.10 (reduced set). Let U C R™ be an open set. For every closed subset E of U, denote by
(2.7) E*={x e E; HYENB(z,r)) >0 for all r > 0}

the closed support (in U) of the restriction of H? to E. We say that E is reduced if E = E*.



It is easy to see that
(2.8) HYE\E*) = 0.
In fact we can cover E\E* by countably many balls B; such that H4(E N B;) = 0.

Remark 2.11. It is not hard to see that if E is Almgren minimal (resp. G-topological minimal), then E*
is also Almgren minimal (resp. G-topological minimal). As a result it is enough to study reduced minimal
sets. An advantage of reduced minimal sets is, they are locally Ahlfors reqular (cf. Proposition 4.1 in [7]).
Hence any approzimate tangent plane of them is a true tangent plane. Since minimal sets are rectifiable (cf.
[7] Theorem 2.11 for example), reduced minimal sets admit true tangent d-planes almost everywhere.

If we regard two sets to be equivalent if they are equal modulo H%null sets, then a reduced set is always
considered to be a good (in the sense of regularity) representative of its equivalent class.
In the rest of the article, we only consider reduced sets.

Definition 2.12 (blow-up limit). Let U C R™ be an open set, let E be a relatively closed set in U, and let
x € E. Denote by E(r,z) = r~Y(E —z). A set C is said to be a blow-up limit of E at x if there exists a
sequence of numbers r,, with im,,_,o, r, = 0, such that the sequence of sets E(ry,x) converges to C for the
local Hausdorff distance in any compact set of R™.

Remark 2.13. A set E might have more than one blow-up limit at a point x. However it is not known yet
whether this can happen to minimal sets.
When a set E admits a unique blow-up limit at a point x € E, denote this blow-up limit by C, E.

Proposition 2.14 (c.f. [3] Proposition 7.31). Let E be a reduced Almgren minimal set in an open set U of
R™, and let x € E. Then every blow-up limit of E at x is a reduced Almgren minimal cone F centred at the
origin, and HY(F N B(0,1)) = §(x) := lim,_,or “HY(E N B(x,7)).

An Almgren minimal cone is just a cone which is also Almgren minimal. We will call them minimal cones
throughout this paper, since we will not talk about any other type of minimal cones.

Remark 2.15. Obviously, a cone in R™ is minimal if and only if it is minimal in the unit ball, if and only

if it is minimal in any open subset containing the origin.
We now focus on regularity results for Almgren minimal sets of dimension 2.

Definition 2.16 (bi-Holder ball for closed sets). Let E be a closed set of Hausdorff dimension 2 in R™. We
say that B(0,1) is a bi-Hélder ball for E, with constant 7 € (0,1), if we can find a 2-dimensional minimal
cone Z in R™ centered at 0, and f : B(0,2) — R™ with the following properties:

1° f(0) =0 and |f(x) — x| < 7 for z € B(0,2);

2° (1= )z — g™+ < |f(@) - F)] < (1+ 7w — ' for 2,y € B(0,2);

3° B(0,2—171) C f(B(0,2));

4° ENB(0,2— 1) C f(ZNB(0,2)) C E.

In this case we also say that B(0,1) is of type Z for E.

We say that B(z,r) is a bi-Hélder ball for E of type Z (with the same parameters) when B(0,1) is a
bi-Hélder ball of type Z for r—*(E — x).

Theorem 2.17 (Bi-Holder regularity for 2-dimensional Almgren minimal sets, c.f.[3] Thm 16.1). Let U be
an open set in R™ and E a reduced Almgren minimal set in U. Then for each xo € E and every choice of
7 € (0,1), there is an ro > 0 and a minimal cone Z such that B(xo,r0) is a bi-Hélder ball of type Z for E,
with constant 7. Moreover, Z is a blow-up limit of E at x.



Definition 2.18 (point of type Z). 1° In the above theorem, we say that xq is a point of type Z (or Z point
for short) of the minimal set E. The set of all points of type Z in E is denoted by Ez.

2° In particular, we denote by Ep the set of reqular points of E and Ey the set of Y points of E. Set
Egs := E\Ep the set of all singular points in E.

Remark 2.19. Again, since we might have more than one blow-up limit for a minimal set E at a point
xo € E, the point xo might be of more than one type (but all the blow-up limits at a point are bi-Holder
equivalent). However, if one of the blow-up limits of E at xo admits the “full-length” property (see Remark
2.21), then in fact E admits a unique blow-up limit at the point xo. Moreover, we have the following C1*
reqularity around the point xg. In particular, the blow-up limit of E at xq is in fact a tangent cone of E at
Q-

Theorem 2.20 (C1®—regularity for 2-dimensional minimal sets, c.f. [4] Thm 1.15). Let E be a 2-
dimensional reduced minimal set in the open set U C R™. Let x € E be given. Suppose in addition
that some blow-up limit of E at x is a full length minimal cone (see Remark 2.21). Then there is a unique
blow-up limit X of E at x, and x + X is tangent to E at x. In addition, there is a radius rqg > 0 such that,
for 0 < r < rg, there is a CY diffeomorphism (for some o > 0) ® : B(0,2r) — ®(B(0,2r)), such that
®(0) = x and |®(y) —x —y| < 10727 for y € B(0,2r), and EN B(z,r) = ®(X) N B(x,7).

We can also ask that D®(0) = Id. We call B(z,r) a C* ball for E of type X.

Remark 2.21. 1° We are not going to give the precise definition of the full length property. Instead, for
purpose of this paper, it is enough to know that the 2-dimensional planes and the 2-dimensional Y sets are
minimal cones of full length ([4]), and hence points of type P and Y admit the above C* regularity.

2° As a result, after Theorem 2.17, a blow-up limit of a reduced minimal set E at a point © € E is a
plane if and only if the plane is the unique approximate tangent plane of E at x. Same for Y points.

After Remark 2.21, for any reduced minimal set E of dimension d, and for any x € E at which an
approximate tangent d-plane exists (which is true for a.e. z € E), T, F also denotes the tangent plane of E
at x, and the blow-up limit of E at x.

Theorem 2.22 (Structure of 2-dimensional minimal cones in R”, cf. [3] Proposition 14.1). Let K be a
reduced 2-dimensional minimal cone in R™, and let X = K N9B(0,1). Then X is a finite union of great
circles and arcs of great circles C;,j € J. The arcs C; can only meet at their endpoints, and each endpoint
is a common endpoint of exactly three C;, which meet with 120° angles (such an endpoint is called a Y point
in KN 0B). In addition, the length of each C; is at least 1y, where ny > 0 depends only on the ambient
dimension n.

An immediate corollary of the above theorem is the following:

Corollary 2.23. 1° If C is a minimal cone of dimension 2, then for the set Cp of regular points of C, each
of its connected components is a sector.

2° Let E be a 2-dimensional minimal set in U C R™. Then Ey = Es.

3° The set Es\Ey is composed of isolated points.

As a consequence of the C! regularity for regular points and Y points, and Corollary 2.23, we have

Corollary 2.24. Let E be an 2-dimensional Almgren minimal set in a domain U C R™. Then

1° The set Ep is open in F;

2° The set Ey is a countable union of C' curves. The endpoints of these curves are either in Es\FEy,
or lie in OU.



3 The associated convex domain and stabilities for 2-dimensional

minimal cones

In this section, we introduce the definition for various stabilities for 2-dimensional minimal cones. Some
specifications will also be given for the convex domain associated to the set Y x Y.

The idea of sliding stability can be traced back to the concept of minimal set with sliding boundary”
first proposed by Guy David in [5, 6]. Minimal set with sliding boundary is a new model for Plateau’s
problem, considering that the soap film can slide along a given boundary. This model enables people to
study boundary regularity for solutions of Plateau’s problem.

The stabilities in our paper were defined in [16] for a different and more technical purpose: they are
quantitative properties for 2-dimensional minimal cones used to control local regularities for 2-dimensional
minimal sets.

3.1 The associated convex domain U(K,n)

We first give the general definition of the convex domain U(K,n) associated to an arbitrary 2-dimensional
minimal cone K C R”, based on the Theorem 2.22 for structures of 2-dimensional minimal cones.

So take any 2-dimensional minimal cone K C R™. Denote by B the unit ball of R™. Then by Theorem
2.22, K N OB is a union of circles {sj,1 < j < u}, and arcs of great circles with only Y type junctions. Let
1o(K) denote the minimum of length of these arcs. It is positive, again by Theorem 2.22.

Denote by {a;,1 < j < m} the set of Y points in K NJB.

Definition 3.1. For any n > 0, the n-conver domain U(K,n) for K is defined as
(3.1) UK,n)={zeB:(z,y)<1—nVYyec KNIB and (z,a;) <1—/1n,V1 <j<m}CR"

From the definition, we see directly that & = U(K,n) is obtained by ”cutting off” some small part of the
unit ball B. More precisely, we first take the unit ball B, then just like peelling an apple, we use a knife to
peel a thin band (with width about 2,/7) near the set K N dB. Then after this operation, the ball B stays
almost the same, except that near the set K, the boundary surface will be a thin cylindrical surface. This
is the condition ”(z,y) < 1 —n,Vy € K N0B”. Next we turn to the singular points a;: they are isolated,
so we make one cut at each point, perpendicular to the radial direction, to get a small planar surface near
each a;, of diameter about 477%. This follows from the condition ”(z,a;) <1 —,/7,V1 < j <m”.

Now let us introduce some notations.

Fix K and n. Let U = U(K,n).

For 1 < j,1 <'m, let 7;; denote the arc of great circle of B that connects a; and a;, if it exists; otherwise
set v = 0. Set J = {(4,1) : 1 < 4,1 <m and 7j; # 0}, which is exactly the set of pairs (j,1) such that the
Y points a; and a; are connected directly by an arc of great circle on K.

Denote by A; the (n — 1)-dimensional planar part centered at (1 — ,/f)a; of OU. That is,

(3.2) Aj={zel:(z,a;)=1—/n}
Let A= UlgjgmAj~
Set
(3.3) Tji={z €U, (w,y) =1 —n for some y € v; P\,



with 2 being the intersection with I/ of the cone over A centered at 0, and
(3.4) S;={zel,(x,y) =1—n for some y € s;}.

Then T'j; is the band like part of 9U near each (1 — 7)y;;, and similar for S;. The union I' = U< i<mI'ji
together with S = Ui<;<,S; are the whole cylindrical parts of oU.
Let ¢;; and s; denote the parts of the cone (centered at 0) included in U over ;1 and s; respectively.

Let n1(K) € (0,1071] be the supremum of the number 7, such that K NOU(K,n) is a deformation retract
of AUT U S, and such that n;(K) < 107, The fact that 7;(K) > 0 is because of the structure Theorem
2.22; which implies that K NoU(K,n) is a finite union of piecewise smooth curves.

Note that on OU(K,n), any 2 of the I';;, (j,1) € J and S;,1 < j < p never have a common point, and
the A;,1 < j < m are disjoint.

For any fixed 1 < m(K), let Ry = Ri(n) = /I— (1 -2 Ry = Raln) = \/1— (1 - V)% Ry =
Rs(n) = \/(1 —n)2 — (1 —/M)% Then Ry > Rs > 2Ry since n < 1071
For a finer geometric description for a general U(K,n), see [18]. In this article we will only consider

minimal cones of type Y x Y, and will describe its associated convex domain in detail, in the next subsection.

Definition 3.2 (0-sliding deformation). Let U be an open subset of R™, let E C R™ be closed. For ¢ > 0,
a §-sliding Lipschitz deformation of E in U is a set F C U that can be written as F = o1(E NU), where
0, U= U,0<t <1 isa family of continuous mappings such that

(3.5) vo(z) =z forx € U,

(3.6) the mapping (t,x) — pi(x) of [0,1] x U to U is continuous;
(3.7) 1 is Lipschitz ,

(3.8) ©(OU) C OU for every 0 <t <1,

and

(3.9) |pt(x) — x| <6 forallz € ENOU and 0 <t < 1.

Such a 1 (that satisfies (5.5)-(5.8)) is called a sliding deformation in U, and F is called a §-sliding
deformation of E in U.

Remark 3.3. Note that the 76-sliding condition” (3.9) only imposes condition on @; on the boundary ENOU,
but not the whole set E. Hence if E C R"™ is closed, @1 is a sliding deformation in U, and o1 (ENU) is a
§-sliding deformation of E in U, then for any closed subset F C R"™ so that F\U = E\U, @1(FNU) is also
a §-sliding deformation of F in U.

Definition 3.4 (J-Almgren sliding competitors). Let Fs(E,U) denote the class of all §-sliding deformations
of E in U, and let Fs(E,U) be the family of sets that are Hausdorff limits of sequences in Fs(E,U). That
18: we set

(3.10) Fs(BE,U)={F CU: (2.1) holds for F, and 3{E,},, C Fs(E,U) such that dy (E,, F) — 0}.

Elements in F5(E,U) are called 6-Almgren sliding competitors of E in U.
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Due to the specific structure of 2-dimensional minimal cones (Theorem 2.22), we also give the definition
of (n,d,v, L)-sliding competitor for 2-dimensional minimal cones. Roughly speaking, an (1, d, v, L)-sliding
competitor for a 2-dimensional minimal cone K, is just a d-sliding competitor F' of K in U(K,n), whose
boundary F' N OU(K,n) is a L-Lipschitz graph of K N OU(K,n) near regular parts of K NoU(K, 7).

So fix n < m (K). Recall that for each (j,1) € J, ¢;; is the part inside U(K,n) of the cone over 7;;. Let
Qi denote the n — 2-dimensional linear subspace orthogonal to ¢;; in R®. Then I;; :=T';; N A; is an —2
disk contained in Q;;, with center xj;;. Set I;; := ¢j; N OU(K,n). It is a piecewise linear curve that connects
the centers (1 —/n)a; and (1 —/n)a; of A; and A;, which is the union of the arc [(1 —n)vy;] NT'j; and the
two segments [(1 — \/n)a;,z;] and [(1 — \/7)ar, z15].

For each v < Rj, let I}; = [;\B((1 — \/n)a;,v) U B((1 — \/n)a;,v). Then I} is the union of the arc
[(1=n)v)NT; and two segments contained in [(1—/7)a;, z;] and [(1 —/7)ar, z;5]. In particular, l?l =1,
and lﬁg =[(1 =m)vl N Tji. Let I} denote the cone over I7).

Moreover, for 0 < v < Rg,

Ly =158 x Bg, (0, Ry) C 1% x Bg,, (0, Ry)

(3.11)
C 19 x B, (0,R)) =T;UA; UA COUNB(KNU,Ry).

Also, for 1 < j < p, let Q; denote the subspace orthogonal to s;.
Note that all the notations above depend on the given 7.

Definition 3.5. Let K be a 2-dimensional Almgren minimal cone in R™. Let n < n1(K). Take all the
notations above (which depend onn obviously). Letd € (0,Ry), v € [0, R3], L > 0. A closed set G € OU(K,n)
is called an (1,9, v, L)-sliding boundary of K, if it is a 6-sliding deformation of OU(K,n) N K in U(K,n),
and it satisfies in addition,
1° For each (3,1) € J, GN (l;l x Bq,,(0, Ry)) is the graph of an L-Lipschitz map from 13, to Bg,, (0, Ry);
2°, For each 1 < j < p, GN(s; x Bq,(0, Ry)) is the graph of an L-Lipschitz map from s; to Bq,(0, Ry).

Definition 3.6 (sliding competitors). Let K be a 2-dimensional Almgren minimal cone in R™. Let n <
m (K). Take all the notations above (which depend on n obviously). Let § € (0, Ry), v € [0, R3], L > 0.

A closed set F C U(K,n) is called an (n,)-Almgren sliding competitor for K, if it is a §-sliding competitor
for K in U(K,n); it is called an (n,6,v, L)-Almgren sliding competitor for K, if it is a §-sliding competitor
for K inU(K,n), and F N OU(K,n) is an (0,6, v, L)-sliding boundary of K.

Definition 3.7 (Stable minimal cones). Let K be a 2-dimensional Almgren minimal cone in R™.
1° We say that K is (n,8,v, L)-Almgren sliding stable, if for some n € (0,m(K)), L >0, 6 € (0, Ry),
and v € (0, R3), (2.1) holds, and for all (n,9,v, L)-sliding competitors F for K we have

(3.12) H2(K NU(K,n)) < HX(F);

2° We say that K is (n, §)-Almgren sliding stable, if for somen € (0,11 (K)), and 6 € (0, R1), (2.1) holds,
and (3.12) holds for all (n,§)-Almgren sliding competitors for K ;

3° We say that K is Almgren sliding stable if it is (n,d,v, L)-Almgren sliding stable for some n €
(0,m(K)), L>0,6€(0,Ry), and v € (0, R3).

Similarly for 2-dimensional topological minimal cones, we have

Definition 3.8. Let K be a 2-dimensional G-topological minimal cone in R™. Let 0 < n < n(K), and
0<d< Ri(n).
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1° We say that a closed set F is an (n,d)-G-topological sliding competitor for K, if there exists a 2-
dimensional G-topological competitor E of K in U(K,n), such that F is a 0-sliding deformation of E in
UK, n);

2° For any L > 0 and v € (0,R3), we say that a closed set F is an (n,9d,v, L)-G-topological sliding
competitor for K, if it is an (n,§)-G-topological sliding competitor for K, and FNOU(K,n) is an (n,d,v, L)-
sliding boundary of K ;

3° We say that K is (n,9,v, L)-G-(resp. (n,0)-G-) topological sliding stable, if for all (n,d,v, L)-G-(resp.
(n,0)-G-)topological sliding competitor F of K, (3.12) holds;

4° We say that K is G-topological sliding stable, if it is (n,d,v, L)-G-topological sliding stable for some
ne€ (0,m(K)), € (0,Ry), L >0 andv € (0,R3).

