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COMPLETE NEGATIVELY CURVED IMMERSED ENDS IN R3

SERGIO MENDONCA

To my beloved wife, Cristina Marques, whose love and sincerity inspire me

ABSTRACT. This paper extends, in a sharp way, the famous Efimov’s Theorem
to immersed ends in R3. More precisely, let M be a non-compact connected
surface with compact boundary. Then there is no complete isometric immer-
sion of M into R® satisfying that fM |[K| = +00 and K < —k < 0, where
Kk is a positive constant and K is the Gaussian curvature of M. In particu-
lar Efimov’s Theorem holds for complete Hadamard immersed surfaces, whose
Gaussian curvature K is bounded away from zero outside a compact set.

In 1901 Hilbert ([Hi]) proved that there is no complete immersed hyperbolic
plane H? in R3. In 1902 Holmgren ([Ho]) presented a new version with a more
rigorous proof. Blaschke ([Bs]) and Bieberbach ([Bi]) presented new versions of the
proof. In 1955 Blaniisa ([BI]) presented an example of a smooth complete isometric
embedding of H? in RS. In 1960 Rozendorn ([Ro]) obtained a smooth complete
isometric immersion of H? in R5.

In 1936 Cohn-Vossen ([C-V]) have conjectured that the hyperbolic plane in
Hilbert’s Theorem could be replaced by a complete immersed surface with Gaussian
curvature not greater than a negative constant. The solution for this problem came
only in 1964 with the work of Efimov ([Ef]):

Theorem 0.1 (Efimov’s Theorem). There is no complete isometric immersion
w: M — R3 with Gaussian curvature K < —x < 0, where M is a connected
surface.

An extension of the Efimov’s Theorem to higher dimensions was the work of B.
Smith and F. Xavier in [SX], in which it is proved that there exists no codimension
one complete isometric immersion f : M — R™ with the Ricci curvature Ricy, <
—k < 0, provided that n = 3, or that n > 4 and the sectional curvatures of M do
not assume all values in R.

Tilla Klotz Milnor in [Mi] published a more detailed version of the proof of the
Efimov’s Theorem. In her version the immersion ¢ : M — R3? is C? and the
induced Riemannian metric on M is just supposed to be C'. With this hypothesis
we may not define the Gaussian curvature by the usual intrinsic method. Instead
we follow [Mi] and define K = % for the Gaussian curvature in terms of the
first and second fundamental forms of the immersion: I = Edx? + 2Fdxdy + Gdy?
and II = edz? + 2f dedy + g dy>.

Our main result is the following
Theorem A. Let M be a non-compact connected surface with compact boundary.
Then does not exist any C? immersion ¢ : M — R3 inducing a C' complete
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Riemannian metric on M — OM with the Gaussian curvature satisfying fM |K| =
+00 and K < —k <0 for some constant k.

Note that if 9M = () Theorem A reduces to the Efimov’s Theorem. Indeed, if
there exists an immersion ¢ : M — R? as in the statement of the Efimov’s Theorem,
we may compose it with the universal covering P : M — M. The induced metric
on M will have infinite area (see [Mi]), hence the fact that K < —x < 0 implies
that the total curvature of M is infinite, which contradicts Theorem A.

By applying Theorem A to the complement of an open ball, we obtain the
following application to Hadamard surfaces.

Corollary B. Let M be an open simply-connected surface without boundary.
Then does not exist any C? immersion ¢ : M — R3 inducing a C* complete metric
on M with the Gaussian curvature satisfying K < 0 on M and K < —k < 0 on the
complement M — B, where B is an open ball and « is a positive constant.

Remark 1. Each hypothesis in Theorem A is essential. Indeed, consider the set
t
S = { (cosusint,sinusint,cost + log tan 5) | u €00,27],t € [g +e, w)} ,

for some € > 0, which is a smooth surface with boundary, contained in a pseu-
dosphere with Gaussian curvature —1 and finite area. Thus the surface S C R?
shows that the condition that the total curvature is infinite may not be dropped.
Its universal covering P : M = S — S C R? with the induced metric shows that
the compactness of the boundary M is also essential, since the other conditions
hold. Now consider the incomplete surface S” = S — 95 and its universal covering
P’ : H — S C R? with induced metric. It shows that the hypothesis that ¢ is
complete may not be removed from Theorem A. The helicoid shows that the condi-
tion K < —x < 0 may not be replaced by the condition K < 0. M. Kuiper showed
in [Ku] that the condition that ¢ is C? is essential even in the Hilbert’s theorem.

Remark 2. As a byproduct of this paper we provide a more detailed presentation
of the proof of the Efimov’s theorem.

To prove Theorem A, the proof of the Efimov’s Theorem will be used as written
in [Mi]. The author would like to thank Heudson Mirandola, Cristina Marques and
Manolo Heredia for useful discussions during the reading of that paper.

Remark 3. It came to our knowledge that the paper [GMT] proves Theorem A
independently.

1. Notations

Given a Riemannian metric w on a manifold M, let A, L, d, denote, respec-
tively, the area, length, distance associated to the metric w. Similarly a w-geodesic
will denote a geodesic with respect to the metric w. Given a subset C' C M we set

B,(C,r) ={z € M | dy(z,C) < r},
B,(C,r)={ze M ‘ dy(z,C) <7}

and
S.(Cory={xeM ’ dy(z,C) =1}
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2. An idea of the proof of Theorem A

To give an idea of the proof of Theorem A, we consider an immersion ¢ : M —
R3 as in the statement of Theorem A. By passing to the orientable double cover
with induced metric if necessary, we still have the same curvature conditions, the
completeness of the induced metric @ and the compactness of the boundary. Thus
we may assume, without loss of generality, that M is orientable. As a consequence
there exists a C'' Gauss map N : M — S2, where S? is the sphere with the standard
round metric v of curvature 1. Since K < 0 the map N is a local C'* diffeomorphism
on M — OM. Let 8 be the C° Riemannian metric induced by N on M — M. We
have:

(1) Ay(M) = /M Ay — /M (det(dN)| dAy = /M K| dAy = o0,

In Lemma below we will show that (M, /) is bounded. To do this we will fix
some point p € M far from the boundary OM. Then we will apply on a large
ball centered at p similar ideas as in [Mi] obtaining a contradiction if the distance
from OM is greater than 5m. We will present some arguments in a way different
from [Mi]. In some points our proof is shorter and in another points we prefer
to present more details, in order to make the proof clearer. We also need to be
careful to assure that the constructions used never involve points in M. Finally
we will show that boundedness in this case implies pre-compactness and finite area
of (M, 8), contradicting equation (Il) and proving Theorem A.

