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Approximation theory for non-orientable minimal
surfaces and applications

Antonio Alarcon and Francisco J. Lopez

Abstract We prove a version of the classical Runge and Mergelyan mmifo
approximation theorems for non-orientable minimal swegio Euclidean-space
R3. Then, we obtain some geometric applications. Among thememvphasize
the following ones:
e A Gunning-Narasimhan type theorem for non-orientable conél surfaces.
e An existence theorem for non-orientable minimal surfagesR?, with
arbitrary conformal structure, properly projecting intplane.
e An existence result for non-orientable minimal surfaceR#rwith arbitrary
conformal structure and Gauss map omitting one projeciieztion.
Keywords Uniform approximation, non-orientable minimal surfaces.
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1. Introduction

The Runge and Mergelyan theorems are the central resultseirtheory of uniform
approximation by holomorphic functions in one complex abke. The former, which dates
back to 1885, asserts that if the complem@ht/X of a compact sek” C C has no relatively
compact connected components, then every holomorphitifumia (an open neighborhood
of) K can be approximated, uniformly dii, by holomorphic functions oft; cf. [32]. If
K c Cis an arbitrary compact set, then Mergelyan’s theorem [@8jch dates back to
1951, ensures that continuous functidiis— C, holomorphic in the interiofk® of K, can
be approximated uniformly oA™ by holomorphic functions in open neighborhoodgofn
C. In 1958 Bishop [11] extended these results to Riemann sesfésee [15] for a modern
proof using functional analysis):

Runge-Mergelyan’s Theorem. Let AV be an open Riemann surface (i.e., non-compact)
and let K C N be a compact set such thaf \ K has no relatively compact connected
components. Then any continuous function— C, holomorphic in the interior° of K,

can be uniformly approximated dki by holomorphic functiond/ — C.

A compact subseff C N satisfying the hypothesis of the above theorem is said to
be aRunge setn the open Riemann surfag€. Runge and Mergelyan’s theorems admit
plenty of generalizations; the extension of Runge’s thadiefunctions of several complex
variables is known as the Oka-Weil theorem (see e.g. [18§)imthe more general setting,
mapsS O K — O from a holomorphically convex sét” of a Stein manifoldS to an Oka
manifold O satisfy the Runge property (see [16] for a good reference).
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On the other hand, conformal minimal immersions of open Ri@msurfaces into
Euclidean space are harmonic functions. This basic facstnasgly influenced the theory
of minimal surfaces, furnishing it of powerful tools comifigm Complex Analysis. In
particular, Runge’s theorem (combined with the Lopez-Rassformation for minimal
surfaces; see [25]) has been the key tool for constructingptete hyperbolic minimal
surfaces inR? of finite topology; see [20, 30, 29] for pioneering papers. wdwer, the
direct application of Runge’s theorem has a limited reacid, iaseems to be insufficient
for constructing minimal surfaces with more complicatecrgetry. With the aim of
overcoming this constraint, the authors [9, Theorem 4.9iokd a Runge-Mergelyan type
theorem for conformal minimal immersions of open Riemamfeses intoR>. This result
has been a versatile tool for constructing both minimalese$ inR? and null holomorphic
curves in the Comples-spaceC?; see [9, 3, 10, 5, 8] for a number of applications. For
instance, and in contrast to the severe restrictions inthbgethe use of the Lopez-Ros
transformation, it allows one to prescribe the conformalcitre of the examples.

In the same spirit, a Runge-Mergelyan type theorem for aeldagnily of directed
holomorphic immersions of open Riemann surfaces @itdincluding null curves)n > 3,
has been recently shown, with different techniques, byd®larand Forstneric [4].

In this paper we focus on non-orientable minimal surfacé®’nThis subject should not
be considered as a minor or secondary one; on the contrangnientable surfaces present
themselves quite naturally in the origin itself of minimatface theory (recall for instance
that a Mobius minimal strip can be obtained by solving a $infiflateau problem; see [12]
for more information), and they present a rich and intengsggeometry. Non-orientable
minimal surfaces were first studied systematically by Lig][i the third quarter of the
19th century; the development of their global theory wasbday Meeks [27]. A particular
issue is that constructing non-orientable surfaces viei§gass representation is in general
hard, due to the higher subtlety of the period problem. Rignpeorem has been already
used ad hoc in several constructions of complete non-aitidgiminimal surfaces iR? (see
[23, 24, 14]); however, as in the orientable case, its dinset seems to be not enough for
more involved constructions.

The aim of this paper is to prove a Runge-Mergelyan type #madior non-orientable
minimal surfaces ifR3. For a precise statement of our main result, the followinigion is
required. Every non-orientable minimal surfat& C R? can be represented by a triple
(N,73,X), where N is an open Riemann surfacg; N/ — N is an antiholomorphic
involution without fixed points, and{: A/ — R? is an J-invariant conformal minimal
immersion (that is, satisfying o J = X) such that\/ = X (N); see [27] and Subsec. 2.2
for details. We say that a subsgtof N is J-admissible(see Def. 3.2) if it is Runge iV,
J3(S) = S, andS = Rg U Cg, whereRg := S° consists of a finite collection of pairwise
disjoint compact regions i with C! boundary, and’s := S\ Ry is a finite collection
of pairwise disjoint analytical Jordan arcs, meetiflg only in their endpoints, and such
that their intersections with the bounddrizs of Rg are transverse. Finally, we say that a
C! mapY: S — R3 is anJ-invariant generalized minimal immersigeee Subsec. 3.2) if
Y| r, is a conformal minimal immersior; |¢ is regular, and” o J =Y.

Our main result asserts that:

Theorem 1.1. Let N/ be an open Riemann surface, Tet A/ — N be an antiholomorphic
involution without fixed points, and &t C N be anJ-admissible set.
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Then anyJ-invariant generalized minimal immersiofi — R? can beC' uniformly
approximated orf by J-invariant conformal minimal immersions” — R3.

Concerning the proof, it is important to point out that thengatibility condition with
respect to the antiholomorphic involution and the highdiiadilty of the period problem
require a much more involved and careful analysis than irothentable case; cf. [9].

Theorem 1.1 has many geometric applications. In Theorenw6.Show that, for any
open Riemann surfack” and antiholomorphic involutio: N' — A without fixed points,
there existJ-invariant conformal minimal immersions” — R? properly projecting into
a plane (cf. [9] for the analogous result in the orientablsega This links with an old
guestion by Schoen and Yau [33, p. 18]; see [9, 8] for a goceteate. We also prove an
existence theorem of complete conforriainvariant minimal immersiond/” — R3 with
a prescribed coordinate function; see Theorem 6.7. As aequiesce, in Corollary 6.9
we exhibit complete non-orientable minimal surface®Rihwhose Gauss map omits one
point of the projective plan®&P? (see [3] for the orientable framework). Other geometric
applications of Theorem 1.1 will be obtained in the forthaagrpaper [6].

Theorem 1.1 follows from the more general Theorem 5.6, whish deals with the flux
map of the approximating surfaces. In particular, TheoresrirBplies the analogous result
of Theorem 1.1 for null holomorphic curvés: A" — C? enjoying the symmetry'oJ = F;
see Corollary 6.1. We also derive a Runge-Mergelyan typaréime for harmonic functions
h: N — R satisfyingh o J = h (see Theorem 6.3).

Finally, in a different line of applications, we prove anension of the classical Gunning-
Narasimhan theorem [18] (see also [21]); more specifically,show that, for any open
Riemann surfacéV and any antiholomorphic involution: A” — N without fixed points,
there exist holomorphit-forms« on \V with 3*9 = « and prescribed periods and canonical
divisor (see Theorem 6.4).

Outline of the paper. The necessary notation and background on non-orientalulznaali
surfaces irR? is introduced in Sec. 2. In Sec. 3 we describe the compacetibsolved
in the Mergelyan type approximation, and define the notiogasfformal non-orientable
minimal immersion from such a subset ink¥. In Sec. 4 we prove several preliminary
approximation results that flatten the way to the proof ofttaén theorem in Sec. 5. Finally,
the applications are derived in Sec. 6.

2. Preliminaries

Let| - || denote the Euclidean norm K" (K = R or C). Given a compact topological
spaceK and a continuous map: K — K", we denote by

£ llo.e := max {[|f(p)]: p € K}

the maximum norm of on K. The corresponding space of continuous functiong<owill
be endowed with thé® topology associated t- ||o « -

Given a topological surfaceV, we denote bybN the (possibly non-connected)
dimensional topological manifold determined by its boumdpoints. Given a subset
A C N, we denote byA° and A the interior and the closure of in NV, respectively. Open
connected subsets @f \ bN will be called domainsof N, and those proper connected
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topological subspaces @f being compact surfaces with boundary will said toregions
of N.

2.1. Riemann surfaces and non-orientability.lt is well known that any Riemann surface
is orientable; in fact, the conformal structure of the stefinduces a (positive) orientation
on it. In this subsection, we describe the notiomoh-orientable Riemann surface

A Riemann surfacg\/ is said to beopenif it is non-compact and N = (). We denote by
0 the global complex operator given by = %dz for any conformal chartU, z) on V.

Definition 2.1. Let A/ be a smooth non-orientable surface with empty boundary.sfesy
of coordinatess’ on A/ is said to be aonformal structuren A/ if the change of coordinates
is conformal or anticonformal. The couplé/, %) is said to be anon-orientable Riemann
surface If there is no place for ambiguity, we simply writé instead of(A/, ).

Definition 2.2. Let ' = (A,%) be a non-orientable Riemann surface. Denote by
m: N — N the oriented 2-sheeted covering 4f, and call3: N — N the deck
transformation ofr. Call 7*(%") the holomorphic system of coordinatesNhdetermined

by the positively oriented lifts by of the charts ir&’.

Notice that the coupld/ = (N, 7*(%)) is a (connected) open Riemann surface ansl
an antiholomorphic involution iV without fixed points. The conformal map N' — A/
is said to be the conformal orientable two-sheeted covesing/.

Objects related to\/ will be denoted with underlined text (for instancé;, X, etc.),
whereas those related " will be not.

As a consequence of Def. 2.2, the non-orientable Riemarfacguk/ can be naturally
identified with the orbit spacé&//J, and the covering map with the natural projection
N — N/3. In other words, a non-orientable Riemann surfA€é nothing but a connected
open Riemann surfac4” equipped with an antiholomorphic involutidh without fixed
points.

From now on in Section 2, leX/, /, =, andJ, be as in Def. 2.2.
Definition 2.3. A subsetd C N is said to byJ-invariant if 3(A) = A, or equivalently,
7 1(m(A)) = A.If Ais J-invariant, we writeA = 7(A). Likewise, givenB C A/, we
write B for the J-invariant setr—1(B).

Definition 2.4. Let A be anJ-invariant subset in\ and letf: A — R™ be amap¢{ € N).
The mapf is said to beJ-invariantif

fo(3la)=1.
In this case, we denote Ifythe only mapf: A — R" satisfyingf = f o (x| 4). Likewise,
given amapf: A — R™ we denote by theJ-invariant mapf = f o (n]|4): A — R™.

For any setd C N, we denote byDiv(A) the free commutative group of divisors of
A with multiplicative notation. IfD = [ | Q! € Div(A), wheren; € Z \ {0} for all
ie{l,...,n},wesesupp(D) :={Q1,...,Q,} the support oD. A divisor D € Div(A)
is said to be integral iD = [, Q! andn; > 0 for all . Given Dy, Dy € Div(A),
Dy > Dy means thaﬂ)lDQ‘1 is integral. If A is J-invariant, then we denote 1®iv;(A)
the group ofJ-invariant divisors of4; that is to say, satisfying(D) = D.

