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Minimal surfaces in hyperbolic space.

1 - Introduction.

1.1 - Introduction and main result. Ever since the pioneering work [8], [9] & [10]
of Kapouleas, desingularisation constructions have provided a rich source of minimal and
constant mean curvature surfaces with a variety of geometric properties. Typically, ge-
ometrically complex surfaces are obtained by splicing elementary components, such as
planes and catenoids, along singly periodic Scherk surfaces of high genus. In certain cases,
however, the splice may also be performed along other types of surface, which usually
provides a finer control over the geometries of the surfaces constructed. In this paper, we
will be interested in the case where the splice is performed along a Costa-Hoffman-Meeks
surface (c.f. [3] & [7]).

Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surfaces have already been used in various desingularisation
constructions, exemplified, perhaps, by the work [6] of Hauswirth & Pacard and [11] of
Mazzeo & Pacard. However, all such constructions have to date relied upon an ingenious
argument based on the geometry near infinity of a certain intermediate surface which,
significantly, breaks down when this geometry is not of the correct type. Indeed, denoting
the intermediate surface by 3 and its Jacobi operator by J, the main analytic challenge in
any desingularisation argument lies in constructing a suitable right inverse for J over .
In the above-cited papers, it turns out that 3 and J are respectively - at least intrinsically
- close to a Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface Y, and its Jacobi operator J,, and the right
inverse of J is then readily obtained by a perturbation argument (c.f. [13] & [14]). In cases
where such an approximation is no longer valid, a different and more arduous approach
is required. One such case is that of properly embedded translating solitons of the mean
curvature flow in R3, which are minimal surfaces with respect to a certain conformal metric,
and which were studied in detail by the second author in [18]. Another is that of properly
embedded minimal surfaces of finite topological type in three-dimensional hyperbolic space
H?3, and it is these that will form the subject of this paper.

A number of constructions of properly embedded minimal surfaces of finite topological
type in H? are already known. However, since hyperbolic space is essentially much “bigger”
than R3, a classification of such surfaces as straightforward as that established for the
Euclidean case by Ossermann in [16] is not to be expected. Indeed, already in the stable
case, in contrast to the uniqueness results [2] of do Carmo & Peng and [4] of Fischer-
Colbrie & Schoen, Anderson shows in [1] that there exists a properly embedded, simply
connected, stable minimal surface bounded by every Jordan curve in the ideal boundary
of H®. More generally, using variational techniques, Oliveira & Soret construct in [15]
properly embedded stable minimal surfaces in H?® of arbitrary finite topology. Finally, by
means of a bridging argument, Martin & White construct in [12] another family of properly
embedded minimal surfaces in H?, also of arbitrary finite topology, but not clearly related
to that of Oliveria & Soret.

In this paper, we complement the works of Oliveira & Soret and Martin & White
by constructing what we consider to be the closest hyperbolic analogous of the Costa-
Hoffman-Meeks surfaces. In particular, these surfaces, whose geometric structures we are
able to describe with a fair degree of precision, are quite distinct from the ones constructed
above.

In order to state the theorem, we first recall some basic geometric properties of the
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Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surfaces (c.f. [7]). For every positive integer g, the Costa-Hoffman-
Meeks surface 3, is a properly embedded minimal surface in R? of genus g with 3 ends,
each of which we assume to be a graph over an unbounded annulus in R2. For all0 < k < g,
this surface is invariant under reflection in the plane containing the z-axis which makes an
angle of km/(g + 1) with the z-axis. We refer to the group of symmetries of R? generated
by these reflections as the group of horizontal symmetries of ¥,.* We prove

Theorem A
Fix g € N and n < 1. For all sufficiently large A > 0, and for all e > 0 and R > 0 satisfying

1
eR>™2N < A and eR°™" > A, (1.1)

there exists a complete, embedded minimal surface ¥ in H?® of genus g with 3 ends. Fur-
thermore

(1) ¥ is preserved by the group of horizontal symmetries of the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks
surface Xg;

(2) ¥\ B(eR) consists of three disjoint ends each of which converges towards the same
horizontal, totally geodesic plane as A tends to infinity; and

(3) Upon rescaling by a factor of 1/e, 3N B(2¢R) converges towards the Costa-Hoffman-
Meeks surface ¥, as A tends to infinity.

Remark: All notation and terminology used in this paper is explained in detail in Ap-
pendix A.

Remark: Theorem A follows from Theorems 5.1.4 and 5.1.5, below.

Remark: The quantity A serves to drive € to zero and R to infinity in a controlled manner:
heuristically, € is a little bit smaller than R~°. The quantity € determines the scaling factor
of the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface. In particular, for sufficiently large A, distinct values
of € should yield distinct minimal surfaces in H2. Finally, the quantity R determines how
far along the end the glueing operation is carried out. Once € has been fixed, we see no
reason to expect that different values of R should yield different minimal surfaces.

1.2 - Techniques. The proof of Theorem A essentially follows the standard desingu-
larization argument first laid out by Kapouleas in [8], [9] & [10]. It is summarised as
follows. First, using Fermi coordinates about a complete geodesic, H? is identified with R3
furnished with the metric

g = dr? + sinh?(r)d#? + cosh?(r)dt>.

With A, € and R as above, the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface X, is then rescaled by a
factor of € about the origin. In particular, the intersection of this rescaled surface with the

* The complete symmetry group of X, is the dihedral group generated by the elements
A and B, where A is reflection in the (x — z)-plane and B is rotation by an angle of
km/(g + 1) about the z-axis followed by reflection in the (x — y)-plane (c.f. [7]).

2



Minimal surfaces in hyperbolic space.

annular prism A(eR,c0) X R consists of three disjoint ends, each of which is a graph over
A(eR,00). Using cut-off functions, each of these ends is then modified so as to coincide
outside the solid cylinder B(2¢R) x R with a rotationally symmetric minimal end in H3
with parameters carefully chosen so as to minimise the curvature of the modified surface.
A fixed-point argument then allows us to conclude by perturbing this surface into one
which is minimal in H?.

It is the final stage of this process, which requires the construction of the right inverse
of the Jacobi operator of the modified surface, that involves by far the most work. Here
we closely follow the analysis of the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface already carried out by
the second author in [18]. In particular, we use the detailed estimates already derived in
Section 6.2 of that paper.

