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ON DE GIORGI CONJECTURE IN DIMENSION N >9

MANUEL DEL PINO, MICHAL KOWALCZYK, AND JUNCHENG WEI

ABSTRACT. A celebrated conjecture due to De Giorgi states that any bounded
solution of the equation Au+(1—u?)u = 0 in RY with 9y, u > 0 must be such
that its level sets {u = A} are all hyperplanes, at least for dimension N < 8. A
counterexample for N > 9 has long been believed to exist. Based on a minimal
graph I" which is not a hyperplane, found by Bombieri, De Giorgi and Giusti

in RN, N > 9, we prove that for any small « > 0 there is a bounded solution
uq (y) with 9y ua > 0, which resembles tanh (%), where t = t(y) denotes
a choice of signed distance to the blown-up minimal graph 'y := o~ 1. This
solution constitutes a counterexample to De Giorgi conjecture for N > 9.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper deals with entire solutions of the Allen-Cahn equation
(1.1) Au+(1—uPHu=0 inRY.

Equation (1.1)) arises in the gradient theory of phase transitions by Cahn-Hilliard
and Allen-Cahn, in connection with the energy functional in bounded domains €2

€ 1
1.2 (u) == 24— [ 1-u??
(1.2) Je(u) 2Q|Vu|—|—4€/9( u?)®, >0

whose Euler-Lagrange equation corresponds precisely to a e-scaling of equation
in the expanding domain £~ 'Q. The theory of I'-convergence developed in
the 70s and 80s, showed a deep connection between this problem and the theory of
minimal surfaces, see Modica, Mortola, Kohn, Sternberg, [18] 23], 24} 25, B1]. In fact,
it is known that for a family u. of local minimizers of u. with uniformly bounded
energy must converge, up to subsequences, in L'-sense to a function of the form
XE — XEe where x denotes characteristic function, and 0F has minimal perimeter.
Thus the interface between the stable phases u = 1 and u = —1, represented by
the sets [u. = A] with |A\] < 1 approach a minimal hypersurface, see Caffarelli
and Cérdoba [7, 8] (also Roger and Tonegawa [27]) for stronger convergence and
uniform regularity results on these level surfaces.

The above described connection led E. De Giorgi [9] to formulate in 1978 the
following celebrated conjecture concerning entire solutions of equation (|1.1J).

De Giorgi’s Conjecture: Let u be a bounded solution of equation (1.1) such that
Ozytt > 0. Then the level sets {u = A} are all hyperplanes, at least for dimension
N <8.

Equivalently, u depends on just one Euclidean variable so that it must have the
form

(1.3) u(z) = tanh ( xaﬂ_b ) ,

for some b € R and some a with |a| =1 and axy > 0. We observe that the function
w(t) = tanh (¢/V/2) is the unique solution of the one-dimensional problem,

w’ +(1—w)w =0, w(0)=0 w(too)==+1.

The monotonicity assumption in u makes the scalings u(x/¢) local minimizers
in suitable sense of J., moreover the level sets of u are all graphs. In this setting,
De Giorgi’s conjecture is a natural, parallel statement to Bernstein theorem for
minimal graphs, which in its most general form, due to Simons [30], states that any
minimal hypersurface in R"V, which is also a graph of a function of N — 1 variables,
must be a hyperplane if N < 8. Strikingly, Bombieri, De Giorgi and Giusti [5]
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proved that this fact is false in dimension N > 9. This was most certainly the
reason for the particle at least in De Giorgi’s statement.

Great advance in De Giorgi conjecture has been achieved in recent years, having
been fully established in dimensions N = 2 by Ghoussoub and Gui [I5] and for
N = 3 by Ambrosio and Cabré [2]. More recently Savin [28] established its validity
for 4 < N < 8 under the following additional assumption (see [I] for a discussion
of this condition)

(1.4) lim w(z o) = +1.

N —+oo

Condition (|1.4) is related to the so-called Gibbons’ Conjecture:
Gibbons’ Conjecture: Let u be a bounded solution of equation (1.1)) satisfying

(1.5) lim w(z',xn) = +1, uniformly in 2.
x Ny —+oo

Then the level sets {u = A} are all hyperplanes.

Gibbons’ Conjecture has been proved in all dimensions with different methods
by Caffarelli and Cérdoba [§], Farina [13], Barlow, Bass and Gui [3], and Berestycki,
Hamel, and Monneau [4]. In references [8, [3] it is proven that the conjecture is true
for any solution that has one level set which is a globally Lipschitz graph. If the
uniformity in is dropped, a counterexample can be built using the method by
Pacard and the authors in [12], so that Savin’s result is nearly optimal.

A counterexample to De Giorgi’s Conjecture in dimension N > 9 has long been
believed to exist, but the issue has remained elusive. Partial progress in this direc-
tion has been achieved by Jerison and Monneau [I7] and by Cabré and Terra [6].
See the survey article by Farina and Valdinoci [14].

In this paper we disprove De Giorgi’s conjecture in dimension N > 9 by con-
structing a bounded solution of equation which is monotone in one direction
whose level sets are not hyperplanes. The basis of our construction is a minimal
graph different from a hyperplane built by Bombieri, De Giorgi and Giusti [5]. In
this work a solution of the zero mean curvature equation

VE O\ oowa

different from a linear affine function was built, provided that N > 9, in other words
a non-trivial minimal graph in RY. Let us observe that if F(z) solves equation

(1.6) then so does
Fo(2'):=a 'F(az'), a>0,

and hence
(1.7) T, ={(,zy) /o' e RN zy = F,(2)}
is a minimal graph in R,

Our main result states as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let N > 9. There is a solution F to equation (1.6)) which is not
a linear affine function, such that for all « > 0 sufficiently small there ezists a
bounded solution us(y) of equation (1.1)) such that u,(0) =0,

Oyntia(y) >0 forall yeRY,
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and
(1.8) lua(y)] — 1  as dist(y,['n) — +oc.
uniformly in small a > 0, where T, is given by (1.7)).

Property implies that the 0 level set of u,, lies inside the region dist (y, ') <
R for some fixed R > 0 and all small «, and hence it cannot be a hyperplane. Much
more accurate information on the solution will be drawn from the proof. The idea
is simple. If ¢(y) denotes a choice of signed distance to the graph I', then, for a
small fixed number ¢ > 0, our solution looks like

uq(y) ~ tanh (é) if ¢ < g.

As we have mentioned, a key ingredient of our proof is the construction of a
non-trivial solution of equation carried out in [5]. We shall derive accurate
information on its asymptotic behavior, which in particular will help us to find
global estimates for its derivatives. This is a crucial step since the mean curvature
operator yields in general poor gradient estimates. In addition we shall derive a
similar theory of existence and uniform estimates for the Jacobi operator around
the minimal graph thus found. This work is carried out in sections §2 and §3. In
84 a suitable first approximation for a solution is built, around which we linearize
and carry out an infinite-dimensional Lyapunov Schmidt reduction, which even-
tually reduces the full problem to one of solving a nonlinear, nonlocal equation
which involves as a main term the Jacobi operator of the minimal graph. Schemes
of this type have been successful in capturing solutions to singular perturbation
elliptic problems in various settings, while in finding concentrating solutions on
higher dimensional objects many difficulties arise. For the Allen-Cahn equation in
compact situations this has been done in the works del Pino, Kowalczyk and Wei
[11], Kowalczyk [19], Pacard and Ritore [26]. In particular in [26] solutions con-
centrating on a minimal submanifold of a compact Riemannian manifold are found
through an argument that shares some similarities with the one used here. In the
non-compact settings for nonlinear Schrodinger equation solutions have been con-
structed in del Pino, Kowalczyk and Wei [I0], del Pino, Kowalczyk, Pacard and Wei
[12], and Malchiodi [22]. See also Malchiodi and Montenegro [20] 21I]. We should
emphasize here the importance of our earlier work [I2] in the context of the present
paper, and especially the idea of constructing solutions concentrating on a family
of unbounded sets, all coming from a suitably rescaled basic set. While in [I2] the
concentration set was determined by solving a Toda system and the rescaling was
the one appropriate to this system, here the concentration set is the minimal graph
and the rescaling is the one that leaves invariant the mean curvature operator.

Let us observe that a counterexample to De Giorgi conjecture in N = 9 induces
one in RY =R x RVN=9 for any N > 9, by just extending the solution in R? to the
remaining variables in a constant manner. For this reason, in what follows of this
paper we shall assume N = 9.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND AN OUTLINE OF THE ARGUMENT

In this section after introducing the necessary notations we will outline our ar-
gument.
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Let us recall that for any o > 0 the minimal surface 'y, found in [5] is given
as the graph of the function F, which is in a natural way obtained as scaling of
the function F, a solution of (1.6, namely F,,(2') = a~!F(az’). In addition the
function has F' the following properties

(29) 9 :F(uvv)v U= (1’?—}—4—.@3)”2, v = (m§++x§)l/2a
and additionally satisfies
(2.10) F(u,v) = —F(v,u).

We observe that T', is an embedded manifold and so it has a natural differential
structure inherited from R”. The first and second covariant derivatives on I'y, will
be denoted, respectively by:

Vr, and Vi_.

In order to introduce the ansatz we fix an orientation of I', and introduce the
Fermi coordinates in a neighborhood of T'y:

z— (y,2), where z =y +2n(y), y= (y1,...,ys, Fa(u',v")) € Tq,
1/2
W= () D) = () e+ (1))
and n(y) is the unit normal to I, at y. Let us denote:
(212) H]Rg(y) = (yla"'vyS), Toz(y) =V 1+a2|HR8(y)|27 Y€ [y

We notice that the Fermi coordinates are well defined in the following neighborhood
of T'y:

(2.11) "

90 T

(2.13) Upy ={z € R |z =y +2n(y),y €Ty, 2| <

2

where 0y > 0 is a fixed small number independent of . This fact will be proven
later (see section |4 formula and the argument that follows). One advantage
of working with the Fermi coordinates is the fact that the Laplacian in R® has a
particularly simple expression in these coordinates. To explain this let us denote
Hr,, . the mean curvature of the surface I', . obtained from I',, after translating it
by z in the direction of the normal. Then we have

(2.14) A=Ar,. +92-Hr,.0.,

where Ar,, _ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on I', ..
Intuitively, near T',, the solution of (|1.1)) we are after should resemble a function
of the form

(2.15) u(z) ~ w(z — hy), where hy = ho(y), y € Tq,

and w(t) = tanh (%) is the heteroclinic solution of one dimensional version of

(1.1). The introduction of the new, uknown function h, reflects the fact that
while we expect the profile of the solution in the direction transversal to I', to
be similar to the one dimensional heteroclinic, however its zero level set is not
expected to coincide with I', but to be its small perturbation. Later on we will see
that this perturbation, represented by h,, is actually a small quantity, of order o(1),
as a — 0. Finally we observe that we can identify h, as a function on I', with a
function defined on the original surface I" via the formula:

h(ay) = ha(y), y€Tla,
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where h: I' — R is a given function. This identification will be very useful in the
sequel and used without further reference whenever it does not cause confusion.

Now, let x be a smooth cutoff function such that x(s) =1, —1 < s < 1, and
x(s) = 0, |s| > 2. Given the hypersurface I', and the local Fermi coordinates
x+— (y,2) € Uy,, as above we set:

ey = A (w(z—ho) +1) =1, 2 <0,
(210 ()_{X(}Oij)(w(z—ha)—l)Jrl, 0<z,’

Notice that function w is well defined in an expanding (as a function of r,) neigh-
borhood Uy, of T',. To complete this definition we need to extend w(z) as a smooth
function to the whole R?. Noting that R \ Uy, consists of two disjoint compo-
nents (since I'y, is a graph) we define w to be the smooth function which satisfies
(2.16) and takes only values £1 in R?\ Up,. We will use the same symbol w for the
extended function.

We will look for the solution of in the form:

(2.17) Uq = W(Z) + &().
Substituting in we get for the function ¢

(2.18) A¢+ f'(w)p = S[w] + N(¢),
where

(2.19)

Sl = —Aw— f(w), N(@)=—[f(w+¢)—f(w)—f(wg], flw)=u(l-w.

For future references let us denote as well:
(2.20) L(¢) = A¢ + f'(w)o.

The remaining part of this paper is devoted to solving (2.18) and in particular to
showing that £ has a uniformly (in small &) bounded inverse in a suitable function
space. To explain the theory we will need let us observe that locally, that is near
Iy, for a small £ resembles the following operator

L(¢) = Al"a¢ + azz¢ + f,(w)¢7
where Ar,_ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on I',. This follows from the fact
that w(z) ~ w(z — hy), and also (2.14)) since Ar, . ~ Ar, and Hr,  ~ Hr,.
Immediately we notice that function w,(z — h,,) satisfies,

L(w(z — ha)) = =Ar, haw.(z — ha) + [V ha? 0.2 (2 — ha)
= 0(1)a

and consequently we do not expect to find a uniformly bounded inverse of L
without introducing some restriction on its range. In this paper we deal with this
difficulty using a version of infinite dimensional Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction (c.f
[10, 11, [12]). The essence of this method is to introduce a function c(y), y € Iy
and consider the following problem:
(2.21)

L(¢) = Sw] + N(¢) + c(y)w=(2 — ha), (y,2) € la xR,

/ Oy, 2)w, (2 — he)dz =0, VyeT,.
R
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Recall that the ansatz w depends on, still undetermined, function h,. Solving (2.21))
for a given h, and then adjusting h, in such a way that
(2.22) c(yiha) =0, Vy€Ta,

we get the solution of . Actually, the following extra steps are needed to solve
(2.18)): (1) gluing the local (inner) solution of and a suitable outer solution;
(2) a fixed point argument; but the main point of the method is to solve (2.21)).
Equation (2.22)), called here the reduced problem, is a nonlocal PDE for h, and its
solvability is in itself a nontrivial step extensively treated in this paper (sections

and E[)

2.1. Improvement of the initial approximation. Let us consider more care-
fully S[w]. Near the surface I'y, (say in the set Uy, 4), where the Fermi coordinates
are well defined and where w = w we have, using (2.14)):

Slw] = —Arp, _w— 0% + Hr,  0.w— f(w)
=—-Ar_ w+ prazw.

As we will see later the first term above is of relatively small size. The second term
is of the leading order and it has to be treated separately. To see this we use Taylor
expansion of Hr,  around z = 0:

(2.24) Hr, (y) = 2|4r, (y)* + 2*Ra(y,2), y €T,

where |Ar_ (y)| is the norm of the second fundamental form on I', and R, is the
remainder in the Taylor’s expansion. Here, for future references, we observe that
8

i

(2.25) Hr, . = ; TR
where k; denote the principal curvatures of I',. From this follows immedi-
ately. Next, using that w(x) ~ w(z — hy) in Up,, we get setting Z = 2z — hy:
Hr, . 0.w(z — ha) ~ (2 + ha)|Ar, |*0:w

~ Z|Ar, |*0:w.
This formal calculation is justified be the fact that
(2.27) [Ar, (9)]> ~ 3% (v)

and we expect that all terms carrying h,, are, besides being small in « are in addition
decaying in r,. We observe that:

(2.28) /Rz|AFa Pw?dz = 0,

(2.23)

a,z

(2.26)

hence there exists a unique solution w; of the problem
(2.29) 02wy + f'(w)ywy = z|Ar,|*0;w, ZER,
which is explicitly given by:

(2.30) wi(2) = —|Ar, [P/ (2) / (wd(‘;)) / " ! (m)? dn.

‘We define now

(2.31) wi(z) = x(
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Function w; gives an improvement of the initial approximation, and in some sense it
represents the first term in the asymptotic expansion of ¢ in (2.18)). Let us explain

this. Going back to (2.23)—(2.24]) we see, again formally, that the error of the new
approximation is:

Sl +wi] = S[w] + Sfwr] — [f(w+w) — f(w) — f(w1)]
(2.32) ~ S[w] — 02wy — f'(w)w
~ (Ar, ho + |Ar, |?he)ws 4+ 22 Ra(y, 0)ws.

In we have neglected those terms that are decaying fast in 7., which means
here faster than r;3. This agrees with our expectation that we should have
Ra(y,0) ~ 3. In turn, this will imply that, if we write u, = w+w; + ¢, then this
"new” ¢ ~ 7,3, while w; ~ 12, which apparently is a technical, but rather crucial
point in our analysis.

Now, let us recall that w; is an element of the "approximate” kernel of the
operator L appearing in and thus the problem of bounded solvability of
2.21)) depends, roughly speaking, on the orthogonality of the right hand side of
2.21) and the function ws. This in turn be achieved if

Hhe + 22 Ra(y, 0)w? dz ~ 0,

(2.33) /R [(Ar. +|Ar.

which is equivalent to (2.22). Let us now summarize what is needed in order to
reduce the full nonlinear problem (2.21)) to the reduced problem (2.33]) and solve
(1.1) at the end.

(i) The linearized operator L has a bounded inverse in the space of functions
satisfying the orthogonality condition in (2.21]).
(ii) Problem of the form:

(2.34) (Ar, + |Ar, [ha = fo ~ O(r3?),

given on the manifold I',, can be solved in a suitable function space whose
norm takes into account the decay of its elements in r.

The rest of this paper is devoted to addressing (i) and (ii) above. In fact, since
these two issues are not quite independent it is convenient to first treat (ii) and then
later deal with (i). One of the main steps required to carry out the plan outlined
above is a refinement of the existence result of Bombieri-De Giorgi and Giusti [5]
(section 3). In addition we need to find precise decay estimates for the minimal
graph F, and its derivatives (up to order 3) which amounts to a refinement of a
result of Simon [29] (section 4).

3. THE MINIMAL SURFACE EQUATION

In this section we will consider only one fixed minimal graph, denoted here by
F, since as we have pointed out T',, is obtained as a graph of F,,(z') = a=!F(ax’),
2’ € R8. Thus, we consider the mean curvature equation in R®

8
F,,
3.1 Op, | ———=———=]=0 inR%
oy > o yrtier)
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FIGURE 1. Schematic view of the function F'(u,v) representing I' in
the sector ' = {u > 0,v > 0,u < v}.

Bombieri, De Giorgi and Giusti [5] found that this equation possesses a non-constant
entire solution if N > 8, therefore a minimal graph different from a hyperplane ex-
ists in dimensions 9 or higher. The solution found in [5] enjoys some simple symme-
tries and also is a function of the variables (u,v) defined above. It is straightforward
to check that the mean curvature operator written in terms of these variables be-
comes

(3.2) HIF) = — v-( (v’ VE

(uv)? V1+|VF]?

while the equation ([3.1)) reads

>a VF:(Fqu’U)a

1 u?’Fu 1 U3Fu
(3.3) S| | T 30| T—

u V1+|VF? v V1+|VF]?