In the sequellV will denote anJ-invariant open subset @ .
We denote by
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e F,5(W) the real vectorial space of holomorphic functiofison 1 such that

o (Olw) = 7,
e Fu3(W) the real vectorial space of meromorphic functioh®n W such that
°(Alw) =1,
e Oy 5(W) the real vectorial space of holomorphidormsé onW such that*(0) =
9, and
e (2, 5(W) the real vectorial space of meromorphieforms # on W such that
J*(0) =10

(here, and from now on,means complex conjugation). We also denote by
e G5(W) the family of meromorphic functiongon W satisfyingg o (J|w) = —1/3.

By elementary symmetrization arguments, it is easy to ctieakFy 5(W), Qy 3(W) # 0.

It is also known thai;(N) # () when is a compact Riemann surface (see [26]). As
application of Theorem 5.6, we will prove that in fact evepea non-orientable Riemann
surface (N, J) carries conformal maps into the projective plane omittimg @oint (see
Corollary 6.9); in particulag;(N) # 0.

Let us recall some well-known topological facts regarding-orientable surfaces.

In the remaining of this subsection, we will assume thais a domain of finite topology.
Then(W, J|w ) is topologically equivalent t6S\{ Pi, ..., Pry1,3(P1), ..., 3(Prt1)}, J),
whereS is a compact surface of genusJ : S — S is an orientation reversing involution
without fixed points, and Py, ..., Pyi1} C S, k€ NU{0}.

As a consequence, the first homology grogps(W,7Z) and H,(W,R) of W are of
dimension2yy + 1, wherevy, := v + k. Furthermore,#,(1W,R) admits anJ-basis
accordingly to the following definition:

Definition 2.5. A basisB = {co,c1,...,¢yy,d1,...,dy,} Of Hi(W,R) is said to be an
J-basis if

® Cji=75 — N*('Yj)f
o d —'Yj‘i_J*('Y ),

=0,1,...,19,and
1,..
for some closed curvesy;: j =0,...,v9} C Hi(W,Z). Observe that
(2.1) Ji(cj) = —¢; and  J,(d;) =d; forall j.
Let #},,,(W) be the first real De Rham cohomology grof¥g;(W)/ ~, where as

usual~ denotes the equivalence relatioiné difference is exdtt Notice that (2.1) gives
that® [, = = 0andS [, 7 = 0forall j andr € Qy5(W). Further, basic cohomology

theory glves that the map

is a (real) linear isomorphism for aly¢basis{cy, c1, ..., ¢y, d1, ..., dy, } Of Hi(W,R).

2.2. Non-orientable minimal surfaces.In this subsection we describe the Weierstrass
representation formula for non-orientable minimal suefa@nd introduce some notation.
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Definition 2.6. A mapX: A/ — R3 is said to be aconformal non-orientable minimal
immersionif the J-invariant map

X:=Xom: N = R3 (see Def. 2.4)

is a conformal minimal immersion. In this casé(\) = X (A') C R3 is a non-orientable
minimal surface.

For any J-invariant subsetA C N, we denote byM;(A) the space ofi-invariant
conformal minimal immersions Gtinvariant open subsets ¢f containing A into R3.

Let A C AN be anJ-invariant subset, and leX € M;(A). Denote byp, = 0X;,
Jj =123 and® = 0X = (¢;)j=12.3. The 1l-forms ¢; are holomorphic (on an open
neighborhood ofd), have no real periods, and satisfy

3
(2.3) > ¢i=0
j=1
and
(2.4) o =0

(see [27]). The intrinsic metric in (an open neighborhoodl dfis given by ds? =
81 l¢;[%: hence

3
(2.5) > |¢;|* vanishes nowhere oA,
j=1

By definition, the triple® is said to be theWeierstrass representationf X. The
meromorphic function

(2.6) g= L

b1 — 12

(here, and from now on, we denote by \/—1) corresponds to the Gauss mapoiup to
the stereographic projection, and

2.7) o — (%(é

(see [31]). It follows from (2.4) and (2.6) that the compleau@s mapy: A — C :=
C U {0} of X satisfies that

~9).3(5 +9).1)an

(2.8) g0 (a) = —=.

Remark 2.7. Denote by2(: C — C the antipodal magl(z) = —1/z, by RP? = C/2 the
projective plane, and byy : C — RP? the orientable 2-sheeted coveringRif?.

Every meromorphig in (an open neighborhood of) satisfying(2.8) induces a unique
conformal mapi: A — RP? such thatG' o (|4) = my o g.

Definition 2.8. The conformal mag:: A — RP? induced by the complex Gauss mapf
X is said to be theomplex Gauss magf the conformal non-orientable minimal immersion
X.
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Conversely, any vectorial holomorphieform ® = (¢;);—123 on (an open neighbor-
hood of) A without real periodssatisfying (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5), determinesJaimvariant
conformal minimal immersioX : A — R? by the expression

X:é)%(/@)

(R(-) denotes real part); hence, a conformal non-orientablemahimmersionX: A —
R3. (See [27].) By definition, the coupl@p, J) is said to be th&\Veierstrass representation
of X.

Remark 2.9. A vectorial holomorphid-form ® on (an open neighborhood af)) satisfying
(2.4) has no real periods if and only if

/q) =0 foranyy € Hi(A,Z) withJ,.(v) = ~.
ol

To finish this subsection we present thex of a conformal minimal immersion.

Definition 2.10. Let A be anJ-invariant subset inV/, let X € M5(A), (see Def. 2.6) and
let v(s) be an arc-length parameterized curve4n Theconormal vector fieladf X along
~ is the unique unitary tangent vector figldof X along~ such that{dX (+/(s)), u(s)} is
a positive basis for alk.

If ~ is closed, the numbery (v) := f,y w(s)ds is said to be thélux of X along~.

Given anJ-invariant subsetd in N/, and X € M;(A), it is easy to check that
px(y) = Sf,y 0X (hereS(-) denotes imaginary part), and that the flux map

px: 7‘[1(A,Z) — RB

is a group morphism. Furthermore, sin&eis J-invariant andJ reverses the orientation,
then the flux mapy : H1(A,Z) — R3 of X satisfies

(29) px (j* (7)) = —Ppx (7) \v/ry € HI(A> Z)
By definition, the couplép x, J) is said to be the flux map of .

3. Admissible subsets for the Mergelyan approximation

We begin this section by describing the subsets involveldariMergelyan approximation
theorem in Sec. 5. Although there is room for generalizatidhe sets considered in Def.
3.2 are sufficient for our geometric applications.

Remark 3.1. From now on in the papel\, N, 7, andJ, will be as in Def. 2.2. Moreover,
o3 will denote a conformal Riemannian metric aAsuch thati*(o3,) = o3/

First of all, recall that a subset C A is said to beRunge(in V) if A/'\ A has no
relatively compact connected components.

A compact Jordan arc iV is said to be analytical (smooth, continuous, etc.) if it is
contained in an open analytical (smooth, continuous, adan arc in\V.

Definition 3.2. A (possibly non-connected}invariant compact subsef C N is said to
be J-admissible inV if and only if (see Fig. 3.1):

(a) Sis Runge,
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(b) Rg := S° is non-empty and consists of a finite collection of pairwisgotht compact
regions in\ with C° boundary,

(c) Cs := S\ Rg consists of a finite collection of pairwise disjoint anatgti Jordan arcs,
and

(d) any component of C's with an endpoint? € Rg admits an analytical extensigh in
N such that the unique component®f « with endpointP lies in Rg.

Figure 3.1. An J-admissible sef C N.

An J-invariant compact subseét c N satisfying (b), (c), and (d), is Runge (henge
admissible) if and only if.: #(S,Z) — H1(N,Z) is a monomorphism, wher¥, (-, Z)
means first homology group; S — N is the inclusion map, and is the induced group
morphism. IfS C N is anJ-invariant compact Runge subset consisting of a finite ctitia
of pairwise disjoint compact regions witl boundary, theis is J-admissible; that is to say,
we allowCy to be empty. The most typicatadmissible subsetS in A/ consist of a finite
collection of pairwise disjoint compact regioRs; with C' boundary, and a finite collection
of Jordan analytical araSs meetingbRg transversally.

3.1. Functions onJ-admissible subsets.From now on in this section$ will denote an
J-admissible subset i, in the sense of Def. 3.2.

Definition 3.3. We denote by

e Fy5(S5) the real vectorial space of continuous functiofsS — C, holomorphic
on an open neighborhood &5 in \V, such thatf o J|s = f, and

e Fns(S) the real vectorial space of continuous functighsS — C, meromorphic
on an open neighborhood s in NV, satisfying thatf o J|s = f and f~!(c0) C
S° = Rg \ bRs.

Likewise, we denote by

e G5(S) the family of continuous functiong: S — C, meromorphic on an open
neighborhood ofRg in N, satisfying thatg o J|s = —1/g and g~ !({0,0}) C
S° = Rgs \ bRs.

A 1-form 6 on S is said to be of typd1,0) if for any conformal char{U, z) in NV,
0luns = h(z)dz for some functiom: U N S — C. Finite sequence® = (61,...,0,),
wheref; is a (1,0)-type 1-form for all j € {1,...,n}, are said to be:-dimensional
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vectorial(1, 0)-forms onS. The space of continuous-dimensional(1, 0)-forms on.S will
be endowed with thé° topology induced by the norm

© "L 0 ov1/2
(3.1) Heuo,s::Hauo,s:mgx{(;ﬁﬂ Ji

see Remark 3.1.

Definition 3.4. For any f € F5(S) we write (f)o, (f)oc, and (f) for the zero divisor
(flRrs)o, the polar divisor(f|rs )0, and the divisor f|r, ), respectively; sefl3].

Notice that all these divisors lie Divy(Rg). Obviously,supp((f)e) = f~1(00) C Rg
and supp((f)o) = f1(0) N Rg. Likewise we define the corresponding divisors for
functionsg € G5(.5), but in this case they do not lie iBiv;(Rg) unless(g) = 1. In

fact, 3((9)o) = (9)co-

The following Gunning-Narasimhan’s type result for ralaty compactJ-invariant
domains is required for later purposes. A general theorethignline for non-orientable
Riemann surfaces will be shown later in Sec. 6; see Theorém 6.

Proposition 3.5. Let ¥ be a relatively compaci-invariant open subset iN/. Then there
exists a nowhere-vanishing holomorphidormr on W such thati*(r) = 7.

Proof. Since the same argument applies separately to each codrectgonent, we may
assume thalV is a domain.

Take a nowhere-vanishing holomorphieform 7, on A/ (see [18]). If 7y + J*(79)
vanishes everywhere div’, then it suffices to set := u7y|y. Otherwise, by the Identity
Principle 71 := (10 + J*(70))|w has finitely many zeros on the compact €t hence
on . Denote byD the divisor associated to |y;. Sincer; € Q5(1W) we can write
D = D13(Dy), wheresupp(D1) Nsupp(J(D1)) = 0. SinceN \ W is a non-empty open
set, then the Riemann-Roch Theorem furnishes a meromaiyiition ~ on N such that
hls is holomorphic andhly)o = Di. SetH := h-hoJ € Fy5(N) and observe that
(Hl37)o = D. We finish by setting := 7 /(H |w ). O

From now on in this section, |é¥ andr be as in Proposition 3.5 such th&atc 1. The
following notions do not depend on the chodénandr.

Definition 3.6. We denote by

e () 5(S) the real vectorial space df-formsé of type(1,0) on S such thatd/r €
fh,j(S), and

e (2, 5(5) the real vectorial space af-formsé of type(1,0) on .S such thatf/r €
fm,j(s)'

Define as above the associated divis@hs and (f)., of zeros and poles, respectively,
for any6 € Q, 5(S). Likewise, denote byf) = (%6)):0 the divisor off, and notice that all
these divisors lie iDivy(.S).