3. Some basic facts

The following simple lemma, which will be used in the proof of Lemma [£.2] is

possibly known, but we didn’t find it in the literature. For completeness we will
present its proof in the Appendix, which is partially inspired in the proof of Lemma
3.1 in [Mi].
Lemma 3.1. Let (S,g) be a Riemannian smooth surface. Let D C S be a con-
nected surface with piecewise smooth boundary with internal angles at the vertices
different from 0 and 2w. For p,q € D, let dy(p,q) denote the distance induced by
the Riemannian metric g, and dint(p,q) the infimum of the g-lengths of piecewise
smooth curves 7y : [0,1] = D joining p to q, such that ¥((0,1)) C int(D), where
int(D) is the set of interior points of D with respect to the metric dg. Then ding is
a distance on D, and the distances dgy and din, induce the same topology on D.

Take positive numbers 7, s with s + 2r < w. Consider a unit speed minimal
v-geodesic v : R — S2. Fix z = v(0) and u = 7(s). Consider the antipodal points
S—T

b= 7( 5 ), p* =7 (55”% which satisfy d, (p,z) = dy,(p*,u) = Z5=. Set

(2) X = B,(z,7) U ~([0,s]) U B,(u,r).

We will recall the construction of the convex hull of X, which will be needed in
the proof of Lemma [£.4] below. Fixing the antipodal points p and p*, we rotate
in both directions until we obtain exactly two geodesics v; : [%, SJFT”} — 52 and
Yo [%, SJFT’T} — S2 from p to p*, which intersect tangentially both S, (z,r) and
Sy (u,r). This is possible since s + 2r < w. For each i € {1, 2}, consider points p;
and g; given by

{pi} = Su(z,7) N v <[%S;”]> g} = Su(wr) Ny <[Sg7”;”]>
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Let Y(X) be the compact domain containing X, whose boundary of C* class is the
image of a curve which follows v; from p; to g1, then the arc in S, (u,r) from ¢;
to g2 which contains v(s 4 r), then the image of 45 in the opposite direction from
g2 to p2, and then the arc in S, (z,r) from ps to p; which contains vy(—r). Since
r < G, the balls B, (z,7) and B, (u,r) are strongly convex, hence it is easy to prove
the following

Lemma 3.2. Given positive numbers r,s such that s + 2r < m and X defined as
in [2)), the set Y =Y (X) is the convex hull of X, and Y is strongly convez.

Fix a point p € S? and 0 < r < . Consider the circle S = S, (p,r) = S, (p*, ™ —
r). Let W), be the set of pairs (x,v) in the normal fiber bundle of S satisfying
one of the following three conditions: v = 0; 0 < |v| < r and v points to B, (p,r);
0 < |v] < # —r and v points to B, (p*,m — r). By using spherical coordinates it
is easy to show that the normal exponential map exp’ : Wy — 82 — {p,p*} is a
diffeomorphism and expt (W) = {p,p*}. Thus it is easy to prove the following
well known Lemma, which will be used in the proof of Lemma [£4] below.

Lemma 3.3. Fiz0<r <% andp € S*. Ifx € B,(p,r)—{p} and~ : [0,d] — 5? is
a unit speed geodesic from x to S = S, (p,r) with 0 < d < r and v'(d) orthogonal to
S, then «y is the unique unit speed geodesic from x to S such that d,(z,S) = L, (7).
If 2 € B,(p*,m—r) — {p*} and o : [0,¢] — S? is a unit speed geodesic from z to
S with 0 < e < ™ —r and ¥'(e) orthogonal to S, then o is the unique unit speed
geodesic from z to S such that d,(z,S) = L, (o).

Lemma 3.4. Consider unit speed v-geodesics vy : [0,u] — S?%, with 0 < pu < 7
and n : [0,7] — S% with n(0) =~ (&) and 1'(0) orthogonal to . For 0 <s < %,
set s =1 (=% +s) and ¢ =n (5 —s). If 2 =~(0) and u = v(n), consider the
distance ds = dy(qs, 2) = dy (s, u) = dy(¢°, 2) = dy (¢°, u). Set Do = ([0, p]) and
D = Bu(Qs; ds) N Bu(qsv ds)a

if 0 <s < 5. Then for 0 < s <s" < Z it holds that Ds C Dy
Proof. We first observe that
(3) {z,u} C OLs,
fora110§s<g.

By the spherical law of cosines we have that

(4) cosds = sin s cos g,

for 0 <s <
Fix 0 < s < §. Equation (@) implies that 0 < ds; < F, hence D, is strongly
convex. In particular we have by @) that Dy C Ds.
Nowfix 0 <s< s < 5. To prove that Dy C Dy we take x € Ds. Thus we have
that d, (z,qs) < ds. By triangle inequality we have that

jus
R
S

(5) dy(z,qs) < dy(m,q5) + (s —8) < ds+ 5 < g+s'<7r.

Fix 29 € D; such that d,(zo,gs ) is a maximum. By (B]) there exists a unique
v-geodesic x : [0,1] — S? from gy to 9. The inequality (B also implies that y
may be extended to a minimal geodesic X : [0,1 + €] — S? for some small € > 0.
Thus the maximality of d, (z¢, ¢s) implies that xg € D;.



COMPLETE NEGATIVELY CURVED IMMERSED ENDS IN R?3 5

First assume that xg is in the interior of the arc Dy N S,(gs,ds). By the first
variation formula and the maximality of d,(z¢, ¢s), it follows from (Bl that x'(1)
is orthogonal to Ds N S, (gs,ds). Since gy is distinct from ¢s and (gs)*, we have
from Lemma [3.3] that the distance from g, attains a strict minimum at z, which
is a contradiction. Thus xy may not belong to the interior of DsN .S, (gs,ds). Since
gs 1s distinct from ¢* and (¢®)*, we obtain similarly that xzy may not belong to
the interior of Ds N S,(¢°,ds). We conclude that zg € {z,u}, hence d,(z,qs) <
d,(70,qs) = dy. As a consequence we have that € B,(qs,ds). Similarly we
show that z € By(qsl,ds/), hence x € D,. Lemma [3.4]is proved. O

4. Proof of Theorem A

If (N,B): M — (S%,v) is a C* isometric immersion, by a S-geodesic in M we
will mean a curve that locally minimizes length. In [Mi], a metric ball Bg(p,r) C M
was called a full geodesic disk Bg(p,r) C M if for any unit vector v € T,M the
geodesic starting at v is defined on [0, 7]. The fact that N preserves length of curves
implies easily that N is injective on a full geodesic disk Bg(p,r) if 0 < r < =, as
well as on the image of any S-geodesic of length smaller than 27. From now on, for
simplicity we will use the expression ‘normal ball’ instead of ‘full geodesic disk’.