Since the solution in [B] satisfies
F(u,v) = —F(v,u) ifu<wv,

and in particular F' = 0 on the cone u = u, therefore it is sufficient to consider (3.3
in the region (see figure []).
(3.4) T ={(u,v) |u>0,v>0,u<v}

Let us introduce polar coordinates in T', setting
T

u=rcosfl, v=rsinf, 0¢ (175),
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so that » = |u|, u = (u,v). First, we will show that the solution in [5] can be
described at main order as

F(r,0) ~r3g(8) asr — oo,
where g satisfies g(5) = 0, go(§) > 0, go(5) = 0. Intuitively g(6) resembles
—cos20, m/4 <0 < /2. In the sequel we will denote Fy = r3g(0).
Second, we introduce coordinates (s,t) in T' which are adapted to Fj and play a
fundamental role in this paper.
3.1. Equation for g. Since we expect
F(u,v) ~ Fo(u,v) = r’g(0), 7> 1,

therefore it is reasonable to require that Fy should be a solution of

V- (;?Z') =0, V= ()

Assuming that Fy = r3g(0) > 0 in the sector T we get the following equation for
the positive function g(#)

21sin*(26)g (Sin3(29)gg) B oe (™7
VO g MW gl 42

with the boundary conditions

(3.5)

v v
3.6 —)=0 —)=0.
(3.6 i) =0, w3)
The boundary conditions (3.6) follow from the symmetries of F.
Let us observe that if g(6) is a solution of (3.5)) then so is C'g(0), for any constant

C'. The following lemma proves the existence of solutions to (3.5).
Lemma 3.1. Problem has a solution such that:

and the last inequality is strict for 0 € [, 5).

Proof. If g is a solution to (3.5 then function
_ 90(0)

0 , 0) # 0,
vo) = 2. 4(0) 2
satisfies the following equation:
(3.8) 9" + (9 + ¥?)[21 + 6 cot(260)y)] = 0.

Our strategy is to solve (3.8)) first and then find the function g. To this end we will
look for a solution of (3.8) in the interval I = (w/4,7/2) with

(3.9) P(r/2) = 0.
In order to define the function g we also need ¥ to be defined and positive in the
whole interval (7, 3] and limy_, =+ 1(0) = +oo. Let (6%, 7], 7 < 6" be the maximal
interval for which the solution of (3.8)) exists.

We set ¢4 (0) = —11tan(2¢). Then we have

90, + (9+¥2)[2L +6cot(20)4] <0, b€ (T, 3],
() =0=0(3), ¥h(5)=-22<-20=v(F).
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Substituting 1_ (8) = —2tan(26) for ¢ in we get:
(3.10) 9¢" + (9 +¢2)[21 + 6 cot(20)1_] > 0.
We have (7/2) = ¢_(7/2) = 0 and, from (3.8),
Y(m)2) = =21 < -4 =4 (7/2).
From this we get that the maximal solution of satisfies:
(3.11) ¥4(0) = —11tan(20) > ¥(0) > ¢_(0) = —2tan(20) >0, 0 € (6*,7/2),

and that 6* = 7. Let us now define

(3.12) 9(6) = exp | - /9 e d},

where v is the unique solution of (3.8)—(3.9)). Clearly we have go(7/2) = 0 and from
(3.11)) it follows g(mw/4) = 0. Thus g defined in (3.12) is a solution of (3.5)—(3.6]).

We have go > 0 in (7, 7), since g9 = g1p. To show that go(7) > 0 we will
improve the upper bound on . Let us define:

Yy = —2tan(26) + 1, where 1) = A( - tan(29))n,
and % <n <1, A>1 are to be chosen. Direct calculations give:
9] 4 (9 + ¥3)[21 + 61h1 cot(20)] = 99’ cos?(26) + 45 cos?(26)
+ 69) cot(26)[4 + 5 cos?(26)] + 364) sin(26)(— cos(26))
+ 992 cos?(20) + 612 cot(26)[4 sin(20)(— cos(20)) + 1 cos>(26)].

Using the definition of 1, after some calculation we find that the last expression is

negative for 0 € (7, 5) when

0 > —18An + 45(— tan(20))* =" cos?(20) — 6A[4 + 5 cos?(26)] + 36 A sin?(26)
— 15A%(—tan(20))' " cos?(20) — 6A3(— tan(26))' =" sin(20)(— cos(26)),

which can be achieved if % < n < 1and A is chosen sufficiently large. Since n < 1
it follows that

WO Sild), Oe(F.3),
hence, for certain constant C' > 0,
(3.13) —Ccos(20) < g(8) < —cos(20), € [%, g].
In fact the inequalities in are strict for 6 € (%, ). It follows in addition that:
go(0) > C'sin(20), 0 € [Z, g}.
This shows in particular go > 0 in [7, 7). The remaining estimate for ggg follows
from the second order equation for g. O
Given the function g let us define:
(3.14) cos ¢ = % sing = 90

We see from Lemma [3.1] that ¢ satisfies:
(3.15) ¢ 4+ 7+ 6cot(20) tan ¢ = 0, ¢(%) = g’ &
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We need the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2. It holds

T 7 T

(316 d(P=-3 FGH=—1 JO>-3proc(l.]).

Proof. To prove the first identity we observe that tan ¢ = %w which after differen-
tiation yields:

(3.17) ¢ = éd/ cos? ¢ = 7%[21 + 6 cot(20)y] > —3,

since 1(0) > —2tan(26). Now considering we see that when 6 — m/4T
we can have ¢'(r/47) = =3 or ¢/(n/4") = —4. From we get the required
formula.

The second identity follows from simple analysis near 6 = 7.

To prove the last estimate, we suppose that there exists a point ¢, € (7, 5) such
that ¢'(6;) = —3. We claim that ¢”(6;) < 0. This gives a contradiction. (We may
take 61 to be the point closest to Z. Then necessarily ¢'(6;) > 0.) In fact, from

2
(3.15), we deduce that
25in(2601) cos ¢ + 3 cos(260;) sin ¢ = 0,

which is equivalent to

(3.18) 5sin(26, + ¢) = sin(260; — ¢).
Note that 260 — ¢ € (0,7) and hence 0 < 20 — ¢ < 20 + ¢ < m. Now we compute
6 1
1" _ in2d — = sin 46 &'
#'(0) = Sy (620 — 5 sin 4616

6 .
= m Sln(291 - (b) COS(201) COS(b < 0,
which completes the proof.
O

3.2. A new system of coordinates. In this section we will introduce a system
of coordinates in the sector T" (see (3.4))which depends on the function Fy defined
above. The idea is that the coordinate lines on the (2 dimensional) surface given
by the graph of Fy are orthogonal. As we will see this property is extremely useful
in further developments.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a diffeomorphism ® : Q — T, where Q = {(t,s) | t >
0,s > 0} such that ®(t,s) = u(t,s) = (u(t,s),v(t,s)) and u satisfies the coupled
system of differential equations

ou  VE ou 1 VES

1 ga _ ga _
(3.19) ot = WR[E 05 (w) [VE)|

where we denote
VF = (F,,F,), VF* = (F,,—F,).

Moreover ® maps (t =0, 8) onto the line u =v and (t,s = 0) onto (u = 0,v).
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Proof. Introducing polar coordinates
u=rcos, v=rsinb,

and using (3.19) we find:

o For 39
ot T [VF[Z T r2(9g92+g3)
80 Fo,r _ ge ’

390 at = [VF[? T r3(9g%+g2)

(3.20) or 8Fpp — 8ge

Os 7 8in3(20) |V Fo| r6 sin3(29)\/§m
20 _ —8Fo, - 249 :
Os r7 sin3(20) [V Fp | 7 sin3(20) /992+93

Using the formal relations

tr ta Tt Ts _ 1 0
sy se| [0 0s] |0 1
we arrive in particular at the equations for s

398, + @89 =0,
r

899, 24gsg _1
r6sin®20,/9¢g2 + g7 r7sin®20./9¢2 + g2 ’
or
ds  _ _3rTsin’20g
90 8y/992+¢2
s r%sin® 20gy

N TR
which are satisfied by the function
7 sin®(26)ge
561/99% + g3
because of the equation satisfied by g. Similarly we obtain the solution for ¢
(3.22) t=1r3g(0).

Using the properties of the function g we can directly check that function given by
the formulas (3.21)—(3.22) is a diffeomorphism with the required properties. O
For future references let us keep in mind that setting sin ¢, cos ¢ as in formula

(3.14), we find simply

(3.21) s =

or r

— = —sin’¢
Os Ts ’
(3.23) tolv) 1 .
% = _T43 Sln(2¢),
and
or - r 9
520 T

Our next goal is to express the mean curvature operator (3.2) in terms of the
variables (¢, s). Denoting by u’ the matrix (us, us) problem (3.3)) is transformed to

1 ((uv)3v det w'u'”

3.25 w) P ——————V,
(329) () VdetuwT V1+|VF|?

(u'u’T)_IVt’SF> = 0.
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From Lemma (3.3) we find

1 1
(3.26) (ug,wy) = W, (ug,us) =0, (ug,ug) = = p?

hence we compute

(3.27) detu’ = |V_Fpo\’ CEE

Il
—/
4
° I
S
>

| o
[\v]
N——

Then equation (3.25) becomes
|V Eo|O:F

V1+|VF]?

p 20, F ) _

IVEo|/T1+ [VE]?

(3.28) |VF0|8t( ) + |VF0|68<

Let us observe that:

VE, > VE, < VFOL> VE-
vF = (VF, VF,
< IVFo| /[ |VF IVFo|/ |VE

VES
|V Fy

=FVFy+p 'F,

From this we have

—2F2
1+ |VE]2 =1+ |VF,[? (F,? + L s )

|V Epl?
1 p 2F?
= |[VF|? F? 2.
IVE| (|VF0|2 e |VF0|2)
Denoting by Q(V¢ sF') the function
—272
p °F
VisF) = o + F} 5
QVeF) VEE T T VR!
we see the mean curvature equation is equivalent to
|V Eo|
HF| = % —=——=G[F]=0
] Q¥2(Vyi s F) 7]
where
1 p2F
GIF] = Q(VysF)Fy — iatQ(vt,sF)Ft + Q(Vi,sF)0s Vo
(3.29) » 0
_1, Qv F)LFS
2 ST T Ry 2

Now we derive the mean curvature operator for functions of the form
F=Fy+ Ap(t,s) =t + Ap(t, s),

where A is constant parameter. Our goal is to write the resulting equation in the
form of a polynomial in A. In general we assume that for r» > 1,

—1
losp™ | _ o(1)

3.30
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‘We compute

K F Fi-\ VE
VF—VF0+<W v0> V0+<WV°>V°

"VE|/ [VE| "IVE|/ IVE|
VFi
=VF, VFy+p tos—2.
VEFy+ o VEy+p~ @ V)

Then we have

2 2 2 P 203
1+ [VF2 = 14 VR [(1+ Ap)? + 4 |VF0|2}

1
|VF0|2(1 oy AR A Rl),
where we denote .
p oy
R — 2 S
1 Pt + |VF |2

It is convenient to introduce

1 2
R=(14 = gt A Ry).

With these notations we have:

IVFE,|"'R?H[F, 4+ Ay]

, 1 p 20,0\ 1, p 2050
= [ARG}e - S(1+ A )AL + AR&(W> s VR R|

1 1
= —5 O VF| 7 + A[\VForzaf@ — SOV E [ 0hp

0N (e - Y

st Jom 2, (102) (1202

8 [Rifo - Joeoim + o, (20 - L (BP0

In the sequel we will refer to the consecutive term in (3.31) as the A°, A!, A% and
A3 terms respectively. For future references we observe that the A° term can be
written as

1
(3.32) — OV F| ™ = [VFR| ™ (1 + |V [7) 2 H[F),

and the A! term can be written as
{} = |VF| ' Loly]
(3.33) 20,0

, 1/p 2050
~ SOIVR 20+ VA 20,(f8) = 5 (feif oV R

where

(3.34) Lolg] = [VF| [at(wagjp) + &(Tjgsf)].
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3.3. A refinement of the result of Bombieri, De Giorgi and Giusti. In
this section, taking the existence result in [5] as the point of departure, we find the
asymptotic behavior of the minimal graph. Our goal is prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1. There exists a solution F = F(u,v) to the mean curvature equation
with the following properties

C

(335) Fh<F<Fy+— min{Fo, 1}, r > Ry,
,rO'

where 0 < o <1, C>1, and Ry, are positive constants.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of the theorem. Our approach,
which is based on a comparison principle, relies on a refinement of the supersolu-
tion/subsolution in [5]. We need the following comparison principle:

Lemma 3.4. Let  be a smooth and open bounded domain. If Fy and Fs satisfies

Then

(3.37) Fi < Fyin Q.

Proof. The proof is simple since

82
H[F| - H[F,] = ;az‘jm(ﬂ — 1)
where the matrix (a;;) is uniformly elliptic in ©. By the usual Maximum Principle,
we obtain the desired result. O
Let us observe that from (3.13) we have
., —cos(26) T

3.38 —)>1,0€(—,=).

(3.35) min(— ) = 1.0€ (4.5)
Thus for Fy = r3g(6) it holds

(3.39) Fy =r3g(0) < (v — u?®)(v® + u?)3.

We will now construct a subsolution to the mean curvature equation.

Lemma 3.5. Let H[F| denote the mean curvature operator. We have

(3.40) H[Fp] > 0.
It holds as well:
(3.41) H[Fy] = O(r™).

Proof. Since H[F| and G[F] (defined in (3.29)) differ only by a nonnegative factor
it suffices to show that

(3.42) G[Fy] > 0.
In fact, let F' = Fy = t, we then have

GIRY] = —20,Q(V, . Fo)

2
- -3 (orp)
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where
1 1 r2cos? ¢

IVFo|2  r4(9¢2 +g2)  9t2
By the formulas (3.24)), we have
2

r2cos? ¢ r 9 2try cos® ¢ i
0n(g?) = g [peto = T asnian)

3.43 2r? cos? ¢ [2 1
(3.43) ZW[SCO52¢+351112¢(¢,+3)}
>0,
where we have used the fact that ¢'(6) > —3. Estimate (3.41]) follows easily from
this. This ends the proof. O

By the standard theory of the mean curvature equation for each fixed R > 0,
there exists a unique solution to the following problem

1 (w)*VF \ . B
(344) (uv)gv . <1_’_|W‘|2) =0in FR, F= FO on aFR

where 'r = BRNT, T = {u,v > 0,u < v}. Let us denote the solution to (3.44)) by
Fg.

Using (3.39)), the comparison principle and the supersolution found in [5], we
have

(3.45)  Fo < Fr < H((0 = u?) + (0% = u?)(u? + %) /2(1 + A(|cos(20))* )

t [e%e} dt
H(t) ::/ exp B/ dw,
0 ( ] t27)\(1 + t2a/\f2a)>

w
3

where

A > 1 is a positive fixed number, o = 3, and A, B are sufficiently large positive
constants. This inequality, combined with standard elliptic estimates, imply that
as R — +oo0, Fr — F which is a solution to the mean curvature equation H[F] =0
with

(3.46) Fy < F < H((v2 —u?) + (0 —u?)(u® +0*) 21+ A(| cos(29)\)*—1)).
Next we need the following key lemma:

Lemma 3.6. There exists o9 € (0,1) such that for each o € (0,00) there ezists
ag > 1 such that for each sufficiently large A > 1, we have
AF,
(3.47) H[Fy+ =] <0, forr> ao.
/’nO'
Moreover, under the same assumptions for each sufficiently large A > 1 we have

A
(3.48) H[Fy + T—U] <0, forr>agAsis.

Proof. We will consider || first. We will use formula 1) to write H[Fy+ %}

multiplied by a nonnegative factor as a polynomial in A. Explicit computations
[B31) yield
—1p3/2 AF, 0 A A2 A3
IVEo| "R H[F0+TT] = Hy+ AH{ + A°Hy + A°H3,
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where
(3.49)
2 2 2 1
Hy = |VEFy| " (1 + |VE|"2)*2H[F) = T;%“b S cos” 6+ Zsin” 6(¢/ +3)]
—T7ocos? ¢ / . 9 cos? ¢ _4
H, = W(?—i— (2¢ —o)sin® @) + - o(r=).
In the Appendix A we show in addition that
2
Hy = <2 20 <,
(3.50) i
Hs = Ciigd)O(r—?f’) <0.

Let us observe that the first term in (3.49) is bounded by
r? cos? < cos? ¢
c .
8 =T

Estimate (3.51)) follows from (3.49) and the fact that ¢(w/4) = /2, ¢'((w/4)") =

-3, ¢"((7/4)") = 0. Summarizing, we have

(351) HO é C1

AF, .
H[Fy+ —°] < Hy + AH,

(3.52) _ —T7Ao cos? ¢
9tre

cos? ¢

—440
tro O(r )

(74 (2¢' — o) sin® ¢) +
<0.

To prove lj we use a similar argument. Writing H[F, + 7%] as a polynomial in
A we get that the AY term is equal to Hy in (3.49) and:

—7o cos® ¢ , .9 1
(3.53) H, = W(7+ (2¢" — o) sin” ¢) + r6+00(r )-
The other terms satisfy:
1 —o—0
Hy = mO(r 379y (A? term),
1 —0—20
H;y = r6+UO(r 6=20y (A3 term).
Since Hg = O(r~") the lemma follows by combing the above estimates. O

Now we can prove Theorem In fact, from ([3.45)), we have
AF,
(3.54) Fy < Fp < Fy+ =2, for r = ag,
rro'

if we choose A > 1 such that

(3.55) maXH(ao(—COS(%)) +a8/2(—f:o:(29))(1 +A(|cos(20)|)H)) -
’ (a5 + Aag~7)g(6)

)

which is possible since % < 0o (this ~follows from 1D and the fact that
g6(%) > 0). Note that 1) holds for any A large.
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By comparison principle in the domain I'g \ B,,, (noting that the function Fy+

% is a super-solution for » > ag by Lemma and the function Fjy is a sub-
solution by Lemma |3.5)), we deduce that

(3.56) Fy < Fp < Fy+ @, in I'g \ Ba,,
and hence

(3.57) Fo < Fr < Fy+Ar*™°, inTg\ B,
for A large.

Let A > 1 be a constant to be chosen later and let us consider the region
1
T'r N {r > Ry}, where Ry = ag A3+~ . From {i we then have

. A
(3.58) Fo <FrR<Fy+AR}° < Fy+ Trr forT =Ry
0

if we choose

(3.59) A<

By comparison principle applied now in I'g N {r > Ry}, using Lemma we then
obtain

A
(3.60) Fy SFRSFO‘FF, for 7 > Ry = ag A5

The assertion of the Theorem follows now by combing and and letting
R — .
O
The second Theorem of this section improves the super-solution and further
refines the estimate on F.

