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IMPROVED CONVERGENCE THEOREMS FOR BUBBLE CLUSTERS.
II. THE THREE-DIMENSIONAL CASE

G. P. LEONARDI AND F. MAGGI

ApsTrRACT. Given a sequence {&}}x of almost-minimizing clusters in R® which converges in L'
to a limit cluster €& we prove the existence of C*“-diffeomorphisms fi between dE and OE;, which
converge in C! to the identity. Each of these boundaries is divided into C**-surfaces of regular
points, C*“-curves of points of type Y (where the boundary blows-up to three half-spaces
meeting along a line at 120 degree) and isolated points of type T' (where the boundary blows up
to the two-dimensional cone over a one-dimensional regular tetrahedron). The diffeomorphisms
fr are compatible with this decomposition, in the sense that they bring regular points into
regular points and singular points of a kind into singular points of the same kind. They are
almost-normal, meaning that at fixed distance from the set of singular points each fi is a normal
deformation of OF, and at fixed distance from the points of type 7', fi is a normal deformation
of the set of points of type Y. Finally, the tangential displacements are quantitatively controlled
by the normal displacements. This improved convergence theorem is then used in the study of
isoperimetric clusters in R3.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. This paper is the second part of [CLM14]. In [CLM14, Theorem 3.1], having
in mind to address the convergence of stratified singular sets in geometric variational problems,
we have detailed a procedure to construct structured diffeomorphisms between manifolds with
boundary (in arbitrary dimension and codimension). This result was then used as the starting
point to obtain an improved convergence theorem for planar almost-minimizing clusters, which in
turn was used to the address a question posed by Almgren in [Alm76] concerning the classification
of isoperimetric clusters. We discuss here the extension of these results to almost-minimizing
clusters in R3. There are of course major difficulties in this extension, as the structure of
singular sets is by far more complex in three-dimensions than in the planar case. Referring
to the introduction of [CLM14] for detailed motivations, bibliographical references and further
applications of improved convergence theorems, we directly pass to introduce the main results
proved in this paper.

1.2. Clusters. A N-cluster £ in R" (N,n > 2) is a family € = {€(h)}}_, of sets of locally finite
perimeter in R™ such that 0 < |E(h)| for 1 <h < N and [E(h)NE(k)| =0for 1 <h <k < N.
The set £(h) is the hth chamber of £ and £(0) = R™\ Uthl is the exterior chamber of £. The
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volume vol (£) € RY of € has hth entry given by |£(h)|, and the perimeter of £ relative to
F C R" is defined by

N
_%ZP pF)= Y HNFNEEK),  P()=PERY,
=0

0<h<k<N

where E(h, k) = 0*E(h)NO*E(k) and 0* E denotes the reduced boundary of a set of locally finite
perimeter E in R"”. We shall always normalize (modulo Lebesgue null sets) the chambers E(h)
so to have that cl (0*E(h)) = 0E(h) for h =0, ..., N, where cl stands for topological closure. In
this way, setting

N N
o =|Joem), oe=Joemy= |J Emk), BE) =0E\dE

h=1 h=1 0<h<k<N

we have P(£; F) = H' L(FN9*E) and cl (0*E) = OE. An isoperimetric cluster is a N-cluster £
in R" such that

P(&) < P(F) whenever vol (£) = vol (F).

If £ is an isoperimetric cluster, then & is a (A, rp)-minimizing cluster in R™ (for some positive
constants A and ry depending on € only) according to the following definition. Setting

Z (€ YNF|, A& F) =dp(E,F),

for the L'-distance between the N-clusters € and F in F' C R™, one says that & is a (perimeter)
(A, ro)-minimizing cluster in R™ if

P(5§Bx,r) < P(./.", B:c,r) —i—Ad(E,f), (1’1)

whenever z € R", r < rg and £(h)AF(h) CC B, for every h =1,...,N. In this case, following
[AIm76], 0*E is a C'1P-hypersurface in R” for every 8 € (0,1), H" 1(X(£)) = 0, and E(h) is an
open set for every h = 0, ..., N; see also [CLM14, Section 3]. If in addition £ is an isoperimetric
cluster, then 9€ is bounded and 0*€ is a constant mean curvature (thus analytic) hypersurface.

1.3. Taylor’s regularity theorem. When n = 3 much more can be said about (&) and
the behavior of 9*€ near ¥(€) thanks to Taylor’s theorem [Tay76]. In Theorem 1.1 below we
formulate her result in our context. To this end, we denote by Y a reference closed cone in
R? defined by three half-planes meeting along their common boundary line (which contains the
origin of R3) by forming 120 degrees angles. We denote by T a reference closed cone in R3
spanned by edges of a regular tetrahedron and with vertex at the barycenter of the tetrahedron
— which is assumed to be the origin of R3. Both Y and T are two-dimensional cones in R? (with
vertex at the origin), and it turns out that, modulo isometries, they model (as tangent cones)
all the possible singularities of (A, ro)-minimizing clusters in R3. By exploiting [Tay76] one can
indeed deduce the following result, where, given M C R3 and 2 € M, we use the notation

H2(M N B,,)

5 (provided this limit exists) . (1.2)

Oy (z) = lim
r—0+ r

Theorem 1.1. There exists o € (0,1) with the following property. If € is a (A, ry)-minimizing
cluster in R3, then Opg(x) exists for every x € OE and

E ={bge =7},  B(E) =Ty(E)UEr(£),

Sy (€) = {0 = 0v(0)},  S(€) = {Boe = 07(0)). (13)
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Moreover, Xp(E) is locally finite, there exists a locally finite family S(E) of closed connected
topological surfaces with boundary in R? such that

= S\ 27(&) is a CY*-surface with boundary in R3 f0r every S € §(€),
oe=|J s, oe= J mt(9), = |J bd(sy), (1.4)

Ses(€) SeS(E) Ses(€)

and there exists a locally finite family T'(E) of closed connected CH®-curves with boundary in R3
such that
Sy(€) = J int(y), = |J pd(y (1.5)

el (€) veT(€)

Finally, for every x € OE there exists a cone X in R® (with vertex at the origin) such that, with
hdp, denoting the Hausdorff distance localized in the ball Br (see (2.1) below), one has

0 —x
lim thR( —. >_o, YR > 0. (1.6)
Here, if x € 0*E, then X is a plane, and if v € X(E), then X = g(Y') or X = ¢g(T) for a linear
isometry g of R® depending on whether x € Yy (£) or x € Xp(E). X is called the tangent cone
to OE at x, and we set X = T,0E.

Remark 1.2 (Clusters of class C?!). As a byproduct of (1.6) one sees that if S € S(£) and
vg € C%(int (S);S?) is such that 7,8 = vg(x)* for every z € int (S), then vg can be extended
by continuity to the whole S. If 9*£ is a surface of class C?, then V vg is a continuous R” @ R"-
field on int (S) (here we are using the convention adopted in [CLM14] that tangential gradients
to manifolds are seen as linear maps on the whole ambient tangent space which take zero values
on the orthogonal directions to the manifold). Correspondingly, we say that a (A, ro)-minimizing
cluster & in R? is of class C%1 if 9*E€ is of class C*! and if, for every S € S(€), Vvg can be
extended by continuity to the whole S in such a way that for each z,y € S one has

IVovs(y) = Vus(@)| < Cla —yl,
vs(y) —vs(z) = Vivs(a)le =)l < Ol —yf*, (1.7)
vs(z) - (y —2) = Vors(@)lz —y) - (y —2)| < Cle —yf*,

for some constant C' depending on € only, and where ||-|| denotes the operator norm on R"@R™.
We notice that by the higher regularity results of [KNS78] each isoperimetric cluster in R? is of
class C%! (actually analytic). Moreover, (1.7) implies that each v € T'(€) is of class C?**.

1.4. The improved convergence theorem and some applications. If £ isa (A, rp)-minimizing
cluster in R3, then we say that f € C1*(0&;R?) provided f : € — R? is continuous on 9&,
f e Che(8*) for every S € S(€) and

I fllcre@e) == sup [[fllcrass) < oo.
SeS(€)

If £ and F are (A, ro)-minimizing clusters in R?, then f is a C1®-diffeomorphism between 0 and
OF provided f is an homeomorphism between € and 0F, f € CH*(0&;R3), f~! € CL*(0F;R3)
and

fEy(E)) =2y (F), fEr(&)) =Er(F).
Finally, if ve : 0*€ — S? is any Borel vector field with vg(z) € {vem) (@), veay ()} for = €
E(h,k) and f : 9*E — R3, then we define the tangential component of f with respect to 9*€,
Tef 1 0°E = R3, as

Tef (@) = f(x) = (f(2) -ve(x))ve(x),  we€d’E.
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Our improved convergence theorem takes then the following form (here, o € (0,1) is as in
Theorem 1.1).

Theorem 1.3. Given A >0, rg > 0 and a bounded (A, rg)-minimizing cluster £ in R3 of class
C?1, then there exist positive constants pg and Cqy (depending on A and E) with the following
property. If {E}ren is a sequence of (A, ro)-minimizing clusters in R® such that (&, &) — 0
as k — oo, then for every pu < ug there exist k() € N and a sequence of maps {fk}ka(M) such
that each fi, is a CY-diffeomorphism between OE and &, with

| frllcre(aey < Co,
Jm [ f = Idfjere) =0,
—o0

C (1.8)
[Te(fi = 1d)llcr(ae) < 70 [ fr —1d[lcr sy o)) »

Te(fi —1d) =0, on 0E \ 1,(X(€)).

Remark 1.4. The last property in (1.8) says that fi is almost-normal on 0, meaning that it
is a normal deformation of O£ at a fixed distance from (€). Actually more is true, as it will
become apparent from the proof of Theorem 1.1: the diffeomorphisms fj is also almost normal
on Yy (). More precisely, for each v € I'(£), denoting by m2v the projection of v € R? on T},
and setting (77h)(z) = 71 (h(x)) for h: vy — R3, then

C
7 (fr—1d) =0 on v\ L(S7(£)), W(fk—ldwcwsfufk—lduoomw», (1.9)

see in particular Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6 below. Notice that the penultimate condition in (1.8)
and the second condition in (1.9) express a quantitative control on the tangential displacements
in terms of the corresponding normal displacements.

There are of course many different applications of Theorem 1.3 that one may wish to explore.
One direction is definitely the discussion of global stability inequalities. In the case of the planar
counterpart of Theorem 1.3, namely [CLM14, Theorem 1.5], this kind of analysis has been
performed on planar double-bubbles [CLM12] and hexagonal honeycombs [CM14]. Another
interesting direction is discussing the relation between strict stability (positive second variation)
and local minimality. Leaving for future investigations these kind of questions, we discuss here
two more immediate consequences of Theorem 1.3, whose planar analogs have been presented
in [CLM14, Theorem 1.9, Theorem 1.10].

The first result is an application to the classification problem for isoperimetric clusters
[Alm76, VI.1(6)]. We introduce an equivalence relation ~ on the family of clusters in R? that
are (A, rg)-minimizing cluster for some choice of A > 0 and rg > 0, by setting £ ~ F if and only
if there exists a C'*-diffeomorphism between 0€ and OF.

Theorem 1.5. For every mg € Rf there exists & > 0 such that if Q is the family of the
isoperimetric clusters in R® with [vol (£) — mg| < 8, then Q/~ is a finite set.

One can also qualitatively describe global minimizers of the cluster perimeter in the presence
of a sufficiently small potential energy term.

Theorem 1.6. Let mg € Rf be such that there exists a unique (modulo isometries) isoperimetric
cluster & in R3 with vol (§y) = myg, and let g : R® — [0,00) be a continuous function with
g(x) — o0 as |z| — oco. Then there exists 6o > 0 (depending on & and g only) such that for
every 0 < 0y and |m — mg| < dg there exists a minimizer £ in

N
inf S P(&E)+ 90 x)dz :vol (&) =m ¢, 1.10
{P(e) + ;/g(h)gu (&) =m} (110)

and necessarily it must be £ ~ &.
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Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6 are deduced from Theorem 1.3 in exactly the same way as
[CLM14, Theorem 1.9 and Theorem 1.10] are obtained from [CLM14, Theorem 1.5]. The only
significant difference with the planar case is that in R?® obtaining compactness from perimeter
bounds is a subtler issue. Considering that this kind of question has been discussed at length in
the companion paper [CLM12], see in particular Appendix A therein, and taking into account the
already considerable length of the present two-part paper, we shall omit a detailed presentation
of the proofs of Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6.

1.5. Organization of the paper. In section 2 we recall the results of Taylor [Tay76] and,
more recently of David [Dav09, Dav10], which provide us with the local description of singular
sets needed in order to begin our analysis. In particular, we prove Theorem 1.1. In section 3
we show the stratified Hausdorff convergence of singular sets, while in section 4 we prove the
converge of the decomposition of & into curves and surfaces introduced in Theorem 1.1 to
the corresponding decomposition of 9€. In section 5 we finally deduce Theorem 1.3, while in
Appendix A we present a technical result bridging between our “distributional” context based
on the theory of sets of finite perimeter and the theory of (M, ¢, d)-minimal sets by Almgren
used in Taylor’s and David’s papers.