If U C M — OM is an open set, such that N|y : U — N(U) C S? is injective
and U, N(U) are strongly convex with respect to 3, then N|y : (U,dg|,,.,) —
(N(U),d,,|(N(U)XN(U))) is an isometry. In particular N : (M — OM, 3) — (S?,v) is
a local isometry.

From the non-compactness of M and the Myers Theorem ([My]) it follows that
the metric 8 cannot be complete. Indeed, if (M, 3) is complete and non-compact
there exist a minimal 3-geodesic v in M with S-length greater then 7, which would
contradict the Myers Theorem for IV o 7. .

If (M, B) is some connected C? surface with compact boundary, let M be the
metric completion of (M, 8). We set §M = M — M. Assume that there exists some
C! local isometry N : (M, 3) — (S%,v). Since N preserves length of curves, it is
easy to see that N maps Cauchy sequences in M to Cauchy sequences in S?, hence
N has a unique continuous extension N : M — S2. For some X C M we denote
by X the closure of (X, dgly, x) in M. Unless otherwise stated we will consider on
X the topology induced by dg|, . Similarly, for Y C S? we will always consider
the topology induced by the inclusion in S2.

The next definition is the natural extension of Definition 2 in [Mi] to a manifold
with boundary.

Definition 4.1. Consider a connected noncompact surface M and a C' local isom-

etry N : (M, B) — (S%,v). We will say that M is concave at some q € SM if there
exist p € S? and 5 <1 <m such that:

(1) N(q) € S0 (p.7); )
(2) there exists € > 0 such that (B,,(N(q),e) N Bl,(p,r)) = N(U), where U is
an open set in (M — OM) such that ¢ € U and N ‘is injective on U.

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ : M — R3 be as in the statement of Theorem A. Then there is
no point ¢ € SM at which M is concave.
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The proof of Lemma L] is exactly the same as in the proof of Lemma A in [Mi],
since all arguments there refer to a neighborhood of the end point ¢ as in Definition
A1 Lemma [£Tlis the unique result in this paper where the completeness of (M, «)
is needed. We observe that the hypothesis that the total curvature of M is infinite
is not used to prove Lemma 411

The following lemma will be used several times in this paper. Compare condition
@)-(b) in Lemma 1.2 with Definition [4.1] above.

Lemma 4.2. Consider a connected surface M and a C* local isometry N : (M, ) —
(S2%,v) such that there exists mo point ¢ € SM at which M is concave. Fix
w € M —I0M and a compact domain F C M — OM containing w such that N|p
is injective. Assume that there exist compact domains Iy C S?, for so <t < T
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) Fy = N(F); o

(2) if so <t <s<T then F; C Fy;

(3) there exists a continuous deformation so <t < T — oy : S* — S? such
that the boundary OF, = 04(S'), where o, is a piecewise smooth simple
closed curve with internal angles with respect to Fy different from 0 and 2m;

(4) for any so <t < T and any z € OF}, one of the following assumptions hold:
(a) z € Fy, = N(F);

(b) there exist p € S% and 5 < 1 < m such that there exists a nonempty
open arc C' C (8f7't N Sl,(p,r)) containing z, and there exists € > 0
such that (Bl,(z,e) N int(Ft)> C Bu(p,r);

(5) in the case that OM # 0, it holds that, for each sg < t < T and any
z € (8f7't N (S? —N(F))), there exists a piecewise smooth curve Y :
[0,1] = F} joining N (w) to z with Ly, (v.) < dg(w, dM).

Then there ezists a connected set U C M — OM containing F' such that N|y : U —
Uso<ter Ft is a bijection.

Proof. Let Z be the set of numbers t € [sg,T) such that there exists a family
(Fs)so<s<t of compact sets contained in M — M such that N|p, : Fs — F, is
a bijection for any so < s <tand F = F,, C F,, C F,, if so <u<v <t By
condition () we see easily that sg € Z. If sup(Z) = T, the local C'* diffeomorphism
N is injective on U = J, <, F%, hence N|y : U — N(U) is a homeomorphism.
Since the set N(U) = U, ;<7 F} is connected, we conclude that U is a connected
set. Thus, to prove Lemma it suffices to show that sup(Z) =T.

We assume by contradiction that tg = sup(Z) < T. First we prove the following

Claim 4.1. ¢ty ¢ Z and sp < tp.

In fact, if tg € Z then for each sg <t < ¢y the map N|g, : F; — 13',5 is injective
and a local C! diffeomorphism, hence it is a homeomorphism. Furthermore it holds
that F = Fs, C F,, C F, C (M —0M), if sp < u < v <. Since F, is compact
and N is a local diffeomorphism which is injective on Fj,, it is easy to see that
there exists an open set W C (M — M) containing Fy, such that N|y : W — S?
is injective. By condition (@) in Lemma 2] the map ¢ — o, is continuous, hence
the compactness of 8ﬁ't0 implies that there exists {9 < s < T such that for any
to < t < s it holds that F} is contained in the open set N(W), hence we may
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set F; = (N|w) ' (F}), obtaining that N|g, : F, — F} is a homeomorphism. In
particular we have that each F; is a compact set and by condition () in Lemma
42 the family (F})s,<i<s satisfies that ' = F,) C F,, C F, C W C (M — M),
if sp < u < v <t. We conclude that s € Z, which contradicts the fact that
to = sup(Z). Since we proved that tg ¢ Z and syg € Z we have that sg < tp. Claim
ATl is proved.

Set V = U50§t<to F;. Since F,, C F, if u < v, it is easy to see that N|y : V —
N(V) is injective, hence it is a homeomorphism. We have that

Nv)=N| | F|= U BcH,.
so<t<to so<t<to
Take z € int(Fy,) = F, — dF),. By compactness we have that d = d, (x, dF,,) > 0.
By compactness again and using the continuous deformation ¢t — oy, we obtain

that there exists so < s < tg such that Fto — FS C B, (813}0, d), hence x € FS. Thus
we obtain that

(6) int(FtO) C N(V) and Fto — N(V) C th — int(l:"to) = 8Ft0.
Claim 4.2. N|‘~/ V= 82 is injective.

