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Approximation theory for non-orientable minimal
surfaces and applications

Antonio Alarc ón and Francisco J. Ĺopez

Abstract We prove a version of the classical Runge and Mergelyan uniform
approximation theorems for non-orientable minimal surfaces in Euclidean3-space
R3. Then, we obtain some geometric applications. Among them, weemphasize
the following ones:

• A Gunning-Narasimhan type theorem for non-orientable conformal surfaces.
• An existence theorem for non-orientable minimal surfaces in R3, with

arbitrary conformal structure, properly projecting into aplane.
• An existence result for non-orientable minimal surfaces inR3 with arbitrary

conformal structure and Gauss map omitting one projective direction.
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Mathematics Subject Classification (2010)49Q05, 30E10.

1. Introduction

The Runge and Mergelyan theorems are the central results in the theory of uniform
approximation by holomorphic functions in one complex variable. The former, which dates
back to 1885, asserts that if the complementC\K of a compact setK ⊂ C has no relatively
compact connected components, then every holomorphic function in (an open neighborhood
of) K can be approximated, uniformly onK, by holomorphic functions onC; cf. [32]. If
K ⊂ C is an arbitrary compact set, then Mergelyan’s theorem [28],which dates back to
1951, ensures that continuous functionsK → C, holomorphic in the interiorK◦ of K, can
be approximated uniformly onK by holomorphic functions in open neighborhoods ofK in
C. In 1958 Bishop [11] extended these results to Riemann surfaces (see [15] for a modern
proof using functional analysis):

Runge-Mergelyan’s Theorem. Let N be an open Riemann surface (i.e., non-compact)
and letK ⊂ N be a compact set such thatN \ K has no relatively compact connected
components. Then any continuous functionK → C, holomorphic in the interiorK◦ ofK,
can be uniformly approximated onK by holomorphic functionsN → C.

A compact subsetK ⊂ N satisfying the hypothesis of the above theorem is said to
be aRunge setin the open Riemann surfaceN . Runge and Mergelyan’s theorems admit
plenty of generalizations; the extension of Runge’s theorem to functions of several complex
variables is known as the Oka-Weil theorem (see e.g. [19]), and in the more general setting,
mapsS ⊃ K → O from a holomorphically convex setK of a Stein manifoldS to an Oka
manifoldO satisfy the Runge property (see [16] for a good reference).
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On the other hand, conformal minimal immersions of open Riemann surfaces into
Euclidean space are harmonic functions. This basic fact hasstrongly influenced the theory
of minimal surfaces, furnishing it of powerful tools comingfrom Complex Analysis. In
particular, Runge’s theorem (combined with the López-Rostransformation for minimal
surfaces; see [25]) has been the key tool for constructing complete hyperbolic minimal
surfaces inR3 of finite topology; see [20, 30, 29] for pioneering papers. However, the
direct application of Runge’s theorem has a limited reach, and it seems to be insufficient
for constructing minimal surfaces with more complicated geometry. With the aim of
overcoming this constraint, the authors [9, Theorem 4.9] obtained a Runge-Mergelyan type
theorem for conformal minimal immersions of open Riemann surfaces intoR3. This result
has been a versatile tool for constructing both minimal surfaces inR3 and null holomorphic
curves in the Complex3-spaceC3; see [9, 3, 10, 5, 8] for a number of applications. For
instance, and in contrast to the severe restrictions imposed by the use of the López-Ros
transformation, it allows one to prescribe the conformal structure of the examples.

In the same spirit, a Runge-Mergelyan type theorem for a large family of directed
holomorphic immersions of open Riemann surfaces intoC

n (including null curves),n ≥ 3,
has been recently shown, with different techniques, by Alarcón and Forstnerič [4].

In this paper we focus on non-orientable minimal surfaces inR
3. This subject should not

be considered as a minor or secondary one; on the contrary, non-orientable surfaces present
themselves quite naturally in the origin itself of minimal surface theory (recall for instance
that a Möbius minimal strip can be obtained by solving a simple Plateau problem; see [12]
for more information), and they present a rich and interesting geometry. Non-orientable
minimal surfaces were first studied systematically by Lie [22] in the third quarter of the
19th century; the development of their global theory was began by Meeks [27]. A particular
issue is that constructing non-orientable surfaces via Weierstrass representation is in general
hard, due to the higher subtlety of the period problem. Runge’s theorem has been already
used ad hoc in several constructions of complete non-orientable minimal surfaces inR3 (see
[23, 24, 14]); however, as in the orientable case, its directuse seems to be not enough for
more involved constructions.

The aim of this paper is to prove a Runge-Mergelyan type theorem for non-orientable
minimal surfaces inR3. For a precise statement of our main result, the following notation is
required. Every non-orientable minimal surfaceM ⊂ R

3 can be represented by a triple
(N ,I,X), whereN is an open Riemann surface,I : N → N is an antiholomorphic
involution without fixed points, andX : N → R

3 is anI-invariant conformal minimal
immersion (that is, satisfyingX ◦ I = X) such thatM = X(N ); see [27] and Subsec. 2.2
for details. We say that a subsetS of N is I-admissible(see Def. 3.2) if it is Runge inN ,
I(S) = S, andS = RS ∪ CS , whereRS := S◦ consists of a finite collection of pairwise
disjoint compact regions inN with C1 boundary, andCS := S \RS is a finite collection
of pairwise disjoint analytical Jordan arcs, meetingRS only in their endpoints, and such
that their intersections with the boundarybRS of RS are transverse. Finally, we say that a
C1 mapY : S → R3 is anI-invariant generalized minimal immersion(see Subsec. 3.2) if
Y |RS

is a conformal minimal immersion,Y |CS
is regular, andY ◦ I = Y .

Our main result asserts that:

Theorem 1.1. LetN be an open Riemann surface, letI : N → N be an antiholomorphic
involution without fixed points, and letS ⊂ N be anI-admissible set.
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Then anyI-invariant generalized minimal immersionS → R
3 can beC1 uniformly

approximated onS byI-invariant conformal minimal immersionsN → R
3.

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

Theorem 1.1 has many geometric applications. In Theorem 6.5we show that, for any
open Riemann surfaceN and antiholomorphic involutionI : N → N without fixed points,
there existI-invariant conformal minimal immersionsN → R

3 properly projecting into
a plane (cf. [9] for the analogous result in the orientable case). This links with an old
question by Schoen and Yau [33, p. 18]; see [9, 8] for a good reference. We also prove an
existence theorem of complete conformalI-invariant minimal immersionsN → R

3 with
a prescribed coordinate function; see Theorem 6.7. As a consequence, in Corollary 6.9
we exhibit complete non-orientable minimal surfaces inR

3 whose Gauss map omits one
point of the projective planeRP2 (see [3] for the orientable framework). Other geometric
applications of Theorem 1.1 will be obtained in the forthcoming paper [6].

Theorem 1.1 follows from the more general Theorem 5.6, whichalso deals with the flux
map of the approximating surfaces. In particular, Theorem 5.6 implies the analogous result
of Theorem 1.1 for null holomorphic curvesF : N → C

3 enjoying the symmetryF◦I = F ;
see Corollary 6.1. We also derive a Runge-Mergelyan type theorem for harmonic functions
h : N → R satisfyingh ◦ I = h (see Theorem 6.3).

Finally, in a different line of applications, we prove an extension of the classical Gunning-
Narasimhan theorem [18] (see also [21]); more specifically,we show that, for any open
Riemann surfaceN and any antiholomorphic involutionI : N → N without fixed points,
there exist holomorphic1-formsϑ onN with I∗ϑ = ϑ and prescribed periods and canonical
divisor (see Theorem 6.4).

Outline of the paper. The necessary notation and background on non-orientable minimal
surfaces inR3 is introduced in Sec. 2. In Sec. 3 we describe the compact subsets involved
in the Mergelyan type approximation, and define the notion ofconformal non-orientable
minimal immersion from such a subset intoR3. In Sec. 4 we prove several preliminary
approximation results that flatten the way to the proof of themain theorem in Sec. 5. Finally,
the applications are derived in Sec. 6.

2. Preliminaries

Let ‖ · ‖ denote the Euclidean norm inKn (K = R or C). Given a compact topological
spaceK and a continuous mapf : K → K

n, we denote by

‖f‖0,K := max
K

{

‖f(p)‖ : p ∈ K}

the maximum norm off onK. The corresponding space of continuous functions onK will
be endowed with theC0 topology associated to‖ · ‖0,K .

Given a topological surfaceN, we denote bybN the (possibly non-connected)1-
dimensional topological manifold determined by its boundary points. Given a subset
A ⊂ N, we denote byA◦ andA the interior and the closure ofA in N , respectively. Open
connected subsets ofN \ bN will be called domainsof N , and those proper connected
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topological subspaces ofN being compact surfaces with boundary will said to beregions
of N .

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

A Riemann surfaceN is said to beopenif it is non-compact andbN = ∅. We denote by
∂ the global complex operator given by∂|U = ∂

∂zdz for any conformal chart(U, z) onN .

Definition 2.1. Let N̄ be a smooth non-orientable surface with empty boundary. A system
of coordinatesC onN̄ is said to be aconformal structureonN̄ if the change of coordinates
is conformal or anticonformal. The couple(N̄ ,C ) is said to be anon-orientable Riemann
surface. If there is no place for ambiguity, we simply writeN̄ instead of(N̄ ,C ).

Definition 2.2. Let N̄ ≡ (N̄ ,C ) be a non-orientable Riemann surface. Denote by
π : N → N̄ the oriented 2-sheeted covering ofN̄ , and call I : N → N the deck
transformation ofπ. Call π∗(C ) the holomorphic system of coordinates inN determined
by the positively oriented lifts byπ of the charts inC .

Notice that the coupleN ≡ (N , π∗(C )) is a (connected) open Riemann surface andI is
an antiholomorphic involution inN without fixed points. The conformal mapπ : N → N̄
is said to be the conformal orientable two-sheeted coveringof N̄ .

Objects related toN̄ will be denoted with underlined text (for instance:S
¯
, X

¯
, etc.),

whereas those related toN will be not.

As a consequence of Def. 2.2, the non-orientable Riemann surfaceN̄ can be naturally
identified with the orbit spaceN/I, and the covering mapπ with the natural projection
N → N/I. In other words, a non-orientable Riemann surfaceN̄ is nothing but a connected
open Riemann surfaceN equipped with an antiholomorphic involutionI without fixed
points.

From now on in Section 2, letN̄ , N , π, andI, be as in Def. 2.2.

Definition 2.3. A subsetA ⊂ N is said to byI-invariant if I(A) = A, or equivalently,
π−1(π(A)) = A. If A is I-invariant, we writeA

¯
= π(A). Likewise, givenB

¯
⊂ N̄ , we

writeB for theI-invariant setπ−1(B
¯
).

Definition 2.4. LetA be anI-invariant subset inN and letf : A→ R
n be a map (n ∈ N).

The mapf is said to beI-invariant if

f ◦ (I|A) = f.

In this case, we denote byf
¯

the only mapf
¯
: A

¯
→ R

n satisfyingf = f
¯
◦ (π|A). Likewise,

given a mapf
¯
: A

¯
→ R

n we denote byf theI-invariant mapf = f
¯
◦ (π|A) : A→ R

n.

For any setA ⊂ N , we denote byDiv(A) the free commutative group of divisors of
A with multiplicative notation. IfD =

∏n
i=1Q

ni

i ∈ Div(A), whereni ∈ Z \ {0} for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , n},we setsupp(D) := {Q1, . . . , Qn} the support ofD.A divisorD ∈ Div(A)
is said to be integral ifD =

∏n
i=1Q

ni

i andni ≥ 0 for all i. GivenD1, D2 ∈ Div(A),

D1 ≥ D2 means thatD1D
−1
2 is integral. IfA is I-invariant, then we denote byDivI(A)

the group ofI-invariant divisors ofA; that is to say, satisfyingI(D) = D.

In the sequel,W will denote anI-invariant open subset ofN .

We denote by
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• Fh,I(W ) the real vectorial space of holomorphic functionsf on W such that
f ◦ (I|W ) = f,

• Fm,I(W ) the real vectorial space of meromorphic functionsf on W such that
f ◦ (I|W ) = f,

• Ωh,I(W ) the real vectorial space of holomorphic1-formsθ onW such thatI∗(θ) =
θ, and

• Ωm,I(W ) the real vectorial space of meromorphic1-forms θ on W such that
I∗(θ) = θ

(here, and from now on,̄· means complex conjugation). We also denote by

• GI(W ) the family of meromorphic functionsg onW satisfyingg ◦ (I|W ) = −1/g.

By elementary symmetrization arguments, it is easy to checkthatFh,I(W ), Ωh,I(W ) 6= ∅.
It is also known thatGI(N ) 6= ∅ whenN is a compact Riemann surface (see [26]). As
application of Theorem 5.6, we will prove that in fact every open non-orientable Riemann
surface(N ,I) carries conformal maps into the projective plane omitting one point (see
Corollary 6.9); in particularGI(N ) 6= ∅.

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

In the remaining of this subsection, we will assume thatW is a domain of finite topology.
Then(W,I|W ) is topologically equivalent to(S \{P1, . . . , Pk+1,J(P1), . . . ,J(Pk+1)},J),
whereS is a compact surface of genusν, J : S → S is an orientation reversing involution
without fixed points, and{P1, . . . , Pk+1} ⊂ S, k ∈ N ∪ {0}.