Remark 3.9. We can see directly from the above definitions, that

1° (9,9, L,v)-Almgren sliding competitors are (n,06)-Almgren sliding competitors, hence (n,0)-Almgren
sliding stability implies (1,9, L, v)-Almgren sliding stability;

2° Similarly, (n,0, L, v)-G-topological sliding competitors are (n,)-G-topological sliding competitors, hence
(n,0)-G-topological sliding stability implies (1,6, L,v)-G-topological sliding stability.

3.2 The convex domain U(n) for Y x Y

In the previous section we gave necessary definitions for general 2-dimensional minimal cones. Since the
cone Y x Y is the main object of this article, in this section we will give some specifications concerning the
corresponding notions defined in the last subsection for Y x Y.

Write R* = P, x P,, where P; and P, are orthogonal 2-dimensional subspaces of R*. For any point z in
R*, write x = (21, 2), where z; € P;.

Let B = B(0,1). Fori =1,2,Y; C P; is a 1-dimensional Y set centered at the origin of P;. Denote by Z
the set Y7 x Y5 C R%.

Denote by 01 and o9 the origin of P; and Py. Let B; = Bp,(0,1),i = 1,2. Denote by a; € P1,7 =1,2,3 the
three points of intersection of Y, with B;, and let b; € P>, j = 1,2,3 denote the three points of intersections
of Yo with 0Bs.

Then the 6 points of type Y in Z NIB are ¢i; := (aj,02),%i = 1,2,3 and ¢ := (01,b;),7 = 1,2,3. For
1 <14,j <3, let ;; denote the minor arc of great circle (or equivalently the geodesic) that connects ¢i; and
c2j. Then

(313) ZN aB = Ulgigg U1§j§3 Yij-
Set no = no(Z), m = (Z). For any n € (0,71) small, recall that the n-convex domain for 7 is
(3.14) Un) ={z€B:(z,y) <1-n,Vy € ZNIB and (x,c,) < 1—/7,a € C},

where C' = {11,12,13, 21,22, 23}.
For each a € C, denote by A, = A, (1) the 3-dimensional planar part centered at (1 — /1)co of OU(n).
That is,

(3.15) Ay ={z € B:{(m,co)=1—/nand (z,y) <1—n,Vy € ZNOIB}.
Let A= A(n) = UgecAua(n).

Set
(3.16) Tij =Tij(n) == {z € B, (z,y) = 1 — 1 for some y € 7;;}\2,

12



with 2 = 2(n) being the cone over A centered at 0. Then T';; is the band like part of dU(n) near each
(1 —7n)vij. The union I' = I'() := Ui<; j<3;(n) is the whole cylinderical part of olU(n).

Fix an < n;. Let us now describe geometrically (after some simple calculation) the shape of each part
Ay,a0€ C,and I';,1 <, <3 (which depends on 7 as before).

Fix an 1 < i < 3. Then the shape of Ay; is the following: then condition (x,c1;) = 1 — /5 gives the
3-dimensional disk D;; centered at op,, = (1 — \/ﬁ)cli, perpendicular to ci;, and with radius Ro. Then
the intersection of Z with Dy; coincides with the part of {(1 — /7)c1;} X Y2 inside Di;. The condition
(z,y) < 1—n,Vy € Z is equivalent to the condition (z,y) < 1 —n,Vy € Ui<;j<s7V;j. For any 1 < j < 3,
the set I;; = {z € Dy; : (z,y) =1 —n for some y € ~;,;} is a 2-dimensional disk perpendicular to ¢1; and
c2j, centered at the point oy, = (1 — /n)c1; + Raczj = ((1 — y/n)ai, Rsbj), with radius R;. By definition,
I;; separates Dy; into two parts, and we keep the one that contains the center op,, of Dy; and throw away
the other part. We do this for 1 < j < 3, and get Ay;. Note that the boundary of Aj; is the union of

I;;,1 < j <3, and the rest of the sphere dDy;. See the picture below.

(1-2n)C21

(1-2n)cs®
(1—-2n)C22

The 3-dimensional planar region Ajq

Similarly, fix any 1 < j < 3, to get Agj, let Dy; denote the 3-dimensional disk centered at op,, =
(1 — y/M)cz;, perpendicular to cy;, with radius Rp. The intersection of Z with Dy; coincides with the part
of Y1 x {(1 — \/n)cz;} inside Dyj;. For each 1 <4 < 3, set J;; = { € Dy; : (x,y) = 1 — 1 for some y € v;;}.
Then it is a 2-dimensional disk perpendicular to ¢1; and ¢a; (hence is parallel to I;;), centered at the point
0y;,; = Racy; + (1- \/77)02]- with radius R;. Each I;; separates D; into two parts, and we throw away the
part that does not contain the center 0D,; of Dy;. We do this for 1 <7 < 3. The rest part of Dy; is the set
Asj, whose boundary is the union of J;;,1 < j < 3, and the rest of the sphere dD;.

R3
1-n°
or,; = (1=m)(cos ey +sin Ogcz;j) = ((1—n) cosoa;, (1—n)sinfob;) and o,; = (1—n)(sinfpcy;+cos Ooczj) =

((1 = n)sinboa;, (1 —n) cos Bpb;). Let

The structure of I';; is easier to describe: let 8y = 6y(n) = arcsin Then it is easy to see that

(3.17) 'y?j = {(cos Oa;,sin6b;), 6 € [0y, g — 0]} C vij-
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For each 1 < ¢ < 3, let x; € P; be a unit normal vector to a;, and let y; € P» be a unit normal vector to b;,
so that the a; A x; are the same, 1 <7 < 3, and b; A y; are the same, 1 <4 < 3.
Withoutloss of generality, suppose that

1 3 1 3 1 3 1 3
(3.18) as = —§a1 + gl‘l,ag, = —§a1 - gxl and by = —§b1 + gyl,bg = —ibl - gyl.
Then
(3.19) Lij = (1 =07 X Buiny, (0, Ra).

Let P;; be the plane generated by a; A b;, and @;; be the plane generated by z; Ay;. Then P;; L Qj,
Yij C Pij-

Also note that I;; is the intersection of A;; with I';;, and J;; is the intersection of I';; with As;.

Note that by definition,

(3.20) ZN Ay =Ul_[op,,,01,],1<i<3, ZNAy; =US_ [op,,,04,],1 <j <3,
and
(3.21) ZNTy=(1-nl,1<4,j<3.

Moreover, we have the essentially disjoint union
(3.22) ZNOU = [Uaec(Z N Ap)] U [Ui<i j<3(Z N T )]
Let I;; be the intersection of the cone over 7;; with 0. Then it is the essentially disjoint union
(3.23) lij = [opy,, 01,1 U (1 = 0)vy; U [op,;, 0,,],
and we have another essentially disjoint union
(3.24) ZNOU = U< j<alij.

For each v < Rg, let Ij; = 1;;\B((0p,,,v) U B(op,,,v). Then [}; is the union of the arc [(1 —n)y;;] N T;
and two segments contained in [op,,,0r,;] and [0p,;, 0,,,]. In particular, If; = I;;, and lfj??’ = [(1—n)vi;]NTy;.
Let [}; denote the cone in U over Ij;. Set L}; = I¥; x Bg,;(0, R1), let £7; denote the cone over Ly, and let
LY =&V NU. Let L" = Ui j<sLy), £ = Ui<;j<3LY;, and £ = Ui<; j<3 €Y.

Moreover, for 0 < v < Rg,

(3.25) Dy =L CLyCLy=T;;UA;UA COUNBKNIU,R).

Note that all the notations above depend on the given 7.
Finally we have, for the cone Z, Definition 3.5 becomes:

Definition 3.10. Let n < 1. Take all the notations above (which depend on n obuviously). Let 6 € (0, Ry),
ve[0,Rs], L >0. A closed set G € OU(Z,n) is called an (n,d,v, L)-sliding boundary of Z, if it is a 6-sliding
deformation of OU(Z,m) N Z in U(Z,n), and it satisfies in addition,

(3.26) for each (i,7) € J,G N Ly; is the graph of an L-Lipschitz map from I}; to Bg,; (0, R1).
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4 Simplification for competitors

We now begin to prove the Zs-topological sliding stability for Z. From now on, we fix an n < n;. Let
U = U(n). Take all the notations as in Subsection 3.2.

In this section we will do some simplifications on the Zs-topological sliding competitors for Z in the
following two propositions and corollary.

Definition 4.1. For 0 < k < 4, a closed subset F' of U is said to be k-reqular in U if there exists a finite
smooth triangulation of U such that F is the support of a k-simplicial sub-complex of this triangulation.

Proposition 4.2. For any n < m, let U denote U(n). Then for any § € (0,Ry1), 0 < v < v/ < Rs, and
L>0,

inf{H2(F): F is a (n,0,v, L) — Zs — topological sliding competitor for Z}
>inf{H?(F) : F is a 2-regular (n,0,V', L) — Zo — topological sliding competitor for Z}.

(4.1)

Proposition 4.3. If F is a 2-reqular (n, §,v, L)-Zo-topological sliding competitor for Z, then there exists a
2-regular Zs-topological competitor E for Z in U, and an 6-sliding deformation v, 1 <t <1 in U, so that
p1(ENU) C F. Moreover, p1(ENU) is also a 2-reqular (1,9, v, L)-Za-topological sliding competitor for Z.

Now set

F(n,0,v,L) :=={F = ¢ (ENU) is a (n,d,v, L) — Zy — topological sliding competitor for
(4.2) 7, where E is a 2-regular-Z, — topological competitor for Z in U, and
{p¢,0 <t <1} is a d-sliding deformation in U/}.

Then we have
Corollary 4.4. For anyn < ny, let U denote U(n). Then for any § € (0,Ry), v € (0,R3), and L > 0,
(4.3) inf{H*(F): F is a (n,0,v, L) — Zy — topological sliding competitor for Z}

> inf{H*(F): F € F(n,8,V, L)}, € (v, R3).

Proof. This is a direct corollary of Propositions 4.2 and 4.3. a

After Corollary 4.4, to prove the (1, d,v, L) — Zs—topological stability for Z, it is enough to look at the
classes F(n,d,v, L) of competitors that admits good regularities.

The rest of this section will be devoted to the proofs of Propositions 4.2 and 4.3. The proofs are somehow
technical, while the conclusions are not too surprising. So for readers who would first like to know the main
clue of the proof of the stabilities of Y x Y, they can admit Corollary 4.4 and jump directly to the next
section.

Let us first give a technical lemma:

Lemma 4.5. Let K be a 2-dimensional minimal cone in R™, let n € (0,m(K)), § € (0,R1). Denote by
U =U(K,n). Suppose 1 : U — U is a Lipschitz map satisfying that 1 (0U) C OU and |1 (x) — x| < &
forx € KNOU. Then we can extend 11 to a sliding deformation in U, so that for any closed set E C R"
with E\XU = K\U, ¥1(E NU) is a 6-sliding deformation of E inU. That is, we can extend 1y to a family
of Lipschitz maps 1,0 < t < 1 from U — U which satisfies the conditions in Definition 3.2 for U =U and
replacing ¢ by 1¥y. Moreover, we can ask that

(4.4) () = 0T @) gy

T(1—t)a+tys (x)

where for any x € R™, r,, denote the real number such that © € r,OU.
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Proof. This is a direct corollary of Remark 3.3, [18] Lemma 4.3 and its proof. ]

Proof of Proposition 4.2. It is enough to prove that, for any (7, §, v, L) —Zs—topological sliding competitor
F for Z, and any € > 0, there exists a 2-regular (n,d,v', L) — Zs—topological sliding competitor F’ for Z,
such that

(4.5) H2(F') < H*(F) + ¢

So take any (0,6, v, L) — Zs—topological sliding competitor F' for Z, and fix any € > 0. Let ¢y < € and
a < 1072 be very small, to be decided later.

Since F'is a (1, ) — Zo—topological sliding competitor, there exists a Za-topological competitor E of Z
in U, and a é-sliding deformation ¢; in U, such that F = o (E NU). By Lemma 4.5, we can suppose that
for x € OU, we have ¢, (x) = % the ”projection” of the segment [z, ¢1(x)] out to U.

Then it is clear that |x — ¢(z)| < |z — p1(z)] < § and pi(x) € OU for x € ENOU and all t < 1. Let
80 = SUP,c oy |¢1(x) — z|. Since the function |pq(z) — x| < ¢ for all x € ENOU, and E N OU is compact,
we know that dp < 4.

Now since F'is a (1,4, v, L) — Zz—topological sliding competitor, by definition, for 1 <i,j <3, F'N LY,
is the graph of a L-Lipschitz map 7;; from [}; to Bg,;(0,0).

For each pair of (4,7), let a;; denote the endpomt of I; that is closer to a;, and b;; denote the endpoint
of If; closer to bj. Let u;; be a smooth L-Lipschitz map from li; to Bg,;(0,9), so that

(4.6) uij(ag;) = rij(ag;), uig (b7;) = i (b3;),
and
X 1
(4.7) Sup [174(2) = uij(2)]] < minfeo, 5 (6 — do)}-
zE ’;J

Then the graph of u;; is contained in I}; x Bg,;(0,0) C Ly;.

Define f;; : FNLY; — Ly;: for each x € FNLY;, by deﬁmtlon there exists z € [} so that x = (2,7;(2)) €
I7; x Bq,;(0,6) C Ly;. Set fij(x) = (2,ui5(2)) € I; X Bg,;(0,6). Then fi; is v1+ L2 Lipschitz, and for any
r € F'N LY, the segment [z, f;;(x)] € LY.

Let f: o1 (ENoU) — OU:
(4.8) flz) = {f”(x), x € L;’,ji

Then f is /1 + L2-Lipschitz, and for any x € E N 90U, the segment [z, f(z)] C OU, that is, for any ¢ € [0, 1],
(1 —t)z+tf(z) € OU. Moreover, |f(z) — z| < min{eg, 3(§ — )} for all z € ¢1(E) N IU.
We define 97 : (1 + 9a)U — (1 + 9a)U, so that

o1(z), if el
(4.9)  t(x) = § L +3t)[(1 = )1 (555) +tf o pr(553)] 5 if @ € (1+3ta)dU,t € [0,1];
re[f o1 (E )] if € (1+9%)U\(1+ 3a).

Then 1 = o1 in U, Y1(EN (1 + ta)oU) C 1+ ta)dU,¥0 < t < 9, and since E N (1 + 9a)U\U =
KN (1+9a)U\U, which is the cone over K NOU, hence 11 (£ N (14 9a)U)\ (1 +3a)U coincides with the cone
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over fopi(KNoU). In particular, for any x € EN (14 9a)0U = K N (14 9a)0U, we know that -5 € U,

149«
and hence
z x
_ 2l < _
91@) — 2l < (14+90)| o a(3=25) — 7o
x x x x
< _ _ _
(4.10) < @ +9a)(|fopi(yg) — i) Tl o5) ~ T390l
1
< (14 9a)[60 + 5(5 — &), Vx € EN(1+9a)0U.
Set Fy = 1 (E N (14 9a)ld), then a simple calculation yields that
(4.11) H?(Fy) = H2(F) + HA(F\F) < H?(F) + (100a + 2€0)V/ 1+ L2H?(¢1(E N OU)).

By Lemma 4.5, Fy is a (1 + 9)d sliding deformation of E in (1 + 9a)U. It satisfies that

Fin & N (14 9)U\(1 + 3a)U coincides with the cone over

(4.12)
f o1 (K NoU), and hence is 2-regular.

In particular, if we set Go := F; N €Y N (1 + 9a)U\(1 + 3a)U and G, := F; N 2" N (1 4 9)U\(1 + 4a)U

with v = ¥ then for each pair 4, j,

(4.13) Go coincides with the cone over the graph of u;; in £\ (1 + 3a)U,
and
(4.14) and G coincides with the cone over the graph of u;; in 2;-’;\(1 +4a)l.

Hence G is a piecewise smooth Lipschitz surface with boundary 0G1. Note that 0G1NOU = U1<; ;<3G (uij5),
where G(u;;) denotes the graph of u;;, the endpoints of G(u;;) being a;, b}
Since G coincides with the cone over the union of the graphs of the L-Lipschitz maps u;;,1 < i,7 < 3,

there exists a constant M = M (L) > 0 that depends only on L, so that
(4.15) H%:(Go N B(x,7)) > Mr?,Va € Go,r € (0,a).

Let W1 = 0G1 N (14 9a)U, the part of 9G; in (1 +9«)U. Then it is a union of disjoint piecewise smooth
curves.

Take €; > 0 so that 100e; < min{v’ — v, Ry — 6,a}, and H?3(Gy N B(W1,10¢1)) < €. Let G3 =
(F1\G1) UW;. Then F; = G; UG53 and G; N G3 = W7.

Set V = £'\(1+5a)Ud. Let Gy =Gy NV.

We claim that

(4.16) d(‘/, Gg) > 1061.