Theorem 3.2. There exists o9 € (0,1) such that for each o € (0,00) there exists
ag > 1 such that for each sufficiently large A > 1, we have

1<0, forr> aoAH%

1
(3.61) H[F, + %f%r)
T

As a consequence there are constants C, Ry such that the solution to the mean
curvature equation described in Theorem[3.1] satisfies:

(3.62) Fo<F<Fy+

Ctanh(Fyr—1) forr > Ry

r

Proof. Let us prove (3.61)) first. We will denote

A
F=F+ F@(ta 8)7 <p(t7 8) = tanh(t/r)'
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Note that the A° and A! terms in (3.31)) are:

at(w;%'z) - v‘;{)'zat(p Aa (IVII*“ |2)8tgo

-2
+ A(l + |v;0\2)85(|pVsz) B gas(wzlvop)%

- vR. (2]

-2
[ 6t(|VFo|2)3“” \VFoPa (@Fsz) i %‘9(@)%}
We have by (3.51]

(3.64) Hy = |VE| 'H[Fy] < e;

(3.63)

= VRl H[Fo] + AV Fy|~ 1[|VFo|at(|VF z)

cos? ¢ cos ¢
T Sa—_-
tr T

Now we will deal with the first A term in (3.63]). This term is given explicitly in
(3.33]). We recall here that in (3.34) we have defined the following operator:

) + |VF0|8S(|';;;§Z>.

(3.65) Lolg] := |VFo|at(|VF :

We will prove the following Lemma:

Lemma 3.7. There exists og > 0 such that for each o € (0,00) there exist ag > 0
and cog > 0 such that

(3.66) Eo[r_” tanh(t/r)] <

r > agp.

Proof. Let us denote:

Bn) = tanb(n), =", Bin) = Bln) — ',

and
(3.67) p=p0mnr"7, o> 0.
Then we compute
2
sin” ¢
83 = y
® r—

hence

—2 —0
4 88‘;0 r 2
0 ( ) = —c1005 | —5— cos
s |VFO | 2 1 s t2 ¢ﬁ1
where ¢; > 0. From now on, by ¢; > 0 we will denote generic positive constants.

We obtain
-2

as(lvaOPas<P)

(368) B 0107’_6 o {ﬂ [ 2sin2q’> (;O' N (b/)] nst (bﬁ }
T 9g2 g2 ! 7 2 7 M
On the other hand, we have
—0 2
outo = T2 Geo 4 (1 — Ly,
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and
1o .2 ,
|§t§;0|2 _r 9:208 o) %(%)coﬁqﬁ—i— (1_ COZ (;5)5/}’
hence
(3.69)
-0 . .2 Lo 2 ) ,
i) = [ 2 U )
+ T_ggc%%[%a (%)/0082¢+ (1 B 0022¢)5H} (1 - Cos;(b)
ro(52),

The first term in (3.69) is negative. The second term can be estimated as follows

r_7cos® ¢ =2 (%)/COSZ bt (1- % ¢)6”] (1- cos” ¢)

(3.70) 9t2 3 3 3
<SG o 31,

Combining (3.68) and (3.70), we have

Loly] < rfﬁg{ — o [1+ 2si;12¢<%0 +¢/)] N @ﬂi

(3.71) ,
[T o i o)

3

Denoting the term in brackets above by a we can estimate as follows:
~ " 2 142 2 / ﬁ !
a<p (0477 sin® ¢ + g) - 050{6 —cg|fB'n| — 07‘(;) H
Given small €9 > 0, let 779 > 0 be such that
/ By
B —co|Bn| — 07‘ (5> ‘ > €0, 1210,

hence for n > 1y we have:

(3.72) a < —cgepo, for o €(0,1/2).
On the other hand when 0 < 71 < 7 then we have
- 1, 2
(3.73) a < —an(?n + §> — c100m < —c117,

where o € (0,00) with g > 0 small. Finally let us consider the last term in (3.71)).
When 1 < 1 then

cos ¢ < C127
pbto — T8+0’

while when 1 < 7 then

IN

r6+o .



22 MANUEL DEL PINO, MICHAL KOWALCZYK, AND JUNCHENG WEI

Summarizing the above and (3.71)—(3.73]) we have that for each o € (0, 0¢), where
o¢ is small, there exists ro > 0, ¢g such that :

z C13 C14 .
LO[SD} < 7(7“44_0 - 7"6+0) mln{Ln}

Co .
< ~ e min{l,n}, 7> ro.

(3.74)

O

Remark 3.1. We observe that Lemma remains true with B(n) = tanh(n)
replaced by f(n) =1—e =", n > 0 with no change in the proof.
Continuing the proof of Theorem [3.2] we notice that

3 1 C15 COS @
TR S e

(3.75) .

< G5 min{n, 1}

S &
since cos ¢ < %, and

1 P ps
(3.76) |VF0|268(|VF0|2) < 8+g min{n, 1}
1 1 p 2, 1B1(n)] min{n, 1}

(377) 75 9( IVFO'Q) |VF0|2 S C17 TIO+U S C17 7410-'1-0' .

We analyze the A%-term and A® terms in the expansion of H[Fy+ Ar~7 tanh(t/r)].

A typical term in (3.31)) is

1, p2F? o2 sin? ¢ cos? ¢ 5 "o
=0i( \VF0|2> = —W[—UCOS ¢ — 3+ cos(2¢)¢ |
(3.78) o2 sin? ¢ cos? ¢ , cos® ¢
- WZ&@WO T3 )

= sin? g min{n, 1}O(r~"27).

Other A? terms are estimated in a similar way. Direct calculations show that
A3 —term satisfy

(3.79) Hs = sin? ¢ min{n, 1}O(r~8737).

In conclusion, we have

H[Fy + Ar~7 tanh(Fy/r)] ~ 5o r7+20 + r7+30) min{1, n}

( C()A 018A2 619A3
(3.80)
0,

IN

if we choose ag large and r > aoAlJr%. This proves 1)
Now we will show (3.62)). From (3.57)), we have

(381) Fy < Fr < Fy+ AF()T_U, for r > ag

for some A > 1.
Let us consider the region

F
E::BRﬁ{v>u}ﬂ{r>R0}ﬂ{0§70<1},
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where Ry = aoAlJ%v, and A is to be chosen. From 1) we have in 3

Atanh(FyR!
+ 8Ln(Oo)

(3.82) Fy < Fr < Fy+ ARyR;° < Fy 7o ,
0

for r = Ry,

if we choose

- A tanh(FyR;* tanh
(3.83) A< RfLO—lO) — A7/ (+0) =1 g anh 7y
0 FORO [nl<1 n

Consider now the boundary { % = 1}. We have by 1)
(3.84)

Atanh(1
FOSFRSFo-i-M

TO’

Atanh(Fy/r)

< Fy+ , forr >Ry > ao(tanh(l)A)?’%ﬂ, and Fy/r =1,

r
if we chose (c.f. (3.59)):
(3.85) A < ag®(tanh(1)A)3% .

Choosing A larger if necessary we can assume that in addition to (3.83)) also (3.85)
is satisfied. By comparison principle applied to 3, we then obtain

Atanh(Fy /)

o

(3.86) Fy<Fr<Fy+ pr= for r > Ry.

Passing to the limit R — oo we then get:

(3.87) Fo<F<F+ %LEFO/T), for > Ry,

in ¥. Combining this with the statement of Theorem to estimate F' for r > Ry
in the complement of ¥ we complete the proof. (I

4. LOCAL COORDINATES FOR THE MINIMAL GRAPH

The minimal graph of Bombieri, De Giorgi and Giusti, I' = {zg = F(z')} can
also be represented locally as a graph over its tangent hyperplane T}, ,I' at py =
(20, F(20)), with |z9| = R. In other words, for each fixed pg € T there is a function
G(t) such that, for some p,a > 0,

I'N By (po) = po + {(t, G(1)) | [¢] < a}

where t = (t1,...,ts) are the Euclidean coordinates on T),,I". More precisely, F'(z)
and G(t) are linked through the following relation:
X o Zo
(4.1) [F(m)} = {F(xo)} +IIt + G(t)n(po)
Here

8
Ot =Y Il;, teR®,

j=1
where {IIy,II,, ..., TIg} is a choice of an orthonormal basis for the tangent space to
the minimal graph at the point pg = (20, F (o)), and
1 VF(x
’I’L(po) = —2 |: 7(1 O):| )
1+ |VF(xo)]



24 MANUEL DEL PINO, MICHAL KOWALCZYK, AND JUNCHENG WEI

so that
1

V14 |VF(xg)]? (

The implicit function theorem implies that G and x, given in equation 7 are
smooth functions of ¢ , at least while |t| < a for a sufficiently small number a > 0.
Clearly when pq is restricted to some fixed compact set than there exists a § > 0
such that

G(t) = F(z) — F(z0) — VF(20) - (x — 20)).

a=0(1+R), R=|xo|

To show a similar bound for all pg € T' we will assume |z9| = R > 1. The bound
we are seeking amounts to estimating (from below) the largest a so that

sup |D:G(t)] < +oo.

|t|<a
Here and below by Dy, D? etc. we will denote the derivatives with respect to the
local variable t. Let n(z) denote unit normal at the point z = (¢, G(t)) (with some
abuse of notation n(pg) = n(0)). Let us set

N t
i=—
2|
and consider the following curve on the minimal surface:
r = y(r) = (rt,G(rt)), 0<r <[t

Then,

orn(v(r)) = Ar(v(r)[(t, DG(ri) - )]
where Ar is the second fundamental form on I' and D;G(rt) = D;G(t)|,_,;. Thus

In(y(r)) = n(0)] < S |AF('Y(3))|/ (1+1G"(st)]) ds.
s<r 0
We will now make use of Simon’s estimate (Theorem 4, p. 673 and Remark 2, p.
674 in [29]) which yields:
c
sup_ [ Ar(1(s))] < =
0<s<r
since we can assume that |t| < OR, with some small # > 0. In addition we have
that )
| DG (rt)]
n(y(r)) —n(0)| > ——————,
() = n(O)] 2 e
hence A
|D,G(rt)] < &
1+|DG(rt)] — R
Let us write ¢ =  and

/OT (1+ |D;G(st)|) ds.

P(r) :z/ (1+ |D,;G(st)|)ds.
0
The above inequality reads

1
1- W <ey(r),

(1 —ep(r)d'(r) <1,

or
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so that for all sufficiently small (relative to the size of €) r > 0 we have that
1—(1—ep(r))? < 2er.
Since 9(0) = 0 it follows that
(1= 2er)% < (1-e(r)),
hence ) 1
1- m <ep(r) <1—(1—2er)z,

which implies )

|D:G(t)] < (1 —2¢lt])"2 — 1 < &t],
provided that e]t| < i. Hence we have established that there are positive numbers
0, ¢, independent of R such that

(4.2) ID,G(t)] < %m for all |t < OR .

In particular, we obtain a uniform bound on D;G(t) for |t| < R, while at the same
time

(4.3) [n(t, G(t)) — n(0)| < %\ﬂ for all |t| <OR .

This guarantees the fact that our minimal surfaces indeed defines a graph over the
tangent plane at pg, at least for |¢t| < #R. The quantities z(t) and G(t) linked by
equation (4.1)) are thus well-defined, provided that |¢| < R. The implicit function

theorem yields in addition their differentiability. We have

VF(z) - Dx

and in particular |D;z(t)| is uniformly bounded in [t| < #R. The above relation
also tells us that

(4.5) IDMz(t)| < |DI'G(t)|, m>2, |t|<6R.

(1.4 or | =+ DGO,

Let us estimate now the derivatives of G. Since G(t) represents a minimal graph,
we have that

(4.6) HIG] =V, - (L) —0 in B(0,R) C R®.
V1+|VGJ?
Let us consider now the change of variable
~ 1
t) = —= t
Glt) = G(R),

and observe that G is bounded and satisfies

(4.7) H[G) =V, - (LG) —0 in B(0,0).

1+ VG2
In fact from (4.2]) we have

|G(t)| < C forall |t| <86,

hence, potentially reducing 6, from standard estimates for the minimal surface
equation (see for instance [16]) we find

(4.8) ID,G(t)| < C forall [t <0,
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with a similar estimate for D?@, and in general the same bound for D*G, m > 2
in this region. As a conclusion, using also (4.5)) we obtain

(4.9) |D*x(t)| + | DG ()| < for all |t| <OR

Rmfl
for m = 2,3,.... Summarizing, we have established:

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant @ > 0 such that for each pg = (xo, F(x0)) € T
the surface I' N B(po,8(1 + R)), R = |xzol|, can be represented as a graph over T, T’
of a smooth function G(t). Moreover, denoting I' N B(po,0(1 + R)) = {(t,G(t)) |
t € T, I'}, we have whenever |t| < (1 + R):

clt|
4.10 D:G(t)] <
(1.10) DGO < 55
and
c
. m < —
(1) DG <

with some universal constant c.

We want to estimate with higher accuracy derivatives of G, in their relation with
the approximated minimal graph T'g, 29 = Fy(2). We shall establish next that in
the situation considered above we also have that Iy can be represented as the graph
of a function Gy(t) over the tangent plane to I' at the point pg, at least in a ball
on that plane of radius #R for a sufficiently small, fixed § > 0 and for all large
R. Below we let v and n denote respective normal vectors to I'y and I', with the
convention v - n > 0. For convenience the situation is presented schematically in

Figure
To prove the above claim we will show that for fixed, sufficiently small § we have
the estimate

(4.12) lv(q) —n(po)] < CO for all g € T'yN B(po,ldR).

Since by Theorem
F(z) — Fo(x) = O(Jz|™7), some o € (0,1),
we have that the points pg = (zo, F(20)) and qo = (zo, Fo(zo)) satisfy

C
(4.13) [Po = qol < 5
Let T,,,I', Ty, I'g be the corresponding tangent hyperplanes, namely
Tyl ={z € R? | (z — po) - n(po) = 0},
TyTo=1{z € R | (2 — qo) - v(q0) = 0}.

We assume that n(pg) - ¥(qo) > 0. We claim that there is a number M > 0 such
that for all large R,

(.14) In(po) — vlao)| < 25

Let us assume the opposite and let us consider a point z € T;,I'g with

9
OR > |z — ol > SR,
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L9

R8

FIGURE 2. Local configuration of the two surfaces I" and I'y.

with § > 0 as in (4.2)). Let us write cosa = n(po) - ¥(qo) with 0 < a < 7. Then,

using (4.13)) we get
0
(4.15) dist (2, Tp,I') > |z — po|sina > (iR — R77)|n(po) — v(qo)| > M.

Let now ¢ € I'y be the point whose projection onto 15, I'g is z. Point ¢ is unique
by the analog of (4.3) for the surface I'y. Let us denote ¢ = (Z, Fo(Z)). Notice
that |Z| ~ R. We will also set p = (%, F(Z)) € T'. Since the second fundamental
form of the surface I'y satisfies an estimate similar to the one for I' we may assume,
reducing 6 if necessary,
dist (¢, T, To) < cb.
Now, estimate (4.2)) implies that
dist (p, T,,,T) < cb.
If M is fixed so that M6 is sufficiently large, the above two relations and (4.13))
are not compatible with (4.15)), indeed we get:
M6 < dist (z,T,,I') <dist (p,q) + dist (p, Tp,To) + dist (¢, Ty, o)
< ¢ + dist (p, )
C
< 4oeb,
= Ro +c
hence (4.14) holds. Moreover, using estimate (4.3)) and the analogous estimate for
the variation of v we have the validity of the estimate

[v(q) — v(qo)| + |n(p) — n(po)| < CO ¥p e T'NB(po,0R), VqeT'oN B(q,0R).
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Furthermore, we observe the that analog of the estimate implies that in the
set T'o N B(qo, #R) the distance between I'g and its tangent plane at gy varies by
no more that c¢f. From this and and the desired conclusion
immediately follows (taking 6 smaller if necessary). Hence the function Gg(t) is
well-defined for |¢| < OR.

Let us observe that Fyy and Gy are linked through the following relation:

(4.16) {FO%J = [F&)} + It + Go(t)n(po)

By the implicit function theorem, & and Gy(t) define differentiable functions of ¢
for |t| < @R. We shall establish derivative estimates for G similar to those found
for G. We claim that

(4.17) | D"z (t)| + | D Go(t)] < T for all |t| < OR,
for m =1,2,.... Differentiation of relation (4.16) yields
(4.18) %% | Z 11, + 0,Gon(po)
: VFy(%)0;2 RN
Let ¢ = (&, Fy(Z)) and
1 VFy(Z
v(q) = s [ _Ol(x)} :
V14 |[VE(Z)]

From (4.18)) and the fact that v(q) - n(po) > ¢ > 0 we then get
10;Go(t)] < CT; - v(q)| < C.
Using again relation (4.18) we also get
10;2(t)] < C.

Let us differentiate again. Now we get

(4.19) {VF(%;)%J‘I@%} i {DQFo(f)

Again, taking the dot product against v(p) we get

0
0;%,0;7)] = 0;xGon(po)-

D2Fy (7 c
04Go(t)] < 0 2Dl C
1+ |VE()]? ~ R
and thus
i c
()| < S

Iterating this argument, using that
|ID™Fo(%)] < CR*™, m=1,2,...
the desired result (4.17)) follows.

Let us write
G(t) = Go(t) + h(?).
We will estimate first the size of h(t) in the ball |[t| < #R. We claim that we have
(4.20) |h(t)] < CR™'™7 forall |[t| <OR.
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First observation we make is that when ¢t = 0 we have:

(1.21) h(O)] = 1Go(0)] < £

To show this let Z be such that

) = ||+ G000

and let ¢ be such that

[rte) = [ty + 17+ 6Ot

Comparing these two expressions and using |F(Z) — Fo(Z)| ~ R~ we see that
[t| ~ R~ hence, by we get that |G(f)] ~ R~172°. Now multiplying the
above relations by n(pp) and subtracting them we infer since by Theorem 4
p.673 and Theorem 5 p. 680 [29], we have that

C
- S —
1+ [VF(po)]* ~ 1
To prove (4.20)) now we let p; = (z1, F(z1)) € T N B(po, OR) so that:
p1=po + 1t + G(t)n(po), [t| <OR.

Then |G(t) — Go(t)| corresponds to the length of the segment with direction n(pg)
starting at p;, with end on the surface I'g. Let py = (21, Fp(x1)). Then

Ip1 —p2| < CR™°.

\ng(p0)| =

Let us consider the tangent plane T,,,Ig to I'g at pe, with normal v(ps). Then,
Ty N B(p2, CR™°) lies within a distance O(R™'77) from T},,T'y, more precisely,

Lo N B(p2, CR™7) C Ch,
where Cg is the cylinder
Cr={z+sv(p2) | 2 € T,T0, |2 —pa| SCR™7, |s| <CR™'}.

