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Abstract.

In this paper, we prove that the product of a paired calibrated set and a set of codimension 1 calibrated
by a coflat calibration with small singularity set is Almgren minimal. This is motivated by the attempt
to classify all possible singularities for Almgren minimal sets—Plateau’s problem in the setting of sets. In
particular, a direct application of the above result leads to various types of new singularities for Almgren
minimal sets, e.g. the product of any paired calibrated cone (such as the cone over the d — 2 skeleton of

the unit cube in R?,d > 4) with homogeneous area minimizing hypercones (such as the Simons cone).

Résumé.

Dans cet article, on démontre que le produit d’'un ensemble calibré apparié et d’un ensemble de
codimension 1 calibré par un calibration ”coflat” avec un petit ensemble de singularités est minimal au
sens d’Almgren. Ceci est motivé par la tentative de classifier toutes les singularités possibles pour les
ensembles minimaux d’Almgren—le probleme de Plateau dans le cadre des ensembles. En particulier, une
application directe du résultat ci-dessus donne divers types de nouvelles singularités pour les ensembles
minimaux d’Almgren. Par exemple, le produit de tout cone calibré apparié (comme le cone sur le squelette
d — 2 du cube unité dans R?,d > 4) avec les hypercénes homogeéne minimisant la masse (comme le cone

de Simons).
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0 Introduction

In this paper, we prove that the product of a paired calibrated set and a calibrated set of codimension 1
calibrated by a coflat calibration with small singularity set is Almgren minimal. This is motivated by the
attempt to classify all possible singularities for Almgren minimal sets—Plateau’s problem in the setting
of sets. In particular, a direct application of the above result leads to various types of new singularities
for Almgren minimal sets.

Plateau’s problem aims at understanding existence and local structure for physical objets that min-
imize the area while spanning a given boundary. A well known example is the soap films, which are
objects of dimension 2 living in 3 dimensional ambient space.

The approach of Plateau’s problem involves the mathematical intepretation of the words ”objects,
area, spanning”. Objects can be functionals (currents), measures (varifolds), C*-manifolds (minimal
surfaces), and sets (various notion of minimal sets), etc. They are different but closely related in many

cases.



In case of soap films, the notion of (Almgren) minimal sets introduced by F.J. Almgren [1] gives a
very good descripton of the local behavior of soap films. In particular, the classification of singularities
for 2-dimensional Almgren minimal sets in 3-dimensional ambient spaces (well known result of J. Taylor
1976 [18]) coincides perfectly with what we can observe in soap film experiments.

For general dimensions and codimensions, we know that any d-dimensional Almgren minimal set must
be a manifold outside a H%-null set (See works of Almgren [1], David & Semmes [5], David[4]). Points of
this H%-null set are called singular points, and they do not admit tangent planes. A typical way to study
local behavior around singular points is to look at the ”tangent objects”-blow up limits at these points.
It is proved by David [3] that these blow-up limits are all minimal cones—minimal sets that are cones as
well. Thus one tries to classify all possible minimal cones, or in other words, singularities.

In R3, the list of 2-dimensional minimal cones has been given by several mathematicians a century
ago. (See for example [12] or [11]). They are, modulo isometry: a plane (which we also call a P set), a
Y set (the union of 3 half planes that meet along a straight line where they make angles of 120 degree;
this straight line is called its spine), and a T set (the cone over the 1-skeleton of a regular tetrahedron

centered at the origin). See the pictures below.
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Figure 1

In higher dimensions, even in dimension 4, the list of minimal cones is still very far from clear.

Based on the above, one natural way to find new candidate for minimal cones, is by taking products
of known minimal cones. In [3], David asked the question whether the product of 2 minimal cones stays
minimal.

On the other hand, unlike currents, varifolds, etc., which are objects in dual spaces and inherit
naturally algebraic structures such as dual, multiplicity, orientation, etc., minimal sets are just closed
sets from their definition. Thus in general it is much more difficult to prove the Almgren minimality of
a set. Furthermore, some properties that seem obvious in intuition are hard to prove for minimal sets
(and hence minimal cones), such as the minimality for the product of two Almgren minimal sets. It is
not even known whether the product of a general minimal set with a line is minimal.

There are still partial results concerning the minimality for the product of two minimal sets:

(1) First, in [15] the authors proved that the product of R™ with any minimal set satisfying some
additional property on the homology group of its complement is minimal. Since the product of a set with
R™ is just a ”thicker” version of the set, this product does not give essentially new topology.

(2) In order to find new topological types of singularities, people turn to look at products of two
minimal sets other than R™. This is apparently more complicated: a first attempt is the minimality of
the products of two 1 or 2-dimensional Y sets (see Figure 1). Its minimality was conjectured by David

in [4], and proved by the author in [16]. Compared to the previous result, this only gives the minimality



of two particular minimal cones. But this gives a new minimal cone with completely new topology. The
proof is very involved, relies heavily on the structure of Y, and is not easy to generalise.

(3) The proof of the above result (2) is also based on the particular family of paired calibrations that
calibrates Y. The technique of paired calibrations has been introduced separately by Brakke [2], Lawlor
and Morgan [14] for proving the minimality of various sets of codimension 1. We then try to prove
the minimality of the product of paired calibrated sets with other special minimal sets. The simplest
candidate to take (other than R™) is probably the area-minimizing hypersurfaces. In [17], the author
proved the Almgren minimality for the product of a paired calibrated set and a big class of codimensional
1 area minimizing manifold (area minimizing manifold that admits smooth calibrations).

The above result in (3) only allows smooth manifolds as the second component of the product. Minimal
cones other than R™ must have singularities, hence (3) does not give any new singularities (i.e. minimal
cones) for Almgren minimal sets.

In this paper, we take singular area minimizing sets into account. Let us first state one of our main

results, which admits the result in (3) as a very special case:

Theorem 0.1. Letn > 2,d > 2 be integers.

Let U be an open bounded set in R™. Let B be an n — 2-integral current without boundary, such that
B = spt(B8) C 0U. Let E € C1(B,w,U), where w is a coflat calibration in U, such that its singular set
Sw C E, and H""%(S,,) = 0.

Let V C R? be a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain, so that (R, 0V) admits a C' triangulation. Let
F € PC(o,v), where 0 = (Q1,- -+ ,) € Op(V, k) for some k € N, and v € VE(V) is such that v; — v,
does not vanish on V\S, for anyi < j.

Suppose that U x V is a SR-domain.

Then the product E x F is a n 4+ d — 2-dimensional Almgren minimal set in U x V.

Here V¥ (V) stands for the class of coflat paired calibrations in a neighborhood of V, and S, stands for
the singular set of v. See the Definition 3.3 for their precise definitions. Roughly speaking, the theorem
says that if £ C R" is the support of a codimension 1 calibrated size-minimizing current so that its
singular set is a H" 2 null subset of E, and F is a paired calibrated set, then their product is Almgren
minimal provided that their ambient domain admits some mild regularity.

The words ”calibration” and ”paired calibrations” in the theorem might be a little confusing because
they look similar. So let us say a little bit more:

Calibrated sets come from the theory of current. They are supports of a big class of size minimizing
integral currents that span a given boundary, hence are minimal sets. The proof of their minimality is
based on a dual argument: calibration forms. The theory of calibration dates back to [10], which applies
first to manifolds, then to area minimizing currents. See Section 2 for detail.

On the other hand, the technique of paired calibrations has been introduced separately by Brakke [2],
Lawlor and Morgan [14] for proving the minimality of various sets of codimension 1. In contrast with the
”spanning minimality” for calibrated sets, paired calibrated sets minimize the Hausdorff measure among
classes of sets that satisfy some given separation condition. See Section 3.

It might be worth mentioning that many codimensional 1 calibrated sets are particular paired cal-

ibrated sets. See Example 5.3 for a typical example. It follows that our result can also be applied to



products of two codimensional 1 calibrated sets.

As pointed out before, singular minimal cones cannot be calibrated by ordinary smooth calibrations.
In order to find new types of singular minimal cones, one has to consider calibrations with singularities.
In [10] the authors also introduced more general coflat calibrations—they are differential forms with sin-
gularities. Many area-minimizing hypercones admit coflat calibrations, see Example 5.2. As a result, by
taking products, we obtain many new types of singularities for Almgren minimal sets. See Section 5.

Of course, the existence of singularities brings troubles. For example, we lose the smoothness—even
the continuity—of the projection along the flow of the calibration, because the flow can touch singular sets.
So the projection argument in [17], or any other similar projection along calibration flow to calibrated
sets does not work. Also, since we are in codimension higher than 1, we do not have natural orientation,
separation, etc. at hand. This issue can be seen in the proof for the minimality of Y x Y: it is already
very involved even though Y is the simplest minimal cone with singularity. In this paper, we are dealing
with general calibrated and paired calibrated sets with singularities, so more ideas are needed.

The general idea together with the organization of the article is the following:

In section 1 we introduce basic preliminaries and notations, and prove an approximation proposi-
tion which guarantees that in domains with some regularity (SR domains) we can restrict ourselves to
recitifiable competitors in the proof of minimality.

In Section 2 and 3 we discuss and prove the relations between the various minimality for codimensional
1 coflat calibrated sets and coflat paired calibrated sets. For calibrations with singularities, here we cannot
do Lipschitz projection onto a calibrated set E along the flow of the calibration form w. But we still
manage to prove that the flow 6 of w that ends on the singular set of of w or ends on the boundary of
E only touches E at a H™ !-null set. As a result, given a competitor F that satisfies some homological
condition, we can project the part of F' in the regular region of # along 6, and the projection covers F
except for a H"'-null set. Similar things work for coflat paired calibrations.

Section 4 is the crucial part, in which we discuss various minimality results for the product of a
codimension 1 calibrated set E (with coflat calibration w) with singularities in U C R™ and a paired
calibrated set F' (with a family of coflat calibrations v;,1 < i < k) in a domain V C R?. Given A a
competitor that satisfies the same homolgical conditions as F x F, we would like to project A to E x V
along the flow 6 of w. But since the calibration w has singularities, we can only project the part of A
inside the regular region of . Of course this partial projection does not keep any homological property
of A, so we have to "stitch” its image together in £ x V to get a set A’ C E x V that satisfy the
desired homological property, with which we can still apply the paired calibrations w A v;,1 < ¢ < k.
This ”stitch” has to be done carefully so that it costs us as small H" % 2-measure as we want. Other
operations are also needed, such as ”flattening” the competitor A down to E x V near the boundary of
U x V without costing too much measure. After all these operations, we can apply the paired calibrations
wAv;, 1 <i<kto A, then pass by the intermediate set A" we get the desired minimality of A.

In Section 5 we give examples of families of codimensional 1 calibrated and paired calibrated cones
to which we can apply our theorem. This gives several new families of singularities for Almgren minimal
sets of codimension 2. A particular example is the product of the Simons cone with any paired calibrated
set.
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1 Definitions and preliminaries

1.1 Basic notation and definitions

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

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

In any metric space, H¢ denotes the Hausdorff measure of dimension d;

A neighborhood of a set F is just an open set that contains E;

For any set F in a metric space, and any r > 0, B(E,r) = {z : d(z,E) < r}, and B(E,r) = {z :
d(z, E) <r}.

Let Y C X, then iy, x : Y — X denotes the inclusion map.

Let C¥, C? denote the singular and simplicial chain complices. H®, H® denote singular homology

and simplicial homology respectively.
Definition 1.1 (reduced set). For every closed subset E of R™, denote by
(1.1) Ei={xc E; HYENB(z,r)) >0 for all r > 0}
the He-kernel of E. We say that E is d reduced if E = E}.
In the following context, for all d € N, all d-dimensional sets are supposed to be d-reduced.

Definition 1.2. Let d be an integer. For any set E and any point x € E, let §5(E,x) and 04.(E,x)
denote the upper and lower d-density of E at x respectively:
{ENB {ENB
0%5(E,x) = limsup HAENB(,1)) d(ac, T)), 04.(E,z) = liminf HAENB(,1)) d(ac, )
r—0 Qagqr =0 Qgqr

where ag stands for the volume of the Fuclidean unit d-ball.

When 03(E,z) = 0q..(E, ), we call it the d-density of E at x and denote it by 04(E, x).

If E is a d-rectifiable set in R™, denote by T,,E € G(n,d) the approximate tangent plane (if it exists
and is unique) of F at x.

Note that when E is rectifiable, then for H%-a.e. x € E, T, F and 0(E, ) exist, and §(E,z) = 1.

For any d-integral current T" in R"™, let spt(7") denote its support. It is d-reduced.

