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FOLIATIONS FOR QUASI-FUCHSIAN 3-MANIFOLDS
BIAO WANG

ABSTRACT. Inthis paper, we prove that if a quasi-Fuchstamanifold contains a minimal
surface whose principle curvature is less thathen it admits a foliation such that each
leaf is a surface of constant mean curvature. The key metfaidite use here is volume
preserving mean curvature flow.

1. INTRODUCTION

A codimension one foliatiotF of a Riemanian manifold is called@MC foliation, if
each leaf of the foliation is a hypersurface of constant neawmature. A quasi-Fuchsian
groupl is a Kleinian group which is obtained by a quasiconformabdefation a Fuchsian
group, its limit set is a closed Jordan curve dividing the domof discontinuity on 5%
into two simply connected, invariant component. Topoladic (H* U Q)/T = S x [0, 1],
whereS is a closed surface with, (X) = I'. In this paper, we always assume tlais a
closedRiemann surface with gengs 2.

SupposéV/ is a3-dimensional quasi-Fuchsian hyperbolic manifold, Mazaed Pacard
proved that each end df/ admits a unique CMC foliation (cf.. [MP07]). Next we may
ask if the whole quasi-Fuchsian manifdld admits a CMC foliation? If\/ admits a CMC
foliation F, then the foliationF must contain a leaf. whose mean curvature is zero, i.e.
L is a minimal surface in/. Therefore we need to know wheth&f contains a minimal
surface at first. There are several ways to prove fliatontains a least area minimial
surfaceX with 7y (M) = 71 (%) (cf. [And83,[MSY82/ SY79, UhI83]).

In this paper, we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose thad/ is a quasi-Fuchsiai3-manifold, which contains a closed
immersed minimal surface with genus> 2 such thatr, (M) = 7 (%), if the principle
curvature) of ¥ satisfieg\(z)| < 1 forall z € ¥, thenM admits a unique CMC foliation.

We will use the volume preserving mean curvature flow deweddpy G. Huisken (cf.
[Hui84,[Hui87]) to prove Theoreimn 1.1 . This idea is inspired by Ecker and Huisken’s
paper[EH91]. Furthermore, we will show thiat doesn’t admit a CMC foliation if the prin-
ciple curvature of is very large ing5, where the idea of using infinite minimal catenoids
as barrier surfaces contributes to Bill Thurston.
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This paper is organized as follows. 8, we give some definitions and basic properties
about quasi-Fuchsian groups and submanifoldsj3inve discuss the volume preserving
mean curvature flow and prove the existence of the long tirisn. In §4, we will prove
Theorem 1l. I, we will give a counterexample.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we review some basic facts on quasi-Funl3sraanifolds and geometry
of submanifolds.

2.1. Quasifuchsian groups. A subgroupl’ of Isom(H?) is called aKleinian groupsif T
acts onH? properly discontinuously. For any Kleinian grolipV p € H?, the orbit set

L(p) ={v(p) |y €T}

has accumulation points af¢, = JH?, these points are called ttienit pointsof T, and
the closed set of all these points is called lih@t setof I', which is denoted bwr. The
complement of the limit set, i.e.,

Qr = S2 \ Ar,

is called theregion of discontinuity If Qr = (), T' is called a Kleinian group of the first
kind, and otherwise of the second kind.

Supposd’ is a finitely generated torsion free Kleinian group which hawme than two
limit points, we calll’ quasi-Fuchsianf its limit set Ar is a closed Jordan curve and both
components$?; and(), of its region of discontinuity are invariant undér The limit setAr
of the quasi-Fuchsian groupis either a (standard) circle or a closed Jordan curve which
fails to have a tangent on an everywhere dense sef (cf. [l @i&brem 4.2]. Whenr is
a circle, we call’ a Fuchsian group. Of cours&y is invariant undef” too. The following
statement about quasi-Fuchsian groups can be found in [6FHiza@e 8].

Proposition 2.1(Maskit [Mas70], Thurston [Thu80]). If I' is a finitely generated, torsion-
free Kleinian group, then the following conditions are equént:
(i) T is quasi-Fuchsian.
(i) Qr has exactly two components, each of which is invariant ubder
(iif) There exist a Fuchsian group and a quasiconformal homeomorphism C —
C suchthal® = wo G ow™.

For a finitely generated, torsion free quasi-Fuchsian gioupth invariant components
Qq, Q2 of Qr, Albert Marden (cf.[Mar74]) proved that has the following properties:

e Each ofS; = Q; /" andS, = Q,/T" is a finitely punctured Riemann surface.
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e My = H3/T is diffeomorphic to(Q;/T") x (0,1), and My = (H* U Qp)/T is
diffeomorphic to(€2; /T") x [0, 1].

We will call Mt aquasi-Fuchsiar3-manifold In this paper we write//r = S x R, where
S is a closed surface with gengs2.