By definition G3 C (14 9)U and does not meet £/ N (1+9a)U\(144a)U. Let G} = G3N(1+4a), and
G3 = G3N(1+9a)U\(1+ 4a). Then Gz = G} UG%. By definition of V, we know that V N (1 + 5a)U = 0,
hence d(V, (1 + 4a)Ud) > 2 > 10e1, and since G§ C (1 + 4a)U, we know that d(V, G§) > 10e;

On the other hand, by definition, we know that both G2 and V are both part of cones: G3 is contained
in the cone over A\L”, and V is contained in the cone over L”". Note that both A\L" and LV are parts of
o, d(A\L",L"") > 1(v—1')} > 50e;. Hence outside U, the distance between the cone over A\L" and over
L' is larger than 10e;. Therefore d(G2,V) > 10¢;.
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Altogether we get Claim (4.16).

Set U = B(G3,5¢1). Then U is open and d(U,G3) > 5e;. We apply [9] Theorem 4.3.17 to U, h = 1,
E = G3, and get a 4-dimensional polyhedral complex S, and a Lipschitz map ¢ : U — U (where |S| = U{o :
o € S} is the support of S) so that:

1° The maximal diameter of simplices in S is less than eq;

2° G5 C |S|°, and ¢(Fy N |S]) is a union of some 2-faces of S;

3° For each o € S we have ¢(0) C o, and ¢ = Id on the 2-skeleton of S. Moreover, H¢(¢p(E N o)) <
MyHYENo),Yo € S, where My is a constant (that only depend on the ambient dimension, which is 4 in
our situation).

4° The "surface” of S is a 3-dimensional dyadic complex: that is, there exists a dyadic complex T so
that

(4.17) Vo €S,06N0|S| # 0 = Jo' €T so that e NI|S| =0’ NO|T|.

5° @||s,| is a Federer-Fleming projection of Fy N|Sp| in Sp, where Sp = {0 € S : 0 N I|S| # 0}.

6° H2(p(F1NU)) < H>(FLNU) + €.

As a remark, here the dyadic complex can be chosen with arbitrary fixed coordinates of R*. Hence we
can ask that

6° Suppose that the dyadic cubes 7 in 3° are of sidelength 27V. Let 7" be the set of all dyadic cubes o
of sidelength 2=/ so that 0 N 9|S| # 0 and o N |S|° = (. Then G is transversal to all the d-faces of T’ for
d<3.

Since ¢ is a Federer-Fleming projection of F; N |Sy| in Sy, the restriction of ¢ on Fy N|Sp| is in fact a
composition of two maps ¢1 : F1 N [Sp| — |S3| and ¢ : ¢1 (F1 N|S3]) — |S?], so that

(4.18) ¢1(0) C 0,Yo € Sy and ¢a(0) C 0,V0o € 837

(4.19) b1l sy = 1d.
We define a new map ¢’ : [Fy N [S[]UI|S| — |S%| U I|S|, so that:

o(x) , if & € |S]\[Sal;
¢(z) = g2 0 d1(z) , if ¢1(x) € [S5] N [S]%;
d1(z) , if ¢1(z) € |83 N I|S|;
, ifz € d|S|.

~

(4.20) ¢ () =

~

S

Then ¢’ is Lipchitz and ¢'(F1 N |S|)\J|S| is the union of some 2-faces of S.
we extend it to a Lipschitz map, still denoted by ¢’ : R* — R%, so that

(4.21) ¢'(0) Co,Vo €S, and ¢'|gay|s)o = Id.
By definition of ¢, we know that ¢'(Fy N [S|)\O|S| C ¢(F1 N|S|) C ¢(F1 NU), and hence by 5°,
(4.22) H (¢ (FLNISI\OIS)) < H(6(F1 NU)) < HA(FLNU) + €.

Suppose that the dyadic cubes 7 in 3° are of sidelength 2=~. Then 27 < ¢;. Let 77 be the set of all
dyadic cubes o of sidelength 27V so that 6 NU # 0 and 0N |S|° = (). Then |T’| C B(U,2-N*1) c B(U, 2¢;).
Set S'=SUT".
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By definition, |S| C U, and hence |S'| C B(U, 2¢1). By definition of U, we know that |S’'| C B(Gj3, 5e1 +
2¢1) = B(G3,7¢1). By Claim (4.16), |S’| NV = (. Since G5 C [S]° C |S’|°, and |S'| NV = 0, we know that
S| N F, =0|S'|NnG\V.

By definition of S’, we know that d|S’| is the union of 3-dimensional dyadic faces of sidelength 2=V, By
6°, we know that G1\|S’| is a smooth 2-surface with piecewise smooth boundary. Hence G1\|S’| is 2-regular.

Now let ¢ : R* — R* be a Federer-Fleming projection of ¢'(Fy) in |S’|. More precisely:

(4.23) ¢"|is/jc = Id, and ¢"| 52005 = Id
(4.24) " o' (F)N|S'| C |S?|ua|S|,

(4.25) ¢"(0) Co,Vo e 8,

(4.26) ¢" o ¢'(Fy N|S'))\O|S’| is a union of 2-faces of S’

and there exists a constant Cy that only depend on the dimension of R*, so that for any o € 77,
(4.27) H2(¢" (¢ (F1) N o)) < CoH?(¢'(F1) No).

The existence of Cy is because 7" is a dyadic complex.
Also note that ¢”|4 (m)n|s)e = Id, because ¢'(Fy) N [S|° is a union of 2-faces of S.
We will prove that

(4.28) ¢" o ¢'(Fy) is 2-regular,
and
(4.29) H2(¢" 0 ¢/ (F1)) < H2(FL) + Cheo,

where (' is a constant that only depends on L.

For (4.28), we know that ¢ o' (F1)\|S'| = F1\|S'| = G1\|S'| is 2-regular, and by (4.26), ¢" 0@/ (F1)N|S’|°
is 2-regular, hence it is enough to prove that ¢ o ¢'(Fy) N 9|S’| is 2-regular. By the process of a Federer-
Fleming projeciton in a polyhedral complex with boundary, if we denote by " = {oc € &' : 0 N I|S’| #
0} c T, then ¢ o ¢'(F1) N O|S’| comes from the image of ¢ of ¢'(F1) NS”. Moreover, for each o € §”,
¢" o ¢/(F1) NoNI|S'| is the intersection of o N J|S’| with the image of ¢'(F1) No® under a radial projection
Tg 10— O0.

Take any o € §”. Then ¢ € T', and hence ¢° N |S| = 0. By definition of ¢’, we know that ¢'(|S]) C |S],
and ¢'||sjc = Id, hence ¢(F1) No° = F; No°. Since Gz C [S|°, 0° N[S| = 0, and F1 = G1 U G3,
hence F; No® = G; No°. Note that G; is a 2-dimensional smooth surface with smooth boundary, and is
transversal to 7, hence is transversal to 0. As a result, G1 No° is a smooth 2-surface with piecewise smooth
boundary. Hence 7,(G1 No®) is a piecewise smooth 2-surface with piecewise smooth boundary, therefore so
is 1o (G1No®) N [oNI|S’|]. Altogether we have that

(4.30) ¢ od (F1)NoNIS|=n,(GiNo®)N[oNIS]

is a piecewise smooth 2-surfacw with piecewise smooth boundary, for any o € §”.
Hence ¢ o ¢/(F1) N J|S’| is 2-regular, and we get (4.28).
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Next let us look at the measure of ¢" o ¢'(Fy). Note that ¢ o ¢'[|s/|c = Id, hence to prove (4.29), it is
enough to look at ¢ o ¢'(Fy; N |S’|). By definition,

(4.31) ¢'(F1NIS']) = ¢'(Fin[S) U (FiN[T']) = [¢'(FL N[SP\IISJU [¢' (F1 N [S)) NOIS[TU ¢’ (FL N [T']),
and hence
(4.32) H*(¢"0¢/ (F1NS'])) < H?(¢" (¢ (F1N[S\IIS)+H? (6" (¢ (FLN[S|)NAIS))+H? (6" (¢ (FiN[T])))-

For the first term of the right-hand-side of (4.32), we know that ¢’ (F; N|S])\9|S| is the union of some 2-faces
of S, hence by (4.23), ¢"(¢'(F1 N|S\IIS|) = ¢'(F1 N |S])\I|S|, and therefore by (4.22),

(4.33) H2 (¢ (¢ (F1 N [SD\OIS])) = H*(&/ (Fy N [SP\DIS]) < H*(Fy N U) + eo.
For the second term of the right-hand-side of (4.32), we know that
(4.34) ¢ (FirN|S))NnalS| c S| c |T' | n|S|,

and hence by (4.25) we know that ¢” o ¢/ (Fy N|S|)NI|S| C [T'|N|S| C (9|S'])¢, hence by (4.25) and (4.26),
¢"(¢'(Fy N |S]) N 9|S|) is a union of 2-faces of 77, that is,

(4.35) ¢"(¢'(FLN[S))NaIS|) < [T™].
By (4.21) and (4.25), we know that
(4.36) ¢"(¢'(FL NS nals)) < [T,

where T ={o € T' : 0 N Fy # 0}. Since G3N|T'| =0, hence |T'|N Fy = |T’|NG1. On the other hand, we
know that |7'| C B(U,2e1), hence |[T"|NFy C |T'|NF1 C G1NB(U,2¢). By definition of U, we know that

(437) |T”|ﬁF1 CGlﬂB(G3,761) CB(W1,761).

Also note that B(W7, 7e1)NFy C Gy, hence for any o € T”, we know that cNF; = oNGg, and o C B(Wy, Tey).
Now by (4.15) and the fact that H?(Go N B(W1,7e1)) < €, we know that

(4.38) H2(|T'?]) < C(M)eo,
where C(M) is a constant that only depends on M, and hence on L. Combine with (4.36), we get
(4.39) H2(¢"(¢'(F1 0 [S]) N 9IS))) < C(M)eo.

Finally for the third term of the right-hand-side of (4.32), by (4.27), we have

(4.40) HS (S (B N IT) < 32 HAS' (@ (Fino)) < Co 3 HAS (i n o).

oceT’ oceT’

By (4.21), we know that ¢'(Fy N|T’|) = F1 N|T’|, hence for any o € T’ we have ¢'(F1 No) = F1 No, and
therefore

(4.41) H(¢"(¢/(FL N [T'))) < Co Y HA(Fino) < CaCoH*(Fr N [T)),
oeT’
here Cy = sup,eps D cn, lo(2) is a constant that depend only on the dimension of R* (Ay being the

family of dyadic cubes of sidelength 2=V).
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Again since |T/‘ NF; CGiN B(Uv7 261) cGi N B(G3,761) cGi N B(W1,761), we have H2(|T/| n Fl) <
H2(G1 N B(W1,7e1)) < H2(Go N B(W1,10¢€1)) < 9. Combine with (4.41) we get

(4.42) H2(6" (¢ (P 0 [T')))) < CiCoco.
Summing up (4.32), (4.33), (4.39) and (4.42) we get

(4.43) H2 (¢ 0 ¢/ (FLN|S'|) SHAFLNU) + (14 C(M) + CoCly))eo
Now since ¢" o ¢'|s/jc = Id, we know that ¢" o ¢'(F1\|S'|) = F1\|S’|, and hence

H2(¢"¢' (F1)) < H2(¢"'¢' (P10 |S']) + H2(¢" ¢ (F1\|S]))
=H(¢"¢'(FL N [S'])) + H*(Fi\[S'])
<H(FLNU) + (1+ C(M) + CoCy))eo + H* (F1\[S'])
=H2(FLNU) + (1+ C(M) + CoCy))eo + H2(F1\|S'|) + H*(F1\U) — H2(F1\U)
= H(F1) + (14 C(M) + CoCy))eo + [H2(F1\|S']) — H*(FL\U)).

(4.44)

Since G3 C F1 N|S’| and U = B(G3, 5¢1), we have

HAF\IS']) = HA(F1\U) < H*(F1\Gs) — H*(F1\B(Gs, 561))
(445) = HQ(Gl) - %2(01\B(G3, 561)) = HQ(Gl N B(Wl, 561))
< H2(Go N B(W1,10€1)) < €.

Combine with (4.44), and set C; = 2 + C(M) 4+ CyCy, we get
(4.46) H2(¢" ¢ (FL)) < H2(FL) 4 (24 C(M) 4+ CyCy))ep = Crep,

which yields (4.29).
Set m: R* — (1 + Ta)U:

R (@), if e RVN\(1+ Ta)d;
(4.47) m(z) = { o z,if € (1+Ta).

Then 7 is C(n)-Lipschitz, where C'(n) is a constant that depends only on 1. Let Fo = 7o ¢ o ¢/(F1).
Then F) is 2-regular. Since 7(z) = x in (1 + 7a)U, we know that

H?(Fy) <H(¢"¢'(F1) N (1 + Ta)Ud) + H (n(¢" ¢ (F)\(1 + Ta)Ud))
(4.48) SHA ("¢ (F1)) + C(n)*HP (¢ ¢ (F)\(1 + Ta)Ud)
< H2(F1) + Creg + C(n)*H? (¢ ¢ (F)\(1 + Ta)).

By (4.21), (4.23) and (4.25), we know that

(4.49) ¢" ¢ (FU\(L+ Ta)Ud € ¢"¢'(F)\(1 + 6a)),

hence by (4.27) and property 3° of ¢,

(4.50) H(¢"¢' (PN + Ta)Ud) < H? (6" ¢ (F1)\(1 + 6a)Ud)) < MoCoH(Fi\(1 + 6a)lA).
Since Fy coincide with the cone over f ooy (ENU) in (1 + 9a)U\(1 + 3a)U, we know that

(4.51)  HA2(F\(1+6a)Ud) < 3a(l +9a)H(fop1(ENAU)) < 3a(l +9a)V 1+ L2H?(p1 (E N oU)).
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Combine with (4.48) and (4.50) we have

(4.52) H2(Fy) < H2(FL) + Creo + C(1)>MyCo3a(1 + 9a)v/1 + L2H% (o1 (E N OU)).
Set ' = 14_%F2, then
1
(4.53) H?(F') < T 7a [H2(Fy) 4 Creo + C(n)2MoCo3a(1 4 9a)v/ 1 + L2H? (o1 (E N oU)))].

By (4.11), we get

H2(F') <—— [H2(F) + (1000 + 260)v/1 + L2H2 (01 (E 1 0U))

14T«
(4.54) + Cheg + C(n)” MoCo3a(1 + 90)v/1 + L2H> (1 (E N OU))]

<HA(F) + Crep + [(100a + 2¢0) + C(n)? MoCo3a(l + 9a)|/ 1 + L2H? (1 (E N U)).

We would like to prove that F' is an (7,4, ', L)-Zs-topological sliding competitor for Z.

Let 7 = H%E’ then F, is a deformation of E in U, hence by Proposition 2.7, F; is a Zo-topological
competitor for F in U.

For every r > 0, let 6, denote the map &, (z) = rx,Vx € R Then g; := 5ﬁ omor) o) o1h1 01494
is a Lipschitz map from U — U. And F’' = g, (E1 NU).

Let us first prove that g;(E; NU) is a d-sliding deformation of E; in . By Lemma 4.5, it is enough to

prove that

(4.55) g1(0U) C oU

and

(4.56) lg1(x) — x| < § for x € ZNOU.

For (4.55), take any = € OU. Then since 11 : (1 + 9a)U — (1 + 9a) is a sliding deformation, we know
that 11 0 01494 (2) € (1+9a)0U. Now by (4.21), (4.23) and (4.25), since the maximal diameters of simplices
in 8,8’ are less than €;, we know that

1
(4.57) [ 04" 01hy 0 61 190(x) — Y1 0 d149a(2)] < 261 < 3%
and hence
1 _
(4.58) Y o4p’ 01hy 0 61494(z) € B((1 + 9a)0U, ia) C RN\ (1 +8a),

which imples that 7o " 09’ 091 0 §1194(z) € O(1 + 7Ta)UU, and hence
(4.59) gi(z) =0_1_omot o othyodiiea(x) € IU.

This yields (4.55);

For (4.56), take any x € Z NoU = E1 N OU. Then 11 0 d1494(x) € F1, and by (4.10), |11 0 61494 (x) —
514_9@(56‘)‘ < (1 + 904)[50 + %(5 — 50)]

By (4.21), (4.23) and (4.25), we know that

(4.60) [ 0 )" 041 0 1494(%) — 1 0 G119a(T)| < de,
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and
(4.61) Y o) 0Py 081 494(x) € (14 10a)U\ (1 + 8a)U.
By definition of 7, (4.61) tells that
(4.62) |7 o " o) oty o 0149a(x) — " o) oty 0 01490 (x)] < 3a.
Hence (4.10), (4.60) and (4.62) yields
[ o 0t)' 04y 081494(%) — d147a(2)]
<|moy" ot)’ o9py 0 d119a(w) — 9" 09 0 1h1 01494 (7))

+ [¢" 09" 0 1h1 0 81494 () — 1 © 149a(x)]
(4'63) + |1/11 o 51+9a($) - 51+9a $)| + ‘51+9a(9ﬁ) - 51+7a($)|

1
<(14 9a)[do + 5((5 —do)] +4€e1 + 3a+ 2

<(1+9a)[do + %(5 — dg)] + 6av.

As consequence,

g1(2) — x| =16 _1_omoy” ot othy 0dioa(x) =0 _1_ o d117a ()l

1+7

1
(4.64) = T57alm° Y o) 0y 081490 () — d147a(w)|
1
< —(6 — :
- 7a{(l + 9a)[dp + 5 (0 — 09)] + 6}
Now take « and ¢y so that
1 1

(4.65) T 7a{(l + 9a) [0 + 5(6 —do)] + 6a} < d
and
(4.66) Cheo + [(100a + 2€0) + C(n)? MoCo3a(1l + 9a)|v/ 1 + L2H? (01 (E N JU)) < e.