Definition 1.3 (cf. [6] Section 3.3). Let A C R™. For any non negative integer d, let C1(A) = CL(A,Z)
denote the class of all d-integral currents on A. Let 4 : CL(A) — Cl_,(A) be the boundary operator.
The d-dimensional integral rectifiable homology group Hi (A) is the quotient

Kerdy
I _
(1.2) H;(A) = Tmdays



Definition 1.4. Let d be an integer. Let X be a topological space X, G be an abelien group. Let H be a
homology theory (H = H®, HorH') that can be defined on X with coefficients in G.

1° Let T' be an element in the associated chain complex Cq(X,G), then (I') g, (x,q) denotes the class
of all chains in Cq(X,G) that are homologic to I': ('), x,q) = {I" € Ca(X,G) : there exists R €
Ci+1(X,G) so that OR =T —T"}.

2° We write I' ~g,x,) I if the two chains are homologic.

3° Let f : X — Y be continuous (Lipschitz when C = C! and H = H'). Let Cyc(f) : Ca(X,G) —
Ca(Y,G) and Hy(f) : Hi(X,G) — Hy(Y,G) be the homomorphisms induced by f. When f is Lipschitz,
we also let fy denote C1(d,Z)(f) for short.

Given a subset X of a an Euclidean space, and a rectifiable set I' C X with a prescribed orientation,
[T]¢1 denotes the induced integral current; Given a d-simplicial G-chain I', [I' 1 (when G = Z) and [I'] cs .
denote the induced integral current and singular chain respectively; and when OI' = 0, let [I'] HA(X,G)
and [Iys x q) denote the induced element in H3(X,G) and HJ(X,G) respectively. If I C X is an
oriented C! manifold, and (X, T) is triangulable, then different triangulations on (X,T') give different but
homological elements in C4(X, G), which induce a same element [I'] ma(x,¢) in the simplicial homology

group and [I] HS(X,G) in the singular homology group provided I' has no boundary.

Definition 1.5. Let d < n. Let A, B be subsets of R™. We say that A and B are d-essentially disjoint,
if HY(AN B) = 0.

Definition 1.6. Given a d-rectifiable set E C R", and a measurable unit tangent d-vector field w on E,

let HY| pAw be the induced rectifiable current: for any smooth d-form ¢ with compact support on R™,

(13) (M pAw, ) = / (w(a), o)) dH (z).

E

Definition 1.7. Let d < n be integers. Let E C R™ be a closed set. We say that

1° E is d-integral regular, if there exists a d-integral current T' so that E} = spt(T);

2° E is d-simplicial regular, if there exists a C' simplicial complex KC, so that E is a finite union of
faces of dimension no more than d in K.

For any class of sets §, set

(1.4) FB4 = {F € §:F is d-integral regular},

(1.5) F0d = [F € §: F is d-simplicial reqular},

and

(1.6) Fd = {F € §: F is d-rectifiable with locally finite H® measure}.

Clearly we have, for any d,

(17) SSR,d C SIR,d C S«R,d.



1.2 Minimal set, mass minimizing current, relation

Definition 1.8 (General definition of 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

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

for any competitor F' € F.

Definition 1.9 (Almgren competitor (Al competitor for short)). Let U be an open subset of R™. Let E
be a closed subset in U. An Almgren competitor for E in U is a closed set F C U that can be written as

F = ¢1(E), where ¢y : U — U,t € [0,1] is a family of continuous mappings such that

(1.10) vo(x) = x for x € U;
(1.11) the mapping (t,x) — pi(x) of [0,1] x U to U is continuous;
(1.12) 1 is Lipschitz,

and if we set Wy ={x € U ; pi(x) # x} and W= Usejo.y[We Uee(Wh)], then
(1.13) 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.
The class of all Almgren competitors of E in U is denoted by Fa;(E,U).

Note that by continuity of ¢, we know that ¢;|oy = id,t € [0, 1].

Definition 1.10 (Almgren minimal sets). Let 0 < d < n be integers, U be an open set of R™. A
d-dimensional Almgren-minimal set E in U is a minimal set defined in Definition 1.8 while taking the

competitor class F to be the class of all Almgren competitors for E.

In this paper, we mainly consider Almgren minimal sets. So in the following, minimal set means

Almgren minimal set unless otherwise specified.

Definition 1.11 (Integral homology competitor). Let n,d be integers, d < n. Let U C R™ be an open
set. Let E C U be a closed set. Set B = ENOU. Let H be a class of d-integral currents supported in
E. A set ACU is called a (d, B, H,U)-integral homology competitor of E, if ANOU = B, and for each
element S € H, there exists a d-integral current T supported in A, so that T ~ g1 y(spi(s)novyz) S+ The
class of all (d, B, H,U)-integral homology competitors of E is denoted by Fine(E,d, B, H,U).



Definition 1.12 (Integral current spanner). Let n,d be integers, d < n. Let U C R™ be an open
set. Let B C QU be a closed set. Let H be a set of d — 1-integral currents supported in B without
boundary. We say that a closed set E C U is a (d, B, H,U)-integral current spanner, if ENOU = B, and
(iB,p)s(H) C(0)c1_ (m), That is, for any S € H, there exists a d-integral current T supported in E, so
that OT = S. The class of all (d, B, H,U)-integral current spanners is denoted by Fics(d, B, H,U).

Remark 1.13. Let d,n,U, E, B, H be as in the definition of integral homology competitor. Suppose H
satisfies that : for each S € H, 0S is supported in B. Let H = {0S : S € H}. Then it is easy to see that

(1.14) Sinc(E,d,B,H,U) C Fics(d, B,H',U).

Definition 1.14 (Spanning competitors). Let n,d be integers, d < n. Let G be an abelian group. Let
U C R™ be an open subset. Let B C QU be a closed set. Let H be a subset of Hffl(B, G). We say that a
closed set E C U is a (d,G, B, H,U)-spanning competitor, or a (d,G, B, H,U)-spanner, if ENOU = B,
and the map H3 | (ip,p) : Hi |(B,G) — H} |(E,G) satisfies that H C KerHj | (ip.p). When the
dimension d is already fized, we also say that E spans H in U with coefficient in G. Moreover, if G = Z,
we also say that E spans H in U.

Denote by §s.(d,G, B, H,U) the class of all (d,G, B, H,U)-spanners.

Definition 1.15 (Topological competitors). Let n,d be integers, d < n. Let G be an abelian group.
Let U C R™ be an open set. Let B C OU be closed. Let H be a subset of HS , ,(0U\B,G). We
say that a closed set E C U is a (d,G, B, H,U)-topological competitor, if ENOU = B, and the map
HY 4y aligonping) : Hy_4_1(0U\B,G) = H_,_|(U\E,G) satisfies that HNker H_,_; o(igin i) \{0} =

0.
Denote by §i.(d,G, B, H,U) the class of all (d,G, B, H,U)-topological competitors.

The following proposition tells us that all the above classes are stable under deformations in U.

Proposition 1.16. Let n,d be integers, d < n. Let G be an abelian group. Let U be an open subset
of R". Let B C OU be closed. Let E be closed in U so that ENOU = B. Let Hy be a class of
d-integral currents supported in E. Let Ho be a set of d — 1-integral currents supported in B without
boundary. Let Hs be a subset of Hj |(B,G). Let Hy be a subset of HS , (OU\B,G). Then for
§=Finc(E,d,B,H1,U),Fics(d, B, H2,U),Fsc(d, G, B, H3,U), and for Fi.(d, G, B, Hy,U) when (R™, 0U)

admits a C' triangulation,
(1.15) EcF=3Fu(EU)CSF.

In particular, if E is minimal of dimension d with respect to §, then E is Almgren minimal of dimension

dinU.

Proof. The proof of the cases for § = §ics(d, B, Hy,U), Fsc(d, G, B, H3,U) and §.(d, G, B, H4,U) can be
found directly in Proposition 2.14 of [17]. A small remark is that in the statement of the cited Proposition
2.14 of [17], we asked QU to be a C* manifold to guarantee that §;. contains all Almgren competitors.
Here we only ask that (R™,dU) admits a C! triangulation, because one can see directly from the proof

of Proposition 2.14 of [17], that this is the only property we used.



Let us verify the case for § = Fine(E,d, B, H,U): let A € Fa(E,U). By definition there exists a
Lipschitz deformation ¢; : U — U as in Definition 1.9, so that A = ¢1(E).

Now for each S € Hy, let T = ¢1 4(S), and R = ¢4([0, 1] x S) where [0,1] is endowed with the positive
orientation. Then they are both supported in U U (spt(S) N OU), and OR = S —T. That is, T is a
d-integral current supported in A, so that T' ~ HI(UU(spt(S)NDU) ,2) S. Hence A € § = Fine(FE,d, B, Hy,U).
O

In the following we wish to give some approximation theorem, which says that regular sets are ”dense”
in measure in the above classes. For this, we need some regularity of the domain. Briefly, we ask that

the domain can "retract” inside itself gradually in a Lipschitz way.

Definition 1.17 ((L, €)-self retract domain). Let L > 1, € > 0. Let U be an open subset of R™. A map
©:U x [0,1] = U is called a (L, €)-self retract of U, if it satisfies:

(1) ¢ is L-Lipschitz;

(2) If we denote pr = (-, t), then @y = id;

(8) For every t € (0,1], p,(U) C U, and ¢t|y— =id. Here for each 6 > 0,U; := U\B(9U,);

(4) ¢louxon) is a C*-diffeomorphism.

For 1 < k < oo, we say that ¢ is a C* (L,€)-self retract of U, if in addition ¢ is of class C*, and
elovx, 5 a C* diffeomorphism.

We say that an open subset U of R™ is a (L,¢)-self retract domain, (L,€)-SR domain for short, if
for each & < e, there exists a (L, 6)-self retract of U. It is called a C* (L,€)-SR domain, if it admits a
Ck (L,d)-self retract for each § < e. We say that U is an SR-domain (resp. C* SR-domain), if it is a
(L, €)-SR domain (resp. C* (L,¢)-SR domain) for some L > 1 and € > 0.

Remark 1.18. 1° The above definition for SR-domain is relatively weak, because we only need it to
guarantee the approrimation theorem below. Some other natural properties that are also suitable for the

name “retract” are not imposed for SR-domains. For example, we do not ask that ¢, is a homeomorphism

for each t, and we do not ask that (U) C ps(U) provided t > s, or ¢1(U) =U_

., etc.

With such a weak condition, it is not clear if the product of two SR domains is always an SR domain.
But it is, if we add some additional property, e.qg. if each @y is a C* diffeomorphism. Also, the strongly
Lipschitz domains (used in [17] to get the same approzimation theorem) are SR domains, and the product
of two strongly Lipschitz domains are still strongly Lipschitz.

An important class of strongly Lipschitz domains is the class of convex domains: in the study of

minimal cones, one often take convexr domains, e.g., convex hull of a minimal cone, or the unit ball.

Proposition 1.19 (Approximation). Let n,d be integers, d < n. Let G be an abelian group. Let U be a
bounded SR domain in R™. Let B C OU be closed so that H™'(B) < co. Let Hy be a class of d-integral
currents supported in E. Let Hy be a set of d— 1-integral currents supported in B without boundary. Let
Hj be a subset of H; |(B,G). Let Hy be a subset of HY _, (OU\B,G). Then

1° If B is d— 1-rectifiable, then for § = Finc(E,d, B, H1,U),Fics(d, B, H2,U),§sc(d, G, B, H3,U), and
for Fie(d, G, B, Hy,U) when (R™,0U) admits a C! triangulation, we have

(1.16) inf{HY(F),F € §} = inf{H*(F), F € g7},



2° If B is d—1-integral reqular, then for § = Finc(E,d, B, H1,U),§ics(d, B, H3,U), §sc(d, G, B, H3,U),
and for Fi.(d, G, B, Hy,U) when (R™,0U) admits a C* triangulation, we have

(1.17) inf{H*(F),F € §} = inf{HY(F), F € '™}

3° If B is d—1-simplicial regular, then for § = Fine(E,d, B, H1,U), Fics(d, B, H2,U), §sc(d, G, B, H3,U),
and for Fi.(d,G, B, Hy,U) when (R™,0U) admits a C* triangulation, we have

(1.18) inf{HY(F),F € §} = inf{HU(F), F € F5"4}.

Proof. First, for § = Fine(F,d, B, H1,U),Fics(d, B, H2,U), §sc(d, G, B, H3,U), and for §;.(d, G, B, Hy,U),
if inf{H%(F),F € §} = oo, then there is nothing to prove. Hence we suppose that inf{H*(F), F € §} <
0.

To prove Proposition 1.19, for each given closed set A C U with finite H? measure such that ANOU =
B, and any given € > 0, we will construct a set F so that H?(F) < HY(A) +e, F is in the same competitor
class as A, and F' is as regular as B.