2.2. Geomerty of submanifolds. In this subsection, we rephrase some materials from
[UhI83] for convenience. LetM, g.p) be a quasi-Fuchsiarmanifold, and let be a
immersed minimal surface inM/. Suppose the coordinate system®n= ¥ x {0} is
isothermal so that the induced metgie= (g;;)2x2 ONX can be written in the form

9(z,0) = {gi;(2,0) i j2 = €01
wherel is a2 x 2 unit matrix, and let
A(z) = A(2,0) = {hy;(z,0)}

be the second fundamental form>of
In a collar neighborhood af in M, there exists normal coordinates inducedeky :
T+ — M in a neighborhood on which

Y x (—e,e)C T - M
is a (local) diffeomorphism. If coordinatés', z2) are introduced oix, then
1 .2 3)

exp((a',2%),2%) = (2,2,

induces a coordinate patch . Choosep = (2!, 2%, 2*) = (z,7) the local coordinate
system in a neighborhood &f so thaty = {(x,r) € M | r = 0}. Let N, be the unit
normal vector field ort, and let

1) %(r) = {exp, rNo | # € ¥}

for a small positive constant For(z,r) € X x (—¢,¢) C T+Y, it's well known that the
pullback metric has the form

911(1'77’) 912(1'77’) 0
@) gy = (907 O ) gmler) 0
< 0 1) 210 220 1

whereg(x, r) is the induced metric ok(r).
The second fundamental forih= (h;;) of 3(r) is a2 x 2 matrix defined by

(3) hij = <veie3aej> ) 1 < Za] g 27

whereV is the covariant differentiation i/, and{e;, es, e3} is the local frame for\/
such thaks is the unit normal vector of(r) ande;, e, are two unit vectors in the tangent
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plane of%(r). Direct computation shows that the second fundamentaldot(n, ) =
{hij(x,r)} onX(r) are given by
10 o

(4) hij(xvr):§§9ij(1’ﬁ)> 1<e,5<2.
Note that the sectional curvature &f is —1, there are three curvature equations of the
form
(5) Risjs = —(9330ij — Gisg3j) = —9ij , 1<, <2,
where the Riemann curvature tensor is given by

E(X, Y)Z = —vayZ —i-vvaz +V[X7Y]Z
for X,Y, Z € X(M). Direct computation shows that the curvature forms arergibye

= 1&gy 1 4, 0ga 9gjn
6 Rigjs = = —22 — — gM 2R 00 1 <4, <2.
©) BZ99r2 1Y o or )

From (8) and[(B), we get partial differential equations
1 9%, 1 4, 094 0g;p
7 — g = — [ ) WY IIR
0 =592 ~ 19 o ar
whose solutions can be written in the form
(8) g(z, 1) = @ coshr I + sinh re=2*@ A(x))?

forallz = (z,0) € ¥ and—e < r < e. This metric is nonsingular in a collar neighborhood
of ¥ in any case. If the principle curvature 6fC M

A(w) =/~ det [A(z)e2@] < 1,
then it is non-singular for alt € R.
Proposition 2.2. The mean curvature ai(r) is given by
(1 — A\*(z)) tanhr
1 — A2(z) tanh®r
here the normal vector ol (r) points to the minimal surface.

9) H(x,r):2 Vzed,

Proof. In order to compute the mean curvatuie we need to find the eigenvalues of the
second fundamental form(z, ). In other words, we need solve the equation

det [hij - ,Ugij] =0 ,
which is equivalent to the equation
det [(sinh 7T 4 cosh re 2@ A(z)) — p(coshrI + sinhre 2@ A(2))] = 0.

Solve the above equation, we get two eigenvalues:
_ tanhr — A(2)
=1 A(z) tanh r

and _ tanhr + A(z)
2= 17 A(x) tanhr
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SinceH = p; + pe, the proposition follows. O

It's easy to check thal/ (=, r) defined in[(9) is a monotonically increasing function with
respect to, i.e. H(x,ry) < H(z, 1) if 11 < rq. In fact, we have

2(1 — A%(2))[1 + A*(x) tanh® 7]
[1 — A2(x) tanh? ]2 cosh® r

gH(x,r):

>0, VzeX.
or v

Asr - +o0o, H - +2,andas — 0, H — 0.

Theorem 2.3(Uhlenbeck [UhI83]). If M is a complete, hyperbolic manifold andlis a
minimal surface inV/ with [A(x)| < 1 for all z € %, then

(i) expT+Y = M — M, where)M is the cover of\/ corresponding tar (X)) C
(i) M is quasi-Fuchsian.
(i) X C M is area minimizingx: C M is the only closed minimal surface of any type
in M.
(iv) © C M is embedded. B
(v) X C M is totally geodesic if and only i#/ is Fuchsian.

Corollary 2.4. Supposé&: is an immersed minimal surface in a quasi-Fuchslamanifold
M which is homotopic t&;, if the principle curvature of is between-1 and1, then

¢ Y is the unique minimal surface which is embedded/in

e the metricg,s on M = X x R is given by(2) and (8), and

e M can be foliated by either the geodesics perpendicular torthemal surface:
or the equidistant surface®(r)} _ o <r<oo defined by(d).

3. VOLUME PRESERVING MEAN CURVATURE FLOW

In this section, we will discuss the volume preserving maanature flow developed by
G. Huisken and others. A good reference for mean curvatureifidhe book written by
Xi-Ping Zhu (cf. [Zhu02]).

By the discussion ir§2, (M, g.s) can be foliated either by the geodesics which are
perpendicular to the minimal surfageor by the surface&l(r) for all » € R, whereX(r)
is defined by[(ll). Denote biy the unit tangent vector field on the geodesics, which is a
well defined vector field o/ .