Fix z,y € V such that N(z) = N(y). Take sequences z,,y, € V such that z,, —
z and y, — y in M. Since N(z,) and N(y,) converge to N(z) = N(y) in 52, we
have that N(z) € F},. Since N(z,,) and N(y,) belong to F}, and converge to N(z),
Lemma 3] implies that dint (N (25), N(yn)) — 0, hence there exists a sequence of
piecewise smooth curves 4, : [0,1] — Fy, joining N(z,,) to N (yn), with L, (3,) — 0
and 4,((0,1)) C int(F},) € N(V), where we used (6 above. As a consequence we
have that 7,,([0,1]) € N(V). The curve v,, = (N|y) ™t 04, : [0,1] = V joins z,, to
yn and satisfies Lg(vn) = L, (¥n) — 0. In particular we have that dg(zn, yn) — 0,
hence z = y. Claim is proved.

Claim 4.3. V C M.

In fact, if this is not true, there exists ¢ € dM N V. Since qg ¢ V, Claim
implies that N(q) ¢ N(V). Thus (@) above implies that

N@e(ﬂf4wv0caﬂw

Since N(q) ¢ N(V), the point N(q) does not satisfy condition (@)-(a) in Lemma
By condition @)-(b) in Lemma E2 there exist p € S?, Z <r <7 and € > 0
such that

(B,, (]V(q),e) N int(FtO)) C B, (p, 7).

Again by condition (@)-(b) in Lemma 2 the boundaries of B, (p,) and F}, coincide
in a neighborhood of N(g). More precisely, there exists a nonempty open arc C
satisfying

N(g) € ¢ c (0F, NS, (7).
Thus we obtain that for some ¢ > 0 sufficiently small it holds that

0= (B(]V(q),e') N int(F'tO)> = (B(Kf(q),e’) N B,,(p,r)) :
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By (6) above we have that Q C int (ﬁ'to) C N(V). We consider the open set
U= (N|y) Q). Since U C V we obtain from Claim B2 that N is injective on U.
Consider a sequence ¢, € V converging to ¢. For sufficiently large n we have that
N(gn) € Q, hence ¢, = (N|v) "L (N(gn)) € U, hence ¢ € U. We conclude that M
is concave at ¢, which contradicts our hypotheses. Claim [43]is proved.

Claim 4.4. N|‘~/ V- FEy, is a bijection.

Indeed, by (@) above we have that int (Fto) C N(V). Since Claim holds, in
order to show Claim 4] it suffices to prove that any point in 813}0 is in the image
of N|i. By Condition (B)) in the statement of Lemma B2 given z € OF}, there
exists a unit vector v € T,(S?) pointing to int(F,). We consider the unit speed
v-geodesic 7 : [0,1] — F}, given by 4(t) = exp_(n — t)v, for some small 5 > 0 such
that 5([0,7)) C int(ﬁ'to). Set v : [0,7) = V given by v = (N|v) ™" o (|0, ). Take
a sequence t, € [0,n) converging to 1. Since ~(¢,) is a Cauchy sequence in M, it
converges to some ¢ € V and N(¢) = im N(v(t,)) = lim¥(t,) = z. Claim E4 is
proved.

Claim 4.5. V. ¢ M — OM.

By Claim [I.3] there is nothing to prove if 0M = . Thus we will assume that
OM # 0. Fix ¢ € V. We know by Claim L3 that ¢ € M. If ¢ € F', we have by
hypothesis that ¢ ¢ OM. If ¢ ¢ F, Claim implies that N(q) ¢ N(F) = Fj,.
Thus condition (@) in Lemma implies that there exists some sg < t < o such
that N(q) € dF}, hence N(q) € (813}0 (52 —N(F))) Since N : V — £}, is a
homeomorphism which preserves the length of curves, it follows from condition (&)
in Lemma that

-1
A (w,0M) > Ly (1) = Lo (N15) ™ 07y, ) = ds(w,0).
Thus we have that
dﬁ(QuaM) > dﬂ(wvaM) - d,@(w7Q) >0,

which implies that ¢ € M — M. Claim [£.35]is proved.

Now we may get a contradiction and prove Lemma Set Fi, = V. We have
that F ¢ F, c F, C M — OM for sg < u < v < tg. By Claim [£4] the map
Nlg, : Fyy — Fto is a homeomorphism, hence the set F}, is compact. We conclude
that tg € Z, which contradicts Claim 1] and proves Lemma O

Lemma 4.3. Consider a connected noncompact surface M and a C' local isometry
N : (M, ) — (S?,v) such that there exists no point ¢ € SM at which M is concave.
Fizwe M —IM. If OM # 0 assume further that dg(w,0M) > w. Then does not
exist any unit speed [3-geodesic v : [0, 7] — M with v (3) = w.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that such a geodesic «y exists. Since N : (M, 3) —
52 is a C' local isometry we have that N lv(j0,=)) is injective. By a compactness
argument there exists a small 0 < § < Z such that the set F = Bg(y([0,7]),6) is
a domain with C'!' boundary contained in M — M and N is injective on an open
set containing F, hence N(F) is a domain in S? with C! boundary. The number §
may be chosen sufficiently small such that N(F) = B, (v([0, 7)), d).
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Now we rotate ¥ = (/N o) in both directions fixing 4(0) and 7(), obtaining unit
speed v-geodesics 7, : [0, 7] — S? such that 79 = 7 and the angle £(7.(0),7"_,(0)) =
2s.

ForOStS%,set

By = | B.(:((0,7)).6) = B, <U M[Oﬂﬂ))ﬁ

s|<t

Note that F% =B,(N(w),5 +6). For 3 <t <m—§set F, = B, (N(w),t+4).

We claim that the collection of compact domains (Ft)ogtgr,g satisfies the con-
ditions of Lemma Note that Fy = B, (9([0,7]),6)) = N(F), hence condition
(@) in Lemma (A2 is satisfied. Conditions (@) and @) in Lemma are also easily
verified.

Now we will check that condition (@) in Lemma is verified. If 0 <t < 7, the
boundary dF} is a union of an arc in S, (3(0),5) € N(F), an arc in S, (3(r),d) C
N(F), whose points verify condition {@))-(a) in Lemma [2] an arc C; contained in
Sy (pt, 5+ 5) for some p; € S2, such that int(ﬁ't) and B, (pt, 5+ 5) are locally on
the same side of Cy, and an arc C_; contained in S, (p,t, 7+ 5) for some p_; € S?
such that int(ﬁ't) and B, (p,t, 5+ 5) are locally on the same side of C_;. The
points in C; and C_, verify condition {)-(b). More precisely, let E; denote the
equator containing the image of 4; and H; one of the two hemispheres determined by
E; such that ﬁ_t((O, 7r)) C H;. Take p; € Hy such that d, (ps, E¢) = 3. Similarly we
obtain a point p_; by using the equator given by the geodesic y_;. If § <t <7 —0
we have that dF, = S,(N(w),t + 6) and thus condition [@)-(b) is automatically
verified.