Using we may assume that p; € Cg. In particular, the line starting from p;
with direction n(p;) intersects I'g inside this cylinder. Since n(p1) - v(p2) > ¢ > 0,
the length of this segment is of the same order as the height of the cylinder, and
we then get

G(t) - Go(t)] < CR'7,
hence holds.

Next we shall improve the previous estimate. We claim that we have

(4.22) \DIh(t) in [t| < OR,

< c
|—Rm+1+a
for m=0,1,2,.... Let us set
~ 1 ~ 1 ~ 1
G(t) = =G(Rt Go(t) = =G t h(t) = =h(Rt).
() = £G(RY), Golt) = 5Go(Rt),  (t) = Lh(Re)

We compute (for brevity dropping the subscript in the derivatives):

= N . D2G g g
V14 vapaG) = ag - ZENGYA
1+ |VG)?
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Now,
D?*G[VG,VG] D?h[VG,VG] N D2G,y [VG, VG
1+ |VG|2 1+ |VG|2 1+ |VGe2
and ~ _ ~ _ ~ _ _
D?h[VG,VG]  D*Gy[VGo, VG| D2*Gy[2VGo + Vh, V]
1+|VG]2 1+]|VG] 1+|VG|? '
Furthermore,
DGy [VGo,VGy| DGy [VGo, VG|
1+ VG2 1+4]|VGo?

_ D2Gy [VGo, VG| (2VGy + Vh) - Vh
(1+|VGo>)(1+ |VGP?)

Collecting terms we see that h satisfies the equation

D2h VG, VG
Ah_h[V—G’NVG]—i—Z%Vh-FE:Oy in B(0,0),
1+ |VG]?
where 9~ ~ ~
- D2Gy[VGo, VG| A e
E:AG — — = ].+ VG 2H G )
- Tl 1+ 19 Gol2H (Go)
and

DGy [VGo, VG| (2VGo + Vh) | D*Gy [2VGo + V]
(14 |VGo|2)(1 + |VG|?) 1+ VG2

Notice that: R 3
IVG(t)| < C, |h(t)| <CR™2 in|t| <6.
Also by (3.41)) the mean curvature of I'y decays like R=5. From
D%Gy [VGo, VGy]
: RY)|
14 |VGy|? )< )
= R\/1+ |VGo|?H[Gy](Rt)
= R\/1+ [VGo(Rt)|PH[Fo](z(Rt)),
(in the notation of (4.16))) we then find
|E(t)] = O(R™Y),
and, as a conclusion, reducing 6 if needed,

> C

D) < oy

|E@®)] = R|(AGo -

in [t| < 6,
so that for h we get accordingly
[Dih(t)] <

c
R2+a'
On the other hand, using (4.17) we have for instance that

DyH[Go](t) = Dy H[Fo](2(t)) Dei(t) = O(R™°),

in |t| < OR.

hence
IDLE(t)| = O(R™).

More generally, since
D*H[Fp)(z) = O(|z[°™™),
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we get
D"E(t) = O(R™%).
This, estimates (4.17)), (4.9) and standard higher regularity elliptic estimates yield
c

DR < e

in |t| < OR.

Hence

\DIA(t) in |t] < OR.

c
| < ———

— Rm+1+a
for m > 1, as desired.

Now we will derive some consequences of the above estimates. First we will
consider the Fermi coordinates near I'. Let z = (2/,29) € R? be a point in a
neighborhood of T' and let p(x) be its projection on T' in the direction of n(p). If
dist (z,T") is sufficiently small then p(z) is unique and we can write:

(4.23) x =p+ zn(p),

where z = z(x). These (p, z) are the Fermi coordinates of x. They are defined as
long as the function x — (p, z) is invertible. We claim that this the case, and that
the Fermi coordinates are well defined as long as

(4.24) |2 < 6] Ar(p)|

where R = |IIgs(p)| is the the distance of the projection of p onto R® from the
origin, and 6 is chosen to be a small number. Because of the symmetry of the
surface T', it is enough to consider the situation in which, for certain z = (2, z9)
such that 2’ € T we have the existence of two different points py,ps € T'NT x [0, 00)
such that

(4.25) x=p;+zn(p;), i=1,2,

with z satisfying (4.24). We may assume that |[TIgs(p1)| = Ry is large. Then it
follows:

(4.26) [pr = p2| < [2lIn(pr) = n(p2)| < 0]Ar(p1)| "
In the portion of I" where (4.26) holds we have in fact:
lp1 = p2| < |z[In(p1) — n(p2)]

<0|Ar(p1)| 7! sup |Ar(p)|lp1 — pal.
(4.27) Ip1—pl <Ol Ar(p1)|
Ry +1
< Co — .
< e Ip1 — p2|

Now the claim follows if we take 6 > 0 to be sufficiently small. From (4.24]) we get
that the Fermi coordinates are well defined in an expanding neighborhood Uy, of

I, defined in (2.13]).
Second we will compute the derivative of z(x) with respect to zg. Since p € T
therefore we can write

p=.F)), vy eR.
Then, taking the derivative with respect to x¢ and using (4.23]) we get:
(4.28) eg = (02y', VE(Y') - Oroy’) + Ozy2n(p), at z=0.
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Notice that
7(p) = 02y, VF(y') - 04,y') € T,T.

Multiplying (4.28)) by v(g), where g € Ty is a point on the segment in the direction
of n(p) and v(q) is the unit normal at this point we get

-1
4.29 ——————— =17(p) - v(q) + Oy 2n(p) - v(q).
(4.29) SR =T 0+ o) v
From we get as well:
(4.30) IT(P)| < 1+ [0,z

Now let (¢,G(t)) and (¢, Go(t)) be the local coordinates centered respectively at
p € I' and q € Ty. From the above discussion we conclude that any two unit

tangent vectors in the same direction, say t; differ by a factor proportional to
D;h(t). This means

C
7(p) - ¥()] < CIDR(O)] < e
hence using (4.29) we get
1 1
Opo z||n(p) - v = + O .
e 2llne) - v(0)| =~ + Ol 77)

Since |n(p) - v(¢)| > ¢ > 0 uniformly, it follows:

C—l
S N e e——
T <10 S e
Notice that as a byproduct we get

(4.31)

n9(p) :aﬂﬁgzv
hence
c-1! 1 C
< < .
1+R* ™ 1+ |VF(p)]? ~ 1+ R?

(4.32)

which is a special case of the estimate in Theorem 5 p. 679 in [29].

Next we will discuss the expressions for the Laplace-Beltrami operators on I" and
Iy in terms of the local coordinates associated with G(¢) and Go(t). Let us observe
that the metric tensor g in I' N B(pg, O R) satisfies the following relation:

(4.33) gij = 0ij + 0:G(1)9;G(t) = 0;; + O(t|*R™?), |t| < OR,
where 0; = 0;,. Similar estimates hold for the metric tensor gy on the surface I'y
expressed in the same local coordinates. In fact we have:

£0,i5 = 6ij + 8,»G0(t)6jGo(t)
(4.34) = gij — 0:G(1)0;h(t) — 9;G(t)dih(t) + 0:ih(t)0;h(t)

= gij +[{JO(R™77).

Let now f be a C? function defined on T' in a neighborhood py. We can identify
this function with a function f on I'g through the change of variables :

(4.35) f(@) = f(t), z=2i).
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Then using (4.34)) we have

(4.36) Arf — Ap f < EVEIL L CIVES|

R2+cr RSJrU ?

as long as [t| < OR. In the sequel we will denote functions on " and on Iy by the
same symbol taking into account .

Finally, let us consider the second fundamental form on I', Ar and the second
fundamental form on I'g denoted by Ar,. We observe that in the local coordinates
associated with the graph G(t) over the tangent space we have:

Ar(t)] = [D}G()], at t=0.

Thus
(4.37) | Ar, (t)| = |Ar(t)| + O(| DZh(t)])
' =|Ar(t)| + O(R™*77), att=0.
It follows:
C
. — < —
(4.38) |Ar — Ar,| < T e

5. LINEAR THEORY

In this section we will consider the basic linearized operator and we will derive
a solvability theory for the operator

(5.1) L(¢) = A¢+ f'(w),
already defined in .

5.1. Nondegeneracy of the approximate solution. To begin with we will re-
view some basic facts about the one dimensional version of £. By w we will denote
the heteroclinic solution to w” + w — w?® = 0 such that w(0) = 0, w(+oo) = +1

namely
w(z) = tanh (\%) .

Consider the one-dimensional linear operator
Lo(9) = ¢oz + (W), f'(w) =1 3w’
We recall some well known facts about Ly. First notice that Lo(w,) = 0. Second,
writing ¢ = w,vy we get that
Lo(¢) = Lo(Yw:)
= wzs + 205wes + weont + f(W)w,1)
=w; " (wis)s,

hence assuming that ¢(z) and its derivative decay fast enough as |z| — 400, we
get the identity

[ ro@sdz = [ (6. - prettaz = [ wtio.?a.

R
Since f'(w) — —2 as |z| — +oo guarantees exponential decay of any bounded
solution of Lg(¢) = 0 therefore any such solution must be of the form ¢ = Cw,,
C € R. Next we set, for ¢(y, z) defined in R™ x R, (where m = 8 in our case):

L(¢) = Dyd + ¢zz + f'(w)d = Ayd + Lo(9).
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The equation L(¢) = 0, has the obvious bounded solution ¢(y,z) = w,(z). Less
obvious, but also true, is the converse:

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ be a bounded, smooth solution of the problem
(5.2) L(¢)=0 inR™ xR.
Then ¢(y, z) = Cw,(z) for some C € R.

Proof. Let ¢ be a bounded solution of equation (5.2)). We claim that ¢ has expo-
nential decay in z, uniform in y. Let 0 < o0 < 1 and let us fix zg > 0 such that for
all |z] > zp we have that
f'w) < =2+ 4?
In addition, consider the following function
gs(z,y) = e oUzl720) ¢ 5Zcosh(oyi).
i=1
for 6 > 0. Then for |z| > zp we get that
L(gs) = 095 + f'(w)gs,
so that if o > 0 is fixed small enough, we get
L(gs) <0 if |z] > zo.
As a conclusion, using maximum principle, we get
6 < l¢lloc g5 if [2] > 20,
and letting § — 0 we then get
6(y,2)] < Cllglloce™! if [2] > 20 -
Let us observe the following fact: the function

9(y,2) = by, 2) — ( /R we(€) ¢y, ) dc) wel2)

Jo w?

also satisfies L(¢) = 0 and, in addition,

(5.3) / w,(2) p(y,z)dz=0 forall y.

In view of the above discfssion7 it turns out that the function
o) = [ F.2)d:

is well defined. In fact so are its first and second derivatives by elliptic regularity
theory applied to ¢, and differentiation under the integral sign is thus justified.
Now, observe that

Byply) =2 [ 8,6-ddzv2 [ 19,0
R R
and hence

0= [ (£aé-3)

(5.4) ] ) i i
= 58— [190P de— [(16.F = 1'w)i*)dz.
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Let us observe that because of relation (5.3), we have that
[0 = )iz =
It follows then that

Ayp—vp >0

Since ¢ is bounded, from maximum principle we find that ¢ must be identically
equal to zero. But this means

(5.5) by, 2) = ( [ we©) 000 d<) welz),

Jr wf

Then the bounded function

oy) = /R we(Q) 9y, €) de

satisfies the equation
(5.6) Ayg=0, inR™.

Liouville’s theorem then implies that ¢ = constant. Relation (5.5) then yields
¢ = Cw,(z) for some C. This concludes the proof. O

5.2. Linearized problem near I',,. Let §; > 0 be a number such that the Fermi
coordinates are well defined for x € R? satisfying d(x,T") < 6. Here p > 0 may be
taken to be the same as in the definition of the expanding neighborhood Uy, , see
. We will define the §-neighborhood of ', to be

Ns = {a: €R® | d(z,Ty) < g}

Now, we let § > 0 be such that 46 < 6y and consider neighborhood of the form
Nys5. Observe that with this § fixed the approximate solution w defined in
satisfies w(z) = w(z — ha(y)), where (y, z) are the Fermi coordinates of z € Nys.
We will also denote

o, = {x € R | d(z,Ty) = z} 2] < =2
«
In Ny we can write the Laplacian in the local Fermi coordinates:
(5.7) A=Ar,_ +0?-Hr, 0.,

where Hr, , denotes the mean curvature of the surface I', .. Expression is
valid only in Nj5 however it is convenient to extend it in such a way that it makes
sense for all z € R. To this end let n(7) be a smooth cut-off function with n(7) =1,
for |7] < 1 and n(7r) =0, |7| > 2, and let us denote:

i =o(%)

Then we define A§ to be the following operator
(5.8) § =n§(Ar,. +02 = Hr,.0.) + (1 = n§)(Ar, +82).
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This operator is defined in the set I', x R and not just in the set N5. We notice
that I', X R can be parametrized by R? and it is equipped with the natural product
metric. In the sequel we will write

A3 (¢) = Ar, ¢ + 02¢ + B§(¢), where
B§(¢) = n5 (Ar,, . — Ar, — Hr, .0:)(9),
We will introduce now some norms for functions defined in I', x R. By dVr_, we

will denote the volume element of T, and we say that f € LP (T,), 1 < p < oo, if

loc

f ! d&l" < 0 VK ¢ Rg compact.
| | @ ’ ’ 74
I'anNK

Similarly we define L2 (T',,) to be the set of locally bounded functions on I',. In

LY (o xR), 1 < p < oo we will introduce the following weighted norms:
— olz|
Il (y,z)séll'paxRe Hg”“’(FaﬁB(y,l)x(z—l,zﬂ))’

where ¢ is such that 0 < ¢ < v/2. In the sequel o will be taken to be smaller as
necessary but always a independent. Similarly, we define

Igllcoo = sup  e“Flg(y,2)], g€ L, (Ta x R).
(y,2)ETa xR

Observe that these definitions are consistent in the sense that if we take formally
p = oo in the definition of the norm ||- ||, » then the resulting norm will be equivalent
to the || - ||co,c We have actually defined.

Our next goal is to establish a solvability theory for the following problem:

Ar, ¢+ Ba(9) + 926 + f'(w)p = g+ cows, inTy xR,
[ o wsrd=0, wyer..
R

where B, (¢) is a second order differential operator of the form:

(510) Ba(¢> = vFa ¢z “ba1 + ¢z2ba2-

We assume additionally that b,y : I'y — TT, and by : 'y — R are continuous
functions such that

(5.11) ballzee(ra) + Ibazllzeer,) < Ca.
These conditions arise in a natural way as can be seen from ([5.23)) and the argument

(5.9)

that follows. We observe that function ¢, : 'y, — R in (5.9)) is a parameter to be
determined using the orthogonality condition. We will show the following a priori
estimate:

Lemma 5.2. There exists C > 0 such that for all sufficiently small o and all
ge L} (T xR), 9<p < oo any solution ¢ of problem (5.9) with ||P||cc,s < +00
satisfies

(5.12) 1D?¢llp.s + 1D¢lloc,o + [dllcc < Cllgllp,o,

Proof. A remark we make is that multiplying the equation by w,(z), integrating
by parts, and using the orthogonality assumption we readily get

o) [w? = [ o2z~ [ Baf@w.ds, vyeT..

R
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In particular, we easily check that the function ¢, (y)w,(2) satisfies
lcaw:llp.s < Cligllp.o + O D?*@lpo,

hence for the purpose of the proof we do not lose generality in assuming simply
that ¢, = 0. Next, we will prove the existence of C' for which

(5.13) [#llc,e < Cllg

To establish this assertion we argue by contradiction. Let us assume that we have
sequences {ay}, {gn}, {¢n} for which problem ({5.9) is satisfied (now with ¢, = 0),
and

(5.14) [nlloc.e =1, llgnllpo — 0, an—0.

This means that there exists a sequence (yn, z,) € Iy, X R such that

eo‘zn”(bn(y’m Zn)l — 1.

b0

We consider two cases:

(1) Sequence |z,| is bounded.

(2) limy o0 |2n] = o0.
Case 1. From Lemma we know that there exists a p > 0 such that for each n
the surface Iy, N B(yn, pa;,t) can be represented as a graph of a smooth function
G, :T,,I's, — R and that moreover
(5.15) (Gu(t)] < canltl, ] < pagt € Ty, T,
In local coordinates of Iy, given by the graph of G,, we can write

Gn(y,2) = dn(t,2), Y € La, NBlyn payt), y=(t,Gn(1)).

Using estimate (4.10)) we get that the metric tensor on T'y, N B(y,, pa;, ) expressed
in terms of the coordinates ¢ satisfies:

gn(t) =1+ 0(a),

where I is the identity matrix. Therefore, over compacts of R® = T, T, , we have
that

det g (t) — 1, g (t) — &ij,

uniformly, together with its derivatives. Writing now the equation satisfied by ¢,
in the local coordinates we get that

(5.16)
1

8, (g7 \/det gnBh, In) + g bny 02 b + buad2bn + 2n + F'(W)In = G,
\/(m tl(gnm tj¢ )+gn 1,j tzz¢ + 12 ng + Z¢ +f(w)¢ gn

in B(0,pa, ) x R,
/ Gn(t,z)w.dz =0, in B(0, pa;t).
R
We have that
(R® x R),
[bpi| + [bn2| — 0, uniformly over compacts,

0<c<|n(t,2)| <C, in B0, pay") xR,

- . p
gn— 0, in L,
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and by standard elliptic regularity we get that
on— & #0,
over compacts of R® x R. Moreover, é is a bounded, non-zero solution of
Adp+ 020+ f'(w)p =0, inR*xR,
/R(,;S(t, 2)w,dz =0, in RS,

which, by Lemma [5.1] implies that q~§ = 0, a contradiction.
Case 2. In this case the proof is similar, except that we define

Gn(t,z) = cosh (0(zn + 2))Pn(y, 2n + 2).
Then a similar limiting argument can be used to show that ¢ satisfies
Avd+ 020 + 0a1(2)0.0 — (2 — 02az(2))p =0, in R® xR,

where a;(z) are bounded functions. Then, if ¢ is sufficiently small, by maximum
principle, we get that gz~5 = (0. We have reached a contradiction again and the proof
of estimate is concluded.