Since U is a SR domain, by definition, there exists L > 1,¢y > 0, so that for each § < ¢y, there exists
a (L, d)-self retract of U.

Since H?~1(B) < oo, we know that 0 = H4(B) = lim,_,o H4(A N B(AU,r)), we can take § < €y 50
that H¥ (AN B(AU,$)) < ¢/3L°.

Let ¢ be a (L, §)-self retract of U. Let tg =

Then we have

W,I(B). Let ¢ = ¢4, and set Fy = 1 (A)Up(B %[0, tg]).

HA(Fo) < HU(P(ANUy)) + HU (AN B(OU,0))) + H (B x [0, t0]))

(1.19) <HUANUS) + LIHY AN B(U, 8)) + LHY(B x [0,0))
2¢

<HUA) + S+ S —nla)+ =5

SHU A + 3+ 3 =H(A)+3

Now we will deform the set Fy in a polyhedral complex to get it regular. Let dy = d((U),dU), let
Ay =1(U), let Ay = B(Ag, %) Cc U .

Next we apply Lemma 5.2.6 of r9], to the set Fj, the domain U, the compact set A;, and get a
deformation g in U, and a polyhedral complex K of diameter less than 10~ 1dp, so that

1° Ay CIK|]° C K] C U,

2° glo\ix) = id, g(IK]) C [K];

3° g(Fp) N|K[° is a union of faces of dimension no more than d of K;

4° HA(g(Fy)) < HY(Fy) +€/3.

Moreover, after the proof of Lemma 5.2.6 of [9], we know that for each n — 1-face o of 9|K|, if ¥ is
the polyhedron of K so that o is a face of X, then there exists a point £ € ¥\ Fp, so that g(Fp) No =
me(Fo N X) N o, where m¢ @ E\{{} — OX is the central projection. Note that since the diameters of
the polygons in K are less than 107 'dy, and 49 C A; C |K|°, we know that ¥ N Ay = . Hence
FonNY = (B x[0,tg]) NX. Hence

(1.20) 9(Fo) N = me(p(B x [0,t0])) N X).
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As a result, since @[y x[o,1] is a C!-diffeomorphism, if B is d — 1-rectifiable (resp. integral regular,
simplicial regular ), then g(Fy) N o is d-rectifiable (resp. integral regular, simplicial regular) for any
n — 1-face o of 9|K|. Hence g(Fy) N O|K] is also d-rectifiable (resp. integral regular, simplicial regular).

Recall that g(Fp)\|K| = Fo\|K| C Fo\AS C ¢(B x [0, tg]), which is d-rectifiable (resp. integral regular,
simplicial regular) as long as B is d — 1-rectifiable (resp. integral regular, simplicial regular). Also, by
3°, the part g(Fp) N |K|° is d-simplicial regular.

Set F' = g(Fp). Then the union F' = g(Fp) = [g(Fo) N |K|°] U [g(Fo) NO|K|| U [g(Fo)\|K]|] satisfies that

(1.21) F is d-rectifiable (resp. integral regular, simplicial regular) as long as B is d — 1

-rectifiable (resp. integral regular, simplicial regular).

Moreover, by 4° and (1.19) we have
€ 2¢ €
3 S?—Ld(A)+§+§ =HY(A) +e

The rest is to prove that for § = Finc(E,d, B, H1,U), §ics(d, B, H3,U), Fsc(d,G, B, H3,U), and
for Fie(d,G, B, Hy,U) when (R",0U) admits a C! triangulation, A € § = F € §. Note that by
Proposition 1.16, the classes § = Finc(E,d, B, H1,U), Fics(d, B, H3,U), Fsc(d,G, B, Hs5,U), and the
class § = §i.(d, G, B, Hy,U) when (R",9U) admits a C*! triangulation, are all stable under deformations
in U, and F = g(Fp) where g is a deformation in U, hence it is enough to prove that Fj is in § provided
Aisin §.

—F =TFine(E,d,B,H,,U): Let A € §. By definition for each S € Hy, there exists a d-integral current
T supported in A, so that T' ~ g1y (spr(s)nov),z) S- Let R = (—1)%p4(T x [0, t0]) where [0, o] is endowed
with the positive orientation. Then we have spt(R) C U U (spt(S) N OU), and

(1.22) HYF) < HY(Fy) +

(1.23)  OR = @4([T x {to} = T x {0}] + (=1)?0T x [0, to]) = 4(T x {to} + (=1)?0T x [0,tc]) - T.
Let T" = @4(T x {to} + (—1)?0T x [0,0]), then it is supported in Fy by definition, and

(1.24) T ~ g1 wugspts)nou).z) T ~H1wuspt(s)nou).z) S-

As a result, we know that Fy € §.

— §F =Fics(d, B,Hy,U): Let A € §. By definition for each S € Hy, there exists a d-integral current T'
supported in A so that 0T = S. Then ¢4(T") + 4(S x [0,1¢]) is a d-integral current supported in Fy with
boundary S. Hence Fj € §.

- §F = Fse(d,G,B,H3,U): Let A € §F. We would like to prove that Fy € §. So let § be a d — 1-
G-singular cycle in B which represents an element in Hz. Since A € §, we know that there exists a
d-G-singular cycle © in A so that 00 = 6.

Now for the map ¢ that maps A to ¥ (A), we know that OCiG(@/J)(@) = Cg_LG(w)(H). Since
CZEGW)(@) is supported in Fp, Cf_LG(w)(@) represents a zero element in HY | (Fp, G).

On the other hand, we have ¢ : Bx[0,t9] — ¢(Bx [0, tg]) is a diffeomorphism, and ¢(B x [0, t9]) C Fp,
hence C’gfl,GQp(yO))(&) ~NHS (FoG) C’gfLG(go(yto))(G) in Fy. Note that ¢(-,0)|p = i¢d and (-, tg)|p =
¥|p, hence 0 ~ys (g Cf_LG(z/J)(O) ~HS (Foe) 0 = C§_17G(i37p0)(0) in Fp, which yields that
HS s (i.0)(Ohgs () = 0 0 Hao1(Fo, G).
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— & =3ee(d,G,B,Hy,U): Let A € F. We would like to prove that Fy € §. We prove by contradiction,
so suppose that Fy ¢ §. By definition, Hy N kerHrffdfl,G(ié)U\B,U\Fo)\{O} # (). Since (U,0U) admits
a C! triangulation, and Fy is closed, we know that U\ F admits a locally finite C!-triangulation 77, so
that there exists a simplicial n — d-G-chain T' of Ty, so that v = 9T is in U\ Fy, and ~ respresents an
element in Hy NkerHs_ ;1 o(igin p,onr) \{0}-

Let 69 = d(spt(T'), Fo).

Now we know that ¢ : U x [0,%0] is a C'-diffeomorphism, and (R",0U) admits a C!-triangulation,
we know that M := p(0U x {to}) is n — l-simplicial regular. By the transversality theorem, we can
suppose that I' is transverse to M. Again since the map ¢y, : U — U satisfies that ©t,|ou 1s transverse to
', we can find a map g : U — U, so that glar = @1, |ov, g is transverse to ', and ||g — ¢y, ||oo < 10714p.

Let I'y = Tl 00x[0,]) and let Ty = T'—T';. Since ¢(9U x [0, to]) is simplicial regular, whose boundary
is (OU x {to})Up(0U x {0}) = M UAU, both are transverse to ¢;,, hence I'y is a well defined simplicial
n — d-G-chain. Let ©1 = ¢~ 1(I'y) (see [15] Proposition 2.36 for the definition and the boundary property
of the inverse image of a simplicial chain under a transversal map). Let ©3 = C2 2.¢(m)(©1), where
7 :[0,t0] x OU — 90U is the projection to the second component.

By definition of I'; and T'y, we know that spt(T'2) C U\@(0U x [0,t0]) C g(U). Since g is transverse
to I, Oy := g~ 1(I'y) is a n — d-G-chain in U.

Let © = O35 + O,.

Let us first prove that 00 = . In fact, let 7, = OI'1, then it is supported in OMUQU. Let vo = v—1.
Then it is supported in M, and since I' = T'; + I's, we know that dI's = ~s.

Then we have
003 = 005 4.(m) 0 oM (T'1) = Cat g (m) 0 ™1 (A1) = g o(m) 0 0™ ()
(1.25) = ﬁ—d,G(W) oMy — )= Crf\—d,(;(ﬂ) oM (y) - CnA—d7G(7r) o9 (12)
=7 — ¢ (72)-
As for O, we have

(1.26) 90y = 99~ (T'2) = g~ (9T2) = ;' (12)

since glov = @1, |ov and 72 is supported in M = ¢, (OU).

As a result, we have
(1.27) 00 = 003 + 005 = 7.

Let us verify that spt(©) N A = 0.
In fact, for any = € A, since ¢, (A) C Fp,

d(g(z), spt(')) > d(pr,(2), spt(L)) — d(g(z), p1,(2))

(1.28) )
Z d(F())Spt(F)) - 107160 2 5607

and thus g(x) ¢ I', which implies = ¢ spt(©2), hence spt(©2) N A = §;
On the other hand, for any (x,t) € B x [0, to], we know that

(1.29) d(p(z,1), spt(I')) = d(Fo, spt(L)) > do,
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thus (B x [0,t]) N spt(T'1) = 0, which implies that (B x [0,%0]) N ¢~ (spt(T'1)) = . But by definition,
spt(©1) C 1 (spt(T1)), hence (B x [0,t0]) N spt(0O1) = 0, and therefore B N 7w(spt(©1)) = 0. Again by
definition, spt(0©3) C m(spt(01)), we get spt(©3) N B = . Since spt(O3) C U, and B = AN U, we
have spt(©3) N A = 0.

Altogether we get spt(©) N A = (). But this contradicts the fact that A € §. O

2 Minimality for 1 codimensional calibrated sets of multiplicity
1

We fix an orthonormal basis {e,--- ,e,} of R™. Let {e},--- ,e*} denote the dual basis in A\'(R™). For
any d < n, and any d-vector & € Ag(R™), let &* € AY(R™) denote its dual d-covector. Also, for any
d-covector ¢ € A(R™), let ¢, € Ag(R™) denote its dual vector.

Definition 2.1. 1° Let W be an open subset of R™. A (measurable) n— 1-form w in W is called a coflat
n —1 form in W, if there exists a relatively closed subset Sy, of W, such that w is C* on W\S,,, and
H"1(S,) = 0.

2° A coflat n — 1 form in W is called closed if on W\Sy,, dw = 0; it is called a calibration, if it is
closed, ||w||oo <1 and w(z) # 0,Vx € W\Sy,.

3° Let w be a measurable n — 1 form in W. Let w, be the vector field on W defined as follows: if
w(x) = Y0 fi(x)ef A--ref_y Nefy Ao Neh, then wy(x) = Y0, fi(x)e;. Here f; are measurable
functions defined in W. It is easy to see that for a C* form w, dw = 0 if and only if w1 is of divergence
zero.

4° Conversely, let v be a measurable vector field in W so that v(z) # 0,Yx € W. Let v' be the C*
n —1 form in W so that (vt), = v. It is easy to see that for a C vector field v, div v = 0 if and only
if d(vt) = 0.

5° A measurable vector field v in W is called a coflat vector field in W, if v* is a coflat n — 1-form,
and we denote by S, = S, its singular set in W it is called a divergence free coflat vector field, if v+ is

a closed coflat form.

Note that every n — 1-vector in R"™ is simple, and the above defined w is just a vector orthogonal to

the n — 1 space associated to w at every point x.

Definition 2.2. Let d < n be an integer. Let E C R™ be a closed set. We say that a d-integral current
T is associated to E, if E = spt(T), and M(T) = HY(E) (in other words, the multiplicity is 1 almost

everywhere).

Definition 2.3. Let U be an open subset of R™. Let 8 be an n — 2-integral current without boundary,
such that B = spt(B) C OU. Let E be a closed subset of U so that ENOU = B.

1° Let w be a coflat calibration in U. We say that E is calibrated by w with respect to f in U, denoted
by E € C(B,w,U), if there exists an n — 1 integral current T associated to E, so that 0T = §, and
HYE) = (T, w).
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2° Let v be a C! wvector field in an open subset W of U so that v(x) # 0,Vo € W. Let I be the class
of all connected components of the integral curves of v in W. We say that

(1) E is of multiplicity no more than 1 with respect to v, if for any v € I, v meets E at at most one
point;

(2) E is of multiplicity no less than 1 with respect to v, if for every x € ENW, there exists v € T
such that © € ~;

(8) E is of multiplicity 1 with respect to v, if it is of multiplicity no more than 1 and no less than one.