For any tensor field on (M, g,.5) we define the supremum norms by

k
[2ll = sup [@()la,, ~ and [l =) IV'@] .
T =
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3.1. Evolution equations. Let S be a smooth surface which is diffeomorphic to the min-
imal surface¥ C M, and letfy : S — M be the immersion of5 in M such that
Fy(S) = X(r) for some positive constamt Next we consider a family of smoothly im-
mersed surfaces i,

F:Sx[0,T)=M, 0<T<oo
with F'(-,0) = F{. For eacht € [0,T), write
Sy = Si(r) ={F(z,t) e M |x € S}.

We need define some quantities and operatorS;on

e the induced metric of, is denoted by = {g;;},
e the second fundamental form 8f is denoted byA = {h;;},
¢ the mean curvature of, with respect to the normal pointing to the minimal surface
¥ is given byH = ¢ h,;,
¢ the square norm of the second fundamental forrf;0$ given by
‘A|2 = gijgklhikhjl )
¢ the covariant derivative df, is denoted by,
e the Laplacian orb; is given byA = ¢V, V.

Each quantity or operator with respect (td/, g,s) will be added a bar on its top. The
curvature operatdRm on (M, g.z) is given by

(10) Raﬁfy& = _(ga'ygﬁé — gaé.@ﬁ“{) ) 1 < (LB’/}/’ 5 < 3.
We consider the volume preserving mean curvature flow/(ahigH]):
0
(1) aF(m,t):[h(t)—H(m,t)]y(x,t), resS,0<t<T,
F(‘? 0) = Fg )
where

1
h(t)=+4+ Hdpy=-——-— | Hd
( ) St a Area<5t) St :

is theaverage mean curvaturef S;, andv is the normal onS; so that—v points to the

minimal surface®. It's easy to verify that the volume of the domain boundedlgnd.S,
is independent of time. In[Hui86, Hui87], Huisken proved tbllowing theorem.

Theorem 3.1(Huisken). If the initial surfaceS; is smooth, thefL1) has a smooth solution
on some maximal open time intervaK ¢ < T, where0 < T < oo. If T' < o0, then

(12) | Al max(t) = max |Al(z,t) > 00, ast—T.

In this section, we will prove the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.2. For any fixedr > 0, the evolution equatioll) has a unique long time
solution (i.e. T = o). Ast — oo, the surfaceqS;} converge exponentially fast to a
smooth surfacé,, of constant mean curvature.

For this aim, we assumg < oo at the very beginning, if we can prove that there exist
constant§ C'(m) }m—o.1,2,.. Independent of time such that the estimates

(13) IVmA2 < C(m), m=0,1,2,...,

are uniformly onS; for 0 < ¢t < T', then we can derive that the limit surfae = thn% S; IS
_)

a smooth surface, so we can exténd little bit further by Theorerm 311, this is contradicted
to the hypothesis that is maximal.

To obtain in the next step a priori estimate fdi{?, we need evolution equations for the
metric and the second fundamental form$n

Lemma 3.3(Huisken—-Yau [HY96]). We have the following evolution equations:
L 0
(ii) per hij = ViV;H + (h — H)hyg" hy; + (b — H)gij,
.. 0
—v=VH,
(iii) %t v=V
(iv) Pl H(h — H)u, wherep is the measure oH;.
Since(M, g.s) is a3-manifold with constant sectional curvature, we h&gR; ;1 = 0,
Ric(v,v) = —2, and
hijhjiRimim — hijhim Riimj = —(M\ — X9)® = H? — 2| A% .

Together with Simons’ identity (cfl [HY96, Lemma 1.3(i)}ye obtain the following addi-
tional evolution equations.

Lemma 3.4 (Huisken—Yau [HY96]). Under the evolution equatiofi1), the second fun-
damental form satisfies the evolution equations
L 0
(l) a hij = Ahw —+ (h - 2H)hi1glkhkj —+ (‘A|2 + 2)]1@] + (h — QH)gij,
(ii) %H =AH + (H —h)(|A?* - 2),
(iii) % |A|2 = AJA]? — 2|VA]? 4+ 2|A|* — 2htr A% + 4|A]2 + 2H(h — 2H), where
H
A3 = —
tr 5 (
3.2. Existence of the long time solution.Define a functior? : M — R by

{(p) = dist(p, X) = min{dist(p,p’) | p' € T}

3|42 — H?).
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forallp € M, wheredist(-, -) is the distance function ofi\/, g,). By Corollary[2.4, every
pointp € M has the fornp = (p', r) for some poinp’ € 3, wherer = /(p). Let

u:ﬂSt and ("‘): <N‘St,l/>

be the height function and the gradient functiorbpfespectively. Obviouslg; is a graph
over the minimal surfac& if © > 0 on.S;. The evolution equations af and® can be
derived as follows (cf. [EHS1]),

ou oOF
14 — =(— N)=(h—H
and
00 _
(15) E:(N,VH%L(h—H)(VVN,u).
Lemma 3.5(Ecker—Huisken [EH91]). The height functiom on S, also satisfies
(16) %u = Au — div(V/l) + hO |

wherediv is the divergence of, andV is the gradient on\/.

Proof. Sinceu = ¢|S;, we haveVu = (V/{)l = V¢ — Ov, then we obtain
Au = div Vu = div(VY) — (divy)O = div(V/) — HO .