It only remains the estimate for first and second derivatives. This is immediate
from local elliptic LP-theory and the already obtained weighted L estimate for ¢.
The proof is concluded. ([

The next lemma establishes existence of a unique solution of problem as in
Lemma

Lemma 5.3. For all sufficiently small o and all g with ||g||p.s < +00, 9 <p < 00
there exists a unique solution ¢ of problem (5.9) with ||¢||,» < 4+00. This solution
satisfies

||D2¢||p,<7 + ||D¢||oo,0 + H(ls”oo}a <C Hgllp,ff'

Proof. We assume initially that ||g||ec,s < 00. The general case of g with ||g|p.c <
00, 9 < p < oo will follow by taking a suitable sequence of functions approximating
g. First we will show that there the assertion of the Lemma holds for the following
problem:

AFQ¢+8§¢+f/(w)¢:g+caw27 in 'y X R,

A7
(5:17) /qu(y, 2)w,(z)dz =0, inT,.

We shall argue by approximations. Let us replace g by

(y,2) in Bgr(0)N (T4 x R)
9r(y,2) = {g % in (FB; x R) \BZ(O)

Then problem (5.17)) corresponds to finding a minimizer of the functional

J@:EA QWMW+Wﬁ—ﬁwwmmm—/ gnb dVadz.

2 o xR
in the space H of all functions ¢ € H} (I'y x R) for which

HM%:/ (Ve + 6. + 6% dVads < +o0
X

@



DE GIORGI CONJECTURE IN DIMENSION N > 9 39

and
/ 6y, ws(2)dz =0, Wy €T
R

Since the orthogonality assumption implies that

/ [(¢2 — f'(w)p?)] dVndz > 'y/ $* dV,dz, with some v > 0,
I'a xR I'o xR

therefore J is coercive in H by a standard argument. Consequently, the functional
has a minimizer ¢ in H. Since the truncation gr has compact support, ¢ can be
approximated by minimizing J on the set of functions in H which vanish outside a
ball B, (0) with n > R. Calling ¢p , this minimizer, we see that ¢, approaches
¢r in the sense of the H-norm. Applying elliptic estimates to the equation satisfied
by ¢r.n, we obtain that ¢r, is in fact locally bounded, uniformly in n. Outside
the support of gr the equation

AFQ ¢R,n + 83¢R,n + fl(w)(bR,n =0

is satisfied. Now, we recall the fact that

- 1 1
ho(z) = ————, F,(2)=—F(az), xRS,
@)= e P = S F

is a positive supersolution for the Laplace-Beltrami operator, indeed
—Ar, he = |Aa*he > 0.
Observe that 1, = e ~7U#I=120Dp  (2) satisfies
Ar, Yo + 0o + [ (w)a < [0% + [ (w)]tha — |Ar, [*1ba <0
for |z| > |z0| and |zp| large. Using comparison principle we then obtain that
|¢rn| < Cr¥a, in B,(0) CTy xR,

where constant Cr depends on ||¢||ec,s, the uniform bound on ||¢r nllcc,0, and R
only. Letting n — oo we obtain that the same estimate is valid for ¢ . We conclude
that, |¢&le,e < 400. It follows from Lemma [5.2)that we have the uniform control

ID*¢Rllp.o + |1 D¢Rloo.s + 19Rlo0.s < Cllgrllps < Cligllp.o

and thus we can pass to the limit R — oo, obtaining a function ¢, which solves
problem (5.17) with ||@]|oc,c < +00. Then it follows from Lemma [5.2| that

(5.18) 1D?¢]lp.c + I1Dllsc,o + [6llcc < Cllgllp.o
The general result for ([5.9)) follows now from a straightforward perturbation argu-
ment. O

We need to introduce now a norm that involves decay with respect y € T',. We
recall the definition of r,:

Ta(y) = 1+ a?[gs(y)[?, y € Tla,

where Tlgs : ', — R® is the projection onto R® of the (embedded) graph I', C R?.
Let us consider the new norms for g,

lgllpow = sup e rig] 1<p<oow=>1,

(:2)€Ta xR L7 (PanBl1) x(z,24+1)
and

HgHOOJaV = sup T;(y)eolz”g(yaz)‘v v Z 1.
(y,2)Ela xR
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Then we have the following a priori estimate.

Lemma 5.4. There exists a number C' > 0 such that for all sufficiently small o
the following holds: Given g with ||g|p,e., < +00, 9 <p < 00, 0 < v there exists a
unique solution ¢ of (5.9) with ||P|lco,0,r < +00. This solution satisfies

1D*¢llp.o + [ Dlloc.w + [ llsc.cn < Cllg]

Proof. This result is in fact a direct corollary (with obvious modifications for the
respective norms) of the previous lemma. We will set

¢=r.",
and use (5.9)) to find the equation satisfied by :
AFQ"/} + TgBa( _Vll) + 627/1 + f ( )1/1 = TZQ + TZCawm inI'y xR,

(5.19)
/djy, wz :Oa vye]-—‘om

where B, is a second order differential operator. Let us observe that

p,o,v:

AT, o]l o ra) + Ve, rall e r,) < Co®.

This means that essentially the same argument as in the proof of Lemmal5.2] applies
to yield the L> estimate for ¢ in terms of ||g||, -, and then local elliptic estimates
give the estimate for the derivatives. We omit the details.
O
The theory developed in this section allows us to define an operator T,(g) := ¢
where ¢ is a solution of (5.9)). In particular, with this definition, we have

(5.20) ID*Ta(9)lp.ow + IDTa(9) oo + 1Ta(9) oo < Clig

.-

5.3. Full linearized operator. We will now use the solvability theory for the
problem (5.9)) to treat the full linearized operator £(¢) = A¢ + f'(w)®, defined in
(5.1). Thus we will consider the following problem:

(5.21) L(p) =g, in Nys.
We recall that

w(z) = X(;O(ii)(w(z —ha)+1) — 1, 2 <0,
(22 (w(z —he) —1) +1,  0<2,’

Oora

where h,, is a function defined on I',. In addition we will assume that, with some
u>8/pand v > 2:
(5.22)

a2||ha||oo7l/72 + O‘HVFahOLHOO,Vfl + O‘S/p”vlz“ahanpw = ”ha”*,p,l/ < C’a2+“,

where p € (9,00), and

1Pallpw = sup IrahallLranBy.o0a-1)), 9 <p<oo, v=2
yel'a

Hh’aHOO,V ‘= sup ra(y)”|ha(y)|, v2>2.
y€la
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This means that we can assume that in M5 we have w(z) = w(z — hy). We recall
that we can identify functions defined on I', and those defined on I' through the
relation:

ha(y) = h(ay), yeT,

where h : I' — R. This justifies the definition of the norms and the assumption
(5.22]).
Using the operator defined in (5.8)) we can write

L(¢) = Ar, ¢ + 020+ B (9) + f'(w)¢.
Now we need to make a change of variables in Nys:
(5.23) Z=2z—hqg.
We will denote ¢(y, z) = gZ(y, z— ha(y)) Then we have
Ar,é(y,2) = Ar,é(y, 2) + B1(9),
where B;(¢) is a linear second order differential operator (in variables (y, 2)):
Bi(¢) = ~2Vr, ¢z - Vi, ha + 62|V, hal® = $: A1, ha.

We will separate the term whose coefficients depend on the first derivatives of h,,
from the rest. Thus we will denote:

(5.24) B1o(¢) = —2Vr, ¢z - Vi, ha + ¢22|Vr, hal?.

Notice that By, is an operator of the same form as B, in ([5.10]), and whose coeffi-
cients satisfy the analog of (5.11)) due to the assumption (5.22)).
With the same change of variables we now analyze:

B§(¢) = ns(Ar, . — Ar, — Hr,, .0.)(¢).

Let us fix a y € Ty, and let g, be the metric tensor in local coordinates around
y. Let g, . be the corresponding metric tensor on I'y . (i.e. around the point
Y, =y + 2na(y) € Ty, with ny(y) denoting the normal vector). Then we can
write, keeping in mind that z = Z + hq, 8o,z = 8a,z and:

1 ” -
A = ————0;(g7.\/det(ga.2)0;
£ = 08l /det(20.2)050)

(e )0
1

(5.25) + ———0: (gfjg det(gaj))aihaajhaagq’s
det(ga,z)
+ 87 .0,ha0iha®?d — 8 ;0;hadizd — 82 0hadjz0
1 y _
- —0: (—137 det(ga,z >8iha84 ,
T \Bas (8a2) ¢
We notice if in g, , we set z = 0 then the above operator is equal to Ar_¢(y, 2).
Thus we need to "expand” (5.25)) in powers of z. To this end let us use the local
system of coordinates around y given by (t, G4 (t)), where G, (t) = a~1G(at), and
G given in Lemma and [t| < pa~!. Since we are interested in the size of the
local norms defined above we only need to consider [{|] < C, where C > 0 is a
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constant independent on a. By direct calculation, using Lemma [.1] and (4.33)) we
get that

1
=1 O(a?|t?
8a,z + 7“2(y) (Oé | | )+

e

Ta(y) 0@)
7a(y)
Z+ hea

Ta(y)

= 8a,0 T O(a)

(5.26)

= 8a,0+ O(a)
= ga,57

with similar estimates for the derivatives. It follows:

z+ ha
raly) @)

(5.27) gg,z = ggj,o +
Setting, with some abuse of notation,

1 ..
5.28 Ar, he = ———0;( 8 51/ det(8a.2)0; ha
( ) Fa,z \/m (g s € (g 3 ) J )

we see that
(5.29) (Ar, . —Ar,)¢ = Baa(9) — [(Ar, . — Ar, )]0z,

where Bo, (¢) is a second order linear differential operator in ¢ whose coefficients
depend on h,, Vr_h,, Z and that can be estimated as follows:

O(a)([z] + |hal)
1+7, (y)
We will consider now the term:
Hr, .0.¢ = z|Ar, |282é + 2*R0 050

(5:30)  |Ba(d) < | + Ve, hal | (196 + 1D2)).

(5.31) - ) _
= (5 + h‘a)|AFa‘ 0z0 + (2 + ha) Ra0:9,
where |Ar,_ |? is the norm of the second fundamental form on T, which satisfies:
Ca?
5.32 Ar |2 =a?|Ap)? < .
( ) | Fa| | F| 7”3 (y)

(Above |Ar| is the norm of the second fundamental form on I'). Term R, comes
from the Taylor expansion of Hr, _ (see (2.24)(2.25)) and it has the form:

Ro =

8 .
(5.33) 22 (75 )

and can be bounded as follows:

(5.34) Ral <
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From this we see that can be equivalently written in the form:
Ar, ¢+ 02¢ + B1a(9) + ' (w)¢ = § + 0:0Ar, ha — 0§ Baa(9)
+n5 [(Ar, . — Ar,)ha]
+n5 (2 + ha)|Ar, 00
+ 15 (2 + ha)*Radz0,
in NVys. It follows that it is natural to extend £ outside of Ny by letting
L(¢) = Ar,é +155B1a(d) + 20 + ['(w)d, inTa x R\ N,

since nf5 = 1 in Nys5. We will denote the extended operator L by L. With this
extension we can consider (5.35) as an equivalent problem to £(¢) = g in ', x R.

Now we can use the results of the previous subsection to show the following analog
of Lemma 5.4

(5.35)

Proposition 5.1. There exists a number C' > 0 such that for all sufficiently small
a and § the following holds: Given g with [|g||p,0., < 400, 9 <p < o0, 2 < v there
ezists a unique solution ¢ of

L(¢) =7+ Cowz, inNx,
/ by, 2)wz(2)dz =0, inT,,
R
with ||| co.0.0 < +00. This solution satisfies
1D?8|lp,0,0 + 1D llo, + 1lloc,00 < ClGllp,o,w-

Proof. Using estimates ([5.28)—(5.35) we see that the right hand side of (5.35) can
be estimated by:

13llp,0.0 + C (& + ) (ID*Gllp.0 + 1 DGlloc s + |6llc.00)-

Using this and a straightforward fixed point argument we obtain our result. The
details are left to the reader.

(5.36)

O

6. THE NONLINEAR PROBLEM

6.1. The gluing. Let us recall (see section [2]) that we are looking for the solution

of (1.1)) in the form:

(6.1) Uq = w(x) + o(x).
Substituting in we get for the function ¢
(6.2) L(¢) = S[w] + N(¢),
where

(6.3)

Sl = —Aw— f(w), N(¢)=—[fu+¢)—f)— f(We], flw)=u(l-w).
Let us us also recall (see section that we introduced an improvement of the

initial approximation, namely the function w; defined in (2.30)—(2.31)). We look for
a solution ¢ of equation (6.2) in the form

(6.4) ¢ =wy + N5 + P,
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so that the following must be satisfied:
(6.5)
M35 (A + f'(w)9) +2Vn5s Ve + pAnss + Ay + f'(w)yh = S[w] + L(wy)
+ N(Wl + 7736¢ =+ 1/’)7
where
L(w1) = —Awy — f/(w)wy.
For brevity in what follows we will write:
N(¢) = N(w1 + ¢) = ~[f(w+ w1 + ¢) — f(w) — f'(w) (w1 + )],
S(w,w1) = S[w] 4+ L(wy).

This equation is satisfied provided that (¢, 1)) satisfies a coupled system of nonlinear
elliptic equations:

(6.6) A+ f/(w)e = n§ [S(w,w) + N(+ ) — (2+ f'(w)¥], inNis,
A — 2 = (1—n5)[S(w,w) + N(ngsé + ) — (2+ f'(w) )]

(6.7) N N .
—2Vn5sVo — ¢Anss, in R

Let us consider the extension £ of the linear operator £ introduced in the previous
section. Then equation is equivalent to:

(6.8)  L(¢) =n5[S(w,w1) +N(@+ V) — (24 f'(w))P], inTs xR,

where

o(y,2) = 0y, 2+ ha), ¥ =19y, Z+ ha),

according with the change of variables Z = z—h,, introduced in the previous section.
The error term S(w,w;) expressed in these variables is denoted above by S(w,w)
(observe that in the support of 7§ we have w = w, w; = wy).

Now we will recast the system 7 as a fixed point problem for ¢. Let
us consider a given function ¢ such that ||V¢|leo.or + ||6]lcc.0., is small. We set
¢ = ¢(y,z — hy) in Nygs and ¢ = 0 in R? \ N5 and write as

where
P(¢) = (1 —n§)(S(w,w1) + N(550)) +2Vn35Ve + pAns,

M, ¢) = (1 =n$)[(2+ f'(W) )¢ + N(n3s¢ + ) — N(n556) |-

For functions in R? we define the following norms:
1Qllp = sup. 17aQllLr(B(z,1)) < +00,  ra(@) = /14 o?[lgs (z)].
zE

We notice that the function P above satisfies the following estimate:
1P(O)lpw < Ce = (I8, w1)lIpow + e~ (Voo + 19]l0,0,0)]

< Ce = (IS, 1) llp,ow + € =7 (IVPllso0 + |6lloc,0)] -
Motivated by (6.10) we will establish our next result:

(6.10)
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Lemma 6.1. Let us consider the linear problem

(6.11) Ay — 2p = Q(x) in RO,

There exists a number C > 0 such that if Q(x) satisfies
”QHP,V < +o00,

with 9 < p < o0, then equation (6.11) has a unique bounded solution 1, which
defines a linear operator in Q and satisfies

VYoo + [[¥]lso < ClQllp,w-
Proof. Let us write
pa) =r"(x), @) = p)d().
Then the equation in terms of 1 reads
A — 2 + (AP + V- V) = ' Q.
We notice that:
| tAp| < Ca?ri?, |pmtVu| < Cargt.
Thus the equation becomes,
AP =20 +af -V +a3y=Qy), Q=n"'Q,
where a® = o(1), as @ — 0, uniformly. Let us approximate Q by bounded functions,
Qn = min{|@\, n}sign Q,
and consider the unique bounded solution 1;” of
A@[;n - 21/~Jn + atly : an + angn = Qn(y)
We claim that there exists a C' > 0, independent of Q and a such that
(6.12) [Pnlloc + IV¥nlloe < Cll@nllpo < ClIQllp,o
Assuming the opposite, we have sequences QZJn, Q,, such that
Hq;nHOO + qu;nnoo =1, HQHHIMO —0, n—oo.
Let z,, be such that
~ ~ 1

Then, by local elliptic estimates, we get that the function x +— 1, (z,, +2z) converges
locally over compacts to a nontrivial, bounded solution 1 of the equation

Ay — 24 = 0.

We have reached a contradiction that proves the estimate (6.12). Passing to the
limit, the lemma readily follows. [

Using the above lemma, we can apply contraction mapping principle to conclude
that there is a unique solution ¢ = 1(¢) of equation which in addition satisfies
(6.13)

IVellso. + 1¥lloo, < Ce =7 [lIS(w,91) Ipow + e =7 (I8 ll0,00 + [VSllo0)] -
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In addition, we will check that v is a Lipschitz function in the considered norms,
both in ¢ and in h,. Substituting in equation we get that our full problem
has been reduced to solving the nonlinear, nonlocal problem

(6.14)  L(¢) = 0§ [S(w,w1) +N(& +9(4)) — (2+ f'(w)P(¢)], inTaxR.

6.2. The projected nonlinear problem. We consider the projected version of

problem
L(¢) = Cowz + 15 S(w,w1) + N(¢), inTy xR,
/Ré(y,z)wg(z) dz =0, inT,,
where for convenience we have denoted:
N(¢) =05 [N(¢ +¥(9)) — (2+ f'(w))¥(e)]-

In the sequel we will use notation:

(6.15)

(6.16) ||<5‘|*,p,a,u = HD2Q_5||I),U,V + HV‘EHOO,U,V + ”‘Z’”oqo,m 9<p<oo.
Lemma 6.2. Let ¢ be a given function such that
(6.17) 1]l .0 < 00

Then mapping N(¢) satisfies:

(6.18) IN@)llpow < CUBIZ pow + €7Dl s + 1500, 91)llp,o0)-
In addition for any functions ¢y, k = 1,2, satisfying we have:

(6.19)

IN(¢1) = N(62) lp.ow < CllIb1llpiow + [1D2llx,p,00 + €711 = P2l p,os
Proof. Let us consider the solution of denoted, after the change of variables,
by 9(¢). Using (6.13) we get
IN@)llpow < CllSllze o + €27 D120 + €7 [lloo,.]

< CIBIE po + €7 N0l pow + 1860, 51)] o)

(Above we have used the fact that ||S(w,w1)||p,0.., is small, see Proposition to
follow). This shows (6.18)).

To prove (6.19) we denote 5, = 1 (¢y), k = 1,2 and use (6.13) again to get
(6.21)

V91— Vb | oo+ |11 = o |0o < Ce =200/ [llé1 =02 lloc,00 +VI1 =V P2 l00.0.0)]-
Estimate (6.19)) follows readily from this.

(6.20)

O
We will now show the main result of this section.
Proposition 6.1. Under the assumption 2 < v < 3 we have that
(6.22) IS, wi)]llpow < Ca?, 9<p<oo.