Finally, we believe that two main features of this analysis are worthy of mention.
Firstly, in order for the estimates to decay correctly, we require that € tend to zero at some
rate between R~* and R~°, and it is this condition, established by lengthy experimentarion
with a variety of alternatives, which motivates the formulation of (1.1). Secondly, in
contrast to desingularisation constructions which use singly periodic Scherk surfaces, the
symmetries of the problem barely contribute to the derivation of the estimates that we use.
Instead, we obtain these estimates, in part through a more careful and thorough analysis,
but also through the introduction, in Section 2.3, of what we chose to call the hybrid norm

1
[ fllm.a = [ fllcro @) + @Hf”Hk(H?)-

It turns out that this norm, which is a weighted combination of the usual Holder and
Sobolev norms, with weight depending on € and R, succinctly encapsulates the singular
behaviour of this construction as A becomes large, thus permitting us to complete the
construction, even when the symmetry group is small.

1.3 - Overview. The paper is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we study the analytic properties of rotationally symmetric minimal ends in
hyperbolic space, proving, in particular, the invertibility of their Jacobi operators with
respect to suitably weighted hybrid norms.

In Section 3, we present the geometric construction, describing in detail the smooth families
of candidate surfaces out of which the minimal surface will be selected.

In Section 4, using the estimates derived in Section 6.2 of [18], we construct right inverses
of the Jacobi operators of the surfaces constructed in Section 3, together with estimates
of their norms.

Finally, in Section 5, the Schauder fixed-point theorem is applied to prove the existence of
an embedded minimal surface within the family constructed in Section 3.

2 - Catenoidal ends in hyperbolic space.

2.1 - Surfaces of revolution in hyperbolic space. The desingularisation construction
that will be carried out in this paper will be controlled by two positive parameters. The
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first, which we will denote by €, will represent the factor by which the Costa-Hoffman-
Meeks surface will be rescaled, and the second, which we will denote by R, will be such
that the gluing operation will be performed over an annulus of inner and outer radii e R and
2¢eR respectively. These parameters will be made to tend to zero and infinity respectively
as follows. Given n < 1, we will suppose that

eR™ < % and eR°™" > A, (2.1)

where A > 1 will be chosen arbitrarily large. Theorem A will follow upon showing that,
for sufficiently large A, the desingularisation construction indeed yields a minimal surface.
We will also make use of catenoidal ends which vary over compact families. For this reason,
a constant C' > 1 will be fixed, and the parameter ¢ € R will be chosen such that

e < C. (2.2)

We will see in Lemma 2.1.2, below, how ¢ parametrizes catenoidal ends.

Throughout this paper, we will use the following explicit parametrisations of two- and
three-dimensional hyperbolic spaces. First, using polar coordinates, the metric g := g' is
defined over R? by

g = dr? + sinh®(r)d#?, (2.3)

where r here denotes euclidean distance from the origin. The riemannian manifold (R?, g)
is then identified with two-dimensional hyperbolic space H?. Indeed, it is simply the
parametrisation of H? by geodesic coordinates about some point. In particular, all radial
lines in this parametrisation are unit speed geodesics and the hyperbolic and euclidian
distances to the origin coincide. The metric g := g' is defined over R? by

G := dr? + sinh?(r)d6? + cosh?(r)dt?, (2.4)

where 7 now denotes euclidean distance from the z-axis. The riemannian manifold (R3, g)
is identified with three-dimensional hyperbolic space H?. Indeed, it is the parametrisation
of H? by Fermi coordinates about the geodesic I' := {(0,0)} xR. In particular, the following
properties stand out: every horizontal plane in R? is totally geodesic; for every horizontal
geodesic I’ passing through the origin, the cartesian product T’ x I is totally geodesic; and,
for all R, if C'(R) denotes the geodesic circle of radius R about the origin in R?, then the
surface C(R) x R is a hyperbolic cylinder of radius R about I.

Consider now a rotationally symmetric minimal surface ¥ in H? which is a graph of
some function u over some annulus A(a,c0). We will henceforth refer to such surfaces as
hyperbolic minimal ends in order to distinguish them from other types of minimal ends
that will be introduced in Section 3.1, below.

Lemma 2.1.1

The function u satsfies

b (2.5)
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where F' is a positive constant, which we henceforth refer to as the flux of ¥.. Furthermore,
F' satisfies

F = 7tsinh(2ry),
where 1o is the neck radius of X..

Remark: The neck radius of ¥ can be defined to be the infimal value of r such that X
extends to a smooth, rotationally symmetric graph over the annulus A(r, 00).

Proof: Indeed, for all R, let C'(R) denote the intersection of ¥ with the cylinder C'(R) x R.
Given a Killing field X of H?, the flux of ¥ around this circle is given by

F(R) = / (X, v)dl,

C(R)

where dl here denotes the length element of C (R), and v denotes the unit conormal vector
field along this curve. Letting X := (0,0,1) be the Killing field of translations in the
vertical direction, we obtain

F(R) = Wsinh(QR)cosh(R)ur(RQ) .
\/1 + (cosh(R)u,(R))

Since this quantity is constant whenever ¥ is minimal (c.f. [19]), the first result follows.

Finally, the neck radius is defined to be the infimal distance to I' over Y. Since this is
realized when w, is infinite, the second result follows, and this completes the proof. [J

Lemma 2.1.2

Let u : [eR, eR*] — R satisfy (2.5) with flux F = 27ec for some (e, R) and c satisfying (2.1)
and (2.2) respectively. Then, for sufficiently large A,

ur:%+o((r+;)3%>. (2.6)

Proof: Indeed, by Taylor’s Theorem,

cosil(r,«) =1+0(r"") =1 +O(<r+ ;)2%)

sinh2(2r) =472 + O(r4*k),

Likewise,

so that

2 2 1
sinh2(2r) — (E> =4r? |1+ O((T + E) lk)
™ r) r

Taking the reciprocal of the square root of this function yields

() )

and the result follows. O

Differentiating (2.5) twice with respect to ¢ and repeating the argument of Lemma 2.1.2
likewise yields
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Lemma 2.1.3