Plugin the above identity tg (14), we get[(16). O
Lemma 3.6(Bartnik [Bar84]). The gradient functio® on S, satisfies
(17) AO = —(|A]* 4 Ric(r,v))O + (N ,VH) — N(Hy) ,

where N (Hy) is the variation of mean curvature 6f under the deformation vector field
N, which satisfies

N(Hy) = %(vuﬁNg)(eia ¢i) — (Ve,Lng)(v,e;) — %HENQ(Vv V)

— Lng(es, ej) - Ales, e5)
here£ denotes the Lie derivative.

(18)

By (15) and[(1V), we have the following evolution for the gead function.

Corollary 3.7 (Ecker—Huisken [EH91]). © satisfies the following evolution equation

(19) %—? — AO + (AP + Ric(, )0 + N(Hy) + (h — H) (VN ) .

whereA is the Laplacian orb;.

Next we will prove that{S;}o<:<r are contained in a bounded domain /af for all
T > 0, i.e the height function is uniformly bounded. This ressalvery important for us to
prove Theorerh 3]2. At first, wee need the well known maximuimgiple.
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Lemma 3.8(Maximum Principle). Let>; andX, be two hypersurfaces in a Riemannian
manifold, and intersect at a common point tangentiallyX4flies in positive side ok,
around the common point, thefl;, < H,, where H; is the mean curvature of; at the
common point foi = 1, 2.

Proposition 3.9. Soppose the volume preserving mean curvature fidyhas a family of
solutions on0,7), 0 < T' < oo, thenu is uniformly bounded o8 x [0, T), i.e.,

0<C <ulz,t) <Cy<oo, V(xt)eSx[0,T),
whereC, andC;, are two constants depending only on the initial datdr) = X(r).
Proof. Ateachtimet € [0,7), letz(t) € S be the point such that

Umax () = rgrﬂleaég(u(x, t) = u(x(t),t),

and lety(t) € S be the point such that

tmin(t) = min u(y, t) = u(y(t),t)

Since© = (N ,v) = 1 atF(z(t),t), we have
Ju
<—=h—H.
0 ot
By the maximum principle, we have
2 tanh (umax () (1 — AL)
1 — tanh? (upax () Ay

h(t) = H(x(t),t) >
whereA , = max A2(p'). Simlarly, at the poinF'(y(t),t), we have
p'e

o 2 tanh (umin(t))(1 — A)
1 — tanh? (tmin (1))A_

whereA_ = mig A2(p'). Thererfore, we have the inequality
p'e

2 tanh(Umpin (t))(1 — A_)
1 — tanh? (tmin (1)) A_
Ast — T, we have fives cases:
(1) Umin(t) = 0 @ndupax(t) — 0;

(i) Unmin(t) = + oo @andupax(t) = + oo;
(i) Unin(t) = 0 @NAUpay(t) — + 00;
(t)
(t)

2 tanh (umae () (1 — A)

= h(t) =2
Q 1 — tanh? (tmax () A

(V) umin(t) is uniformly bounded, while:,,. (t) — + oo;
(V) Umin(t) — 0, while u,,.(t) is uniformly bounded.
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Case (i) and (ii) could not happen, since the mean curvatave ifi volume preserving.
Case (iii) could not happen, otherwise we would get 2, a contradiction. Similarly,
Case (iv) and (v) could not happen.

So the mean curvature flow is uniformly bounded by two sudatie; ) and>(ry) with
0 < r; < 7y < 400 on the time intervalo, T'). O

The proof in Proposition 319 actually contains the followstatement.

Corollary 3.10. The average mean curvatukgs uniformly bounded of0, 7'), i.e.

2tanh(ro)(1 — Ay) <ht) < 2tanh(r)(1 —A_)

<2.
1 — tanh?(ry) A4 1 — tanh®(r)A_

Lemma 3.11. The mean curvature flo§l1) with initial data Sy(r) = X(r) preserves the
positivity of mean curvature d;.

Proof. Let
E@t)={ze S| H(z,t) <0} and E, = F(-t)(9),
then we have
%\Et\ — — [ HH-h)du<0, vte,T),

Ey
where| E;| denotes the area @, with respect to the induced metri¢t) on S;, SO|E,| is
decreasing. Sinc&, = (), we know that;, = ) on[0,T"). So the mean curvature 6f is

positive on[0, 7). O

Next we will prove that the gradient functigs is uniformly bounded from below and
|VO| is uniformly bounded from above o%} for ¢ € [0, 7).

Proposition 3.12. Soppose the volume preserving mean curvature fid)has a solution
on|[0,7),0 < T < oo, then there exists constarits< 0, < 1 and0 < C3 < co depending
only onSy(r) such that

e > @0 and |V@‘2 < C3
onS;for0 <t <T.