Then we get (4.56), and (4.66) gives (4.5). (4.55) and (4.56) yields that F' = g1 (F; NU) is a é-sliding
deformation of Fy in U.

We still have to prove that F' N oU = g1 (E1 NU) N OU is a (n,d,V, L)-sliding boundary of Z. That is,
we have to show that

(4.67) V1<i,j<3,F'n L;’J’ is the graph of an L-Lipschitz map from l;’]f to Bq,, (0, R1).

Since F' = ﬁFb? hence (4.60) is equivalent to say that Fy N (1 + 7a)Ll’<’]{ is the graph of an L-Lipschitz

map from (1 + 7a)l¥; to (14 7a)Bg,, (0, Ry).
We claim that
(4.68) F> N (1+7a)€Y\(1+ 5a)U coincide with the cone over the graph of u;; in (1 + 7a)L¥\ (1 + 5a)U.
Since (1 + 704)2%’;\(1 + 5a)d C V, it is enough to look at F» N'V. Recall that Fy = mo 1" 01y’ 09y o
d119a(Er NU) = o) o)/ (F1).
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We know that |S'|NV =0, ¢" 0¢||s/jc = Id, and ¢" 0¢'(|S'[) C |S'], hence ¢ o¢)’ o (F1NV) = 1NV =
G1 NV. By definition of V, 7(V) C V and 7(V¢) C VY, thus

(4.69) FnV=nod o/(F)NV =a(y) o/(F1) V) =a(F,NV) =x(G,NV).

By (4.14), G1 NV coincide with a cone in V. Hence by the definition of V', we know that 7(G; NV) =
G NV N (1+T7a)U. In particular,

Fy N (14 T7a)L\(1+5a)Ud = F, NV N (1 + 7a)L4\(1 + 5a)d

(4.70) ) , _ , _
=GNV N (L+T7a)U N (14 Ta) L5\ (1 +5a)d = Gy N (1 + 7)€\ (1 + 5a)U.

Again by (4.14), we get Claim (4.68). As a result, (4.67) holds, and hence F' NoU is a (n,d,v, L)-sliding
boundary of Z. Since F’ is a -sliding deformation of E; in I, and E; is a Zo-topological competitor for
in U, hence F' is an (1, 9,1V, L)-Zs-topological sliding competitor for Z. We have alreay proved that (4.5)
holds. Thus we complete the proof of Proposition 4.2. O

Proof of Proposition 4.3. By definition, since F'is a 2-regular (1, d, v, L)-Zs-topological sliding competitors
for Z, there exists a Zs-topological competitor Fy for Z in U, and a é-sliding deformation ¢;,1 <t < 1 in
U, so that ¢ (Eg NU) = F. The problem is just that Ey has no reason to be 2-regular.

Since F' is 2-regular, there exists € € (0,d), so that there exists a e-neighborhood retract to F in u.
That is, there exists a Lipschitz deformation retract g;,0 < t < 1 from B(F,e) NU — B(F,¢) NU, so that
gi(z) = x,Yo € F\Vt € [0,1], go = id, g1(B(F,e) NU) = F, and g;(0U) C OU. We extend g; to a d-sliding
deformation in U.

Let L be the Lipschitz constant for ;. Fix an n € N such that 27"7%L < e. Let A denote the set of all
dyadic cubes of size 27" in R*, and let A4, 0 < d < 4 be the d-skeleton of A. Let f : Eg N — A? be the
Federer Fleming projection. Then it is easy to see that

(4.71) |f(z) —z| <271 Vo € BynlU,

hence f(EoNU) C (1+27""2)UY.
Let « = 27", and set

f(z), =€ EyNU;
(4.72) h:Ey = [(1+a)U]UZ:h(z)=q Sta+ 2tf(z), z€ EyntoUd,1<t <o
z, x€ E\(1+a)l.

We extend h to a Lipschitz deformation h; : (142a)U — (1+2a)U, so that hg = id, hy = h on Ey. Then
by Proposition 2.7, h(Ey) is a Zs-topological competitor for Ey in (1 4+ 2a)i, and hence is a Zs-topological
competitor for Z in (1 + 2a)U. Moreover, h(Ey) is 2-regular, and by (4.71) and (4.72), we know that

(4.73) du(h(Ey), Ey) <27 %

Set E = 1_irﬁh(Eo). Then E is a 2-regular Zs-topological competitor for Z in Y. and dy (E, h(Ep)) < 2a.
Combine with (4.73) we know that

(4.74) duy(E,Ep) < 2a+27""2% =273,
As a result, we know that

(4.75) b1(ENU) C By (EyNU), 2 ""3L) = B(F,2"3L)  B(F, §)~
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Thus we have
(4.76) g1(v1(ENU)) C F.

All together, we get the 2-regular Zs-topological competitor F for Z in U, and the (7, d)-sliding defor-
mation ¢y := gy 0 1y, so that o (ENU) C F.

The rest is to prove that ¢ (ENU) is a (1, §, v, L)-Zs-topological sliding competitor for Z. That is, if we
set G := @1 (ENU) N AU, then G satisfies (3.26) in Definition 3.10.

By definition, ¢; sends OU to OU, and is a J-sliding deformation in U, hence ¢;(02) C B(0Z,5) N U,
and ¢1(0Z) = p1(0FE) C G C OF :== FNaU.

Now for each 1 < j <1 < 3. Let x;; denote the midpoint of I;;. Let o = {z;} x 9Bg,, (0, R;). Then
o C OU, and it represents a non zero element in Hy (0U\OZ, Z3). Moreover, since G C OF C B(0Z, ), hence
Gno=10.

Now since ¢:(0Z) C B(90Z,§) NOU, and § < Ry, we know that {p:(07),1 <t <1} does not meet o.

We claim that

(4.77) o] # 0 in Hy (0U\@1(0Z), Z).

Suppose not, then there is a simplicial Zy-2 chain I' C OU\p1(0Z) so that T = o. Let € > 0 be such
that dist(T', p1(0Z)) > 3e.

Let ¢ : OU — OU be such that ¢ = 1 on 9Z, v = id on OU\B(OZ,¢).

As a result, we can find a smooth map k : OU — OU, transverse to I', k = id on OU\B(9Z, 2¢), and

(4.78) Ik = elloc <€

Then k~1(T) is a simplicial Z,-2 chain in U, (k~}(T)) = o, and for any z € k~}(T'),y € 0Z, we know
that k(x) € T, k(y) € k(0Z), hence

(4.79) |k(z) — k(y)| > |k(z) — p(y)] — le(y) — k(y)| > dist(T', p(0Z)) — € > 3¢ — € = 2¢ > e.

Hence x # y. As a result, we know that k~%(T') N 9Z = .

Thus we have found a a simplicial Z-2 chain in /\0Z, whose boundary is o. This contradicts the fact
that [o] # 0 in Hy(OU\OZ,Z2). Thus we have proved Claim (4.77).

Now since ¢(0Z) C G, hence U\G C U\p(dZ). As a result, we know that

(4.80) [o] # 0 in Hy(OU\G, Zs).
Finally we claim that, for 1 <i,7 < 3.
(4.81) GNL=0FNLy.

In fact, we know that OF N L} is a graph of a lipschitz map £ from [}; to Bg,; (0, R1), and that G C OF.

So if G N LY; # OF N LY}, there exists p € (OF N L{;)\(G N LY;). Since OF N LY, is the graph of &, there

exists z € I}; so that p = (2,£(2)), and that OF N {z} x Bq,,(0, R1) = {2,§(2)} = {p}. As a result, we know

that G N {z} x Bg,,;(0, R1) = 0, and hence {z} x Bg,;(0, R1) C L};\G. Note that d[{z} x Bg,,;(0, R1)] =
{z} x 0Bq,;(0, R1) ~ o in lj; x 0Bq,, (0, R1), hence [o] =0 in H;(l}; x 9Bq,,(0, R1),Z2). But since F is an
(1, ) — Zz—topological sliding competitor for Z, we know that dF N L}, C I}, x Bg,;(0,6) C I}; x Bg,; (0, R1),
hence I}; x 0Bq,,(0, R1) C OU\OF C OU\G, thus [o] = 0 in Hi(OU\G, Zs). This contradicts (4.80).

Thus we get (4.81), and the proof is completed. O
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5 Decomposition of a competitor, and estimate its measure by

projections

After the simplifications in the last section, we begin to carry on the proof of sliding stabilities for Z in this
and the next section.

Recall that in [14], we proved the minimality of Z in B = B(0,1) using product of paired calibrations.
There are two main steps :

Step 1: Decomposition. since we are treating objects in codimension 2, we lose the separation
conditions needed for normal paired calibrations. This leads us to work in Zs homology groups, so that we
can properly decompose any regular competitor F' for Z into 9 parts Fj;,1 < 1,5 < 3, and these 9 parts can
only meet each other in some prescribed way.

Step 2: measures of projections. Then we use 9 different projections m;; to project these 9 parts
to the boundary 0U, and use the sum of the measures of m;;(F;;),1 < 7,7 < 3 of these nine parts to give a
lower bound for the measure of competitors for Z.

Due to Step 1, we only managed to prove the topological minimality in the coefficient group Z,. This
will be the same for the topological sliding stability and uniqueness property: the coefficient group has to
be Zy. On the other hand, in the proof of the minimality of Z, since for each Almgren or Z, topological
competitor F', we have F'NoU = Z N U, hence the measure of the projections m;;(Fj;),1 < i,j < 3 are
more or less fixed. But in the sliding case, we allow F'NoU to be different from Z N O0U, hence we have one
more thing to do : to give a uniform lower bound for the sum of the projections.

We have done similar argument in the proof of the sliding stability for T and Y sets in dimension 3. In
their case, the unit sphere is of dimension 2, and hence no matter how we do the sliding deformation, the
above projections are just disjoint regions in the unit sphere, whose union is the unit sphere. Therefore the
sum of the measure of the projections are always the same. This allows us to prove the (7, §)-topological
sliding stability for them.

But for the case of Z, the boundary 0B is of dimension 3, and our projections of sets are of dimension
2, which is not of full dimension, and this makes the estimate of the sum of the measures after projections
much more involved. And at last, we only arrive to prove the (1, d, v, L)-Zo-topological sliding stability.

As a final remark, we do not know whether the set Z is also (1, d) — Za-topological sliding stable. But as
we mentioned in the introduction, this (n, d, v, L)-Zs-topological sliding stability is enough for our purpose
of finding new singularities by taking almost orthogonal unions with other minimal cones.

5.1 The decomposition

Fix any n <n1, 6 € (0,Ry), v € (0, R3), and L > 0. Take a set FF € F = F(n,d,v,L).

Set OF = FNOU. Then it is a deformation of 0Z := Z N oU.

For 1 < 4,5 < 3, set L; := Y1\Ry,a, (Rap denotes the ray issued from a and passing through b, for
a,be R4), and S; := Yg\ROij. Then L; and S; are cones in P; and P, respectively. For 1 <1¢,j <3, set

(51) Zij = (Lz X Sj) ﬂZ:l,
Then it is a Zs-chain, whose boundary is the essentially disjoint union
(5.2) Zij 1= 8Zij = Ui, 15kl

Let z;; and l;; also denote the Zs-simplicial chain supported on z;; and I;; in the obvious sense.
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By (5.2), we have

(5.3) > lw=zi;~0in Hy(ZNU,Zy), V1 < i, j < 3.
ki, l#£]

Proposition 5.1. If E is a 2-reqular Zs-topological competitor for Z inU, then [z;;] = 0 in Hi(ENU, Zs),
V1 <4,j <3

Proof. Let E be a 2-regular Zs-topological competitor for Z in U.

Recall that the set Z =Y x Y is the union of nine i—planes Hij = Ry, a0, X Royp;, 1 <4,5,< 3. Set
eij = (ai,bj) € R*. Set s;; = e;; + {x € Qyj : || = 15}. Then s;; is a small circle outside U that links H;;.
We denote also by s;; the corresponding element in homology groups with coefficients in Zo for short. Then
in Hy(R*\E,Z>)

(5.4) Si1 + Siy + 853 = 0= 515 + 825 + 835, for 1 <4, 5 < 3,

and, in the special case of Z =Y x Y, H;(R*\Z,Zs) is the Abelian group generated by s;;,1 < i,j < 3
with the relations (5.4). Notice that the relations (5.4) has in fact only 5 independent relations. Thus
Hy(RN\Z,Zs) is in fact a vector space (since Zs is a field) with basis {s;;,1 <4,j < 2}.

Take i = 1,j = 1 for example. We want to show that [z11] = 0 in Hy(ENU,Zy).

Set F' = [ENU]UI(L3 x S3)\U]. Note that the topological plane Lz x S5 is the essentially disjoint union
Ui, j23H;;; hence the four circles s11, 512,521 and sgo represent the same element in H; (R4\F, Zs). Denote
by s this element in Hy (R*\F, Zs).

We want to show first that s # 0 in H;(R*\F,Z,). Suppose not, that is, s = 0 in H;(R*\F,Z,). Then
there exists a C' simplicial 2-chain T' in R*\ F' such that T = s1;. Since E is a topological competitor
of Z in U, s11 # 0 in Hi(R*\E,Zs), hence TN E # (. But I' C R*\F, hence I' can only meet E at
E\F = [Hy3U Hy3U Hs1 U H3o U Hss|\U. We can also ask that I' meet these five % planes transversally, and
do not meet any of their intersections. This gives that in H;(R*\E, Z,),

(5.5) 511 + 013513 + 023523 + 033533 + 031531 + 032532 = 0

with d;; € Zs, and at least one of the five J;; is not zero.
Combine with (5.4), we have

(5.6) s11 + 013[s11 + S12] + d23[s21 + S22] + (031 + d33)[S21 + S11] + (32 + I33)[S12 + S22] = O.
We simplify and get
(5.7) [1+ 013 + 031 + O33]511 + [013 + 32 + 33512 + [023 + I31 + I33]521 + [023 + 032 + 033]522 = 0,

in H1 (R4\E, ZQ)
But s11,512, 821,522 are independent elements in H;(R*\Z,Z,), hence they are also independent in
H1(RY\E,Z3), because E is a Zy-topological competitor for Z. Thus (5.7) gives

(5.8) 1+ 013 + 031 + 033 = 013 + 032 + 033 = 023 + 031 + 33 = 23 + 32 + 33 = 0.
However, the sum of the four numbers gives

0= [1+ 613 + 031 + d33] + [013 + 032 + d33] + [d23 + 031 + I33] + [d23 + d32 + I33]

(5.9)
=14 2(013 + J31 + 032 + a3 + 2d33) = 1,
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which is impossible. Hence we have a contradiction.

Hence s11 = s # 0 in Hq(R*\F, Zy).

Now because F is 2-regular in & and F\U = (L; x S;)\U, H;(R*\F,Zy) is a finite dimensional vector
space (because Zs is a field), and hence H'(R*\F,Zy) = [H;(R*\F,Z,)]*. For the non zero element s;; €
H1(R*\F,Zy), denote by ¢ the dual element of s1; in the cohomology group H'(R*\F,Zy). Denote by ¢
the isomorphism of the Poincaré-Lefschetz duality

(5.10) a: HY(R\F,Z;) = H3(R*, F, Zs),

Then «(¢) can be represented by a smooth simplicial 3-chain ¥ with boundary in F, and |%|N s is a single
point. Denote by ¢ = 9%, then this is a 2-chain with support in F such that s1; is non-zero in Hy (R*\[£], Z2).

Notice that outside U, the set F' is topologically a plane, which is linked by s11, hence if s1; is non-zero
in Hq(R*\[¢],Zs), then [£] D (F\U). Since || C F, we know that

(5.11) IE\U = F\U.

But F N OU = z11, hence z11 = O(F\U) = 00X + O(F\U) = 0(§ + (F\U)) (here we regard F\U as a
2-chain). By (5.11), the support of ¢ + (F\U) is contained in F'NU, hence z;; is a boundary in F' NI, which
yields that z1; represents a zero element in Hy(F NU,Zs), and thus in Hy(E NU, Zs).

The same arguments holds for all z;;,1 <4, j < 3. Thus the proof of Proposition 5.1 is completed. a

After Proposition 5.1, we know that if F' € F(n,d,v, L), then there exists a 2-regular Zs-topological
competitor E for Z in U, and a é-sliding deformation ¢; of E in U, such that F = ¢, (E NU). As a result,
if we denote by ¢ = @1, then

(5.12) 0ij = p«(2i5) ~ 0 in Hy(F,Zy),

and

(5.13) > pulls) =03 ~ 0 in Hy(F,Z3),V1 < i, j < 3,
ki 1]

by (5.3).

Recall that @;; denote the 2-subspace of R* generated by z; and y;, and let ¢;; be the orthogonal
projection from R* to Qij, 1 <1i,7 < 3. Let P;; denote the 2-subspace containing ¢;; (or equivalently, ;).
Then P;; is just the 2-subspace of R* generated by a; and bj, and is the 2-subspace of R* orthogonal to Q;;.

Proposition 5.2. Let F' € F(n,0,v,L) for somen < m, § € (0,Ry1), v € (0,R3) and L > 0. Let ;5 be
defined as above. Then there exists subsets Fi;,1 <1,5 <3 of F', so that the following holds:

1° H2(qij (Fij)) = 1aijs (0i5)|2;

2° For each 1 < i < 3, H?—almost every point in the union Fj; U Fjp U Fys belongs to exactly two of
F1, Fyy and Fys; similarly, for each 1 < j < 3, H?—almost every point in the union Fi; U Fy; U Fs; belongs
to exactly two of Fij, Fo; and Fj;.