Acknowledgement: The work of FM was supported by NSF Grants DMS-1265910 and DMS-
1361122 The work of GPL has been supported by GNAMPA (INdAM).

2. STRUCTURE OF (A, r()-MINIMIZING CLUSTERS IN R3

The goal of this section is the proof of Theorem 1.1. We first recall the results of Taylor
[Tay76] and David [Dav09, Dav10] in section 2.2. The main result proved here is then Theorem
2.1, section 2.3, which enables one to use exploit Taylor’s regularity theory to boundaries of
(A, 79)-minimizing clusters. Finally, in section 2.4, we prove Theorem 1.1.

2.1. Sets and manifolds. We set B(z,r) = B,, for the ball of center x € R" and radius
r > 0, and set B, = By, = B(0,r), B = By, S" ! = dB. Given S C R", SQ', 0S8, cl(9) are
the interior, the boundary and the closure of S, while I.(S) = {z € R" : dist(z,S) < e} is the
e-neighborhood of S, € > 0. Given S,T C R"™ we define the Hausdorff distance between S and
T localized in K C R" as

hdg (S,T) = max { sup{dist(y, S) : y € TN K},sup{dist(y,T) : y € SN K}} , (2.1)

and set hd, .(S,T") = hdp,,(S,T) and hd(S,T) = hdr~(S,T). If S is a k-dimensional (embed-
ded) C'-manifold in R™, then we set distg for the geodesic distance on S and denote by N.(.S)
the normal e-neighborhood to S. If S is a C''-manifold with boundary in R™, then int (S) and
bd (S) denote, respectively, the interior and the boundary points of S. If S is a topological
manifold with boundary in R™, then we use bd ,(S) for the boundary points of S, and we set

5], = S\ L,(bd(S)), V¥p>0. (2.2)

The terms curve, surface and hypersurface are used in place of 1-dimensional manifold, 2-
dimensional manifold and (n — 1)-dimensional manifold in R®. If S is a k-dimensional C-
manifold in R™, z € S, and f:. S — R™, then we set

vSf(x)[U] _ %%w lf'U S sz, Yy S Cl((—g,s);S), ’7(0) =z, ,7/(0) =,
0 if v e (T,5)*.
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and we let || fllc1(s) = supyeg|f(2)] + [VIf(2)|, where || L[| = sup{|L[v]| : [v| = 1} for every
linear map L : R® — R™. For a € (0,1] and S of class C1®, we set

Vo f(z) — V3
VS flovagy = sup IV I@D VI
x,y€S, x#Y |l‘ — y|
Iflcrecs) = suplf @)+ VS @)+ 1V fleoas)

Finally, given an orientable k-dimensional C'*®-manifold S in R” which admits a global normal

frame of class CH (i.e., such that for every z € S there exists an orthonormal basis {I/g) () ?Z_Ik

of (T,S)* with the property l/g) € O012(9) for each 1), we write
[Sllcre < L,
if
@)y _ 0 < Lo —yl®
g (z) —vg ()| < Lz —yl|*,

i =1,..,n—k. 2.
Dy  ite Ve,ye S,i=1,...,n—k (2.3)
g () - (y — )| < Lly — x|,

2.2. (M, &, 6)-minimal sets and Taylor’s theorem. Let 6 > 0 and let £ : (0,00) — [0,00) be
an increasing function such that £(0%) = 0. Consider an open set A C R™ and a bounded set M
which is relatively closed in A. We assume that, for some 1 < k < n — 1, one has ”Hk(M ) < oo
and H*(M N B,,) > 0 for every r > 0 and = € M: in this way, H*_M is a finite Radon measure
on A with M = ANspt(HFLM). Under these assumptions, one says that M is a (k-dimensional)
(M, &, §)-minimal set in A if

HIW N M) < (L+Er)H(f(WN M),

whenever f : R™ — R" is a Lipschitz map with WU f(W) CC A and diam(W U f(W)) =r < 4,
where W = {f # Id}.

Let reg(M) denote the set of points at which M admits an approximate tangent plane, and
set (M) = M \ reg(M). As a consequence of [Alm76, I11.3(7)], if M is a (M, &, d)-minimal set
in A for £(r) = Cr7, v € (0,1), then reg(M) is a k-dimensional C#-manifold in A for every
B < /2, o(M) is closed, and H*(o(M)) = 0.

In the case kK = 2, n = 3, Taylor [Tay76] has improved this regularity result to a sharp
degree. Let Y and T be the reference cones introduced in section 1. Taylor shows that if M is a
two-dimensional (M, €, §)-minimal set in A C R? (for £(r) = C'r7, v € (0,1)), then 0y (x) exists
for every x € M (see (1.2)) and

reg(M) ={0y =7}, o(M)=0oy(M)Uop(M), (2.4)

where

Uy(M) = {GM :Qy(O)}, UT(M) = {91\/1 ZGT(O)}. (2.5)
Moreover, there exists «a € (0,7) such that for every x € o(M) there exist r, > 0, an open set
U C R? with 0 € U, and a Ch°-diffeomorphism ® between U and B, ,, CC A with ®(0) = z
such that,

if x € oy (M), then ®(Y NU) =M N B,,, and ®(oy (Y)NU) =0y (M) N By ;s
if v € op(M), then ®(T'NU) =M N By, and ®(oy(T)NU) = oy (M) N By, .

Note that oy (Y) is the boundary line shared by the three half-planes defining Y, while oy (T')
is the union of four open half-lines sharing 0 as the common origin of their closures. In [Dav09,
Dav10], David addresses the regularity of two-dimensional (M, &, §)-minimal set in R"” with n > 3
under a certain admissibility assumption on their possible tangent cones. This assumption is
always satisfied when n = 3. In particular, he recovers Taylor’s result, and actually proves
some estimates that shall be useful in the sequel. For the sake of clarity we now give a precise

(2.6)
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statement of the result we shall use. In doing so, it is convenient to say that a closed set X C R3
is a minimal cone if either X is a plane through the origin, X = p(Y'), or X = p(T') for a linear
isometry p of R3. (In particular, X is a cone with respect to 0.)

Theorem A. There exist positive constants «,eq < 1 and Cy > 1 with following property.
Let M be a closed set in R® such that H2LM is a Radon measure and H*(M N By,) > 0
for every x € M and r > 0, and assume that for some L >0 and pg > 0 one has

HA(MAW) <HA(F(MNW)) + L3, (2.7)

whenever f : R® — R3 is a Lipschitz map with diam(W U f(W)) =r < po, W = {f # 1d}.
(a) There exists A depending on L and poy such that

H?(M N By,)

3 + Ar

re (O,PO)'_) r

is increasing for every x € M; moreover, for every x € M there exist r, € (0,p0/2) and a
minimal cone X' with 0x/(0) = 0pr(x) such that

hdmr Ma X' H2Mﬂer
o= Mer Mo X0 (HOIOBer) |y, (@) <20, (28)

Ty P

(b) If x € M, ry € (0,p0/2), and X' is a minimal cone with 0x:(0) < Opr(x) such that (2.8)
holds, then there exists a minimal cone X such that 0x(0) = 0p(x) and
hdo’l(X, X/) < 006,

hd, (M, z + X)
r

< Cy (%)“s, Vr < (%

Moreover, for every r < r./Cq there exists a C1“-diffeomorphism ® between By oy and ®(Bo )
such that

®(0) = 2, By C ®(Bogy), and By, /c, C 1 (Ba,y),
®(XNByor)NByyr=MnNBy,,

B(0y (X) N Bosy) N Bar = oy (M) By, | (2.9)
1@llct.a(By 2r) + 197 ot (@(Bo20)) < Co-

Proof. As explained in [Dav10, Definition 1.10, Equation (1.13)] the results from [Dav10] apply
to sets satisfying the almost-minimality condition (2.7). Assertion (a) then follows from [Dav10,
Equation (3.13), Proposition 3.14], and assertion (b) is deduced by [Dav10, Theorem 12.8,
Corollary 12.25]. N

2.3. (A, rp)-minimizing clusters as (M, ¢,0)-minimal sets. The theory of section 2.2 can
be applied to the boundaries of (A, rp)-minimizing clusters.

Theorem 2.1. If £ is a perimeter (A, ro)-minimizing N -cluster in R™, then there exists positive
constants L and py (depending on A, ro, n, N and maxij<p<n |E(h)| only) such that

H YW NOE) <H N F(WNOE)) + L™, (2.10)

whenever f : R™ — R™ is a Lipschitz map and diam(W U f(W)) = r < pg, where W = {f # 1d}.
In particular, if n = 3, then M = OE satisfies the assumptions of Theorem A.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 is discussed in Appendix A.
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2.4. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Step one: Let €y, @ and C{ be as in Theorem A, and let £ be
a (A, rg)-minimizing cluster in R®. By Theorem 2.1 we can apply Theorem A to M = 9€. In
particular, by (2.4) and (2.5), 0¢(x) is defined for every x € 9€, and thus we get

9 = {0pe = m} U{bpe = 0y (0)} U{0ss = 07(0)} .
We set 2)/(5) = {935 = Hy(O)} = O'y(ag) and 2T(5) = {93g = QT(O)} = JT(E?S) Again
by Theorem A, for every z € OE there exist a minimal cone X, in R3 and r, > 0 such that
Ooe (x) = 0x,(0),

h x,T ) X-T o T
de (08,2 + Xy) <y (L) , Vr < 2_’ (2.11)
0

r o
and there exists a Ch“-diffeomorphism ®, between U, = By s, ($z = ry/2Cy) and A, =
®,(Bo,2s,) such that ®,(0) =z, B, s, C A, and

O, (X, NU) N By s, =0EN By s, ,

(I)x(JY(Xm) N Ux) N Bw,sz = EY(g) N Bm,sz s (212)

1®2llcrew,) + 195 loraa,) < Co-
We claim that 0*€ = {0se = 7}. Indeed, Oy = 7 on 9*E by De Giorgi’s structure theorem
for sets of finite perimeter. At the same time, if Oy¢(z) = 7 for some z € 9€, then X, is a
plane and thus, by (2.12), B, s, \ 0 has two distinct connected components. Hence there exists
0 < h <k < N such that B, 5, NE(j) # 0 if and only if j = h, k, so that £(h) is an open set
with boundary of class CY in B, s,. In particular, B, s, N9E(h) = By, N 0*E(h) and thus
x € 0"E. We have thus proved

0" ={0pc =7}, and so X&) =%y (&)UuXr(€), (2.13)
that is, (1.3) holds.

Step two: Let now x € Xp(£). By op(X) = {0}, ®,(0) = z, ®,(oyv(X)NUy) N By, =
Yy (€)N B, s, and (2.13) we conclude that X7(£) N B, s, = {z}. In particular, ¥7(€) is locally
finite. By an analogous argument we check that Yy (&) is a C1@-curve in R3, relatively open
in ¥(€), while (as we already know even when n > 4) 9*€ is a Cb'/%-surface in R?, relatively
open in 0. Let {M;}icr and {o;}jc; denote the connected components of 9*€ and Ly (€)
respectively, so that

ore= M, @& =Jo;. (2.14)

i€l j€J

By (2.12), {M;}icr and {0;}jcs are locally finite, and each M; is a connected Cl#-surface in

R3 for every 3 € (0, 1), while each 0; is a connected ChH@curve in R3. In the following steps we
check that (1.4) and (1.5) hold with

S(E) ={Si=cd(Mi)}ticr,  T(E) ={y =clloj)}jes-

Step three: We first check that for each J € J there exist 0 < k{ < k‘% < ké < N such that
o; NOE(h) # 0 if and only if h € {k],kJ,k}}. This follows immediately by (2.12), by the
connectedness of ¢; and by means of a covering argument.

Step four: We prove that (1.5) holds with ; = cl (0;). We first check that ~; is a connected C1*-
curve with boundary in R3. This is trivial if o; = 7;, so let v;\o; # 0. Since 0; C Xy (€) C 2(€)
and X(&) is closed we have ~; \ 0; C X(£). At the same time, by (2.12) and by connectedness
of o, we have Xy () Nvy; = Ly (€) Ny, so that v\ 0; C X (E). Let x € 75\ 0, then by (2.12)
and by z € X7(£), Xy (£) N By s, consists of four distinet Ch*-diffeomorphic images p1, p2, p3
and py of (0,1). Without loss of generality we may assume that p; C 0; N B, 5,. By showing
that p; = 0; N B, s, and by invoking again (2.12) we see that v; is Ct*diffeomorphic to [0,1)
in a neighborhood of z, as required. To this end, it is enough to check that p,, No; N By s, =0
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for m = 2,3,4. Indeed, by (2.12), for each m = 1,2,3,4 there exist 0 < A" < hy’* < h§* < N
such that

pm = By (€) N Bys, NOE(RY") NOE(h3') NIE(RY'), (2.15)
and such that for every 1 < m < m’ < 4 it holds
# (R, b iy 0 R g ) = 2. (2.16)

By step three, (2.15) and p; C 0 N B, s, it must be

{13, B3} = (Bt ha, hat}
Hence, if p,, C 0; N By s, for some m = 2, 3,4, then

(] bk} = {h b '}
thus leading to a contradiction with (2.16). This proves that ~; is a connected C1*-curve with
boundary in R? with

int (;) =0; CEy(€),  bd(y;) C Er(€).
By (2.14) we find
Sy =Jint (), |Jbd() € B (€).