Definition 3.7. We shall say that

e afunctionf € F 5(S) can be approximated in thé” topology onS by functions
in Fy, (W) if there exists{ f, }nen C Fy 5(W) such that{|| fn|s — fllo,s tnen — 0,
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e afunctionf € F,, 5(S) can be approximated in th&” topology onS by functions
in Fu s (W) if there exists{ f,, }nen C Fm (W) such thatf,|s — f € Fy(S) for
all nand{|| fnls — fllo,s tnen — 0 (in particular, (f,)s = (f)o 0N.S° for all n),

e al-form@ € Qy 5(S) can be approximated in thé” topology onS by 1-forms in
Qp (W) if there exists{0, },en C Qy 5(W) such that{||60,,|s — 8]o,s }neny — 0,

e al-form6 € Q,5(S) can be approximated in thé topology onS by 1-forms in
Qu (W) if there exists{0, }nen C Qi 5(W) such that,|s — 6 € Qy 5(.5) for all
nand{||6,|s — 00,5 tneny — 0 (in particular (6,,)c = (#) 0on S° for all n), and

e afunctiong € G5(S) can be approximated in thé® topology onS by functions
in G5(WW) if there exists{ g, }nen C G3(WW) such thaty,, — g is holomorphic on (a
neighborhood off2s and {|(gx|s — gllo,s }nen — 0.

We define the notions of approximation in tfé topology of vectorial functions and
1-forms in a similar way.

Definition 3.8. A functionf: S — K" (K = R, C, or C, n € N) is said to besmoothif
f|rs admits a smooth extensigp to an open domai’ in ' containingRg, and for any
component: of C's and any open analytical Jordan aftin N containingc, f|, admits a
smooth extensiolfis to § satisfying thatfs|v s = folvns-

Definition 3.9. A vectorial1-form © of type(1,0) on S is said to besmoothif © /7: S —
C" is smooth in the sense of Def. 3.8.

Definition 3.10. Given a smooth functiofi € F,,, 5(S)UG5(.S), we denote byif thel-form
of type(1,0) given by

df|rs = 0(f|rs) and dfarw = (f 0 a)'(z)dz[arv

for any componenty of Cs, where (U,z = x + wy) is any conformal chart on\V'
satisfying thatz(a« N U) € R = {y = 0} (the existence of such a conformal chart is
guaranteed by the analyticity af). Notice thatdf is well defined and smooth. Furthermore,
df|o(t) = (f o) (t)dt for any component of C's, wheret is any smooth parameter along
.

If f € Fauy(S) is a smooth function, thedf belongs t0Qy, 5(S) (to Qy5(S) if
f € Fy5(9)).

A smooth 1-form 6 € Q. 5(S) is said to beexactif § = df for some smooth
f € Fu3(S), or equivalently iff,y 0 = 0forally € Hi(S,Z). The exactness of vectorial
1-forms inQy, 5(S)", n € N, is defined in the same way.

3.2. Conformal minimal immersions on J-admissible subsetslet us begin this
subsection by generalizing the notion of conformal miniimaiersion to maps defined
on J-admissible sets; see Def. 3.2, and also Def. 2.3 for netatio

Definition 3.11. A mapX: S — R? is said to be ageneralized non-orientable minimal
immersionif the J-invariant map

X:=Xon7|s: S = R3 (see Def.2.4)
is smooth (see Def. 3.8), and satisfies that

e X|r, € M5(Rs) (see Def. 2.6) and
e X|c, is regular; that is to sayX|, is a regular curve for ale C Cs.
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In this case, we also say that is anJ-invariant generalized minimal immersicand write

Notice thatX|s € Mg 5(S) for all X € Mj5(S).

Let X € M ;5(S)andletw: Csg — R3 be asmooth normal fieldlongC's with respect
to X; this means that for any (analytical) arc-length paramettiv(s) C Cg, w(a(s)) is
smooth, unitary, and orthogonal t& o «)’(s), = extends smoothly to any open analytical
arc in N containinga, andw is tangent taX on 3N S.

Letn: Rg — S? denote the Gauss map of the (oriented) conformal minimalénsion
X|rs. The normal fieldw is said to beorientablewith respect toX if for any regular
embedded curve C S and arc-length parametrizatioXi o a(s) of X o «, there exists a
constan® € {—1, 1} (depending on the parametrization) such that

(X o a)(so) x w(a(sg)) = dn(a(sg)) forall sp € a™1(Cs N Rg).

If zo is orientable,« is a connected component 6%, andé = 1, thens is said to be a
positivearc-length parameter of o o with respect tow. Positive arc-length parameters
with respect taw on regular curves id's are unique up to translations.

If = is orientable with respect t& , we denote by, : S — S? C R? the smooth map
given byn_|r, = nand(ngoa)(s) := (X oa)’(s) x w(a(s)), wherea is any component
of C's ands is the positive arc-length parameterXfo o with respect taw. By definition,
n, is said to be th€generalized) Gauss mapf X associated to the orientable smooth
normal fieldzw. Obviously, ifw is orientable then-w is orientable as well anal,, = n_ .

Definition 3.12. We denote byM ;(5) the space of marked immersions; := (X, w),
whereX € M, 5(S) andw is an orientable smooth normal field alodg; with respect to
X such thatw o 3 = —w, or equivalently,

(3.2) Ny oJ=—ng.

Remark 3.13. Marked minimal immersions play the role®invariant conformal minimal
immersions ofi-admissible subsets infR?. They will be the natural initial conditions for
the Mergelyan approximation theorem in Sec. 5.

Let X € M 5(S), and letd. X, = (¢;)i=1.2.3 be the complex vectoridl-form on S

given by
0Xz|rs = 0(X|Rs), 0Xz(a(s)) = dX(a/(s)) +1(s);

wherea is a component of's and s is the positive arc-length parameter &fo o with
respecttas. If (U, z = z+uy) is a conformal chart o/ such thatNU = 2~ (RNz(U)),
itis clear that(0X 5 )|anw = [dX (/(s)) 4 1(s)] s’ (z)dz|anu, henced X, € Qp 5(S5)3.

Furthermore, the function

3
b1 — 1y
is continuous onS, meromorphic on an open neighborhood ®§ in N\, and formally

satisfies (2.8); hencg € G5(S) provided thaty—! ({0, c}) C Rg. Further,g is nothing but
the stereographic projection of the Gauss mgpof X .

G:S—C, §=

Obviously, <;3j is smooth onS, ;7 = 1,2,3, and the same occurs f@r provided that
3 1({0,<}) C Rg (see Def. 3.8 and 3.9). In additiod.X,, formally satisfies (2.3),
(2.4), (2.5), andr(¢;) is an exact real-form on S, j = 1,2, 3; hence we also have that
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X(P) = X(Q) + %fcl;(éj)j:l,zg, P, Q € S. For these reasonsj, ¢3) will be said the
generalized Weierstrass davh X . Sinced X, andg formally satisfy (2.4) and (2.8), then
one can introduce thgeneralized complex Gauss m@p S — RP? of X associated tav;
see Def. 2.8.

Notice thatX |z, € M3(Rs), hence(¢;)j=123 := (@]RS)FLM andg := g|g, are
obviously the Weierstrass data and the complex Gauss mapgf, respectively.

The space\/lzﬂ(S) is naturally endowed with the following' topology:
Definition 3.14. Given X, Yz € M 5(S), we set
X = Yellis = [|1X = Ylos + [|0Xs — 0Y[|, o (see(3.1)).

GivenF' € M;(S), we denote byzr the conormal field of” alongCs. Notice thatew
satisfies3.2)and0F |s = 0F,, whereF . := (Fl|g,wp) € M 5(S).

GivenF, G € M;(S), we set
| F - XWHLS = HFWF - XWHLS and |F'— GHLS = HFWF - GWGHLS-

Definition 3.15. We shall say thak ., € M;,j(S) can be approximated in th@' topology
on S by J-invariant conformal minimal immersions it5(W) if for any e > 0 there exists
Y € M5(W) such thatllY — X5 |[1,5 <e.

If X, € M;J(S), then the group homomorphism

px.: Hi(S,Z) = R?, px_(v) = 3/9Xw7
Y

is said to be theeneralized flux mapf X . Notice thatp x_ satisfies (2.9). Obviously,
PXw, = Py, (s,z) Provided thatX = Y|s for someY” € Mj(S).

4. Approximation results

Throughout this section§ ¢ A will denote anJ-admissible subset, aridl” a relatively
compacti-invariant open subset @f containings.

In this section we state and prove several preliminary afpration results that will be
key in the proof of the main theorem, in Sec. 5. In particulammas 4.2 and 4.6 deal with
functions inF,, 5(S) andG(S), respectively. We begin with the following

Lemma4.1. Forany f € Fy 5(S) and integral divisorD € Div;(.S) with supp(D) C S°,
there exists{ f, }nen C Fm3(W) such thatf,|s — f € Fy5(S) and (fn|s — f) = D for
alln e N> and{||fn|$ - f”O,S}nGN — 0.

Proof. By classical approximation results (see [9, Theorem 4.4 f&dails), there exists a
sequence of meromorphic functiofa,,: W — C},en such thath,|s — f: S — C is
continuous orf and holomorphic in a neighborhood Bk, (h,|s — f) > D, Vn € N (see

Def. 3.4), and{||hn|s — fllo.s}nen — 0. Sincef o3 = f and D is J-invariant, then the
sequencgh, o J: W — C},eny meets the same properties. Therefore, it suffices to set
fn = %(hn +hyoJ)foralln e N. O

Let us prove the following deeper approximation result tordtions inFy, 5(5):
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Lemma 4.2. Let f € F,5(S) vanishing nowhere oy \ S° = (bRg) U Cg, and let
D € Divy(S) an integral divisor withsupp(D) C S°.

Then there exist§f,, }nen C Fn3(W) satisfying thatf,,|s — f € Fy5(S), (fn) = (f)
onW,and(f,|s — f) > Dforalln € N,and{| fu|s — fllo,s }nen — 0. In particular, f,,
is holomorphic and vanishes nowhereldn\ S° for all n € N.

Proof. Since the space of smooth functions is dens&.in;(S) under theC” topology, we
can assume that is smooth. Furthermore, since the same argument appliesagely to
each connected component, we may assumé&thita domain.

Let us begin the proof with the following reduction:

Claim 4.3. It suffices to prove the lemma just for nowhere-vanishingtfans in 7 5(5).

Proof. Assume that the lemma holds for nowhere-vanishing funstiogFy 5(5).

Take anyf € Fn3(S) and D € Divg(S) as in the statement of the lemma, and
write (f) = D13(D;), wheresupp(D1) N supp(J(Dy1)) = (. Since W is relatively
compact in the open Riemann surfatg then the Riemann-Roch theorem furnishes a
meromorphic functiorhy on NV with (hgly;) = Di. The functionF := f/(ho(ho ©J))
lies in 7, 5(S) and vanishes nowhere ¢h By our assumption, there exists a sequence of
nowhere vanishing function§F), },cn in Fy 5(1W) approximatingF’ on S and satisfying
(F — F,) > Dy, whereDy € Divg(S) is any given integral divisor withupp(D3) C S°
andDy > DD '3(Dy) !

If we choosef,, := F,ho(hgoJ) € Fny(W), one has thaf,|s — f € Fy3(5),
(fnls — f) = D and(f,) = (f) forall n € N, and{ f,, } nen approximatesf on S. O

In the sequel we will assume thate Fy 5(.5) and has no zeros.

By the isomorphism (2.2), there exists= €, 5(W) such that

4.1 df/f = [ 7 Vy € H1(S,Z),
(4.1) Af/f / Y € Hi(8,7)
and

(4.2) 271T /Tez Yy € Hi(W,Z).