As a consequence, for all a sufficiently small, problem (6.15) has a unique solution
¢ with

(6.23) 6]+ p. < Ca.
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In addition ¢ depends in a Lipschitz way on he in natural norms, namely we have:

(6.24) 16©) = 6@ p o < Ca™¥PIREY = hE |,

where ¢%) | k = 1,2 are solutions of with he = h&k),
Proof. We begin by proving . Let us write:
S(w,w1) = n5'S(w,w1) + (1 —n§)S(w, w1)
= —F; — Es.
Notice that in terms of the original Fermi coordinates of I',, we have in N:
E; = Aw+ f(w) + Aw; + f'(w)wy
= Ar, . (w+wi) = Hr, 0. (w +w1) + 82 (w + wi) + f(w) + f'(w)wi,
where w = w(z — hy). We will decompose:
Ey = Ar,  (w+w) + [-Hr, 0.w+ z|Ar, |*w:] — Hr,, ,0.w;
= En1 + Er2 + Exs.

To estimate Fy1; we use the expression of the Laplace-Beltrami operator in local

coordinates as in ((5.25)—(5.26)). Thus we get, changing to Z = z — h,, denoting
W = w + wy and remembering that w + w; = w(z) + w1 (2):

1 ..
Aty = ——— (g .\ [det(zar)Osha ) 05t
Ta - ) (g : (8a.2)0; )
1 i — 5
(6‘25) + mag (gd{i det(ga,g)>azho/8jhaagw
+ gif’gajhaaihaagﬁ;,

We observe that, fixing a y € I', and considering the norms in the local variables
(t, G (t)) around y, we get :

(626) eg‘z‘ ||T;aijhawz”LP(B(0,l)) < CO&Q+“78/p < 0042,

because the assumption ([5.22)) we have made about h, and the fact that pu > p/8.
Likewise we get

(6.27) eo‘zlH?‘Z@ihaajha’lﬂz||Lp(3(0’1)) < Ca2+2“.
This and (5.26) gives:
(6.28) | E11llp.on < Ca?.

Now we turn our attention to Eis. Using (5.31)—(5.34) we get locally in N:
Hr,, .0.w — 2| Ar, |Pws = ho|Ar, [20:w + (2 4 ho)*Ra0sw

(6.29) < Ca?lhg| + ary?t ol
B r3(y)

hence using the assumption 2 < v < 3 we get:

(6.30) 1B12]lp.0 < Ca.

Since

2

wy| < 00‘7676\2\’
2
«
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therefore we get immediately

(631) ||E13||p107,/ < OO{2.

In order to estimate Fo we will assume that zZ + h, > 0 and write:

W:X(4O‘(2+h"))w(z)+1 7)((40[(24“}104))'

0T, Oor o
Using the Fermi coordinates we can write:
(1= n9) (Aw+ F(w) = (1 —n)[0%w + ()] + (1 —n$)Ar, v
(6.32) — (1 =ns)Hr, .0:v
= (1 =n§)(E21 + Bz + E33).
Let us consider the term denoted by Fo;. We have

do(Z+ ha)\ da(Z + hy)
Oora Jul2) +1=x( Oora

4o(Z + he)
90Ta

4a(Z + he
0T

=A + A+ As.

da(Z + hy)

Exn = f(x( Oore

)) = x( ) f(w(2))

+20:x( )O:w(2)

)[w(z) —1]

To estimate A; we write

X(W)w(g) L1 x(%)
0T 0T
=)+ 1 () 1 (o)
—w(z) + [1 — x(22E Ty _yz0e VI

90T
— w(g) + O(e —U|5|)e—(\/§—0)907"a/0¢_
Notice that, with some & > 0 we have
ef(\/ifo')egra/a < Oefﬁagra/aeféeo/a7

hence, using the fact that f(w) is exponentially small as well in the support of the

function 1 — X(%

), we get:

|A,| < Ce =017l =00ra/ag—500/a
form which it follows

(6.33) [A1llp.o. < e 7%/ < Ca?.

Terms As, and Az above are estimated in a similar way. To estimate the remaining
term in E5, namely Fos and Fs3, we use the same general approach. The key point
here is the fact that, with & > 1:

IVr.ra o2 < Ca,

6.34
. 192,75 llp2 < Ca?=5,
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and the exponential smallness of w(Z) £ 1 in the support of x’ (W). Finally,
the remaining terms in Fy are handled similarly since w;(2) ~ e ~I?l. The details
are omitted.

Now, using 7 Lemma and Proposition we show the existence of
a unique solution ¢ of by a fixed point argument. The estimate is
deduced from this as well.

Next we will prove that ¢ is Lipschitz as a function of h,. To apply the general
theory developed and in particular Proposition let us fix functions h((yk), k=1,2
satisfying (5.22) and denote by ¢(¥) solutions of the respective nonlinear projected
problems (6.15). We notice that the functions ¢(*) are defined in the same domain
I'n X R however the linear parts of the equations they solve are different, since
the coefficients of the differential operators involved expressed in local coordinates
depend on hgk) as well. Thus we will denote the respective linear operators by L5,
We will also write ¢~> = ¢ — ). With these notations we have that (,zNS is a solution
of:

L£Dé = {58z + hD)S(w® + wi’) — ng(z + h2)5(w® +wi®)}
(LD — £005@) 4 (@) _ @)y
(6.35) T NGV~ N(@®), inTa xR,

/q?(y,z?)wz(z) dz =0, inT,.
R
We will begin with estimating the following term:
B =50 +wV) - 5@ +u®).

This term is particularly important because the Lipschitz character of 1 follows
from the Lipschitz property of E. Let us further decompose:

~ Saz _ _
B=x (2 ) (5 + ul) - 5 4 w2))
0"«
8az _ _
+ 1= x5 ) S +wi) =S +ui?))
0T«
= Fy + Es.

8az

Bor ) we can assume (since h&k) is small) that

Notice that in the support of X(
w=w(Z), w; = wy. Then we get:

~ oz
El = X(m){AFS’)E — AFExQ)Z}(w + ’wl)
oz
=~ X(ggey) e, = Hyen }0zw

= E1 + Ers.
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Using formula (6.25) we get:
(6.36)
1Ewllpow < CIVE, (R = hE)llp.

+ CIVr h oo 1 + V0 b oo, ) Ve (B = BE) (o001
+ CUIVE D lpw + IVE AP ) IBE = 2 o2
< O|[VE, (b5 = B p,o
+Ca Vi, (B = B3 |so -1 + Ca® 3 PHH R — (Pl s
< Ca®P|hLD = B v,

(see (5.22)) for the definition of || - ||+ p,). Using similar argument as in (6.29)) we
get as well:

(6.37) 1B 12]lpow < Ca?(RD — B |oo 2.

To estimate F» we follow the same approach, again using 1' and the exponential

smallness of w(Z) =1 in the support of 1 — X( ;icf ) As a consequence we get that

(6.38) 15D +ui) = 5@ +w?) |y < Ca¥P|nY — nQ)

From this and , denoting 1/; =D — ) we get
IV lloow + [$lloo,s < Ce™ || SWu] = SE ]l p,0,0
+Ce 272 [[|8lloo, + [V lloo,0.0]
< Ce™ 7 PR — B ||y
+Ce ™27 [[|¢llsc.cw + [V lloo,cu0] -
Another important term to estimate in is
(6.40) By = (£® — F0)3@.
It is a matter of rather tedious but standard calculations to show that:
1E5lp.0 < Ca™*P(RE) = h [l p 0P |« po
< a2_8/”||h((11) — hf)

[

(6.39)

(6.41)

v

Here we use the fact that the coefficients of the derivatives in the expressions in

local coordinates for £*) are smooth functions of A% and that all terms involved

have a total of at most 3 derivatives summing up both derivatives of h&k) and ¢(2).
Using the a priori estimate for LD to estimate QNS in we obtain the re-

quired estimate from 7 and the Lipschitz character of the nonlinear

term N(¢(1)) — N(¢®). This ends the proof.

O

This results of Proposition [6.1] allow us to reduce the full nonlinear problem
to one dependent on h,. Indeed, using the definition of ¢, and the fact that

Uq =W+ 1550+ (see (6.1)—(6.4)) we see that instead of the nonlinear problem
(1.1) we have found, for given h, functions u, ¢, such that

(6.42) Aug + flug) = 085Cawz(Z), Z=2—h,, inRY.
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If we can adjust h, in such a way that

(6.43) Ca =0,

then wu, in is a solution we are looking for. The theory we have already
derived allows to derive a relatively simple form of the reduced problem (6.43)). In

the next section we will see that it amounts to a nonlocal PDE for h, which involves
the Jacobi operator on I', applied to h, as its leading term.

7. DERIVATION OF THE REDUCED PROBLEM

To derive the reduced problem we will go back to (6.15)). Multiplying the equa-
tion by wz(Z) and integrating over R with respect to zZ we get the following identity:

/E(@wzdiz /w +/77 (w4 wq wzdz—F/N d)ws dz,
R

hence (6.43)) is equivalent to:
(7.1) /ng‘g(w—i—wl)wg iz = —/ E(B)wsdz + / N(&)ws d=.
R R R

We will now calculate more explicitly all terms involved in ([7.1)).
We will begin with

/ 7S (w + wyws dz = / ngAr, wws dz — / n¢(Hr., . — 2| Ar, [2)u?
R R R

+ / ns Ar, ,wiwz dz
R
= M + M> + Ms.

Using the local representation for Ar_w given in (6.25) we get

/ detl( N (g@ z \/@@ ha> w2 dz

5 det(ga,z))aihaajhawgdz

/\/det (8a,z) (gaz
—&—/gazﬁh Dihqw? dz
= My + Mo + M;is.

We will start with:

(72) M11 = 760A1‘aho‘ +Ba1(ha), Co = / wg dZ
R
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Let us fix yg € I',,. The local norm of the the second order differential operator B,
can be estimated as follows:

||7";+1Ba1(ha)||ZL)p(ramB(y,.90a—1))
dt
<caf PO (4 (1)) [V, 2
B(0,200a-1) L+ ralyo)lP
7.3 ho|P dt
(73 +ca | O (1)) [V, el
B(0,260a—1) ° [1+7a(y0)]?
dt

#Ca [ e y0)| Ve, ol
B(0,20pa1)

Notice that in the ball B(0,20pa~!) we have:
1+ra(y(t)
T+7rs (yO)

by Lemma Hence, from the definition of the || - ||+ p ,-norm and the assumption
we have made on h,, see , we get that:

[+ 7a(yo)]?

(7.4) <C,

(7.5) [Bat(ha) lpwi1 < Ca'=P|ha v p.o-
Similarly we have, setting Byo(he) = Mo + Mis:
(7.6) [Baz(ha)llp,y < Cal_s/pnha |«,p,-

To estimate Ms we first use the expansion (5.31)) to find:
My = —ho|Ar, |? / w?dz — /(2 + he ) Row? dz
R R

= —cohalAr, |* — / ZRow2dz + /(22% + h2)Row2 dz
R R

Observe that here Ry, = R (y, Z+ ha). We can further Taylor expand this function
in terms of (Z + hy) to get

(77) Ra(y7 zZ+ ha) = Rl,a(y) + (2 + ha)R2,oc(y; zZ+ hoz)a
where
OZS 054
7.8 Riw~—— Rowr~ ——
( ) 1, (1+Tg)7 2, 1+T’é’

by formula (2.25) and Lemma Then we can write, denoting ¢ = [ 2202,
My = —coha|Ar,|? — c1R1.a

(7.9) - / [22(2 — ha)Ra.a + (2Zha + h2)RaJw? dz
R

= _COha|AFQ |2 - ClRl,a + Ba3(ho¢)
We observe that since v € [2, 3] therefore, from (7.8]), we have:
(710) HRl,aHp,V < CO(BiS/p.

We notice that this is the only term that is of order in r%, since the rest of the terms
computed so far (and those evaluated below) have weights ! in their norms.

From (7.8]) we get:
(7~11) ||Ba3(ha)||pyv+1 < Ca478/p + Calis/p”ha”*,p,vv
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Now we will estimate the terms involved in the projection of £(¢) onto w;. Using
the same notation as in in (5.35)) we get, after integration by parts and also using
the orthogonality condition

/R;C(¢)’U)gd§:—/RBla((b)wgdz—f—/Rag(bArahawg dZ

+ / niBga (P)wsz dz
R

(7.12) _/ng(Arth + (2 + ho)|Ar, [?)0:0ws dz
R

— / 72 (Z + he)*Ra0:0w: dz
R
=L+ L+ L+,

Using the explicit formula for B, (¢) given in (5.24) we get after integrating by
parts once with respect to Zz:

(/}RBla(&)wzdz‘ §O|Vpahu|/RyDg>szz‘dg’

It follows that if v € [2, 3] then:
et / Bia(@)ws dz|| Lo (1. B(yo,00a-1))
R

T3 <o bl

B(0790a_1)

|0ll«.p.0,0

2 (y(t)) sup [epalf?l |D¢_)‘p} dt}l/p

< Ca™ Pl

Similarly, we get:

e |9l p.00s

(7.14) ||7°Z+1/32¢_’Arahawf dz|| Lo (ranB(yo.00a-1)) < Cllha
R

hence,
(7.15)
I Il o (ran By, g0a-1)) < Cllallepoll@lls pow < Ca™ ¥ PllhalpullSllp,ou-
Using (5.30) we get as well
(7.16) I Bl oranBe oa—1) < Cal P (Lt a2 |lhallvp) | Bllp.oo-
We can also estimate jointly:
e Il Lo (0B o o001 + Ire Tall Lo (0 B w0,800—1)
< Ca278/p||¢_’”*,p,a,u + Oais/p”J’H*,p,a,u”haH*,p,v-

Finally, denoting

(7.17)

/ N(@)ws dz = I,
R
we get that

(718) ||TZ+1I5||Lp(FaﬁB(yo790a_1)) < CH(E”z,p,o‘,v'
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Summarizing (7.1)—(7.18) we get that h, must be a solution of the following prob-
lem:

(7.19) Ar ha + |Ar, Pha = e1R1a + Fa(ha, Vi, ha, VE_ha),

where the first term on the right hand side of (7.19) satisfies (7.10) and formula
(2:25) and Lemma [4.1]it is explicitly given by:

(7.20) Raaly) = 3 ki),

and F, is a nonlinear and nonlocal function of h,, and its first and second derivatives
that satisfies:

(7.21) 1Fallpw+1 < Cat=*P ol p + Ca /P,

The rest of this paper is devoted to solving the reduced problem . A natural
way to do this is to argue by approximations on expanding balls Bg, as we have done
before in this paper. However an extra difficulty in the case of the reduced problem
is to derive a priori estimates (independent on R) for the Jacobi opertator in .
To deal with this problem we will consider an approximate Jacobi operator, which
is the mean curvature linearized around I'g o = {zg = < Fy(aa’)}, rather than I'.

At this point we will also use the symmetry of the minimal graph. Let us recall
that in reality I',, is a graph of a function F,, that satisfies

Fo(u,v) = —Fy(v,u), w?=a34 - +25,0> =22+ +22.

It is therefore natural to make the following assumption on h:

(7.22) ha(u,v) = —hg(v,u).
Observe that in particular the principal curvatures of I' satisfy
Ki(u,v) = —k; (v, u),
hence:
(7.23) Ria(u,v) = =Ry (v, u).
Notice that the Fermi coordinate z depends on z only through (u, v, z9) and:
z(u,v,29) = —2z(v,u, —x9).
From this it follows:
w(u,v,x9) = —w(v,u, —xg), w1(u,v,x9) = —w1(v,u, —xg),
and
(7.24) Co(u,v) = —co(u,v),  Plu,v,x9) = —(v, u, —x9).
In all, the right hand side of has the same type of symmetry as hq:
(7.25) Folu,v) = =Fo(v,u).

To put it differently: the procedure that leads to determining u,, for a given h, can
be done in the sector T{u > 0,v > 0,v > u} first and then the resulting solution
can be extended to the whole space by using the natural symmetries of the minimal
graph.
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8. SOLVABILITY THEORY FOR THE JACOBI OPERATOR

8.1. The approximate Jacobi operator. In this and the following section we
will consider the Jacobi operator associated to a fixed minimal surface setting the
scaling parameter a = 1. We will denote:

(8.1) I'={zg=F(z)}.

By Ar we will denote the second fundamental form on I'. The Jacobi operator J
is given by:

(8.2) J(h) = Arh + |Ar|?h.

A convenient form of the Jacobi operator is obtained using the natural parametriza-
tion of T' given by I' = {(2/, F(2')) | 2’ € R®}. In these coordinates we get

(8.3) J(h) = H'[F|(h\/1+4 |VF|?),
where H[F] is the mean curvature operator and H'[F] is its linearization around
F, namely:

Vi VFE(VF Vo)
8.4 H'[F =V — .
(8.4) [EF](e) ( 1t [VE] (1+ |VF|2)3/2)
We will define the norms:
I fllp,0 == Sullz HTVfHLP(FﬁB(y,GO))a I9I<p<oo, v=>2,
ye

I flloo,w :=supr(y)’[f(y)], v=>2,
yel

(8.5)

which are analogous to the weighted norms defined above, and will be useful to
treat question of invertibility of the Jacobi operator.

We will go back now to the expression of H in terms of the variables (¢, s)
introduced in section 3.2l We recall that:

|V Fy| 0, F p 20, F
H[F] = |VE |0, 22 ) + |V E, |0, 7
F1= 19l 1+|VF\2) VEl (|VF0| 1+|VF|2>
where
VFEL 1
VF=FVFy+p F,—2, p=—"0,
t 0 P ‘V.F‘()| 4 (U'U)B

(see Lemma for the definition of the coordinates u = u(t, s),v = v(t,s)). The
linearized mean curvature operator expressed in these variables takes form:
Oyp(1+|VF|?) - 0,F(VF - V(p))
(1+|VF|?2)3/2
p? Osp(L+|VF|*) — O F(VE - V@))
[VE] 1+ |VF]?)3/2 '
Let us now consider the linearized of mean curvature operator obtained by lineariz-
ing around the surface T'g = {(2/, Fy(z')) | 2’ € R3}, namely:
|V Fy|Orp

1+ [VE[?)3/2
where we have used the fact that

O Fy =1, 0,Fp=0, V- -VEy = 0,p|VFy|*

H'[F](¢) = [V Folr
(8.6)

+ |VF0\8S(

(8.7) H'[Ful(¢) = [VEo[o )+ VR

p> Os¢p )
IVE| /1+|VE[2/
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We notice that for T'g the relation analogous to (8.3) holds, namely:

(8.8) Aryh + |Ar, ’h = H'[Fo)(h/T+ [V E ),

where Ar, is the second fundamental form on I'y. We will refer to the operator
defined above as the approximate Jacobi operator and denote it by Jy. The reader
should keep in mind that J; as the Jacobi operator associated to I'y ”approximates”

J.