As a consequence, the first homology groupsH1(W,Z) andH1(W,R) of W are of
dimension2ν0 + 1, whereν0 := ν + k. Furthermore,H1(W,R) admits anI-basis
accordingly to the following definition:

Definition 2.5. A basisB = {c0, c1, . . . , cν0 , d1, . . . , dν0} of H1(W,R) is said to be an
I-basis if

• cj := γj − I∗(γj), j = 0, 1, . . . , ν0, and
• dj := γj + I∗(γj), j = 1, . . . , ν0,

for some closed curves{γj : j = 0, . . . , ν0} ⊂ H1(W,Z). Observe that

(2.1) I∗(cj) = −cj and I∗(dj) = dj for all j.

Let H1
hol,I(W ) be the first real De Rham cohomology groupΩh,I(W )/ ∼, where as

usual∼ denotes the equivalence relation “the difference is exact”. Notice that (2.1) gives
thatℜ

∫

cj
τ = 0 andℑ

∫

dj
τ = 0 for all j andτ ∈ Ωh,I(W ). Further, basic cohomology

theory gives that the map

(2.2) H1
hol,I(W ) → R

ν0+1 × R
ν0, [τ ] 7→

(

(

− ı

∫

cj

τ
)

j=0,...,ν0
,
(

∫

dj

τ
)

j=1,...,ν0

)

,

is a (real) linear isomorphism for anyI-basis{c0, c1, . . . , cν0 , d1, . . . , dν0} of H1(W,R).

2.2. Non-orientable minimal surfaces.In this subsection we describe the Weierstrass
representation formula for non-orientable minimal surfaces, and introduce some notation.
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Definition 2.6. A mapX
¯
: N̄ → R

3 is said to be aconformal non-orientable minimal
immersionif theI-invariant map

X := X
¯

◦ π : N → R
3 (see Def. 2.4)

is a conformal minimal immersion. In this case,X(N ) = X
¯
(N̄ ) ⊂ R

3 is a non-orientable
minimal surface.

For any I-invariant subsetA ⊂ N , we denote byMI(A) the space ofI-invariant
conformal minimal immersions ofI-invariant open subsets ofN containingA into R

3.

Let A ⊂ N be anI-invariant subset, and letX ∈ MI(A). Denote byφj = ∂Xj ,
j = 1, 2, 3, andΦ = ∂X ≡ (φj)j=1,2,3. The 1-forms φj are holomorphic (on an open
neighborhood ofA), have no real periods, and satisfy

(2.3)
3

∑

j=1

φ2j = 0

and

(2.4) I∗Φ = Φ

(see [27]). The intrinsic metric in (an open neighborhood of) A is given by ds2 =
∑3

j=1 |φj |2; hence

(2.5)
3

∑

j=1

|φj |2 vanishes nowhere onA.

By definition, the tripleΦ is said to be theWeierstrass representationof X. The
meromorphic function

(2.6) g =
φ3

φ1 − ıφ2

(here, and from now on, we denote byı =
√
−1) corresponds to the Gauss map ofX up to

the stereographic projection, and

(2.7) Φ =
(1

2

(1

g
− g

)

,
ı

2

(1

g
+ g

)

, 1
)

φ3

(see [31]). It follows from (2.4) and (2.6) that the complex Gauss mapg : A → C :=
C ∪ {∞} of X satisfies that

(2.8) g ◦ (I|A) = −1

g
.

Remark 2.7. Denote byA : C → C the antipodal mapA(z) = −1/z, byRP2 = C/A the
projective plane, and byπA : C → RP

2 the orientable 2-sheeted covering ofRP
2.

Every meromorphicg in (an open neighborhood of)A satisfying(2.8) induces a unique
conformal mapG : A

¯
→ RP

2 such thatG ◦ (π|A) = πA ◦ g.

Definition 2.8. The conformal mapG : A
¯

→ RP
2 induced by the complex Gauss mapg of

X is said to be thecomplex Gauss mapof the conformal non-orientable minimal immersion
X
¯
.
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Conversely, any vectorial holomorphic1-form Φ = (φj)j=1,2,3 on (an open neighbor-
hood of)A without real periods, satisfying (2.3), (2.4), and (2.5), determines anI-invariant
conformal minimal immersionX : A→ R

3 by the expression

X = ℜ
(

∫

Φ
)

(ℜ(·) denotes real part); hence, a conformal non-orientable minimal immersionX
¯
: A

¯
→

R
3. (See [27].) By definition, the couple(Φ,I) is said to be theWeierstrass representation

of X
¯
.

Remark 2.9. A vectorial holomorphic1-formΦ on (an open neighborhood of)A satisfying
(2.4)has no real periods if and only if

∫

γ
Φ = 0 for anyγ ∈ H1(A,Z) with I∗(γ) = γ.

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

Definition 2.10. LetA be anI-invariant subset inN , letX ∈ MI(A), (see Def. 2.6) and
let γ(s) be an arc-length parameterized curve inA. Theconormal vector fieldofX along
γ is the unique unitary tangent vector fieldµ ofX alongγ such that{dX(γ′(s)), µ(s)} is
a positive basis for alls.

If γ is closed, the numberpX(γ) :=
∫

γ µ(s)ds is said to be theflux ofX alongγ.

Given anI-invariant subsetA in N , and X ∈ MI(A), it is easy to check that
pX(γ) = ℑ

∫

γ ∂X (hereℑ(·) denotes imaginary part), and that the flux map

pX : H1(A,Z) → R
3

is a group morphism. Furthermore, sinceX is I-invariant andI reverses the orientation,
then the flux mappX : H1(A,Z) → R

3 of X satisfies

(2.9) pX(I∗(γ)) = −pX(γ) ∀γ ∈ H1(A,Z).

By definition, the couple(pX ,I) is said to be the flux map ofX
¯
.

3. Admissible subsets for the Mergelyan approximation

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

Remark 3.1. From now on in the paper,N̄ , N , π, andI, will be as in Def. 2.2. Moreover,
σ2N will denote a conformal Riemannian metric onN such thatI∗(σ2N ) = σ2N .

First of all, recall that a subsetA ⊂ N is said to beRunge(in N ) if N \ A has no
relatively compact connected components.

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

Definition 3.2. A (possibly non-connected)I-invariant compact subsetS ⊂ N is said to
beI-admissible inN if and only if (see Fig. 3.1):

(a) S is Runge,
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(b) RS := S◦ is non-empty and consists of a finite collection of pairwise disjoint compact
regions inN with C0 boundary,

(c) CS := S \RS consists of a finite collection of pairwise disjoint analytical Jordan arcs,
and

(d) any componentα of CS with an endpointP ∈ RS admits an analytical extensionβ in
N such that the unique component ofβ \ α with endpointP lies inRS .

Figure 3.1. An I-admissible setS ⊂ N .

An I-invariant compact subsetS ⊂ N satisfying (b), (c), and (d), is Runge (henceI-
admissible) if and only ifi∗ : H1(S,Z) → H1(N ,Z) is a monomorphism, whereH1(·,Z)
means first homology group,i : S → N is the inclusion map, andi∗ is the induced group
morphism. IfS ⊂ N is anI-invariant compact Runge subset consisting of a finite collection
of pairwise disjoint compact regions withC0 boundary, thenS isI-admissible; that is to say,
we allowCS to be empty. The most typicalI-admissible subsetsS in N consist of a finite
collection of pairwise disjoint compact regionsRS with C1 boundary, and a finite collection
of Jordan analytical arcsCS meetingbRS transversally.

3.1. Functions onI-admissible subsets.From now on in this section,S will denote an
I-admissible subset inN , in the sense of Def. 3.2.

Definition 3.3. We denote by

• Fh,I(S) the real vectorial space of continuous functionsf : S → C, holomorphic
on an open neighborhood ofRS in N , such thatf ◦ I|S = f, and

• Fm,I(S) the real vectorial space of continuous functionsf : S → C, meromorphic
on an open neighborhood ofRS in N , satisfying thatf ◦ I|S = f andf−1(∞) ⊂
S◦ = RS \ bRS .

Likewise, we denote by

• GI(S) the family of continuous functionsg : S → C, meromorphic on an open
neighborhood ofRS in N , satisfying thatg ◦ I|S = −1/g and g−1({0,∞}) ⊂
S◦ = RS \ bRS .

A 1-form θ on S is said to be of type(1, 0) if for any conformal chart(U, z) in N ,
θ|U∩S = h(z)dz for some functionh : U ∩ S → C. Finite sequencesΘ = (θ1, . . . , θn),
where θj is a (1, 0)-type 1-form for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, are said to ben-dimensional
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vectorial(1, 0)-forms onS. The space of continuousn-dimensional(1, 0)-forms onS will
be endowed with theC0 topology induced by the norm

(3.1) ‖Θ‖0,S := ‖ Θ

σN
‖0,S = max

S

{(

n
∑

j=1

| θj
σN

|2
)1/2}

;

see Remark 3.1.

Definition 3.4. For any f ∈ Fm,I(S) we write(f)0, (f)∞, and (f) for the zero divisor
(f |RS

)0, the polar divisor(f |RS
)∞, and the divisor(f |RS

), respectively; see[13].

Notice that all these divisors lie inDivI(RS). Obviously,supp((f)∞) = f−1(∞) ⊂ RS

and supp((f)0) = f−1(0) ∩ RS . Likewise we define the corresponding divisors for
functionsg ∈ GI(S), but in this case they do not lie inDivI(RS) unless(g) = 1. In
fact,I((g)0) = (g)∞.

The following Gunning-Narasimhan’s type result for relatively compactI-invariant
domains is required for later purposes. A general theorem inthis line for non-orientable
Riemann surfaces will be shown later in Sec. 6; see Theorem 6.4.

Proposition 3.5. LetW be a relatively compactI-invariant open subset inN . Then there
exists a nowhere-vanishing holomorphic1-form τ onW such thatI∗(τ) = τ .

Proof. Since the same argument applies separately to each connected component, we may
assume thatW is a domain.

Take a nowhere-vanishing holomorphic1-form τ0 on N (see [18]). If τ0 + I∗(τ0)
vanishes everywhere onW , then it suffices to setτ := ıτ0|W . Otherwise, by the Identity
Principle τ1 := (τ0 + I∗(τ0))|W has finitely many zeros on the compact setW ; hence
on W. Denote byD the divisor associated toτ1|W . Sinceτ1 ∈ Ωh,I(W ) we can write
D = D1I(D1), wheresupp(D1) ∩ supp(I(D1)) = ∅. SinceN \W is a non-empty open
set, then the Riemann-Roch Theorem furnishes a meromorphicfunctionh onN such that
h|W is holomorphic and(h|W )0 = D1. SetH := h · h ◦ I ∈ Fh,I(N ) and observe that
(H|W )0 = D. We finish by settingτ := τ1/(H|W ). �

From now on in this section, letW andτ be as in Proposition 3.5 such thatS ⊂W . The
following notions do not depend on the chosenW andτ.

Definition 3.6. We denote by

• Ωh,I(S) the real vectorial space of1-formsθ of type(1, 0) on S such thatθ/τ ∈
Fh,I(S), and

• Ωm,I(S) the real vectorial space of1-formsθ of type(1, 0) on S such thatθ/τ ∈
Fm,I(S).

Define as above the associated divisors(θ)0 and(θ)∞ of zeros and poles, respectively,
for anyθ ∈ Ωm,I(S). Likewise, denote by(θ) = (θ)0

(θ)∞
the divisor ofθ, and notice that all

these divisors lie inDivI(S).

Definition 3.7. We shall say that

• a functionf ∈ Fh,I(S) can be approximated in theC0 topology onS by functions
in Fh,I(W ) if there exists{fn}n∈N ⊂ Fh,I(W ) such that{‖fn|S−f‖0,S}n∈N → 0,
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• a functionf ∈ Fm,I(S) can be approximated in theC0 topology onS by functions
in Fm,I(W ) if there exists{fn}n∈N ⊂ Fm,I(W ) such thatfn|S − f ∈ Fh(S) for
all n and{‖fn|S − f‖0,S}n∈N → 0 (in particular, (fn)∞ = (f)∞ onS◦ for all n),

• a 1-form θ ∈ Ωh,I(S) can be approximated in theC0 topology onS by 1-forms in
Ωh,I(W ) if there exists{θn}n∈N ⊂ Ωh,I(W ) such that{‖θn|S − θ‖0,S}n∈N → 0,

• a 1-form θ ∈ Ωm,I(S) can be approximated in theC0 topology onS by 1-forms in
Ωm,I(W ) if there exists{θn}n∈N ⊂ Ωm,I(W ) such thatθn|S − θ ∈ Ωh,I(S) for all
n and{‖θn|S − θ‖0,S}n∈N → 0 (in particular (θn)∞ = (θ)∞ onS◦ for all n), and

• a functiong ∈ GI(S) can be approximated in theC0 topology onS by functions
in GI(W ) if there exists{gn}n∈N ⊂ GI(W ) such thatgn − g is holomorphic on (a
neighborhood of)RS and{‖gn|S − g‖0,S}n∈N → 0.

We define the notions of approximation in theC0 topology of vectorial functions and
1-forms in a similar way.