Here we have taken into account thais assumed to be smoot’ml(S Z) is a natural
subgroup of#H;(W,Z) (recall thatS is Runge inW) and f df/f € 7z for all

v E H1(57 Z)
We need the following

2m

Claim 4.4. There exist a nowhere vanishing functien € 7y 5(W) and a function
u € Fy5(S5) such thatdlog(v) = 7, du = f/df — 7|g, andf = ve™.

Proof. To constructy, fix Py € W and notice thaft fJ(PO 7 = 0 independently on the arc
connectingP, andJ(F,). Indeed, take any oriented Jordan arc W with initial point P
and final pointJ(Fy), and simply observe that

/7-_/7-_/"* —/ T:—/T—|—2k:m, keZ.
v
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For the last equality, take into account that J.(v) € H1(W,Z) and (4.2).

3(Py)
Therefore, the well defined functian:= e/ ™2 /7 " lies inFy 5(W), and obviously
satisfiesilog(v) = .

To constructu, recall thatdf / f — 7|g lies in Q, 5(S) and is exact; see (4.1). For each
connected component of S, fix Po € C and setu|c := Ac + fPC(f/df — 1), where the
constantd¢ € C is chosen so thatf — ve*!)(P) = 0. Since the functiom: := f/(e%v)
is locally constant or$ (just observe thaf log(x) = 0) andx(P¢) = 1 for any connected
componentC of S, we infer thatx = 1, that is to say/ = ve" onS.

The factsf, v|s € Fy5(S) imply thatu o 3 = @ + 2mm for somem € Z. Up to
replacingu andv for u — mm ande™ v, respectively, we get that € F 5(S) and the
functionsu andv solve the claim. O

Letu € Fy5(S) andv € Fy5(W) like in the previous claim. By Lemma 4.1, there
exists{hy }neny C Fy5(W) such thath,, — u) > D for all n, {||hn|s — ullo,s}nen — O.
To conclude, it suffices to s¢t, := ey for all n. O

We now derive the analogous approximation resultiféorms inQy, 5(.5).

Lemma 4.5. Let 6 € Q, 5(S) vanishing nowhere oi% \ S°, and consider an integral
divisor D € Div5(S) with supp(D) C S°.

Then there exist§d), } nen € QO 5(W) satisfying that,, — 6 € Qy 5(5), (6, —0) > D,
and (6,) = () onW for all n € N, and{||0,|s — 00,5 }nen — 0. In particular, 6,, is
holomorphic and vanishes nowhere Bn\ S° for all n € N.

Proof. Let 7 € Qy 5(1V) having no zeros (see Proposition 3.5). Lapet 0/7 € F, 5(5),
and notice thatf) = (6); in particular f has no zeros 06\ S°. By Lemma 4.2, there exists

{fn}neN in fm,j(W) such tha‘{an‘S_fHO,S}neN — Oand(fn) = (f) and(fn_f) > D
onW for all n € N. It suffices to seb,, := f,7 € Qy 5(W) for all n € N. O

We finish this section by proving a similar approximationutegor functions inG;(S).

Lemma4.6. Letg € G3(S) vanishing nowhere oA\ S°, and letD € Div;(S) an integral
divisor withsupp(D) C S°.
Then there exist$g, }nen C G3(W) satisfying thatg, — ¢ is holomorphic onRg,

(gn —9) > D, (gn) = (9) on W for all n € N, and {||gn|s — gllo,s}nen — 0. In
particular, g,, is holomorphic and vanishes nowheredn\ S° for all n € N.

Proof. Since smooth functions are densejin;(.S) with respect to th€® topology, we can
suppose without loss of generality thats smooth. Furthermore, since the same argument
applies separately to each connected component, we mayeasbkatil” is a domain.

Claim 4.7. It suffices to prove the lemma just for nowhere-vanishingtfans inG;(S).

Proof. Assume thatg) # 1. Then, consider a non constant meromorphic functiaom
N satisfyingh o 3 = 1/h and (hl7) = (g). To constructh, write (g) = D1J(D1) ",
whereD; is an integral divisor angupp (D7) N supp(J(D1)) = 0. SinceN \ W is open,
the Riemann-Roch theorem provides a meromorphic funddan N with (H|y7) = D;.
Settingh = H/H o J we are done.
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The functionf = g/h: S — C lies in G5(S) and is nowhere vanishing. By our
assumption, there exists a sequence of nowhere vanishiragidos { f,, } nen in G5 (W)
approximatingf on S, and satisfying thaf,,|s — f is holomorphic onRgs and(f, — f) >
D(g)~! for all n.

Choosingg, := fuh € Gn3(W), one has thay,|s — ¢ is holomorphic onRg,
(9nls —g) = D and(gy,) = (g) for alln € N, and{g, } neny approximateg on S. O
In the sequel we will suppose thais nowhere vanishing.

Notice thatidg/g € €y 5(W). Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 4.2, there exists a
holomorphicl-form 7 € € 5(W) such that

(4.3) /zdg/g = /7’ Vy € Hi(S,Z)
gl v

and
1

(4.4) —/Tez Yy € Hi(W, 7).
27 J,

We need the following

Claim 4.8. There exist a nowhere vanishing holomorphice G5(W) and a function
u € Fy5(S5) such thatdlog(v) = —u7, du = 1dg/g — 7|s, andg = ve™"".

Proof. To constructv, fix Py € W and reasoning as in Claim 4.4 observe that

%éR(fgo(P“)r) € Z independently on the arc connectidgy and J3(F,). The function
L (3(Pp)
v = ¢ InEn T is well defined (see (4.4)), nowhere vanishing, and satisfies
dlog(v) = —ur. Furthermore,
- 1 I(Po)
(4.5) v(voJ) = +1, depending on whether (R 7) is even or odd.
s Py

To constructu we proceed as in Claim 4.4. Take into account thig/g — 7|s lies in
y5(5) and is exact, see (4.3). For each connected compa@nents, fix P € C and set
ulo = Ac+fpc (vdg/g—T), whereAx € Cis chosen so thdy —ve™")(P¢) = 0. Since
k= g/(ve™™) is locally constant or¥ andrx(P¢) = 1 for any connected compone@tof
S, we infer thats = 1 andg = ve "™ on S.

The factsy € G3(S) and (4.5) imply that o 3 = @ + mn for somem € Z. SinceJ is
an involution, we infer thatn = 0, u € F 5(5), andv(v 0 J) = —1; see (4.5).

The functionsu andwv solve the claim. O

By Lemma 4.1, there exists a sequende,},en C Fy5(W) such that{|h,|s —
ullo,s }nen — 0 and(h, —u)o > D for all n € N. The sequence of nowhere vanishing
functions{g,, := e """ v},en C Gy 5(W) proves the lemma. O

5. Runge-Mergelyan’s Theorem for non-orientable minimal sirfaces

In this section we prove the main result of the paper (Thedrdéin Most of the technical
computations are contained in the following Lemma 5.1; Taen5.6 will follow by a
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recursive application of it. In particular, Lemma 5.1 dealth the problem of controlling
the periods in the approximation procedure.

Lemma 5.1. Let S c N be anJ-admissible subset, ld8” be a relatively compach-
invariant domain in\" with finite topology, containing, and let® = (¢;);=1,23 be a
smooth triple in®; 5(5)* such thaty~?_, ¢2 = 0 and>>7_, |¢;|* vanishes nowhere aft

Then @ can be approximated in th€ topology onS by a sequence(®, =
(Bjn)j=1.23tnen C Qy3(W)3 meeting the following requirements:

(i) ¢3,, vanishes nowhere oW \ Rg. Furthermore,(¢s,|r) = (¢3|r) € Div(E) for
any connected componehtof Rg such thatp; does not vanish everywhere éh
(i) Y7, ¢%, =0andy 7, |¢;.|* vanishes nowhere div.
(i) @, — disexactons forall n € N.

Proof. Denote by
?3
¢1 — 12’
and recall thayy o 3 = —1/g; see Sec. 3.2. This implies in particular thak, is not
constant, but it could be locally constant. We rule out thusgibility in the following claim.

g:

Claim 5.2. Without loss of generality, it can be assumed thiat is not constant for any
connected componefit of Rg.

Proof. Assume that the lemma holds whegis non-constant on every connected component
of Rg, and let us show that it also holds in the general case.

We discuss first the following particular case.
Case 1If g vanishes everywhere on no connected componeRkothen the lemma holds.

Indeed, letE be a connected component &fs such thatg|r is constant. By our
assumption,

(5.2) gle # 0,00, andgs| g is nowhere vanishing.

SincegoJ = —1/g, thenENJ(E) = (. Label E1,3(E1),..., Ex, I(Ey) the family of
connected components of Rg such thay|g is constant.

Denote byA; = Ug?:lEj and byAs = Rg \ (A1 UJ(A1)). Let B; be a homology basis
of H1(A1,Z) and denote by; € N the number of elements ii;. Denote byO(A;) the
space of holomorphic functions; — C.

For eachh € O(A,), consider the holomorphic function adeform on A; given by

(5.2) g(h) = (g +h) and gy(h) = L "g,.

LetP: O(A;) — C?* be theperiod mapgiven by

P(h) = (/c(g(h)gbg(h) — 993, ¢3(h) —¢3))Ce&'

Notice thatP(\h) = 0 for any A € C and anyh € O(A1) with P(h) = 0. SinceO(A4)
has infinite dimension, then there exists a non-constamtiumh € P~1(0) € O(A;). Let
{\}nen € C\ {0} be any sequence converging to zero, and define

(5.3) hp := Ah € P71(0) foralln € N.
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Obviously, {h, }nen — 0 in the C° topology onAy; hence without loss of generality we
can assume that

(5.4) g(hy,) andes(hy,) vanish nowhere o\, for all n.
Choose smooth,, € G;(5) and¢s ,, € 4 5(S) such that

nlny = 9(hn), gnlrs =9, O3nla; = @3(hn), 30la, = P3,

and {¥,, },en C Q43(S) converges tod in the C° topology onS; where ¥, are the
Weierstrass data associated (ig,, ¢3,) Vvia (2.7). Notice that(¢s,) = (¢3) for all
n; see (5.1) and (5.4). Observe that (5.2) and (5.3) imply that— & is exact on
Rs = Ay UTJ(A1) U Ag. Furthermore, up to a slight smooth deformatiorygfand ¢s ,,
over(Cg, we can also assume thé, — ® is exact onS for all n € N.

By our assumptions, the lemma holds for the trifg, for all n € N. To finish, use a
standard diagonal argument.

Case 2.If g vanishes everywhere on some connected componerits athen the lemma
holds.

Call Ay # 0 the union of those connected componentszgfon whichg is identically
0 or oo, and notice thats|,, vanishes everywhere anbl,, is exact. Take a sequence
{A,}nen € O(3,R) converging to the identity matrix such that the third conade of
(®|a,) - A, vanishes everywhere on no connected componem,of Choose a smooth
O, € Qy5(5)? such tha®, |a, := (P|ay) - Ans Onlrg\Ag = PlRg\Ay» On — P is exact on
S, and{O, },eny — @ in the C° topology onS. Since the third coordinate &,, vanishes
everywhere on no connected componenkgf the conclusion of Lemma 5.1 holds for each
O,; take into account Case 1. By a diagonal argument, it alsdstfor ® and we are done.

This proves the claim. O

From now on, we assume thatis non-constant on every connected componemef
Let us check the following

Claim 5.3. Without loss of generality, it can be assumed thatand d(¢;/¢;) vanish
nowhere onbRg) U Cg, for all 4,j € {1,2,3}, ¢ # j. In particular, g vanishes nowhere
onCg; henceg € G5(S).

Proof. Let M; D M, D ... be a sequence GFinvariant compact regions i such that
My is a tubular neighborhood d®s in W for all n € N, M,, ¢ M;_, for alln € N,
NnenM, = Rg, ® holomorphically extends td/;, Z?Zl |¢;|? vanishes nowhere o/,
and¢; andd(¢;/¢;) vanish nowhere ohM,,, for all i, j € {1,2,3}, i # j, n € N (recall
that g is constant over no connected componenkgfby Claim 5.2). In addition, choose
M, so thatS,, := M,, U Cgs C W is anJ-admissible set iV’ and~ \ M, is a non-empty
Jordan arc, for any componenbf Cs. Observe tha€'s, = Cs \ M., foralln € N.