Proof. For i,j = 1,2, by (5.12), let E;; be a Zy chain in F' so that 0F;; = 0,;. Set E3; = Ey; + E»j, for
j = 1,2, and then set E;3 = E;1 + F;s for 1 <4 < 3. Then we know that

(514) 8E3j :8E1j+8E2j :01j+0'2j :O'gj,j: ].,2,
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and hence
(5.15) OE;3 = OE;1 + 0Ein = 033.
Moreover we have
(5.16) Es3 = E31 + E3p = (Ev1 + Fa1) + (Br2 + Ea2) = (E11 + Er2) + (E21 + Ea2) = Ei3 + Eas.

Altogether we have

(5.17) Y E;j=0Vi<j<3and » E;=0v1<1<3,
1<i<3 1<5<3

and

(5.18) OE;j = 045,¥1 < 1,5 < 3.

It is important to point out that, by (5.17), for any 1 < i < 3, modulo a H? negligible set, the supports
of the three 2-chains satisfy that :

(5.19) |Eis| = (|Ei2| U |Ea D\(|Ei2| N | Ei]).

In other words, H2—almost every point in the union |E;;| U |E;2| U |E;3| of the three supports belongs to
exactly two of them.

Similarly, we know that for each 1 < j < 3, H?—almost every point in the union |E1;| U|Es;| U|Es;| of
the three supports belongs to exactly two of them.

Now let us turn to the projections of the nine Za-chains Fj;.

For every 1 < 4,j < 3, we know that o;; is a closed Zy chain, and hence g¢;;.(0;;) is also a closed Zs
chain in the 2-plane Q;;. Since H3(Q;j,Z2) = 0, hence there exists a unique Zy-2-chain ¥;; in @Q;;, so that
%ij = gija(ig)-

As a result, for any Zs-simplicial 2 chain I' C R, if T = 05, then 9(q;j.(')) = ¢ij«(OT) = ¢ij«(0i;), and
¢ij«(I') C Qi;. By the uniqueness of ¥;;, we know that g;;,(I') = ¥;;. That is

(520) vI' C R4, qw*(ﬁl“) = qij*(aij) = qu*(r) = E”
In particular, we know that g;;.(E;;) = ¥;5, and hence
(5.21) H2(qi; (|1 Eij 1) = H(1gij+(Bij)]) = H(1Z65]) = lgiju(oi5)o-

It is now enough to set Fy; = | Ejl. -

5.2 The calibrations and projections

Proposition 5.3. Let F € F(n,0,v,L) for somen < m, § € (0,Ry1), v € (0,R3) and L > 0. Let ;5 be
defined as before, then

(5.22) HQ(F)E% Z Z |@ijx(0i)]2-

1<i<31<5<3
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Proof. For 1 <i,j <3, set v;; = a; A b;, a unit simple 2-vector in R*.

We define the function f;; on the set of simple 2-vectors in R* : for any simple 2-vector £ € Ag(R?),
[ii(€) == [EAvij| = | dete, ey e5,e4 EAvij|, with {€;}1<;<4 the canonical orthonormal basis of R*. Now for any
unit (with respect to the L? norm | - | for the orthonormal basis {e; A €;}1<i<;j<4 of Aa(R?)) simple 2-vector
&, we can associate to it a plane P(£) € G(4,2), where G(4,2) is the set of all 2-dimensional subspaces of R*

(5.23) P) ={veR,vA&=0}.

In other words, P(z A y) is the subspace generated by x and y.

Now denote also by g;; the function from G(4,2) to R: for any P = P(z Ay) € G(4,2) with 2 Ay a unit
simple 2-vector, g;;(P) = f;j(x A y). Since the definition of f;; on A2(R*) is to take the absolute value of
the determinant, the function g;; is well defined.

Let F;;,1 < 4,5 < 3 be as in Proposition 5.2. Now since each Fj; is the support of a smooth simplicial
2-chain in R?, it is 2-rectifiable, and the tangent plane T, F;; of Fy; at x exists for H%—almost all © € Fy;.
We want to estimate

(5.24) / 95 (T Fij)dH?(x).

ij

Notice that F;; is piecewise smooth, hence g;; (T, Fj;) is measurable. Note also that |g;;| < 1, hence the
integral is well defined.

Denote by E;; the subset {x € F}; : Jag;j(z) # 0} of Fy;, where Jog;;(x) is the Jacobian of the restriction
¢ij|F,; ¢+ Fij = Qij. Then T, Eyj = T, Fj; for H? almost all z € E;;. By the Sard theorem, we have

(5.25) H?(qi5(Fij)\aij (Eij)) = 0,
and hence by Proposition 5.2,
(5.26) H (41 (Eij)) = H* (015 (Fij)) > |ai () |2

Now for z € E;;, define h;j(x) = g;;(TxFi;)(J2qij(z))~!. Recall that the projection g;; : F;; — Q;j is a
1-Lipschitz function. hence by the coarea formula for Lipschitz functions between two rectifiable set (cf.[8]
Theorem 3.2.22), we have

(5.27) /|

By definition of h;j, the left hand side of the above equality is just

J.

(5.28) i

hij(w)J2qij($)dH2(9C):/ dH(y)[ Z hij()].

i qi5 (Eij) iy (z)=y

hzy(I)Jquy(CC)dH2(l‘) = /E gzj(Tszj)(ngm(CC))ilJQ(]”(I)d%2(ﬂj)

).

the last inequality is because g;; is non negative.

gij(TxFij)dHQ(x)S/F 9ij (T Fyj)dH? (2),

ij

For the right hand side of (5.28), note that for almost all = € E;;, the tangent plane T, F;; exists. Suppose
T, F;; = P(uAv), with u,v an orthonormal basis of T,,F;;. Hence

(5.29) 9i5 (T Fij) = fij(u A v) = |vig AuAv| = |vig A gij(uAv)l.
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Notice that ¢;;(uAv) € A2(Q;;), hence if we take a unit simple two vector &;; of Q;;, we have g;;(uAv) =
+|gij(u A v)|&;;, and hence by (5.29)

(5.30) 9ij (T Fij) = qij (u A v)||vij A &ij| = |gij(u Av)| = Jagij(),
and thus

for H2 —a.e. x € E;;. As a result,
Ga [ el Y m@l= [ el X = [ a0 By,
qi5 (Eij) a1 (2)=y qi5 (Eij) a1 (2)=y qi5 (Eij)
But for all y € ¢;;(E;;), ﬁ{qu ()N E;j} > 1, hence
(5.33) / dH* (W) Y ()] > / dH?(y) = H*(qij(Eij)) = |aij= (035) 2-
qij (Eij) 4 (z)=y qij (Eij)

Combine (5.27), (5.28) and (5.33) we have
(5.34) |gij«(0i5)]2 < / 9ij (T Fig)dH?(x), for 1 <i,j <3.

We sum over 1 <1¢,5 < 3, and have

Z Z |Gij (o) ]2 < Z Z / 9ij (T Fij) dHQ( )

1<i<31<5<3 1<i<31<5<3” Fij

:/U L A@IY Y gu(TeFy)le, (@)

1<5<31<I<3

(5.35)

But F'is 2-rectifiable, and each Fj; is its subset, hence we have for H2—a.ex € Fi;, Ty F;; = T, F. Hence
we have

(5.36) Z Z |gij«(0i5)]2 < / ” dH?(x Z Z 9ij (T F) 1, ().
Ui<i,j<aFij

1<i<31<5<3 1<i<31<5<3

Now we want to use Proposition 5.2 to derive a essential upper bound for the function
(5:37) (> 2 96(LF)in, (@)
1<i<31<;5<3

Given a point x € Ui1<j,1<3Fj;, by Proposition 5.2 2°, modulo a negligible set, there are two possibilities

1) There exists 1 < dy,i3 < 3 and 1 < ji,j52 < 3 such that x only belongs to the four pieces
Fijy Firjo, Figjis Fisja-

2) There exists a permutation o of {1,2, 3} such that = belongs to all the nine F;; except for Fi,(1), Fas(2), F30(3)-

We will estimate the function [3; ;3> 1 <;<3 9i (T2 F) 1, ()] in these two cases.

For 1), without loss of generality, we suppose that iy = j; = 1,42 = jo = 2. Then

(538) Z Z gz] T F 1FLJ Z Z gz] T F

1<i<31<5<3 1<i<21<5<2
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Suppose that T, F' = P(£) with £ a unit simple 2-vector. Then for each 1 < 4,j < 2, by definition of g;;,
9i5(ToF) = |vij AE|.

Hence
Z Zgz]TF—sup Z €(%, 5) det(vi; AE)
(5.39) 1<i<21<5<2 € 1<4,5<2 B B
=supdet( Y (i, f)oy) A&l <sup|l Do eld,f)oyll.
€ 1<4,5<2 € 1<i,i<2
where € run over all function from {1,2} x {1,2} — {1,—1}, and the norm || - || on Ao(R*) is defined by
(5.40) [la|| = sup{det(a A B); 8 simple unit 2-vector}.

Then the last inequality of (5.39) is because |£| = 1. Hence
Ga) S S g () < sup{ll ST iyl (1,2 x {12} = {1,-1}},
1<i<31<5<3 1<i,j<2
Similarly, for 2), we have

Z Z gij(TwF>1Fij(x) = Z gij(TwF)

1<i<31<5<3 1<4,j<3,170 (i)

SSUP{H Z e(i,j)vin,e: [{1,2,3} X {17273}]\{(171)7(2,2)7(3,3)}—> {17_1}}'

1<4,5<3,i#]

(5.42)

The following lemma will lead to the conclusion of Proposition 5.3.

Lemma 5.4 (cf. [14] Lemma 4.24).

(5.43) sup{|| Y e(i,f)vill e {1,2} x {1,2} = {1, -1}} < 3,
1<i,j<2
and
(5.44) sup{|| D el d)vill e [{1,2,3} x {1,2,3}\{(1,1),(2,2),(3,3)} — {1, -1}} < 3.
1<4,5<3,i#j
By Lemma 5.4, (5.41) and (5.42), for H?>—almost all z € Uj<; j<3Fij,
(5.45) > Y 9u(TF)lp, () <3.

1<i<31<5<3
Hence by (5.36), we have

S Y ks [ @Y Y aTP)s, @)

1<i<31<5<3

(5.46)
< 3/ dM*(z) = 3H*(U1<i,j<sFyy) < 3HP(F),
Ui<i,j<3Fij

which yields (5.22). ]

Corollary 5.5. For the set Z,

(5.47) H2(ZNU) Z D7 gije(zi))]

1<z<3 1<5<3

Proof. For F' = Z, we set F;; = Z;;, and then it is not hard to find that all inequalities in the proof of
Proposition 5.3 are equalities for F' = Z. a
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6 Stability for Y x Y

In this section we are going to give a lower bound of the term >, ;o5 > < ;<3 [@ijx (2i5)[2 on the right-hand-
side of (5.22). Note that the definition of this term depends only on F N oU. Hence in fact, it is defined for
all (n, d, v, L)-sliding boundary G for Z.

The aim of this section is to prove the following Theorem, and then deduce the Zs-topologically sliding
stability for Y x Y.

Theorem 6.1. Let G be an (1,9, v, L)-sliding boundary for Z for some n < n1, § < Ry, v € (0, R3), and

L > 0. Suppose that arctan 1?\3/5 < {5, 0 < min{v, R36_”}, and L < (17\}5;)%. Then we have
(6.1) DY aieloi)la> D0 Y g (zi)l
1<i<31<5<3 1<i<31<5<3

The proof of Theorem 6.1 consists of a series of constructions and propositions. Let us first introduce
some notation:

For a point z € P, let argz € R/2m be the argument of z under the basis {x;,y;}. Recall that

l;/j :{(1—\/ﬁ)az+tb]VStSRg}U{(l—\/’T])bJ —|—ta11/§t§R3}

(6.2) . m
U{(1—mn)cosba; + (1 —n)sindb;,0, < 0 < 5 6o},

1—
where 6y = arccos 1_‘{777.

(I-nai ~

1-7] OJ..

The 3-dimensional planar region [}

Then it is easy to see that the map arg : [j; — R/27 is injective. For ¢ € [v, R3], let () = arctan 1_tﬁ
Then {argz: z € I[;} = [0(v), 5 — 0(v)],

(6.3) arg[(1 — v/n)a; +tb;] = 0(t), arg[(1 — \/n)b; + ta;] = g - 0(1),
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and
(6.4) arg[(1 — n) cosfa; + (1 —n)sin0b;] = 0.

For any §(v) <6, <6y <5 —0(v), let lfjl’ez denote the following subcurve of I}
(6.5) lf;ﬁz ={z €lj;:argz € [0h,0:]}.

For any map f from [}; to Qij, let G(f) denote its graph, and G(f,01,02) denote the graph of the
restriction of f on lf}’(b: G(f,01,02) = {(z, f(x)) : x € lf;’ez}. Then G(f) and G(f,0;,02) are subsets of
01,0
lljl 2 x QZJ

So let G be an (7, d,v, L)-sliding boundary G for Z. Then there exists a Lipschitz deformation ¢g :

U — OU, so that |pg(z) — z| < § for all z € G, and G satisfies the condition (3.29) in Definition 3.10.
For 1 <i,7 <3, let Ug denote @« (z;;) defined as before. Then

(6.6) 05 Z G (k)

ki, 1]

Since Ug = pa+(2i5), and ¢ is a d-sliding deformation, combine with (5.2) we know that

(6.7) lo&] C B(2i5,0) C Urgi i B(lii, 6).
Since

(6.8) B(lkl, (5) C [Akg UAy U Fk}l]a

we have

(69) |05‘ C Uk, [Akg UAj U Fkl}

Note that for any (k,1) # (i,7), since dist(lx, L};) > v > &, hence [pg(lx)| N LY; C B(lp,0) N LY; = 0,
and therefore

(6.10) GNLY = po(ly) N LY,
Let EiGj denote the unique Za-2-chain in Q;; so that 9X¢ = qij*(afj).

ij

Proposition 6.2. Let G be an (n,9,v, L)-sliding boundary for Z for somen <mny, 6 < Ry, v € (0, R3), and

R : R3—v %R, .
17\"’/5 < {5, 0 < min{y, ===}, and L < m Then there exists an

(n,0,v,(1—/n)L/6) sliding boundary G’ of Z, such that G'DLE?’%%(RTS(;) is the image of an (1—./n)L/6-

5w o —
i:;gve(RJ 39) to le (0,6) = [_6$i7537i]; and

(6.11) SN a0l = > > laijlod)le

1<i<31<;5<3 1<i<31<;5<3

L > 0. Suppose that arctan

Lipschitz graph from [

Proof. Since G is an (7, 6, v, L)-sliding boundary for Z, by definition, for each (i, j), G N L}; is the graph of
an L-Lipschitz map fg from I}, to Bg,;(0,d). That is,

(6.12) GﬂL%:G(%Q@L%—Q@»
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On the other hand, since |pg(x) — 2| < § < v, and the boundary a; and b; of l;; are of distance v to L},
hence the boundary dpg.(lij) = ¢c(ai) + ¢c(b;) still does not touch LY. In other words, g« (li;) admits
no boundary in L;. Note that |pc.(lij)| N LY; C ¢a(li;) N LY;, and by (6.12), ¢c(li;) N LY; is a Lipschitz
graph of a curve, hence we know that

(6.13) lpas (i) N Ly = pa(li) N Lij.

Combine with (6.12) and (6.13), we know that

™

,— —0(v)).
- 6)

We want to construct another sliding boundary G’ based on G, so that the restriction of G’ on the part
L32 50(Ra=30) ; 8(B=30) ¢ Qa,, instead of to both direction of Qg ry,. The idea is just to
do some homotopy from f to 7y, © §m, and guarantee that meanwhile (6.11) holds.

ofor e |Z —0(Rs—36),% — 3 — , let tg = 2 and for 0 € 35, let tg = 5
So for § € [Z —6 5), T —6(Rs —46)], 1 oGO _30) . and for 0 1 ’

(6.14) ¢a«(lij) N LY; is just the 1-chain represented by the graph G(&;;,0(v)

5
is a graph from [’

G(Rg 56) 9(R3 45)’ Sl
Then define €5 : 1, — Bg,, (0,6):
(z) argz € [0(v), §;
, (1 - targz) ZCJ;(Z) +targz7rzl Of (z) , argz € [%a %L
(6.15) &ij (2) = G(2), argz € 35,5 — 0(Rs — 30)];
(1 = targ =)0, 0§55 (2) + tarngm(Z) , argz € [5 —0(Rs —36), 5 — 0(Rs — 49)];
(z) argz € [§ —0(R3 —49), 5 — 0(v)].
Then a simple calculate tells that fg' is min{%,e(Rg—ga)—a(Rg—M)}'LipSChitZ' Note that
R3 — 36 R3 — 46 1)
6.16 O(R3 — 36) — 0(R3 — 40) = arctan — arctan > )
(6.16) (Ry — 35) — 0(Rs — 49) =7 =)z =)
Hence fg/ is ———L———-Lipschitz, i.e., max{?’—:, 1_5‘/?’}L—Lipschitz. Note that max{?’—ﬂg, 1_5\/77} < 1_5‘/77.

min 312
Set L' = %7 then SG/ is L'- Lipschitz
By definition, g = ” on L16 Su L2 forall 1 < 4,5 < 3.
Now we define the new shdmg competltor G': we let G' = G on dU\[U1<i j<3Ly}], and G' = G(fg/) on
Ly 1<i,5<3.

i3
Then we can see from definition that G'N L 3.5 0(Ra=39) {0 the i image of the L-Lipschitz map m, of from

L32 5 00Rs=30) ¢ Qx,(0,0) = [-dx;,0x;]. The fact that G’ is a (7, )-sliding boundary is due to the following :
for any z € ZNAU, if pg(z) & [Ur<i j<3Li;], set par(2) = pa(2); otherwise, we have pg(z) = ”( ) for some
y € 1j;, and we set pgr (2) = fgl (y). Note that in this case, since pg(2) € Pjj X Qu; X Qy; = Qa;nbjnz; X Qy, s
we have

—0(R3—46),5—-0(v)

(6.17) lloa(2) = 211* = [[Tanb;na: (96 (2) = 2P + ||y, (pa(2) = 2)I7
= |7a;nb;n0: (06 (2) = 2)|12 + [y, 06 ()17

and similarly we have

(6.18) o (2) = 2|* = [|Tanbnc: (0 (2) = 2P + |7y, 000 ()]

But note that by definition, for all z € I},

(6.19) Iy, par (2)]] < [lmy, pa (2],
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and

(6.20) 7a;nb; ne: (e (2) = 2)| = [|Tasnb; ne: (P (2) = 2)I;

hence by (6.17) and (6.18) we have

(6.21) llpar (2) = 2l] <llpa(z) — 2|l < 6.