For (e, R) and c satisfying (2.1) and (2.2) respectively, let u., : [eR,eR'] — R be the
unique solution of (2.5) with flux F' = 2mec. Then, for sufficiently large A,

d 1
uC7T‘ — E + O((T—’_ E) _k)7 and
oc r r)r
0%, e\° 1
— =0 - = ).
Oc? Tt r) rk
2.2 - The modified Jacobi operator. Since the computations of this section will also
be of use at later stages in the sequel, we will consider here the more general case of a graph

¥ of some function u : A(eR, eR*) — R which is not necessarily minimal nor rotationally
symmetric, but which nonetheless satisfies

(2.7)

u = a + ecLog(r) + O(r (r + ;)3i>. (2.8)

rk

The Jacobi operator of ¥, which yields the infinitesimal variations of mean curvature that
result from infinitesimal normal perturbations of the surface, is given, up to a sign, by (c.f.
Appendix A.3)

Jf = A"f+ [Tr((A%)?) 4 2Ric(N", N*)] £, (2.9)

where Ric here denotes the Ricci curvature tensor* of H?® and N*, A% and A" denote
respectively the upward-pointing unit normal vector field of the graph of w, its shape
operator and its Laplace-Beltrami operator.

It turns out that the zero’th order coefficients of J diverge rapidly as A tends to
infinity (as will become clearer in Section 2.5, below). For this reason, we choose to work
with what we call the modified Jacobi operator. As we will see presently, the definition of
this operator will vary slightly depending on the context. In the case at hand, it is defined
as follows. First, let x1 be the cut-off function of the transition region A(1,2). Define the
vector field X* over ¥ by

X" = x1e: + (1 —xa)N", (2.10)

define the function ¢* : ¥ — R by
P =g(X", N") = xigles, N*) + (1 — x1), (2.11)
and, for f € C§°(X), define & : ¥ — H3 by

Er(x) i=a+tf(x) X ().

* The Ricci curvature tensor is here normalised so that the unit sphere in Euclidean
space has curvature equal to d;;.
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For all sufficiently small f, £¢ is an embedding, and we define H; : ¥ — R to be its
mean curvature function with respect to the metric g at the point x. The modified Jacobi
operator of ¥ is then given by

(TN (@) = —— = Hip (@) (2.12)

Observe that this operator differs from the usual Jacobi operator merely by the inclusion
of a factor of 1/¢" and the use of the vector field X* instead of the unit normal vector
field in the definition of £ (c.f. Appendix A.3). In particular, since X is a graph, it is
everywhere transverse to X, so that the function " is everywhere strictly positive and
the operator J is indeed well-defined.

The modified Jacobi operator is related to the usual Jacobi operator by

Jf = (%JW n %Wu(xumo) I (2.13)

where 7%(X™) here denotes the tangential component of X" and Hy denotes the mean
curvature function of ¥. In particular, when ¥ is minimal, Hy vanishes, so that

it = eI ), (2.14)

On the other hand, since e, is a Killing field of H3, the quantity
J-1 ( ! Jpt + ! XA )
. o R —TT
o Y "

vanishes over ¥ N(B(1) x R), so that, by (A.7), over this region
T u 2 w,ij U
Jf=A f+ﬁg i i (2.15)

where the function p* is defined as in Appendix A.4. The relations (2.14) and (2.15) will
be used at various points in what follows.

Since ¥ is a graph over A(eR,2eR?), J may also be thought of as an operator acting
on functions defined over this domain. Using this identification, we obtain

Lemma 2.2.1
Over A(eR, eRY),

A €2c? €2c?
Jf:Agf— T_Zfrr+2<7“+r—3)fr+7_\),f, (2.16)

where A9 here denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator of H? and the remainder R is a
second order linear partial differential operator given by

Rf =a" fi; +b'fi,

7
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€ 41
a = O((r+—) —k), and
r) r
4
€ 1

Proof: First, combining (2.8) and (A.8), yields

r2 €2¢? € 41
=14 ———4+0 -] = .
H + 2 2r2 + <<r+7’> 7”‘3)

Next, given a point  in H?, consider the orthonormal basis (e, eg), where e, is the unit
vector in the radial direction pointing away from the origin and ey is the hyperbolic unit
vector in the counterclockwise angular direction around the origin. By (2.8) again and
(A.11), with respect to this basis,

sewer=(* ) (7 eol(+3)3)

Likewise, the Hessian of v with respect to g is given in this basis by,

Hess?(u) (e, ¢;) = (_60/7"2 ec/rz) + O((r + ;)1,%)

In particular, since the leading order term in the Hessian has zero trace, combining the
previous two formulae yields

where

(2.17)

4
2 47w,k — € —1

Likewise,

4
. ik B € 1
cosh(r)sinh(r)g" ™ ¢"“"* (wuyr; + wjupr; — wsujry) = O<(T + ;) PRt )’

so that, by (A.15), if f is a smooth function defined over the domain of u, then its Laplacian
with respect to g* satisfies

A" f = g“"Hess?(f)i; + R/,

€2c?

=AYf — T_err + Raf,

where the remainders R; and Ry are second order linear partial differential operators of
the desired form. Finally, we have

9 N 6202 . € 4 1
e R (GO

and the result now follows by (2.15). O



Minimal surfaces in hyperbolic space.

2.3 - The Sobolev, Holder and hybrid norms. Let m be a non-negative integer and
a € [0,1] a real number. Let || - [|gm @) and || - [[cm.«w2) denote respectively the Sobolev
norm of order m and the Hélder norm of order (m,a) of functions over H?, as defined in
Appendix A.5. Let H™(H?) denote the Sobolev space of measurable functions f whose
distributional derivatives up to and including order m are square integrable over H? and
let C™<(H?) denote the Hélder space of m-times differentiable functions f over H? which
satisfy || f||cm.e @) < o0o.
We modify these classical function spaces by a continuous family of weights as follows.
Let x2 denote the cut-off function of the transition region A(2,4) and, for v € R, define
the weight w, : R? — R by
wy = X2 + (1 — x2)e"", (2.18)

where r here denotes the distance from the origin. With m and « as before, the weighted
Sobolev and Holder norms with weight + are defined by

101l e 2y = [ wy @l rm m2), and
T (H?) gl (H?2) (2.19)
[llcm e @2y = lwydllcm.am2),
and the weighted Sobolev and Holder spaces with weight v are defined by
H™H?) = {w! € H™(H?)}, and
TP = {wl | f (H*) } (2.20)

C?’“(HQ) = {w;lf | f e C’m’a(HQ)}.