Let (hn,¥3n) € G3(Sn) x Qy5(S,) be any smooth couple meeting the following
requirements:

o (hn,¥3n)lrs, = (9,93)|rs, and Z?Zl 1;.,* vanishes nowhere ofi,; where
U, = (Yjn)j=123 € Qya(S,)? are the Weierstrass data associate@tn s ,,)
via (2.7).

e 1, andd(v; /1) vanish nowhere ofibRg, ) U Cs,, for all i,5 € {1,2,3},
i j.
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e U,|s — ®isexact onsS.
o the sequencéV,, |s}nen C Q4 5(S)3 converges ta in theC? topology onS.

The existence of such sequence follows from similar argisnas those in Claim 5.2;
just use classical approximation results by smooth funstito suitably extend the couple

(.g’ ¢3)|Rsn to CSn'

If we assume that the lemma holds for the triglg and theJ-admissible sef,,, for all
n € N, then, using again a standard diagonal argument, we canthad it also holds for
the triple ®. O

From now on, we assume thaj andd(¢;/¢;) vanish nowhere obRs) U Cg, for all
i,j €{1,2,3},i # j.
Let Wg € W be a domain of finite topology such théitc Wgs andi.: H(S,Z) —

H1(Ws,Z) is an isomorphism, where as usualS — Wy denotes the inclusion map.
Denote byr = 215 + 1, 1y € N, the number of generators @f,(S,Z) of S. Take an

J-basisBs = {co,c1,...,¢0y,d1,...,dy, } Of the homology group with real coefficients
H1(S,R) = H,(Wg,R); see Def. 2.5.

Recall that
(5.5) Ji(cj) = —¢; and J.(d;) =d;, forallj.

For any couple of functionghy, hy) € Fy 5(W)?, denote by®(hy, ho) the Weierstrass
data onS associated to the paie’ g, e"2¢3) by (2.7); that is,

®(hy, hy) = <1< 1 —emlg) , 1( ! —|—e’h1g) , 1> 2.

2\ethig 2\ethig

Observe tha® (1, ha) € Q4 5(S)3, and so, by (5.5),

(5.6) /@(hl,hQ)GzR?’ and /Q)(hl,hz)e]R?’ Vj and(hy, ha).
c dj

J
The same happens in particular to the trile= ©(0, 0).
Denote byP: Fy 5(W)? — R0 3 = R3v0+3 x R3"0 the period mapgiven by

— Cx _ _
(5.7) P(h1, hy) = ([J/cjcb(hl,hQ) @]je{o,“wo}, [/dj ®(hy, hy) @]
Notice that®(h, hy) satisfies items (i) and (i) in the lemma; if in additi@hhq, ha) = 0,
then it also meets item (jii) (take into account (5.6)). Oe tther hand, endowing the real
spaceF; 5(W)? with the maximum norm, one has that the period rfapbove is Fréchet
differentiable.

The key to the proof of Lemma 5.1 is to show that the Frécheivaldre of P has
maximal rank equal t6v, + 3 at (0, 0).

je{l,...,u0}>'

Claim 5.4. The Fiechet derivatived: F, 5(W)? — R%0*3 of P at (0,0) has maximal
rank.
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Proof. We proceed by contradiction. Assume thét7, 5(1W)?) is contained in a linear
subspace

U= {([(xcj,k)k 1,2,3)5=0,...0> (@ o )k=1,2,3)j=1,...00) € ROOT3:

Z (Z )\cj,kxcj,k + Z )\d kxd k> } C RGI/(H»?,’

k=1 5=0

where)., » and),; ;. are real numbers for afl andk, not all of them equal to zero. L&t
be the element of the homology group with complex coefficgiéht(S, C) given by

1) 1)
(5.8) Te=—13 AeykCi+ D A udj, k=1,2,3.

Since A(Fy, 5(W)?) C U, then

(5.9 —/ hos + / h¢r =0 forall h e ch(W)
Iy I's
and
(5.10) / hey +/ hea +/ h¢z =0 forall h e Fys(W).
I I'y I's

Let us show that'; = 0.

Indeed, reason by contradiction and assume Fhat# 0. Denote by¥; = {f €
Fos(W): (f) > (¢1)*}. By Claim 5.3, the functionif /¢, lies in Fy 5(S). Therefore,
for any f € ¥, Lemma 4.1 applies and insures thi#f ¢, can be approximated in th#
topology onFy 5(.S) by functions inFy 5(W). As a consequence, equation (5.9) can be
applied formally toh = df /¢, implying that

¢2df =0 forall f €Y.
r; $1
By Claim 5.3 one can integrate by parts in the above equatidroatain that
do\
(5.11) / fd<¢1> —0 forall f €.

Sincel'; # 0, the isomorphism (2.2) gives a holomorphiform € QW(W) such that

(5.12) /F € R\ {0);

take into account (5.8) and (5.5).

On the other hand, sincE” is open and relatively compact i, then there exists

u € Fy5(W) such thal(r + du)o > (¢1)?(d(¢2/1)); use Riemann-Roch theorem. Set
T+ du

d(¢2/¢1)

(see Claim 5.3) and note thafy) > (¢1)?. By Lemma 4.1,f, can be approximated in the

C topology onFy 5(S) by functions inS;; hence equation (5.11) can be applied formally
to f = fo, giving that0 = [.. (7 + du) = [;., 7; contradicting (5.12).

fo = € Fy3(5)
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Therefore 'y = 0 and equation (5.9) becomes

(5.13) / hgr =0 forall h € Fy5(W).
Iy

Next we show thaf'; = 0. As above, reasoning by contradiction, we can findfarm

7 € Qy 5(W) and a functioru € Fy 5(WW) such that

(5.14) /P T

and(7 + du)o > (¢2). In this case, we set

see Claim 5.3. By Lemma 4.1, one can approxiniata the C° topology onF 5(S) by
functions inF, 5(W); hence (5.13) formally applies to giving that0 = fF2 (T 4+ du) =
Jr, 7 which contradicts (5.14).

Finally, sincel’; = I'; = 0, then (5.10) becomef., hps = 0 for all . € Fy 5(W). The
same argument as that in the previous paragraph givef'shat0 as well.

Sincel'y, = 0for all k = 1,2, 3, then (5.8) implies thak., , = 0 = Ay, x for all j andk.
This contradiction finishes the proof. O

Let {e1,..., €643} be a basis oR0*3. For anyj € {1,...,619 + 3} choose
H; = (hij,haj) € A7 (e;) C Fy3(W)?, and denote byd: RO 3 — RO+ the
analytical map given by

6r9+3

Q((w5)j=1,....600+3) :7)( Zl xjHj)v
j=

where P is the period map (5.7). Claim 5.4 guarantees that the diffeal of O at
0 € R%*3 js an isomorphism; hence there exists a closed EuclidedriUbat R60+3
centered at the origin, satisfying th@t: U — Q(U) is an analytical diffeomorphism. In
particular,0 = Q(0) lies in the interior ofQ(U).

On the other hand, taking into account Claim 5.3, LemmasmdSia6 furnish a sequence
{(Una¢3,n)}neN - gj(W) X Qh’j(W) such that

(5.15) (on) =(9) and (y3,) = (¢3) € Divz(Rg) foralln e N,
and
(5.16) {(ons¥3.0)|s nen — (g, ¢3) intheC topology onsS.

For any couple of function§y, hs) € Fy 5(W)?, we denote by, (hy, ha) € Qy 5(W)3
the Weierstrass data associated to the @it o, €213 ,) by (2.7); that is to say,

walinate) = (5 (Gma — e 0n) 5 (G + o) 1) v

2 \eig, 2 \ethig,

By (5.5), one has thafCi W, (h1,hy) € 1R? and fdj U, (h1,hs) € R3, for all j and
(h1,he) € Fy5(W)2 Denote byP,,: Fy3(W)? — R6»0t3 = R30+3 » R3%0 the period
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map given by
(5.17)
Prn(hi,he) = (| | Up(hy,hy) — P , U, (hy,he) — ® ,
( ! 2) ([\S/ ( ! 2) }jE{O,...,uo} |:A] ( ! 2) }je{l,...,uo})

Cj

and notice thaP, is Fréchet differentiable if we endow the real spage; (W)? with the
maximum norm.

Denote byQ,, : R6»0+3 — R6»0+3 the analytical map given by

610+3
Q0 (%) j=1... 6v043) = Pn( 3 :chj) forall n € N.
j=1

Since{Q, }nen — Q uniformly on compact subsets &0+3, thenQ,,: U — Q,,(U) is

an analytical diffeomorphism arde Q,,(U) for all n > n, for somen, € N. Denote by
Yn = (Yjn)j=1,...610+3 the unique point i/ mapped td by Q,,, n > ny. SinceQ(0) = 0,

then

(5.18) the sequency,, } >, CcOnverges to.

Set
6rn+3 _ 6vg+3 N

gn = X Vinhlig € GyTT) and gy, = et Wiy e Qy 5(),
for all n > ng. Denote byd,, the Weierstrass data dif associated to the pafp,,, ¢3 )
by (2.7),n > ng, and let us check that the sequerds, },,>,, solves the lemma. Indeed,
{®,, }>n, CcOnverges ta in theC’ topology onsS by (5.16) and (5.18). Sinc@,,(y,,) = 0,
then®,, — & is exact onS. Finally, conditions Lemma 5.1-(i) and (ii) are ensured by
(5.15). O

By a minor modification of the proof of Lemma 5.1, we can obttie analogous
approximation result for Weierstrass data with a fixed congod1-form. This will be
very useful for applications; see Sec. 6.

Lemma 5.5. In Lemma 5.1 one can choosg, = ¢3 for all n € N, provided thates
extends holomorphically tdl”, vanishes everywhere on no connected componeRisof
and vanishes nowhere @ry.

Proof. Reasoning as in the proof of Claim 5.3, it can be assumed utifbas of generality
that ¢; andd(¢;/¢;) vanish nowhere otibRs) U Cg, for all 7,5 € {1,2,3}, i # j. In
this case, we tak@-admissible set$,, as those in the proof of Claim 5.3, and replace the
Weierstrass datgy, ¢3) on .S,, by suitable(h,,, ¢3) for all n € N.

As in Claim 5.4, one can now check that the Fréchet derigadiv 7, 5(TW) — R0 +2
of the period maP: Fiy 5(W) — R¥o+2 = R¥0+2 x {0} ¢ RO»0+3, P(h) := P(h,0), at
h = 0 has maximal rank; wher@ is the map (5.7). Then fix a bas{gi,...,e4,12}
of R*0+2 and for anyj € {1,...,41 + 2} choose a functiord; € A~'(e;) C

Fy5(W) . Denote byQ: R*0+2 — R%*0+2 the analytic mapQ((x;)j=1.. 4vpr2) =
P(Zj:l,...,4zxo+2 xjHj).
Write

(5.19) (#3lws) = D13(D1)
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wehresupp(D1) N supp(J(Dy)) = 0. SinceW is relatively compact inV/, the Riemann-
Roch theorem provides a holomorphic functiéfy: W — C such that(H,) = D;. Set
H := Hy/3(H), and notice thatl is a meromorphic function oW, (H) = D1J3(D;)~!,
andH o J = 1/H. Sinceg vanishes nowhere afi \ S°, theng/H € G5(S) does; hence
Lemma 4.6 furnishes a sequenge, },en C G5(W) such that(p,,) = (g) € Div(S5°) for
alln € Nand{p,|s}nen — g/H in theC' topology onS. Seto,, := p,H € G3(W) and
notice that

(5.20) (on) = (9)D13(Dy)~ L, foralln €N,

and {o,|s}nen — ¢ in the C° topology onS. Observe that (5.19) and (5.20) ensure
that threel-forms of the Weierstrass data associated by (2.7) to the (pai ¢3) are
holomorphic and have no common zeros.