Definition 3.8. A functionf : S → K
n (K = R, C, or C, n ∈ N) is said to besmoothif

f |RS
admits a smooth extensionf0 to an open domainV in N containingRS , and for any

componentα ofCS and any open analytical Jordan arcβ in N containingα, f |α admits a
smooth extensionfβ to β satisfying thatfβ|V ∩β = f0|V ∩β.

Definition 3.9. A vectorial1-formΘ of type(1, 0) onS is said to besmoothif Θ/τ : S →
C
n

is smooth in the sense of Def. 3.8.

Definition 3.10. Given a smooth functionf ∈ Fm,I(S)∪GI(S), we denote bydf the1-form
of type(1, 0) given by

df |RS
= ∂(f |RS

) and df |α∩U = (f ◦ α)′(x)dz|α∩U
for any componentα of CS , where (U, z = x + ıy) is any conformal chart onN
satisfying thatz(α ∩ U) ⊂ R ≡ {y = 0} (the existence of such a conformal chart is
guaranteed by the analyticity ofα). Notice thatdf is well defined and smooth. Furthermore,
df |α(t) = (f ◦α)′(t)dt for any componentα ofCS , wheret is any smooth parameter along
α.

If f ∈ Fm,I(S) is a smooth function, thendf belongs toΩm,I(S) (to Ωh,I(S) if
f ∈ Fh,I(S)).

A smooth 1-form θ ∈ Ωm,I(S) is said to beexact if θ = df for some smooth
f ∈ Fm,I(S), or equivalently if

∫

γ θ = 0 for all γ ∈ H1(S,Z). The exactness of vectorial
1-forms inΩm,I(S)

n, n ∈ N, is defined in the same way.

3.2. Conformal minimal immersions on I-admissible subsets.Let us begin this
subsection by generalizing the notion of conformal minimalimmersion to maps defined
onI-admissible sets; see Def. 3.2, and also Def. 2.3 for notation.

Definition 3.11. A mapX
¯
: S

¯
→ R

3 is said to be ageneralized non-orientable minimal
immersionif theI-invariant map

X := X
¯

◦ π|S : S → R
3 (see Def. 2.4)

is smooth (see Def. 3.8), and satisfies that

• X|RS
∈ MI(RS) (see Def. 2.6) and

• X|CS
is regular; that is to say,X|α is a regular curve for allα ⊂ CS.
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In this case, we also say thatX is anI-invariant generalized minimal immersion, and write
X ∈ Mg,I(S).

Notice thatX|S ∈ Mg,I(S) for all X ∈ MI(S).

LetX ∈ Mg,I(S) and let̟ : CS → R
3 be asmooth normal fieldalongCS with respect

to X; this means that for any (analytical) arc-length parametrizedα(s) ⊂ CS , ̟(α(s)) is
smooth, unitary, and orthogonal to(X ◦ α)′(s), ̟ extends smoothly to any open analytical
arcβ in N containingα, and̟ is tangent toX onβ ∩ S.

Let n : RS → S
2 denote the Gauss map of the (oriented) conformal minimal immersion

X|RS
. The normal field̟ is said to beorientablewith respect toX if for any regular

embedded curveα ⊂ S and arc-length parametrizationX ◦ α(s) of X ◦ α, there exists a
constantδ ∈ {−1, 1} (depending on the parametrization) such that

(X ◦ α)′(s0)×̟(α(s0)) = δn(α(s0)) for all s0 ∈ α−1(CS ∩RS).

If ̟ is orientable,α is a connected component ofCS , andδ = 1, thens is said to be a
positivearc-length parameter ofX ◦ α with respect to̟ . Positive arc-length parameters
with respect to̟ on regular curves inCS are unique up to translations.

If ̟ is orientable with respect toX, we denote byn̟ : S → S
2 ⊂ R

3 the smooth map
given byn̟|RS

= n and(n̟ ◦α)(s) := (X ◦α)′(s)×̟(α(s)), whereα is any component
of CS ands is the positive arc-length parameter ofX ◦ α with respect to̟ . By definition,
n̟ is said to be the(generalized) Gauss mapof X associated to the orientable smooth
normal field̟. Obviously, if̟ is orientable then−̟ is orientable as well andn̟ = n−̟.

Definition 3.12. We denote byM∗
g,I(S) the space of marked immersionsX̟ := (X,̟),

whereX ∈ Mg,I(S) and̟ is an orientable smooth normal field alongCS with respect to
X such that̟ ◦ I = −̟, or equivalently,

(3.2) n̟ ◦ I = −n̟.

Remark 3.13. Marked minimal immersions play the role ofI-invariant conformal minimal
immersions ofI-admissible subsets intoR3. They will be the natural initial conditions for
the Mergelyan approximation theorem in Sec. 5.

LetX̟ ∈ M∗
g,I(S), and let∂X̟ = (φ̂j)j=1,2,3 be the complex vectorial1-form onS

given by
∂X̟|RS

= ∂(X|RS
), ∂X̟(α

′(s)) = dX(α′(s)) + ı̟(s);

whereα is a component ofCS ands is the positive arc-length parameter ofX ◦ α with
respect to̟ . If (U, z = x+ıy) is a conformal chart onN such thatα∩U = z−1(R∩z(U)),
it is clear that(∂X̟)|α∩U =

[

dX(α′(s)) + ı̟(s)
]

s′(x)dz|α∩U , hence∂X̟ ∈ Ωh,I(S)
3.

Furthermore, the function

ĝ : S → C, ĝ =
φ̂3

φ̂1 − ıφ̂2
,

is continuous onS, meromorphic on an open neighborhood ofRS in N , and formally
satisfies (2.8); hencêg ∈ GI(S) provided that̂g−1({0,∞}) ⊂ RS . Further,ĝ is nothing but
the stereographic projection of the Gauss mapn̟ of X̟.

Obviously, φ̂j is smooth onS, j = 1, 2, 3, and the same occurs for̂g provided that
ĝ−1({0,∞}) ⊂ RS (see Def. 3.8 and 3.9). In addition,∂X̟ formally satisfies (2.3),
(2.4), (2.5), andℜ(φ̂j) is an exact real1-form onS, j = 1, 2, 3; hence we also have that
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X(P ) = X(Q) + ℜ
∫ P
Q (φ̂j)j=1,2,3, P, Q ∈ S. For these reasons,(ĝ, φ̂3) will be said the

generalized Weierstrass dataofX̟. Since∂X̟ andĝ formally satisfy (2.4) and (2.8), then
one can introduce thegeneralized complex Gauss mapĜ : S

¯
→ RP

2 of X
¯

associated to̟ ;
see Def. 2.8.

Notice thatX|RS
∈ MI(RS), hence(φj)j=1,2,3 := (φ̂j |RS

)j=1,2,3 andg := ĝ|RS
are

obviously the Weierstrass data and the complex Gauss map ofX|RS
, respectively.

The spaceM∗
g,I(S) is naturally endowed with the followingC1 topology:

Definition 3.14. GivenX̟, Yξ ∈ M∗
g,I(S), we set

‖X̟ − Yξ‖1,S := ‖X − Y ‖0,S +
∥

∥∂X̟ − ∂Yξ
∥

∥

0,S
(see(3.1)).

GivenF ∈ MI(S), we denote by̟ F the conormal field ofF alongCS . Notice that̟ F

satisfies(3.2)and∂F |S = ∂F̟F
, whereF̟F

:= (F |S ,̟F ) ∈ M∗
g,I(S).

GivenF, G ∈ MI(S), we set

‖F −X̟‖1,S := ‖F̟F
−X̟‖1,S and ‖F −G‖1,S := ‖F̟F

−G̟G
‖1,S .

Definition 3.15. We shall say thatX̟ ∈ M∗
g,I(S) can be approximated in theC1 topology

onS byI-invariant conformal minimal immersions inMI(W ) if for any ǫ > 0 there exists
Y ∈ MI(W ) such that‖Y −X̟‖1,S < ǫ.

If X̟ ∈ M∗
g,I(S), then the group homomorphism

pX̟ : H1(S,Z) → R
3, pX̟(γ) = ℑ

∫

γ
∂X̟,

is said to be thegeneralized flux mapof X̟. Notice thatpX̟ satisfies (2.9). Obviously,
pX̟Y

= pY |H1(S,Z) provided thatX = Y |S for someY ∈ MI(S).

4. Approximation results

Throughout this section,S ⊂ N will denote anI-admissible subset, andW a relatively
compactI-invariant open subset ofN containingS.

In this section we state and prove several preliminary approximation results that will be
key in the proof of the main theorem, in Sec. 5. In particular,Lemmas 4.2 and 4.6 deal with
functions inFm,I(S) andGI(S), respectively. We begin with the following

Lemma 4.1. For anyf ∈ Fm,I(S) and integral divisorD ∈ DivI(S) with supp(D) ⊂ S◦,
there exists{fn}n∈N ⊂ Fm,I(W ) such thatfn|S − f ∈ Fh,I(S) and

(

fn|S − f
)

≥ D for
all n ∈ N, and{‖fn|S − f‖0,S}n∈N → 0.

Proof. By classical approximation results (see [9, Theorem 4.1] for details), there exists a
sequence of meromorphic functions{hn : W → C}n∈N such thathn|S − f : S → C is
continuous onS and holomorphic in a neighborhood ofRS , (hn|S − f) ≥ D, ∀n ∈ N (see
Def. 3.4), and{‖hn|S − f‖0,S}n∈N → 0. Sincef ◦ I = f̄ andD is I-invariant, then the
sequence{hn ◦ I : W → C}n∈N meets the same properties. Therefore, it suffices to set
fn := 1

2(hn + hn ◦ I) for all n ∈ N. �

Let us prove the following deeper approximation result for functions inFm,I(S):
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Lemma 4.2. Let f ∈ Fm,I(S) vanishing nowhere onS \ S◦ = (bRS) ∪ CS, and let
D ∈ DivI(S) an integral divisor withsupp(D) ⊂ S◦.

Then there exists{fn}n∈N ⊂ Fm,I(W ) satisfying thatfn|S − f ∈ Fh,I(S), (fn) = (f)

onW , and
(

fn|S − f
)

≥ D for all n ∈ N, and{‖fn|S − f‖0,S}n∈N → 0. In particular, fn
is holomorphic and vanishes nowhere onW \ S◦ for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Since the space of smooth functions is dense inFm,I(S) under theC0 topology, we
can assume thatf is smooth. Furthermore, since the same argument applies separately to
each connected component, we may assume thatW is a domain.

Let us begin the proof with the following reduction:

Claim 4.3. It suffices to prove the lemma just for nowhere-vanishing functions inFh,I(S).

Proof. Assume that the lemma holds for nowhere-vanishing functions inFh,I(S).

Take anyf ∈ Fm,I(S) andD ∈ DivI(S) as in the statement of the lemma, and
write (f) = D1I(D1), where supp(D1) ∩ supp(I(D1)) = ∅. SinceW is relatively
compact in the open Riemann surfaceN , then the Riemann-Roch theorem furnishes a
meromorphic functionh0 on N with (h0|W ) = D1. The functionF := f/(h0(h0 ◦ I))
lies inFh,I(S) and vanishes nowhere onS. By our assumption, there exists a sequence of
nowhere vanishing functions{Fn}n∈N in Fh,I(W ) approximatingF on S and satisfying
(F − Fn) ≥ D2, whereD2 ∈ DivI(S) is any given integral divisor withsupp(D2) ⊂ S◦

andD2 ≥ DD−1
1 I(D1)

−1.

If we choosefn := Fnh0(h0 ◦ I) ∈ Fm,I(W ), one has thatfn|S − f ∈ Fh,I(S),
(fn|S − f) ≥ D and(fn) = (f) for all n ∈ N, and{fn}n∈N approximatesf onS. �

In the sequel we will assume thatf ∈ Fh,I(S) and has no zeros.

By the isomorphism (2.2), there existsτ ∈ Ωh,I(W ) such that

(4.1)
∫

γ
df/f =

∫

γ
τ ∀γ ∈ H1(S,Z),

and

(4.2)
1

2πı

∫

γ
τ ∈ Z ∀γ ∈ H1(W,Z).

Here we have taken into account thatf is assumed to be smooth,H1(S,Z) is a natural
subgroup ofH1(W,Z) (recall thatS is Runge inW ) and 1

2πı

∫

γ df/f ∈ Z for all
γ ∈ H1(S,Z).

We need the following

Claim 4.4. There exist a nowhere vanishing functionv ∈ Fh,I(W ) and a function
u ∈ Fh,I(S) such thatd log(v) = τ , du = f/df − τ |S , andf = veu.

Proof. To constructv, fix P0 ∈W and notice thatℜ
∫ I(P0)
P0

τ = 0 independently on the arc
connectingP0 andI(P0). Indeed, take any oriented Jordan arcγ ⊂W with initial point P0

and final pointI(P0), and simply observe that
∫

γ
τ =

∫

γ
τ =

∫

γ
I∗(τ) =

∫

I∗(γ)
τ = −

∫

γ
τ + 2kπı, k ∈ Z.
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For the last equality, take into account thatγ + I∗(γ) ∈ H1(W,Z) and (4.2).

Therefore, the well defined functionv := e
∫
P0

τ− 1
2

∫ I(P0)
P0

τ lies inFh,I(W ), and obviously
satisfiesd log(v) = τ .