Now the rest is to prove (6.11). Let us first compare qij*(ag/) and qij*(ag). To give an idea, take
i = j = 1 for example. By definition, we know that both ¢ and Uﬁ/ are contained in B(z11,6), hence
lg11.(6%)] and |q11.(0S))| are contained in B(q1(z11),6).

A simple calculate gives that ¢11(z11) is the boundary of the region {z € Q11 : ||z|| < @(1 —n) and

[z, x1)| < ?(1 —/1)}. And hence the region B(qi1(211),0) is as in the following picture.

81,62
/ \\*‘\/\/\{,91 1(l 2 )

321 -1)

q 1 (21 1 ) W3/2)(1 -21)

B(ql 1(2\1 1),8)

We also have that

(6.22) a1 (15%2) = {z € qu1(211) : arg z € [, 62]}.

(6.23) qll(lg§’92) = {Z S q11(z11) T —argz € [91,92]}.
(6.24) g (0%) = {z € qui(211) : 27 — arg z € [01,65]}.
(6.25) qll(l§g92) ={z € qi(z11) :argz — 7w € [01,6-]}.

In all

(626) qll(lZ;’QQ) = {Z S qll(le) : (—1)k+l arg z + Ir e [91,92]}.
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See the figure above.

" . - . . . ™ T _9(Rs—46
By definition, the difference of ¢} and o$ is contained in the disjoint union of Uk,i=2,3l5*° (Ra=10)

Bg,,(0,6), while

T T _9(R3—46 T T _9(R3—46
( a1 (5 F T % B, (0,6)) = an (1 ) 4 i (Bay (0,6))
6.27)
T T 9(Rs—45 ) 3n 1 g(Ry—56
= a0 F ) 4 B0, (0.5) €T 4 oy, oyl

As a result, we know that

4 3z z_Q(R3—55
(6.28) 11+ (05)|Alqr1x (05| C Upu—2,3q11 (172 (s )) + [=dy1, 631,
and the above union is disjoint.
On the other hand, for k,I = 2,3, by (6.7), we know that
—0(v) .5 —0(v)

g (JoG N\ ) % Bg,, (0,8)]) € U s saqin (Blww, )\,
T _0(v
C [Unrwrma s, (v 1y @11 (B, )] U a1 (Bl O\ 2 Y x Bo,, (0,6)])]
. _0(v
(6.29) C Unr =23,k 12,0 B(qui (), 6)] U [B(qua (I \ 1] "2 ( )),5)]
3
32

s = 4(Ry—55

C [Upr =23, (00206, Blai (Ier1r), 0)] U [B(qu1 (Trr), 0)\{qu1 (137 ) Y )
3% T g(Ry—55

= B(gu(z1), O\{ann (7 F ") + [~oyn. o)

hence
IOy 3T T _0(R3—55
(6.30) g (leG N T ) % Bo,, (0,8)) N {aun (12275 4 [—oyy, oy} = 0.,
As a result, we have
3r T _g(R3—58 T _0(v
(6.31) g (108 ) N {qua (132 % PP7)  (oy, 6]} € au 15 7Y x Bg,, (0,5)],
that is,

(1o ]) A {gu @57 4 [“oy1, dy])
632) < anlofi) el * " x B, (0.9)

C an(lof|n il
¢11(G N [137%—9(11)

X Ble (07 6)])
X Bka (07 6)])7

the last equality is due to (6.10).
Similarly we have

37

’ -0 —58 a9
(6.33) g (10 ) 0 {ann (0 F 775 4 (o, 6} € g (G N I
We claim that

~) % Bgu (0,6))).

(6.34) the projection m,, is injective on g11(G’ N [13’%_9@) x Bg,,(0,9)]).
By definition, G 1 [1i* ") x Bq,,(0.0)] = G(§F 5.5 — 6(v)). Suppose that 2,2 € [ F ",

arg z; < arg zo. Then by definition, it is easy to that

|72, (21) = Ty (22)[| 2 [[(1 = /1) (cos arg 25 — cos arg 21 )|

> (1 —/n)(arg zo — arg z1) sinarg z
(6.35) > (1 —+/n)(arg zo — arg z;) sin §(R3)
1-— R
= (1_\[77)3(arg 29 —arg zy)
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On the other hand, since fG' is I'-Lipschitz, and 7., is 1-Lipschitz, we know that
(6.36) 172, (67 (21)) = 2, (€9 (22))]] < L'|]21 — 20]| < L'(1 = m)| arg 21 — arg 2.
As a result, we have

172, (21,6 (21)) = 7, (22, € (22))

>z, (21) = 7oy (22)|| = |72, (€7 (21) = 70, (€7 (22
1- R
(6.37) >(arg zo — arg Zl)(lﬁ — L'(1 —n)|argz; — arg 23|
-0
1- R
:((1@7)3 —L'(1—mn))(argzs —argz;) >0
1-n)(1—y/mM)L 1— MR 2

because (1 —n)L' = ( n)((; VL 1@ s (L < (177;)52(%\/5)2)'

As a result, we get claim (6.34).
Similarly we have

(6.38) the projection 7, is injective on g11(G N[l T:G 200 By,,(0,9)]).

Now let us summerize:
We have two 1-chains q11,(0&) and 11, (0 ) in the plane Q11, both are contained in B(qi1(z11),6). And
by (6.28), their difference are contained in the disjoint union

(6.39) Uk, 1= 23Q11(l,§Tg 50 56)) + [=6y1, 0y1]
6.39
={z € B(q11(211),6) : [(z,21)| € [?(Rz —59), ?( — 1) cos %]}

Moreover, by (6.31), (6.33), (6.34) and (6 38), we know that 7, is injective on |qi1(o';)|N{qu1 (17 % %_G(RS_M))

/ ) s
(=841, 6311}, and on |gi (o} )| N {qHW FOURT) 4 - s, o), ki1 = 2.3
Let Cﬂ’G be the map from (—1)" [ 3(R3—50)x1, *2[(1 n) cos 2 xl] to @y, , so that \q11(011)|ﬂq11(1 35,5 —0(Fs— 56))—1—
[—6y1, 6y1] coincides with the graph of (¥, Define ¢ mmﬂarly.

+

As a result, we know that Zg and Eg are the same outside the set

(6.40) {z€Q11:|(z,21)] € [?(Rg —56), ?(1 — 1) cos ??%]}
which gives that
lg11: 0S|z = |q112 (0€)]2 = 25| — |2
(6.41) _|E N {z € Q11 :|{z,21)| € [?(Rg — 59), ?(1 — 1) cos %]H
—[ZhN{z€Qu:l(zm)l € [?(RS —50), ?(1 — 1) cos %l}l

Note that the boundary of 3¢, N{z € Qu1 : (z,11) € [L( — 59), (1 — 1) cos 321} is the disjoint
5 5
) 4l au1-(o5) 0 an (0 00 ¢ [ ], and

union of q11.(¢$) N [q11(153
some segments parallel to y;. The parts gi1.(0%) N [q11(12322’2 ~0(Rs— 56)) + [~6y1,6y1]] and qi1.(0Sy) N
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lau (157 7) - [=oy, 1)) are two disjoint graphs ¢7¢ and P from [ (Ry — 56)1, (1 -
) cos ?72331] with C22 G( )> 423 G( ), for any 2 € [§(R3 —50)x1, ?(1 — 1) cos %xl] Thus we have
V3 V3 3m
S50z € Quus (zm) € 55 (Rs = 50), 37 (1 = m) cos ]}

(6.42) X3 (1-n) cos 2%

o PSR CARI ST
o (R3—5

Similarly we have

3 3
\E N{ze€Q: (z,:cl)e_[g(Rg_%)’%(l_n)%]}‘
(6.43) g N
- 3 (1—n) cos 3 (G () = Gy (t) )t
——5 U= cosS—g
! 3 3 3
mgF“ZGQ“ZQJDEP%RRW‘“%%Ql—mggﬂ
(6.44) . g

N (1—n) cos 32 , ,
-/ (2 (tar) — B (1),
Y3 (R3—56)
and

Ba-ni

\2?}/ N{z € Qui:(z,m) € _[é(Rz& ~ 59), 2 32]}|

(6.45) =7 (Re=59) 32,67 33,67
-/ (B (tr) = G (t) et
—¥3(1—n)cos 32

iy
32

Then by (6.41) we have

|Q11*(01Gll)|2 - |Q11*(Uﬁ)|2
% (1m) cos 33 22.G 22.G 23,6 23,G
(6.46) = 3 (Ra—5) [Cll (tr1) — iy (twq)] — [Cn (tr1) — C1p (txy)]dt
2
— 3 (R3—56)

32,G/ 32,G 33,G’ 33,G
+ (G177 () — Gy ()] =[G (Ben) — Gy (tn))]dt.
—%(l—n) cos g—g

Similar discuss gives

!
|(I12*(U?2)|2 - |CI12*(U?2)|2
Fa-mi

= G (b)) — ¢T3 C (b)) — (¢ (tar) — CBy© (b))t

(6.47) VB (Ry—56)

=% (Rs—59) 33,6 33,G 31,6/ 31,G

[Cra (tw1) — G (tzn)] =[Gy (R1) — (o7 (tzn))]dt,

7£ (1—n)cos 3%

and
|13+ (0%)]2 — |13 (0%)]2
PO 6 101) — O )] = (B () — ()
= t I tl’l t Tl thl dt

(6.48) B (Ry—50) )

7—(R3 58)

b9 (twn) — (O (k)] — (G5 (tan) — ¢f € ))at,
‘f (1- 7’/)0052—72r
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Let us now look at the terms (1l @ for k # 1,1 # j. For each pair (k,1) with k # 1, take k = [ = 2
for example, it concerns of two terms on G in (6.46)-(6.48): ¢Z3¢, and ¢j2'“. Note that they are part of
projections of G/(£55,

mom

2126&;2 —60(v)) under ¢11 and ¢13 respectively. So take any ¢t € [ 3(R3—50), ( n) =1,
(t)

we know that (tzq, (3] y1) is the image of a point 2z in G(£%, %, 5 — 6(v)) under g11. And hence
twy = 70, (2, T (0)91)) = 7y (q11(20)) = 7o, (22)

6.49 T
(049 o (3(e1) € o (3 (GLEG . T — 0).

Note that 7, is injective on ¢13(G(£%, 7%, 5 — 6(v))), hence we know that (tz, ¢ (t)yy) is the image of

the same point z; under q13
—6(v)

Since z; € G(£5, 7%, 5—0(v)), there exists a unique w; € 12%5’% ,s0 that 2, = (wy, £ (wy)) € Paa X Qaa.

Then by definition,

(6.50) GO (tar) = (2, 1) = (we, 1) + (€5 (we), 1),
and
(6.51) (O () = (20, y3) = (wi, ys) + (€5 (we), ys).

Since w; € Pay = Quy.bp, We know that (wy,y1) + (wy,ys3) = 0. Since 5 (wi) € Quy.yn, We know that
(€5 (we), y1) = (€5 (we), ys). As a result, we have

(6.52) CEC () — (22O (tay) = (2wy, ).

On the other hand, for the point w;, we know that £5(w;) — &% (w:) € Qy,, hence by the same calculation
as in (6.49), we know that

(6.53) try = 7, (we, €55 (wr)),
that is, (22 G(twl) and CQQG (tx1) corresponds to the same point w; € l””z ~00) " Hence by the same
argument as above, we know that
(6.54) I () = G5 (1) = Qwe ).
Thus, (6.52) and (6.54) gives
(6.55) (G (tn) = GO (tan)] = [T (b)) — (T (t1)] = 0.

Same arguments gives that, for each k # 1,1 <[ < 3, and for 4, j # [, we have
(6.56) (G (trn) = 17 ()] = (G () = ¢ (tan)] = 0.

We sum over (6.46)-(6.48), taking the relation (6.56) into account, and get that

(6.57) S a1 (@)l = lqujn(0F)]2 = 0.

1<5<3

Similarly argument gives, for 1 <1i < 3,

(6.58) > i (052 = lauje(@§)l2 = 0.

1<5<3

This gives the relation (6.11). O
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Remark 6.3. Note that here the fastest way is to project the whole EZC; to Qg, to get a new sliding boundary
G’ which is a graph from the whole l7; to Qqu,. Bul note that this cannot help, even if we only do it on the
arc (1 — n)’y?j, because for any point z € Ij; with argz < 0(R3), the injectivity condition as (6.34) cannot

hold, no matter how small L is, because Ty, s not even injective on lfj(”)’g(RS)

, hence the graph cannot be
injective on a neighborhood of this segment.

There might be problem if we loose injectivity. For example

That is why we have to do the next step, to get a sliding boundary which coincide with z;; on L53. See

the following propositions.

Proposition 6.4. Let G be an (77,5 v, L) sliding boundary for Z for somen <mn, 6 < Ry, v € (0,R3), and
L > 0. Suppose that arctan ;== f 16, 0 < rmn{y =}, and L < (1_\/%%. Then there exists an
(n,0,v,(1— \f)QL/(;Q) slzdmg boundary G" of Z, such that

10 G// N L (RS 36) **Q(RB)

Qyj(o 8) =[- 59]753/9'];

0(R3—36),5 —0(R3)

is the image of an (1 — \/n)?L/6*-Lipschitz graph from lij( to

2°G"N L?j’%fe(&’) coincides with Z N Lg’%ie(R?’);
30
el G
(6.59) Yo > lai@ )= D2 D lai(e)l
1<i<31<5<3 1<i<31<;<3

Proof. Fix any GG. Take the corresponding G’ as in the last proposition. We will do the same projection
for G' N LY; as for G, but this time to the direction @, .
Recall that G’ is a (n,d,v, L')-sliding boundary for Z, with arctan
_ (=ymL
L' =+—"=

§ < min{y, fa= 1

<

R3
- 16+

s and L < (1_\/%% Moreover,

~0(R5730) 4s the image of an L-Lipschitz graph from

to Qx,(0,8) = [—dx;, dz;].

G'NLEE
ij
(6.60) 5500 30)

Take all the notations as in the last proposition. For 6 € [§ —0(R3), § —0(R3—09)], let tg = %;

and for 6 € [0(Ry — 45),0(Rs — 30)], let ty = gy gy~ We define, for 1 < i,j <3, ¢§" : 1, —

Bg,,;(0,0):
D(2), argz € [0(v),0(Rs —40)];
) (1— targz)«fg/(z) + targ 2Ty, © fg/(z) , argz € [0(Rs — 45) O(Rs — 30)];
(6.61) & (2) = my, 0&5 (2) , argz € [0(Rs —40), 5 — 0(Rs));
(1 - targz)ﬂ'yj © fzcg;l (Z) + targzgzj/(z) , argz € [g - ( ) - 0(R3 - 5)])
€0(2) . argz €[5 —O(Rs—0), 5 — 0],

Then similar as in Proposition 6.2, 1° and 2° follows directly from the definition of G”. The rest is to
prove (6.59).

Note that this time we do the projection on y;. The main difference here is that for all points 2 in I;;
with argz € [§ — 0(R3), 5 — v], we know that 7, (2) are the same, and hence we cannot expect that m,
is injective on either G(£5 i g —0(Rs),% —v), or G(¢Z i +5 —0(R3), 5 —v). That is, the injectivity that
we used cannot apply here. But here, compare to an arbltrary sliding boundary, the set G’ has a special
property (6.60). This property guarantees that m,, (z7§ij (2)) = my, (2) for all z € 132 5~ 0(Rs=80),

Again let us look at 14 for example. By (6.60), we know that, for any 3 T < 01 <0y <5 —0(R3 — 39),

(6.62) G(€S ,01,05) 107 4 [—621,0m1),
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and

(6.63) G(ES",01,09) C 1% + [—6y, 0m1).