These spaces are trivially Banach spaces and multiplication by w. defines linear isomor-
phisms from H"(H?) into H™(H?) and from CZ»*(H?) into C"(H?).

Consider now a complete, horizontal, totally geodesic plane ¥ in H3. Its Jacobi

operator is given by
Jf:=Jof = Af —2f, (2.21)

where A9 here denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator of H2. By minimality and (2.14),
its modified Jacobi operator is given by

Jof == %Jowm

where ¥" is the function given by (2.11). Likewise, by (2.15), over B(1), its modified
Jacobi operator is also given by

Jof = AIf + 2tanh(r)f,

: (2.22)
= AYf +2rf, + RS

where the remainder R is a second-order linear partial differential operator of the form
RYf =a" fij + b fi,

and whose coefficients satisfy (2.17).
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Theorem 2.3.1

(1) For all sufficiently small ~, Jo defines a linear isomorphism from HZ2(H?) into H)(H?);
and

(2) for all a €]0,1[, and for all sufficiently small -y, Jo defines a linear isomorphism from
C2(H?) into C9*(H?).

Proof: We only prove (1), as the proof of (2) is identical. Since " is strictly positive,
smooth and equal to 1 outside of some compact set, multiplication by " defines linear
isomorphisms from HZ(H?) to itself and from HY(H?) to itself. It thus suffices to prove the
result for .Jy. Next, observe that .Jy defines a linear isomorphism from H2(H?) into HJ(H?)
if and only if Jy , := ]\47170]\/[,;1 defines a linear isomorphism from H?(H?) into H°(H?),
where M, here denotes the operator of multiplication by w.,. Since this family varies
continuously in the operator norm, it suffices to prove the result for v = 0. However, this
final case follows by the classical theory of elliptic operators (c.f. [5]), and this completes
the proof. [

Many of the estimates derived in the sequel are best expressed in terms of a hybrid
norm which we now introduce. For all non-negative integer m, for all a € [0, 1] and for all

real 7, we define | - ||;n,a,+, the hybrid norm with weight ~ of functions over H? by
1
[ llmany o= [ flloze @) + @HfHH;n(Hz)- (2.23)

We denote by E;”’Q(HQ) the Banach space of m-times differentiable functions f over H?
which satisfy ||f||m,a,y < 00. In terms of the hybrid norm, Theorem 2.3.1 immediately
yields

Theorem 2.3.2

For all o €]0,1] and for all sufficiently small vy, Jo defines a linear isomorphism from
L2%(H?) into L)*(H?). Furthermore, the operator norms of Jo and its inverse are uni-
formly bounded independent of A.

We now extend Theorem 2.3.2 to the case where X is a hyperbolic minimal end with
flux F' = 2mec which is a graph of some function u over the annulus A(eR,o0). Recall
first that the modified Jacobi operator J of ¥ may be considered as an operator acting
on functions over A(eR,00). However, it will now be useful to extend it to one defined
over the whole of R? as follows. First, given a function f : A(eR,00) — R, its canonical
extension f : R? — R is defined such that
(1) f(z) == f(x) over A(eR,o0);

(2) f(0) is equal to the mean value of f over the circle C(eR); and
(3) f restricts to a linear function over every radial line in B(eR).

Given a linear operator L over A(eR,0), its canonical extension L is defined to be the
operator over R? whose coefficients are the canonical extensions of each of the coefficients
of L. Observe that if a function f is Lipschitz, then so too is its canonical extension and

1 Fllcos S I1Fllcon
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Likewise, if an operator L has any rotational symmetries, then so too does its canonical
extension. We will henceforth identify all operators with their canonical extensions, and a
perturbation of Theorem 2.3.2 will then yield

Theorem 2.3.3

For all sufficiently small o E]O,Al[, for all sufficiently small v and for all sufficiently large A,
the modified Jacobi operator .J defines a linear isomorphism from £2*(H?) into £3*(H?).

Furthermore, the operator norms of J and its inverse are uniformly bounded as A tends
to infinity.

This result follows immediately from Theorem 2.3.2 and Lemmas 2.4.1 and 2.5.1 below.

2.4 - The regular component. Theorem 2.3.3 will be proven by showing that J
converges towards j() in every operator norm of interest to us as A tends to infinity. To
this end, we decompose the difference (j — jo) into two components which we analyse
separately. Thus, let y.rs be the cut-off function of the transition region A(eR*,2eR?),

and define

€2c?

Mf = 2X€R4T_3fr7 and
Nf = ((J=Jo) = M)f.

(2.24)

We refer to M and N respectively as the singular component and the regular component
of the difference (J — Jy).

Lemma 2.4.1

(1) For sufficiently small v, the operator norm of N considered as a linear map from
HZ2(H?) into HY(H?) tends to zero as A tends to infinity; and

(2) for sufficiently small « € [0,1], and for sufficiently small -y, the operator norm of N,
considered as a linear map from C2*(H?) into C*(H?) tends to zero as A tends to infinity.

Denote

Nf=:a"f; +bf. (2.25).
Lemma 2.4.1 will follow from Lemmas 2.4.2 and 2.4.3, below.
Lemma 2.4.2

The coefficients a and b satisfy

Ha|A(2eR4,oo)HCO,1(H2) ) b|A(2€R4,oo) HCOJ(HQ) —0

as A tends to infinity.
Proof: Denote f = cosh(r)u,. By (2.5),

(Fm
\/sinh2(2r) — (F/m)?

11

f=
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Differentiating twice yields
fr = —(n/F)*sinh(4r) f3, and
frr = —4(m/F)? 3 — 8(w/F)?sinh?(2r) f2 + 3(w/F)*sinh? (47) f°.