To constructu, recall thatdf/f − τ |S lies in Ωh,I(S) and is exact; see (4.1). For each
connected componentC of S, fix PC ∈ C and setu|C := AC +

∫

PC
(f/df − τ), where the

constantAC ∈ C is chosen so that(f − veu|C )(PC ) = 0. Since the functionκ := f/(euv)
is locally constant onS (just observe thatd log(κ) = 0) andκ(PC) = 1 for any connected
componentC of S, we infer thatκ = 1, that is to say,f = veu onS.

The factsf, v|S ∈ Fh,I(S) imply that u ◦ I = u + 2mπı for somem ∈ Z. Up to
replacingu andv for u − mπı andemπıv, respectively, we get thatu ∈ Fh,I(S) and the
functionsu andv solve the claim. �

Let u ∈ Fh,I(S) andv ∈ Fh,I(W ) like in the previous claim. By Lemma 4.1, there
exists{hn}n∈N ⊂ Fh,I(W ) such that(hn − u) ≥ D for all n, {‖hn|S − u‖0,S}n∈N → 0.

To conclude, it suffices to setfn := ehnv for all n. �

We now derive the analogous approximation result for1-forms inΩm,I(S).

Lemma 4.5. Let θ ∈ Ωm,I(S) vanishing nowhere onS \ S◦, and consider an integral
divisorD ∈ DivI(S) with supp(D) ⊂ S◦.

Then there exists{θn}n∈N ∈ Ωm,I(W ) satisfying thatθn − θ ∈ Ωh,I(S), (θn − θ) ≥ D,
and (θn) = (θ) onW for all n ∈ N, and{‖θn|S − θ‖0,S}n∈N → 0. In particular, θn is
holomorphic and vanishes nowhere onW \ S◦ for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Let τ ∈ Ωh,I(W ) having no zeros (see Proposition 3.5). Labelf = θ/τ ∈ Fm,I(S),
and notice that(f) = (θ); in particularf has no zeros onS\S◦. By Lemma 4.2, there exists
{fn}n∈N in Fm,I(W ) such that{‖fn|S−f‖0,S}n∈N → 0 and(fn) = (f) and(fn−f) ≥ D
onW for all n ∈ N. It suffices to setθn := fnτ ∈ Ωm,I(W ) for all n ∈ N. �

We finish this section by proving a similar approximation result for functions inGI(S).

Lemma 4.6. Letg ∈ GI(S) vanishing nowhere onS \S◦, and letD ∈ DivI(S) an integral
divisor withsupp(D) ⊂ S◦.

Then there exists{gn}n∈N ⊂ GI(W ) satisfying thatgn − g is holomorphic onRS ,
(gn − g) ≥ D, (gn) = (g) on W for all n ∈ N, and {‖gn|S − g‖0,S}n∈N → 0. In
particular, gn is holomorphic and vanishes nowhere onW \ S◦ for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Since smooth functions are dense inGm,I(S) with respect to theC0 topology, we can
suppose without loss of generality thatg is smooth. Furthermore, since the same argument
applies separately to each connected component, we may assume thatW is a domain.

Claim 4.7. It suffices to prove the lemma just for nowhere-vanishing functions inGI(S).

Proof. Assume that(g) 6= 1. Then, consider a non constant meromorphic functionh on
N satisfyingh ◦ I = 1/h and (h|W ) = (g). To constructh, write (g) = D1I(D1)

−1,

whereD1 is an integral divisor andsupp(D1) ∩ supp(I(D1)) = ∅. SinceN \W is open,
the Riemann-Roch theorem provides a meromorphic functionH onN with (H|W ) = D1.

Settingh = H/H ◦ I we are done.
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The functionf = g/h : S → C lies in GI(S) and is nowhere vanishing. By our
assumption, there exists a sequence of nowhere vanishing functions{fn}n∈N in GI(W )
approximatingf onS, and satisfying thatfn|S − f is holomorphic onRS and(fn − f) ≥
D(g)−1 for all n.

Choosinggn := fnh ∈ Gm,I(W ), one has thatgn|S − g is holomorphic onRS ,
(gn|S − g) ≥ D and(gn) = (g) for all n ∈ N, and{gn}n∈N approximatesg onS. �

In the sequel we will suppose thatg is nowhere vanishing.

Notice thatıdg/g ∈ Ωh,I(W ). Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 4.2, there exists a
holomorphic1-form τ ∈ Ωh,I(W ) such that

(4.3)
∫

γ
ıdg/g =

∫

γ
τ ∀γ ∈ H1(S,Z)

and

(4.4)
1

2π

∫

γ
τ ∈ Z ∀γ ∈ H1(W,Z).

We need the following

Claim 4.8. There exist a nowhere vanishing holomorphicv ∈ GI(W ) and a function
u ∈ Fh,I(S) such thatd log(v) = −ıτ , du = ıdg/g − τ |S , andg = ve−ıu.

Proof. To construct v, fix P0 ∈ W and reasoning as in Claim 4.4 observe that
1
πℜ

( ∫ I(P0)
P0

τ
)

∈ Z independently on the arc connectingP0 and I(P0). The function

v := e
−ı

∫
P0

τ+ ı
2

∫ I(P0)
P0

τ is well defined (see (4.4)), nowhere vanishing, and satisfies
d log(v) = −ıτ . Furthermore,

(4.5) v(v ◦ I) = ±1, depending on whether
1

π

(

ℜ
∫ I(P0)

P0

τ
)

is even or odd.

To constructu we proceed as in Claim 4.4. Take into account thatıdg/g − τ |S lies in
Ωh,I(S) and is exact, see (4.3). For each connected componentC of S, fix PC ∈ C and set
u|C := AC+

∫

PC
(ıdg/g−τ), whereAC ∈ C is chosen so that(g−ve−ıu)(PC) = 0. Since

κ := g/(ve−ıu) is locally constant onS andκ(PC) = 1 for any connected componentC of
S, we infer thatκ = 1 andg = ve−ıu onS.

The factsg ∈ GI(S) and (4.5) imply thatu ◦ I = ū +mπ for somem ∈ Z. SinceI is
an involution, we infer thatm = 0, u ∈ Fh,I(S), andv(v ◦ I) = −1; see (4.5).

The functionsu andv solve the claim. �

By Lemma 4.1, there exists a sequence{hn}n∈N ⊂ Fh,I(W ) such that{‖hn|S −
u‖0,S}n∈N → 0 and(hn − u)0 ≥ D for all n ∈ N. The sequence of nowhere vanishing
functions{gn := e−ıhnv}n∈N ⊂ Gh,I(W ) proves the lemma. �

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

In this section we prove the main result of the paper (Theorem5.6). Most of the technical
computations are contained in the following Lemma 5.1; Theorem 5.6 will follow by a
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recursive application of it. In particular, Lemma 5.1 dealswith the problem of controlling
the periods in the approximation procedure.

Lemma 5.1. Let S ⊂ N be anI-admissible subset, letW be a relatively compactI-
invariant domain inN with finite topology, containingS, and letΦ = (φj)j=1,2,3 be a
smooth triple inΩh,I(S)

3 such that
∑3

j=1 φ
2
j = 0 and

∑3
j=1 |φj |2 vanishes nowhere onS.

Then Φ can be approximated in theC0 topology onS by a sequence{Φn =
(φj,n)j=1,2,3}n∈N ⊂ Ωh,I(W )3 meeting the following requirements:

(i) φ3,n vanishes nowhere onW \ RS . Furthermore,(φ3,n|E) = (φ3|E) ∈ Div(E) for
any connected componentE ofRS such thatφ3 does not vanish everywhere onE.

(ii)
∑3

j=1 φ
2
j,n = 0 and

∑3
j=1 |φj,n|2 vanishes nowhere onW.

(iii) Φn − Φ is exact onS for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Denote by

g =
φ3

φ1 − ıφ2
,

and recall thatg ◦ I = −1/g; see Sec. 3.2. This implies in particular thatg|RS
is not

constant, but it could be locally constant. We rule out this possibility in the following claim.

Claim 5.2. Without loss of generality, it can be assumed thatg|E is not constant for any
connected componentE ofRS.

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

We discuss first the following particular case.

Case 1.If g vanishes everywhere on no connected component ofRS , then the lemma holds.

Indeed, letE be a connected component ofRS such thatg|E is constant. By our
assumption,

(5.1) g|E 6= 0,∞, andφ3|E is nowhere vanishing.

Sinceg ◦ I = −1/g, thenE ∩ I(E) = ∅. LabelE1,I(E1), . . . , Ek,I(Ek) the family of
connected componentsE of RS such thatg|E is constant.

Denote byΛ1 = ∪k
j=1Ej and byΛ2 = RS \ (Λ1 ∪ I(Λ1)). LetB1 be a homology basis

of H1(Λ1,Z) and denote byν1 ∈ N the number of elements inB1. Denote byO(Λ1) the
space of holomorphic functionsΛ1 → C.

For eachh ∈ O(Λ1), consider the holomorphic function and1-form onΛ1 given by

(5.2) g(h) := (g + h) and φ3(h) :=
g + h

g
φ3.

LetP : O(Λ1) → C
2ν1 be theperiod mapgiven by

P(h) =
(

∫

c

(

g(h)φ3(h)− gφ3 , φ3(h) − φ3
)

)

c∈B1

.

Notice thatP(λh) = 0 for anyλ ∈ C and anyh ∈ O(Λ1) with P(h) = 0. SinceO(Λ1)
has infinite dimension, then there exists a non-constant functionh ∈ P−1(0) ⊂ O(Λ1). Let
{λn}n∈N ⊂ C \ {0} be any sequence converging to zero, and define

(5.3) hn := λnh ∈ P−1(0) for all n ∈ N.
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Obviously,{hn}n∈N → 0 in theC0 topology onΛ1; hence without loss of generality we
can assume that

(5.4) g(hn) andφ3(hn) vanish nowhere onΛ1 for all n.

Choose smoothgn ∈ GI(S) andφ3,n ∈ Ωh,I(S) such that

gn|Λ1 = g(hn), gn|Λ2 = g, φ3,n|Λ1 = φ3(hn), φ3,n|Λ2 = φ3,

and {Ψn}n∈N ⊂ Ωh,I(S) converges toΦ in the C0 topology onS; whereΨn are the
Weierstrass data associated to(gn, φ3,n) via (2.7). Notice that(φ3,n) = (φ3) for all
n; see (5.1) and (5.4). Observe that (5.2) and (5.3) imply thatΨn − Φ is exact on
RS = Λ1 ∪ I(Λ1) ∪ Λ2. Furthermore, up to a slight smooth deformation ofgn andφ3,n
overCS , we can also assume thatΨn − Φ is exact onS for all n ∈ N.

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

Case 2.If g vanishes everywhere on some connected components ofRS , then the lemma
holds.

Call Λ0 6= ∅ the union of those connected components ofRS on whichg is identically
0 or ∞, and notice thatφ3|Λ0 vanishes everywhere andΦ|Λ0 is exact. Take a sequence
{An}n∈N ⊂ O(3,R) converging to the identity matrix such that the third coordinate of
(Φ|Λ0) · An vanishes everywhere on no connected component ofΛ0. Choose a smooth
Θn ∈ Ωh,I(S)

3 such thatΘn|Λ0 := (Φ|Λ0) ·An, Θn|RS\Λ0
:= Φ|RS\Λ0

, Θn−Φ is exact on
S, and{Θn}n∈N → Φ in theC0 topology onS. Since the third coordinate ofΘn vanishes
everywhere on no connected component ofRS , the conclusion of Lemma 5.1 holds for each
Θn; take into account Case 1. By a diagonal argument, it also holds forΦ and we are done.

This proves the claim. �

From now on, we assume thatg is non-constant on every connected component ofRS .
Let us check the following

Claim 5.3. Without loss of generality, it can be assumed thatφj and d(φi/φj) vanish
nowhere on(bRS) ∪ CS , for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, i 6= j. In particular, g vanishes nowhere
onCS ; henceg ∈ GI(S).

Proof. LetM1 ⊃ M2 ⊃ . . . be a sequence ofI-invariant compact regions inW such that
M◦

n is a tubular neighborhood ofRS in W for all n ∈ N, Mn ⊂ M◦
n−1 for all n ∈ N,

∩n∈NMn = RS , Φ holomorphically extends toM1,
∑3

j=1 |φj |2 vanishes nowhere onM1,
andφj andd(φi/φj) vanish nowhere onbMn, for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, i 6= j, n ∈ N (recall
thatg is constant over no connected component ofRS by Claim 5.2). In addition, choose
Mn so thatSn := Mn ∪ CS ⊂ W is anI-admissible set inN andγ \M◦

n is a non-empty
Jordan arc, for any componentγ of CS . Observe thatCSn = CS \M◦

n, for all n ∈ N.

Let (hn, ψ3,n) ∈ GI(Sn) × Ωh,I(Sn) be any smooth couple meeting the following
requirements:

• (hn, ψ3,n)|RSn
= (g, φ3)|RSn

and
∑3

j=1 |ψj,n|2 vanishes nowhere onSn; where
Ψn = (ψj,n)j=1,2,3 ∈ Ωh,I(Sn)

3 are the Weierstrass data associated to(hn, ψ3,n)
via (2.7).