Since €& and €5 are different only in le(R3 49),5 —6(Ra=0)

know that

, k.l = 2,3, by (6.62) and (6.63), hence we

€S| AIES" | € Upimas [G(ES 0(Rs — 46), f —0(Rs — 8)) UG(S ,0(Rs — 46) = —0(Rs — )]

o Tmm

C Ukyza3 [G(ES ,0(Rs 46) >UG( & e s —0(Ry —9))
(6.64) - 3272
" ™ T
UGS, 0(Rs 46) >UG< 55305 — O(Rs— )
m o _ _ _ i
C U ima,g {15 E 70 ‘”Hf«sxl,axlnuuiﬁ% 95 % Bo,, (0,6)]}

As a result,

|Q11*(U1C'1)|A|Q11*(U1C'1 )|
In m _ _ 7
(6.65) C Upieosqrn ({11782 7270 4 (26w, 02 ]) U 1045 Bg (0,0)]})

C Uk,1=2 3[f111(10(R3 503 ~0(Ra= 5)) + [0z, 0z4]],

where the above union is disjoint.

On the other hand, still by (6.60) (for the part [$3, 7 — 6(R3)] and the same argument as in Proposition

6.2 (for the part [(R3 — 59), 5}), we know that for k # 2,1 # 2, 7, is injective on

(@ 05 =56), 779(33))

(6.66) a1 (0 )N {qu1 + [0z, 61},

and

PRy —50), L0 i),

(0(R3 58),% 9(R3))

6.67) 7y, (Jqa(of ) N {0 + [0y, 21]) = (=)

And also note that for z so that argz € [§ — 0(R3), 5§ — 0(R3 — 30)], their projections under m,, are

1— /7, and both q11(G(£5 . 5 — 0(Rs), % — 0(Rs — 30))) and q11(G(&S] . 5 — 0(Rs), T — 0(R3 — 30))) are
contained in the line 7, '{1 — \/7), hence thelr difference makes no contribution to |2 |A|2E"|.
As before we let )\]fll’G/ be the map from (—1)’“[%( —54), (1 — /)] to Qg,, so that lg11(6G)| N

ST 2 0(R
{qu (%00

Then the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 6.2 gives

+ [=0x1,0z1]} coincides with the graph of )\lﬁG. Define )\]ﬁ’G” similarly.

G/ GII
|Q11*(U11 )|2 - \QM*(EH )|2

= O ) - M et
ki=2,3" (=[5 (1—m) sin 55,5° (1—v/M)]

(6.68) -y , . p
-/ X (tyn) = NS (1)) — D () — X3 eyt
(1—n) sin 32
n 7 (s 3%[/\32@’@ )\32,G” " /\33,G’ " )\33,6‘” ¢ dt
s 11 Y1) — 11 (tyr)] = [ 11 (tyr) — 11 (ty1))]dt.
-2 -y
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and similarly, we have

|g214(057 )2 — |g214 (25 )2
V3
7 (I=v) . " . "
32,G 32,G 12,G 12,G
(6.69) = V5 (1) sin 85 (Ao (tyn) = A1 (tya)] — [Aor™ (bya) — Mgy (twn)]dt
’ T3 (LTSI 35

— % (1n)sin 53 33,G 33,G" 13,6/ 13,6"
+ P (Ao (tyn) = Aor™ (tyn)] — [Agr™ (Byn) — Ao (tw))ldt,
B m

and

431 (051 )2 — [g31(25) )2
V3
T(l_\/ﬁ) ! " ! 17
12,G 12,G 22,G 22,G
=1 AT (ty1) = A1 (tyn)] = 31 (byn) — As1 (tyn)]dt
(6 70) \/3(1 )si 6
. 5> (1—n) sin 35

=5 (1n)sin 53 13,67 13,G" 23,6 23,G"
+ i A1 (tyr) — A0 (tyn)] — [A37 (fyn) — A3y (tyn))]dt.
— L (1-/m)

Again, the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 6.2 gives
GI G/I
(6.71) Z |‘Ij1*(0j1 )2 — |Qj1*(‘7j1*)|2 =0.
1<5<3
Similarly argument gives, for 1 <1 < 3,

(6.72) Z |qu‘*(0ﬁ/)|2 - |jS*(aji

1<5<3

"

)2 = 0.

We sum over j, and get
(6.73) ST aige@d = D0 D laige(o) e
1<i<31<;5<3 1<i<31<;5<3

Combine with (6.11), we get (6.59). O

Proposition 6.5. Let G be an (1,9, v, L)-sliding boundary for Z for some n < m, § < Ry, v € (0, R3),
and L > 0. Suppose that arctanlf‘—f/ﬁ < {6 RSG_", and L < 0 Ry0”
(n,6,v,(1 — \/n)*L/6%)-sliding boundary Go of Z, such that

6 < minv, Then there exists an

1—ym)(1-n)?"

1° Go N Lf}RrSé)’% is the image of an (1 — \/1)>L/6%)-Lipschitz graph from lfj(RS_%)’% to Qy,(0,0) =
[—dy;, dy;];

2° Goﬁij’E_e(Rg_%) is the image of an (1—,/n)?L/6?)-Lipschitz graph from l%’f_e(R?’_%) to Q.,(0,0) =
[—5562‘, 5372]7

3° GoN ij(R3),5—0(R3) coincides with 87 N Lf}Rs)@_e(Rﬁ;

40
(6.74) ST g o= D D laij(oS)l

1<i<31<5<3 1<i<31<5<3

Proof. It is enough to take the G” as in Proposition 6.4, and project G” ﬂLf;RS)’%fe(RS) again to lfj(R‘q’)’% X

—0(Rs)

Qy,, via a homotopy in [0(R3 —¢),0(R3)] (note that in [Z,Z —0(R3)], G'NLi*? coincides alreay with
i ij

472
Z). The same argument in Proposition 6.4 gives the conclusion of Proposition 6.5. a
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Proposition 6.6. Let G be an (n,d,v,L)- sliding boundary for Z for somen <, § < Ry, v € (0, R3), and
L > 0. Suppose that § < min{v, Rs— )}, L<g , and 1°-3° in Proposition 6.5 holds for when we replace Gy
by G and (1 — /n)*L/6 by L. Then

(6.75) ST gDl = D Y lailzii)l2

1<i<31<5<3 1<i<31<5<3

Proof. Take i,j = 1 for example again. We already know that

(6.76) oS N (ZZERg)%—e(Rs) x Bo,,(0,68)) = 0<R3>,f—0(R3)7

hence by (6.7), it is enough to study the structure of o} in

0(Rs), = —0(R:
B(z11,0)\[Uk,1= 231( 2)3~0(s)

X BQki (07 6)]
- uk,zzz.g[Bukh6)\@"“3)’%‘“” x B, (0,6))]

0(R3—35),0 T _0(R3),Z—0(R3—36
uwkERﬁ IO BT B, (0,6)])

(6.77) .
YUk

Let us first look at the situation in the second component [ZQZ(P“ 30),0(s) Ul G(R?’)’i_e(RrBé)] X

Bg,,(0,6) of the last union.
Now by 1° and 2°, for each k,l = 2, 3, there exists an L-Lipschitz map f,?l 1Y, — Bg,, (0, R), so that

™

(6.78) GNLj = G(ﬁgﬁ(u),§ —0(v)),
(6.79) &) € oy oml, €5 T € [ow owi]
and
(6.80) £9(2) =0 for any z € lklR3 3 0(Rs)
As a result, we have
\/g 3— 3
(6.81) Mo, (2,€51(2)) = 2, (2) = 5 (1= /i), Va € Iy ™20,
and
V3 —6(Rs),Z—0(R3—36
(6.82) T (5:661(2)) = mu (2) = 2 (1= V), Va € 1R ETIRT0,
and for any z,w € le(R3 50):-0(Rs) " suppose that arg z = O(Rs —t),t € [0,3], argw = O(R3 — s), s € [0,34],
then
Ty (2755(2)) — Ty, (waglg (w)) = [ﬂ-yl (Z) — Ty, (w)] + [7‘-1&/1 (513(2) - 513 (’LU)]
_ V3
P21 9) 4 [y, 0 E65(2) — 70 0 EGi(w)]
(6.83) V3 V3, L
1209~ D —sll. - Lo+ Zje— sl
V3 L V3 L
=t=s)l5 -5 5 +5)



Since L is very small, we know that @ —L> 31— 1) and § +L< @(1 + §), hence

2 9/
V3 8. V3 V3 10, V3

(6.84) (—1)'[35=(Rs — 20), 5= Rs] C {my, (2, €51 (2)) : 2 € Ly 720} € (1) [S52(Rs — —-6), - Rs,
2 3 2 2 3 2
That is,
V3 V3 8. V3
(*1)]67(1 —Vmz1 + (*1)1[7(33 - 36), 733]1/1
(6.85) Cmyy (o N[0 < Bo,, (0,9)))
V3 V3 10 V3
C(*l)kT(l —Vnz1 + (*1)1[7(R3 - 35), TRBML
Similarly we have
V3 V3 8. V3
(120 =y + DM (R — 50), 2 Ryl
T _0(Rs),Z —0(R5—35
(6.86) Crryy (o N (15" ETR T B, (0,6))
V3 V3 10, V3
C(—l)ZT(l —Vnyr + (—1)k[7(33 - 35)7 TRS]CUL
Next let us look at the part of o in the first component B([lO H(Ra=30) l,?l*e(RS*Sé)’%],é) of the last
union in (6.77). For this part, we simply have, for z = a,ax, + b.b; + v, 2% + y.y; € R,
kY3 L AL
(687) qu(z) = [( 1) 5 a, 2.’EZ]CE1 +[( 1) B) bz 2yz]y1;
and hence for any z € B(lO (Ra=30) ,0), since
(6.88) z—(1—/M)ck2 € (=0, (Rs — 30)by) x Bg,,(0,0),
llgu1(2) — qui((X = v/mer2)ll = llqui(z — (1 — v/m)era)||
€ [*7(R3 —36) — ok 7(R3 —36) + 2}111 x [— > 2@17
hence
V3 V3 5 V3 § 590
690 an() e L0 i+ - Ry - 38) — 3 2 (Rs —35) + Sl <[5, Sl
That is,
an (BT, )
V3 V3 5 V3 5 53
(6.91) c(-1) 7(1 —Vnr+ [*7(R3 —30) - 5 7(R3 —30) + i]yl X [*5» i]fl
V3 V3 3 5 6

c(-1) 7(1 —Vmz1 + [ 5 — B3, —- 3 Ra]yr x [—57 §}$1~
Similarly we know that

T _§g —36),Z
qu[B(IE " TE 5

(6.92) c(-1) ?(1 —Vmy + [ ?(R;; —36) — g, ?(R3 —36) + g}m % [_g, g]y1
c(-1) ?(1 —Vmy + [ ?Rg, \ng]xl X [_g,g]yl_
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To summerize, by (6.76), (6.85), (6.86), (6.91) and (6.92) we have

Q11*(U11) C qi1(z11)

(699 O {uicaal-0F 20— i + =L R, Ry x (-, D)
U {Ul:2,3(—1)l§(1 —Vmy + [— ?R& ?R oy x [— g g]yl}
and

qu1«(0% N Tk)

(6.94)
= o) D 20— g+ %2Ry, YR ¢ 12 o) for k= 1,2

Q11*(01Gl N K))

(6.95) V3 V3. V3
2 2

= (o) 1) (= Vi + [ B, D Rl x [, Slan) for 1= 1,2,

where
(6.96) Tpe = Uima s[107 ) x B, (0,8) U B0 T3 §)) k= 2,3,
and
(6.97) R1 = UpeasllZ 703« Bo (0,6 UB@E "% 5y 1=2,3.

Also, for k=2,3,1=2,3, set

_ V3 V3 V3 590 56
(698) “Ifl = (_1)k7(1 - \/ﬁ)‘rl + [_TR?)? 7R3]y1 X [_57 §]x1 = qll([01k2701k3]) X [_51 i]xla
_ V3 V3 V3 56 56
(6.99) 11, = (—1)17(1 —Vny1 + [—7R37 7R3]~’C1 X [—5 i}yl = q11([01y;,015]) X [—5, 5]91-
Then we have
(6.100) @11(051) C qu1(211) U [Up—2,3Z5 ] U [Ui—2 32114,
(6.101) Q1+ (05 N Tk) = quia(05) NEL, quia(0f) N &) = quie(of)) N E11y.

See the following picture.
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Y1

Now let us work in the plane (11 with coordinate under the basis {z1,y1}. Set f(l — 1) = Ry,

ng Rs. Set Gi1 = q11+(Z11)\[(Up=2,3Z%1) U (Ui=2.3Z11.1)]-
Since 0§} is closed, so does q11.(c%}). By (6.100), it is easy to see that

(6.102) S =G+ Z =% nEh) (Z 2% NEn),
k=2,3 1=2,3
and hence
(6.103) g1 (of)l2 = H2(Gin) + (D 1BF NERD + (D I35 N Enal)-
k=2,3 1=2,3
Now we introduce the following notation: for finitely many points 21, 22, - - , 2m, let [21, 22, - - - 21| denote

the piecewise linear 1-chain 77 (2, 2i11]-

Note that (X NZY, ) is the sum of g11. (08 )N=X, with [((=1)* R4, —Rs), ((—1)*(R4— g) —Rs), (=1)*(Ry—
%), R5), ((=1)* Ry, R5)]. On the other hand, we know that [((—1)* R4, —Rs), ((—=1)F(Ra—3), —R5), ((—1)* (Ra—
%), R5), ((—1)" Ry, R5)] is the projection under i1 of
(6.104) [ork2, 012 — (= 1) 02k, 0183 — (—1)*8, 0113].
By (6.101), we have, for k = 2,3,

(=g NEL) = [q11. (o) N EY]
) 1)
(6105) + [((_1)kR47 _R5)7 ((_1)k(R4 - 5)7 _R5)7 ((_1)k(R4 - 7) R5) ((_1)kR47 R5)]
=qi1+(0) N T + [ork2, 01k2 — (—1) 02k, 0113 — (—1)*8y, 0183]).

Similarly we have

(6.106) A(SG NE11y) = que (08 N &yt + [0g21, 0520 — (= 1)* 01, 052 — (=1)%6y1, 0.531]).
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As a result, combine with (6.103), we have

lg114(05) ]2 = H2(G11)

+ () lqne(0f N Ik + [orka, 0rk2 — (—1)*61, 0148 — (—1)* 621, 0148])|2)
(6.107) k=2.3

+ (O lan (o NV &+ o2, 0020 — (=1)F0y1, 055 — (1) 61, 0531 |2)-
1=2,3

The above discuss is for i = j = 1. Now we define similarly, for 1 <i,j < 3, for k # i,
(6.108) = Ui 137 % Bg,, (0,0) U B 5)),

and set, for [ # j,

(6.109) R = Uil "% < Bo,, (0,6) U B(1E PR30 5.
Also set, for k # i,
. 55
(6.110) Zij = Yiztij (o1 erz]) < [=5, 5l
- )
(6.111) Zija = Ukzitis ([0, cul) x [=5, lui.

Set Gij = Gij«(Zij)\[(UkiEL;) U (Ui;Eij,)]. Then as above, the exact same argument gives

|4ij (05 |2 = H?(Giy)
+ (O 14 (0 N 3, + lorrganys ommgany + (1) * 621, 011 40) + (=1)* 6w, 011 (519))) )
(6.112) —
+ QLo N &Y + 0511y 054 + (=165, 0561900 + (1) 8y1, 0, 0542)1]) o),
1]

where (m) € 1,2,3 is congruent to m modulo 3.
We sum over 1 < 1,5 < 3, and get

(6.113)
S ailoDl= D {H*(Gy)

1<i,j<3 1<i,j<3

+ (Z 19i (0 VT + [01k(j+1)s 01y + (=1)F 798z, 00112y + (1) %98y, 01k (42 |2)
P

+ (Z |Q11*(Ug N &)+ [07¢+1y1 0741y + (—1)= D5y, 0J(i+2)l + (—1) =gy, 0¢+2y1))l2)}
I#35

=[ > H(Gy)+

1<i,;<3

+1Y O laislof 03+ [orrg+1)s 0rkg+1y + (=) * 262, 0112y + (= 1) F 0821, 011 (j42)])2)]
1<k,j<3 itk

+ Z (Z qu-j*(aﬁ N& + (0702130 0y + (1) D8y, 05040y + (1) 8y, 05009y ]2)]-
1<4,1<3 j#l
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Let us now fix any pair k, j, and look at what is the term

(6.114) (O laie (0 NI+ kg1 0wy + (1) F 625, 010 49) + (=1 "6, 0015 19)))2).
i#k
Again take k = 1,j = 1 for example, we have to calculate

(6.115) @21 (051 N3] + [or12, 0112 — 621, 0113 — 61, 0113]) |2
+lgs14(05) NI} + [on12, 0112 + 621, 0113 + 01, 0118)) |2

By definition, 0,16 N 9} = @g.(21) N 31,0 = 2,3. Note that 201 = 251 = L Ulyg in B([I§F " U

0,Z-6(8 ~ 0,2-6(6 6(R3),%—6(5 0(R3),Z—6(5 0,Z-6(8
02700 6), 31 = B(gy: " u gy E O s S 0 s Bla(0,6) U (153 7 x Bus(0,6))], and

loG(2) — 2| < § on Z, hence 0916 NIt = 03,6 NTT.
Also, by definition, we have

(6.116) 0916 NI} C (1 —/N)ay +ai.