JjeJ JjEJ
Finally, if z € £7(€), then, by (2.12), z € cl (£y(£)), and thus € v; = cl(0;) for some j € J,
and (1.5) holds.
Step five: We prove (1.4). By (2.14) and cl (0*&) = 0E we see that 9 = | J;c; Si. We now claim
that Sf = S; \ 7(€) is a CV%surface with boundary in R? with

int (S;) = M;, bd (S]) C Ey(£). (2.17)

Since ST N M; = M; we have that S} is locally C LA_diffeomorphic to a disk at every z € SN M;
for every g € (0,1). If x € S\ M;, then z € £y (€). By (2.12) and by arguing as in step
three and step four one checks that S is locally C'h@-diffeomorphic to a half-disk at every
xr € S\ M;. This proves (2.17), thus (1.4) up to the inclusion Xy (£) C [J;; bd (S)), which
follows from (2.12) and the fact that 0*€ = (J,c; M;. The fact that S; is a connected topological
surface with boundary similarly follows from (2.12). Finally (1.6) follows by (1.3) and (2.11).

3. HAUSDORFF CONVERGENCE OF SINGULAR SETS AND TANGENT CONES

The goal of this section is showing the convergence of singular sets and tangent cones for
clusters in R3. Precisely, given A > 0 and 7y > 0 we assume that

£ is a (A, rg)-minimizing cluster in R? with 0*& of class C%!,
{& ke is a sequence of (A,7g)-minimizing clusters in R? (3.1)
dB, (&, E) — 0 as k — oo for every R > 0.

Our starting point is the following result from [CLM14] (which holds verbatim for arbitrary n).
Here and in the following, in analogy to (2.2) but with a slight abuse of notation, we set

(0], = 0"E\ 1,(X(€)), Vp>0.
Theorem 3.1. If (3.1) holds, then & is a (A, ro)-minimizing cluster in R3, H2L9*E, = H>LOE

as k — oo as Radon measures, and there exist positive constants py (depending on &) and C
(depending on A and &) such that:

(i) for every R > 0 one has hdp,(0&;,0E) — 0 as k — oo, and, actually,
lim hdg, (agk(z') N 0&L(5), DE(i) N ae(j)) =0, Y0<i<j<N; (3.2)
— 00
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(ii) for every R> R' >0 and € > 0 there exist ky € N such that
E(Ek)ﬂBR/ C Ia(Z(E)HBR), Vk > ko ; (33)

(iii) for every R > R’ > 0 and p < pg there exist kg € N, € € (0,p), R" € (R',R) and
{Vk sk, C CHP([0E],) for every B € (0,1) such that

(BR/ N 8<€k) \ IQP(Z(E) N BR) C (Id + wkl/g)([ag]p N BR//) C BRNo*E, (34)
No(Br N [0€],) N0&, = (Id + Yy ve)(Br N [0€],), (3.5)
for every k > kg, with
Jm lkllcr (8o, =0,

3.6
Sup 1Wkllcre (B, noe),) < CB,AE R, R) VB €(0,1). (3.6)
— R0

Proof. This follows from [CLM14, Theorem 4.9 and Theorem 4.12]. O

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section. The constants «, g and Cy will
be the ones introduced in Theorem A.

Theorem 3.2. If (3.1) holds, then
Jim s, (S(64), B(E)) = Jim b, (D (€), Sy (€)) =0,

Jim hdp, (S (&), Br(€)) =0, (3.7)

for every R > 0. Moreover, if x € X(E), xi, € X(&), vx — = as k — 00, and Oyg, (x) = Ope(x)
for every k € N, then
—00

and there exists s, > 0, and for every r < s, there exist k;, € N and C’l’o‘-dz’ﬁeomorphisms D,
and @y, defined on By, such that

(I)T»(O) =z, Bx,r C (IDT(B()QT»), and BOJ‘/CO C ((I)r)_l(me),

(I)T»(BQQT N Tx(‘)é’) N Bxﬂn = Bx,r N oE ,

(I)T»(BQQT N O’y(Txag)) N Bx,r = Bx,r N Ey(g) , (3‘9)
[@r]lcr.a By o0y + H‘I’lecm(q%(BO,zr)) < Co;
q>k,r(0) =, Bmk,r C (I)k,r(BO,%): and BO,r/Co C ((I)k,r)_l(Bwk,T)7
<I>k,7’(BO,27‘ NT, 6&) N B, = B, a0 0&;. ,
' ' ) (3.10)

<I>k,r(B0,2r N O'Y(Txk agk)) N Bxk,r = Bmk,r N EY(gk) 5
1Pk rllcro(Boa) + 1Pprllcre@,. (Boa)) < Co-

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Step one: We prove (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10). Up to a translation, we can
assume that x; = x for every k. We first prove that for every n € (0,2¢) we can find k, € N
such that hdg (7,08, T,0&;) < n if k > k,. We start by noticing that by Theorem 2.1 we can
find L and pg > 0 such that (2.7) holds with M = 0&, and then that, by Theorem A-(i), we
can find A > 0 such that, for each k € N,

H? (0& N By )

T 2 +Ar, (3.11)

is increasing on (0, pg). We now claim that there exists s, € (0, po/2) and k, € N such that
hd, s, (0, x + T,(0E)) N (7-[2(85k N Bys,)

2
Sz

+ A5y — Oae, (m)) < min {Cio,so} . (3.12)

S
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Since X' = T,0¢€ satisfies 0x/(0) = Ope(x) = Opg, (r), by Theorem A-(ii) and (3.12) we will
deduce the existence of minimal cones X such that if k > k,, then
hd , T+ X a x
hdo1 (X5, X') <, (0,2 + Xi) < (L) ) Vr < 22
’ r Sy Cy

The second inequality will then imply (in the limit r — 0) that X, = T,,(0&), so that the first
inequality will give us hdg 1 (7,0E, T,,0&;) < n, as required. We now check (3.12). For a.e. r >0

one has P(&y; By,) — P(€; By,r), so that (3.11) gives us
fmaup P2 Ber 198 _ (e (Ber) 0108)

k—o0 r r
Since r2H2(cl (By,) NOE) — bos(x) = Oag, (z) as 7 — 0T, by combining the definition of
tangent cone to 85 at x with (3.13) we can find s, € (0, po/2) such that

hd, (0€,x + T, (0E)) N (’H2(85 N By,)

2

r

. Vr>0. (3.13)

|
+Ar—eag(g;)) <3 g e}, (3.14)

for every r € (0, s;]. Moreover, by Theorem 3.1-(i), for every r < s, we can find k;, € N such
that
hd, . (0€ ,85

: ( r u { 50}7 Vk > kx,r . (315)
If we take r = s, and k; = k; 5, then (3.15) reduces to (3.12), and thus proves (3.8). More
generally, by combining (3.14) and (3.15) one is able to apply Theorem 2.1 to prove (3.9) and
(3.10).
Step two: We prove the first line of (3.7). By Theorem 3.1-(ii) and since cl (Xy (F)) = X(F) for
every (A,ro)-minimizing cluster F in R3, it is enough to show that hdg, (Zy (&), Xy (£)) — 0
(for every R > 0) as k — oo. Arguing by contradlction and thanks to [CLM14, Lemma 4.14],

we find a sequence §; — 0 as j — oo and (J;,d; D)-minimizing 3-clusters F; in R* such that

S(F)NBa=0  VjeN,  limdg,(F;,¥)=0 VYR>0,

>—\l\’)|>~

where ) = {Y(i)}3_, is a reference 3-cluster in R® such that ) = Y. Notice that Theorem 1.1
can be applied to descrlbe the structure of F; and that Theorem 3.1 can be used to describe
the convergence of 0F; to 9). Assuming Without loss of generality that

0Y(1)NoY(2) {xGRg x3=0,21 >0}, E(y):{:EGR?’::El::Eg:O}
let us consider, for 0 < p < r, the two-dimensional half-disk

Dy, = (ay( ) N aY(2) ﬁBr) \L(SQ) ={z €R3 23 =0,21 > p,a2+ 22 <7}
By Theorem 3.1-(iii) there exists py > 0 such that for every p < pg there exist jo € N, ¢ < p,
and {1;};>j, C C1(Ds,,) such that

Ne(Dy ) NOF; = (Id + v e3)(D2,), ]lggo 1¥iller(p,,) =0
where of course N.(Ds,) = {z € R3: (21,22,0) € Dy, |z3] < £}. By Theorem 1.1, there exists
a unique S; € S(F;) such that
N, (D2 p) N S = (D2 p) N 8]: (Id + T/Jj 63)(D27p) . (3.16)

Notice that S; is a connected topological surface with boundary in R3, Si\ X7(F;) is a clhe-
surface with boundary in R?, and

bd (S;) N By C S(F;) N By =0.

Hence, if T} denotes the 2-dimensional multiplicity-one integral current Tj associated with (one of
the two possnble orientations of) S;, then spt(97};) C bd -(S;), so that, in partlcular 0T;LBy = 0.
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(Here and in the following, if 7" is a current, then 0T denotes the boundary of 7" in the sense of
currents.) Let us consider the Lipschitz function

f(x) = max{(a} +23)'% |zal},  z€R’,

so that f~1(r) is the boundary of a cylinder along the x3 axis, centered at the origin, of height
2r and radius r. For a.e. 7> 0 let us denote by I'; = (Tj, f,r) the slicing of Tj by f at r, see

[Sim83, Definition 28.4]. By definition, spt(I';) C S; N f~(r) and moreover for a.e. 0 < r < 1
we have
o {f <1} =0. (3.17)
Indeed {f < 1} C B, 0T;LB> = 0 and, by [Sim83, Lemma 28.5],
or; = o1y, f,r) = =91y, f,r), for a.e. r > 0.

Let us now fix » < 1 such that (3.17) holds, and let us consider p < pg with 10p < r. By
Theorem 3.1-(i), up to further increasing the value of jo we have

spt(I') € S; N f7H(r) € 0F;(1) NOF;(2) N f~H(r) C I(D20) N fH(r), (3.18)
where thanks to 0 < & < p one has
I.(D2g) N fH(r) € A1 U Ay U As, (3.19)
for
A1 = B0,r0),2p > Ag = Bo,—r,0),2p> Az={z € R3: |a3| <e,2? + a3 =71,z > p}.

Let w be any compactly supported smooth 0-form such that
w=1o0n B3, > A1 and w=2on B _, )3, O A2. (3.20)

(Such w exists as soon as 3p < 7, whence it follows that B ,.0) 3, and B )3, are at positive
distance.) In this way dw = 0 on A; U Ay, and thus, by also taking (3.17) into account

0:/ dw:/ dw . (3.21)
; ;L(AS\(AlUAQ))

Now by (3.16), the inclusion spt(I';) C S; N f~1(r) and the definition of Az, there exists a

C'-curve with boundary v such that, if T, denotes the one-dimensional multiplicity-one integral
current associated with (one of the two orientations of) 7, then

PgL(Ag \ (Al U Ag)) = T—y .

Let bd (v) = {p1,p2}, then by construction we can assume p; € B(0,r,0),3p and pa € B(o,—r.0),3p-
By (3.21), and up to reversing the orientation of 7, we thus find the contradiction

0:/ dw = w(p2) —wp1) = 1.
T'Y

This completes the proof of the first part of (3.7).

Step three: We are left to prove that if R > 0, then hd g, (X7(&), 27(€)) = 0 as k — oco. We first
prove that zj € X7 (&) with 2, — 2, then x € X7 (). For sure z € ¥(€) thanks to step two. We
may thus assume, arguing by contradiction, that x € Xy (€). If this is the case, then there exists
ry > 0 and an injective map o : {1,2,3} — {0,..., N} such that |E(h) N By, | = 0 if h # o (i),
i =1,2,3. In particular, there exists ky € N such that, if k& > ko, then |Ex(h) N By, .| < norlk
whenever h # o(i), i = 1,2,3, and with ny as in [CLM14, Lemma 4.5]; in particular, by that
lemma, |Ex(h) N By, /2| = 0 for h # o(i), i = 1,2,3. At the same time, since zy € X7 (&),
there exist rp > 0 with 7, — 0 as k — oo and injective maps oy : {1,2,3,4} — {0,..., N} such
that | By, r, N Ek(ok(i))] = (1/4)|Byy, v, | + o(r}) for every i = 1,2,3,4. We have thus reached a
contradiction, and proved our claim.