• ψj,n andd(ψi,n/ψj,n) vanish nowhere on(bRSn) ∪ CSn , for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3},
i 6= j.
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• Ψn|S − Φ is exact onS.
• the sequence{Ψn|S}n∈N ⊂ Ωh,I(S)

3 converges toΦ in theC0 topology onS.

The existence of such sequence follows from similar arguments as those in Claim 5.2;
just use classical approximation results by smooth functions to suitably extend the couple
(g, φ3)|RSn

toCSn .

If we assume that the lemma holds for the tripleΨn and theI-admissible setSn, for all
n ∈ N, then, using again a standard diagonal argument, we conclude that it also holds for
the tripleΦ. �

From now on, we assume thatφj andd(φi/φj) vanish nowhere on(bRS) ∪ CS , for all
i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, i 6= j.

Let WS ⊂ W be a domain of finite topology such thatS ⊂ WS andi∗ : H1(S,Z) →
H1(WS ,Z) is an isomorphism, where as usuali : S → WS denotes the inclusion map.
Denote byν = 2ν0 + 1, ν0 ∈ N, the number of generators ofH1(S,Z) of S. Take an
I-basisBS = {c0, c1, . . . , cν0 , d1, . . . , dν0} of the homology group with real coefficients

H1(S,R)
i∗≡ H1(WS ,R); see Def. 2.5.

Recall that

(5.5) I∗(cj) = −cj and I∗(dj) = dj, for all j.

For any couple of functions(h1, h2) ∈ Fh,I(W )2, denote byΦ(h1, h2) the Weierstrass
data onS associated to the pair(eıh1g, eh2φ3) by (2.7); that is,

Φ(h1, h2) =

(

1

2

( 1

eıh1g
− eıh1g

)

,
ı

2

( 1

eıh1g
+ eıh1g

)

, 1

)

eh2φ3.

Observe thatΦ(h1, h2) ∈ Ωh,I(S)
3, and so, by (5.5),

(5.6)
∫

cj

Φ(h1, h2) ∈ ıR3 and
∫

dj

Φ(h1, h2) ∈ R
3 ∀j and(h1, h2).

The same happens in particular to the tripleΦ = Φ(0, 0).

Denote byP : Fh,I(W )2 → R
6ν0+3 ≡ R

3ν0+3 × R
3ν0 theperiod mapgiven by

(5.7) P(h1, h2) =
([

ℑ
∫

cj

Φ(h1, h2)− Φ
]

j∈{0,...,ν0}
,
[

∫

dj

Φ(h1, h2)− Φ
]

j∈{1,...,ν0}

)

.

Notice thatΦ(h1, h2) satisfies items (i) and (ii) in the lemma; if in additionP(h1, h2) = 0,
then it also meets item (iii) (take into account (5.6)). On the other hand, endowing the real
spaceFh,I(W )2 with the maximum norm, one has that the period mapP above is Fréchet
differentiable.

The key to the proof of Lemma 5.1 is to show that the Fréchet derivative of P has
maximal rank equal to6ν0 + 3 at (0, 0).

Claim 5.4. The Fŕechet derivativeA : Fh,I(W )2 → R
6ν0+3 of P at (0, 0) has maximal

rank.



Approximation theory for non-orientable minimal surfaces 19

Proof. We proceed by contradiction. Assume thatA(Fh,I(W )2) is contained in a linear
subspace

U =
{

(

[(xcj ,k)k=1,2,3]j=0,...,ν0 , [(xdj ,k)k=1,2,3]j=1,...,ν0

)

∈ R
6ν0+3 :

3
∑

k=1

(

ν0
∑

j=0

λcj ,kxcj ,k +

ν0
∑

j=1

λdj ,kxdj ,k

)

= 0
}

⊂ R
6ν0+3,

whereλcj ,k andλdj ,k are real numbers for allj andk, not all of them equal to zero. LetΓk

be the element of the homology group with complex coefficientsH1(S,C) given by

(5.8) Γk = −ı
ν0
∑

j=0

λcj ,kcj +

ν0
∑

j=1

λdj ,kdj , k = 1, 2, 3 .

SinceA(Fh,I(W )2) ⊂ U , then

(5.9) −
∫

Γ1

hφ2 +

∫

Γ2

hφ1 = 0 for all h ∈ Fh,I(W )

and

(5.10)
∫

Γ1

hφ1 +

∫

Γ2

hφ2 +

∫

Γ3

hφ3 = 0 for all h ∈ Fh,I(W ).

Let us show thatΓ1 = 0.

Indeed, reason by contradiction and assume thatΓ1 6= 0. Denote byΣ1 = {f ∈
Fh,I(W ) : (f) ≥ (φ1)

2}. By Claim 5.3, the functiondf/φ1 lies in Fh,I(S). Therefore,
for anyf ∈ Σ1, Lemma 4.1 applies and insures thatdf/φ1 can be approximated in theC0

topology onFh,I(S) by functions inFh,I(W ). As a consequence, equation (5.9) can be
applied formally toh = df/φ1, implying that

∫

Γ1

φ2
φ1
df = 0 for all f ∈ Σ1.

By Claim 5.3 one can integrate by parts in the above equation and obtain that

(5.11)
∫

Γ1

fd
(φ2
φ1

)

= 0 for all f ∈ Σ1.

SinceΓ1 6= 0, the isomorphism (2.2) gives a holomorphic1-form τ ∈ Ωh,I(W ) such that

(5.12)
∫

Γ1

τ ∈ R \ {0};

take into account (5.8) and (5.5).

On the other hand, sinceW is open and relatively compact inN , then there exists
u ∈ Fh,I(W ) such that(τ + du)0 ≥ (φ1)

2(d(φ2/φ1)); use Riemann-Roch theorem. Set

f0 :=
τ + du

d(φ2/φ1)
∈ Fh,I(S)

(see Claim 5.3) and note that(f0) ≥ (φ1)
2. By Lemma 4.1,f0 can be approximated in the

C0 topology onFh,I(S) by functions inΣ1; hence equation (5.11) can be applied formally
to f = f0, giving that0 =

∫

Γ1
(τ + du) =

∫

Γ1
τ ; contradicting (5.12).
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Therefore,Γ1 = 0 and equation (5.9) becomes

(5.13)
∫

Γ2

hφ1 = 0 for all h ∈ Fh,I(W ).

Next we show thatΓ2 = 0. As above, reasoning by contradiction, we can find a1-form
τ ∈ Ωh,I(W ) and a functionu ∈ Fh,I(W ) such that

(5.14)
∫

Γ2

τ 6= 0

and(τ + du)0 ≥ (φ2). In this case, we set

h =
τ + du

φ2
∈ Fh,I(S);

see Claim 5.3. By Lemma 4.1, one can approximateh in theC0 topology onFh,I(S) by
functions inFh,I(W ); hence (5.13) formally applies toh giving that0 =

∫

Γ2
(τ + du) =

∫

Γ2
τ ; which contradicts (5.14).

Finally, sinceΓ1 = Γ2 = 0, then (5.10) becomes
∫

Γ3
hφ3 = 0 for all h ∈ Fh,I(W ). The

same argument as that in the previous paragraph gives thatΓ3 = 0 as well.

SinceΓk = 0 for all k = 1, 2, 3, then (5.8) implies thatλcj ,k = 0 = λdj ,k for all j andk.
This contradiction finishes the proof. �

Let {e1, . . . , e6ν0+3} be a basis ofR6ν0+3. For any j ∈ {1, . . . , 6ν0 + 3} choose
Hj = (h1,j , h2,j) ∈ A−1(ej) ⊂ Fh,I(W )2, and denote byQ : R6ν0+3 → R

6ν0+3 the
analytical map given by

Q((xj)j=1,...,6ν0+3) = P
(

6ν0+3
∑

j=1

xjHj

)

,

whereP is the period map (5.7). Claim 5.4 guarantees that the differential of Q at
0 ∈ R

6ν0+3 is an isomorphism; hence there exists a closed Euclidean ball U ⊂ R
6ν0+3

centered at the origin, satisfying thatQ : 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, Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 furnish a sequence
{(σn, ψ3,n)}n∈N ⊂ GI(W )× Ωh,I(W ) such that

(5.15) (σn) = (g) and (ψ3,n) = (φ3) ∈ DivI(RS) for all n ∈ N,

and

(5.16) {(σn, ψ3,n)|S}n∈N → (g, φ3) in theC0 topology onS.

For any couple of functions(h1, h2) ∈ Fh,I(W )2, we denote byΨn(h1, h2) ∈ Ωh,I(W )3

the Weierstrass data associated to the pair(eıh1σn, e
h2ψ3,n) by (2.7); that is to say,

Ψn(h1, h2) =

(

1

2

( 1

eıh1σn
− eıh1σn

)

,
ı

2

( 1

eıh1σn
+ eıh1σn

)

, 1

)

eh2ψ3,n.

By (5.5), one has that
∫

cj
Ψn(h1, h2) ∈ ıR3 and

∫

dj
Ψn(h1, h2) ∈ R

3, for all j and

(h1, h2) ∈ Fh,I(W )2. Denote byPn : Fh,I(W )2 → R
6ν0+3 ≡ R

3ν0+3 × R
3ν0 the period
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map given by
(5.17)

Pn(h1, h2) =
([

ℑ
∫

cj

Ψn(h1, h2)− Φ
]

j∈{0,...,ν0}
,
[

∫

dj

Ψn(h1, h2)− Φ
]

j∈{1,...,ν0}

)

,

and notice thatPn is Fréchet differentiable if we endow the real spaceFh,I(W )2 with the
maximum norm.

Denote byQn : R
6ν0+3 → R

6ν0+3 the analytical map given by

Qn((xj)j=1,...,6ν0+3) = Pn

(

6ν0+3
∑

j=1

xjHj

)

for all n ∈ N.

Since{Qn}n∈N → Q uniformly on compact subsets ofR6ν0+3, thenQn : U → Qn(U) is
an analytical diffeomorphism and0 ∈ Qn(U) for all n ≥ n0 for somen0 ∈ N. Denote by
yn = (yj,n)j=1,...,6ν0+3 the unique point inU mapped to0 byQn, n ≥ n0. SinceQ(0) = 0,
then

(5.18) the sequence{yn}n≥n0 converges to0.

Set

gn := e
∑6ν0+3

j=1 yj,nh1,jσn ∈ GI(W ) and φ3,n := e
∑6ν0+3

j=1 yj,nh2,jψ3,n ∈ Ωh,I(W ),

for all n ≥ n0. Denote byΦn the Weierstrass data onW associated to the pair(gn, φ3,n)
by (2.7),n ≥ n0, and let us check that the sequence{Φn}n≥n0 solves the lemma. Indeed,
{Φn}n≥n0 converges toΦ in theC0 topology onS by (5.16) and (5.18). SinceQn(yn) = 0,
thenΦn − Φ is exact onS. Finally, conditions Lemma 5.1-(i) and (ii) are ensured by
(5.15). �

By a minor modification of the proof of Lemma 5.1, we can obtainthe analogous
approximation result for Weierstrass data with a fixed component 1-form. This will be
very useful for applications; see Sec. 6.

Lemma 5.5. In Lemma 5.1 one can chooseφ3,n = φ3 for all n ∈ N, provided thatφ3
extends holomorphically toW , vanishes everywhere on no connected component ofRS ,
and vanishes nowhere onCS .

Proof. Reasoning as in the proof of Claim 5.3, it can be assumed without loss of generality
that φj andd(φi/φj) vanish nowhere on(bRS) ∪ CS , for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, i 6= j. In
this case, we takeI-admissible setsSn as those in the proof of Claim 5.3, and replace the
Weierstrass data(g, φ3) onSn by suitable(hn, φ3) for all n ∈ N.

As in Claim 5.4, one can now check that the Fréchet derivative Â : Fh,I(W ) → R
4ν0+2

of the period map̂P : Fh,I(W ) → R
4ν0+2 ≡ R

4ν0+2×{0} ⊂ R
6ν0+3, P̂(h) := P(h, 0), at

h = 0 has maximal rank; whereP is the map (5.7). Then fix a basis{e1, . . . , e4ν0+2}
of R

4ν0+2, and for anyj ∈ {1, . . . , 4ν0 + 2} choose a functionĤj ∈ Â−1(ej) ⊂
Fh,I(W ) . Denote byQ̂ : R4ν0+2 → R

4ν0+2 the analytic mapQ̂((xj)j=1,...,4ν0+2) =

P̂(
∑

j=1,...,4ν0+2 xjĤj).

Write

(5.19) (φ3|W\S) = D1I(D1)
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wehresupp(D1) ∩ supp(I(D1)) = ∅. SinceW is relatively compact inN , the Riemann-
Roch theorem provides a holomorphic functionH1 : W → C such that(H1) = D1. Set
H := H1/I(H1), and notice thatH is a meromorphic function onW , (H) = D1I(D1)

−1,
andH ◦ I = 1/H . Sinceg vanishes nowhere onS \ S◦, theng/H ∈ GI(S) does; hence
Lemma 4.6 furnishes a sequence{ρn}n∈N ⊂ GI(W ) such that(ρn) = (g) ∈ Div(S◦) for
all n ∈ N and{ρn|S}n∈N → g/H in theC0 topology onS. Setσn := ρnH ∈ GI(W ) and
notice that

(5.20) (σn) = (g)D1I(D1)
−1, for all n ∈ N,

and {σn|S}n∈N → g in the C0 topology onS. Observe that (5.19) and (5.20) ensure
that three1-forms of the Weierstrass data associated by (2.7) to the pair (σn, φ3) are
holomorphic and have no common zeros.