3° Let w be a coflat calibration in U, let Wy, = U\Sy,. denote by C1(8,w,U) ={F € C(B,w,U) : E

is of multiplicity one with respect to w |w, }. Also let v(w) = w, |w, be the C vector field on W,,,.

From Definition 2.3 we know directly that
(2.1) C(B,w,U) C Fics(n —1,B,{B},V).

Let U be an open set in R", Let v be a divergence free C!' vector field in an open subset W of
U, so that v(z) # 0,¥x. Let E be a subset of U which is of multiplicity 1 with respect to v. Let
Er ={z € E:3r > 0 so that B(z,r) N E is a smooth manifold of dimension n — 1} the regular part of
E. Let Eg, ={z € ErNW :v(x) € T,Er} C WN Eg. Then Er and Eg, are both relatively open in
E.

In the rest of the paper, whenever a coflat form w in U is involved, we always take v = v(w) and
W =W,.

Proposition 2.4. Let U be an open set in R™. Let B be an n — 2-integral current without boundary, such
that B = spt(8) C OU. Let w be a coflat calibration in U. If E € C(B,w,U), then

1° There exists a n — 1-integral current T associated to E which is mass minimizing in U U B and
such that 0T = (3.

2° For H" '-almost all x € E—in fact for all * € Eg\Sy, T, E is the plane generated by w(x), and
[|lw(z)|| = 1. As a result, E is of multiplicity no less than 1 with respect to w, , and thus C1(8,w,U) =
{E € C(B,w,U) : E is of multiplicity no more than one with respect to v(w)}.

3° Eg\Sw C Erw,, and ENU\(Sy U ER., ) is of dimension at most n — 8.

4° Let [Eyler | be the n—1-integral current H L pAw, (it is well an integral current by 2°). Then it
is the unique n — 1-integral current T associated to E so that OT = 3, and H" 1 (E) = (T,w). Moreover,

it s mass minimizing in U U B.

Proof. Since E € C(B,w,U), by definition, there exists an n — 1 integral current T associated to E, so
that 0T = 3, and H""Y(E) = (T, w).

Take any n-current S in U U B, then since dw = 0 and ||w|| < 1, we have
(2.2) M(T + 9S) > (T + S, w) = (T, w) + (08, w) = H" " (E) + (S, dw) = M(T),

which yields that T is a mass minimizing current in U U B. This proves 1°.
Moreover, the above argument yields M (T') = (T, w). Since ||w|| < 1, we know that T, F is the plane
generated by w(x) and |jw(z)|| = 1 for H" l-almost all € spt(T) = E. In particular, since T, E is
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continuous in Fr\S,,, and Fr\S,, is relatively open, we know that for all z € Eg\S,, T, E is the plane
generated by w(z) and ||w(x)|| = 1. This proves 2°.

By 2° and the definition we know that Er\Sy, C Er.y, -

Since T is a mass minimizing current of codimension 1 in U U B, by [8], we know that ENU =
spt(T")\spt(0T) is a smooth submanifold except for a relatively closed set of Hausdorff dimension at most
n — 8. Thus 3° is proved.

Now again let T' be any n — l-integral current 7" associated to E so that 0T = 3, and H" 1(E) =

(T, w). Suppose that T = H%| gAw' where w' is a measurable orientation on E with ||w’|| = 1. Then
H""Y(E) = (T, w) implies that (w’,w) = 1. Since ||w’|| = 1 and ||w|| = 1, and thus w’ = w, for H" l-a.e.
x € E. As aresult, T = [Ew]CI,I' By the proof of 1°, it is also mass minimizing. a

Next we will discuss deformation retracts along integral curves. (In smooth case, one can find discus-
sions on retracts along curves that do not increase area in [13].)

Let U be an open set in R". Let v be a divergence free C'! vector field in an open subset W of U,
so that v(x) # 0,Vx. Let E be a closed subset of U which is of multiplicity 1 with respect to v. Let
0 : D — W be the maximal flow of v, where D is an open subset of W x R. For each z € W, let
I, ={teR:(x,t) € D}.

Let v, = 0({z} x I,). Set Dy = {(z,t) € D :x € E,t € I,}, and Wy = WF := 6(Dy). Then
ENW C Wy. Define the map p = p, : Wo — ENW: for each 2 € Wy, p(x) € E is such that x € y,(,).
Since F is of multiplicity 1 with respect to v, the map p is well defined. And p is surjective by definition.
Note that p(z) =z forx € ENWy=ENW.

Definition 2.5. Let U be an open set in R"™. Let v be a divergence free C* vector field in an open subset
W of U, so that v(x) # 0,Yz € W. Let E be a closed subset of U which is of multiplicity 1 with respect
to v. The above defined map p, : Wo — ENW is called the projection along v to E.

A closed set F C U is said to be of essentially full projection with respect to (E,v) if H" Y(E\p(F N
Wy)) = 0. The class of all sets of essentially full projection with respect to (E,v) is denoted by C,(E,v).

It is easy to see that for any x € p~!(FEg,), p is C! in a neighborhood of z. As a result, p is C! in
the open set p~1(ER,,).

The following lemma shows an ”area decreasing property” for the map p.

Lemma 2.6. Let U be an open set in R™. Let v be a divergence free C* vector field in an open subset
W of U, so that v(x) # 0,Yx € W. Let E be a subset of U which is of multiplicity 1 with respect to v.
Let 0,p = py, Er v, Wo be as defined above. Then

1° Let N C p~Y(Egy,) be an oriented compact smooth n — 1-manifold with boundary, so that p|y is

injective and dp is non degenerate everywhere. Then we have

(2.3) /1va :/p(N) vt

where the orientation of p(N) is induced by p.
2° Let x € p~Y(ER,). Then for any n — l-vector Q in Tp(p™ (Ery)) = T,R™ 2 R"™, we have

(2.4) (Dp(a)(Q), v o p(x)) = (Q, v (x)).
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3° Let k < d be non negative integers. Let m : R" x R® — R™ and my : R" x R? — R? be orthogonal
projections. For each x € Wy x RY, let x; = m;(x). Let ¢ : Wy x R* = E x R : () = (p(x1), 72).
Then for any x € p~'(ERr.,) x R, and any n— 1+ k-vector Q € Ty(p~*(Er.) x RY) = T,(R™ x RY) =

R"™ x R?, and any k-form & on R, we have

(2.5) (Dp()(Q), (vF A E)(p(2)) = (Q, (v A E)(2)),

where (vE A &)(x) = vi (1) A &(x2).

4° Take all the notations as in 3°. Suppose in addition that H" 2(E N W\Eg) = 0.

Let N C Wy x R? be a n — 1+ k-rectifiable subset so that ¢|x is injective, and let u be a measurable
orientation on N, that is, for any x € N so that the approxzimate tangent plane T, N exists, u(x) €
An—1(TpN) is a unit n — l-vector. Let ¢’ be the restriction of ¢ on N. Let u' be the measurable
orientation on p(N) associated to u, that is, u'(y) Do(u(e' ™ (y))) at any point y so that
Ty-1()N exists and D¢ (¢~ ()] # 0.

Then for any k-form & on R?

_ 1
IR I O]

(2.6) (H* R oA (@), 0 A &) = (H [y Au, vt A €).
In particular, in case d =0, we have
(2.7) (H"Hpony A (), 07) = (" v Au,v),

provided N C Wy is n — 1-rectifiable, p|n is injective, u is a measurable orientation on N, and v’ is the
orientation on p(N) associated to u.

5° Let w be a coflat n — 1 form in U, and let v = v(w) as defined as in Definition 2.3. Let F C E
be such that for some M > 0, and a measurable orientation u’' on F we have (u’,v) > M for H" '-a.e.
x € F. Then for any n — 1-rectifiable set N C Wy with p(N) C F, we have

n— VIN||oco 4 m—

(28) 4 (p(V) < Il gy
In particular, if B is an n — 2-integral current without boundary, such that B = spt(8) C 90U, and
E € C1(B,w,U), then for any n — 1-rectifiable subset N C Wy,

(2.9) H'H(p(N)) < H"H(N).

Proof. The conclusion and the proof of 1°-3° follows directly from [17] Lemma 3.6 1° -3°.

The proof of 4° and 5° are slightly different from [17] Lemma 3.6 4° and 5°, but here we are facing
an easier case: we do not have to consider the boundary of E:

4° Take any n — 1 + k-rectifiable subset N C Wy x R? so that |y is injective. Let u be a measurable
orientation on N, that is, for any € N so that the approximate tangent plane T, N exists, u(x) €
An—1(TpN) is a unit n — 1-vector.

We first decompose N as the disjoint union N = N;UN3UN3, where Ny = NN~ [(ENW\Eg) xRY),
Ny ={z € NNy Y ((ErNW) x RY) : the tangent plane T, N to N at z exists, and ||Dy(x)|| = 0}, and
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N3 = NN Y ((EgNW) x R*)\N,. Then since ¢ is injective, we know that o(N) is the disjoint union
©(N1) U @(N3) U p(N3). Hence it is enough to prove

(2.10) / (u', v A EYAH I () = / (u, vt A EYAH R (2),i = 1,2,3.
o(Ni) N;
For i = 1: since H"~2(ENW\ER) = 0, we know that for H"~'** —q.c.z in Ny (resp. p(N1)), 71 (T, N)
(resp. 71 (Tp¢(Ny)) is of dimension no more than n — 2. This implies that (u(z), (vt A €)(z)) = 0 for
H 1R —q.ex in Ny, and (u' (), (v A €)(x)) = 0 for H* 1HF —a.e.z in (N;). Therefore

(2.11) / (', vt A EYAH R () = / (u, vt A EYAH" R () = 0;
©(N1) Ny
For i = 2, we know that v is perpendicular to T, Ny at every point # € No, and thus (u(x), (vt A
€)(z)) = 0. On the other hand, by Sard’s Theorem, H"~1*¥(¢(N5)) = 0. Hence we have

(2.12) /(N )(u/,vl ANEAH " () =0= / (u, vt A EYAH 1R (2);
PLIV2

N2

Finally for ¢ = 3, we apply [7] Theorem 3.2.22, to the map ¢’ : N3 — p(N3) (where dimN3 =dimp(N3)),
and the function mww% (vt A €)(z)) defined on N3, and get

(2.13)
1

o(No) |[De' (@' ()|

By 3%, we know that (u(¢' ™ (y)), (v" A E)(¢' (1)) = (Dep(ule’ ™ (), (v* A €)(y)), hence

1

1D ("~ ()]
_ 1 u —1 ’Ul
(2.14) RO (Dp(u(e' ™" (1)), (v" AE)(y))

1
1D’ (" ()|

Therefore by (2.13) we get

(w(@ ™ @), (W AE)( T () dH I (y) = / (u(z), (v* ANE)(2))dH 1 ().

N3

W@ @), (A )

= ( Dy(u(e’ " (1)), W AE)Y) = (W' (y), (v AE)(y)).

(2.15) / iz v A YR () = 0 = / (v A EYAHm 1 ().
PV3

N3

Suming up (2.10)-(2.12) and (2.15), we get (2.6).

5° We decompose N as the disjoint union of N;,1 < i < 3 as in 4°. Then we know that the n — 1-
Hausdorff measure of p(N;),i = 1,2 is zero.

Now we take a measurable subset Ny C N3, so that p(Ny) = p(N3), and the restriction of p on Ny is
injective.

By definition, ENW\Er C ENU\(Sw U ER.4, ), hence H" 2(ENW\ER) = 0 after Proposition 2.4
3°. We can thus apply 4°. Again by Proposition 2.4, we know that for all z € p(Ny), T,p(Ny) is the
n — 1 subspace generated by v*. Let u be the orientation on Ny, so that u’ = (v*), on p(N,). Then by
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4° we have

i=1
1 1
(2.16) < —(H" Y p(Ny) A oty = — (HP L[Ny A, vb)
lvlnlloo 5 n—1 [Vllo0 5 /n—1
< <
S H" 7 (Ny) < i H"(N)

Corollary 2.7. Let U be an open set in R™. Let B be an n — 2-integral current without boundary, such
that B = spt(B) C OU. Let w be a coflat calibration in U. If E € C1(8,w,U), then E minimizes the
n — 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure among all n — 1-rectifiable sets with essentially full projection with
respect to (E,v(w)), that is,
(2.17) HYE) = inf HL(F).
Fecy " N (Bv(w))

Proof. We take all the notations as above. Let p = py ().

Take any F € C['"~1(E, v(w)).

by Lemma 2.6 5°, we know that

(2.18) H Y E)=H"" (p(FNWy)) < H" N FnWy) <H"Y(F).

|

Next let us study the minimalities for calibrated sets in C;(8,w,U) among different classes. The key
is to establish the essentially full projection property with respect to (E,v(w)). For this, we have to treat

more carefully the singular set S, of w.