Proof. Since©(-,0) = 1, we may assume th& > 0 for a short time. For any point
p € S;, we may write

b= (plau) = (p17p27u> 9
wherep’ = (p1,p2) € ¥ andu is the height function or$,. Consider the Gaussian coor-

dinates inU x R ¢ M, whereU C X is a neighborhood gf’. The unit normab to S, is
given by (cf. [Hui86, Lemma 3.2])

V_;(_@ _Ou 1)
VI+H[Vu2\ 9p’ Op’ )
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and then the gradient functighis given by
-
VI+|Vu’

whereN = (0,0, 1). We can see thaWVu| = oo if and only if © = 0.
Next, we consider the quasi-linear parabolic equation

(20) 0= (N,v)=

ot
(0)=r.

ou e
21) { — = Au—div(V/{) + h©
u

By our hypothesis[(21) has a solution foe [0, 7). By Propositiori: 39y is uniformly
bounded for € [0, T'). By the standard regularity theory of parabolic equatidn[lde96]
or [LSUG67, Chapter 6]), there exist constahis < oo depending only o and the initial
surfaceSy(r) such that

Viu| < K, 1=1,2,...,

fort e [0,7).
Using [20), these estimates imply titais uniformly bounded from below an&©|? is
uniformly from above fort € [0, T). O

Proposition 3.13. Soppose the volume preserving mean curvature fIdjyhas a family
of solutions o0, 7, 0 < T' < oo, then there exists a constafit < oo depending only
on Sy(r) such that

|A‘2 < Ch < o0
onS,forO0<t<T.

|A?
@2-‘,—0’

Proof. We will show that|A|? is uniformly bounded by contradiction. Lgt =
whereos > 0 is a small constant. The evolution equationf@is given by

5 —Al+ =5 <Vfo,V@>—@2+o VA
14+0)(2+0)|Al?
+( )(E)W )|A| Vo
+ @M{ —o|AP(JA]? — 2) — 2htr A% + 8| A|> + 2H (h — 2H)
2 2(p _
_<2+g>|A\ N(Hx) + <2+a>|AG\) (h— H) WM} |

Recall that the restriction t6'.S; of any tensor fieldb of orderm on M can be estimated
by
[@[rs, (2)]| < O™ ()| ()],
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where||®(z)|| = |®(x)],, (cf. [EH91]). By using[(18) we estimate the expressiof¥ )
in the evolution equation (17) by
(22) IN(Hy)| < C4(©° + ©%|A]) .

HereC5; depends ofi L g||1 whereL g is the Lie derivative of the metric with respect to
N whoseC'-norm can be controlled in terms iV ||, (cf. [Eck03]). Besides we also have
the following estimate

(23) [(V.N )| < G507,

whereC; = |[VN]||. Since{S; }o<:<r are contained in a bounded domain whose boundary
is X(r1) U X(ry), the constant§’y andC's only depend orby(r).
Now assumeA|,,..(t) — oo ast — T Let

(24) fmax(t) = max fo, V1€ [0,7).

ObViously fuax (t) = | Al (t), SO fumax(t) — 0o ast — co. There existdy € (0,7) such

max

that whent > T, we have the estimate

d
7 e < = 0O [+ (V2 (24 0)(Ca + V2 )0 R
1 2 C!
+ (20’ + 8+ (2 + U)(C4 + 205) + ( i U)g2+ U) 3) fmax
0
_ 99
~ 2 max °

This is a contradiction sincef,,../dt > 0. Thereforef, must be uniformly bounded,
which implies that A|> must be uniformly bounded. O

Proposition 3.14(Huisken [Hui87, §4]). For every natural numbem, we have the fol-
lowing evolution equation:

% VA2 = AV A2 — 2|V H A + Z ViAsxVIAxVEA VA
(25) i+j+k=m
+h Z ViAxVIAxV"A.
i+j=m

Furthermore, there exists constafit’(m)},,—1 »,... depending only om: and Sy(r) such
that

(26) IV"AP2 < C(m), m=1,2,...,
are uniformly onS; for 0 <t < T.

By the above discussion, the constants in Propoditidn 3%Pamposition 3.12E3.14 are
independent of time. Now we can prove part one of Thedrem 3.2.
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Proof of Theorem[3.2. (1) (cf. [Hui84,[Hui87]) Assume thdf' < oo. Let

xGS}.

We claim thatS is a smooth surface which is homeomorphiéto
In fact, by Proposition_3]9, the height functianis uniformly bounded orb; for t €
[0, 7). So [27) is well defined. Sindel|? is uniformly bounded fot € [0, T'), we have

T 0
max
0o S

ot Gij
so St is a well defined surface by Lemma 14.2[in [Ham82]. Sif\¢e A
are uniformly bounded far € [0, T"), St is smooth.
Now we consider a new volume preserving mean curvature flow

or

—=(h—H

5 = v
with initial data.St. This flow has a short time solution ferc [T, 7)), whereT; > T, the
detail can be found in [CK046.7]. This contradicts to the assumption tiiaits maximal.
Therefore the maximal tim& of the volume preserving mean curvature flow| (11) must be

infinite. O

(27) St = th_r}rjlﬂ Sy = {th_)rr% F(z,t)

dt <C < o0,

2,m:1,2,...,

3.3. Exponential convergence to CMC surfacesWe have proved that the volume pre-
serving mean curvature flo ([11) has a long time solution. Let

be the limiting surface. Obviously..(r) has the following properties:

(i) Itis well defined sincg S; }o<:<~ are contained in a bounded domain\at
(ii) It's also a smooth surface sin¢g&™A|%, m = 0,1,2,..., are uniformly bounded
fort € [0, 00).
(iii) It's a graph overX since® is uniformly bounded from below far € [0, o).

In this subsection, we will show that the solution surfégeconverges exponentially fast
to S (r) (cf. [CRMO7,Hui87,[HY96]), although we don't need this faot prove the
existence of the CMC foliation aof/.