We now study these functions over the annulus A(2¢R* o0). Since F = 2wec, for A
sufficiently large,

\/sinh2(2r) — (F/m)? Z sinh(2r),

so that, over this annulus, for k € {0, 1,2},

k
o"f < € N e
ork |~ sinhk+1(2r) sinh(27“)
Since
! f
Uy = )
cosh(r)

it then follows by rotational symmetry that, over A(2¢R*, 00), for k € {1,2,3},

vk < € € < 1 99
1(v9) u”g ~ sinh*(2r) + sinh(2r) ™~ ek—1 R4k’ (2.26)

The result now follows since, by (2.9), (2.10), (2.11) and (2.12), the coefficients of J only
depend on the first and second derivatives of u. [J

Lemma 2.4.3
For sufficiently small o € [0, 1], the coefficients a and b satisfy

alBzern)[| oo » 101 BeRrs) || oo — 0

as A tends to infinity.

Remark: Observe that this lemma fails when the exponent of R in the second inequality
in (2.1) is greater than or equal to 5.

Proof: Indeed, by (2.16), (2.22) and (2.24), over the annulus A(eR,2eR%),

y 2.2 .0 .7 49
aw:_#w((wf) _k>, and
T T T

b — 9(1 et 0 e\ 1
= 2(1 = Xert) i T T R )

It follows that
lal S

€
r
< £ 3
|Da’|NT_3+T7
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so that, by (2.1),

||a|A(ER,2€R4)Hco 5 i + €4R16 < i and

R? ~ R?’
< 1 3R12 < 1
[a|A(eR,2eR4)]1 ~ RS te S R3S

Since a is extended canonically over B(eR), these inequalities in fact hold over the whole
of B(2¢R*) and so, by (A.23),

1

€

1 1
[alB(2€R4)] < \/§||a’|B(2€R4)HéO [alB(2€R4)]12 5 .

1
2

3

Bearing in mind that (1 — x.gs) = O(r~F), over the annulus A(eR*,2¢R*), we obtain
|b] < < + 73, and
r
Db S = + 12,
r

so that, by (2.1),

1 1
blaers 2ernllco S 5 + R S 5, and
1

2 H8
[b|A(eR4,2eR4)]1 S 2 R16 +ERYS (633)2'

—_

On the other hand, over the annulus A(eR, eR*),

4
b <rd+ i—5, and
4

Db S + .
T

so that, by (2.1),
1 1

€R5 ™ ¢R5’
1 '

2R ~ (eR3)2

As before, since b is extended canonically over B(eR), these inequalities continue to hold

over the whole of B(2¢R*). Thus, by (A.23), for for a € [0, 1],

||b|A(6R,ER4) Hco < SR + and

A

[b|A(€R,eR4)} 1 g €2R8 +

— a 1
[blern], <27 Hb|B(2eR4)Héo [blBery]; S ey

Choosing « such that (5 + «)/(1 + «) > 5 — 1, the result follows for b. [J

2.5 - The singular component. We now turn our attention to the operator norm of

M.

13
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Lemma 2.5.1

For sufficiently small o € [0,1] and for sufficiently small v, the operator norm of M
considered as a linear map from L2 into L)* tends to 0 as A tends to infinity.

In contrast to the regular component, the coefficients of M do not tend pointwise to zero
as A tends to infinity. However, we will show that this is compensated for by the fact
that M is supported over a ball of small diameter. Indeed, by definition of the canonical
extension,

Mo =: a'¢;, (2.27)
where -
_ 2XER4L4% if [|z]| > eR, and
at = , (2.28)
2ccx; .
if ||z|| < eR.

e2R4
The required estimates will follow from Lemmas 2.5.3 and 2.5.4, below. These lemmas
both rely on the following key estimate, which reveals the significance of the hybrid norm.

Lemma 2.5.2

For sufficiently small o and for sufficiently small ~,

1l eae gy S (R) 721 fll2.0,y- (2.29)
57 (H?)

Remark: It will be useful in the sequel to observe that this relation also holds for spaces
of functions defined over an unbounded annulus.

Proof: Indeed, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, for all 5 < 1,
[fllcos ey S 1fllaz2@2) S (€R)fll2aq-

Setting 8 = (1 — «) and using (A.23) and (A.24), we obtain

1 W
1lleno gy S R fllaan < (R) >4 f

2,a,7»

as desired. [
Lemma 2.5.3

For sufficiently small o € [0,1] and for sufficiently small v, the operator norm of M,
considered as a map from £2*(H?) into C9*(H?) tends to 0 as A tends to infinity.

Proof: Indeed, over A(eR,2ecRY),
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so that

; 1
||aZ|A(ER,26R4)Hco S R3’ and
i 1
[a |A(eR,25R4)]1 N 2R
Since a' is extended canonically over B(eR), these inequalities in fact hold over the whole

of B(2¢R*) so that, by (A.23), for all a € [0, 1],

) 1
3 < -
[@)o S (eR)eR3’

It follows by (2.29) and (A.25) that

1 1
Ml e mey S (GR)—%H),Hch;a(Hz) S (GR)TRQHsz,am

and the result follows by (2.1). O
Lemma 2.5.4

For sufficiently small o € [0, 1] and for sufficiently small 7y, the operator norm of (eR)™1 M
considered as a map from L£2%(H?) into HI(H?) tends to 0 as A tends to infinity.

Proof: Indeed, a direct calculation yields

. 1
HGZHL%(HQ) N R2

Thus, bearing in mind (2.29),

I(eR) ™" Mfllrz @) S (€R) ™ la'|z2 ) | D f || o

< (eR) M la |z 2y Lfll oo gz
1

< g e

and the result follows by (2.1). O
2.6 - Second order variations. Consider again the functional H; introduced at the
start of Section 2.2. In addition to the above estimates, the proof of Theorem A will also

require estimates for the second-order variation of this functional. We show

15
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Theorem 2.6.1
For sufficiently small a € [0, 1], for sufficiently small v and for sufficiently large A, if

1
||f|A(€R:OO)HC$'a(H2) < W, (230)
then A )
[(Hs —Ho — Jf)|A(6R,oo)||o,a,7 S (eR)'72| flacer,o0) H270w~ (2.31)

Remark: Although we expect a finer analysis over the region A(eR*, 00) to yield a stronger
estimate, the above result is quite sufficient for our purposes.