Lemma 2.8. Let w be a coflat calibration in an open set U C R™. Let W = W,,, v = v(w), and take all
the notations as before.

1° Set Es={z € ENW : 4, NSy #0}. Then H" (Eg) =0.

2° Similarly, set Eg = {x € ENW : 4, N B # 0}. Then H" ' (Eg) = 0.

Proof. For each x € Eg, by definition there exists y € 7, N.Sy,. Let s(z) be "the smallest distance in ~,

between x and S,,”, that is,
(2.19) s(x) = inf{H' () : v is a connected subset of v,,z € v, and 5N S, # 0}.

Since Sy, is closed, s(z) is never 0.

For each k > 1, let E% = {x € Eg,s(z) > +}\. Then each E£ NS, =0, and Eg = Up>1E%. Thus it
is enough to prove that H"1(E%) = 0 for each k > 1.

Now fix any k& > 1.

Since S,, is closed, for each x € E%, d(z,S,) > 0. Let F; = {x € EE : d(z,S,) > %} Then
E% = Uj>1 Fj. We would like to show that H"~1(F};) = 0,Vj.
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Fix j > 1. Take any € > 0. Since H"~1(S,,) = 0, there exists countably many open balls B;,i € N of
diameter less than min{+, %} so that Sy C UijenB;, and ), (diam(B;))" 1 <
n — l-area of the unit sphere in R™. As a result, if we let ¥ = U;endB;, then X is n — 1-rectifiable and
H (D) < e

By definition, for each € F}, there exists a connected subset v C v, H'(y) > %, x € v and
AN Sy # 0. Let y € yN Sy. Take i such that y € B;. Then since d(z, S,,) > % and y € Sy, we know
that d(z,y) > % Since diam(B;) < %, we know that « ¢ B;. Now ~ is connected, which contains a point
x outside B; and a point inside B; (because ¥ N B; # 0, hence v N B; # 0). Take 2z, € yNdB;. Then by
definition, p(z,) = .

. .
pr— where a,,_1 is the

The above argument asserts that for each « € F}, we can find 2z, € ¥ = U;0B; so that p(z;) = x. Let
Z be the set of all z,,x € Fj, then Z C Wy, and p(Z) = F;. Moreover since Z C X, we know that Z is
n — l-rectifiable and H"1(Z) < e.

Now by Lemma 2.6 5°, we know that

(2.20) H U E) =H"" (p(2) <H"HZ) < e

This holds for arbitrary e > 0, hence H"~!(F};) = 0,Vj > 1, and therefore H" "1 (E%) = 0,Vk > 1. We
have thus proved that H"~!(Eg) = 0.
The proof of 2° is exactly the same as that of 1°. a

Now let us discuss the important classes which belong to C,(E,v(w)) automatically. By Corollary

2.7, the set E will minimize the Hausdorff measure among these classes.

Proposition 2.9. Let U be an open bounded set in R™. Let 5 be an n — 2-integral current without
boundary, such that B = spt(8) C OU. Let w be a coflat calibration in U. Let E € C1(B,w,U), then

1° Fine(E,n — 1, B, {[Ew}cfl,l}y U) CCp(E,v(w));

2° Fa(E,U) CCp(E,v(w));

3° If the n — 1-dimensional integral rectifiable homology group of U U B s trivial, then Fics(n —
1B, {8}.U) C Cy(B, v(w)).

Proof. 1° Let A € Finc(E,n — 1, B, {[Ew]c:_ },U). Set T' = [Ey]c:_ for short. Then there exists
an integral n — 1 current S supported in A, and an integral n-current R supported in U U B so that
OR=T-25.

By Lemma 2.8, it is enough to prove that ENW\(Es U Eg) C p(spt(S) N Wp).

Fix any x € ENW\(FEs U Ep). Since z ¢ Es U Ep, we know that d(3,,S, U B) > 0, and 3, \7, C
OU. Also since spt(R) is compact, and spt(R) C U U B, we know that d(3, N OU, spt(R)) > 0. Let
0 = min{d(y,, Sw U B),d(3, N OU, spt(R))} > 0.

Let 70 = 7, \B(3, N 9U, ). Then 7Y is compact, and hence inf_c 0 w(z) > 0. Therefore IY = {¢ :
0(z,t) € 10} is bounded, and hence compact. Let a = sup{t € 10 : [0,t] C I0}, and b = inf{t € I? :
[t,0] C I0}. Then 0(z,a),0(z,b) € OB(7, N AU, 3).

By the continuity of 8, for any ¢ € [a, b], there exists a neighborhood V; containing 6(x,t), and ¢ > 0,

so that d(0(V; x (t — €, t +€)),0U U S,) > 2. Since [a,b] is compact, there exists ¢ > 0, such that
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d(0(B(z,€) x [a,b]),0U U S,) > %. Since v2 = v, \B(, N U, %), we can also ask that € is small enough
so that, E(z,€) := B(z,€) N E C Eg, and 0(E(z,€) x {a,b}) C B(¥, N0U, 2).

Now let us look at the "tube” region A := 0(E(z,€) x (a,b)). Let S’ = S|4, T =T|a, and R’ = R| 4.
Then we know that R’ — (T — S’) is supported in 0A = 0(OE(z,€) X [a,b]) UO(E(x,€) x {a,b}), where
OE(x,€) is the manifold boundary of E(z,€). But we know that 6(E(z,€) x {a,b}) C B(3, N U, Z),
and d(7, N AU, spt(R))} > 4, therefore O(E(xz,€) X {a,b}) N spt(R) = 0. As a result, OR' — (T" — §') is
supported in 0(OE(z,€) x [a,b]), and thus py(OR") — ps(T" — 5') is supported outside E(z,¢).

But p¢(R’) is an n-integral current supported in the n — 1 dimensional set E, hence py(R') = 0,
and thus Opy(R') = py(OR') = 0. Since ps(OR') — py(T" — S’) is supported outside E(z,¢€), we know
that py (7" — S') is supported outside E(x,¢). That is, ps(S") | 5(z,e)= P4(T") | E(z,0)= Pt(T) | E(2,e), Which
is H" ! p(s,0Aws by definition. Hence py(S) | gw,e= pt(S) Bz.0= H" B,/ Aws. This implies in
particular that E(z,€) C p(Wy Nspt(S)). Thus we get 1°.

2° By Proposition 1.16, we know that F' € F4(F,U) C Finc(E,n — 17B’{[EW}CL1}’U)' Hence 2°
follows from 1° directly.

3° When the n — 1-dimensional integral rectifiable homology group of U U B is trivial, we know that
Sics(n — 1, B,{B},U) = Finc(E,n — 1, B,{[Ew]c:_ },U). Hence the conclusion follows directly from 2°.
|

Combine Corollary 2.7 Proposition 2.9 and Proposition 1.19, we get

Theorem 2.10. Let U be an open bounded set in R™. Let 8 be an n—2-integral current without boundary,
such that B = spt(B) C OU. Let w be a coflat calibration in U. If E € C1(B,w,U), then

1° FE is a "homological size minimizer”, that is:
(2.21) HYE) = inf HLH(F);

FeFine(En=1,B{[Eulcr _ }.U)

2° E is Almgren minimal of dimensionn —1 in U;

3° If the n — 1-dimensional integral rectifiable homology group of U U B is trivial, then E minimizes
the n — 1-Hausdorff measure among all (n — 1, B, {8}, U)-integral current spanners, that is,

2.2 W YE) = inf H ().
(2.22) B = oot )

Remark 2.11. The multiplicity one property for E is necessary. An example is given in the picture below:
we have two horizontal circles with the same size whose centers are of the same first two coordinates in
R3. We endow them with the same orientation, and let B be their union. Let E be the union of the two
discs bounded by these two circles. Let w = e} A es. Then it is a calibration, and E € C(8,w,R3). But
E is obuviously not of multiplicity one with respect to wy, and hence when the distance between the two

discs is relatively small, a pinching as in the picture will give a better competitor.

20



(-

3 Minimality for paired calibrated sets

Let d > 2 be an integer. Let V C R? be a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain. Then the exterior unit
normal vector n(z) of V exists for H? l-a.e. z € V.
For any k € N, set
OV k) ={o= (D1, - Q) : Q;,1 <i <k are mutually disjoint relatively open subsets of

(3.1) _
OV and each ; is a connected d — 1 — Lipschitz manifold with boundary}.

For any 0 = (Q1,--- Q) € O(V, k), let B(o) = oV \(UX_,Q;). Then U¥_,0Q; C B(o) (here 95); is the
manifold boundary of Q;), but it may happen that B(o)\(U_,0Q;) # 0.

We say that o is a k-Lipschitz partition of OV, if B(0o) = U¥_,09;. In particular, H?~1(B(0)) = 0.
Let Op(V, k) denote the set of all k-Lipschitz partitions of V. It is a subset of O(V, k).

Let ' C V be a closed set, let 0 = {1, ---Q} be an element in O(V, k). We say that F' separates
0,if FN AV = B(o), and 2;,1 < i < k lie in different connected components of V\F. We also say that

F is an o-separator. Denote by Fg(0) the class of all o-separators.

For any fixed abelien group G, let [€;]¢, 1 < ¢ < k denote the element in Hy(0V\B(0), G) represented
by the connected component €2; with orientation pointing outward to V. Let 0f2; also denote the manifold
boundary of the oriented manifold ;. Set [0]¢ = {[Q]e — [Qj]le,1 < i < j < k} C Ho(0V\B(0),G).
And let [Jo];c denote the set of integral currents {[0€]c: 1< i<k}

We have the following relations between classes of sets:

Lemma 3.1. Let V C R? (d > 2) be a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain. Let o € O(V,k) for some
k € N. Then
10

(3.2) §s(0) = Fie(d —1,G, B(o), [0]c, V), for any non trivial abelian group G;

2° Let E C V be such that EN OV = B(o), and for each i, there evists a d — 1-integral current T;
supported in E so that I'; is homologic to [Qi]cr  in V' U Qi. Then E € §s5(0), and

(3.3) Sine(E,d—1,B(0),{l;,1 <i <k}, V) C Fs(o).
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Conversely,

(3.4) F57 (0) C Fine(B,d —1,B(0),{T;,1 <i <k}, V) C Fies(d — 1, B(0), [00)ic, V).
3° If the d — 1-th integral rectifiable homology group Hé_l(f/) is trivial, then

(3.5) ics(d — 1, B(0), [00];c, V) C Fs(0).

Proof. 1° comes directly from definition;

2° Take any F as in 2°. For each i, let I'; be a d — 1-integral current supported in E such that there
exists a d-integral current Dl supported in V U Q; so that 8Di =TI - [Qi}%,l' Then there exists an
integer valued density function 6 in D; so that bi = gH | p,Aw where w is an orientation d-form on R4
and D; is the support of D;.

Then D; is a set of finite perimeter, and Q; C 9D; C Q; U E. In particular, Q;,ND; = (. Hence
Q; C V\D;. Now we have two disjoint relatively open subsets of V: V\(D; U E) and D;\E, which
contain ; and ©; respectively, and whose union is V\ E, hence §; and 2; belong to different connected
components of V\E. This holds for any i # j, hence E € Fg(o0).

Conversely, take any F € S?’d_l(o). By definition there exists a connected component D; of V\E so
that D; NOV = Q,. Then D; is relatively open in V, Q; € 0D; C EUQ;, and 0D; is d— 1 rectifiable with
locally finite #?~! measure, and by [7] 4.5.11, we know that Dj is a set of finite perimeter. Let D; denote
the d-integral current induced by D;, then T} := dD; — [Qi]qg_l is a d — 1-integral current supported in
F. Thus T; is homologic to [Qi]Cé,l’ and thus to T'; in V U Q;. Moreover since spt(I; — T;) C V U 0%,
by constancy theorem we know that spt(D;) C VU IQ; C V U spt(I';). Hence T; is homologic to I'; in
VUspt(l;), V1 <i < k. That is, F € Fine(E,d—1,B(0),{Ty,1 <i <k}, V) C Fies(d—1, B(0),[00)ic, V).

3° follows directly from 2°. a

Lemma 3.2 (cf. [17] Lemma 4.2). Let V C R? (d > 2) be a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain. Let
0 € Op(V,k) for some k € N. Then for each F € S’g’dil(o), we can find subsets F;,1 <1i <k of I, so
that, if we denote by F' the union of F;,1 <i < k, then

1° V\F’ has ezxactly k connected components D;,1 < i < k, each D; is a set of finite perimeter, and

we have the d — 1-essentially disjoint union
(3.6) 0«D; =Q;UF;,1<i<k,
where O, denotes the essential boundary. We also have the d-essentially disjoint union
(3.7) V= Ulgingi§
2° If we set Fy; = F;NF;,1 <i<j<k, then
(3.8) F' is the d — 1 — essentially disjoint union of F;j,1 <i < j <k.
Proof. See [17] Lemma 4.2. 0

Next we introduce coflat paired calibrations.
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Definition 3.3. 1° For any open subset V. C R?, let
(3.9)
VEWVY) = {v = (v1,---wr) : v; is a coflat divergence free vector field in a neighborhood of V,1 <i < k}.