Proposition 3.15. Suppos€S;, g(t)) is a solution to the mean curvature flof@d) for
t € ]0,00), then

(29) lim sup |H — h| =0.
t—o0 St

ThereforeS,,(r) is a surface of constant mean curvature.
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Proof. Since p
— = — H — h)%d
dt‘St‘ /st< ) uw<0,

where|S;| denotes the area &f with respect to the metrig(¢), then we have

/ / (H — h)%dpdt < |S| .
0 St

On the other hand, by Lemrha B.3 and Lenima 3.4, we have
d

d
= (H = h)2dp = 2/ (H—h)—(H —h)dp— | H(H — h)*du
dt Sy S dt S

=ﬂ[}H—MMH+GﬁJNMF—me

— | H(H - h)*du
St

- —2/ |VH|2du+2/ (H — h)*(|A]2 — 2)dp
St St

— | H(H - h)du
St

here we use the identity, (/ — h)du = 0. By Propositior{3.14 and the inequalities
|IVH| < +/2|VA|, there is a constardt; < oo depending only ot (r) such that
d

(30) & | = wrdel <
dt /s,

is uniformly for¢ € [0, c0). So we have

(31) lim [ (H—h)’du=0.

t—o0 S,

Then for anyp > 2, by the interpolation arguments (cf._[CRMO035] for detail), the
inequality|V2H| < v/2|V2A| and Proposition 3.14, we have

1 1
¥MH—M<cmﬂmuWH—mup

1/(2p)
<o ([ ur-npan)
St

—0 (ast — ).
where|| - || = || - ||z2(s,)- So the proposition follows. O

We say that a surfac€ with constant mean curvature is (strictytableif volume pre-
serving variations of' in M incease the area, or equivalently if the second variati@m-op
ator onS,

Lo = —A¢ — (|AP + Ric(v, 1))
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has only strictly positive eigenvalues when restrictedutoctionsy with / odu = 0.
S

Lemma 3.16. For eachr € R, the limit surfaceS.(r) to the volume preserving mean
curvature flowm(d1])is strictly stable surface of constant mean curvature.

Proof. Suppose5’ is a volume preserving variation 6f,(r), such thatS’ is a graph over
¥ and Area(S’) < Area(Sw(r)). Consider the volume preserving mean curvature flow
(@71) with initial surfaceS’. By the above discussion, there is a long time solution t® thi
volume preserving mean curvature flow. L%t be the limiting surface, then it is a graph
overy whose mean curvature is a constant amda (S’ ) < Area(S(r)).

We claim that this is impossible. In fact, according to TtesolL.1,{S..(r)}.<r foliate
M, so there are two surfacés, (r;) and S, (), wherer; < ry, which touchS’ from the
below and from the above for the first time respectively. Byximaum principle, we have

H(Sx(r2)) < H(S%) < H(Sw(r1)) -

But this is impossible sincél (S (1)) < H(S«(r2)) whenr, < r, (see the proof of
Theoren 11l ir§d). So the stability of limiting surfaces follows. O

Proof of Theorem[3.2. (2) SinceS,,(r) is stable, the lowest eigenvalug, of the Jacobi
operatorL., on S..(r) is positve, where

Lo = _AOO¢ - (|Aoo|2 - 2)¢ ’

hereA, is the Laplacian oty (r) and A, is the second fundamental form 8f,(r). Let
¢ be the lowest eigenvalue of the Jacobi operdton S;. Then\; — A\, ast — oo. For

2 .
anyl < e < 3 Aoy there existd” > 0 such that for any > T we have

Ao — Ne| < € and sup |[H(H — h)| <e.
St

Therefore, when > T we have

G = hpdn <~ 22 - 32) / (H — h)dy.
St St

which implies

/ (H — h)?du < ( / (H — h)zdu) e~ (Proo=3)t
St ST

By the same interpolation arguments as above, we knowtipgd/ — | converges expo-
nentially to zero. Since
oF

ot

we obtain thatS; converges exponentially to the limiting surface which hagstant mean
curvature. So Part two of Theorém 3.2 is proved. O

=|h—H|,
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4. EXISTENCE OFCMC FOLIATION

We need a lemma of Mazzeo and Pacard which will be useful fmripg the uniqueness
of the CMC foliation ofM.

Lemma 4.1 (Mazzeo—Pacard[MPOQ7]). Suppose thaf is a monotonically increasing
CMC foliation in(M, g.;s), thenF is unique amongst all CMC foliations whose leaves are
diffeomorphic ta.

Proof of Theorem[1.1. (1) At first, we can foliate the quasi-Fuchsiammanifold M by
the surface&(r), r € R. All of these surfaces, except = ¥(0) (the minimal surface),
are not surfaces of constant mean curvature. But for eash0, we consider the mean
curvature flow[(IIl) with initial conditior$, = X(r). By Theoreni3.2, we have a solution
of (L1), which is a smooth surface of (positive) constant mearvature, and we denote
it by S, (r). For these surfaces(r) with » < 0, we have the surfaces with (negative)
constant mean curvature. We need three steps to prove théiiting surfacesS,.(r),
r € R, form a CMC foliation of M.