Denote byP̂n : Fh,I(W ) → R
4ν0+2 ≡ R

4ν0+2×{0} ⊂ R
6ν0+3 the period map given by

P̂n(h) = Pn(h, 0), wherePn is the map (5.17), and denote bŷQn : R
4ν0+2 → R

4ν0+2 the
analytical mapQ̂n((xj)j=1,...,4ν0+2) = P̂n(

∑4ν0+2
j=1 xjĤj) for all n ∈ N. To conclude the

proof, we argue as in the proof of Lemma 5.1. �

We are now ready to state and prove the main result of this paper. Theorem 1.1 is a
particular instance of the following

Theorem 5.6 (Runge-Mergelyan’s Theorem for non-orientable minimal surfaces). Let
S ⊂ N be anI-admissible subset (see Def. 3.2), letX̟ ∈ M∗

g,I(S) (see Def. 3.12),
and let p : H1(N ,Z) → R

3 be a group homomorphism such thatp(I∗(γ)) = −p(γ)
for all γ ∈ H1(N ,Z), and p|H1(S,Z) is the generalized flux mappX̟ of X̟. Write
X̟ = (X = (Xj)j=1,2,3,̟), ∂X̟ = (φj)j=1,2,3, andp = (pj)j=1,2,3.

Then the following assertions hold:

(I) X̟ can be approximated in theC1 topology onS byI-invariant conformal minimal
immersionsY = (Yj)j=1,2,3 : N → R

3 such thatpY = p and∂Y3 vanishes nowhere
onN \RS . Furthermore,Y can be chosen so that(∂Y3|E) = (φ3|E) ∈ Div(E) for
any connected componentE ofRS such thatφ3 does not vanish everywhere onE.

(II) If φ3 is not identically zero and extends toN as a holomorphic1-form without
real periods, vanishing nowhere onCS , and satisfyingp3(γ) = ℑ

∫

γ φ3 for all

γ ∈ H1(N ,Z), thenX̟ can be approximated in theC1 topology onS byI-invariant
conformal minimal immersionsY = (Yj)j=1,2,3 : N → R

3 with flux mappY = p

and third coordinate functionY3 = X3.

Proof. We begin with the following assertion.

Claim 5.7. There exists a connectedI-admissible subset̂S ⊂ N such thatRŜ = RS and

CŜ ⊃ CS ; that is to say,Ŝ is constructed by adding a finite family of Jordan arcs toS.

Proof. If S is connected choosêS = S.

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

Case1. S
¯

is a connected subset of the non-orientable Riemann surfaceN̄ . In this situation,
any tubular neighborhood ofS

¯
is an orientable surface. Then, take any Jordan arcγ

¯
⊂ N̄

with end points inbRS
¯

and otherwise disjoint fromS
¯
, such that any tubular neighborhood
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of Ŝ
¯
: = S

¯
∪ γ

¯
is non-orientable. SinceN̄ \ Ŝ

¯
has no relatively compact connected

components, then̂S meets the requirements of the claim.

Case2. S
¯

is not connected. Then, consider a finite familyΓ
¯

of pairwise disjoint Jordan arcs
in N̄ such that

• γ
¯

has end points inbRS
¯

and is otherwise disjoint fromS
¯
, for all γ

¯
∈ Γ

¯
,

• S
¯
′ := S

¯
∪ Γ

¯
is connected, and

• N̄ \ S
¯
′ has no relatively compact connected components.

This reduces the proof of the claim to Case1 applied toS′. �

Let Ŝ be as in Claim 5.7.

Let us prove assertion (I).

Fix ǫ > 0. Fix P0 ∈ S and letΦ0 = (φ0,j)j=1,2,3 be any extension of∂X̟ to Ŝ such
that

(a) φ0,j ∈ Ωh,I(Ŝ) and is smooth for allj = 1, 2, 3,
(b) Φ0 has no real periods,

∑3
j=1 φ

2
0,j = 0, and

∑3
j=1 |φ0,j |2 vanishes nowhere on̂S,

(c) X(P ) = X(P0) + ℜ
∫ P
P0

Φ0 for all P ∈ S, and

(d) ℑ
∫

γ Φ0 = p(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(Ŝ,Z).

To constructΦ0, just defineΦ0 on the arcsCŜ \ CS in a suitable way. Denote by
F0 ∈ M∗

g,I(M0) the marked immersion with generalized Weierstrass dataΦ0 andF0(P0) =

X̟(P0).

SetM0 := Ŝ andM1 a tubular neighborhood ofM0. Let {Mn}n∈N be an exhaustion
of N by Runge connectedI-invariant compact regions such that the Euler characteristic
χ(M◦

n \Mn−1) ∈ {0,−2} for all n ≥ 2. Existence of such an exhaustion is well known.
Furthermore,{Mn}n∈N meets the following topological description:

Remark 5.8. The regionMn is obtained fromMn−1, n ≥ 2, by one of the following four
procedures:

1. Mn is a tubular neighborhood ofMn−1. In this caseχ(M◦
n \Mn−1) = 0.

2. Mn is a tubular neighborhood ofMn−1 ∪ γ ∪ I(γ), whereγ is a Jordan arc inN with
endpoints in a connected componentc of bMn−1 and otherwise disjoint fromMn−1,
such thatγ ∩ I(γ) = ∅ andMn−1 ∪ γ ∪ I(γ) is an I-admissible subset inN . In
this case,Mn has the same genus asMn−1 and two more boundary components; hence
χ(M◦

n \Mn−1) = −2. (See Fig. 5.1.)
3. Mn is a tubular neighborhood ofMn−1 ∪ γ ∪ I(γ), whereγ is a Jordan arc inN

with an endpoint in a connected componentc of bMn−1, the other endpoint inI(c), and
otherwise disjoint fromMn−1, such thatγ ∩ I(γ) = ∅ andMn−1 ∪ γ ∪ I(γ) is anI-
admissible subset inN . In this case,Mn has the same number of boundary components
asMn−1 and one more handle; henceχ(M◦

n \Mn−1) = −2. (See Fig. 5.2.)
4. Mn is a tubular neighborhood ofMn−1 ∪ γ ∪ I(γ), whereγ is a Jordan arc inN

with an endpoint in a connected componentc1 of bMn−1, the other endpoint in a
connected componentc2 6= c1 of bMn−1, and otherwise disjoint fromMn−1, such that
c2 ∩ I(c1) = ∅, γ ∩ I(γ) = ∅, andMn−1 ∪ γ ∪ I(γ) is anI-admissible subset inN .
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Figure 5.1. Mn; procedure 2.

Figure 5.2. Mn; procedure 3.

In this case,Mn has two less boundary components thanMn−1 and two more handles;
henceχ(M◦

n \Mn−1) = −2. (See Fig. 5.3.)

Figure 5.3. Mn; procedure 4.

Let 0 < ξ < ǫ to be specified later and let us construct a sequence{Fn =
(Fn,j)j=1,2,3}n∈N, whereFn ∈ MI(Mn), such that

(An) ‖Fn − Fn−1‖1,Mn−1 < ξ/2n+1,
(Bn) ∂Fn,3 vanishes nowhere onMn \ S, (∂Fn,3|E) = (φ3|E) ∈ DivI(RS) for any

connected componentE of RS such thatφ3 does not vanish everywhere onE, and
(Cn) pFn = p|H1(Mn,Z) for all n ∈ N.

We follow a recursive process. SetF1 := F0(P0) +ℜ
∫

P0
Φ1, whereΦ1 ∈ Ωh,I(M1)

3 is
a triple resulting to apply Lemma 5.1 to the data

S =M0, W a tubular neighborhood ofM1, Φ = ∂F0 = Φ0,

close enough to∂F0 in theC0 topology onM0 to insure (A1). Recall thatM1 is a tubular
neighborhood ofM0, henceΦ1 has no real periods andF1 is well defined. Properties (B1)
and (C1) follow from (a)–(d).



Approximation theory for non-orientable minimal surfaces 25

Let n ≥ 2, assume that we have constructedF1, . . . , Fn−1, and let us furnishFn. We
distinguish the following two cases:

Case1. Assume thatχ(M◦
n \Mn−1) = 0; henceM◦

n \Mn−1 consists of a finite family of
pairwise disjoint open annuli andH1(Mn,Z) = H1(Mn−1,Z); see Remark 5.8-1. In this
case we takeFn := Fn−1(P0) + ℜ

∫

P0
Φn, whereΦn ∈ Ωh,I(Mn)

3 is a triple resulting to
apply Lemma 5.1 to the data

S =Mn−1, W a tubular neighborhood ofMn, Φ = ∂Fn−1,

close enough to∂Fn−1 in theC0 topology onMn−1 to ensure (An). SinceMn is a tubular
neighborhood ofMn−1, thenΦn has no real periods andFn is well defined. Properties (Bn)
and (Cn) follow straightforwardly from (Bn−1), (Cn−1), and Lemma 5.1.

Case2. Assume thatχ(M◦
n\Mn−1) = −2. In this case, there exists an analytical Jordan arc

γ ⊂M◦
n \M◦

n−1, attached tobMn−1 at its endpoints and otherwise disjoint toMn−1, such
thatγ ∩I(γ) = ∅, S̃ :=Mn−1∪ γ ∪I(γ) is anI-admissible set inN , andχ(M◦

n \ S̃) = 0;
see Remark 5.8-2,3,4. ExtendFn−1 to a generalized marked immersioñF ∈ M∗

g,I(S̃) such

thatpF̃ = p|H1(S̃,Z)
. Up to approximatingF̃ by a minimal immersion inMI(M̃n−1) via

Lemma 5.1, whereM̃n−1 ⊂ M◦
n is a tubular neighborhood of̃S, one can reduce the proof

to the previous case.

This concludes the construction of the sequence{Fn}n∈N.

By properties (An), n ∈ N, the sequence{Fn}n∈N converges in theC1 topology on
compact sets ofN to anI-invariant conformal harmonic mapY = (Yj)j=1,2,3 : N → R

3

such that‖Y − X̟‖1,S < ξ < ǫ; take also (c) into account. From (b), (Bn), n ∈ N,
and Hurwitz’s theorem, it follows that∂Y3 vanishes nowhere onN \ S and (∂Y3|E) =
(φ3|E) ∈ DivI(RS) for any connected componentE of RS such thatφ3 does not vanish
everywhere onE. On the other hand, ifξ is taken small enough from the beginning, then
Y is a conformal minimal immersion; indeed, it has branch points neither onS (since∂Y
is close to∂X̟ onS) nor onN \ S (since∂Y3 vanishes nowhere onN \ S). Finally, (d)
and (Cn), n ∈ N, givepY = p. This proves statement (I).

In order to prove statement (II) we reason analogously but using Lemma 5.5 instead of
Lemma 5.1. �

Notice that Theorem 5.6 is a general existence result of non-orientable minimal surfaces
in R

3 with arbitrary conformal structure. In fact, in the next section we construct such
surfaces with additional geometrical properties; see Theorems 6.5 and 6.7.

6. Applications

We conclude the paper with some applications of the results in the previous section. In
Subsec. 6.1 we will derive approximation theorems of Runge-Mergelyan’s type for other
objects than non-orientable minimal surfaces; see Corollary 6.1 and Theorem 6.3. In
Subsec. 6.2 we will prove an existence theorem of Gunning-Narasimhan’s type on non-
orientable Riemann surfaces (see Theorem 6.4). Finally, inSubsec. 6.3 and 6.4 we show
general existence results of non-orientable minimal surfaces inR3 with given underlying
conformal structure and additional topological or geometric properties.
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6.1. Some Runge-Mergelyan’s type results.A holomorphic immersion(Fj)j=1,2,3 : N →
C
3 is said to be anull curveif

∑3
j=1(dFj)

2 vanishes everywhere on the open Riemann sur-
faceN . Minimal surfaces inR3 are locally the real part of null curves inC3. (See [31] for
a good reference.)

We can now derive the analogous result to Theorem 5.6 forI-symmetricnull curves.

Corollary 6.1 (Runge-Mergelyan’s Theorem forI-symmetric null curves inC3). Let
S ⊂ N be anI-admissible subset and letF = (Fj)j=1,2,3 : S → C

3 be a smooth function
in Fh,I(S)

3 such that
∑3

j=1(dFj)
2 vanishes everywhere onS and

∑3
j=1 |dFj |2 vanishes

nowhere onS.

The following assertions hold:

• F can be uniformly approximated in theC1 topology onS by null curvesH =
(Hj)j=1,2,3 : N → C

3 in Fh,I(N )3 such thatdH3 vanishes nowhere onN \ RS .
Furthermore,H can be chosen so that(dH3|E) = (dF3|E) ∈ Div(E) for any
connected componentE ofRS such thatdF3 does not vanish everywhere onE.

• If F3 is non-constant and extends toN as a holomorphic function whose differential
vanishes nowhere onCS , thenF can be approximated in theC1 topology onS by
null curvesH = (Hj)j=1,2,3 : N → C

3 in Fh,I(N )3, whereH3 = F3.