8.2. Supersolutions for the operator J;. In this section, we obtain superso-

lutions for the operator Jo(h) which is equivalent to finding supersolutions for

H'[Fp) (), where ¢ = h/1 + |V Ep|?. Let us recall the definition of the set T":
T ={(u,v) |u>0,v>0,u<wv},

(see (3.4) ) and the fact that in Lemma we have associated T with the set

Q={t>0,s>0}.

Lemma 8.1. For o € (—1,0) and o, € [0,1], there exist ro and C > 0 such that
in the set TN{R > ro} we have:

(8.9) H'[EFp)(roto) + 4( 5 )3 <
Likewise for o € (—1,0) and o1 € (0,1), there holds in T N {r > Ry}
(8.10) H'[Fo)(roto) + ?C_U <0.

r 1

Remark 8.1. Note that 4—o—301 € (1,5) with the choice of 0,01, while4—o—01 €
(3,5).

Proof. Let us write
H'[Fo](p) = Lo() + L1(p),

where
= I p20sp
L = |VF|0 = VFy|0s| === ),
(8.11) o(p) = [V t(|VF0|2)+‘ ol (|VF0|2>
Li(p) = Lo(p) — H'[Fo] ().
We have
0y (roto) = oro 17 gt +oprotoit
r
= or? 1t 3 cos® ¢ + oyrt7 !
1
= or?t%? m cos? ¢+ orotor !
and
D2(rot7r) = 1%y (op — D772 + O(r°~5171)
Hence
(8.12)
1
2().0401 <T o1 0401
VAN (gm0 ) = e 0t + (VRO )00t

,2+o— 1(01 o 1)1501724-0( o— 8t01)’
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where we have used the fact that \VFM@Aﬁ) ~ —C(:Z¢. Then we compute

:|VF0|85( P m“”_lasr)

-2

p
V Fy|0s
IVEo| ( VFy[?

IV F, |28T)

Using formula (3.21)) the above quantity thus equals

12 o:..6 ro
COUVF0|8S< " s 29)7“"_1:sin2 (b) C10|V Fy|0s ( cos (b)

r4(99% + g}

where C; > 0 are generic positive constants, from now on. Now, using (3.16)), we
obtain

s < % cos? QS)

1 sin 2
=3 (r” cos? ¢ + sar‘j_l% sin? ¢ cos? ¢ + 517 (— sin 26)(— bl&j)(ﬁ’)
2
e sin”2¢ ,
= = (cos ¢—|— sin? ¢ cos? ¢ + 11 (;5)
o 9di 2
= 2—20052(;5 <1+ 7sm o+ SH; (bd)/),
hence
-2
7|V Fy|0s
r2to 2si 2
— 0Oy~ cos® p1/992 + g% (1 + = s1n2¢+ S ¢¢' )
t2—o1 7 7
and finally
VR0 (L) — oy L <1+"s' 244 QSmQ%’)
019s s ) =0L3—— — sln
(8.13) VEo Vg T 7

o1

t
= 0'0370470041(0),

where a1(6) > 0. Then we obtain:

- 1—
Lolroto1] = r— o+t g (”15,_49;7 U aC’3a1(9)> T O St ge
(8.14)
Cg°t
= ,r4—30'1 —0o’

which proves with H'[Fp), replaced by L.
For —1 < 0 < 0 we have q/)/ > —3, hence

—2 o\ < 04
wREOT) <

(8.15) IV 0, (
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Combining this and (8.12)), we obtain

7"4_0

- o1
Folr 1] < c<t N )

C cos )12
(8.16) S <( 412 + (cos ¢)gl>
r r
Ch
< 7T4—a'—0'1 '

This proves (8.10) with H'[Fy] replaced by L.
To finish the proof one needs to estimate L1 (r°t°!) and show that this term is
of smaller order than Lo(r?t°t). This is straightforward since

1 1 1
— ~ , > 1.
VF| 1+ |VER]?2 [VER?
We leave the details to the reader. (I
By T we denote the following sector:
(8.17) T = {(u,v) | v >0,|u| <v} CRE.

Since all functions involved in the proof of Lemma [8.1] are even with respect to u
in the set T' we immediately obtain:

Corollary 8.1. For o € (—1,0) and o1 € [0, 1], there exist ro and C' > 0 such that
in the set T N{r > ro} we have:

C1(g(6))or
(8.18) Jo((L+ [VE[*) 7277 ) + 754(_“61(7(7_)311 <0
Likewise for o € (—1,0) and oy € (0,1), there holds in T N {r > Ry}
(8.19) Jo((1+ [VE )27t 4 74_% < 0.

8.3. The outer problem for [Jj,. We will use the supersolutions derived above

to treat the following problem:

Jo(h)=f, inTnN{r>Ry+1},
(8.20) o(h) ~{ o+ 1}
h=0, ond(TnN{r>Ry+1}),

where Ry > rg is fixed. We will solve this problem by an approximation scheme in
extending domains:

Jo(hg)=f, imTN{R>r>Ry+1},
hr=0, ondTN{R>r>Ry+1}).

In this section we will consider the weighted norms defined in (8.5)) with I replaced
by T'g. As for the right hand side of (8.20) we assume that one of the following
holds:

(1) Either v =3

(8.21)

g(0)7
7"3

(8.22) [ flloo,y < o0, and|[f|<C , T > Ry,

with some o1 € (1/3,2/3);
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(2) orv>3+4p, pe(2,1) and
(8.23) [ flloo, < 00.

Lemma 8.2. Let f be such that at least one of the two conditions or
is satisfied. Then there exists a solution h of such that:

(8.24) 1hlloo,r—2 + Ve hlloowr—1 + [V E Allpwr < Cllflloo,w,

where V' < v satisfies:

(8.25) DL holds,
. 3+, 0<p <3u-—2, ifholds.

Proof. We will solve (8.21]) and then take the limit R — oo. To fix attention we
will consider f such t holds, the other case being similar.

We observe that an easy consequence of Lemma is that has a unique
solution for all R > Ry+ 1. Indeed taking o, o1 such that 04301 = 2 (say o = —%,
o1 = %) we see that there is a bounded, positive supersolution of of the form:

roto1
VI+[VERZ
This mean that the homogeneous version of has only a trivial solution. By
a similar argument we can prove that the operator Jy is non-degenerate for the
outer problem . This means that the only vanishing at oo solution of the
homogeneous version of is necessarily equal to 0.

Now let hr be a solution of (8.21)). We claim that there exists C' > 0, independent
on R such that

(8.27) 1hRllso,1 < Ol flloo,3-

We will argue by contradiction. If (8.27)) does not hold then there exist sequences
R, hgr, and f, such that:

(8.28) [frllocs =0, while [[hg, [[con = 1.

(8.26) hoor =

Taking function
W= CUA+Ifleca)os, o+301=1,

with a suitable constant C' (dependent on Ry only) as a supersolution we see that
for all R,, sufficiently large the supremum of rhr, must be attained in a fixed
compact set. Passing now to the limit we obtain a nontrivial solution of
which contradicts the non-degeneracy of Jy. This proves estimate (8.27)). The
assertion of the Lemma follows now by elliptic estimates applied to the function
hr = rhg. The proof is complete. O

8.4. An approximation scheme for the Jacobi operator. We will consider
the following problem

J(h) = f, in T,
(8.29) ") .
h=0, ondT.
In this section we will in general assume that:

(8.30) |1 flloo,y < o0, with some v > 4.
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We will solve (8.29) by approximations. For each sufficiently large R we will con-
sider:

J(hg) = f, in TN Bg(0),
hr =0, on G(TQBR(O))
Our goal is to show the following:

Proposition 8.1. Consider a family of solutions of , {hr} with f satisfying
8.3(). As R — oo, hgr converges along a subsequence to a solution of ,
Moreover, denoting this solution by h, there holds:

(8.32) 1hllse.v—2 + 1V Pllo wr—1 + [ VERIlpr < Cllflloo.rs
where 4 < V' < v and p € (9,00).

(8.31)

The proof of this Proposition follows from a series of Lemmas. First we will use

Corollary and in particular (8.19)) to show:

Lemma 8.3. There exists r1 > 0 such that for o € (=1,0) and o1 € (0,1), we
have in T N {r >ry}

(8.33) T((1+|VEP) 7 2o) 4 _G 0.

7«4—0—01 -

Proof. The proof is based on comparing the expressions for J and [Jp in local
coordinates and using formulas (4.36)) and (4.38]). We omit the details. d
Next we will show that the operator J is non-degenerate:

Lemma 8.4. Let h, such that

(8.34) |h]loo,244 < 00,  for some pu >0,
be a solution of the following problem:

(8.35) JW =0, T,
h=0, ondT.
Then we have h = 0.

Proof. Let € > 0 be a small number and let

(8.36) he(z) = c

VIF|VE@)?

Observe that h. satisfies:

and also, by (4.32)),

he > .
T 1442

It follows that for all sufficiently large R we have
he > h, on d(T N Bg(0)),
hence by comparison principle we have

he>h, inT.

Taking € — 0 the assertion of the Lemma follows. O
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Proof. (of the Proposition [8.1)) Since for R > 0 the function h. defined (8.36) is
a positive supersolution of (8.31)) therefore for each R > 0 there exists a unique

solution hg of (8.31).

We claim that there exists C' > 0 independent of R such that for all f we have:
(8.37) 1hglloo.24n < Cllflloo.atps

where v = 4+ p and 0 < ¢’/ < p. To prove the claim we will argue by contradiction.
Assume then that there exist f,,, R, and hg, such that hp, is a solution of (8.31)
in T'N Bg, (0) with f = f,, and that

(8.38) ||fn||00,4+u — 0, while HhRn||OO,2+u/ =1L

Using Lemma we will construct a supersolution of (8.31) in the set TN {Ro <
r < R}. Let 0 < p/ < p be given and let :

B
0<e=
€ 5
be fixed. Further let:
€ €

o1 = 5, g =—U + 5
Then we have 0 > ¢ > —1, 1 > 07 > 0, and
(8.39) o+301=—p+2 =y
With o, o1 as above function

Tatal

8.40 hh, = CU A+ || fullooasn) ———=
( ) R, ( ” H A+ ) 1+ |VF0‘2

with some constant C' > 0 is a positive supersolution of (8.31) in TN{Ry < 7 < R, }.
This means that there exists R > Ry such that for all sufficiently large R,, we have

1
|hR,| < Syt R <r <Ry,

which means that the supremum of |k RnT2+“/| is taken on a compact set contained
in Br/4+1(0). This allows us to pass to the limit n — oo and conclude that the
limiting function h satisfies the assumptions of Lemma and hence h = 0. This is
a contradiction with the fact that ||h||ee.24,+ = 1. The proof of the claim complete.

The assertion of the Proposition follows now by a standard argument. We omit
the details. O

8.5. A gluing procedure for the reduced problem. Given f such that either

(18.22) or (8.23) is satisfied we consider
Jhy=f T,

(8.41) .
h=0, ondT.

Let us notice that the theory of the previous section allows us to invert the Jacobi
operator (and solve in a space of functions whose decay is faster than r=%.
However we expect that the right hand side of the reduced problem decays only
like 7=3. In order to deal with this difficulty we will use a gluing procedure that
will describe in what follows.
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Proposition 8.2. There exists a solution of problem such that
(8.42) 1hlloo,r—2 + Ve hllsowr—1 + [VERlpwr < Cllflloc,y,

where

(8.43) AN E ) holds,
. 3+, 0<p <3u—2, if [8.23) holds.

Proof. Let h be the solution of the outer problem (8.20)). We will look for a solution
of (8.41)) in the form:

(8.44) h =nrh +h,
where ng is a cut of function such that nr(r) = 0 if r < R and ngr(r) = 1 for

r > R+ 1, for some fixed R > R+ 2. Notice that in principle function h is defined
on I’y rather than on I' but using the (u,v) coordinates we can assume that h is a

function on I". Then we have:

(8.45) Jw) =f-Irh), T,
h=0, OJT.
We have:
(8.46) f =T mrh) = nr(Jo(h) — T(h)) — hArng — 2Vrh - Veng + (1 = nr) f

= f.
Observe that the last three terms in (8.46|) are compactly supported. On the other
hand, using || and 1) we get that if ||h]|eo,,r—2 < 00 then

(8.47) Ik (Fo(h) = T (1)) lloo w4146 < o0,

with some ¢ > 0. This means that

(8.48) 1Flloo, < o0,

with some v > 4. This allows to use Proposition to solve (8.45)). Combining
this with the results of Proposition [8.2| we end the proof. (I

8.6. The inverse of the Jacobi operator in LP”. Notice that so far we have
assumed that the right hand sides of the problems involving the operators J, Jy
are bounded in L*¥. However in the case v > 4 we have to deal with the right
hand sides in LP>¥, where p > 9. Now we will show how to overcome this technical
difficulty. We will prove first:

Lemma 8.5. Let us consider problem but now assuming that with some
v>3+p, pe (3,1) we have

(8.49) £y < 00, p>0.

There exists a number C' > 0 such that for each f with || fllp,, < oo there is a
solution h to problem with ||h||p,—2 < +00, where v/ < v satisfies:

(8.50) V=3+u, 0<p <3u-2,
This solution satisfies the estimate

(8.51) IV, hllpr + IVEohlloo—1 + 1Allscpr—2 < ClIfllp.o-
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Proof. Let us set

h=rrg f=rf,
so that Problem reads
(8.52) Jo() + r"YAp,r ™ 4+ 2r'Vpy b - Vrr Y =f in T ﬂ~{r > Ry + 1},
=0 ond(TN{r>Ry+1}).
We will denote:

JW) = To() + o Ap,r~" + 2r' Vo - Vp,r 7.
Let us consider now the following problem for f € L.
NJ(Wp) =My =Ff inTn{r>Ro+1},
=0 ondTnN{r>Ry+1}),

where A > 0, and M > 0 is such that

(8.53)

M
sup |Ar,|? < —.
o 2

We easily check that there is a Ag > 0 such that whenever A < A\
- M .
NJ(1) - M< -5 inTn {r > Ry + 1},

and hence problem (8.53)) has a unique, bounded solution. Let us scale out A by
setting ¥ (y) = ¢¥(A\y), where y € T'g ». Then equation (8.53) takes the form,
(554 In(hr) = My = fr in Tan{r > A" (Ro + 1)},

' Y=0 ondT\n{r>A"(Ro+1)}),

where
In(1hx) = Arg s ¥x + |Arg s [20n + VYA, 777 + 20"V, 1 - Vg 777

We claim that there exists a number C' > 0 such that for all sufficiently small A the
following holds: any bounded solution ¥, of problem (8.54) satisfies the a priori
estimate

(8:55)  AT¥PIVE, Wallpo + M Vo ¥allsco + Xlallco < CXZY fallp.0-

To,x

We will prove the existence of C' for which

(8.56) [¥alleo < CA*P(IfAllpo-
Assuming the opposite, we have sequences A = A, fn, 1y, for which problem
is satisfied and
[Ynlloco =1, A"l fallpo = 0, An — 0.
Let us assume that y, € To.x, N {r > \;'(Ro + 1)} is such that

Let us consider the local system of coordinates around y,, given by the graph of the
function Gy ,(t), i.e

T'x, N B(yn, Oolynl) = {(t, Gon(t)) | [t| < Oolynl}-
and define

'l/)n (t) = wn (yn + (ta GO,n (t))
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Let us observe that the components of the metric tensor associated with these local

coordinates satisfy:
1

gr, = I+ ————0(\2|t]?),
g OO
hence, locally over compacts: N
gx, — 0ij-
uniformly. Let us observe further that:
M
‘AFU,MF < 77

because of the definition of M. Thus we can assume that, as A,, — 0 we have
uniformly over compact sets:

lim |AFo,xn |2 —a” (t),
n—oo
where

M
a*(t)] < —.
@) <
Furthermore, expressing the other coefficients in the definition of J in local coor-
dinates we get that:

Ch,

™ Apy L Ve, T < ———,
| 0, ‘ | 0, n | T()\nyn)
uniformly over compact sets. ~

Standard elliptic estimates give local uniform C! bound for v,, which implies

that we may assume

Jjn - 12) 7£ 0,
locally in C'-sense over compacts. We get in the limit the equation
(8.57) A +a* () —Mip =0,  inRS

Since by our assumption ¢ is bounded, maximum principle yields 1/; = 0. We have
reached a contradiction, hence estimate holds true. The estimates for first
and second derivatives follow from local elliptic LP-theory, and the proof of the a
priori estimate is concluded.

Now, given f with I f lp., < oo, existence of a solution to problem 1D
which satisfies estimate 1) follows by approximating f by a sequence of bounded
functions whose || ||,,0-norm is controlled by that of f. The a priori estimate itself
yields uniqueness of such a solution. Let us translate the result obtained in terms
of ¢ = r”h in original variable. We have found that, fixed A > 0 sufficiently small,
there is a C' = C\ > 0 such that given f with ||f||,, < 400, there is a unique
solution h := 7(f) with ||A||ec,, < 400 to the problem
(558) N Jo(h) — Mh=f, inTnN{r>Ry+1},

' h=0, ond(TN{r>Ry+1}),

that satisfies the estimate

(8.59) IVE Pl + 1 Vrghlloow + [1Blloo < CAllfllp,o-

Let us consider now our original problem (8.20]), and let us decompose
h = X27(f) + h.
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Then:
Jo(h) = N2 To(7(f)) + To(h)

= Jo(h) + M7(f) + f.
The equation in terms of h reads
(5.60) J(h) = —M7(f) ) in TN{r>Ry+1},
h=0 ond(TNn{r>Ry+1}).

Since [|7(g)]|co,r < 400, Lemma yield the existence of a unique solution h to
problem (8.60) such that

”V%‘Oh”p,u’ + ”vl“oh”oow’fl + ||hHoo’l,/,2 < CMHT(JC)HOO,V'
This and the a priori estimate (8.59)) concludes the proof of the proposition. (Il

Proposition 8.3. Let us consider problem but now assuming that with some
v>3+p, pe (3,1) we have

(8.61) 1fllpy <00, p>09.

There exists a solution of problem such that

(8.62) [Alloo,r—2 + IV hlloo,ur—1 + [VERlpwr < CllFllpus
where

(8.63) V=3+u, 0<p <3u-—2.

Proof. In order to establish (8.62) we first solve the outer problem (8.20) using the
regularization procedure described in the Lemma Second, we have to deal with
the problem:

h) = f, inT,
(8.64) Jh) =1 1n~
h=0, ondT.

where now [ satisfies:

[fllp.vt140 < 00,

with some o > 0. Notice that this is basically the same problem as (8.41) except
that the right hand side is only an LP*T1*7 function. At this point we need to use
the regularization procedure similar to the one described in Lemma Namely

we solve:

NJ(h) = Mh = f, in T,
(8.65) Q / -
h=0, onOT.