Proof: Denote A
R:=H;—Ho—Jf,

and consider first the restriction of this function to the annulus A(eR?*, 00). Since H is
a second-order quasi-linear operator whose coefficients are uniformly bounded over this
region independent of A, we have by Taylor’s Theorem and (2.29) that

IRlacers.oo)llo.ay S I 1aceroo | a1 1acer .00 |2, 0,

S (eR) 7| flacer,00) H;(M

Consider now the restriction of R to the annulus A(eR,eR?*). As in the previous
sections, we now require a more careful analysis in order to account for singular behaviour
as A tends to infinity. To this end, consider two functions ¢, € E%’O‘(IHP) and suppose

in addition that ¢ satisfies (2.30). Let j¢ be the modified Jacobi operator of the graph of
(u+ ¢). Observe, in particular, that Jo = J. It suffices to show that, for all ¢ and for all
¥,

€

| (Jo = J) | a(er,ers) Ho,aﬁ S WHéf’Hla,vWHlan- (2.32)
Indeed, substituting ¢ = tf and ¥ = f and integrating (2.32) with respect to t over the

interval [0, 1] yields
€ 2
HR‘A(ER,€R4) HO,oc,’y S (ER)5Q HfH2,a,77

and the result follows.
We now prove (2.32). By (2.15) and the formulae in Appendix A.4, over B(1), the
operator Jy is given by

Jotp = F(x, D(u+ ¢) ® D(u+ ¢))Hess? (¢);; + Gz, D(u+ ¢) @ D(u+ ¢))'t
+ H(x,D(u + qb))iijessg(u + ¢)ij ¥k,

where F', G and H are smooth functions of their arguments and
H(z,0)"* = 0.

16
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It follows that

Jotp — Jip = aHess? (1) 4 b'4p; + ¥ Hess? (¢)i540n + d?*Hess? (u);;4,

where » . g
a’ := F(x,D(u+ ¢) @ D(u+ ¢))” — F(x, Du® Du)",
b :=G(z,D(u+¢) ® D(u + gb))l — G(x, Du® Du)",
c* = H(z, D(u+ ¢))"*, a
d% .= H(xz, D(u + ¢))9* — H(m, Du)k,
Bearing in mind (2.1), (2.8), (2.29), (2.30) and (A.25), we obtain

| (D(u+ ¢) x D(u+ ¢) — Du® Du)| a(cr,era) o«

S (IDulacnersll g + D0l ) 1Dl o

1
< .
S erypr P?ley
€
<
~ (GR)S(X ;O

so that, by (A.27),

Ha/ij|A(€R76R4)HCS’a’ ;O

, €
b @ S —

|A(6R,6R4) HC’S’ ~ (ER)?’Q
Likewise, using in addition the fact that H(z,0)"* = 0, we obtain

. 1
chk|A(eR,eR4)HCg,a 5 W + ||D¢”Cg’°‘

Finally, by (2.8) again

1
HHeSSg(U)z’j|A(eR,eR4)||CS*‘1 N (cR)oeR2’ and
1
|[Hess? (w)ij| a(er.crn lmo S R

Combining these relations yields

N N €
| (Jpvo — J¢)|A(ER,ER4)||Cg,a S W||¢H2,a,v||1/}|’2,am and

€
1o |19l2.0 /192,07

mH(jW - j¢)|A(eR,€R4)HHS S (eR)%

and the result follows. O

17
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3 - Surgery and the perturbation family.

3.1 - The surgery operation. We now rescale the parametrisations of two- and three-
dimensional hyperbolic spaces introduced in Section 2.1. Thus, let ¢° and g° be the
euclidian metrics of R? and R3 respectively and, for € > 0, let ¢ and g¢ be the metrics
defined respectively over these spaces by

1
g¢ =dr* + —QSinhQ(er)dGQ, and
61 (3.1)
g° i=dr* + —28inh2(€7”‘)d92 + cosh?(er)dt>.
€

It is straightforward to show that this family varies smoothly with e. Furthermore, com-
paring with (2.3) and (2.4), we see that, for all € > 0, ¢g¢ and g° are related to g and g
by

1
g°=—5MZg, and
€
1
e Lz
g 62 e Jd

where M, here denotes uniform radial contraction by a factor of € about the origin. It
follows that, for all €, both ¢¢ and g° are complete metrics of constant sectional curvature
equal to —e2.

We define a euclidian minimal end to be a surface ¥ in R? which is a graph of some
function u over some annulus A(Rg,o0), which is minimal with respect to the metric g°
and which is symmetric by reflection in at least two vertical planes containing the z-axis.

By the classical theory of minimal surfaces, the function u then satisfies

w = a+ cLog(r) +o<r%>. (3.2)

for some real constants a and ¢, which we call respectively the constant term and the
logarithmic parameter of the euclidian minimal end*.

For ¢ > 0, we define an e-hyperbolic minimal end to be a rotationally symmetric
surface ¥ in R? which is a graph of some function u over some annulus A(R.,co) and
which is minimal with respect to the metric g¢. Given real constants a and ¢, we set

u*(R/4) = a + cLog(R/4),

and we set the flux F' equal to 2mwe. Upon rescaling and integrating (2.6), it then follows
that, over the annulus A(R/4,2R?*)

u® = a + cLog(r) + O (r (er + 1) 3r_k). (3.3)

r

* In particular, planar ends will be considered as catenoidal ends with vanishing loga-
rithmic parameters.

18
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As before, we will refer to a and c¢ respectively as the constant term and the logarithmic
parameter of the e-hyperbolic end.

Now choose (e, R) satisfying (2.1). Let X, 3¢, u and u® be as above and suppose that
both surfaces have the same constant terms and logarithmic parameters. The (e, R)-joined
end X% of ¥ is now defined to be the graph of the function

us

= Xt + (1 — xe)us,

~Y

Figure 3.1.1 - The glueing operation - The graph of u® T transitions from u to u®

over the annulus A(R,2R).

where x. is the cut-off function of the transition region A(R,2R) (c.f. Figure 3.1.1).