Step I The limiting surfaces are embedddithis is obviously since each surfag,(r)
is a graph over the minimal surfage

Step 2 The limiting surfaces are disjointAssume that) < r; < ry, we will show
that S, (r1) N Sx(r2) = (. Consider two volume preserving mean curvature fldws (11)
with initial dataX(r,) andX(r,) respectively. Let; andu, be the height functions of the
surfacesS;(ry) and S;(r2) respectively, then we have (z,0) < us(x,0) for all z € S.
Now we assume that two surfac€gr;) and.S,(r2) touch for the first time af}, € (0, c0)
andp, € M. Recall that the height functions satisfy the evolutiona@pn (16). Let
w = uy — uy, thenw > 0, and aroungh, we have

0>Lw:Aw+(-,Vw>—a—w,
ot
here we use the fact that(t) < ho(t) since H(S;(r1)) < H(S(r2)) pointwise, where
hi(t) andhy(t) are the average mean curvatureSefr;) and S;(r2) respectively. By the
strong maximum principle (cfl_[Fri64, PW67]), this is imtse unlessy = 0. Butw = 0
impliesu; = us, Which is also impossible since the flows preserve volumas fifeans
thatS;(r,) andS,(r) are disjoint all the time, s6..(r;) andS..(r) are disjoint.
Step 3 We claim
M = U Soo(T)
reR
In fact, according to the proof of Propositibn 3.12, for eaclt 0, ¥ N S..(r) = 0. Let
Q(r) be the domain bounded kyandS..(r). Since{X(r) },<r foliate M and eactb(r)
is the limiting surface of the volume preserving mean cumaflow with initial datax(r),
the volume ofQ(r) is a continuous function with respecttoTogether with the facts that
the limiting surfaces are embedded and disjoint, Step 3ogaat.
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Therefore these surfaces form a CMC foliatiomaéf
(2) We claim that the foliatiodF = {S..(7) }»<r IS monotonically increasing: if; < r,
thenH (S« (r1)) < H(S«(r2)). In fact, sinceH satisfies the (strictly) parabolic equation:

%—if =AH+ (H - h)(|JA* - 2),
and H(3(r1)) < H(X(r)) pointwise, then by the comparison principle for quasilinea
parabolic equations (cf.[Lie96, Theorem 9.7]), we h&Me5,(r1)) < H(S:(r2)) pointwise
fort € [0, 00). In particular,H (S« (1)) < H(Sx(r2)).
Since this foliation is monotonically increasing, we get tmiqueness of the CMC foli-
ation by Lemma4]1. O

Remark. In [Tod99], M. Toda proved so called volume constraint Riatproblem in hy-
perbolic3-manifolds satisfying some conditions. Our quasi-Fuahisanifolds satisfy the
conditions required in his paper, so for each R, we can find an area minimizing surface
S(r) such that the volume of the domain boundedbgnd S(r) is equal to the volume of
the domain bounded by andX(r). EachS(r) is a surface of constant mean curvature. If
one can show tha(r,) N.Sry) = 0 for ry # r, andM = US,, then{S, }, g forma CMC
foliation of M.

5. A COUNTEREXAMPLE

In this section, we will show that Theorem 11.1 is not true foe guasi-Fuchsiaf-
manifolds containing minimal surfaces with big principleeature.

5.1. Existence of the surfaces with CMC.We need some results of J. Gomes and R.
Lopez (cf. [Gom8F7, LopQ0]). Let? be a three-dimensional hyperbolic space of constant
sectional curvature-1. We will work in the Poicaré model df®, i.e.,

H® = {(2,9,2) € R® | 2 + ¢y + 2* < 1}
equipped with metric
4(dx® + dy* + d2?)
(1 —r2)2 ’
wherer = /22 + 42 + 22. The hyperbolic spacE?® has a natural compactificatid® =

H3 U S%, whereS2 = C is the Riemann sphere. Supposés a subset off®, we call the
setd,. X defined by

ds® =

DX =XNS2 |
theasymptotic boundargf X, whereX is the closure of{ in H?.

Suppos€? is a subgrougsom(H?) which leaves a geodesic ¢ H? pointwise fixed.
We call G the spherical group dfl* and~ the rotation axis of7. A surface inH? invariant
by G is called aspherical surfaceFor two circlesC; andC, in H3, if there is a geodesic
~ such that each af'; and(C; is invariant by the group of rotations that fixepointwise,
then(C; and(, are said to beoaxial and~ is called theotation axisof C; and(Cs.
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Let P, and P, be two disjoint geodesic plane ii*. ThenP, U P, dividesH? in three
components. LeK; and X, be the two of them witlh X, = P, for i = 1,2. Given two
subsets4; and A, of H?, we sayP;, and P, separated; and A, if one of the following
cases occurs (cf. [L6p00]):

(i) if A, Ay C H?, thenA; C X, fori=1,2;
(ii) if A, c H®andA, C S2,thenA; C X; andA; C 0, Xo;
(iii) if Ay, Ay C S%,thenA; C 0. X, fori=1,2.
Then we may define the distance betwegrand A, by
(32) d(Aq, Ay) = sup{dist( Py, P») | P, and P, separated; andA,} ,
wheredist( Py, P») is the hyperbolic distance betweé&nand P.

Lemma 5.1 (Gomes[Gom87]) There exists a finite constadg > 0 such that for two
disjoint circlesC;,Cy, C S2, if d(Cy,Cy) < dy, then there exists a minimal surfate
which is a surface of revolution and whose asymptotic boongaC; U Cs.

Let C; andC, be two disjoint circles or? , and letP;, and P, be two geodesic planes
whose asymptotic boundaries &'e andC’, respectively. Supposg; C P, andC’ C P,
so thatC] and(C, are two coaxial circles with respect to the rotation axi€'oindCs.