Denote byP,, : Fy, 5(W) — R*¥0+2 = R%0+2 » {0} ¢ RO+3 the period map given by
Pn(h) = Pyn(h,0), whereP, is the map (5.17), and denote B, : R*0+2 —, R40+2 the

analytical mapQy, ((z;)j—1....avp+2) = Pn(32;2 2 H;) for all n € N. To conclude the
proof, we argue as in the proof of Lemma 5.1. O

We are now ready to state and prove the main result of thisrpaideorem 1.1 is a
particular instance of the following

Theorem 5.6 (Runge-Mergelyan’s Theorem for non-orientable minimalfates) Let

S C N be anJ-admissible subset (see Def. 3.2), fet, € M 5(S5) (see Def. 3.12),
and letp: H1(N,Z) — R3 be a group homomorphism such thal.(y)) = —p(y)

for all v € H1(N,Z), and p|y, (sz) is the generalized flux mapy_ of X,. Write

X = (X = (Xj)j=1,23 @), 0X = (¢;)j=1,2,3 andp = (p;);=1,2,3-

Then the following assertions hold:

() X, can be approximated in th@! topology onS by J-invariant conformal minimal
immersionsY” = (Yj)=1,23: N — R3 such thatpy = p anddY3 vanishes nowhere
on N\ Rg. Furthermore,Y can be chosen so th&dYs|gp) = (¢3]r) € Div(E) for
any connected componehtof Rg such thatps does not vanish everywhere éh

(1) If ¢3 is not identically zero and extends #g as a holomorphicl-form without
real periods, vanishing nowhere afis, and satisfyingps(y) = Sf,y o3 for all

v € H1(N,Z), thenX,, can be approximated in th@' topology onS by J-invariant
conformal minimal immersions” = (Y;)j-123: N' — R3 with flux mappy = p
and third coordinate functioys = X3.

Proof. We begin with the following assertion.

Claim 5.7. There exists a connectédadmissible subse¥ ¢ A such thatkR; = Rs and
Cgs D Cg; thatisto say,S is constructed by adding a finite family of Jordan arcssto

Proof. If S is connected choosg = S.

Assume thafS is not connected. We distinguish the following two casege(Remark
3.1 and Def. 2.2 and 2.3 for notation.)

Casel. S is a connected subset of the non-orientable Riemann sukfate this situation,
any tubular neighborhood ¢ is an orientable surface. Then, take any Jordanyarc A\
with end points inhRg and otherwise disjoint fron%, such that any tubular neighborhood
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of §: = S U~ is non-orientable. Sinca/ \ S has no relatively compact connected
components, thef meets the requirements of the claim.

Case2. S.is not connected. Then, consider a finite faniilgf pairwise disjoint Jordan arcs
in A such that

e 7 has end points ihRgs and is otherwise disjoint frorg, for all v € L,
e S’ := SULis connected, and
e A\ & has no relatively compact connected components.

This reduces the proof of the claim to Cdsapplied toS’. 0

Let S be as in Claim 5.7.
Let us prove assertion ().

Fix e > 0. Fix Py € S and let®y = (¢o,);=1,2,3 be any extension af X, to S such
that

(@) ¢o,; € Qy5(S) and is smooth for alf = 1,2, 3,

(b) @ has no real period$,?_; ¢3 ; = 0, andy_"_, |¢o ;|* vanishes nowhere af,
(©) X(P)=X(R)+R [5 ®forall P S, and

(d) S [, @9 = p(y) forally € H1(S, Z).

To construct®y, just define®, on the arcsCg \ Cs in a suitable way. Denote by
Fy € M; 5(My) the marked immersion with generalized Weierstrass dig@nd Fy (1)) =
Xw(PO)'

SetM, := S and M; a tubular neighborhood a¥/y. Let {M, },.en be an exhaustion
of A/ by Runge connected-invariant compact regions such that the Euler charatiteris
X(Mp \ M,—1) € {0,—2} for all n > 2. Existence of such an exhaustion is well known.
Furthermore{ M, },en meets the following topological description:

Remark 5.8. The regionM,, is obtained fromM,, 1, n > 2, by one of the following four
procedures:

1. M, is a tubular neighborhood af/,,_. In this casex (M, \ M,,—1) = 0.

2. M, is a tubular neighborhood a#7,,_; U~ U J3(v), wherey is a Jordan arc in\/ with
endpoints in a connected componendf b, ; and otherwise disjoint frond/,, 1,
such thaty N J(y) = ® and M,,_; U v U J(v) is an J-admissible subset iz In
this case M,, has the same genus 3%, ; and two more boundary components; hence
X(Mp\ M,_1) = —2. (See Fig. 5.1.)

3. M, is a tubular neighborhood of/,,_; U v U J(v), where~ is a Jordan arc in\'
with an endpoint in a connected componewf b1/, 1, the other endpoint if¥(c), and
otherwise disjoint from\/,,_1, such thaty N J(v) = ¢ and M,,_; U~ U J(y) is anJ-
admissible subset V. In this case M,, has the same number of boundary components
as M, and one more handle; hengd M, \ M,,_1) = —2. (See Fig. 5.2.)

4. M, is a tubular neighborhood of,,_; U v U J(v), where~ is a Jordan arc in\'
with an endpoint in a connected componentof bM,,_1, the other endpoint in a
connected component # ¢y of bM,,_1, and otherwise disjoint from/,, 1, such that
caNT(er) =0,yNI(y) =0, andM,,_1 U~y UT(v) is anJ-admissible subset iV.



24 A. Alarcén and F.J. Lopez

Figure 5.1. M,,; procedure 2.

o ﬂ[nfl

A"T\[nfl

Figure 5.2. M,,; procedure 3.

In this caseM,, has two less boundary components thdp_; and two more handles;
hencex (M \ M, 1) = —2. (See Fig. 5.3.)

Figure 5.3. M,,; procedure 4.

Let 0 < & < ¢ to be specified later and let us construct a sequefice =
(Fhnj)j=1,23}nen, WhereF,, € Ms(M,), such that

(An) [[Fn — Falliag, < g/2mt,
(Bn) 0F, 3 vanishes nowhere on/, \ S, (0F,3|p) = (¢3|r) € Divyz(Rg) for any
connected componettt of Rg such thatps does not vanish everywhere @h and

(Cn) pr, = pla, (u, z) foralln € N.

We follow a recursive process. Skt := Fy(P) + %fpo Py, where®; € Qy 5(M;)3 is
a triple resulting to apply Lemma 5.1 to the data

S = My, W atubular neighborhood dff;, ® = 0F, = &g,

close enough tdF; in the C® topology onl/, to insure (4). Recall thatM; is a tubular
neighborhood of\/,, hence®; has no real periods anfg, is well defined. Properties (B
and (G) follow from (a)—(d).
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Let n > 2, assume that we have constructed. .., F,,_1, and let us furnish¥,,. We
distinguish the following two cases:

Casel. Assume thaic (M \ M,,_1) = 0; henceM,, \ M,_, consists of a finite family of

pairwise disjoint open annuli aril; (M,,,Z) = H1(M,—1,7); see Remark 5.8-1. In this
case we také’, := F,_1(Py) + §pro ®,,, whered,, € Q;,J(Mn)3 is a triple resulting to

apply Lemma 5.1 to the data

S =M, _,, W atubular neighborhood d¥/,,, ® = 0F,_1,

close enough t@'F,_; in theC® topology onM,,_; to ensure (A). SincelM,, is a tubular
neighborhood of\/,, 1, then®,, has no real periods arfd, is well defined. Properties (B
and (G,) follow straightforwardly from (B_1), (C,,_1), and Lemma 5.1.

Case2. Assume thak (M7 \ M,,—1) = —2. Inthis case, there exists an analytical Jordan arc
v C Mg\ M, _,, attached téM,_, at its endpoints and otherwise disjointd,_;, such
thatyNJ(y) = 0, S := M,,_1 UyUJ(y) is anJ-admissible set iV, andy (M2 \ S) = 0;
see Remark 5.8-2,3,4. Exteift]_; to a generalized marked immersidhe M;j(S) such
thatpz = p‘Hl(S’,Z)' Up to approximating?” by a minimal immersion inMy(M,,_;) via

Lemmab5.1, where\Zn,l C M, is a tubular neighborhood df, one can reduce the proof
to the previous case.

This concludes the construction of the sequefiEg}, cn.

By properties (4), n € N, the sequencéF}, },cn converges in th&' topology on
compact sets ol to anJ-invariant conformal harmonic map = (Y;)j=123: N' — R3
such that|Y — X4 |15 < £ < ¢ take also (c) into account. From (b), {Bn € N,
and Hurwitz's theorem, it follows thatYs vanishes nowhere oV \ S and (0Y3|g) =
(¢3]E) € Divy(Rg) for any connected componeht of Rg such thatps does not vanish
everywhere oriy. On the other hand, i is taken small enough from the beginning, then
Y is a conformal minimal immersion; indeed, it has branch foireither onS (sincedY
is close to0 X, on .S) nor on N \ S (sincedYs vanishes nowhere oV \ S). Finally, (d)
and (G,), n € N, givepy = p. This proves statement (I).

In order to prove statement (lI) we reason analogously hingusemma 5.5 instead of
Lemma 5.1. ]

Notice that Theorem 5.6 is a general existence result ofar@mtable minimal surfaces
in R3 with arbitrary conformal structure. In fact, in the next t@e we construct such
surfaces with additional geometrical properties; see fidras 6.5 and 6.7.

6. Applications

We conclude the paper with some applications of the resultlseé previous section. In
Subsec. 6.1 we will derive approximation theorems of Rukigegelyan’s type for other
objects than non-orientable minimal surfaces; see Coyolal and Theorem 6.3. In
Subsec. 6.2 we will prove an existence theorem of Gunningimhan’s type on non-
orientable Riemann surfaces (see Theorem 6.4). Finallguipsec. 6.3 and 6.4 we show
general existence results of non-orientable minimal sedanR? with given underlying
conformal structure and additional topological or geoiegiroperties.
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6.1. Some Runge-Mergelyan’s type resultsA holomorphic immersiotiFj) -1 23: N —
C3 is said to be aull curveif Z?Zl(dFj)Q vanishes everywhere on the open Riemann sur-

face V. Minimal surfaces irR? are locally the real part of null curves @°. (See [31] for
a good reference.)

We can now derive the analogous result to Theorem 5.6-&ymmetricull curves.

Corollary 6.1 (Runge-Mergelyan's Theorem fdi-symmetric null curves inC3). Let
S C N be anJ-admissible subset and 16t = (F});=12,3: S — C? be a smooth function
in 7y5(S)? such thaty~?_, (dF;)? vanishes everywhere afiand }~7_, |dF}|? vanishes
nowhere orfS.

The following assertions hold:

e F can be uniformly approximated in thi& topology onS by null curvesd =
(Hj)j=123: N — C? in Fy 5(N)3 such thatd Hs vanishes nowhere ot \ Rg.
Furthermore, H can be chosen so thatlHs|g) = (dF3|g) € Div(E) for any
connected componemt of Rg such thatd F; does not vanish everywhere éh

e If I3 is non-constant and extends/t6as a holomorphic function whose differential
vanishes nowhere ofig, thenF' can be approximated in th@' topology onS by
null curvesH = (Hj)j=123: N = C3in Fy 5(N)3, whereH; = F;.

Proof. Up to suitably extendind” to a connected@-admissible subset of/ containings
(see Claim 5.7), we assume without loss of generality $histconnected.