IMPROVED CONVERGENCE FOR CLUSTERS IN R? 13

We are thus left to show that if x € ¥p(€), then there exists xj € Xp(E) such that z — =
as k — oo. To this end, we may directly consider the existence of ¢ > 0 and = € ¥p(€) such
that X7(&;) N By . = 0 for every k € N. By step one there exist zj, € Xy (&) such that z; — z
as k — oo. By arguing as in the proof of [CLM14, Lemma 4.19] we find a sequence 6; — 0 as
Jj — oo and (95, (5;1)—minimizing 4-clusters F; in R? such that

Yr(Fj)N By =10 VjieN, lim dp,(F;,7) =0 VYR >0,
Jj—00

where T = {T(i)}}, is a reference 4-cluster in R3 such that 7 = T. Let us then denote
by ¢ one of the four closed half-lines contained in (7). By step one and step two, for every
y € L\ By C Xy (T) we can find s, > 0 and y; € Xy (F;) such that y; — y as j — oo and
there exist C'h-diffeomorphisms ® and ®; satisfying (3.9) and (3.10) (with T, F;, y, y; and s,
in place of &, &, z, z) and s;). As a consequence,

By,sy N E(]:J) = By,sy N Ey(]:]) = By,sy N <I>j(B(],2sy N O'Y(TyT)) ,

so that By, NX(F;) is C1*-diffeomorphic to (0,1). By (3.9), (3.10), and by the connectedness
of the curves in I'(F}) (see Theorem 1.1 for the notation used here) we see that there exist 6 > 0
and v; € I'(F;) such that

S(Fj) NIs(0N(B\ Byjs)) =7 N(B\ Byjs)

and 7 = v; N (B\ Byja) is Cladiffeomorphic to (0,1). Let w be a smooth 0-form with w = 1
on By/3 and sptw CC B. By Stokes theorem, up to a change in orientation,

/dw:/ dw=1.
V5 v;

By X7 (F;) N By = 0 we have bd (vj) N By = (), which combined with sptw CC B gives us
dw=0.
V
We have thus reached a contradiction, and completed the proof of the theorem. O

4. STRATIFIED BOUNDARY CONVERGENCE

In this section we fix A > 0, rg > 0, and assume that (recall Remark 1.2 and compare with
(3.1))

£ is a bounded (A, 7g)-minimizing cluster in R? of class C*!,
{Ek }ren is a sequence of (A, 7g)-minimizing clusters in R? (4.1)
d(&k,E) > 0ask — 0.

We also let o and Cj be as in Theorem A. We then start proving a series of theorems and
lemmas which will eventually lead us to prove Theorem 1.3.

We shall often refer to the following consequence of Theorem 3.2: if (4.1) holds and n = 3,
then for every é > 0 we can find kg € N such that

E(&) c Li(2(E),  Er(€) C Is(Er(&)),
(&) C Ii(3(E)),  Tr(&) C I5(Er(E)),

Moreover, by exploiting the finiteness of X7 (&), we have that, for some dy > 0,
HO(Bus, NOr (&) =1, Vo € Sp(E),k > k. (4.3)

In the next lemma we parameterize 0 and 0& around nearby singular points at comparable
scales through Theorem A.

Vk > k. (4.2)



14 G. P. LEONARDI AND F. MAGGI

Lemma 4.1. If (4.1) holds, then for every d > 0 one can find ko € N and finite sets {a"}ier C
¥(E), {xz}. }ier C X(E) and {t'}icr C (0,0/2) such that, for every k > ko and i € I,

Sr(€) c{a'Vier, 2r(&k) C {2} }ier, k11_>H;O z, =a', Opg,(x}) = Ope(a’), (4.4)
&) cUBuwis,  =Ecl Byi atij3 5 (4.5)
il iel

and such that for every r <t there exists a C1“-diffeomorphism ®! : Boar — AL = ®(Bpar)
(1)3«(0) = :Ei; Bmi,r - A?«, BO,T/C() C (q)i*)_l(Bxi,r)y
(I)i»(BOQT NT,0E)N Bwi’r = Bmiﬂ« noe&,

®L(Boar Noy (TydE)) N By, = By, NSy (£), (46)
1Ll cra(By o) + (@5 Hlera(any < Co,
and there exists a CY®-diffeomorphism <I>ﬁ,7k : Boop — A?k = (IJf,7k(B072r) with
®},.(0) = @}, Byi , € @, (Bozr), Borjcy € (P,) " (Bai )
r(Bo2r N T, 0&) N By , = By , N O&k 0

@7];@77“(30’27‘ N Uy(szagk)) N B:c};,r = Bx}'c,r NYy (&),
H@Z,T”CLQ(BO,QT) + ”(‘I’Z)_IHCW(A;‘C’T) <Coy.

Moreover, {x'}icr can be chosen in such a way that for every v € T'(£) and S € S(E), one has

v C U Bxi,ti/?n ET(‘S) Ny C {:Ei}ief('y) ’ (48)
i€l(y)
SNEE) C |J Buwps,  Zr€)nSC{a'licns) . (4.9)
icI(S)

where [(y) ={i € I : 2 € v} and I(S) ={i € I:2" € S}.

Remark 4.2. By considering (4.6) at 7 = ' we infer that B, N Xy (€) is homeomorphic to
(0,1). This fact alone does not imply, of course, that B,:, N ¥y () is homeomorphic to (0, 1)
for every r < t*. The latter property is guaranteed by the fact that (4.6) holds for every r < t'.

Proof. Given § > 0 and x € X(€) let t, = min{s,,d/2} for s, as in Theorem 3.2. Since 9 is
bounded, so is ¥(£), while ¥7(£) is finite. By Theorem 3.2 and by compactness we can find
{z"}ier C X(€) finite with Xp(E) C {a'}ier, such that the first inclusion in (4.5) holds, namely

(&) CUBuiwisz,  t =ty (4.10)

el
and such that (4.6) holds. By (3.7) in Theorem 3.2 for every i € I there exists zi, € $(&;) with
0o, (1) = Ope(2?) and 2t — 2% as k — oo. If t* = min{t' : i € I'}, then, up to further increase
the value of kg we can entail () C I 6(X(€)) and |z’ — x| < ¢*/6 for every i € I and k > ko,
so that by (4.10)

Y(&) C U Bitijg C U szzti/g .

i€l iel
This proves (4.4) and (4.5), while (4.7) follows by (3.10) in Theorem 3.2 up to further increase
the value of k. O



IMPROVED CONVERGENCE FOR CLUSTERS IN R? 15

We now introduce some further notation (in addition to the one set in Lemma 4.1) to be
used in the rest of this section. Since O€ is bounded (as assumed in (4.1)), thanks to Theorem 1.1
we find that the sets X7(€), I'(£) and S(E) are finite. We consider the partition {I'r(€),I'y (£)}
of I'(€) defined by
( = {yeT(E):vNZr(&) £0},

&) = {veT(E):ynNZp(€) =0} ={y€T(€):vCZy(E)},
(so that each v € I'(€) is either diffeomorphic to S' or to [0, 1] depending on whether v € I'y (&)
or v € I'p(€)) and the partition {Sx(€),S«(€)} of S(E) obtained by letting
Su(€) = {SeSE):SNX(E) #0},
Si(€) = {Se8(&):5nNEE) =0} ={SeSE&):5ScIE}.
In the next lemma we associate to every curve v € I'(£) a corresponding curve v, € I'(&) in

such a way that hd(vy,v;) — 0. This correspondence will be used in the rest of the proof of
Theorem 1.3.

I (€)
Ty (E)

Lemma 4.3. If (4.1) holds, then there exists kg € N with the following property: to every
v € T(E) and k > kg one can associate vy, € T'(E) in such a way that v € Tp(Ex) if and only
if vy e I'r(€) and

Jim_hd(y, %) + hd(bd (7), bd (v)) =0, (4.11)
&)= U w, =r@)= |J bdw), Vk>k. (4.12)
veT'(€) ~vel'r (&)
Proof. We choose g to be such that
Is, (37(E)) N 1s,(7) = Is, (bd (7)), VyeTr(€), (4.13)
Is,(v) N1 (5(€)) = I (), Vy €Ty (€),Vr € [0,00]. (4.14)

Given § € (0,8), define I, ko, {z'}icr € 2(E), {ak}ies C (&) and {t'}ic; C (0,6/2) as in
Lemma 4.1. Note that one can always assume
. , . *
t"=min{t':iel}, ya:’—x;\<g, Vk > ko, i€l, (4.15)
where of course t* > 0 as [ is finite. With reference to (4.8), given v € T'(€) let us set

I(v) ={0,...,m}, so that (4.8) implies

m
vC|JBuisys, ateqfori=0,.,m. (4.16)
i=0
We now divide the proof in three steps.

Step one: We show that to each v € I'y(€) and k > kg one can associate v € I'y (Ex) in such a
way that

N(Ek) NI pa(v) T C Ii(v), v C Ls(k) - (4.17)

Indeed, by (4.6) and by 2 € v C Ty (€), one has that B, N X(E) is Ch-diffeomorphic to
(0,1), so that 2 € v and the connectedness of v imply

Byi i N X(E) = Byi 4 Ny is homeomorphic to (0, 1) for every i =0,...,m. (4.18)

Since « is homeomorphic to S', by (4.16) and (4.18), up a relabeling in the index i and up

O POSSIDLY discard some balls i i, ON€ Call ental a setting =T, T = I, an
t ibly discard balls B, tail that (setting 2™+ = 20, 2"t = 29 and
tm+1 — tO)

Byi i N Byit1 i1 Ny #0, Vi=0,...,m. (4.19)
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If 2 € By yi N Byita i1 Ny, then for some g’ > 0 we have B.i i C Byiyi N Byit1 i1, while by
Theorem 3.2 there exist 2} € X(&) such that 2i — 2% as k — oo, so that (4.19) implies

Bxi7ti N Bm?jl,ﬁ*l N E(gk) 0, Vi=0,..,m. (4.20)

By (4.7), for every ¢ and k > ko, wa- N X(&) is Ch-diffeomorphic to (0,1), so that for each
i there exists a unique v € I'(€;) such that By 0 (&) = By 0 7i. By (4.20) and by
connectedness of each curve in I'(&), it must be 72 = yli“ for every ¢ = 0,...,m. In other
words, there exists v, € I'(E) such that

Byi N (&) = By 1+ Nk is homeomorphic to (0,1) for every i =0,...,m. (4.21)
By (4.16), there exists s € (0, dp) such that

L(yv)cC A= By
=0

In particular, by (4.21), by Theorem 3.2 (so that (&) C I;(X(E)) for k > ko), by cl (A) C Is,(7)
and by (4.14), one finds
A(A) N = d(A)NSE) C d(A)NLEE) C Tn()NLEE) = L),
so that
= (e N el (A)) U (9 \ el (A)) = (v N Ls(7)) U (v \ el (4)) -

Since I;(y) and R™ \ cl(A) are disjoint open sets, by connectedness of v;, we conclude that
Yk C Is(y). This implies that, for k large enough, v, € I'y(&): for otherwise, there would be
a sequence wy € X7 (&) N7 such that wy — w € v C Xy (€), a contradiction to Theorem 3.2.
Thus,

Ve = U Bw};,ti NX(&) € Ty (&) - (4.22)
=0
By (4.16), (4.15) and % C v we find

m m
7 C U Byiyijs C U By sisziee 6 C Te- (k) -
i=0 i=0

Similarly, one proves that v, C X(&) N Is5(7y), and actually by (4.16), (4.15), and (4.22) one has

2(&@) N It*/2('7) C E(Ek) N U Bxi’t*/2+ti/3 C 2(&@) N U Bw};,ti = Yk,
i=0 i=0

so that the proof of (4.17) is complete.