Observe that
Yo" N(A(Rp, R) x R) = X N(A(Ry, R) x R), and

R (3.4)
YO N(A(2R, ) X R) = X N(A(2R, ) X R),
whilst, over the annulus A(R/4,2R*),
1\’ 1
uS? = a + cLog(r) + O (r (er + ;) r_k) (3.5)

Finally, let ¥ be a complete, immersed surface in R? such that X N(B(Ry) x R) is
compact and X N(A(Rp,o0) x R) is a union of finitely many euclidian minimal ends. For
constants (¢, R) satisfying (2.1), we define the (¢, R)-joined surface of ¥ to be the surface
Y& obtained by replacing each of its ends with the corresponding (e, R)-joined end (c.f.
Figure 3.1.2).

3.2 - Perturbation families. Consider now a complete, immersed surface ¥ in R? such
that ¥ N(B(Ry) x R) is compact and 3 N(A(Rp,00) x R) is a union of finitely many (not
necessarily minimal) graphs over the annulus A(Rp,c0). Let n be the number of ends of
¥ and let xo, Xx(, X, and x. be the cut-off functions of the transition regions A(Rg,2Ry),
A(2Ro,4Ry), A(1/2¢,1/€) and A(1/e€,2/¢€) respectively. Define the vector field X€ over ¥
by

X = E(xe — xo0)ex + (1 = (Xe — x0)) N, (3.6)

19
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Figure 3.1.2 - The joined surface - Each of the ends of ¥ is replaced with its
corresponding (€,R)-joined end. The non-trivial part of the topology of X, which
is contained in the cylinder B(R) xR, is represented here schematically by a semi-

circle.

by

Figure 3.2.3 - The modified normal vector field - The modified normal vector field
X € coincides with the unit hyperbolic normal over the complement of the annulus

A(Ro,2/¢€), and coincides with the third basis vector over the annulus A(2Rg,1/€).

where N€ here denotes the unit normal vector field over ¥ with respect to the metric g¢
and the sign of e, is chosen over each end so that it points in the same direction as N¢
(c.f. Figure 3.2.3). Define £¢: R" x R™ x C§°(X) — C°°(X,R3) by

Eap(x) = x+ f2)X(x) + Z Li(z)(ai (1 = xo(2)) +bi (1 = xc(@)) e, (3.7)

where, for all 1 < ¢ < n, [; here denotes the indicator function of the ¢’th component of
Y N(A(Ro,00) x R). Observe that, for all @ and b and for all sufficiently small f, £, ;

20
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defines an immersion of ¥ into R3. Heuristically, £ a.b,p decomposes into a perturbation of
Y in f times the modified normal direction, followed by a vertical perturbation of each end
by a height of a; outside the cylinder B(4Ry) x R, and then a further vertical perturbation
of each end by a height of b; outside the cylinder B(2/¢) x R (c.f. Figures 3.2.4, 3.2.5 and
3.2.6). Although the second vertical perturbations may appear superfluous, they serve to
control singular terms arising from the Green’s operators of the e-hyperbolic ends, as we
will see in Section 4.2, below.

2
»
2
2
£
S
%
i

Figure 3.2.4 - A microscopic perturbation - The surface ¥ is perturbed in the
direction of the modified normal vector field. Such perturbations are referred to
as microscopic perturbations since, the function f decaying at infinity, they may be
thought of as being supported over the annulus A(2eR*), which becomes negligable
as A tends to infinity.

Ro 2R, 4Rg R 2R 1 1 2 v

Figure 3.2.5 - The first macroscopic perturbation - The end of the surface ¥ is
shifted vertically over the annulus A(4Rp,00). Such perturbations are referred to

as macroscopic perturbations, as they remain significant for all large values of A.

This family generates perturbation operators as follows. First, define H¢ : R™ x
R™ x C§°(¥) — C5°(%) such that H , , is the mean curvature function of the immersion
Eqp.p With respect to the metric g°. In the present context, we define the modified Jacobi
operator of ¥ with respect to the metric g¢ by

- 10
Jof = ——=—H; x , 3.8
5F = e iMoo (@] (38)
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Ro 2R0 4R0 R 2R 1 1 g r
.. 2 € €
- e

Figure 3.2.6 - The second macroscopic perturbation - The end of the surface ¥ is
shifted vertically over the annulus A(2/€,00). As before, such perturbations are

also referred to as macroscopic perturbations.

where
e =g (X<, N°).
In addition, we define the operators Y5, Z5 : R™ — C§°(X) by

€ .—— 1 8 €
(VE0)(@) 1= e gy Hinool@)|  and
10, .

(Zsw)() :

= a,}—[o,tw,o('x)

t=0

(3.9)

Observe that the above construction remains valid in the case where ¢ = 0 where, by

convention, the cut-off functions x. and x. are taken to be identically equal to 1.

In the case where each end of ¥ satisfies (3.2) for some constants a and ¢, we also
consider the following, slightly more subtle, family of perturbations. For each 1 <17 < n,
let ap; and cp; be respectively the constant term and the logarithmic parameter of the
i'th end of ¥. Let (X.)ccrn be a smoothly varying family of immersed surfaces in R3
such that ¥., = ¥ and such that, for all ¢, and for all 1 < < n, the i"th component of
Y N(A(Ro, 00) x R) satisfies (3.2) with constant term ao; and logarithmic parameter c;.

Now let F: R™ x ¥ — R? be a smooth function such that
(1) for all ¢, F. := F(c,-) parametrises X.; and
(2) for all ¢, and for all z € XN(A(Ro, +00) x R),

(mo Fe)(x) = m(x),

22
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Figure 3.2.7 - The third macroscopic perturbation - The logarithmic parameter of

the end of the surface ¥ is continuously varied.

where 7 : R® — R? is the canonical projection onto the first two coordinates (c.f. Figure
3.2.7).

We may suppose that, for all ¢, F, defines an immersion of ¥ into R3. Depending on
the context, we will also impose further conditions on the family (X.).cgr» used to define
F. Indeed, if the surface X is known to possess certain symmetries, then we will assume
that, for all ¢, ¥, also possesses the same symmetries and if ¥ is a Costa-Hoffman-Meeks
surface, as in Section 4.1, below, then we will assume that, for all ¢, every end of ¥, is a
euclidian minimal end.