If OM # 0, let us check condition (@) in Lemma Wefix 0 <t <m—9§
and z € OF; such that z ¢ N(F). It suffices to show that there exists a piecewise
smooth curve v,; : [0,1] = F, from N(w) = 5(0) to z with L,(v.;) < 7. Assume
first that 0 < ¢ < Z. Since £(%(0),7.,(0)) = 2t < 7, the compact domain D;
bounded by 4:([0, 7]) and _¢([0, 7]) which contains 4([0, 7]) is convex. Note that
OF, = S,(Dy,8). Let P(z) be the natural projection of z onto D;. Then we
may construct a piecewise smooth curve v,; joining N(w) to z, which first follows
a minimal geodesic from N(w) to P(z), whose v-length is not greater then 7, by
an argument similar as in the proof of Lemma [3.4] and then follows a minimal
geodesic from P(z) to z. We will have that L,(y.t) < § + ¢ < 7. Finally we
consider § <t < m — 4. Since OF, = Sy (N(w),t + 0), we define ~v,; as a minimal
geodesic from N(w) to z, which satisfies L,(v,) = t +d < m. We conclude that
condition (@) in Lemma [£.2] is satisfied.

Thus we may use Lemma to obtain the existence of a connected set U C
M — 9M containing F such that N|y : U = Uycsar_gFr = Bu(N(w),7) =
S2 —{N(w)*} is a bijection. By using the fact that N is a C* local isometry we see
that N|y is a homeomorphism which preserves lengths. Thus, by considering the
isometry dNy, : TwyM — Tn(w)M, we see that each unit speed S-geodesic starting
at w will be defined at least on [0, 7). This implies that Bg(w, ) is a normal ball
contained in U. Given a point p € U, there exists a minimal v-geodesic o from N (w)
to N(p) with L,(0) < m. Set v = (N|y)~! o 0. We have that Lg(y) = L, (o) < 7.
Since « joins w and p we obtain that dg(w,p) < m, hence U = Bg(w, 7). Consider
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divergente sequences pp,q, in U. Since N(p,) and N(g,) converge to (N(w))*,
there exists a curve 7, joining N(p,) and N(g,) in S? — N(w)* with L,(7,) — 0,
hence Lg((N|U) to7,) — 0. Thus we have that dg(p,,¢n) — 0. As a consequence
we have that U — U = {¢} and N(q) = (N(w))*.

We first consider the case that ¢ € M. Since dg(w, q) = ™ we have that ¢ ¢ OM,
hence U is a bounded surface without boundary, hence it is compact and agrees
with M, which contradicts the fact that (M, 3) is not compact.

The second possibility is that ¢ € UNSM. Since Ny : U = B, (N(w),ﬂ')
is a bijection and U = U U {¢}, we conclude that N : U — 52 is a bijection.
Take y € S? with 0 < d,(N(w),y) = 7 < Z. Then N(q) € S,(y,m — 7). Set
B =N"'(B,(y,m—r)). Note that 7 —r > Z and that N|5 : B — S is injective,
hence M is concave in q, which contradicts our hypotheses. The proof of Lemma
[43lis complete. O

Lemma 4.4. Consider a connected noncompact surface M and a C* local isometry
N : (M, B) — (S?,v) such that there exists no point ¢ € SM at which M is concave.

Fizpe M —0M and 6y > 0. If OM # 0, assume further that 0 < §y < w.
Then for any distinct points z,u € B = B@ (p,d0), there exists a unique unit speed
minimal geodesic 7y : [0,d] = M — OM from z to uw with Lg(y) < w. In particular

N(z) # N(u), hence the map N|z: B — S? is injective.

Proof. By the triangle inequality we have that diamg (B) < 280. Fix distinct points
z,u € B. Since any metric ball in a Riemannian manifold is path-connected, there
exists a continuous curve o : [0,a] — B from z to u. By compactness there exist
0<r< min{%",ﬂ'} and a partition 0 = ¢ty < t; < .-+ < t = a of the interval
[0,a] such that for all 0 < i < k — 1 it holds that B; = Bg(o(t;),r) is a strongly
convex normal ball in M — M whose interior B; contains o(t;+1). Without loss of
generality we may assume that o(t) # z for 0 < ¢t < a.

We will show by induction that for any 1 < i < k, there exists a unique unit
speed minimal S-geodesic «; : [0, ;] = M — OM from z = ¢(0) to u; = o(t;) with
L,(v;) < w. For i = 1 this assertion is trivial. Assume that for some 1 <i <k —1
there exists a unique unit speed minimal 3-geodesic v; : [0,s;] = M — OM from
z=0(0) to u; = o(t;). Set w; =~; (%). Since diamg(B) < 2§, we have that
(1) dy(z,wp) = LM 55

2 2

If OM # () we obtain from () that

(8)  dg(w;,OM) > dg(p,0M) — dg(p, z) — dg(z,w;) > dg(p, OM) — 259 > 3dy.

Since By and B; are normal balls with the same radius r, we may extend +; in
both directions obtaining a unit speed S-geodesic &; : [—r, s; + 1] — M.

Claim 4.6. s; +2r <, hence s; <m andr < 3.

In fact, if M = (3, this inequality follows immediately from Lemma 3] applied
to the geodesic &;. If OM # () we assume by contradiction that s; + 2r > 7. Since
r was chosen so that r < %", we obtain from (7)) and (§) that dg(w;,OM) > 36y >
si + 0o > s; + 2r > m, hence dg(w;,0M) > m. By Lemma we conclude that

$; + 2r <, and this contradiction proves Claim
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Consider the set B B
QO=0Q,=ByU %-([0, Si]) U B;.

Claim 4.7. N is injective on Q.

In fact, by Claim we have that r < 5 and s; < 7. Thus the fact that N is a
C" local isometry implies that the maps N|z,, N|p, and Ny, (10,s,]) are injective.
The map N is injective on By U7;([0, s;]) and on B; U ([0, s4])), since r < F and
then N(By) and N(B;) are strongly convex. Thus, to show that N is injective on
€ it suffices to show that N is injective on By U B;. Fix # € By and y € B; such
that v = N(x) = N(y). Since N is a C! local isometry we have that

2r > dg(z,x) + dg(us, y) > du(N(2),v) + du (N (w;),v) > do (N(2), N(u;)) = si.