Step two: We show that to each v € I'p(€) and k > kg one can associate v, € I'p(E) in such a
way that

W CIs(v), v Cls(w),  bd(w)=Er(&)NIi(y). (4.23)

Indeed, by (4.8) we can assume without loss of generality that (4.16) holds with bd (y) =

{20,2™} and 2’ € Xy (&) for i = 1,...,m — 1. In particular, by (4.6), if i = 1,...,m — 1, then by
arguing as in the proof of (4.18) one finds

By i NX(E) = Byi yi Ny is homeomorphic to (0, 1) for every i = 1,...,m — 1. (4.24)
Similarly,

Byi ;i NX(E) is homeomorphic to BN a(T),

if i = 0,m. 4.25
Byi ;i Ny is homeomorphic to [0,1), e UL ( )
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Since « is homeomorphic to [0,1], by (4.16), (4.24), and (4.25) we can prove that, up to a
relabeling in the index ¢, and up to possibly discard some balls B, ;i, one has

Byiyi N Byt pn Ny #0,  Vi=0,..,m—1, (4.26)
from which we deduce, by arguing as in the previous case, that
By ¢ OByt in NE(E) 0, ¥i=0,.,m—1. (4.27)
By exploiting again (4.7) we thus find 4y, € I'r(E) such that bd (v) = {29, 27"} and
Byi 4N X(&) = Byi 4 N is homeomorphic to (0,1) for every i =1,....,m —1. (4.28)
Byi 4 N7 is homeomorphic to [0,1) if i =0,m. (4.29)

The inclusion v C Is(vx) follows by (4.16), (4.15) and 2% € ;. By (4.28) and (4.29), and by
arguing as in the previous step, one finds

m
Ve = UO’Yk N Byi 4i s
1=

which in particular entails v, C I5(7y) thanks to (4.15). By (4.2) and (4.13)

Er(€x) Ns(y) C Is(Er(E)) N1s(y) C Is(bd(y)) = Byogs, U Bam s, -
By (4.3), 7(&Ek) N Byo s, consists of a single point, which must be 2 thanks to (4.15). Thus
Sr(&k) NIs(y) = {22, 27"} = bd (vx), and the proof of (4.23) is complete.

Step three: We prove (4.11) and (4.12). Indeed, (4.17), (4.23) and t* < § immediately imply
that hd(vy,7%) + hd(bd (7),bd (vx)) < & (with the convention that hd((,?) = 0). By (4.2) and
(4.23) one has

Sr(&) = Sr&) NI(ErE) € Sr@E)n | L) = |J bdiw) © Sr&).
yeTT () yel'r(€)

To prove the first identity in (4.12), we need to show that if 4 € I'(&) then 4 = ~; for some
v € I'(E). Indeed, if ¥ € T'r (&), then bd (§) C X7 (&) and thus 4 = 5y for some v € I'r(E)
thanks to the second identity in (4.12); if, instead, 5 € T'y' (), then, provided ky is large enough
to entail Xy (Ex) C I jo(Xy (€)) for every k > ko, one has

¥ C Sy E)NLpEy(©) = U BENLept) ¢ U w
v€ely (€) v€ely (€)

where the last inclusion is based on (4.17). O

From now on, kg will be always assumed large enough to have the correspondence v — i
established in Lemma 4.3 in place for every k > kg. We recall that under this correspondence,
v € I'p(€) if and only if 4 € I'r(E). Moreover, given v € R™ we set Rv = {tv : t € R} and
Riv={tv:t>0}.

Lemma 4.4. If (4.1) holds, then there exist L (depending on € and A only) and ky € N with
the following property. For every v € I'(E) and k > ko there exist vector fields T, )y 5 §?
and Tk,V]gj) cyk — S? (5 =1,2,3) such that

3
T,y =Rr(z), T.0&=Rr(z)+>» RV(z), Veeint(y), (4.30)
j=1

3
Tk =Rri(z),  Tud&, =Rup(z) + > Ry (2), Yz eint (), (4.31)
j=1
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while
(4) (4) a
T(x)—T + vYi(x) —v <Llr— )
@) =)+ O OIS Ly
(@) (x —y)| < Lz —y/"**,
6)) 6)) &
(x) — T + v (z) — v < Llz—yl|%,
() = ()| + v () — v ()] < Lz —y Yo,y €, j=1,2,3.  (4.33)

(@) (=) < Ll -y,
Finally, set
v (z) — v@(z)

(1) ¢)) (2) _
N (@) =), AT () = O (z) — @ (z)]

T €V,

so that {A,il)($), Af? (x)} is an orthonormal basis of T,(x) for every x € v, with
A @) =N W) < Lie — I,

_ Vo,y € v,j=1,2, (4.34)
N (@) - (y — @) < L]y — 2|+,

that is ||vk|lcr.e < L.

Proof. The inclusion int () C Xy (€) implies that T,,0€ is isometric to Y for every = € int (),
so that the existence of vector fields such that (4.30) and (4.31) hold is immediate. Note that
the set of the three vectors {V(j)(:n)}g?:l is uniquely determined by (4.30) at every x € int (v),
as these three vectors must be the inner conormals to the three surfaces in S(&) meeting along
7, while, for each = € int (), (4.30) determines 7(x) only modulo multiplication by +1.

Let us now cover v by the family of balls {Bg: ;i /3}%, considered in the proof of Lemma
4.3 in correspondence, say, to the value 6 = §y/2. (In particular, if v € 'y (€), then (4.18) and
(4.19) hold, while if v € T'7(€), then (4.24), (4.25) and (4.26) hold.) Let 7o and %" be unit
vectors such that our reference cone Y takes the form

3 3
Y =R+ Ry =J0u0,
j=1 j=1

where 1) = Rry + R+Véj ) is an half-plane. By applying (4.6) with r» = #*, in the case vy €
Ty(€) or v € Tp(€) with @ = 1,...,m — 1, we find an open interval J* containing 0 such that
YN Byiyi = {®(s70) : s € J'} (where @' stands for ®/ with r = t'); while in the case v € I'p(€)
and i € {0,m}, we find an half-open/half-closed interval J* containing 0 as an end-point, such
that v N Byi i = {®'(s79) : s € J'}. As a consequence
V&' (s70)[70] i i

T(x)—m, r=®(s19), selJ, (4.35)
defines a unit tangent vector field to N B, . Note that [V®(s7o)[ro]| > 0 for every s € J°*
as @ is a diffeomorphism, and that this procedure defines 7 as a continuous vector field on
the whole v thanks to (4.19) and (4.26) up to possibly switching the sign in (4.35). Now let
T,y € v, so that € v N By )5 for some i. If y € v\ By i, then |z —y| > 2t°/3 > 2t*/3
for t* defined as in (4.15), and thus |7(z) — 7(y)| < C'|x — y|* for a constant depending on «
and t* only. If, instead, y € By Ny, then there exist s,t € J* such that 2 = ®(s7g) and
y = ®'(t79), and by exploiting ||®?||co.« < Co and Lip (®%)~! < Cj we obtain from (4.35) that
|7(x) —7(y)| < Cls —t|* < Clx —y|* for C depending on Cy only. Since i is covered by the
balls {Bmi o /3}?;0, by (4.7) and by an entirely similar argument we come to prove the existence
of vector fields 7 and 7 as in (4.32) and (4.33).
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We now show that the vector fields vU) and l/,g] ) satisfy (4.32) and (4.33) respectively.
Clearly, it suffices to discuss this for 7). Moreover, we shall only detail the case v € I'y(€), as
giving details on the case v € I'p(€) would require the introduction of additional notation while
being entirely analogous. This said, if v € 'y (&), then by (4.6) there exists {S’ ?:1 C S(€)

such that @i(BO’w NIY)N Byi i = BN S7 for each j = 1,2,3. In particular, since I/éj) points
inward IV and 7,57 = Rr(z) + R vU)(z) for every = € S7 N, we see that
Vo (sro) ] € Rr(z) + RyvW(z), 2= di(sm), seJ'. (4.36)

Since V&' (s79)[rg] is parallel to 7(x), 7(z) and v\9) (x) are orthogonal, and V& (s7p) is invertible,
it must actually be

V<I>i(s7'0)[1/(()j)] 29(z) >0, z=®(s1), seJ. (4.37)
By (4.36) and (4.37) we find
) () = Y] = (VO ()l - 7))
V@i (s70) (1] — (V&i(s70)[vs))] - ()7 (2)]

By exploiting again the fact that {B,: 4 /3}?;0 covers v we conclude as in the previous case that

r=®(s1), se&J.

v (x) — v (y)| < Cla — y|® for every x,y € v. Again by the covering property, we are left to
show that

WD (z) - (z—y)| < Cls —t]'Fe, x=®'(s10),y = (try), s, te€J. (4.38)
Indeed we easily see that
@ (s710) — B (t9) — VO (t70)[10](s —t)| < C'|s —t|'T®, Vs, te J',
while V®(s79)[r0] is parallel to 7(z) and 7(x) and v\9)(z) are orthogonal, so that
v () (x —y) = v (z) - (9 (sm0) — @' (t10) — V' (t10)[70](5 — 1)) ;
by combining these last two fact, we prove (4.38). Finally, the assertions about the vector fields
)\1(3 ) follow by similar considerations. O

Lemma 4.5. If (4.1) holds then for every k > ko and~y € 'y (€) there exists a CY*-diffeomorphism
fr between ~v and v with

i [fi =dllory =0, [l fkllore) <O,
(fx —1Id)-7=0, on .

Proof. Let p, denote the projection of R? over ~, and let dy > 0 be such p, € C?(Is,(7)). For
k > ko, we have v, C I5,(y). We claim that

kh_}ngo [T oDy — Tillco(y,) = 0- (4.39)

Should this not be the case, then, up to extracting subsequences and thanks to Theorem 3.2
and to hd(yg,y) — 0, we could find € > 0, yx € v, and yo € 7y such that

. _ . _ . - > e
dm oy =yo,  Jimome(ys) =7(0)  If [7(py(ye)) — mrlyi)| = €
Clearly p(yx) — yo, and hence 7(p,(yx)) — 7(yo0) thanks to (4.32). We thus obtain a contra-
diction and prove (4.39). Now, by Lemma 4.4 we have
hd, (v, z + Rr(z)) < Crite,

hdy, (g, y + R7p(y)) < Crite ) Veey,y €, >0. (4.40)
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Combining (4.39) and (4.40) we see that the restriction g; of py to v, is an invertible map
gk 7k — - By exploiting the fact that g is the projection of 44 onto v one finds that

Vgu(y) = (T9e®) - 7)) (W) @ Tely) s Yy € e (4.41)

Since, trivially, |gx(y) — gx(¥')| < |y —¢/| for every y,y € i, by exploiting this formula together
with (4.32) and (4.33), we conclude that

ksulg) gkl cra@q,) < C- (4.42)

>ko

We also notice that, again by (4.41)

, on vy for k > ko, (4.43)

NN

T gk = |7(gr () - Te(y)] >

while [|gr, — Id|[|¢co(,,) < hd(v,7x) — 0. By combining this last fact with (4.42) and (4.43) we
are in the position to apply [CLM14, Theorem 2.1] and deduce that g, is a Ch*-diffeomorphism
between 7y and y with [| fx|[cr.e(,) < C. In order to check that || fy —Id||c1(yy — 0, it is enough
to notice that, again by (4.39),
Vg — 7k @ Tkl oy < (T 0 gk) - 7 — Llcogy,) — 0.
O
Lemma 4.6. If (4.1) holds then there exist ., Cyx > 0 with the following property. If vy € T'p(E),

p < pix, and k > ko (for some ko depending also on i), then there exists a C1“-diffeomorphism
between v and v with fi(bd (y)) = bd (k) such that

Jim [ fe =1dllci) =0, filleree) < O,
(fr =1d)-7=0, on (Y],
C.
[(fr —1d) - Tller(y) < m £ = 1d[|coba (v)) -

Proof. Let py > 0 be such that [y], # 0 for p < py. We claim the existence of L > 0 with the
following property: for every p < pg and k > ko (with ko depending also on p), there exists a
Che-diffeomorphism f;, between [v], and fix([7],) such that

lim || f — Id||en =0, | frllore <L,
koo (bly) (0r) (4.44)
[Velzp € fr([V]p) C s (fx =Id)-7=0,  on[y],.

Indeed, by the same argument as in the previous proof we construct a diffeomorphism fj from
7], to vk N N5y ([7],) such that (4.44) holds with (fx, —Id)-7 = 0 on [y],. We are thus left
to prove that if x € ~, with dist(x,bd (v4)) > 3p, then dist(p,(z),bd (y)) > p. Indeed, let
2% € bd () be such that dist(p,(x),bd (7)) = |2° — p,(x)], and let 2§ € bd (y%) be such that
|29 — 29 < hd(bd (), bd (vx)). Then we have,

3p < dist(z,bd () < |z — 2| < |z — py ()] + |py(x) — 2°] + |2° — 2}
< hd(v,7) + hd(bd (v), bd (7)) + dist(p, (), bd (7)),

so that dist(p(x),bd (7)) > p provided hd(v,vx) + hd(bd (v), bd (7)) < 2p for k > k.