For any v € VE(V), set M(v) = sup;<;j<y ||vi — Vjl| oo (7). Also let S, denote the union of the singular
sets Sy, : Sy, = Ui<i<kSy, -

2° Let V be a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain in RY, let v € VF(V), 0 € Op(V,k), and E C V be
closed. We say that E is paired calibrated by v with respect to o, denoted by E € PC(o,v), if

1° E separates o;
o - k
20 HIT(B) = 1 T fo (n(a), vi(2))-

Theorem 3.4. Let d > 2 be an integer. Let V be a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain in R?, so that
(R%,0V) admits a Ct triangulation. Let v € V¥(V') be such that v; —v; does not vanish on V\S, for any
i<j. Leto € Op(V k). Let E € PC(o,v), then

1° E minimizes the d — 1-dimensional Hausdorff measure among all o-separators, that is,

d—1 . d—1/7.

(3.10) HTH(E) = Felélsf(o),H (F);

2° V\E has ezxactly k connected components C;,1 <i <k, and Ci,1 <i <k contain the Q;,1 <i<k
respectively; moreover, we have the d — 1-essentially disjoint union 0C; = Q; U E;, where E; C E is a
closed subset. In addition, E = Uj<;<pE; modulo null sets.

3° Fori # j, define E;j :== E;NE;. Then we have the d—1-essentially disjoint union E = Ui<j<j<i ;.
Moreover, for each pair i < j, for H4 -almost all x € E;j, we have v;(z) — v;j(x) L T,E and |jvi(x) —
v (@)|] = M(v).

4° Let I;; be the class of all integral curves of v; —v; in V\S,. For every x € E;; NV\S,, let v* € I;;
be the element that contains x. Then for H% '-almost all x € Eij, v* N E;; = {x}, that is, it meets E;;

at exactly one point.

Proof. 1° By Proposition 1.19, it suffices to prove that

(3.11) HIYWE)=  inf  HITYF).
Fegs™ ™ (o)

Fix any F € F5° (o).

We apply Lemma 3.2 to F, and get D;, F;, F’ and Fj; as in the conclusion of Lemma 3.2. Let n;(z)
be the interior unit normal vector to 0,D; = Q; U F; at the point x, which exists for almost all x € 9, D;.
Let n(x) be the outer unit normal vector to OV at = € 9V, which exists for H? l-almost all x € 9V.
Then n;(z) = —n(x) for H4 1-almost all x € ;.

Now for each 1 < ¢ < k, we apply the divergence theorem to the vector field v; and the region D;,
and get

(3.12) /a (). v ) =0,
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Since n;(x) = —n(z) for H¢ 1-ae. x € ;. Hence we have

° /8 D; (nsfa),oi(@ T a) = /Q (na(), vi () dH" () + / (ni(z),vi(z)dH" " (x)

(3.13)
- / (i), vs()) AHE () — / (n(2), vi(2)) dH " (z).
FL' QL

We sum over ¢, and get

(3.14) Z/ YAH T (@) = Y / (ni(z), vi(z))dH " (z).

1<i<k 1<i<k

Note that for almost all z € Fj;, n;(x) = —n;(x), hence by Lemma 3.2 2°,

> [ @ utna @ = 3 [ e n) -t @

1<i<k 1<i<j<k /T
B9 3@ @l @ s S MR )
1<Z<j<k 1<z<]<k:

MyHHF') < M)HTH(F).

Combine with (3.14) we get

(3.16) S /Q (n(), vi())dHE (@) < M YHIH(F) < M()yHI 1 (F).

1<i<k

Since E € PC(o,v), we know that

(3.17) MM (E) = 3 / (), v (2))dH () < M(YHE(F),
1<i<k /S

for all F' € SIR “=1(0). Thus we get (3.11). And hence 1° is proved.

2° By 1°, Lemma 3.1 2° and Proposition 1.16, we know that £ NV is an Almgren minimal set of
dimension d — 1 in V. As a result, F is d — 1-rectifiable, i.e., £ € Sg’dfl(o).

Since E € §5“ (o), we define D; = D;(E) and the E;,1 < i < k, Ey,1 < i < j < k and
E’' = Ui<i<j<kE;; as in Lemma 3.2. Then all the inequalities in (3.15) and (3.16) are in fact equalities
for F = E. That is:

(3.18) (ni(x),vi(z) —v;(x)) = [|Jvi(x) —v;(@)|| = M(¥), H™" — a.e.x € Eyj,
and
(3.19) HIYE\E) =0

In particular, (3.18) and (3.19) tells that for H¢ l-a.e. = € E, there exists 1 < i < j < k so that
xz € E;j C 0,D; N0, Dj. This implies that Dy, ---, Dy are all the connected components of V\E, for if
there exists another one, then its boundary will be of positive H?~! measure, and will not belong to any
of these E;;. Thus we get 2°.

3° follows directly from (3.18).
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4° Fix any i # j. Since v; — v; never vanishes on V'\\S,, the integral curves of v; — v; cover all V\S,,,
so that each z € ENV\S, is passed by a ~*.

Let v € Z;;. Theny C V.

By 3°, for H? l-a.e. x € E;;, and any y € E;;Ny%, vi(y)—v;(y) & Ty Ei;, hence (ni(y), vi(y) —v;(y)) #
0. Note that (n;(y),vi(y) — v;(y)) > 0 means that the directed curve v* (with orientation v;(y) — v;(y))
goes from C; to C; through y, and (n;(y),v;(y) — v,(y)) < 0 the converse. Since 7” is connected, then
when we go along * towards the direction of v;, we will pass the boundary 9C; N 9C; through the above
two types of points in turn. In particular, if 4* N E;; = v* N (9C; N 9C;) contains more than 2 points,
then there exists a point y € v* N E;; through which 4* goes from C; to C;, i.e. (n;(y),vi(y) —v;(y)) < 0.
This contradicts the fact that (n;(y),vi(y) — v;(y)) = M(v) > 0.

Thus we get 4°. a

After Theorem 3.4, let [E;]o:  be the integral current associated to E;, so that 0[Cilor = [Ei]or | —

d—1

[Qiler
Theorem 3.5. Let d > 2 be integer. Let V be a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain in R?, so that
(R4,0V) admits a C* triangulation. Let v € V¥(V) be such that v; —v; does not vanish on V\S, for any
i <j. Let o € Op(V,k). Let E € PC(0,v), then the following assertions hold:

1° FE is a "homological minimizer”, that is:
(3.20) HIYE) = inf HEYF).

FE(‘?uw(E,d—l,B(o),{[E,-]c(§71,lgigk},V)
2° E is a d — 1-dimensional Almgren minimal set in V;
3° If the d — 1-th integral rectifiable homology group Héil(f/) is trivial, then

3.21 -1(p) = inf =1(F).
( ) H ( ) FGSics(dfll,%(o),[aa]ic,v)H ( )

Proof. It follows directly from Theorem 3.4, Lemma 3.1 2°, 3° and Proposition 1.16. a

Remark 3.6. In the theorem, we ask a relatively high reqularity for the domain V. But in many cases,
even when V is not reqular enough, we can take a reqular domain V' which is slightly larger than V, and
extend v;,1 < i < k to V' to apply the theorem, so that the paired calibrated set is minimal in V', and
thus in V. Also, if V' contains the convex hull of B(0), and every point of B(o) belongs to the boundary
of its convex hull, then we can still get the minimality of any set in PC(o0,v) due to the regularity of any

convexr domain and the convex hull property of any minimizer.

4 Minimality of the product

Now we are going to discuss the various minimality results for the product of a codimensional 1 calibrated
set of multiplcity 1 and a paired calibrated set.

Let n > 2,d > 2 be integers. Let U be an open bounded set in R™, and V' be a bounded strongly
Lipschitz domain in R?, so that (R?, V) admits a C' triangulation. Let 8 be an n — 2-integral current
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without boundary, such that B = spt(8) C OU, and let 0 = (Q,---,Q) € Op(V,k). Let E €
Fics(n—1,B,{8},U), and F € Fes(d— 1, B(0), [00)ic, V). Then U x V is open in R**¢ and (U x V) =
(OU x VYU (U x dV). Theset Ex F CU x V,and (Ex F)NA(U x V) = (B x F)U (E x B(0)).
Since E € Fies(n—1, B, {8}, U), there exists a n— 1-integral current T supported in E so that 0T = 3;
similarly, since F' € §;cs(d — 1, B(0),[00]c, V), for each 1 <14 < k, there exists a d — 1-integral current T;
supported in F' so that 9T; = [0Q]c1 . As a result, the n — d — 2-integral current T' x T; satisfies that

(4.1) AT x T;) = (OT) x T; + (—~1)"T x (8T;) = f x T; + (~1)"T x [0l e .

Now if E € C1(B,w,U) for a coflat calibration w in U, then we take T = [E,] o1

in Proposition 2.4.

_ n—1
» =H" ! pAw, as

In addition if F € PC(o,v) for some v € V¥(V) such that v; — v; does not vanish on V for any i < j.
Let C;, Fi,1 < i < k be defined by 2° in Theorem 3.4. Let [Fi]c:  be the integral current associated to
F;, so that 9[Cilor = [Filor . — [Q]er_ - We then take T; = [Fi]¢r | in (4.1). Thus (4.1) becomes

(4.2) I[Buwler | % [Fi]cgfl) =px [Fi]cgfl + (_1)n_1[Ew]CfL71 X [aﬂi}0572'

For 1 <i <k, let

[Ui]cj+d72 = a([Ew]CTIlfl X [Cz]cé) + (—1)"[Ew]c71171 x [Fi]Cd,l
(4.3) =B x [Clor + (=1)" ' Buler_ x 0Cler + (—1)"[Buler | % [Fler
| = Bx[Cloy + (1" M[Buloy_, x {[Floy, = [Uloy )+ (0" Buloy_, x [Fley,
-1)

=B x [Ciler + (=1)"[Eu]or_| x [S]er_

I
n—

Then by definition, we know that [ui]ci+d_2 is homologic to (—1)"‘1[Ew]%71 x [Filer  in UxV.
Let U; = spt([b{i]cz+d72). Then U; C O(U x V).

The first main theorem of the section is the following:

Theorem 4.1. Let n > 2,d > 2 be integers.

Let U be an open bounded set in R™. Let B be an n — 2-integral current without boundary, such that
B = spt(8) C OU. Let E € C1(B,w,U), where w is a coflat calibration in U, such that its singular set
Sw C E, and H""%(S,,) = 0.

Let V .C R? be a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain, so that (R, 0V) admits a C' triangulation. Let
F € PC(o,v), where 0 = (Q1,--- ,Q) € Op(V, k) for some k € N, and v € V¥(V) is such that v; — v;
does not vanish on V\S, for anyi < j.

Suppose that U x V is a SR-domain.

Let H = {[Euv]c: | x [Filc: ,1<i <k}, where Fy and [Fi]cr_ are as defined above.

Then

(4.4) H"M2Ex F) = inf{H""2(A): A€ Finc(Ex F,n+d—2,(Bx F)U(E x B(o)), H,U x V)}.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 will keep us busy for the rest of this section. Before proving the theorem,
we will first introduce some notations, and then give two propositions which asserts that we can restrict

our attention to competitors with better properties. Finally we finish our proof.
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Let T = (Bx F)U(ExB(o)) =(Ex F)Nno(U x V). Let T'; = (B x F;) U (E x 09;). Note that
U x V is a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain in R"*¢, by Proposition 1.19 it is enough to prove that

(4.5) HI2(E x F) <inf{H"""2(A): A e §PUEx Fon+d—2,1,H,U x V)}.

Let us first introduce some notations.

Let W =W, v = v(w) (cf. Definition 2.3), and take the notations Wy, p = p,, 0,7, etc. as before.

Let B/ = E x V. Let ¢ be a unit d-vector of R, and let w’ = w A ¢*, then it is a coflat calibration
in U x V, and its singular set is Sy = Sy X V. Let W =W,y = W xV C U x V, and let v/ = v(w')
in U x V (cf. Definition 2.3). Also, let WJ Cc U x V, 8, ~. for z € W', p' : W — E'\Sy be defined
similarly. We extend p’ to D' := E' U W{ by defining p’(z) = z for all z € E'.