The fact that 2r > s; implies that w; € By N B;. Since By and B; are strongly
convex balls, there exist unit speed minimal B-geodesics \; : [0,a;1] — By from w;
to z and Mg : [0,a2] — B; from w; to y. We have that L,(N o );) < 2r < « for
j=1,2,and (N o X;)(0) = N(w;), (N o Xj)(a;) = v, for j = 1,2. Thus we have
that a; = as and N oAy = N o \y. Since N is a C" local isometry we obtain that
A1(0) = A4(0), hence z = y. Claim A7 is proved.

By compactness there exists 0 < e < r sufficiently small such that for any
t € [0, s;] the ball Bg(v;(t),€) is a normal ball in M — M and N is injective on

F=F = BO U U BB(’}/(t),E) U Bl = BO U BB(’yi([O,Si]),E) U Bl
te0,s;]

Set:

3 = No~;, By = N(By) = B, (N(2),r),B; = N(B;) = B,(N(u;),r), X = N(Q).
In the particular case that 2r > s;, we may use the fact that N is a C'! local isometry,
which is injective on the compact domain Q = By U ”yi([(), sl]) UB; = ByUB,, to
obtain that the number € > 0 as above may be chosen not so small such that ByUB;
is properly contained in By U B, (%:([0, s5]), €) U B;. More precisely, if 2r > s; we
set 7o = dg(w;, 0By N AB;) > 0. Since N is injective and a C! local isometry on
ByUB;, each Ba(v;(t), ro) is a normal ball contained in BoU B;, for 0 < ¢ < s;, and
N is injective on Bg(7;([0, si]),70). Thus by compactness there exists ro < ¢ < r
such that for any ¢ € [0, s;] the ball Bg(v;(t), €) is a normal ball in M —9M and N
is injective on F. = By U B, (% ([0, i), €)) U B;.

The idea now is to construct the convex hull of X = N(Q) as the union Fp of
an increasing family of sets (Ft)e <<z Which satisfies the conditions in Lemma
for0<t<T. Set F. = N(F). For e <t <r, set F, = By UBy(ﬁi([O,si]),t) U B;.
Note that F,. = B, (’yl-([(), si]),r).

To define F; for t > r, we write t = s+ r for convenience. Consider a unit speed
v-geodesic 7 : R — 52 orthogonal to ; at 7(0) = N(w;) =7; (%). For 0< s < I,
set gs =1 (—g + s) and ¢° =7 (% — s) By symmetry we have that

ds = dv(QS7 N(Z)) =d, (QSa N(uz)) = dv(qsa N(Z» = dv(qsa N(uz))

By Claim [.6] we have that 3 < 7. Thus equation () implies that, if 0 < s < 7,

it holds that ds < 7, hence by Claim it holds that ds +7 < 5 +r < 7. Asa

consequence there exists a unique unit speed minimal v-geodesic @5 : [0, ds+7] — S?
satisfying ¢s(0) = g5 and ¢s(ds) = N(2). Set ¢s = Ro g, : [0,ds + 1] — S%, where
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R is the reflection which fixes the image of 1. Set ¢® = S o0 ¢, and ¥° = S o 1),
where S is the reflection which fixes the equator containing the image of 7.

By @) we have that dy = % and that the map s € [O, %} — d is strictly
decreasing, hence the number ds + 7 decreases from 7 +r to % + . By Claim 4.8
we have that 3 +r < 7, hence there exists a unique 0 < § < § such that ds+r = 3.
Since ¢/(ds + r) is orthogonal to both S, (N(z), r) and S, (qs, ds + r), we obtain
that S, (qs, ds 4 r) is tangent to both By = S, (N(2),r) and oB; = S, (N (us),7).
Similarly we obtain that S, (¢°,ds + r) is tangent to 9By and dB;.

For 0 < s < 5, consider a C'! piecewise smooth simple closed curve 7,, which
follows S, (gs,ds + r) from @s(ds + ) to 1s(ds + r), then OB; from Ys(ds + 1) to
V5 (ds + 1), then S, (¢°,ds + 7) from ¢*(ds + 1) to ©*(ds + 1), and then dBy from
©%(ds + 1) to @s(ds +1). For 0 < s < 5, let Fiy, be the domain which contains X
and is bounded by the image of 75. Note that Es4r agrees with the convex hull of
X. Set T'=5+r.

Now we will prove that the family (Ft)e§t<T satisfies the conditions in Lemma
We will see that Conditions (2]) and (@) in Lemma L2 hold even for e <t < T.
Conditions (Il) and () in Lemma are trivially satisfied.

Claim 4.8. Condition @) in Lemmald2l holds for e <t <T.

From the facts that dy = 5 and that the image of 7; is contained in S, (qo, %) =
S, (qo, %), we obtain easily that the image of 7, agrees with oF,. =8, (:yi([(), i, r))
This shows the continuous dependence of 8Ft on the parameter ¢ < t < T (note that
the homotopy s — 7, extends easily to s = §). Thus to see that condition (@) in
Lemmal£2 holds it suffices to verify that each OF} is the image of a piecewise smooth
simple closed curve with internal angles different from 0 and 2x. This is clear for
r <t <T,since each 7, is C' and piecewise smooth. Fix € <t < r. The boundary
OF, has 4 vertices. Let z; be the vertex contained in S, (7:(0),r)N S, (qo, 7+ t).
Since the intersection between the circles S, (%(0),7) and S, (q,, 5 +t) contains
exactly two points for € < ¢t < r, then they intersect themselves transversely,
relatively to the ambient space S2. In particular the corresponding internal angle
at the vertex x is different from 0 and 27. By symmetry we conclude the same
fact about the other 3 vertices. Thus condition (@) in Lemma 2] holds.

Claim 4.9. Condition @) in Lemmald2l holds for e <t <T.

If e <t <t <r, wehave by construction that F,CFy. Forr<t<t <T
write t =r + s and t' = + s'. Set Dy = 7;([0, 5;]) and

Ds = Bu(q.sads) N Bu(qsads)a

if 0 < s < 5. Thus Claim follows from Lemma [3.4]

If OM # () we will verify that condition (Bl in Lemma holds. We will show
that for any € < t < T and any = € 8F, with = ¢ N(F), there exists a piecewise
smooth curve v, : [0,1] = F} joining N (w;) and x such that L, (v,¢) < dg(w;, OM).
First assume that ¢ < ¢ < r. In this case we have that z € S, (qo, 5 +t) U
S, (¢°, % +t). Let P(z) be the natural projection of z onto 7;([0, s;]). Let 7z be
the piecewise smooth curve which follows the image of 4; from N(w;) to P(x) and
then follows the minimal geodesic from P(x) to . Since B, (%([0,s4]),t) C F}, we

have that the image of 7, is contained in F;. By using inequality (&) above, we
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have that
S S; 60 350
Ll,(%t) < 5 +t < E—i-f‘ < 504—3 = 7 < 30y < d,@(’wi,aM).