Now let p, and C, be the positive constants associated by [CLM14, Theorem 3.5] to v €
I'(€), o as in Theorem A, and L redefined to be the maximum between the constant appearing
in Lemma 4.4 and the constant appearing in (4.44). By taking into account (4.44) and

Il < L, Jim hd(y, ) +hd(bd (3%),bd (7)) + 17 0 by = Thllowiwa ) = 0

(which follows from Theorem 3.2, Lemma 4.3, and Lemma 4.4) we are in the position to apply
[CLM14, Theorem 3.5] to complete the proof of the lemma. O
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By juxtaposing the maps fi defined in Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6 we define (for k > kg
with kg corresponding to a fixed value of 1 < ) a homeomorphism
fe:2(E) = (&)
such that fx(X7(8)) = Er (&), fr(Xy(€)) = Ly (&), and

lim sup |[fx —Idfci(y) =0, sup sup || fxllcra(yy < C.
k=00 yer(€) k>ko vel'(€)

Moreover, denoting by 7y € C11(2y (£);S?) the unit tangent vector field to Yy (€) obtained by

juxtaposing the vector fields 7 defined in Lemma 4.4, we have

(fe =1d) -7y =0 on [X(E)],, [(fe —1d) - v ller s, < = 1k —1dllcosye) »

=|Q

where with a slight abuse of notation with respect to (2.2) we have set
E(E)]u = 2(E)\ Lu(X1(E)).-

We also notice for future reference that fi has the following property with respect to the bound-
aries of the chambers of the clusters, namely

F(OE() NE(E)) = &) ND(E),  Vi=0,...N. (4.45)

This last remark completes the picture concerning the singular sets. We now start discussing
the problem of mapping S(€) into S(Ex). In the following py denotes the parameter introduced
in Theorem 3.1. Up to further decreasing the value of pg we may assume that

dist(S, S") > 2p0, VS € S.(€),8 eSE)\{S}, (4.46)
As a consequence, we find of course that
dist(S,X(€)) > 2po, VS e Si(€). (4.47)

We also assume that
SN1,(bd-(S))=5nN Ip(E(S)) ,

[S], is connected ,

Finally, we fix ve € C11(0*E;S?) (recall that under (4.1) we have that 9*€ is a C*l-surface)
and set for every S € S(€)

VS eSs(E),p<po. (4.48)

Vs = vg on SNO*E. (4.49)

Lemma 4.7. If (4.1) holds, then to every S € S(E) and k > ko one can associate Sy € S(E)
in such a way that S € Sx(€) if and only if Sy, € Sx(&) and

lim 0d(S, Sp) + hd(bd (S), bd -(Sy)) = 0. (4.50)

Moreover, there exists pg > 0 such that if p < po and k > ko (for ko that now depends also on
p) then there exists ¢y, € C*([S],) such that

[Sklsp © (d +4pvs)([S1p) © Sk, lim {lyellergsy,) =0, [Yellcreqs),) <C.  (4.51)
In particular, if S € S.(E), then Sy € S«(&) and (4.51) boils down to
Sk = (Id +rvs)(9), Jim lVkllcrs) =0, 1Vkllcre(s) < C. (4.52)
Finally,
&= |J Sk (4.53)

Ses(€)
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Proof. Step one: In this step we associate to each S € Sy(&) a surface S; € Sy (&) in such
a way that (4.50) and (4.51) hold. Let &y be defined as in the proof of Lemma 4.3, and let
I, ko, {z'}ier C B(E), {z}}ier C X(Ek), {t'}ier, and t, be likewise defined correspondingly to
§ = 6p/2. In particular, t, < t' < §y/4 for every i € I and

bd-(S)=SNNE) C | Buiyys, (4.54)
1€1(S)

where I(S) = {i € I : 2* € S}. By compactness and by (4.54) there exists s, > 0 (depending on
dp) such that
I, (bd-(9) € | Buisys. (4.55)
1€I(S)
We shall require that pg, in addition to the various constraints considered so far, is small enough

in terms of s,. By Theorem 3.1 for every p < pg and k > ko there exists ¢y, € C*([0€],) (where
[0€], = 0E \ 1,(X(€))) such that

0ER \ I2p(2(E)) C (Id + Yyve) ([0€],) C O*Ep (4.56)
N, ([0€],) N OE;, = (1d + oy, ve) ([0€],) (4.57)
dm ([ Yllergoe,) =0 [¥rlloneqoe,) < C- (4.58)

Here ky € N and ¢ € (0, p) depend also on p, while C' just depends on &, a and A.
By the first condition in (4.48), if S € Su(€), then [S], = [0€], NS, and thus, thanks to
(4.57) and provided [[v | co(jag],) < €0, We get
(Id + ¢vs)([S],) = Neo([S]p) N (Id + hgre) ([0€] ) = Neo([S],) N O - (4.59)

Since (Id + ¢vs)([S],) is connected by the second condition in (4.48), we find that there exists
a unique Si € S(&) such that

(Id + ¥xvs)([S]y) C int (Sk) C Sk (4.60)

We notice that Sy € Su(&): indeed, for each i € I(S) and provided kg is large enough with
respect to p, we have that

(Id + xrs)([S],) N Byi a3 #0; (4.61)
at the same time, by construction, 0& N Bx}; oti /3 consists of the intersection with Bx}; 2ti/3 of
exactly three or four surfaces from Sx.(€). Hence S € S(&). Now let us set

My = (1d + ¢ vs)([S],) ,
M} = Sk Nl (I, (bd (S))) -

We claim that My = Si. Since, trivially, M}, is a compact subset of Sj, by the connectedness of
Sk it will suffice to prove that M is a topological surface with boundary bd (M) C bd - (Sk).
Indeed, M, is locally homeomorphic to an open disk at every x € M}, such that

cither € (1d -+ vy vs) (Sl (I,(bd £(5))) )

or z € int(Sg) NI, (bd,(5)),

or ze€ (Id+ wkug)({y € S : dist(y,bd (5)) = P}) ,
or x€S8y, dist(z,bd - (S)) = s4;

and M}, is locally homeomorphic to a open half-disc union its diameter at every x € M) such
that

My = M} UM} where {

(4.62)

€ bd,(Sp) N L, (bd-(S)) . (4.63)
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The first two cases in (4.62) and (4.63) are trivial (as we are localizing the topological surface
with boundary Sy by intersecting it with certain open sets). In the third case, z = y+v(y)vs(y)
with dist(y,bd -(S)) = p, so that

dist(x,de(S)) <p+ ”¢kH00([51p) < Sk,
provided kg is large enough; this shows that
(1d + ) ({y € § : dist(y, bd () = p}) € SN L. (bdo(S)) © My,
and thus addresses the third case of (4.62). In the fourth case, we fix 0 <1i < j < N such that
S C 0E(i) N OE(j) and notice that by (4.60) we have Sj C 85k( 1) N O&L(7). Hence, (3.2) implies
Sk NI, (bd(S)) C 9&(i) N0E(4) NILs, (bd+(S5))
C Loy (0€() N OEG) N AL, (b (S)))

= L2 (SN 0L.(6d+(9))) € Liyja([S]3) € Ney([S2y)
In particular, by (4.59)
Sk N0l (bd +(S)) C Sk N Ney ([S2p) € (Id + s ([S2p)

so that the fourth case of (4.62) is a particular instance of the first one. We have thus shown
that M = Si, that is

S = (1 + vy ws)([8],) U (Sk N el (1, (b o(5)) ) (4.64)

We notice that in the process of showing (4.64) we have also proved that (see in particular
(4.61))

We now claim that for every n > 0 and k > ko (depending on 1) we have
Sk C I,(S), bd (Si) C I,(bd (S5)) . (4.66)

Indeed, let us repeat the argument leading to (4.64) with a suitably small § = d(n) in place of
d = 0p/2 (notice that, by connectedness of Sy we select the same surface from Sy (&) in the
process): correspondingly, we find s.(n) < d(n) and p suitably small with respect to s.(n) in
such a way that (4.64) holds for k > ko and with s.(n) in place of s.. As a consequence (4.66)
immediately follows. We now notice that

fe(bd+(S)) = bd ~(Sk) - (4.67)
Indeed, if v € T'(.S), then up to adding ﬁmtely many points to the family {z'};c [, We can assume

that there exists i € I(S) such that 2 € int(y) C Ey(£). In particular, zj € Xy (&) and
fe(z') € Byi op13 for k large enough, so that (4.65) implies

fe(y) Nbd 7 (Sk) # 0.

By connectedness, fi(y) C bd,(Sk), and thus fx(bd(S)) C bd,(Sg). To prove the converse
inclusion we notice that

bd (S) N Bmi7ti/3 =X(E€)Nn Bmi7ti/3, Vi€ I(S) s.t. xt e Yy (€). (4.68)

If we now pick v* € T'(Sg), then v* C I, /o(bd ;(5)) thanks to (4.66). At the same time, for k >
ko, fr(v*) = € T(E) with v C I, (bd,(S)). In particular there exists z* € int (y) N'bd (S),
thus v € I'(S), that is v* = fr(v) C fr(bd(5)). This completes the proof of (4.67) and shows
that

lim hd(bd (Sk), bd (S)) = 0. (4.69)

k—o0
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Thanks to (4.66) and a standard compactness argument in order to prove hd(Sk, S) — 0 we just
need to check that for every x € S there exists zp € Sj such that z, — = as k — oco. Indeed,
if € int (S) then € [S], for p = p(x) small enough. In particular, for k£ > k(x) we have
Yr(z) € Sk and x = Y (x) — z; if, instead, x € bd -(5), then we are done thanks to (4.69).
We finally notice that since hd(Sk, S) — 0 for k — oo, given p < pg one can find kg depending
on p such that

S C I2p(bd +(S)) U Neo([S])) VEk > ko,
and thus, thanks also to (4.59) and (4.69),

(Id + 1/1kVS)([S]p) = NEo([S]p) No&, O Nao([S]p) N Sk
D Sk \ I2p(bd +(S5)) D Sk \ Isp(bd +(Sk)) = [Sklsp -

This remark completes the proof of (4.51), thus of step one.

Step two: We now associate to each S € S.(€) a surface Sy € Si(&) in such a way that (4.50)
and (4.52) hold. Indeed, by (4.47) we have [S], = S for every p < pg. In particular, S C [0&],.
We claim that

Neo(8) N (Id + Prre)([0€]p) = (Id + Yrrs)(S) - (4.70)
The D inclusion follows by S C [0€],, provided ky is large enough to entail [|{k[|co(ae),) < €o;
the C inclusion follows from the fact that if x + ¥y (x)ve(z) € N,y (S) for some = € [0€], \ S,
then dist(z, S) < dist(z + Yx(z)ve(x), S) + [[Vkllcoog),) < 2p0 for some z € " € S(E)\ {S},
against (4.46). The same argument shows that

NEO(S) N N€o([ag]p) = NEO(S) ) (4'71)
so that, by intersecting both sides of (3.5) with N, (S) we find
Neo(S)N0& = (Id + Yrvs)(S),  Vk>ko.

Since S is connected, one has that (Id 4 ;vs)(S) is connected. By connectedness of the surfaces
in S(&), there exists a unique Sy € S(&) which intersects (Id+xrg)(S), and thus must actually
be equal to (Id + ¥,vs)(S) and belong to S, (&), with (4.52) in force thanks to (4.58).

Step three: We prove (4.53). Pick S’ € Su(&), and let 0 < i < j < N be such that S’ C
0Ek(1) N O (7). By (4.45), f, ' (bd-(S")) C 9E(i) NOE(j) N E(E). Thus there exists S € Sx(€)
such that S C 9€(i) N OE(j) and f, '(bd,(S")) NS # 0. Let Sy be the surface associated to S
by step one, so that, by the properties proved in step one,

Slvsk 682(816)7 S/7Sk Cagk(z)ﬁagk(])7 de(S/)ﬁde(Sk) #@7

and hence S’ = Si. If instead S’ € S.(&), then by the first inclusion in (4.56) it must be
S"' N (Id + ¢, vs)([S],) # 0 for some S € S(E). Should it be S € Sx(£), then by arguing as
in step one (see in particular (4.65)) we would find S" = S € Sx(&;), a contradiction. Thus
S € 8:(€), and S’ = (Id + Yyrg)(S) = Sk under the correspondence defined in step two. O

We now notice that, thanks to Theorem 1.1, given S € S(€) the vector field vg : int (S) — S?
defined in (4.49) satisfies |vs(z) — vs(y)| < L|x — y|* for every x,y € int (S) for a constant L
depending on & only. In particular, vg can be uniquely extended by continuity to S in such a
way that

lvs(z) —vs(y)| < Lz —yl*,

Vr,y €S. 4.72
vs(@) - (y—a)| < Dlw -y, Y (4.72)

By regularity of int (S},), there exists vg, € C%%(int (S); S?) such that vg, (z)* = T,.S for every
x € int (Sg). By exploiting (4.51), (4.52), and Lemma 4.1 through an argument analogous to
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the one used in the proof of Lemma 4.4, we find that vg, extends by continuity to the whole S,
in such a way that

lvs, (x) —vs, (y)] < Lz —yl*,

Va,y €S . (4.73)
s, (@) - (y — 2)| < Ll —y|™+,
Moreover, thanks to Theorem 3.2,
€S8y, limax,=xz€S8, = lim vg, (z1) = vs(z) .
k—o0 k—o00
In particular, arguing by contradiction, one sees that
dm [[(vs, o fir) = vsllcowa,(s) = 0- (4.74)

Recalling that S* = S\ 7(€) and S; = S \ X7(€) are Cl%surfaces with boundary, and
denoting by v& the outer unit conormal to S* at bd (S*), and similarly defining Vg%, one comes
to prove by analogous arguments that

lim [|(v52 o fi) — V2
k—o00 k

C'O(bd(S*)) - O (475)

As the last preparatory step towards the proof of Theorem 1.3, we now prove the following
extension lemma.