Lemma 5.2 (Lépez [L6p0Q]). GivenH € (—1,1), there exists a constadt; depending
only on H such that ifd(C,,Cy) < dy, then there exists a surfadé contained in the
domain bounded by, and P, such that

e [l is a surface of revolution whose boundaryisu CY, and
e I is a surface whose mean curvature is equalfowith respect to the normal
pointing to the domain containing the rotation axistgfandCs.

Remark. In Lemmd5.2, wherfl < 0, then there is no such a surfadef we replaceC!
by C; for i = 1, 2 (cf. [Pal99]).

5.2. Detail description of the counterexample.Now we choose four circle§C; }i—1 . 4
on S2 such thatl(C, Cy) andd(C3, Cy) are sufficiently small, wheré(-, -) is the distance
defined by[(3R). LeD, be the geodesic plane i such thab,,D; = C;fori =1,..., 4.
By some Mobius transformation, we may assume that the miglilet of the geodesic
segment which is perpendicular to bdth and D, passes through the origin.

For any circleC’ C 5%, we may define the distance between the or@ifor any fixed
point) and the circle” to be the hyperbolic distance betwe@nand the geodesic plane
whose asymptotic boundary s Because of this definition, we may say that the radius of
the circleC is big or small if the distance betweéhandC' is small or big.

.....

with small radii such that

e each circled B, is invariant under the rotation along the geodesic conngdhe
origin O and the center of the disk;, which locates aA,
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e the radii of disks are small enough so titN C; = P for! = 1,..., N and
1=1,...,4,and

e for eachl = 1 (mod N), 0B, intersects botWB,_; anddB;; and no other circle,
then we get a quasi-Fuchsian grolipwhich is the subgroup of orientation preserving
transformations in the group generated Byreflections about the circle®By, ..., 0By
(cf. [Ber72, Page 263] or [Ber81, Page 149]). The limit sethef quasi-Fuchsian group
denoted by\r, is around the curva. Let S2 \ Ar = Q; U Q,, whereQ, containsC; and
Cs, while Q5 containsC'; andC). See Figure 1.

FIGURE 1.

Claim: The quasi-FuchsiaA-manifoldH?/T" constructed above can not be foliated by
surfaces of constant mean curvature

Lete > 0 be sufficiently small, and let/, = 2tanhe. Letd, anddy, be two constants
given in Lemma5J1 and Lemma’b.2, and suppdgg , Cs) = 2¢ < dy andd(Cs, Cy) <
min{dHO, do}

Now assume thdtl® /T is foliated by surfaces of constant mean curvature, wherk ea
surface is closed and is homotopicHt /I". Lift the foliation to the universal covering
spacel?, then there should exist a foliation BP so that each leaf is a disk with constant
mean curvature and with the same asymptotic boundary Notice that any disk type
surface inH? with asymptotic boundan dividesH? into two parts, one of them contains
C, and (s, while the other contain€’; andC,. We choose a normal vector field on the
disk type surface so that each normal vector points to theagtoontainingC; and Cs.
Assume that there is a CMC foliatiof = { L, } with a parametet € (—oo, o) such that

¢ the leaves are convergent{ts ast - — oo and
¢ the leaves are convergent{ ast — cc.

In other words, we have

(33) lim H(L) = +2,

t—+oo

where H(L,;) denotes the mean curvature of the Iéafwith respect to the normal vector
pointing to the domain containing; andCs.
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Sinced(Cs, Cy) is very small, there exists a minimal surface with asymptbtundary
C3U Cy by LemmdB5.ll. Consider the leaf, € F which touches the minimal surface for
the first time, then the mean curvature lof must be positive by the maximal principle.
Because of(33), there existax < t; < t' such that the mean curvaturef is zero, i.e.
the leafL,, is a disk type minimal surface. Similarly, we have anothef Ig, € F which
is a disk type minimal surface with asymptotic boundarySee Figure 2.

FIGURE 2.

Let X C H3 be the domain bounded by, andL;,, then by assumptioiX is foliated
by {Li}+, <i<tos 1-€.
X=J L.

t <t<te

Notice thatD; and D, are disjoint fromX. We choose two circle§’, ¢ D3 andC) C D,
so thatC, andC are coaxial with respect to the rotation axisgfandCy, by Lemm45.P2
there is a surfacH, with constant mean curvatureH, with respect to the normal pointing
to the domain containing the rotation axis@f andC';. ObviouslyIl, is disjoint formL;,
but intersectd.,,. LetIIj, = II, N X. Consider the leaf

Ly € {Ly |ty <t < ty)

which touchedT, for the first time, thend (L;») > H, by the maximal principle. So there
existsts € (t1,t2) such thatd (L;,) = H,. We claim that the leaf,;, must self-intersects.

Let D, (¢) be the disk bounded b/, with H(D;(¢)) = H, with respect to the normal
vector pointing to domain not containiri@,, and similarly letD,(¢) be the disk bounded
by Cy with H(Ds(e)) = H, with respect to the normal vector pointing to domain not
containingCy. ThenD;(e) N Dy(e) = {O}, whereO € H? is the origin. By maximal
principle, bothD, (¢) and D, (¢) don't intersect.,,, soL,, must self intersect. This implies
that there is no CMC foliation of*/T". The claim follows.

Therefore, there exists a quasi-Fuchsiamanifold which does not admit CMC folia-
tions.
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