Now for any z € (1 — /m)a1 + at, write z = (1 — Va1 + z a1 + b.by +y.y1, then

1 1
(6.117) G21(2) = [~ R4 = Sx:]owz + 4201, ¢51(2) = [Ba — Sa]es + yau1

Let f: Q21 — Q31 be the affine map so that f(zzs+yy1) = (£4+2R4)z3+yy1. Then f is an isomorphism,
and we have f o ¢21(2) = g31(2) for z € (1 — \/7)a; + af. In particular, we have

(6.118) fe 0 qa1:(s5 N TY) = ga14 (5 N T1) = gar(s§, N 3Y).
On the other hand, we observe that
q21([or12,0n12 — 6x1,0013 — dx1,0013]) =

)
(6.119) [—Raz2 + Rsyr, (—Ra + 5)332 + Rsy1,

1)
(—R4 + 5)332 — Rsy1, —Ryxa — Rsyi],

and
gs1([or12, 0112 + 6x1,0113 + dx1,0113)) =
0
(6.120) [Raw2 + Rsyr, (R — 5)552 + Rsy1,

)
(R4 — §)$2 — Rsy1, Ry — Rsy).
Thus we have

foagi([oriz,ori2 — dx1,0r13 — 021, 0113]) + g31([or12, 0112 + 021, 0113 + 01, 0113))

(6.121) is the square
) 5 5 5
[(R4+§):Ez + Rsy1, (Ra + i)xz — Rsy1, (Ra — §)x2 — Rsy1, (Ry — 5):52 ~ Rsyil.
Combine with (6.118), we know that the Zs-1-chain

f*oq21*(02Gl N 3% + [or12, 0112 — 6x1, 0113 — 621, 0113))

(6.122) + ¢31.(0S, NI} + [or12, 0112 + 621, 0113 + 621, 0113])

1) 1) 1) 1)
=[(R4 + 5)1‘2 + Rsy1, (R4 + §)$2 — Rsy1, (Ra — 5)96‘2 — Rsy1, (R4 — 5)932 — Rsy1).
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As consequence, since the support of fi o ga1.(0S N J1) = g31.(c§ N J}) are contained in the square
[(Ra + 3)x2 + Rsyr, (Ra + 3)x2 — Rsyr, (R — 3)x2 — Rsyr, (R — §)x2 — Rsynl,

| fe0qa1s (05 N1 + [0112, 0112 — 21,0113 — 621, 0113])|2

(6.123) + |Q31*(U§1 N 3% + [or12, 0112 + 021, 0113 + 91, 0113]) |2

1) 1) 1) 1)
>|[(Rq + §)$2 + Rsy1, (R4 + 5)552 — Rsy1, (Ry — 5)@ — Rsy1, (R4 — 5)12 — Rsy1]|2.

Now if we let G = 0Z, (thus ¢?Z = id, then s77 = z;;, and 087 NI} = 6§¥ N T7 = [0112,0113], hence it

is easy to see that in this case equality holds in (6.123), this yields

| froqa1: (0 N TT + [0112, 0112 — 01, 0113 — 021, 0113])|2
(6.124) + |gz1+(0$ N3] + 0112, 0112 + 01, 0113 + 81, 0113)) |2
> | feoqa14 (087 N3} + [or12, 0112 — 621, 0113 — 621, 0113]) 2

+ |31+ (6§F N3} + [o112, 0112 + 621, 0113 + 621, 0113]) |2-
Similarly we have, for any pair k, 7,
(Z |q1‘j*(05 NI+ lo1k(j41)s 01y + (1) D83, 011540y + (1) F 624, 01154 29])|2)
itk

) ) , .
> (Z 145+ (077 N3]+ [0k (41, 01y + (1) ¥ 7825, 003542y + (1) 762k, 071 (12)))|2)-
2k

(6.125

Same argument gives that, for any pair i, [,
> O lai (08 N &L+ (051 05 + (=) 0yr, 0512y + (1) 0y, 05 (542y1))|2)
1<i,1<3 Gl

> Z (Z 1955+ (097 N &) + (0504 1y5 050ty + (1) D8y, 0501000 + (1) 8y1, 05 51931])|2)-
1<4,1<3 j£l

(6.126)

Combine with (6.113), we get

(6.127) S i oD = > aij(zi)la-
1<i,5<3 1<i,5<3
O
Proof of Theorem 6.1.
It is enough to combine the results of Propositions 6.2, 6.4, 6.5 and 6.6. O
Theorem 6.7. The set Y XY is Zo-topological sliding stable and Almgren sliding stable.
Proof. It is enough to apply Corollary 4.4, Proposition 5.3, Corollary 5.5 and Theorem 6.1. a

7 Uniqueness for ¥ x Y

In this section we deal with the uniqueness property for Y x Y. Let us first introduce the notions of
uniqueness:

50



Definition 7.1. Let C be a d-dimensional reduced Almgren minimal set in a bounded domain U, we say
that
1° C is Almgren unique in U, if H}(C) = inf ez 00 HAF), and

(7.1) V reduced set E € F(C,U),HY(FE) = inf HYF) implies E = C.
FeF(C,U)

2° C' is G-topological unique in U, if C' is G-topological minimal, and

for any reduced d-dimensional G — topological competitor E of C' in U,

(7.2) p .
HYYENU) =HY(CNU) implies C = E

3° We say that a d-dimensional minimal set C in R™ is Almgren (resp. G-topological) unique, if it is
Almgren (resp. G-topologial) unique in every bounded domain U C R™.

For minimal cones, we have immediately:

Proposition 7.2 (Unique minimal cones, cf. [17], Proposition 3.2). Let K be a d-dimensional Almgren
minimal cone in R™. Then it is Almgren (resp. G-topological) unique, if and only if it is Almgren (resp.

G-topological) unique in some bounded convex domain U that contains the origin.

Proposition 7.3 (cf. [17], Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 3.5). Let K C R™ be a G-topological unique
minimal cone of dimension d. Then it is also G-topological unique and Almgren unique of dimension d in
R™ for all m > n.

After the above preliminaries, we are now going to prove the following :

Theorem 7.4. The 2-dimensional minimal cone Y X Y is Zo topological unique and Almgren unique of
dimension 2 in R™ for all n > 4.

Proof. Let us first prove that Y x Y is Zo-topological unique in R*. By Proposition 7.2, it is enough to
prove that Y x Y is Zs-topological unique in i = U(Y x Y, n) for some n < n;. So fix any n < n;.
Let Z be the set Y7 x Y5 as defined at the beginning of Subsection 3.2, and take all the notations there.
Suppose that F is a reduced Zs-topological competitor for Z in U, so that

(7.3) HA(ENU) =H*(ZNU).

Then since E is a Zs-topological competitor for Z in U, all Zs-topological competitors F' for E in U are
also Zso-topological competitors for Z in U. Since Z is Zs-topological minimal in U,

HA(ENU) =H*(ZNU) = inf{H*(FNU) : F is a Zy-topological competitor for Z in U}

7.4
74 < inf{H*(FNU) : F is a Zo-topological competitor for E in U} < H*(ENU).

Hence E is also Ze-topological minimal in ¢/. By regularity for minimal sets, F is 2-regular. In particular,
for almost all x € F, the tangent plane T, F exists.

By definition, since E is a 2-regular Zo-topological competitor for Z in U, F := E NU is atomatically in
the class F(n,6,v,L) for any 6 € (0,R:) and v € (0, R3), and the corresponding o;; defined in (5.12) is z;;.
Hence by Proposition 5.2, there exists subsets Fj;,1 < 7,j < 3, so that 1° and 2° of Proposition 5.2 holds.
Thus, by Proposition 5.3 and Corollary 5.5, we know that

(7.5) H(F) > Y aielz)le = HA(Z0U) = HAHENU) = H(F),
1<4,j<3
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hence we have

(7.6) HAF) = > |aiu(zij)la-

1<i,j<3

Thus, the inequalities in the proof of Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 are all equalities. Therefore we get,
in particular, that
1° If we set, for 1 <4,5 < 3, Kij = Nk,1)2(i,j) Fri, then we have

(7.7) F = Uj<; j<3K;;, and the union is disjoint modulo H>-hull sets;
2° For H?-a.e. x € K;j, T, K;; L Z(M)#(i,j)(—1)’““4*%“. As a result,
(7.8) T,F = T,K;j = Qa,ne, = Pij for H? — a.e.x € K.

Now since F' = ENY is minimal in U, if x € F NU is a regular point of F, then by Theorem 2.20, there
exists 7 = r(z) > 0 such that B(x,r) C U, and in B(x,r), F is the graph of a C'! function from T, F to T, F*,
hence for all y € FNB(z,r), the tangent plane T, F' exists, and the map f : FNB(x,r) - G(3,2) : y —» T, F
is continuous. But by (7.7) and (7.8), we have only nine choices (which are isolated points in G(3,2)) for
T, F, hence f is constant, and T, F' = T F for all y € F'N B(z,r). As a result,

(7.9) FnB(z,r) = (TuF +z) N B(x,r)

is a disk parallel to one of the P;;.
Still by the C! regularity Theorem 2.20, the set Fp N is a C' manifold, and is open in F. Thus, we
deduce that
each connected component of Fp N is part of a plane

(7.10)
that is parallel to one of the P;;.

Let us look at Fy. First, Fy # (): otherwise, by Corollary 2.23 2°, FNU = Fp NU, and hence is a union
of planes. But F'N U does not coincide with any union of planes.

Take any x € Fy, then by the C! regularity around Y points (Theorem 2.20 and Remark 2.21), there
exists » = r(z) > 0 such that B(xz,r) C U, and in B(z,r), F is the image of a C! diffeomorphism ¢ of a
Y-set Y, and Y is tangent to F' at x. Denote by Ly the spine of Y, and by R;,1 < i < 3 the three open
half planes of Y. Then ¢(R;),1 <14 < 3 are connected subsets Fp, hence each of them is a part of a plane
parallel to one of the P;;,1 <,j < 3. As consequence, ¢(Ly )N B(z,r) is an open segment passing through
x and parallel to one of the spines Dy;,1 <4 < 3 and Dy;,1 < j < 3, where Dy; is the line generated by cy;,
and Ds; is the line generated by cp;. Note that Dy; is the intersection of the three P;;,1 < j < 3, and Da;
is the intersection of the three P;;,1 < i < 3.

As a result, Fy NU is a union of open segments I, I5,- -, each of which is parallel to one of the
Dy;,1 <4 <3 and Dyj,1 < j <3, and every endpoint is either a point on the boundary 0/, or a point in
Fs\ Fy (singular points of type other than Y). Moreover,

(7.11) for each « € Fy such that T, Fy = Dy;(resp. Dy;), there exists r > 0
. such that, in B(z,r), F is a Y — set whose spine is « + D1;(resp. Da;).

Lemma 7.5. Ifx € Fs\Fy, then T, F = Z, and there exists r > 0 so that FN(z+rU) = (z+Z) N (z+1U).
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Proof. Let z € Fs\Fy, and let X be a blow up limit of F' at . Then for each n, there exists r, > 0
so that B(z,r,) C U, and dy ., (F,z + X) < 2. By the bi-Holder regularity Theorem 2.17, there exists a
neighborhood U,, C B(z,r,) of , and a bi-hélder map : f,, : B = B(0,1) — U,, so that FNU,, = f,(XNB)
and f,(0) = x. By the structure theorem 2.22 for 2-dimensional minimal cones, the set of Y points Xy of
X N B is a union of disjoint open segments Ji,1 < k < m, so that m is even, and for each 1 < k < m,
Ji = (0, zx) where x, € 0B.

As a result, the set of Y points Fy NU, is the disjoint union of f,,(J), with each f,,(Jx) connected and
admits z as an endpoint. By (7.11), we know that each f,(Jx) is a segment contained in x + Dy; for some
1 <4 <3, o0rin x4+ Dy for some 1 < j < 3. In otherwords, Fy NU, C (z+ Z)y NU,. In particular, the
even number m < 6.

Since Fy NU, C (x + Z)y NU,, and T%dUn(F,x + X) < 1, we know that sup{d(p, (z + Z)y) : p €
(x+X)YNU,} < %rn. Since both Z and X are cones, we know that Xy C Zy.

With the same argument for regular points and (7.10), we get

(7.12) FNU, C(z+Z)NU,,
and hence
(7.13) X cZ.

Recall that m is the number of Y points of X N JB:

If m = 2, then by the structure Theorem 2.22, X is a Y set, this is impossible because we have supposed
that x is not of type Y;

If m = 4, again by Theorem 2.22, we know that Y is a set 7" which is the cone over the 1-skeleton of a
regular tetrahedron in R3. But the set Z does not contain any such set;

Hence the only possibility is that m = 6, and since X C Z, we must have X = Z.

As a result, since FNU; is a bi-Holder image of (x + Z) N B, by (7.11) we know that there exists r > 0,
with o +7U C Uy, FN(z+rU) = (z+ Z) N (x + rlU). 0

For each y € R* and each r > 0, set U(y,r) = y + 7U. Then

After the above lemma, we are going to discuss two cases: when there exists at least a point in Fg\Fy,
or there is no such points.

Case 1: There exists a point x € Fg\Fy.

Lemma 7.6. If there exists a point x € Fs\Fy, then ZNU =FNU.
Proof. Fix such a point . By Lemma 7.5, there exists r > 0 such that
(7.14) Fnu(z,r)=(z+2)nU(x,r).

Recall that Fy NU is a union of open segments Iy,---,I,,--, each of which is parallel to one of the
Dq;,1 <4 <3 and Dyj,1 < j <3, and every endpoint is either a point on the boundary 0/, or a point in
Fs\Fy.

We claim that :

(7.15) for each segment I;, at least one of its endpoints is in OU.

In fact, suppose there is some I; so that neither endpoint lies in Z. As a result, both of them belong
to Fs\Fy. Let p and ¢ denote its endpoints. They by Lemma 7.5, there exists r, > 0 and 74, > 0 so that
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FnU(p,rp) = (p+Z)0U(p,1p), FNU(q,7¢) = (¢+Z)NU(g,74). Hence [p, q|NU(q, ) = (q¢+Zy)NU(g,q),
and [p, q]NU(p,rp) = (p+ Zy) NU(p, rp). As aresult, the half lines R, , —p = Roq—p and Ry, —q¢ = Rop—q
both lie in the cone Zy. Hence the line generated by p— ¢ is part of Z. This is impossible because, according
to the structure of Z, Zy does not contain any line.

Thus we get Claim (7.15).

Denote by L;, 1 < ¢ < 6, the six spines (which are half lines issued from x) of Z 4+ . Then L; "\U C Fy.
By (7.14), Ly NU(z, ) is part of some I; C Fy. Hence I; already has an endpoint @ that does not belong
to OU, therefore the other endpoint must lie in 0U, which yields I; = L, NU.

Now we take a one parameter family of regions Us = U(ys, ), r < s < 1, with U, = U(x,r), Uy = U, such
that

1° U, G Uy for all 5 < s;

2° Mysysslly = Us and Uyl = Uy for all r < s < 1.

Set R =inf{s > r,(Z 4+ z) NUs; # F}. We claim that R = 1.

Suppose this is not true. By definition of Us, we know that the six spines and the nine faces of Z + x are
never tangent to Ol for any r < s < 1. Then we claim that

(7.16) auRﬁFiauRﬂ(Z+$)CFpUFy.

In fact, if y belong to one of the L;, then, y € L; NU\{z} C Ey; otherwise, suppose y does not lie in
the six L;,1 <4 < 6. Then y belong to x + P;; for some 1 < 4,5 < 3. As a result, for any ¢ > 0 small, we
know that E N B(y,t) NUr = (x + P;;) N B(y,t) NUgr. Note that the set (z + P;;) N B(y,t) NUg is almost
a half disk when ¢ is sufficiently small, hence in particular, F' N B(y,t) cannot coincide with a Y set or a Z
set. After (7.11) and Lemma 7.5, we must have y € Fp.

Thus we have Claim (7.16).

Now take any y € OUr N F.

If y € Fp, then y €  + P;; for some ¢ # j. Thus Ty F = P;;. By (7.9), and the fact that R < 1, there
exists r, > 0 such that B(y,r,) C U and F N B(y,ry) = (P;; +y) N B(y, ry). In other words,

(7.17) there exists r, > 0 such that F' coincides with Z + « in B(y,ry).

If y is a Y point, then it lies in one of the L;. By the same argument as above, using (7.11), we also have
(7.17).

Thus (7.17) holds for all y € OURNF. Since OURNF is compact, we get an r > 0, such that FNB(Ug,r) =
(Z 4+ =) N B(Ug,r). By the continuous condition 2° for the family U, there exists R’ € (R,1) such that
Ur C B(Ug,r). As consequence, F'NUR = (Z + ) NUR/, this contradicts the definition of R.

Hence R = 1, and by definition of R, we have (Z +z)NU = F NU. Since FNOU = ZNIOU, and F is
closed and reduced, x must be the origin. Thus we get the conclusion of Lemma 7.6. a

Case 2: Fg\Fy = (). In this case, the same kind of argument as in Lemma 7.6 gives the following:

Lemma 7.7. Let x be a Y point in F'. Then F coincides with the intersection of U with a Y set centered at

the origin.

But this is impossible, because E N OU = Z N U, which is not the intersection of a Y set with .

Hence we have ENU = Z NU, and thus Z is topological unique in &. We thus get the Zs-topological
uniqueness of Y x Y in R%.

By Proposition 7.3, Y x Y is also Z, topological unique and Almgren unique of dimension 2 in R™ for
alln > 4. a
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