Lemma 4.8. If (4.1) holds, S € S(€) and a € C°(bd +(S)) is such that a € C1(y) for every
v € T(S), then there exists a € C1(R3) such that @ = a on bd,(S) and

lallcramsy < C RUCS lallcraiyy — llallermsy < C RUCS allcr(y) - (4.76)

Proof. The lemma is proved by an application of Whitney’s extension theorem, see [CLM14,
Section 2.3] for the notation and terminology adopted here. Let X = bd,(S), so that X is
connected by rectifiable arcs and its geodesic distance distx satisfies disty(z,y) < wlz — y|
whenever z,y € X and for some w > 0 depending on S only. We claim the existence of a
continuous vector-field ' : X — R3 such that

|F(z) — F(y)| < Clz —y|*,
la(y) — a(z) — F(z) - (y — 2)| < Clo —y|"T,

We may then apply [CLM14, Theorem 2.3] to the jet F = {Fk}‘k|§1 with FO = g and F% = F-¢;
in order to conclude the proof of the lemma. Since X consists of finitely many cycles lying at
mutually positive distance, in the proof of (4.77) we may as well assume that X consists of a
single cycle. By Theorem 1.1, either X consists of a single C%!-diffeomorphic image of S!, or
X =™, v where m > 2 and each ; is a compact connected C?!-curve with boundary such
that v; N v;41 = bd () Nbd (vi+1) = {pi} and |7(p;) - Tix1(pi)| < 1 for every i = 1,...,m. Here
Yms1 =71 and 7; € C%1(v;,S1) is a tangent unit vector field to +;, oriented so that 7;(p;) points
outwards ~; at p;, and 7;41(p;) points inwards 7,11 at p;. Clearly, we have

i(x) =) < Cle —yl,  Vo,ye. (4.78)

We also record for future use that

Ve,y e X . (4.77)

max{|z —pil, [y —pil} S Cle—yl, Vo €,y €y, (4.79)
as it follows easily by |7;i(pi) - Tix1(pi)| < 1.
Now, let us set
aij(z) = V¥a(z)[ri(x)], = €int(y),
so that, if we denote by 7;(x,y) the arc of 7; joining x,y € 7;, then

la(y) — a(@) — ai(@) H! (vi(z,y))| < Clz —y['*e,

Yo,y € ;. 4.80
as(@) — aa(y) < Cle — g+, yET (4.80)
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We claim that (4.77) holds provided we set
F(z) = a;(z)7i(z) + Bi(z), €, (4.81)
for any choice of §; : v; — R3 such that
Bi(x) -7i(x) =0,  |Bi(x)| <C
18i(x) = Bi(y)| < Clz —y|*,
and such that the compatibility conditions
ai(pi)7i(pe) + Bi(pi) = aipr(pi)Tiv1(pi) + Biva(ps), 1 <i<m, (4.83)

hold. (Note that (4.83) is a necessary condition for a function F' defined as in (4.81) to be
continuous on X, and that the existence of choices of § satisfying (4.82) and (4.83) is easily
proved.) Let us check the first condition in (4.77): if 2,y € ~;, then this is trivial by (4.78),
(4.80) and (4.82); if, instead, = € v; and y € 741, then by (4.79) we have

|F(z) — F(y)] < [F(x)—F(pi)|l+[F(y) — F(ps)| < |z —pil* + [y — pal®
< 2max{|lz —pi|,|ly — pi|}* < Clz —y|*;

Yo,y € v, (4.82)

finally, if x € 7; and y € v; with j # i — 1,4,i + 1, then one simply has |z —y| > 1/C.
We are thus left to prove the second condition in (4.77). If z,y € ;, then we have

la(y) —a(z) = F(z) - (y — )| < la(y) — a(z) — ai(@)7i(z) - (y — 2)| + |Bi(x) - (x —y)|. (4.84)
If x < y in the orientation of 7; induced by 7;, then

1 (i, y) = 7i(x) - (y —2)| < Cly — 2, (4.85)
while thanks to the first condition in (4.82)
Bi(2) - (& —y)| < Clz —y*,  Vaye. (4.86)

By combining (4.85) and (4.86) with (4.84) we prove the second condition in (4.77) in the case
xz,y € ;- Once again we are left to consider the case when = € v; and y € v;41. In this case,
la(y) — a(z) — F(z) - (y — z)|
< a(y) = a(pi) = a1 (P)H (ig1 (i)
Hla(pi) — ai(x) — ai(pi)H' (i(pi, 2)))]
o1 (p) M (Yig1 (piry) — ci(pi)H (i (pi 2)) = F(z) - (y — )],

so that, by (4.80), (4.85) (where & < p; in the orientation of v; induced by 7; and p; < y in the
orientation of ;41 induced by 7;41) and (4.79), one finds

la(y) — a(z) = F(z) - (y — 2)| < C'lz —y|'*
+laivi (i) (y — pi) - T (pi) — (i) (pi — @) - 7i(pi) — F(x) - (y — )|
Thus it suffices to show that for every = € v; and y € 7,41 one has
| (@i(pi)7i(pi) — F(2)) - (pi — )| < Ol —y['*e,
| (g1 (pi)Tis1 (pi) — F(2)) - (y — pi)| < Clw —y|" .
The first inequality in (4.87) descends from the fact that F(z) = a;(z)7i(x) + Bi(x), and thus,
by (4.80), (4.86), and (4.79)
| (ai(pi)7i(pi) — F()) - (pi — )]
< lai(pi)7i(pi) — ci(@)7i(@)] |pi — | + |Bi(2) - (pi — @)
< Clpi— 2| < Clo -yl

(4.87)
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Concerning the second inequality, by exploiting
(v =pi) = ((y—pi) - 71 (p)) Tia (i) | < Cly —pil*, Yy € 7ina,
we find that
‘(Oéi+1(pi)7'i+1(pi) - F( )) “(y —pi)|
< Cly—pil* + i1 (pi) = Fx) - i1 (pi) | ly — pil 5
1(pi) = F(pi) - Tig1(pit1), so that
[F(pi) — Fa)| < Clx —pi|*;

by projecting (4.83) on 7;41(pi+1) we have o,
!Oéi+1 (pi) — F(x) 'Ti+1(Pi)| <

thus, again by (4.79),

(i1 (pi)Tis1 (i) —F(2))-(y—pi)| < C lz—pi|*ly—pi| < C max{|z—ps|, ly—pi|}' T < C lz—y|"",

and the proof is complete. ]

5. PROOF OF THE IMPROVED CONVERGENCE THEOREM

We now prove Theorem 1.3. For pg to be determined, we fix u < ug and p < % (We
automatically entail p < pg, for pg the constant determined in the previous section, up to taking
po small enough.) Let us fix S € S(€), and correspondingly let Si € S(€) be the surfaces
associated to S as in the previous section, and let us set S* = S\ X7(€). In order to prove the
theorem it is enough to show that for & > k¢ (depending on p) there exists an homeomorphism
fr between S and Sy such that

[ frllcracs=y < Co,
Jm [ fy = Idfjer gy =0,
Co 5.1
I~ 1lersy < 2 ma 1~ ey o
o (fi—1d) =0 on[8], =5\ L(bd-(9)),
where for every z € S*, v € R3, and h : S* — R? we set
mp(v) =v—(v-vs(@))vs(z),  7h(z) =73 (h(x)).
If S € S.(€), then (5.1) is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.7, see in particular (4.52), so

that, from now on we assume S € Sy(€). In this way, by Lemma 4.7 there exists pg > 0 such

that for every p < pg and k > ko (depending on p) there exists ¢y, € C**([S],) such that
[Sklap C (Id + ¢pvs)([S]p) € Sk 5:2)
lellcreqs;,y <L lellergs,) < '

and moreover

hd(S, Sg) < p, ISkllcre < L, (5.3)
where the last condition is (4.73). We denote by f? the Cl®diffeomorphism between bd ,(5)
and bd - (Sk): precisely, P is an homeomorphism between bd ,(S) and bd,(Sk) such that, by
Lemma 4.5, Lemma 4.6, (4.74), and (4.75), and up to increasing the value of L,

Ifllcrae < L, 12 =1d]leri < p,

(s, © f2) = vsllcopa sy < P (5.4)

12 o 1) — v
for every v € I'(S), where S} = Si \ X1 (&). Our goal is now to glue together the boundary

diffeomorphism f{ to the normal diffeomorphisms (Id + ¢;vs) defined on [S], in such a way
to control the size of the tangential displacement 7°(f, — Id). This is exactly the construction

CO(bd (57)) = P>
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described in [CLM14, Theorem 3.1] in the case of k-dimensional manifolds with boundary in
R"™. Here we have £k = 2 and n = 3, but, unfortunately, we cannot directly apply that result
because of the boundary singularities of S (that is, because S N X7 (€) may be nonempty). The
proof of [CLM14, Theorem 3.1] can be anyway adapted to this context and we now describe the
main modifications needed to this end.

The first remark is that, by arguing as in the proof of [CLM14, Theorem 3.5], in order to
prove (5.1) it is enough to show that for every p < u? and k > ko depending on p there exists
an homeomorphism f{ between S and Sy such that

fp:fl(c) Onde(S), f]é):Id+¢kVS on [S];M

C
P P _ ~
[fillcres <C,  fy —Id][erse) < P (5.5)

C
S(fF—1d o < = O_1d .
|7 (f% Merse) < . V?F%)ka ey

To this end we start we start noticing that, by Remark 1.2 (see in particular (1.7)) and by
applying Whitney’s extension theorem as explained in [CLM14, Remark 3.4], there exists a
surface S of class C%! in R3 such that, up to increasing the value of L,

Scs, diam(S) < L, distg(w,y) < Lz —yl, Va,ye s, (5.6)

and there exists v € C%1(9;S?) with 7,8 = v(z)* for every z € S and

HV||01,1(§) <L. (57)

As a consequence of (5.7), one has

w(z)-(y—a)| <Clas(y—a)2, VeeS,yeBuyens,
y—a| <2|mi(y—x)|, VeeS,yeByyenS, (5.8)

|nf w5 <Cla—yl, VmyeS.

Finally, we exploit ||Sk||c1.« < L and [CLM14, Proposition 2.4] to construct ds, € C1*(R3) and
€k > 0 such that

ds, () =0 and Vdg, (x) = vg, (x) for every x € S,
I, (Sk) N {ds, = 0} is a C1%surface in R?, (5.9)
max {Egl , ”ds’k”cl,a(RS)} <C.

We set S), = I, (S) N {ds, =0} and, for any x € S and 6 >0,

K;=I5(bd (S)NS, K =I5bd (S)NS.
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We now claim that there exists 79 depending on « and L only such that, if yg is small enough
with respect to 7o, then one can construct ff : K, — Sj with

o= £, on bd,(9), (5.10)

f£ = Id+dyrs, on K,;B\KM, (5.11)

IfElerar,) < C, (5.12)

1Y = Tdllogsy < Co (5.13)

C .

||f]?_IdHCl(K%) < pp7 (5.14)
s C

S(fP—1d < = V_1d 1

|72 (f} ek, < p Wléllﬁai)é)|’fk lery) s (5.15)
s 1

Jof > 50 on Ky, (5.16)

(P -1d) = 0,  on Ky \ K, (5.17)

FUKSE) © Sk (5.18)

Once the claim has been proved, one defines f, by setting f, = (Id+1;vg) on S\ K,),, and then
by setting fz = ff on the rest of S. The fact that this gluing operation defines a diffeomorphism
with the properties listed in (5.5) follows from (5.2), (5.8), (5.12), (5.13), (5.14), (5.16), and
(5.18) thanks also to a uniform version of the inverse function theorem, see [CLM14, Theorem
2.1]. To prove the claim, we fix ¢ € C*™(R? x (0, 00); [0, 1]) such that, setting ¢, = ¢(-, 1),

bu € C(1u(bd~(5))),  du=1onI,/5(bd-(S5)),

C

Vé,(2)] < % V2. < S Vo c B x (0,00). (5.19)

2 )
Next, we define aj, : bd -(S) — R and by, : bd -(S) — R? by setting
ag(x) = (fi(x) —2) v(z),  b(z) = fllx) —z —ap(z)v(z), webd.(S), (5.20)
so that by (5.4) one has
@k llcray) + 1bkllcra) < C lakllcry) + 1bkllcry < C AR —1dllergy) (5.21)

for every v € T'(S). By using Lemma 4.8 (which we must use in place of [CLM14, Proposition 2.4]
in order to deal with the singular points of bd -(5)), we find ay € C1%(R3) and by, € C*(R3; R?)
such that

ap = aj and by, = by, , on bd (S5),
lagllor.omsy + lbkllcremsy < C, (5.22)
lakllcrmsy + bkl cr@sy < C ne 12— 1d]l s -

Correspondingly, we define F, € C5(S x (—1,1); R3) by setting, for (z,t) € S x (—1,1),
Fi(x,t) = 2 4 ¢p(x) bp(x) + (ag(x) + t) v(z), (5.23)
and then exploit dg, € C1%(R3) to define uy, € CL2(S x (—1,1)) as
up(@,t) = dg, (Fp(z,1)),  (2,t) € S x (-1,1).