The existence of a solution of this problem, such that:

IVEAllpvt14o + [IVrhlloovt140 + [|2llcopt140 < CallS

|p7u+1+0

can be shown using essentially the same argument as the one in the proof of Lemma
[B5] We omit the details. After this step we conclude the proof of the proposition.
O
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We will now summarize our results stating them in the form more suitable for
the reduced problem on T',. Let us recall (see (7.19)) that the basic problem we
need to solve is:

ja = Jay in Tv
(8.66) d -

hoe =0, on 0T,
where
(8.67) Jo(ha) = Ar, ha + |Ar, |*ha.

As for the right hand side of (8.66)) we assume that one of the following holds:
(1) Either v =3

3 g1
(3.68) [falleew < Ca?, and |fy] < ¢ 2407

[e%

, 1> Ry,
with some o1 € (1/3,2/3);
(2) or v =3, and
(8.69) [ fallpp+1 < Ca378/pa
which is consistent with ([7.21)).

First we state a counterpart of Proposition:

Proposition 8.4. Let us assume that holds. There exists a solution of
problem such that

(8.70) ?[[halloo,t + @l Ve halloo,z + @™ ¥P[VE, hllps < Cllfalloo,s-

Next we state a suitable modification of Proposition [8.3

Proposition 8.5. Let us consider probl but now assuming that
8.66

holds. There exists a solution of problem ( such that
(8.71) 1Pallsps < Ca™™7| fallp.a,
where
hall«p,3 = a2||ha||oo,1 +af[Vr, hlloo,2 + Oz_g/pHV%ath,g,,

(c.f. definition of || - |lxp.. in (5.29)).

9. RESOLUTION OF THE REDUCED PROBLEM

9.1. Improvement of the initial approximation of h,. Let us recall the re-
duced problem derived in Section |7 (see (7.19), (7.22))):
J(ha) = c1R1,a + Falha, Vi ha, VE_he), inT,

he =0, on dT.
Notice that the boundary conditions imposed above allow to solve (7.22)) with the
symmetry condition (7.22)) simply by extending the solution of @ to the whole

space.
Our plan is to solve (9.1)) in two steps:

(9.1)

(1) We find the leading order term in the expansion of h,.
(2) We use a fixed point argument to determine hy,.
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In this section we will perform Step 1. To begin with let I'g , be the surface:

1
Lo = {339 = *Fo(aaf/)},

@

and
FO,a,z = {.’I,' S RQ ‘ dlSt (‘T7F0,a — Z}

The mean curvature of I'g . can be expanded as follows:
a4|z|3)
14747

~ 1
(9'2) HFo,a,z = HFD,a + Z‘AFO,u|2 + 5’227201’0‘ + O(

Let us consider Ro1,o. This term is given by

8
§ 3
HOi,a ’
=0

where principal "‘3@ o, are the principal curvatures of I'g . It follows that it has the
same symmetry as the function Fj, in other words:

Ro1,a(u,v) = =Ro1,a(v,u),

hence Ro1,qo(u,u) = 0 and there exists a o1 € (3, 2) such that
Ca’g(0)7
L+
Also we notice that a similar term in the expansion of Hr,  , denoted above by
R1,a is also equal to the sum of the cubes the principal curvatures of I'y. It follows

that (see , (7.23):

(9.3) Rot,al <

(9.4) R1,0 — Rot,al < %»
with some o > 0, usin.

Now going back to (9.1]) we let:
(9.5) ho = he + ha,
where

j(ila = clRl,a; in T7
(9.6) N ) .
he =0, onJT.

Lemma 9.1. For each sufficiently small o there exists a solution of such that
(97) lhallps < Ca?,

provided that p > 9 is taken sufficiently large.

Proof. We will write Ba = Bl,a + i~127a, where

J(hi,a) = c1Ro1,a, inT,

9.8 i
o hio=0, onT,

and

(9.9) J(h2,0) = c1(Ria = Rota)y i T,

hao =0, on T.
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We notice that problem has a solution satisfying (9.7]) because of Proposition
and estimate (9.3]). In addition problem has a solution satisfying:

hoolleps < CaTo=8/P < Cat,
sellxp,

if p is large, by Proposition [8.5] This completes the proof of the Lemma. O

9.2. The fixed point argument. With h, given by Lemma we will use the
theory of solvability for the Jacobi operator to define a map 7, on a subset of a
space of function whose || - ||+,,3 norm is bounded into itself. Let 1 > 0 be a fixed
small number and let p > 9 be large so that

w<1-—32/p.
Let us set:
(9-10) Boztu = {fa | [[fallsps < o®T}.
Given an f € B,2+. we let h, to be a solution of:
(6.11) J(ba) = Fa(fa, Vr,fa, VE fa), inT,
. ho, =0, on o7,

where:
Folfa,Vr fa, Vi £0) = Falfa + ha, Vi, (fa + ha), Vi (fa + ha)).

Now we define:

We observe that by (7.21]) we have:
1Fallpa < Ca'=¥P|£allxps + Ca' =57 ha s ps + a7
(9.12) < CaPtr=8/ 4 a8/ 4 0B 8/P
< a2+p,+16/;n)

provided that « is taken sufficiently small, since 3—32/p > 2+ pu. Then Proposition
implies that 7, is well defined, indeed since by (8.71) we have:
IBallsps < Ca™P(|Follp,a
< Co2tr+8/p
L o
< -
5
again by the choice of p, taking a small enough. We will now prove:

Lemma 9.2. Mapping 7, has a unique fixed point in Byt -

Proof. In view of (9.12)) to use Banach fixed point theorem we need to show that

7, is a contraction map. Let fl(xj) € B,2+. be fixed and h((lj) = T7,( ((xj)), j=1,2
We claim that

(9.13) I1Fa(£8) = Fa (2]

[e3%

pa < Cal ™7l —n|.

D3+

This amounts to calculations similar as in the Section [7] but taking into account
two solutions ¢\/), j = 1,2 of the projected nonlinear problem and subtracting the
resulting projections. The key estimates are (6.24) and also (6.40)(6.41). The
somewhat tedious details are omitted here. From @D we conclude that 7, is
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Lipschitz with a constant proportional to a'~%/?. Taking a smaller if necessary we
show that 7, is a contraction map.
[l

10. CONCLUSION OF THE PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Let us summarize the results of our considerations so far. Given the solution
to the nonlinear projected problem ¢ and the corresponding solution h, to the
reduced problem found above we have found a function u, such that

Uq =W+ w1 + 1550 + Y(9),

and
Aty 4+ ua(l —uy) =0, in R®.
Clearly u, is a bounded function. Also u, obeys the symmetry of the minimal
graph I':
(10.14) U (U, v, Tg) = —u(v,u, —T9),
from which it follows in particular
U (0) = 0.

To finish the result of the theorem, we need to prove that the solution u, of the
Allen-Cahn equation obtained this way is in fact monotone in the xg-direction.
Observe that the function ), := 03,14 is a solution of the linear problem

Awa + f/(ua)wa =0.

We claim that the construction yields that inside any bounded neighborhood of T',,
of the form Ny = {dist (z,I'y) < M} we have ¢, > 0. Indeed,

2

o
Ozgtia = Opqw(z — ha) + O(W)
/ a2
= w (Z — ha)azgz + O(ﬁ),
where z is the Fermi coordinate of I',. We see that if |z| is bounded then
1 1
Ozo 2

~ = O s

V14 |VF,]? (1+r§)
by (4.31)). This shows our claim. Taking M sufficiently large (but independent on
a) we can achieve f’'(uq) > —3/2 outside of Npy. We claim that we cannot have
that 1, < 0 in N§;. Indeed, a non-positive local minimum of 1, is discarded by
maximum principle. If there were a sequence of points z,, € R?, such that

wa(mn) <0,

|x,| — oo, and at the same time dist (z,,,) > M, for some large M, the usual
compactness argument would give us a nontrivial bounded solution of

Ap—cp=0 inR% clx)>1,

hence a contradiction. We conclude that v, > 0 in entire R® and the proof of the
theorem is concluded. (]
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11. APPENDIX A

In this appendix we will provide the details of the computations needed in the
proof of Lemma We will collect first some terms appearing in the expansion

formula (3.31). We have (¢, s) = tr~7 and

1 o, B otsin? ¢
3t90*77,(1*§‘305 ), 3380**W
C /
(11.1) 92 = 97515 cos? o cos® ¢ — 3 + 2¢ sin? ¢)]
2 / 2 2
osin® ¢ 2¢' cos* ¢ o cos @
Dyatp = — (1 = )
P T s U T T3 3
We also have
p 20, _ _7800052¢
|VE 2 9tre
-2 2 .2
p <ps) 7o cos” ¢ sin“ ¢, }
=— 1 2¢ —
as(\VFOP e R G A
(11.2) p~2p? B o2 sin? ¢ cos? ¢
' V2 Or2e
-2 2 2 52 2
P ps\  20°sin”¢gcos®d, . 4 /
88(\VF0|2) =— 63,27 5 (osin® ¢ + ¢ cos(29))
-2, 2 2 52 2
Py 20° sin” ¢ cos” @ 9 /
8t(\VF0|2) = YT [—ocos® ¢+ ¢ cos(2¢)]
Using formula (3.31) we get
(11.3)
1, (p~203 P~ 2ps p2ps
H = —78 5 28 85 - 8 s
2773 t(|VFO\2)+ 1P <|VF0|2) (|VF0\2) s

-2 ,2 -2 .2 —2 2 —2
o= (fa )0t~ honear (£228) + [0 + (Ep 28 o (Sl

9 ) -2, 2
~oetne(fore) ~ 3 (foms) 2 (fomp)

From (|11.1)—(11.3) we get by direct calculation

o2sin? ¢ cos? ¢

Hy = —— [0 cos  — cos(20)9 |
—~ %(3 —ocos? 9)[T+ (2¢ — o) sin® ¢
(11.4) %’:j‘fﬁ‘b@—amwmmz 66
= ‘;;‘ij"b [—6(7 + 2¢ sin® ¢) + (3 + 2cos? ¢¢ ) sin® ¢ + O(0)]
ocos? ¢

= g 42+ sin? ¢(—12¢ + 3 + 2¢' cos? ¢) + O(a)] < 0,
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and
o2 sin? ¢ cos? ¢
R1trse
2
0 COoSs /
- 8?7‘3‘?(9 — 60 cos® ¢ + 0% cos® ¢)(7T+ (29 — o) sin® @)
o3 sin? ¢ cos* ¢
81tr3e
Lo sin? ¢ cos? ¢
(11.5) 81tr3e

- %:235& [Sin2 $(3+2c08” 60 ) = 3(7 + (2¢ — o) sin” )

—osin? cos(2¢)¢/ + O(0? cos? ¢)]

Hs = o cos? & — 3 cos 26]¢)

(osin? ¢ + cos(2¢)¢/)

(3 — 0 cos? ¢)(3 — o cos® ¢ + 2 cos® o)

o cos? ¢ 9 o
= e [—21cos ¢ — (6 —0)sin“ p(¢p + 3)

+(2 — 20) cos? ¢sin® b + O(0? cos? (b)} <0,
when o > 0 is sufficiently small. From this we get (3.47). The proof of (3.48)) is

similar.

Acknowledgments: The first author has been partly supported by research
grants Fondecyt 1070389 and FONDAP, Chile. The second author has been sup-
ported by Fondecyt grant 1050311 and Nucleus Millennium grant P04-069-F. The
research of the third author is partially supported by an Earmarked Grant from
RGC of Hong Kong and a Direct Grant from CUHK. We wish to thank Professor
L.F. Cheung, Professor E.N. Dancer, Professor C.-F. Gui, Professor N. Ghoussoub
and Professor F. Pacard for useful discussions.

REFERENCES

[1] G. Alberti, L. Ambrosio and X. Cabré, On a long-standing conjecture of E. De Giorgi:
symmetry in 3D for general monlinearities and a local minimality property, Acta Appl.
Math. 65 (2001) (Special issue dedicated to Antonio Avantaggiati on the occasion of his
70th birthday), no. 1-3, 9-33.

[2] L. Ambrosio and X. Cabré, Entire solutions of semilinear elliptic equations in R? and a
congecture of De Giorgi, Journal Amer. Math. Soc. 13 (2000), 725-739.

[3] M.T. Barlow, R.F. Bass and C. Gui, The Liouville property and a conjecture of De Giorgi,

Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 53(8)(2000), 1007-1038.

H. Berestycki, F. Hamel and R. Monneau, One-dimensional symmetry of bounded entire

solutions of some elliptic equations, Duke Math. J. 103(2000), 375-396.

(5] E. Bombieri, E. De Giorgi, E. Giusti, Minimal cones and the Bernstein problem, Invent.
Math. 7 1969 243-268.

[6] X. Cabré, J. Terra Saddle-shaped solutions of bistable diffusion equations in all of R?™.

Preprint 2008.

L. Caffarelli, A. Cérdoba, Uniform convergence of a singular perturbation problem, Comm.

Pure Appl. Math. XLVII (1995), 1-12.

L. Caffarelli, A. Cérdoba, Phase transitions: uniform regularity of the intermediate layers.

J. Reine Angew. Math. 593 (2006), 209-235.

[9] E. De Giorgi, Convergence problems for functionals and operators, Proc. Int. Meeting on

Recent Methods in Nonlinear Analysis (Rome, 1978), 131188, Pitagora, Bologna (1979).

[10] M. del Pino, M. Kowalczyk, J. Wei, Concentration on curves for nonlinear Schrodinger
equations, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 60 (2007), no. 1, 113-146.

[4

[7

8



72

(11]
(12]
13]

[14]

(15]
(16]
(17]
(18]
(19]
20]
(21]
(22]

(23]

(24]
(25]
(26]
27]

28]
[29]

(30]
31]

M.

MANUEL DEL PINO, MICHAL KOWALCZYK, AND JUNCHENG WEI

M. del Pino, M. Kowalczyk, J. Wei, The Toda system and clustering interfaces in the
Allen-Cahn equation. To appear in Arch. Rational Mech. Anal.

M. del Pino, M. Kowalczyk, F. Pacard, J. Wei, The Toda system and multiple-end solutions
of autonomous planar elliptic problems. Preprint 2007.

A. Farina, Symmetry for solutions of semilinear elliptic equations in RN and related con-
jectures, Ricerche Mat. 48(suppl.) (1999), 129-154.

A. Farina and E. Valdinoci, The state of art for a conjecture of De Giorgi and related ques-
tions, to appear in “Reaction-Diffusion Systems and Viscosity Solutions”, World Scientific,
2008.

N. Ghoussoub and C. Gui, On a conjecture of De Giorgi and some related problems, Math.
Ann. 311 (1998), 481-491.

D. Gilbarg, N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order, 2nd
Edition, Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg 1998.

D. Jerison and R. Monneau, Towards a counter-example to a conjecture of De Giorgi in
high dimensions, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 183 (2004), 439-467.

R. V. Kohn and P. Sternberg, Local minimizers and singular perturbations, Proc. Roy.
Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 11 (1989), pp. 69-84.

M. Kowalczyk, On the existence and Morse index of solutions to the Allen-Cahn equation
in two dimensions, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4), 184 (2005), pp. 17-52.

A. Malchiodi and M. Montenegro, Boundary concentration phenomena for a singularly
perturbed elliptic problem, Commun. Pure Appl. Math., 55 (2002), pp. 1507-1568.

A. Malchiodi and M. Montenegro, Multidimensional boundary layers for a singularly per-
turbed Neumann problem, Duke Math. J., 124 (2004), pp. 105-143.

A. Malchiodi, Some new entire solutions of semilinear elliptic equations on R™. Preprint
2007.

L. Modica, Convergence to minimal surfaces problem and global solutions of Au = 2(u —
u). Proceedings of the International Meeting on Recent Methods in Nonlinear Analysis
(Rome, 1978), pp. 223244, Pitagora, Bologna, (1979).

L. Modica, The gradient theory of phase transitions and the minimal interface criterion.
Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 98 (1987), no. 2, 123-142.

L. Modica, S. Mortola, Un esempio di I'-convergenza. Boll. Unione Mat. Ital. Sez. B 14,
285-299 (1977).

F. Pacard and M. Ritoré, From the constant mean curvature hypersurfaces to the gradient
theory of phase transitions, J. Differential Geom. 64 (2003), no. 3, 356-423.

M. Roger and Y. Tonegawa, Convergence of phase-field approximations to the Gibbs-
Thomson law, Cal. Var. PDE 32(2008), 111-136.

O. Savin, Regularity of flat level sets in phase transitions. To appear in Ann. of Math.

L. Simon, Entire solutions of the minimal surface equation, J. Differential Geometry 30
(1989), 643688

J. Simons, Minimal varieties in riemannian manifolds. Ann. of Math. (2) 88 1968 62-105.
P. Sternberg, The effect of a singular perturbation on nonconvex variational problems.
Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 101 (1988), no. 3, 209-260.

DEL PINO - DEPARTAMENTO DE INGENIERIA MATEMATICA AND CMM, UNIVERSIDAD DE

CHILE, CASILLA 170 CORREO 3, SANTIAGO, CHILE.
E-mail address: delpino@dim.uchile.cl

M.

KOWALCZYK - DEPARTAMENTO DE INGENIERfA MATEMATICA AND CMM, UNIVERSIDAD DE

CHILE, CASILLA 170 CORREO 3, SANTIAGO, CHILE.
E-mail address: kowalczy@dim.uchile.cl

Kona.

J. WEI - DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, CHINESE UNIVERSITY OF HONG KONG, SHATIN, HONG

E-mail address: wei@math.cuhk.edu.hk



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries and an outline of the argument
	2.1. Improvement of the initial approximation

	3. The minimal surface equation
	3.1. Equation for g
	3.2. A new system of coordinates
	3.3. A refinement of the result of Bombieri, De Giorgi and Giusti 

	4. Local coordinates for the minimal graph
	5. Linear theory 
	5.1. Nondegeneracy of the approximate solution
	5.2. Linearized problem near 
	5.3. Full linearized operator

	6. The nonlinear problem
	6.1. The gluing
	6.2. The projected nonlinear problem

	7. Derivation of the reduced problem
	8. Solvability theory for the Jacobi operator
	8.1. The approximate Jacobi operator
	8.2. Supersolutions for the operator J0
	8.3. The outer problem for J0
	8.4. An approximation scheme for the Jacobi operator
	8.5. A gluing procedure for the reduced problem
	8.6. The inverse of the Jacobi operator in Lp,

	9. Resolution of the reduced problem
	9.1. Improvement of the initial approximation of h
	9.2. The fixed point argument

	10. Conclusion of the proof of the main theorem
	11. Appendix A
	References