Let B' = E'NO(U x V). Let ' = 0[E,Jcr ,  where [E},Jor = H" " [priw].

Note that v'(z,y) = (v(z),0) for all (z,y) € U x V; 0'(z,t) = (0(x,t),y), 7. = V= X {y} for z =
(x,y) e W, Wi =Wy x V, p'(z,y) = (p(z),y) for all (z,y) € W{. The set E' € C1(8',w',U x V). By
Theorem 2.10, E’ is an n + d — 1-Almgren minimal set in U x V.

Set Te=B(O(U xV),e) ={z€UxV :d(z,0U xV)) < €}.

After introducing the above notations, let us give two simplifications: Proposition 4.2 and Proposition
4.3. Proposition 4.2 says that we can only consider competitors which coincides with E/ = E x V near
O(U x V). Based on this, Proposition 4.3 says that modulo adding a set of arbitrary small H"+9=2-
measure, the projection of such a competitor under p’ can ”separate” the regions U;, 1 < ¢ < k (which
form a ”partition” of the boundary of E x V) inside the set E' = E x V. Recall that [04]% ,_, is
homologic to [Ew]cr % [Filor ,1<i<k.

Proposition 4.2. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1: For each € > 0, and for any A € Sf,fc’m'd_Q(E X

Fon+d—2,T,HU xV)}, there exists § > 0 and A’ € §L,E" V" 2(Ex Fon+d—2,0,H,U x V)}, so
that A' N Tys C E', H"H972(A") < HPHI2(A) + e
Proof. Recall that U x V is a SR-domain. Let L,¢q be its SR-constants. Take any n < €. Let
¢ :UxV x[0,1] be a (L,n)-self retract of U x V. Let ©, = (E x F)\(U x V),, = (E x F) N Ta,. Let
A = AU0O,. Set A’ = ¢i(A1)U©,. Since ¢i(A;) C U x V, there exists 6 = J, € (0,1/4) so that
91(A1) C (U x V),5. Thus we know that A'N7Tys = 6, C E x F C E'. Moreover,

Hn+df2(A/) < /Hnerf2

< f}_l’nr‘rde

p1(An)] +H 2 (O,)
p1(A; N (U x V)Q_n)] + 7‘[”+d72[<,01 (41N Tzn] + ’H"+d72(@n)
(4.6) < H2(AN (U x V)s,) + L2t d=2(4) AT ) + HH2(0,)
< HIA) L (AN T £ H2(O,)] 1 W2,
— H’”ﬂf’d-Q(A) + LTL+d—2Hn+d—2(A N 7-277) + (Ln+d—2 + 1)Hn+d—2(6n).

[
[

Now since H"T42[ANOU x V)] = H" T4 2[(E x F)NA(U x V)] = 0, we know that

(4.7) lim L™ 212 (AN To,) + (LMH2 + D)HH2(0,) = 0.

n—0

Hence there exists 7 so that L"H4=2H"+d=2(AN Ty,)) + (L"F4-2 + 1)H"H4-2(0,)) < ¢, that is

(4.8) HMHI72(AN) < HPPT2(A) e
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Fix such an 7, and thus a 0 = d,. The rest is to prove that the corresponding A’ satisfies that
A e Sf}i’"+d72(E x Fin+d—2,T,H,U x V)} for each 7. Since A’ is the union of Lipschitz images of
A and ©,,, both of which are n + d — 2-integral regular, we know that so is A’.

Nowlet 1 <i < k. Let 5] = [Ew]cr_ x[Fi]or | for short. Since A € Finc(EXF,n+d=2,I', H,UxV)},
there exists an n+d — 2 integral current S; supported in A, and a n+d — 1-integral current R; supported
in (U x V)UT; so that OR; = S; — S]. Then we have

(49) 8R'L - Si - Sz/ I_/Tzr]_S: L(UXV);77.

Now let S} = S; — S)|7,,, and S? = S} L(va)z_n' Then they are homologic, spt(S}) C Ay, and spt(S?) C
(U x V),

Next, since ¢ is a Lipschitz deformation, we know that ¢14(S}) is homologic to ¢14(S?) in (U x
V)i Since spt(S7) € (U x V), and 901|(va);" = id, we know that ¢q4(5?) = S?, and hence
©1,4(SF) ~pr (Bxr) Si = Sil7,+S7, which means that

_, 82, Then since S/
ntrd—2((UXV)5) 4 Sl ~H

I
n+d—2

S? NHI, o (ExF;) S; — Si|7,, we have

(4.10) 140D ~arwxvsumxm 5= SilTa,
and hence

(4.11) P14(S0) + 5] |~7-2nNH,IL+d_2((UxV)u[(ExFi)ﬂa(UxV)}) S;.

Note that spt(¢1,4(S;)+S;|7,) C A’. We have thus proved that A" € gf,i’"er_Q(ExF, n+d—2,T, H, U x
i O

Note that in the proof of Proposition 4.2 we do not need the hypothesis H"~2(S,,) = 0. But it will

be needed in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1. Let A € gf,i’d(E xFn+d—2T HUxV)}
so that there exists § > 0 such that AN Ty C E'. Then for any € > 0, and any 1 <1 < k, there exists a
n +d — 1 integral current Q; supported on E' so that U; C spt(9Q;)), spt(0Q; — [ui]CfL+d,2) is HnHd=2
essentially disjoint from (U x V'), and H"T9=2(spt(0Q:)\[p'(AN D) UU;]) < e.

Proof. Since AN Ty C E', for each 1 < i < k, there exists a n + d — 1 integral current R; supported in
(U x V)UTy, so that spt(OR; — [Ew]o:r | x [Filer ) C A, and spt(R;) N Tas C E'.

Fix any 1 < i < k. Let T; = OR; — [Ew]CfL,l X [Fi]cj_l' Then spt(T;) € A. Let R} = R; +
(=1)"([Ewlcr | % [Cilc1), then OR! =T, + (—1)”[1/{1]61711“72. Hence spt(OR} — (—1)"[1/{,-]%”72) C A
Moreover since spt([Ew]c: | % [Cilcr) C E', we still have spt(R}) N Tas C E'.

We would like to "project” R} to E’ along p’. So we have to deal with the singular set SJ,.

Since E’ is n + d — 1-Almgren minimal in U x V', by the monotonicity of density and the Ahlfors
regularity for reduced minimal sets (cf. [3]), there exists a constant C' that depends only on n, so that
for each z € B/ N (U x V), the density ratio function r — 6,(r) = W) is non decreasing
on (0,1d(z,0(U x V))) and bounded by C, thus the H""4"!-density 6(z) = lim, ¢ % of

E' on z exists and is no more than C. Therefore for each z € S/, C E’, there exists 7, > 0 so that
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B(z,r.) C U x V, and for any r < r., the density ratio 0.(r) € [0(z),26(z)). This means, for any
O<t<s<r,,

(4.12) 0(2)s" =1 < WL (B(z,5) A B < 29(z)8"+d_1
and
(4.13) 0(z)t" T <H TN B2, t) N E) < g@(z)t"“i’l.

As a result, we know that

(4.14) Hn+d—1(E/ N B(Z,S)\B(Z,t)) < 9(2)5n+d_1 _ 9(Z)tn+d_1,

N W

We apply the coarea formula ([7] 3.2.22) to the 1-Lipschitz map f = d(z,-), and get that
s 3
(4.15) / H" 2B N OB(z,7))dr < §H(Z)Sn+d_1 — Gzt
r=t
When s = 2t, we have

(4.16) / W2 (B OB (2, 1)) dr < ga(z)s"”*l —oE) < gcsw*l.

This means, by Chebyshev, that the set {r € [$,s] : H"T9"2(E' N 0B(z,r)) < 8Cs" T2} is of positive
measure. On the other hand, let [Eq’ﬂ,]czwi1 be the n + d — 1-integral current H"+9~!| gp/Aw’,, then

) = 0, we know that for a.e.
lB(z,ry) C E'NOB(z,7). As

by slicing for integral current ([7] 4.2.1), since B(z,r) N Spt(a[E;)/]cz+

d—1

r € [5,s], the set B'NOB(z,r) is n+d — 2-rectifiable, and spt(9([E,|c1

ntd—1
a result, there exists r € [, s] so that

(4.17) E'NOB(z,r) is n 4 d — 2-rectifiable, H"T4"2(E' N 9B(z,7)) < Cyr" 42,
and
(4.18) spt(a([E;J,}Cmﬂ |B(zr)) C E'NOB(z,7).

where O = 2"T4*1C only depends on n and d.

Now since H"2(S,) = 0, and S,, C E, we know that H"t9=2(S’) = H"t¥"2(S, x V) = 0. In
particular, H"+92(S’ \Ta5) = 0. Moreover we know that S’ \T5s is compact.

As a result, for a fixed 7 > 0, there exists a finite family of balls B; = B(z;,5;),1 <i< NinU xV
with s; < §/2, so that S/ \Tas C U, B;, and Zf\il snTd=2 < 92=n—dr We can suppose that B;NS,, # 0,
and hence by replacing s; by 2s; if necessary, we can suppose that z; € S,,. Now by the above argument,
for each i there exists r; € [s;,2s;] so that (4.17) and (4.18) hold for z = z;,r = r;:

(4.19) E' N 0B(z;,1;) is n + d — 2-rectifiable, H"T=2(E' N dB(2;,1;)) < Cyri T2
and
(4.20) Spt(@([E:U/]CI I_B(Ziﬂ’i)) CcCE'N GB(zi, Ti>.

n+d—1
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Moreover since r; < 2s;, we have

N

(4.21) > orrtdtt o

i=1
Let B, = B(zi,ri), and let Uy = UY,B/. Then it is an open subset of U x V\725. Note that
E'NoUy C UN(E'NOB.), hence by (4.21),

N N
(4.22) HHH(E N 0UG) <Y CHMHITA(E NOB) < Gy Y ittt < Oy

i=1 i=1

Set Go = p'"H(E'\(Up U Tas)). It is well defined, because S/ \Tzs C Up. Let G = Go U Tzs. Let R? =
R}|g. Since spt(R}) N Ty C E', we know that spt(R?) C D’. Recall that IR} = T; + (—1)"[U;] o

ntd—2’

and spt(T;) C A is n + d — 2-essentially disjoint from U; C (U x V). Also we have U; C Tas, hence
U; N OG = . Therefore we have

(4.23) U; C spt(ORF) C [U; U spt(T;) U (0G N spt(RZ))] N D'.
Let Q; = p} (R?). Then it is supported in E’, and

spt(0Q;) = spt(Opy(R7)) = spt(py 0 ORT) C p' (spt(RY))
C ' ([Us U spt(Ty) U (0G N spt(R2))] N D')
= p'(Us) Up/ (spt(T;) N D') U p'(8G N spt(R}))
CU;Up (AND")Up (0G N spt(R?)).

(4.24)

Note that 9G = (G U Tzs) C [0Go\Tzs] U [0T35\Go], hence
(4.25) p'[0G N spt(R?)] C p'[spt(R?) N 0Go\Tas] U p'[spt(RY) N 9T35\Go)-
For the first term of (4.25), since 9Gy C U x V, we have

P'[spt(RY) N 0Go\Tas] € p'[spt(RF) N 0Go N (U x V)]

(4.26)
C P0G N (U x V)] C (E' N aly);

For the second term of (4.25), we know that spt(R?) N Tys C E' NG, and E' N T35 NG C Gy, hence
spt(R?) N dT35\Go = 0, and thus
(4.27) Plspt(R?) N 9Ts5\Gol = 0.
Combining (4.24)-(4.27) we get
(4.28) spt(0Q;) CU; Up (AN D') U (E' N o).
As a result, by (4.22),
(4.29) H T2 (spt(0Q)\[P' (AN DY Ul)) < H'HI2(E' nol,) < Cy7.

Let 7 = ¢/C4, and we get the conclusion. a
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Corollary 4.4. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 4.1. Let A € Sf}i’d(ExF, n+d—2,T, H,UXV)} so that
there exists 0 > 0 such that ANTys C E'. Then for any e > 0, and any 1 < i < k, there exists an+d—1
integral current Q; supported on E', and a n+ d — 2-integral current K; in E' whose support is H 42
essentially disjoint from O(U x V'), so that 0Q; = K; + [Ui]ciﬁd, and H'H4=2(p/ (AN D'\K;) < e.

Proof. This is a direct corollary from the above proposition. Just let K; = 0Q; — [U;] 1 ) a

n4+d—2

Proof of Theorem 4.1.

After Proposition 1.19 and Proposition 4.2, it is enough to prove that for each A € S’fﬁ’”er*z(ExF, n+
d—2,T, H,U x V) so that there exists § > 0 such that ANTys C E’, we have H" 1= 2(Ex F) < H"4-2(A).