By noticing that, for every x € bd ;(S5), ug(x,0) = 0 (thanks to (5.9), (5.20), and (5.22)) and

Ouy,/0t(x,0) > 1/2 (thanks to (5.9) and (5.4)), and HukHcLa(gX(_l y <C (thanks to (5.7),
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(5.9), (5.21), (5.22), (5.19)) one applies a uniform version of the implicit function theorem (see
[CLM14, Theorem 2.2]) in order to find 79 > 0 and a function ¢ € C%%(K,,) such that

up(z, Gp(x)) =0 Vo e K, C(z) =0 Vzebd,(9), (5.24)
ICkllco(r,y) < Cmo s Ckllcra(x,,) < C- (5.25)

We prove the claim by setting
fr(x) = F(z, G (2)), x € Ky, . (5.26)

Following the same argument as in [CLM14, Proof of Theorem 3.1], one shows (5.10), (5.12),
(5.17), (5.15), (5.16) and

Fie(Fopy) € Sk, (5.27)
as well as

. Yz ebd(SY). (5.28)

N =

VS fu(@) v ()] - vE2 (fi() >
By (5.10), (5.27), and (5.16), one has
VS fu(@)[To8) = Ty Sk, Vo €bd,(S),
VS (@) [T (bd (S%))] = Ty, ) (bd (S7)), Y €bd(S%),
so that (5.28) gives at each z € bd (%)

ngk(x) [{v €TSS v v¥(z) < 0}} ={we Tfk(m)gk Sw - l/g%(fk(ib)) < 0}.

By combining this fact with (5.27) we deduce (5.18) (up to possibly further decreasing 7y in
dependence of the bound in (5.12)). We are thus left to prove (5.11), (5.13) and (5.14), and this
can be achieved once again by arguing exactly as in the proof of [CLM14, Proof of Theorem
3.1]. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

The aim of this section is proving Theorem 2.1, i.e., we want to prove that if £ is satisfies
P(&;Byy) < P(F; Byy) + Ad(E, F), (A1)

whenever z € R", r < rg and E(h)AF(h) CC By, for every h = 1,..., N, then there exists
positive constants L and py (depending on A, rg, n, N and max;<p<n |E(h)| only) such that

H W NOE) < H L f(WNOE)) + L™, (A.2)

whenever f : R™ — R™ is Lipschitzian, W = {f # Id}, and diam(W U f(W)) = r < pg. We
notice that this is trivial when f is a bi-Lipschitz map. Indeed, in this case, f(£) = {f(E(h))H,
is a N-cluster in R™ with 0" f(£) =qyn-1 f(0*E) (as it follows, e.g., by [Magl2, Proposition 17.1]),
and thus (A.1) boils down to (A.2) if one takes F = f(&). This said, Taylor’s regularity theorem
is based on the possibility of testing (A.2) on non-injective Lipschitz maps f. In order to deduce
(A.2) from (A.1) on such maps, one needs to construct a comparison cluster F, admissible in
(1.1), and with P(F; W) < H" L(f(WNOE)). Proposition A.1 below is crucial in achieving this
goal, and in order to state it we introduce an ad hoc definition.

Let us recall that an integer rectifiable n-current T on R™ is a linear functional on the
vector space DF (R™) of compactly supported smooth k-forms on R™ which can be represented
by integration as

(T,w) = /M 0w, 7y dH*,  Vwe DERY), (A3)

where M is an HF-rectifiable set in R™, 6 is a Borel measurable, integer-valued and non-negative
function defined on M, and 7 is a Borel orientation of M (that is, 7(z) is a simple unit k-vector
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defining an orientation on the approximate tangent space T, M for HF-a.e. x € M such that
T, M exists). We set ||T|| = @ HFLM for the total variation measure of T, 6*(x) for the mod 2
representative of f(x) in {0,1}, and define the carrier of T as

car T = {:EGR”'H* —1}

(Here we are borrowing some concepts and terminology from [Zie62], while avoiding to use the
full machinery of currents modulo 2 for the sake of simplicity.) We denote by T* the integer
rectifiable k-current (with unit multiplicity) defined by

(T*, w) = / 0" (w, ) dH* = / (w, ) dH* Vw € DFR™),
M car T'

so that ||T%|| = H*L(car T). Notice that, with this definition, if T} and T, are two rectifiable
currents, then it holds

(T + To)"|| < [T + (|75, (A.4)
where the simple verification of (A.4) is left to the reader. Next, we let e = e; A -+ A e,
and E™ denote, respectively, the canonical orientation of R™ and the corresponding canonical
identification of R™ as an n-dimensional multiplicity-one current; then we set T = E"LE for
every Borel set E C R™. If T is an integral n-current on R™ (that is to say, both T" and 0T are
integer rectifiable currents in R™), then by [Fed69, 4.5.17] there exists a partition {G*},cz into
sets of finite perimeter such that

T=T"-T",
=Y kENGY, T =Y kEGF. (A.5)
keN keN

In this case, * = 1 a.e. on G* if and only if k is odd (i.e., k = 2i + 1 for some i € Z), and thus
we obtain
car (T%) = U Gtk car (T) = car (TT) Ucar (T7),

k>1odd (A.6)

T* =E" car (T") — E"Lcar (T7).
In this way, if I/ and F are sets of finite perimeter, then T' = T — TF is an n-dimensional
integral current on R™ with car (T7) = E'\ F, car (T~) = F'\ E, and car (T') = EAF; therefore
we find

(T —T)* = B"(E\F)—E"(F\E),  |[Tg—Tgl| = |(Tp — Te)*|| = H'"(EAF). (A7)

We are now ready to state and prove Proposition A.l, where the notion of push-forward of a
current is used, see, e.g. [Sim83, Chapter 26].

Proposition A.1. If E is a set of finite perimeter in R™, f : R™ — R™ is a proper Lipschitz
map, and we set F' = car (f41Tg), then F is a set of finite perimeter with

HILO*F < H"'Lf(O*E) on Borel sets. (A.8)
Moreover, M((Tr — f4Tg)*) = |EAF)|.

Proof. Since f is a proper Lipschitz map and E is a set of finite perimeter, f4TF is a integral
n-current in R”. By (A.5) and (A.6) there exists a partition {G*}rcz of R™ into sets of finite
perimeter such that

f4Te =) KE'G",  F=car(f3Te)= ) G*. (A.9)
keZ kodd
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Since {GFliez is a partition of R™ into sets of finite perimeter, we have
€

I*GF = U (@*G* no*Gh) up to H" !-null sets, (A.10)
h#k
H Yo" GF oG no*GI) =0, (k, h,j distinct) (A.11)
var(z) = —van(z), for H" lae. x € O*GFNO*G" (k #h).(A.12)
By exploiting [Mag12, Theorem 16.3] we thus find that, up to a H"!-negligible set,
oF={J |J or¢F noct. (A.13)
kodd heven

At the same time, by (A.9), (A.10) and (A.12) we obtain

fpTr) = Y kxvee H"'LO*GF

kEZ
= 3> kxvpH T (0°GFno"G)
kEZ h#k
= 3 S k- h) xve H"—lL(a*Gk N 8*Gh) ,
keZ h<k
so that owing to (A.13) we get
H" IO F < ||0(f4Tw)| - (A.14)

Finally, by noticing that O(f4Tg) = fx(0Tg) with 0T = xvg H" 1L 0*E, we find that
10(f4Tr)ll < H* ' f(O*E), (A.15)

so that (A.8) immediately follows by (A.14) and (A.15). We finally notice that, since {G*}rez
is a partition of R™ up to H"—negligible sets, we have

Tp — f4Tp = E"E-) kE"GF

keZ
= Y 1-KE"(ENG*) - ) kE"(G"\E).
kez keZ
Thus
(Tg — f4Te)" = Y E'(EnG)- > E'"(EnGH)
k<0even k>2even
+ > EW(GM\E)- ) E"(G"\E),
k>1odd k<—1lodd
M((Te — f4TE)") = Y IENGH+ ) |GF\E|=|BE\F|+|F\E|,
k even kodd
and M((Tg — f4TE)*) = |[EAF|, as claimed. O

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Given pg > 0 (the required constraints on pg shall be stated in the course
of proof), let us consider a Lipschitz map f : R™ — R" such that diam(W U f(WW)) = r for some
r < po, where W = {f # Id}. In this way

diam(W U f(W)) =r, WU f(W)cc B(xo,3r), (A.16)
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for some xy € R™. Let us consider the integer n-currents 7y, = E".E(h), 0 < h < N. Since
{E(h)}Y_, is a partition of R™ up to a negligible set, we have that

N
E'=>"T,. (A.17)
h=0

At the same time, since f is a proper Lipschitz map with f(z) = z for every z outside some
bounded set, for a.e. y € R™ and for every R > 0 large enough we have

B B det Vf(x) 0/ det Vf(z) . o
1 =deg(f, Br,y) = /fl(y) WCH‘[ (z) = /fl(y) T(iﬂ)d}[ (z).

Therefore, for every w = @ dx! A---Adz™ with compact support (contained in By for some large
value of R), by the area formula (see, e.g. [Magl2, Corollary 8.11]) we find that

(4B w) = (B, fFw) = / o(f(x)) det V() dx = / o(y) deg(f, Br,y) dy = (B",w),

that is, E" = f4E". In particular, (A.17) gives

n

N
E" =Y fuTh. (A.18)
h=0

By(A.4) and by (A.18) we find H" < Etho I|(f#T%)*||, which of course implies, setting for
brevity
Fh:carf#Th, OShSN,

that the family of sets of finite perimeter {F},}2_, covers R™ up to a set of Lebesgue measure
zero. We now notice that, by Proposition A.1, for every h =0,..., N,

HILOE, < HTLf(97E(R)), (A.19)
M((T, — f4Th)*) = [E(R)AF|, (A.20)

and then define a partition of R” into sets of finite perimeter {F(h)}_, (up to H"-negligible
sets) by setting

h—1
FO)=F, Fh=m\|JF, 1<h<N. (A.21)
j=0
Since £ is a cluster, for each h = 0,..., N one has
h h
EMAF ()] <D [EMAF,| =Y M((Th — f4Th)") < (h+1)[W], (A.22)
§=0 §=0

where we have also used (A.20). In particular, for h =1,..., N,
1) = IFR)I| < (N + 1) [W] < (N +1)2"w, 1™ < Cn N) (o)

so that, for po suitably small with respect to n, N, and vol (£), we find that |F(h)| > 0 for
h =1,...,N, and thus that F is a N-cluster. For each h = 0,..., N, thanks to (A.16), we have
E(h)AF, CC W C By, 3y, and thus E(h)AF(h) CC W C By, 3t hence, provided 3pg < 1o, we
can exploit the fact that £ is a (A, rg)-minimizing cluster to find

PEW) < P(F,W)+Ad(E,F). (A.23)
By (A.22), and since spt (T}, — 1) C W U f(W) with diam(W U f(W)) < r, we find that
Ad(E,F) < Lr", (A.24)
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for a suitable constant L depending on A, n, and N. We also claim that, if we set S = 0&, then
PEW)=H"1SnW),  PFW)<H" I (f(SNnW)). (A.25)

The first identity follows since H"~1(9€ \ 9*€) = 0. Concerning the second identity, let us first
notice that, by [Magl2, Theorem 16.3] and by (A.19)

N N
o F(h) c |JoR c (J10Em) = [0°€) = 10€),
j=0 J=0

where the first and second inclusions, as well as the last equality, are true up to 1" ' negligible
sets; moreover, in the last identity we have used again H" (0 \ 0*€) = 0 and the area
formula. Since {F(h)}Y_, is a partition of R” into sets of finite perimeter, it turns out that
{0*F(h) N 0*F(k)o<h<r<n is a family of Borel sets that are mutually disjoint up to H" '~
negligible sets, and thus, by taking also into account that W N f(9€) C f(W N OE), we have

N
PFEW)= Y ! (W na*F(h) N a*f(k)) < HU W N F(DE)) < HP L (F(W N AE)),

0<h<k<N
and prove (A.25). By combining (A.23), (A.24), and (A.25) we finally deduce that
H YW NOE) < H M F(WNOE)) + L™,
and thus complete the proof of the theorem. O
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