Now assume that ¢t = r + s for some 0 < s < s7. Thus z € S, (Ds,r). Let Pi(x)
be the natural projection from z to dDs;. We define some piecewise smooth curve
Yat : [0,1] = F}, which follows a minimal geodesic x, from N (w;) to P, (z) and then
a minimal geodesic from P, (x) to . Since Dy is strongly convex we have that the
image of 7,; is contained in Fy. We claim that L,(x,) < %. Indeed, similarly as
in the proof of Lemma [B.4] we see that the map y € 9D — d, (N (w;),y) attains
its maximum at N(z) and N (u;), hence we have that

Si 36

51 +r< TO < dg(w;, OM).
Thus we may use Lemma [£.2] to obtain that there exists a connected set U; with

F Cc U; € M — 9M such that N|y, : U; — Ue<ier Ft is a bijection and a Ct

local isometry. From the continuity of the map r < s< s —> Ts we see that

int(Fr) C U.<;<p Fi- The set Ir is strongly convex, hence we have that int(fr) is

Ly(Vat) = Lu(xy) + 7 < do(N(w;), N(2)) +7 =

also strongly convex, since the map x € Fr—d, (a:, 813'T) is concave (see Theorem
1.10 in [CG]). Since N|y, is a bijection which is a C! local isometry we obtain easily
that W; = (N|Ui)_1(int(FT)) is strongly convex. Since o(ti+1) € B; = Bg(u;,r)
we have that z and o(t;11) belong to int(X) C W;. We conclude that there exists
a unique unit speed minimal -geodesic ;41 from z to uj41 = o(ti41).

We claim that the image of each 7;41 is contained in M — dM. To show this we
may assume that OM # (). Given z in the image of v;11, if dg(z,x) < dg(x, uit1)
we obtain an estimative as in inequality (8)), obtaining that dg(x,dM) > 3do.
If dg(z,2) > dg(x,u;4+1) we obtain similarly that dg(z,0M) > 3dp, hence z €
M — OM. Thus we have that the image of ;41 is contained in M — OM.

By triangle inequality we have that Lg(yiy1) = Lu(IN o vi41) < s; +71 < m,
hence Lg(y;4+1) < m. We conclude by induction that there exists a unique minimal
v-geodesic v : [0,d] = M — OM from z to o(t;) = u with length less than 7w, whose
image is contained in M — OM. Since N is a C! local isometry and Lg(7y) < m, we
have that N is injective on the image of v. In particular we have that N(z) # N (u),
hence N is injective on Bg(p, dp). Lemma 4] is proved. O

Proof of the Efimov’s Theorem. Assume by contradiction that there exists an
immersion ¢ : M — R? as in the statement of the Efimov’s Theorem. Let «,
respectively, 8 be the Riemannian metrics induced by ¢, respectively, by the Gauss
map N. Lemmas[ZIland[£.4limply that NN is injective on M and that any two points
in M are joined by a minimizing geodesic. In particular M is simply-connected,
hence (M, «) is a Hadamard surface. Thus we have that A, (M) = +oo (see [Mil).
Since | K| > £ > 0 we have that [, [K|dA, = +00, hence by equation (1)) we have
that Ag(M) = +o0o. However, since N is injective on M and a C' local isometry
we have that Ag(M) < A, (S?), which gives us a contradiction and proves Efimov’s
Theorem. (]

Lemma 4.5. Consider a connected noncompact surface M with compact boundary
OM # 0 and a C* local isometry N : (M, ) — (S%,v) such that there exists no
point ¢ € SM at which M s concave. Then M is bounded with respect to the metric
B. More precisely, M C Bg(OM, 5m).
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Proof. Assume by contradiction that there exists a point p € M with dg(p,0M) >
5m. Consider a continuous curve 7 : [0,1] — M with 7(0) = p and 7(1) € OM.
Thus there exists a point ¢ in the image of 7 such that dg(p,¢) = 7. By Lemma
[£4] there exists a unit speed minimal 8-geodesic v : [0, 7] = M — OM from p to gq.
Set w =~ (%) We have that

dg(w, OM) > dg(p, OM) — dg(p, w) = dg(p, OM) — g >,
and this contradicts Lemma Lemma is proved. O

Lemma 4.6. Consider a connected noncompact surface M with compact boundary
OM # 0 and a C* local isometry N : (M, ) — (S%,v) such that there exists no

point g € 0M at which M is concave. Then (M, ) is pre-compact.

Proof. Since M is a finite union of circles, there exists 0 < ¢y < 7 such that the
set C' = Bg(0M, €p) is a closed collar neighborhood of M. Set Sy = Sz(9M, €o).

Consider a sequence p, in M. We need to prove that there exists a Cauchy
subsequence of p,,. By compactness of C, if dg(p,,C) — 0 then p,, has a convergent
subsequence. Thus we may assume, by passing to a subsequence and using the fact
that M is bounded, that there exists some d > 0 such that d,, = dg(p,,C) — d.
For each n, there exists a unit speed piecewise smooth curve oy, : [0, L,,] = M with
0,(0) € Sy and o,(L,) = p, such that

Lyn=Lg(on) <d+1.

By discarding a piece of the image of o,,, if necessary, we may assume that o, ((0, L,]) C
M — C. Fix kg € N such that
d + 1 €0
< —.
ko 10
Consider a partition 0 =t 0 < tp1 < -+ < tnk, = Ly, such that for any 0 <14 <
ko — 1 it holds that

Ln d"'l €0
(9) Lﬁ(o."htn,i, tn,i+1]) = k_o S ko < E ]

Set pn,i = opn(tn,;). We will prove by induction that for each 0 < i < kg it holds
that p,; has a Cauchy subsequence, hence p,, = py i, has a Cauchy subsequence.
For i = 0, the compactness of Sy implies this easily. Assume that, for some 0 <
i < kg — 1, we have, by passing to a subsequence, that p, ; is a Cauchy sequence in
(M, B). We need to prove that p,, ;41 has a Cauchy subsequence.