By Theorem 5.6, there exists a sequeRtg = (Y}, ;)j=123tnen C My(N) with
py, = 0 for all n, approximatingX,, = (X, @) = (R(F),3(dF)) in the C! topology
on S, and whose third coordinatés, 3, n € N, satisfy the required properties. If we fix
Py € S, the sequence of null curvéé«“(Po)JrfPO Y, tnen ONA proves the Corollary. O

We next point out that Theorem 5.6 is also valid for markedrtzanic functions in the
following sense:

Definition 6.2. LetS ¢ N be anJ-admissible subset. By a mark&dnvariant harmonic
function onS we mean a coupléy = (h,0), whereh: S — R? is an J-invariant C*
function, harmonic oRRg, and6 € Qy 5(S) is a 1-form such thab|r, equals the complex

derivatived(h|r,) of h|ry, 0 has no real periods, antd = §pr 0.

If hy is @ markedJ-invariant harmonic function we denote By, = 6. Analogously
to Def. 3.15, the space of mark&envariant harmonic functions o is endowed with a
natural C! topology.

If 0 € Qy5(S), v € H(S,Z), andJ.(y) = v, then [ 0 € R. Likewise, if J.(y) = —
then f,ye € R. In particular,# has no real periods if and only y’,ye = 0 for all
v € H(S,Z) with 3. () = ~, and in this casgfj*(,y) 0=— f,y 0 € Rforally e H(S,Z).

Theorem 6.3 (Runge-Mergelyan's Theorem for harmonic functions of oientable
Riemann surfaces).et S C N be anJ-admissible subset. Léy be a markedi-invariant
harmonic function onS. Letp: H;(N,Z) — R be a group homomorphism such that
p(3:(7)) = —p(y) forall v € H1 (N, Z), andp(y) = S [, Ohg for all v € H: (S5, Z).

R Thenhy can be approximated in th@' topology onS by J-invariant harmonicAfunctions
h on N, satisfying thatoh vanishes nowhere oV \ Rg and p(y) = Sf,y oh for all
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v € H1(N,Z). Furthermore,h can be chosen so th&dh|g) = (Ohy|r) € Divy(E) for
any connected componehtof Rg such thath|g is non-constant.

Proof. We assume without loss of generality tladt, vanishes nowhere ofig (cf. Claim

5.3) and thatS is connected (cf. Claim 5.7 and the proof of Theorem 5.6). dieiby

¢3 = Ohg € Qy5(S). LetU C N be anJ-invariant relatively compact domain with
finite topology, containings. Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 4.6, the Riemann-Roch
theorem givegyy € G3(U) such that(¢s|r,) = (90)o(90)ec- Then one can easily extend
90| rg to @functiong € G5(.5) such that the tripl@ = (¢;),-1,2,3, obtained from the couple
(g, ¢3) via (2.7), satisfies the requirements in Lemma 5.1.

Let My := S and let{ M, },cn be an exhaustion o¥ by Runge connecteftinvariant
compact regions such that the Euler charactergtie,, \ M,,—1) € {0, —2} foralln € N;
see Remark 5.8.

Lete > 0. Fix ¢ > 0 to be specified later. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem
5.6, a recursive application of Lemma 5.1 gives a sequélge = (¢, ;)j=123nen C
Qp5(M,)? such thati, ;3 vanishes nowhere od/, \ Rg, fv Yng = w(y) for all

v € Hi(M,,Z), and{¥,},cn converges in th€® topology on compact sets of to a
triple & = (¢j)j:172,3 S Qh’j(./\/’)g with

(6.1) H\I’ — (I)HO,M() < f

Thereforeys vanishes nowhere oK'\ Rs (by Hurwitz's theorem) ang"v g = ap(v) for all
v € H1 (N, Z). Furthermorey),, 5 can be chosen so that,, 3|r) = (¢3]r) € Divy(E) for
any connected componehtof Rg such thatp; does not vanish everywhere @i n € N.
Therefore, Hurwitz’s theorem gives thats|z) = (¢3]|) € Divy(E) as well for any such
E.

By (6.1), theJ-invariant harmonic functio := h(Py) + %fpo 3, Py € S, satisfies
|h — hgll1.5 < €, provided that is chosen small enough. This proves the theorem. [

6.2. An application to Riemann surface theory. Gunning and Narasimhan [18] showed
that every open Riemann surface carries exact nowherehvagiiolomorphicl-forms.
This result was extended to the existence of holomorpfimrms with prescribed periods
and divisor by Kusunoki and Sainouchi [21]. Let us show thal@gous result for non-
orientable Riemann surfaces.

Theorem 6.4. Let D’ be an integral divisor ooV, possibly withcountably infinite support
such thasupp(D’)Nsupp(JI(D’)) = 0 andsupp(D’)N K is finite for any compack” C N.
Call D = D'U3(D’). Letp: Hi(N,Z) — C3 be a group homomorphism such that

p(3+()) = p(v) forall v € Hi(N, Z).
Then there exist®) € Qy 5(N) such that(¥) = D and f,yz? = p(y) for all v €
Hi(N,Z).

Proof. Let My C N be a connected-admissible set such th&t,,, = U U J(U) where
U is a closed disc il andU N 3(U) = 0, andsupp(D) N (My \ M§) = (. Denote
by Dy the restriction ofD to M, (that is, the unique integer divisor if/y such that
supp(D/Dy) N My = 0), and recall thasupp(Dy) consists of finitely many points. Take
¢0,3 € Qy3(Ra,) vanishing everywhere on no connected componenkgf and with
(¢o3) = Dyp. As in the proof of Theorem 5.6, one can extefih to a smoothl-form
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oy € y5(Mp) vanishing nowhere o/, \ M and satisfying thayf7 o = p(v) for all
Ve Hl(M()? Z)'

Let {M,, }en be an exhaustion o¥ by Runge connectef-invariant compact regions
such that the Euler characteris§¢M,, \ M,,_1) € {0, —2} andsupp(D)NbM,, = () for all
n € N; see Remark 5.8. Denote Iy, the restriction ofD to M,,, and recall thatupp(D,,)
consists of finitely many points, € N.

Assume thak (M7 \My) = 0. Let Ny C M7\ My be a Rungé-invariant compact region
containingsupp(D1) \ supp(Dy), and consisting of a finite collection of pairwise disjoint
closed discs. Notice thalt/y U N is J-admissible. Take; 3 € Qy 5(My U Ny) vanishing
everywhere on no connected componenfigf, U Ny, and satisfying thad; 3|1, = o,
(¢1,3) = D1, and [ ¢13 = p(y) for all v € Hy(My,Z) = Hi(Mo, Z). As in the proof
of Theorem 6.3, one can easily find a trigle = (41 ;) ;=123 € Qy.3(Mo U No)* meeting
the requirements of Lemma 5.1. Therefore, this lemma fhes¥; = (¢1;)j=1,23 €
Qp 5(M;)? as close as desired g in theC? topology onMj U Ny, satisfying thatl; — &,
is exact onMy U Ny and (¢ 3) = (¢1,3). Call ¢ == ¢ 3 € Qy5(M;) and notice that
(1) = Dy, f,y Y1 = p(y) forall v € H1(M1,Z), andy); is as close as desired ¢ in the
C° topology onM.

Assume that, on the contrary (M7 \ My) = —2. Then take a Jordan are in
M7\ (Mg U supp(D)), with endpoints inRj,, and otherwise disjoint from\/,, such
thatS := My U a U J(«) is J-admissible and (M7 \ S) = 0; see Remark 5.8. Extend
(with the same name)s o to a smoothl-form ¢3¢ € Qy 5(.5) vanishing nowhere oa and
satisfying thatf,y ¢3,0 =p(y)forally € Hy(My,Z) = H1(S,Z). Then, one can follow the
argument in the above paragraph, replacidgby S, and obtain as abowg; € € 5(M;)
as close as desired i in theC® topology onM, with (1) = D; and f,y 1 = p(y) for
all S Hl(Ml,Z).

Repeating this argument inductively, one constructs aes®mf{ ), }nen C Qp 5(M,)
such thaty,, is as close as desired t@, 1 in the C° topology onM,,_; for alln > 1,
(Yn) = Dy, andf7 vy, = p(y) forall v € Hi(M,,Z), for all n € N. Furthermore, one
can assume thdt),, },en converges uniformly on compact subsets\oto a holomorphic
1-form ¥ € Q 5(N). Sinceyy is not identically zero and can be constructed as close as
desired tay)y on My, thend may be assumed to be non-identically zero as well. Obviously
f,y ¥ = p(y) forall v € Hy (N, Z). By Hurwitz's theorem(t) = D and we are done. [

6.3. Non-orientable minimal surfaces inR? properly projecting into R2. In this
subsection we show that any open Riemann surfdoendowed with an antiholomorphic
involution J: N/ — A without fixed points, is furnished with aBrinvariant conformal
minimal immersion\/ — R? whose image surface is a non-orientable minimal surface
properly projecting into a plane, contained in a wedgR#rof any given angle greater than
w. Furthermore, the flux map of such surface can be prescribddrithe compatibility
condition (2.9). This existence theorem links with a clealsguestion by Schoen and Yau
[33, p. 18]; see [9, 8] for a good setting on this problem.

Theorem 6.5. Letp: H1(N,Z) — R? be a group homomorphism satisfying
p(j*(’y)) - —P(’Y) Vv € Hl(N7Z)7

and letd be a real number irj0, 7/2).
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Let M C N be a Rungéi-invariant compact region, and consid&f € M (M) with
flux mappy = ply, (11,2, Satisfying
(x3 + tan(f)|x1]) oY > 1 everywhere od/.

Then for any > 0 there exists a conformal minimal immersian V' — R? satisfying
X oJ = X and the following properties:

* px =,
e (z3+ tan(f)|z1]) o X: N'— Ris a positive proper function, and
° HX — YHLM < €.

The corresponding theorem for orientable minimal surfacas obtained by the authors
in [9, Theorem 5.6], as application of the Runge-Mergely@praximation result [9,
Theorem 4.9]. We adapt the proof in [9] to the non-orientdkdenework, sketching the
necessary modifications. In this case our main tool is Thed®. The complete details
could easily be filled in by an interested reader.

We denote by, : R?> — R the k-th coordinate functionk = 1,2,3. Given numbers
0 € (—m/2,7/2) andd € R, we denote by

I5(0) = { (21,22, 23) € R*: 23 + tan(f)z; > §}.

Theorem 6.5 will follow from a standard recursive applioatiof the following
approximation result.

Lemma 6.6. Let M, V C N be two Rungéi-invariant compact regions with analytical
boundary such thad/  V° and the Euler characteristig (V' \ M°) € {—2,0}.

Let X € M5(M) and letp: H1(V,Z) — R be any homomorphism extension of the flux
mapp x of X, satisfying

p(3:(7) = —p(7) Vy € Hu(N, Z).
Letd € (0,7/4) andé > 0, and assume that
(6.2) X(bM) C II5(0) UIls(—0).

Then, for any > 0 there exists” € M5 (V') enjoying the following properties:

(i) The flux mapy of Y equalsp.
(i) Y — X1 <e
(iii) Y(bV) C Is41(0) UILs51q(—0).
(iv) Y(V\ M) CIls(0) Ulls(—6).

Proof of Lemma 6.6 in casg(V \ M°) =0. Since M C V° and V° \ M has no
relatively compact connected componentsVifi, then V' \ M° = Uj].:l(Aj U J(45)),
wherej € N denotes the number of boundary components/othence, ofM) and
A1,3(A1), ..., Ay, T(4;) are pairwise disjoint compact annuli.

Write bA; = a; U 3;, wherea; C bM and3; C bV forall j = 1,...,j. Obviously,
J(aj) C M, 3(B;) C bV, andbI(A;) = J(a;) UT(B;) forall j =1,...,j.