Proof. Up to suitably extendingF to a connectedI-admissible subset ofN containingS
(see Claim 5.7), we assume without loss of generality thatS is connected.

By Theorem 5.6, there exists a sequence{Yn = (Yn,j)j=1,2,3}n∈N ⊂ MI(N ) with
pYn = 0 for all n, approximatingX̟ ≡ (X,̟) = (ℜ(F ),ℑ(dF )) in the C1 topology
on S, and whose third coordinatesYn,3, n ∈ N, satisfy the required properties. If we fix
P0 ∈ S, the sequence of null curves{F (P0)+

∫

P0
∂Yn}n∈N onN proves the Corollary. �

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

Definition 6.2. LetS ⊂ N be anI-admissible subset. By a markedI-invariant harmonic
function onS we mean a couplehθ ≡ (h, θ), whereh : S → R

3 is an I-invariant C1

function, harmonic onRS , andθ ∈ Ωh,I(S) is a 1-form such thatθ|RS
equals the complex

derivative∂(h|RS
) of h|RS

, θ has no real periods, andh = ℜ
∫ P

θ.

If hθ is a markedI-invariant harmonic function we denote by∂hθ = θ. Analogously
to Def. 3.15, the space of markedI-invariant harmonic functions onS is endowed with a
natural C1 topology.

If θ ∈ Ωh,I(S), γ ∈ H(S,Z), andI∗(γ) = γ, then
∫

γ θ ∈ R. Likewise, if I∗(γ) = −γ
then

∫

γ θ ∈ ıR. In particular, θ has no real periods if and only if
∫

γ θ = 0 for all
γ ∈ H(S,Z) with I∗(γ) = γ, and in this case

∫

I∗(γ)
θ = −

∫

γ θ ∈ ıR for all γ ∈ H(S,Z).

Theorem 6.3 (Runge-Mergelyan’s Theorem for harmonic functions of non-orientable
Riemann surfaces). LetS ⊂ N be anI-admissible subset. Lethθ be a markedI-invariant
harmonic function onS. Let p : H1(N ,Z) → R be a group homomorphism such that
p(I∗(γ)) = −p(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(N ,Z), andp(γ) = ℑ

∫

γ ∂hθ for all γ ∈ H1(S,Z).

Thenhθ can be approximated in theC1 topology onS byI-invariant harmonic functions
ĥ on N , satisfying that∂ĥ vanishes nowhere onN \ RS and p(γ) = ℑ

∫

γ ∂ĥ for all
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γ ∈ H1(N ,Z). Furthermore,̂h can be chosen so that(∂ĥ|E) = (∂hθ|E) ∈ DivI(E) for
any connected componentE ofRS such thath|E is non-constant.

Proof. We assume without loss of generality that∂hθ vanishes nowhere onCS (cf. Claim
5.3) and thatS is connected (cf. Claim 5.7 and the proof of Theorem 5.6). Denote by
φ3 = ∂hθ ∈ Ωh,I(S). Let U ⊂ N be anI-invariant relatively compact domain with
finite topology, containingS. Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 4.6, the Riemann-Roch
theorem givesg0 ∈ GI(U) such that(φ3|RS

) = (g0)0(g0)∞. Then one can easily extend
g0|RS

to a functiong ∈ GI(S) such that the tripleΦ = (φj)j=1,2,3, obtained from the couple
(g, φ3) via (2.7), satisfies the requirements in Lemma 5.1.

LetM0 := S and let{Mn}n∈N be an exhaustion ofN by Runge connectedI-invariant
compact regions such that the Euler characteristicχ(M◦

n \Mn−1) ∈ {0,−2} for all n ∈ N;
see Remark 5.8.

Let ǫ > 0. Fix ξ > 0 to be specified later. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem
5.6, a recursive application of Lemma 5.1 gives a sequence{Ψn = (ψn,j)j=1,2,3}n∈N ⊂
Ωh,I(Mn)

3 such thatψn,3 vanishes nowhere onMn \ RS,
∫

γ ψn,3 = ıp(γ) for all

γ ∈ H1(Mn,Z), and{Ψn}n∈N converges in theC0 topology on compact sets ofN to a
triple Ψ = (ψj)j=1,2,3 ∈ Ωh,I(N )3 with

(6.1) ‖Ψ− Φ‖0,M0 < ξ.

Thereforeψ3 vanishes nowhere onN\RS (by Hurwitz’s theorem) and
∫

γ ψ3 = ıp(γ) for all
γ ∈ H1(N ,Z). Furthermore,ψn,3 can be chosen so that(ψn,3|E) = (φ3|E) ∈ DivI(E) for
any connected componentE of RS such thatφ3 does not vanish everywhere onE, n ∈ N.
Therefore, Hurwitz’s theorem gives that(ψ3|E) = (φ3|E) ∈ DivI(E) as well for any such
E.

By (6.1), theI-invariant harmonic function̂h := h(P0) + ℜ
∫

P0
ψ3, P0 ∈ S, satisfies

‖ĥ− hθ‖1,S < ǫ, provided thatξ 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 nowhere vanishing holomorphic1-forms.
This result was extended to the existence of holomorphic1-forms with prescribed periods
and divisor by Kusunoki and Sainouchi [21]. Let us show the analogous result for non-
orientable Riemann surfaces.

Theorem 6.4. LetD′ be an integral divisor onN , possibly withcountably infinite support,
such thatsupp(D′)∩supp(I(D′)) = ∅ andsupp(D′)∩K is finite for any compactK ⊂ N .
Call D = D′ ∪ I(D′). Let p : H1(N ,Z) → C

3 be a group homomorphism such that
p(I∗(γ)) = p(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(N ,Z).

Then there existsϑ ∈ Ωh,I(N ) such that(ϑ) = D and
∫

γ ϑ = p(γ) for all γ ∈
H1(N ,Z).

Proof. Let M0 ⊂ N be a connectedI-admissible set such thatRM0 = U ∪ I(U) where
U is a closed disc inN andU ∩ I(U) = ∅, andsupp(D) ∩ (M0 \ M◦

0 ) = ∅. Denote
by D0 the restriction ofD to M0 (that is, the unique integer divisor inM0 such that
supp(D/D0) ∩M0 = ∅), and recall thatsupp(D0) consists of finitely many points. Take
φ0,3 ∈ Ωh,I(RM0) vanishing everywhere on no connected component ofRM0 and with
(φ0,3) = D0. As in the proof of Theorem 5.6, one can extendφ0,3 to a smooth1-form



28 A. Alarcón and F.J. López

ψ0 ∈ Ωh,I(M0) vanishing nowhere onM0 \M◦
0 and satisfying that

∫

γ ψ0 = p(γ) for all
γ ∈ H1(M0,Z).

Let {Mn}n∈N be an exhaustion ofN by Runge connectedI-invariant compact regions
such that the Euler characteristicχ(M◦

n \Mn−1) ∈ {0,−2} andsupp(D)∩bMn = ∅ for all
n ∈ N; see Remark 5.8. Denote byDn the restriction ofD toMn, and recall thatsupp(Dn)
consists of finitely many points,n ∈ N.

Assume thatχ(M◦
1 \M0) = 0. LetN0 ⊂M◦

1 \M0 be a RungeI-invariant compact region
containingsupp(D1) \ supp(D0), and consisting of a finite collection of pairwise disjoint
closed discs. Notice thatM0 ∪N0 is I-admissible. Takeφ1,3 ∈ Ωh,I(M0 ∪N0) vanishing
everywhere on no connected component ofRM0 ∪ N0, and satisfying thatφ1,3|M0 = ψ0,
(φ1,3) = D1, and

∫

γ φ1,3 = p(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(M1,Z) = H1(M0,Z). As in the proof

of Theorem 6.3, one can easily find a tripleΦ1 = (φ1,j)j=1,2,3 ∈ Ωh,I(M0 ∪N0)
3 meeting

the requirements of Lemma 5.1. Therefore, this lemma furnishesΨ1 = (ψ1,j)j=1,2,3 ∈
Ωh,I(M1)

3 as close as desired toΦ1 in theC0 topology onM0∪N0, satisfying thatΨ1−Φ1

is exact onM0 ∪ N0 and (ψ1,3) = (φ1,3). Call ψ1 := ψ1,3 ∈ Ωh,I(M1) and notice that
(ψ1) = D1,

∫

γ ψ1 = p(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(M1,Z), andψ1 is as close as desired toψ0 in the

C0 topology onM0.

Assume that, on the contrary,χ(M◦
1 \ M0) = −2. Then take a Jordan arcα in

M◦
1 \ (M◦

0 ∪ supp(D)), with endpoints inRM0 and otherwise disjoint fromM0, such
thatS := M0 ∪ α ∪ I(α) is I-admissible andχ(M◦

1 \ S) = 0; see Remark 5.8. Extend
(with the same name)φ3,0 to a smooth1-form φ3,0 ∈ Ωh,I(S) vanishing nowhere onα and
satisfying that

∫

γ φ3,0 = p(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(M1,Z) = H1(S,Z). Then, one can follow the
argument in the above paragraph, replacingM0 by S, and obtain as aboveψ1 ∈ Ωh,I(M1)
as close as desired toψ0 in theC0 topology onM0, with (ψ1) = D1 and

∫

γ ψ1 = p(γ) for
all γ ∈ H1(M1,Z).

Repeating this argument inductively, one constructs a sequence{ψn}n∈N ⊂ Ωh,I(Mn)
such thatψn is as close as desired toψn−1 in the C0 topology onMn−1 for all n > 1,
(ψn) = Dn and

∫

γ ψn = p(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(Mn,Z), for all n ∈ N. Furthermore, one
can assume that{ψn}n∈N converges uniformly on compact subsets ofN to a holomorphic
1-form ϑ ∈ Ωh,I(N ). Sinceψ0 is not identically zero andϑ can be constructed as close as
desired toψ0 onM0, thenϑ may be assumed to be non-identically zero as well. Obviously
∫

γ ϑ = p(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(N ,Z). By Hurwitz’s theorem,(ϑ) = D and we are done. �

6.3. Non-orientable minimal surfaces inR
3 properly projecting into R

2. In this
subsection we show that any open Riemann surfaceN endowed with an antiholomorphic
involution I : N → N without fixed points, is furnished with anI-invariant conformal
minimal immersionN → R

3 whose image surface is a non-orientable minimal surface
properly projecting into a plane, contained in a wedge inR

3 of any given angle greater than
π. Furthermore, the flux map of such surface can be prescribed under the compatibility
condition (2.9). This existence theorem links with a classical question 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
3 be a group homomorphism satisfying

p(I∗(γ)) = −p(γ) ∀γ ∈ H1(N ,Z),

and letθ be a real number in(0, π/2).
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LetM ⊂ N be a RungeI-invariant compact region, and considerY ∈ MI(M) with
flux mappY = p|H1(M,Z), satisfying

(x3 + tan(θ)|x1|) ◦ Y > 1 everywhere onM .

Then for anyǫ > 0 there exists a conformal minimal immersionX : N → R
3 satisfying

X ◦ I = X and the following properties:

• pX = p,
• (x3 + tan(θ)|x1|) ◦X : N → R is a positive proper function, and
• ‖X − Y ‖1,M < ǫ.

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

We denote byxk : R3 → R the k-th coordinate function,k = 1, 2, 3. Given numbers
θ ∈ (−π/2, π/2) andδ ∈ R, we denote by

Πδ(θ) =
{

(x1, x2, x3) ∈ R
3 : x3 + tan(θ)x1 > δ

}

.

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

Lemma 6.6. LetM, V ⊂ N be two RungeI-invariant compact regions with analytical
boundary such thatM ⊂ V ◦ and the Euler characteristicχ(V \M◦) ∈ {−2, 0}.

LetX ∈ MI(M) and letp : H1(V,Z) → R be any homomorphism extension of the flux
mappX ofX, satisfying

p(I∗(γ)) = −p(γ) ∀γ ∈ H1(N ,Z).

Letθ ∈ (0, π/4) andδ > 0, and assume that

(6.2) X(bM) ⊂ Πδ(θ) ∪Πδ(−θ).

Then, for anyǫ > 0 there existsY ∈ MI(V ) enjoying the following properties:

(i) The flux mappY of Y equalsp.
(ii) ‖Y −X‖1,M < ǫ.

(iii) Y (bV ) ⊂ Πδ+1(θ) ∪Πδ+1(−θ).
(iv) Y (V \M) ⊂ Πδ(θ) ∪Πδ(−θ).

Proof of Lemma 6.6 in caseχ(V \M◦) = 0. Since M ⊂ V ◦ and V ◦ \ M has no
relatively compact connected components inV ◦, then V \ M◦ = ∪j

j=1(Aj ∪ I(Aj)),
where j ∈ N denotes the number of boundary components ofV (hence, ofM ) and
A1,I(A1), . . . , Aj,I(Aj) are pairwise disjoint compact annuli.

Write bAj = αj ∪ βj , whereαj ⊂ bM andβj ⊂ bV for all j = 1, . . . , j. Obviously,
I(αj) ⊂ bM , I(βj) ⊂ bV , andbI(Aj) = I(αj) ∪ I(βj) for all j = 1, . . . , j.