There exists n1 € N such that if n > ny then dg(pn, i, Pni) < 5. Set ¢ = pp, -
By using (@), we obtain that for any n > ny it holds that

€0 €0

A5 (gi» P 1) < ds(@i: Pos) +do(Pnis Pui1) < T+ 75 = 5-
Thus for n > ny we have that p, 11 € B = Bg (qi, %") Lemma [.4] implies
that the map N|g : B — B, (N(qi), %“) is injective and that, for any m,n > nq,
there exists a unique unit speed minimal 8-geodesic 1y, from py, ;1 t0 Py i1 With
Lg(Nmn) < m. This implies that N o 1, is the unique speed minimal v-geodesic
from N(pn,it1) t0 N(Dm,it+1)-
By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that N(p, ;+1) is a Cauchy se-
quence in (S%,v). Given € > 0, there exists ng > nj such that if m,n > ng

then d,,(N(pm_,iH),N(pn_’iH)) = L,(N 0 ymp) < €. In particular we have that
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dg(Pm,i+1s Pnit1) = Lg(Mmn) < €, hence p,, ;41 is a Cauchy sequence. This com-
pletes the proof of Lemma O

Lemma 4.7. Consider a connected noncompact surface M with compact boundary
OM # 0 and a C* local isometry N : (M, ) — (S%,v) such that there exists no

point g € SM at which M is concave. Then Ag(M) is finite.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma L6 there exists 0 < €y < m such that the set
C = Bg(0M, €p) is a closed collar neighborhood of M. Set Sy = S3(0M, €). Fix
0 < e < 2. Since M is pre-compact then D = (M — C) U S is pre-compact. Thus

there exist points g1, - ,gn, € D such that
(10) Dc |J Bs(ae).
1§i§no

Set B; = Bg(¢i,€). By Lemma[d.4] N

B, is injective, hence

A3(D) < Y Aa(B) =Y AN(B) £ 30 A(BL(N(a:),0)
= mnod, (BV(N((h)a 6))7
hence Ag(M) < Ag(C) + noA, (B, (N(g1),€)). Lemma [T is proved. O

Proof of Theorem A. Assume by contradiction that there exists an immersion
¢ : M — R3? as in the statement of Theorem A. Let «, respectively, 8 be the
Riemannian metrics induced by ¢, respectively, N. By using Lemmas [£.]] and 471
we obtain that Ag(M) is finite, which contradicts equation (IJ) and proves Theorem
A. O

5. Appendix - Proof of Lemma [3.7]

To prove Lemma [3.]] we first assume that dj,; is a distance on D. To show that
dg and din; induce the same topology on D, we need to prove that, given ¢ € D and
€ > 0, there exists 0 > 0 such that if p € D with dy(p,q) < d then dins(p,q) <e. If
q € int(D) the proof is trivial. Thus we will assume that ¢ € dD.

Fix ¢ € D and € > 0. For some small A > 0, there exists a curve o : [-), A\] —
0D, )\ > 0, parameterized by the g-arc length satisfying that ¢(0) = ¢ and such
that of_» 0] and o]jp 5 are smooth curves. Since D is a piecewise smooth surface
with boundary and the angles at the vertices differ from 0 and 27, there exists a
unit vector v € T,S pointing to int(D) and transversal to both ¢’ (0—) and ¢’(0+).
Let v; be the parallel transport of v along the both directions on ¢. If A is small
enough, we may assume that v; is transversal to ¢’(t) and that v; points to int(D).
Set 04(t) = exp,y svr = y(s). By smoothness of the geodesic flow there exists
sufficiently small 0 < n < min {)\, %} such that:

(1) for 0 < s <nand —n <t <, the point o4(t) € int(D);
(2) Lg(on) < 3

Given sg € [0,m] and to € [—n,n], we will construct a piecewise smooth curve
5 = §soto : [07 2n+ |t0| - 50] — D from q to o, (tO) SatiSfying 5((07 2n+ |t0| - 50)) C
int(D) and Ly(§) < e. From g to 0, (0) = 0(n), let |, coincide with the geodesic
Yo : [0,nm] = D. From ¢,,(0) to o, (to) the curve ¢ follows the curve o,, in the direction
that ¢ is increasing if 0 < ¢g, or in the other direction if ¢y < 0. More precisely, for
0 < s < |[to|, we define £(n+ s) = o, (s), if 0 <o, and &{(n + s) = o,(—s), if to < 0.
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Finally, from o,(ty) to o4, (to) the curve ¢ follows the geodesic s — v, (7 — ).
Namely, for 0 < s <n — so we define §(n + |to| +8) = 71, (1 — 5) = 0(y—s)(to). By
construction we have that Ly (&) < n+ Lg(oy) + (1 — s0) < €. Given s; € [0,7] and
t1 € [-n,7], a similar construction as above shows that o4, (o) may be connected
to o, (t1) by a piecewise smooth curve ¢ : [0,1] — D with ¢((0,1)) C int(D) and
Lg(¢) <e.

Set X = {o(t) | 0<s<n,—n<t<n}. Since X is a compact neighborhood of
g in D, we have that § = dy(¢, D — X) > 0. Now we take p € D with d4(p,q) < 9.
We have that p € X, hence p = o, (to) for some sg € [0,7] and tg € [-n,7]. As a
consequence we have that ding(p, ¢) < Lg(€sot,) < €.

Now we consider points p, g, € D and we will show that din(p, q¢) + dins(q,7) >
dint(p, 7). We will just consider the case that ¢ € 9D, since the other is trivial.
Fix € > 0 and consider piecewise smooth curves 7 : [0,1] — D from p to ¢ with
~((0,1)) C int(D) and Ly(7y) < dint(p,q) + €, and o : [0,1] — D from ¢ to r with
0((0,1)) C int(D) and Ly(0) < ding(g,7) + €. By using a neighborhood X of ¢ as
above, it is easy to obtain a piecewise smooth curve ¢ : [0,1] — D from p to r with
©((0,1)) C int(D) and Ly(p) < Lg(y) + Lg(o) + €. In fact, take 0 < s; < 1 such
that y(s1) € X — {¢} and 0 < sy < 1 such that o(s2) € X — {¢q}. We define a
curve ¢ which follows 7 from ¢ = 0 to t = s; then follows a curve ¢ in X Nint(D)
with Lg(¢) < €, and then follows o from ¢ = s» to ¢ = 1. Thus we obtain that
dint (P, @) + ding(q,7) + 3€ > dint(p, 7). By making € — 0 we conclude the proof of
Lemma 311

Remark 4. Tt is not difficult to see that Lemma [3.]] may be improved to assume
that internal angles are just different from 0, but this weaker assumption is not
necessary for the proof of Theorem A.
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