From inclusion (6.2), it follows the existence of a naturamberi > 2, a collection
of sub-arcs{a’: (i,j) € I = Z;i x {1,...,j}}, wherea}; C «; for all (i,5) € I and
Z; = {0,...,i — 1} denotes the additive cyclic group of integers modulus N, and
subsetd; and/_ of I, such that
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e, NI =01, Ul =1, ‘

° a§. andoé;.le have a common endpoiltj;;}+1 and are otherwise disjoint, and

o X(aj) C Ils(£0) forall (i,j) € L.
In particular, a; = Uiez,o for all j = 1,...,j, and X(J(a)) C Ts5(+6) for all
(i,7) € I; recall thatX is J-invariant.

Choose a family{rj-: (1,7) € I} of pairwise disjoint analytical compact Jordan arcs

such that'} is contained i, has initial pointQ} € a;, final pointP]? € p;, is otherwise
disjoint frombA;, and meets transversauyj at the pointQ;'-, forall (¢, ) € I. The set

S :=MU (U(i,j)el 7“;- U 3(7’;))
is J-admissible in the sense of Def. 3.2.

In a first step, we construct @nrinvariant conformal minimal immersiol € M;(V')
meeting the theses of the lemma on point$'omore specifically, satisfying

(Lg) [H = Xl < ¢/3,

(2m) H(rjUalurith) C Ts(+0) for all (i, j) € I+,

Bu) H({P}, P/*'}) C 541 (+0) for all (i, j) € I+, and

(4u) pu =p.

Such anH is furnished by Theorem 5.6-(1) applied to a suitabivariant extensiorX of

X to S, formally meeting properties (2) and (3;) (cf. [9, Subsec. 5.1]). To construct such
an extension, we first defing overu(l-7j)€1r§ and then we extend it t8 (that is to say; we

defineX overu; ;c;J(r?)) to beJ-invariant.

Denote by(; the closed disc ind; bounded bya} U 7} U r;.“ and the compact
Jordan arg3; C f; connectingP! and Pf“, and containing naP}" for k # i,i + 1,
(i,j) € I. SinceH is continuous, then properties 2 and (3;) extend to small open
neighborhoods of! U o U 7" and{ P!, P*'}, respectively; hence there exists a closed

discK! C @\ (rf Uaj uri™h), intersectings! in a compact Jordan arc, such that

o H(Q\ K}) C Ilg(+0) for all (4, ) € I+, and
o H(B]\ K}) CTlsy(£0) forall (4, 5) € L.

Assume without loss of generality that # (); otherwisel_ = I # () and we would
reason in a symmetric way. Consider thadmissible set

S = MU (Uajer 4 UIY)) U (Vager, KjUIE)).

In a second step, we construct@mvariant conformal minimal immersiod € M5(V')
meeting the theses of the lemma on point$'of more concretely, satisfying

(2) 12 = Hll1 prow jyeroivaaiy < €/3;

(27) Z(Q\ K}) C T5(+0) for all (i, 5) € I,

(3z) Z(B\ K}) C Tsy(£0) for all (4, ) € I,

(47) Z(K}) C Tsy1(—0)forall (i,5) € I, = I'\ I, and
(52) pz = p.
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The immersionZ is furnished by Theorem 5.6-(ll) applied to a suitalliénvariant
extensionH of H|J\4U(U(m_)EL QiU3(Q1)) to 5. The key point here is to insure that
(6.3) (x3 +tan(f)x1) o Z = (z3 + tan(d)z;) o H everywhere oV,

which is possible by Theorem 5.6-(11) up to suitably rotgtil; cf. [9, Subsec. 5.1]. As
above, in order to construci, we first define it oveU(i,j)euK}, formally meeting (4)
and (6.3), and then we extend it f_ (that is; we definef/ over U(M)GIJ(K;)) as an
J-invariant map.
If I_ = () the proof is already done; otherwise we consider®azimissible set
S_ = MU (Ug er, QUI(Q)) U (Uujer KjUIKD)).

To finish the proof, we construct &invariant conformal minimal immersiol™ €
M5 (V) satisfying the following properties:

Iy) Y - ZH1,MU(U(1-’]-)EI+Q}U3(Qj)) <€/3,

(2v) Y(Q5\ K}) C TI5(£0) for all (i, ) € I,

(3y) Y(ﬁ; \sz) C H5+1(:|:9) for all (Z,]) € l.,

(4y) Y(K}) C sy (£0) forall (i, 5) € I'\ I+, and

(Gy) py =p.

SuchY is furnished by Theorem 5.6-(ll) applied to a suitaBlénvariant extension of

Z|Mu(u(~j)€, Qiuy(Qiy) 10 S_, in a symmetric way to the previous step; cf. again [9,
2 + 7 J

Subsec. 5.1].

The immersiornY” meets all the requirements in Lemma 6.6. O

Proof of Lemma 6.6 in casg(V \ M°) = —2. In this case, there exists an analytical
Jordan arcy C V° \ M°, attached tobM at its endpoints and otherwise disjoint to
M, such thaty N J3(v) = 0, S := M U~ U J(y) is anJ-admissible set inV, and
x(V°\S) = 0; see Remark 5.8-2,3,4. Exterdto a suitable generalized marked immersion
Xo = (X, @) € M;;(9), satisfying

X(S\ 8% C I5(0) U Tl5(—0)

andpg_ = Pl2(s,z)- Applying Theorem 5.6 toX., we then reduce the proof to the case
wheny(V \ M°) = 0, and are done. O

Proof of Theorem 6.5Reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 5.6, we assume withest lo
of generality that)M is connected. Sedl/, := M and let{M,},cn be an exhaustion
of A/ by Runge connected-invariant compact regions such that the Euler charatiteris
X(MP\ M,_1) € {0,—2} for all n € N; see Remark 5.8. To prove the theorem we follow
the argument that shows [9, Theorem 5.6], using Lemma 6t€éddof [9, Lemma 5.1]. [J

6.4. Non-orientable minimal surfaces inR? and harmonic functions. Let\ be an open
Riemann surface endowed with an antiholomorphic invotufie N' — N without fixed
points. In this subsection we show that every non-consiantariant harmonic function
h: N'— Ris acoordinate function of a complete conforfidahvariant minimal immersion
N — R3; see Theorem 6.7. We then derive existence of complete rientable minimal
surfaces ifR3, with arbitrary conformal structurewhose Gauss map (see Def. 2.8) omits
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one point of the projective planBP?; see Corollary 6.9. Recall that, by Fujimoto [17],
the Gauss map of complete non-orientable minimal surfacé®®imisses at most two
points ofRP2. Furthermore, there exist non-orientable Riemann surfatésh do not carry
complete conformal minimal immersions Nk’ with Gauss map omitting two points of
RP?; for instance, by great Picard’s theorem, those being dicaind of finite topology.

The analogous results in the orientable framework wereirgdaby the authors and
Fernandez in [3] (see also [1] for a partial result). Agame,only sketch here the necessary
modifications to adapt the proof in [3] to the non-orientaddéting, by using Theorem 5.6.

Theorem 6.7. Leth: N' — R3 be a non-constanfi-invariant harmonic function, and let
p: H1(N,Z) — R3 be a group homomorphism such thf, (v)) = —p() and the third
coordinate ofp(y) equalsS [ Oh, for all v € H, (N, Z).

Then there exists a complete conform@invariant minimal immersionX =
(X1, X2, X3): N = R3with X3 = handpy = p.

The proof of Theorem 6.7 relies on a recursive applicatiotheffollowing.

Lemma 6.8. Let M, V C N be two Rungéi-invariant compact regions with analytical
boundary such thad/  V° and the Euler characteristig (V' \ M°) € {—2,0}.

Let h: V. — R be a non-constantJ-invariant harmonic function, letX =
(X1, X9, X3) € M5(M), and letp: H,(V,Z) — R be a group homomorphism, satisfying
X3 = hlar, px = play 2y, P(J<(7)) = —p(7), and the third coordinate af(v) equals
S [, 0h, forall vy € Hi(N, Z).

Then, for anyP, € M ande > 0, there existy” = (Y1, Y, Y3) € M5(V) enjoying the
following properties:

(i) The flux mapy of Y equalsp.
(II) HY — XHLM < €.
(i) Y3 =h.
(iv) disty (Po,bV)) > 1/¢, wheredisty denotes the distance dnin the intrinsic metric
of the immersiory’.

Proof of Lemma 6.8 in casg(V \ M°) = 0. As in the proof of Lemma 6.6, writd” \
M° = Ujj:l(Aj U J(A4;)), wherej € N denotes the number of boundary components
of V.andAy,3(A1),..., A5, 3(4;) are pairwise disjoint compact annuli.

On the interior of each annuli;, we define a labyrinth of compact set§ adapted
to dh as that in the proof of [3, Claim 3.2] (this follows the spigf Jorge-Xavier's
original construction of a complete minimal surface in abstd R? [20]). Denote by
K = Uj_,K; UJ(K;) and denote by C N theJ-admissible set

S=MUK.

To finish, we reason as in the proof of [3, Claim 3.2]. In a fitspswe extendX to
S as anJ-invariant conformal minimal immersioX = (X, X5, X3): S — R3, such
that X3 = h|s and whose intrinsic metric is sufficiently large ovér In order to find a
suitableX we first argue as in [3, Claim 3.2] to extetidto U)_, K;, and then we defin&
overuijzlj(lcj) to beJ-invariant. The proof now can be concluded by applying Theor

5.6-(I) to X ; cf. again the proof of [3, Claim 3.2]. O
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Proof of Lemma 6.8 in casg(V' \ M°) = —2. Lety C V°\ M° be an analytical Jordan
arc attached téM/ at its endpoints and otherwise disjoint &, such thaty N J(vy) = 0,

S := M U~UJ(v) is anJ-admissible setith’, andx(V°\ S) = 0; see Remark 5.8-2,3,4.
ExtendX to a generalized marked immersidh, = (X = (X1, Xz, X3),@) € M} ;(9),
satisfying X3 = h|g and by, = Pl2, (s,z)- We then reduce the proof to the case when
x(V'\ M°) =0, by using Theorem 5.6-(Il). O

Proof of Theorem 6.7Reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 5.6, we assume withest lo
of generality that)\/ is connected. Setl, := M and let{M,},en be an exhaustion
of A by Runge connected-invariant compact regions such that the Euler charatiteris
X(Mp\ M,_1) € {0,—2} for all n € N; see Remark 5.8. To finish we follow the argument
in the proof of [3, Theorem 4.1], replacing [3, Lemma 3.1] lynhma 6.8. O

Corollary 6.9. Letp: Hi(N,Z) — R be a group homomorphism such thdf. (7)) =
—p(v) forall v € H1 (N, Z).

Then there exists a complete conforrahvariant minimal immersionY : N' — R?
such thatpx = p, and the complex Gauss map ®f: A’ — R? (see Def. 2.8) omits one
point of RIP2.

Proof. By Theorem 6.4, there exists a nowhere-vanishing holoniorptiorm ¢ on A/
such thati*9 = 9 and fvﬁ = ap(vy) for all v € H1(N,Z). Applying Theorem 6.7 to

h = §RfP Y, we get a complete conformatinvariant minimal immersionX : A" — R3
such thatp x = p, and whose complex Gauss map has neither zeros nor polesefdree
the Gauss map ok : A/ — R3 omits one point oRP? (see Remark 2.7). This concludes
the proof. O

In [2], the authors and Fernandez extended the results]ito[8inimal surfaces in
R™ n > 3. The key tool was a Runge-Mergelyan type theorem for minisuafaces in
R™. In the forthcoming paper [7], we will show the analogousutem the non-orientable
framework; this will allow us to generalize the results ifsthubsection to non-orientable
minimal surfaces ifR".
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