From inclusion (6.2), it follows the existence of a natural numberi ≥ 2, a collection
of sub-arcs

{

αi
j : (i, j) ∈ I = Zi × {1, . . . , j}

}

, whereαi
j ⊂ αj for all (i, j) ∈ I and

Zi = {0, . . . , i − 1} denotes the additive cyclic group of integers modulusi ∈ N, and
subsetsI+ andI− of I, such that
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• I+ ∩ I− = ∅, I+ ∪ I− = I,
• αi

j andαi+1
j have a common endpointQi+1

j and are otherwise disjoint, and
• X(αi

j) ⊂ Πδ(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I±.

In particular, αj = ∪i∈Zi
αi
j for all j = 1, . . . , j, andX(I(αi

j)) ⊂ Πδ(±θ) for all
(i, j) ∈ I±; recall thatX is I-invariant.

Choose a family{rij : (i, j) ∈ I} of pairwise disjoint analytical compact Jordan arcs
such thatrij is contained inAj , has initial pointQi

j ∈ αj , final pointP i
j ∈ βj , is otherwise

disjoint frombAj , and meets transversallyαi
j at the pointQi

j, for all (i, j) ∈ I. The set

S :=M ∪
(

∪(i,j)∈I r
i
j ∪ I(rij)

)

is I-admissible in the sense of Def. 3.2.

In a first step, we construct anI-invariant conformal minimal immersionH ∈ MI(V )
meeting the theses of the lemma on points ofS; more specifically, satisfying

(1H ) ‖H −X‖1,S < ǫ/3,

(2H ) H(rij ∪ αi
j ∪ ri+1

j ) ⊂ Πδ(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I±,

(3H ) H({P i
j , P

i+1
j }) ⊂ Πδ+1(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I±, and

(4H ) pH = p.

Such anH is furnished by Theorem 5.6-(I) applied to a suitableI-invariant extension̂X of
X toS, formally meeting properties (2H ) and (3H ) (cf. [9, Subsec. 5.1]). To construct such
an extension, we first definêX over∪(i,j)∈Ir

i
j and then we extend it toS (that is to say; we

defineX̂ over∪(i,j)∈II(r
i
j)) to beI-invariant.

Denote byΩi
j the closed disc inAj bounded byαi

j ∪ rij ∪ ri+1
j and the compact

Jordan arcβij ⊂ βj connectingP i
j andP i+1

j , and containing noP k
j for k 6= i, i + 1,

(i, j) ∈ I. SinceH is continuous, then properties (2H ) and (3H ) extend to small open
neighborhoods ofrij ∪ αi

j ∪ ri+1
j and{P i

j , P
i+1
j }, respectively; hence there exists a closed

discKi
j ⊂ Ωi

j \ (rij ∪ αi
j ∪ ri+1

j ), intersectingβij in a compact Jordan arc, such that

• H(Ωi
j \Ki

j) ⊂ Πδ(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I±, and

• H(βij \Ki
j) ⊂ Πδ+1(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I±.

Assume without loss of generality thatI+ 6= ∅; otherwiseI− = I 6= ∅ and we would
reason in a symmetric way. Consider theI-admissible set

S+ :=M ∪
(

∪(i,j)∈I− Ωi
j ∪ I(Ωi

j)
)

∪
(

∪(i,j)∈I+ K
i
j ∪ I(Ki

j)
)

.

In a second step, we construct anI-invariant conformal minimal immersionZ ∈ MI(V )
meeting the theses of the lemma on points ofS+; more concretely, satisfying

(1Z ) ‖Z −H‖1,M∪(∪(i,j)∈I−
Ωi

j∪I(Ω
i
j))
< ǫ/3,

(2Z ) Z(Ωi
j \Ki

j) ⊂ Πδ(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I±,

(3Z ) Z(βij \Ki
j) ⊂ Πδ+1(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I±,

(4Z ) Z(Ki
j) ⊂ Πδ+1(−θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I+ = I \ I−, and

(5Z ) pZ = p.
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The immersionZ is furnished by Theorem 5.6-(II) applied to a suitableI-invariant
extensionĤ of H|M∪(∪(i,j)∈I−

Ωi
j∪I(Ω

i
j))

to S+. The key point here is to insure that

(6.3) (x3 + tan(θ)x1) ◦ Z = (x3 + tan(θ)x1) ◦H everywhere onV ,

which is possible by Theorem 5.6-(II) up to suitably rotating H; cf. [9, Subsec. 5.1]. As
above, in order to construct̂H, we first define it over∪(i,j)∈I+K

i
j , formally meeting (4Z )

and (6.3), and then we extend it toS+ (that is; we defineĤ over∪(i,j)∈I+I(K
i
j)) as an

I-invariant map.

If I− = ∅ the proof is already done; otherwise we consider theI-admissible set

S− :=M ∪
(

∪(i,j)∈I+ Ωi
j ∪ I(Ωi

j)
)

∪
(

∪(i,j)∈I− K
i
j ∪ I(Ki

j)
)

.

To finish the proof, we construct anI-invariant conformal minimal immersionY ∈
MI(V ) satisfying the following properties:

(1Y ) ‖Y − Z‖1,M∪(∪(i,j)∈I+
Ωi

j∪I(Ω
i
j))
< ǫ/3,

(2Y ) Y (Ωi
j \Ki

j) ⊂ Πδ(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I±,

(3Y ) Y (βij \Ki
j) ⊂ Πδ+1(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I±,

(4Y ) Y (Ki
j) ⊂ Πδ+1(±θ) for all (i, j) ∈ I \ I±, and

(5Y ) pY = p.

SuchY is furnished by Theorem 5.6-(II) applied to a suitableI-invariant extension of
Z|M∪(∪(i,j)∈I+

Ωi
j∪I(Ω

i
j))

to S−, in a symmetric way to the previous step; cf. again [9,

Subsec. 5.1].

The immersionY meets all the requirements in Lemma 6.6. �

Proof of Lemma 6.6 in caseχ(V \M◦) = −2. In this case, there exists an analytical
Jordan arcγ ⊂ V ◦ \ M◦, attached tobM at its endpoints and otherwise disjoint to
M , such thatγ ∩ I(γ) = ∅, S := M ∪ γ ∪ I(γ) is an I-admissible set inN , and
χ(V ◦\S) = 0; see Remark 5.8-2,3,4. ExtendX to a suitable generalized marked immersion
X̟̃ = (X̃,̟) ∈ M∗

g,I(S), satisfying

X̃(S \ S◦) ⊂ Πδ(θ) ∪Πδ(−θ)
andpX̟̃

= p|H1(S,Z). Applying Theorem 5.6 tõX̟ we then reduce the proof to the case
whenχ(V \M◦) = 0, and are done. �

Proof of Theorem 6.5.Reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 5.6, we assume without loss
of generality thatM is connected. SetM0 := M and let{Mn}n∈N be an exhaustion
of N by Runge connectedI-invariant compact regions such that the Euler characteristic
χ(M◦

n \Mn−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 6.6 instead of [9, Lemma 5.1]. �

6.4. Non-orientable minimal surfaces inR3 and harmonic functions. LetN be an open
Riemann surface endowed with an antiholomorphic involution I : N → N without fixed
points. In this subsection we show that every non-constantI-invariant harmonic function
h : N → R is a coordinate function of a complete conformalI-invariant minimal immersion
N → R

3; see Theorem 6.7. We then derive existence of complete non-orientable minimal
surfaces inR3, with arbitrary conformal structure, whose Gauss map (see Def. 2.8) omits
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one point of the projective planeRP2; see Corollary 6.9. Recall that, by Fujimoto [17],
the Gauss map of complete non-orientable minimal surfaces in R

3 misses at most two
points ofRP2. Furthermore, there exist non-orientable Riemann surfaceswhich do not carry
complete conformal minimal immersions intoR3 with Gauss map omitting two points of
RP

2; for instance, by great Picard’s theorem, those being parabolic and of finite topology.

The analogous results in the orientable framework were obtained by the authors and
Fernández in [3] (see also [1] for a partial result). Again,we only sketch here the necessary
modifications to adapt the proof in [3] to the non-orientablesetting, by using Theorem 5.6.

Theorem 6.7. Let h : N → R
3 be a non-constantI-invariant harmonic function, and let

p : H1(N ,Z) → R
3 be a group homomorphism such thatp(I∗(γ)) = −p(γ) and the third

coordinate ofp(γ) equalsℑ
∫

γ ∂h, for all γ ∈ H1(N ,Z).

Then there exists a complete conformalI-invariant minimal immersionX =
(X1,X2,X3) : N → R

3 withX3 = h andpX = p.

The proof of Theorem 6.7 relies on a recursive application ofthe following.

Lemma 6.8. LetM, V ⊂ N be two RungeI-invariant compact regions with analytical
boundary such thatM ⊂ V ◦ and the Euler characteristicχ(V \M◦) ∈ {−2, 0}.

Let h : V → R be a non-constantI-invariant harmonic function, letX =
(X1,X2,X3) ∈ MI(M), and letp : H1(V,Z) → R be a group homomorphism, satisfying
X3 = h|M , pX = p|H1(M,Z), p(I∗(γ)) = −p(γ), and the third coordinate ofp(γ) equals
ℑ
∫

γ ∂h, for all γ ∈ H1(N ,Z).

Then, for anyP0 ∈ M andǫ > 0, there existsY = (Y1, Y2, Y3) ∈ MI(V ) enjoying the
following properties:

(i) The flux mappY of Y equalsp.
(ii) ‖Y −X‖1,M < ǫ.

(iii) Y3 = h.
(iv) distY (P0, bV )) > 1/ǫ, wheredistY denotes the distance onV in the intrinsic metric

of the immersionY .

Proof of Lemma 6.8 in caseχ(V \M◦) = 0. As in the proof of Lemma 6.6, writeV \
M◦ = ∪j

j=1(Aj ∪ I(Aj)), where j ∈ N denotes the number of boundary components
of V andA1,I(A1), . . . , Aj,I(Aj) are pairwise disjoint compact annuli.

On the interior of each annuliAj , we define a labyrinth of compact setsKj adapted
to dh as that in the proof of [3, Claim 3.2] (this follows the spiritof Jorge-Xavier’s
original construction of a complete minimal surface in a slab of R3 [20]). Denote by
K = ∪j

j=1Kj ∪ I(Kj) and denote byS ⊂ N theI-admissible set

S =M ∪ K.

To finish, we reason as in the proof of [3, Claim 3.2]. In a first step we extendX to
S as anI-invariant conformal minimal immersion̂X = (X̂1, X̂2, X̂3) : S → R

3, such
that X̂3 = h|S and whose intrinsic metric is sufficiently large overK. In order to find a
suitableX̂ we first argue as in [3, Claim 3.2] to extendX to∪j

j=1Kj , and then we definêX
over∪j

j=1I(Kj) to beI-invariant. The proof now can be concluded by applying Theorem

5.6-(II) to X̂ ; cf. again the proof of [3, Claim 3.2]. �



Approximation theory for non-orientable minimal surfaces 33

Proof of Lemma 6.8 in caseχ(V \M◦) = −2. Let γ ⊂ V ◦ \M◦ be an analytical Jordan
arc attached tobM at its endpoints and otherwise disjoint toM , such thatγ ∩ I(γ) = ∅,
S := M ∪ γ ∪ I(γ) is anI-admissible set inN , andχ(V ◦ \S) = 0; see Remark 5.8-2,3,4.
ExtendX to a generalized marked immersioñX̟ = (X̃ = (X̃1, X̃2, X̃3),̟) ∈ M∗

g,I(S),

satisfyingX̃3 = h|S andpX̟̃
= p|H1(S,Z). We then reduce the proof to the case when

χ(V \M◦) = 0, by using Theorem 5.6-(II). �

Proof of Theorem 6.7.Reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 5.6, we assume without loss
of generality thatM is connected. SetM0 := M and let{Mn}n∈N be an exhaustion
of N by Runge connectedI-invariant compact regions such that the Euler characteristic
χ(M◦

n \Mn−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] by Lemma 6.8. �

Corollary 6.9. Let p : H1(N ,Z) → R
3 be a group homomorphism such thatp(I∗(γ)) =

−p(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(N ,Z).

Then there exists a complete conformalI-invariant minimal immersionX : N → R
3

such thatpX = p, and the complex Gauss map ofX
¯
: N̄ → R

3 (see Def. 2.8) omits one
point ofRP2.

Proof. By Theorem 6.4, there exists a nowhere-vanishing holomorphic 1-form ϑ on N
such thatI∗ϑ = ϑ and

∫

γ ϑ = ıp(γ) for all γ ∈ H1(N ,Z). Applying Theorem 6.7 to

h := ℜ
∫ P

ϑ, we get a complete conformalI-invariant minimal immersionX : N → R
3

such thatpX = p, and whose complex Gauss map has neither zeros nor poles. Therefore,
the Gauss map ofX

¯
: N̄ → R

3 omits one point ofRP2 (see Remark 2.7). This concludes
the proof. �

In [2], the authors and Fernández extended the results in [3] to minimal surfaces in
R
n, n ≥ 3. The key tool was a Runge-Mergelyan type theorem for minimalsurfaces in

R
n. In the forthcoming paper [7], we will show the analogous result in the non-orientable

framework; this will allow us to generalize the results in this subsection to non-orientable
minimal surfaces inRn.
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