So take a such A. Let € > 0 be given. By Corollary 4.4, for each 1 < ¢ < k, there exists an+d — 1
integral current @; supported on E’, and a n+d—2-integral current K; supported in U x V whose support is
H" 472 essentially disjoint from 9(U x V'), so that 0Q; = Ki+[ui]c7{+d72, and H" 42 (p/(AND")\K;) < e.
Without loss of generality, we can suppose that spt(Q;) is connected. Otherwise, we just replace it by its
restriction to the connected component that contains ;.

Note that the @;,1 < i < k are of full dimension in E'; E' N (U x V) is a manifold except at a set
of codimenion at most 8, and the multiplicity of 0Q; at U; is 1, so we know that the multiplicity of Q;
near U; is 1. Then by the constancy theorem, since spt(Q;) is connected, we know that the multiplicity
of Q; is 1 everywhere on spt(Q;). So let Q; = H"+d4-1 Lspt(Q:)/\Gi» Where (; is a measurable orientation
on spt(Q;). Then again since 0Q; = [ui]0£+d_2 + K;, we know that ¢; = w’, H* 471 Lspt(Qi)-a-e.

Set Ry = Q1; and for 2 < i < k — 1, set Ry = H"H471| (Qj)/\w;; finally set Ri =

spt(Qi)\UjZ] spt
d—1 /

M L(Ex\’/)\u;-‘;}sptmzj)Aw*'
Then the spt(R;),1 < i < k are H" ¥~ L-essentially disjoint, UF_, spt(R;) = E’, and

(4.30) spt(OR;) C Ué-:lspt(ﬁRj) C Uk spt(K;)] U [UE_ ],

Moreover, since the set E x Q; is H""4~2 essentially disjoint from the E x Q; for j # i, and from the
parts [UX_, spt(K;)], therefore by definition of R;, we know that last part in the right-hand-side of (4.30)
is in fact only spt(U;). That is,

(4.31) spt(OR;) C [UX_ spt(K;)]| Ul

where the last union is a H"*?~2-essentially disjoint union. Set K! = OR; — [ui}cflwfz' Then spt(K]) C
[UX_ spt(K;)], and spt(K]) is H" 92 essentially disjoint from ;.

Since we have the essentially disjoint union £’ = U¥_ spt(R;), and since E’ N (U x V) is a manifold
except a subset of dimension at most n — 8, we know that for H" T4 2-a.e. z € Ul spt(OR;) N[E' N (U x
V)] = Ul spt(K]), there exists exactly 2 1 <1 < j <k, so that z € spt(OR;) N spt(OR;).

As a result, we have

(1) Let A’ = UF_,spt(K]) C E'. Then for H" 4 2a.e. z € A/, there exists exactly 2 1 <i < j <k,
so that z € Aj; := spt(K]) N spt(K}), and o(z) = —07}(2), where o} is the orientation of K. Hence A’ is

the H" T4~ 2-essentially disjoint unions A’ = Uy<icj<iAl;, and spt(K]) = Uj Aj;.
(2) Moreover, by definition of K! and A’, we know that H"+t4=2(A"\p/(AN D)) < ¢, and hence we

know that H"+42(A}\p'(AND")) < eforany 1 <i<j<k.
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Now since the n + d — 2 forms w A vi- are closed, we have for each 1 < i < k,

(4.32) 0= (OR;,w Avi) = (K, wAv) + <[ui]cf+d72»w A V).
That is,
(4.33) (Uiler  wAvt) = 7/ (o, w A v )dH T2,
n+d—2
spt(KY)

By (1), we have

(4.34) ([Z/{i]chd g JwA V) = —Z , (o, w A v )dH 72,
g#i T A
We sum over 1 < ¢ < k, and since o} = —0’ for H*t4=2_a.e. on Al]7 we get
S (Wler,, wnvty=— Z/ ol w A v M2
<1<k 1<i<k 7
(4.35) == 7
= Z (o}, w Avj —w A v )dH T2,

1<i<j<k’ A%

Now let A;; be the first inverse image of A Np'(AN D’) under p’. Then since the A] ; are pairwise

disjoint, so are A;;. Moreover by (2), we know that
(4.36) HHI2(AL\P (A N D)) < e1<i<j<k

Now for each ¢, let o; be the orientation on A;j, so that o} is the orientations on p(A;j) associated to
0;, as defined in Lemma 2.6. Then for each 1 <14 < j < k, by Lemma 2.6 4°, with ¢ = p/, v’ = o (resp.

O';) on p/(Aij nopD’ ) c Al

ij» u=0; (resp. 0;), we have

(4.37) / (o, w A v )dH T2 / (o3, w A v )ydH™ T2
(Ai;ND’) Aij
and
(4.38) / (o, w A v )dH T2 = / (oj,w A v )dH" T2,
p'(Ai;ND’) Aij
Since o} = —o’; for H 2 g6 2 € Aj;, we have
(4.39) / (o], w A (v] — v ))dH T2 = / (03w A (v = v))dH T2,
(Ai;ND") Aij
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Combine with (4.35), we have

(4.40)
Z U, w Av}) = Z (of,w Avj —w A v )dH T2

1<i<k 1<i<j<k A%

D I B RN S | (Ghow A (o} =)
1<i<j<k p'(Ai;ND’) A \P'(Ai;NDY)

— Z / (i, w A (v —v))dH™ 472 + / (o], w A (v = v;))dH" 42
1<i<j<k” Ais 1<i<j<k /A \p'(AiND")

< D0 HTTEAY) |l A (o — o) llecdH M2 YT HITE (ALY (A 0 D) w A (v = o) loo
1<i<j<k 1<i<j<k

< > M@H™T(AyG) + (5)M(v)e < M)H™2(A) + (5) M(v)e
1<i<j<k

by (4.36), and since the A;;,1 <1i < j < k are disjoint subsets of A.
On the other hand, if we take A = E x F, then it is easy to see that A;; = Agj = FE x Fj;, and hence

) 1y n+d—2
(4.41) S (Wiler,, owAvE) = M) 2(E x F)
1<i<k
since F' € PC(0,v). Hence we have, for any A € gf}i’"+d_2(E x Fon+d—2,T,H U x V) so that there
exists 0 > 0 such that AN 7y C E’, and every € > 0, we have

(4.42) Mu)H" ™ 72(E x F) < M(v)H"™72(A) + (5) M (v)e.

Thus

(4.43) H T E x F) < HH72(A).

This completes our proof of Theorem 4.1. a

Theorem 4.5. Let n > 2,d > 2 be integers.

Letn > 2,d > 2 be integers.

Let U be an open bounded set in R™. Let 8 be an n — 2-integral current without boundary, such that
B = spt(8) C OU. Let E € C1(B,w,U), where w is a coflat calibration in U, such that its singular set
Sw C E, and H""%(S,) = 0.

Let V C R? be a bounded strongly Lipschitz domain, so that (R?,0V) admits a C* triangulation. Let
F € PC(o,v), where 0 = (Q,--- ,Q) € Op(V, k) for some k € N, and v € V¥(V) is such that v; — v;
does not vanish on V\S, for anyi < j.

Suppose that U x V is a SR-domain.

Then

1° The product E x F is a n + d — 2-dimensional Almgren minimal set in U x V.

2° Suppose in addition that the (n + d — 2)-th integral rectifiable homology group HE , (U x V) is
trivial. Let H = {0[[Ew]cr % [Fi]cr_ 1,1 <i <k}, where Fy and [Fi]c:_ are as defined at the beginning
of the section. Then

(444)  HI2(E x F) = inf{H"2(A) s A € Fiseln+d— 2, (B x F)U (E x B(0)), H,U x V)}.
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Proof. 1° is a direct corollary of Theorem 4.1 and Proposition 1.16; 2° follows directly from Theorem
4.1. a

5 New types of singularities for Plateau’s problem

As stated in the introduction, we can find new types of Almgren minimal cones with the help of Theorem
4.5. We will give examples below. Note that for any cone, its minimality is equivalent to its minimality
in any open convex domain that contains the origin. And the regularity of any convex domain is quite
enough for us to apply our theorems in the previous sections.

Let us first introduce some notations:

-A set C C R" is called a cone, if it contains 0, and for any A > 0, we have A\C' = C'. In other words,
it is a set composed of rays issued from the origin.

-Given a cone C' C R"™, it is completely determined by its intersection with the unit sphere X =
cnst i

-Conversely, given any subset X C R™, we let C(X) = {tz: 0 <t < o0,z € X} denote the cone over
X. In particular, if X € S”7!, then C(X)NS" ! = X.

-If X € S"7! is an oriented n — 2-submanifold, then C(X) is called a regular cone. It is a manifold

except at the origin.

5.1 Examples of coflat calibrated minimal cones of multiplicity 1

Proposition 5.1 (Multiplicity for regular calibrated area minimizing hypercones). Let M C S"~! be an
oriented n— 2-submanifold. Let C(M) be the cone over M. If w is a coflat calibration in the unit ball B™,
so that C(M) is calibrated by w with respect to [M]Ci_z’ then C(M) is of multiplicity 1. In particular,
C(M) e Cl([M]CLZ),w,B).

Proof. By Proposition 2.4, we know that C'(M) is of multiplicity no less than 1. Hence it is enough to
prove that the multiplicity is no more than one.

Since M is a closed surface of codimension 1, we know that C'(M) separates the unit ball B™ into
two connected components C; and Cy. Let u be the orientation of C'(M) induced by the orientation of
M. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that the vector field v points ourward from C into Cs.
Again by Proposition 2.4, we know that (u,,w,;) =1 H" !-a.e. on C(M). Now for any integral curve -y
of wy in B\S,, if it touches C'(M) at a point p, then since (u, ,w, ) =1, we know that it goes from Cy
to Cy via p. As a result, it cannot touch C (M) at more than one point because if so, then it goes from

C1 to C3 more than once without going from Cy to C7, which is not possible. a

As a corollary of the above proposition, we have the following coflat calibrated minimal cone of

multiplicity 1 that satisfy the condition of Theorems 4.1 and 4.5:

Example 5.2 (Regular area-minimizing hypercones). 1° Every area-minimizing cone Cp_1 s_1 C R"T#
(in particular, the Simons cone) (cf. [19] Theorem 1.8);

2° More generally homogeneous area-minimizing hypercones C (cf. [19] Theorem 1.9).
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5.2 Examples of paired calibrated minimal cones

In this subsection we simply give examples of coflat paired calibrated cones.

Example 5.3 (Regular calibrated hypercones of multiplicity 1). As in the proof of Proposition 5.1,
we know that every regular hypercone C(M) separates the unit sphere B into two connected compo-
nents Q,Qo, where M is an oriented n — 2 submanifold of S"~'. Then C(M) separates B into two
connected components C; = C(Q1)\{0},i = 1,2. Now suppose w is a coflat calibration such that
C(M) € C([M]Ci_2,w,B). Modulo changing the index we can suppose that on almost every point on
M, wy points ourward from Cy into Co. By the definition of a coflat calibration and Proposition 2.4, we
know that ||w||e = 1.

Now o = (21,92) € Op(B,?2) is a Lipschitz partition of OB, v = (w,,—w,) € V2(B), and M(v) =
lwi — (—wi)|leo = ||2w1]loo = 2. Then C(M) € PC(o,v).

Example 5.4 (Cones over simplices in R™ with d > 3, [14]). Let d > 3. Let o be a unit reqular d-simplex
centered at the origin of R®. Let C, be the cone over the d — 2-skeleton of o. Let o be the Lipschitz
partition of do so that B(o) = C, NOc. Then there exists a family of coflat paired calibrations v so that
C, € PC(o,v).

Example 5.5 (Cones over squares in R? with d > 4, [2]). Let d > 4. Let Q be the closed unit cube
centered at the origin of R%. Let Cq be the cone over the d — 2-skeleton of Q. Let o be the Lipschitz
partition of 0Q so that B(o) = CoNOQ. Then there ezists a family of coflat paired calibrations v so that
CQ S PO(O, V).

5.3 Examples of new families of singularities

Take the examples in the previous 2 subsections and apply Theorem 4.5, we have:

Theorem 5.6. 1° The product of any two homogeneous area-minimizing hypercones (Example 5.2) (same
or different) is an Almgren minimal cone.

2° The product of any homogeneous area-minimizing hypercone (Example 5.2, 5.3) and any cone over
a simplex in R? for d > 3 (Example 5.4) is an Almgren minimal cone.

3° The product of any homogeneous area-minimizing hypercone (See Example 5.2, 5.3) and any cone

over a cube in R? for d > 4 (Example 5.5) is an Almgren minimal cone.
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