A similar construction also exists in the case where each of the ends of 3 are (¢, R)-
joined ends. Here the family (3.) is chosen such that, for all ¢, every end of ¥. is also an
(e, R)-joined end. The rest of the construction of F continues as before.

In each case, the family F generates an additional perturbation operator as follows.
Indeed, for € > 0, we define H : R” — C'*°(X) such that H¢ is the mean curvature of the
immersion F, with respect to the metric g°. We define the operator X§ : R — C5°(%)
by

1 0
(Xgu)(@) = 72 GrHRw@)| (3.10)
where 1 is the function defined above.

Finally, the above two families are combined as follows. First, in order to emphasize
the dependence of £¢ on the initial surface 3, we denote

EC:=E°[X.
Next, for all ¢ € R", we identify functions over Y. with functions over 3 by composition
with F.. We now define £¢: R™ x R" x R" x C§°(X) — C=(X,R?) by
€,R €
£ = =&ub [ c] o F..

c,a,b

Theorem A will be proven by constructing such a family around the (e, R)-joined surface
of a Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface and by showing that, for sufﬁ(:lently large A, there is a
point (¢, a, b, f) close to (o, 0,0,0) such that the immersion S ob.f 15 minimal with respect
to g°.
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3.3 - The perturbation operators. We conclude this chapter by reviewing certain
functional properties of the operators constructed above. We continue to use the notation
and terminology of the previous sections.

Lemma 3.3.1

If % is a euclidian minimal end, an e-hyperbolic minimal end, or an (e, R)-joined end, and
if J5, is its modified Jacobi operator with respect to the metric g¢ then, over the annulus

A(R/4,4R%),

Aty 2

A cC .

where A€ here denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator of the metric g€, r denotes the radial
distance from the origin, and the remainder R is of the form

where the coefficients a” and b® satisfy

y 1\"1
a = O((er—l— —) —k>, and
r)or
: 1\* 1
Proof: Indeed, in each case, by (3.2), (3.3) and (3.5), over the annulus A(R/4,2R%),

1\°1
u=a+clLog(r)+O(rler+~| — |,
r)or

and the result follows upon rescaling (2.16). [

(3.13)

Lemma 3.3.2

If ¥ is a euclidian minimal end and if, for all e, JE is its modified Jacobi operator with
respect to the metric g then, over the annulus A(Rg,2R*),

(Jg = J2) = a" fi + V' fi, (3.14)

where the coefficients a” and b® satisfy
ij 2 2 €
a’ = O(<€ T+ =5+
r

i 2 2 € 1
b —O((ET +r_2+7“_4)7“k+1)’

(3.15)
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Proof: Indeed, for all € > 0, let A€ denote the Laplace-Beltrami operator of the metric
g¢. We readily verify that

(er)?

A= ——
sinh®(er)

foo + ecoth(er) fr. + frr, (3.16)

where f. and fy here denote respectively the derivatives of f in the unit radial and unit
angular directions with respect to the euclidean metric over R2. It follows that, over

A(RO,2R4),
Aef = Aof =+ a”fij + bei’

2,.2

y e“r

a? =0 —— ), and
T

The result now follows by (2.1) and (3.11). O

where

Finally, it is straightforward to show that the supports of X5, Y5 and Zg, satisfy

Supp(Xs) C X N(A(2Ro,4Ro) x R),
Supp(Ys;) € XN(B(2R) x R), and
Supp(Zs) € ©N(A(1/2¢,1/€) x R).

Furthermore, for all v,w € R", and for all z € X,

n

(Yv) (@) = = Li@)ui(Jexp)(p), and

N (3.17)
(Zsw) (z) = = > Li(@)wi(J5x.) ().
=1
It thus only remains to estimate Xs,.
Lemma 3.3.3
If ¥ is an (e, R)-joined end, then, over A(2Ry, R),
. 1
Xsu=0 6% ) (3.18)
and over A(R,2R),
. 1
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Proof: Let 3. be a smooth family of ends as in Section 3.2. For all ¢, let f; : A(2Rg, 0) —
R denote the profile of ¥ 4+ and define

_ Of
¢ = o |
Over A(2Ry,2R), we have
X&u = J&o.
Furthermore, rescaling (2.7) yields
1
¢ = Log(r) + O o ) (3.20).

By hypothesis, . N(A(2Ry, R) x R) is minimal with respect to g" for all ¢ so that
Jep =0.

The first estimate now follows from (3.14) and (2.1). Finally, by (3.16),

2
AL =0—).
wir=0(2)
The second estimate now follows by (3.11) and (2.1), and this completes the proof. O

4 - Constructing the Green’s operator.

4.1 - Pertubation theory. Let > be the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface of genus g for
some positive integer g and let 3 be its (e, R)-joined surface, as constructed in Section 3.1,
for some (€, R) satisfying (2.1). Observe that there is an (almost) natural diffeomorphism
from ¥ into 3 which maps points in each of the ends of ¥ directly upwards or downwards.
Consequently, functions over ¥ may equally well be considered as functions over 3. Simi-
larly, functions over N(A(Ry,00) x R) may be considered as functions over three copies
of A(Rp,0), and so on. In defining norms over spaces of functions, we will pass between
these different perspectives without comment.

We now study operators and function spaces defined over these surfaces. First, define
the scale-free total derivative operator by

Dgr :=71D, (4.1)

where D here denotes the total derivative operator of R? and r denotes the radial distance
from the origin. For « € [0, 1], define the scale free Hélder operator by

ospf(r) =r" [f|A(r/2,2r)]a . (4.2)
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For all non-negative integer m, for all a € [0, 1], for all real §, define the scale-free weighted

Hélder norm of weight 6 over A(Ry, c0) such that, for every m-times differentiable function
f:A(Rg,0) = R,

- o Dk §sa myn
Hf”C’ZLS‘/;(A(RO,oo)) T Z HT DSFfHCO(A(RO,OO)) + HT’ 6SFDSFfHCO(]2RO,OOD ) (43)
k=0
and define the scale-free weighted Holder norm of weight § over ¥ such that, for every
m-times differentiable function f : ¥ — R,

||f||cgjé;:(z) = || flenBer)x®) || gm.a + || fls m(A(RO,oo)xR)Hcgs,g(A(me». (4.4)

For all such m, o and ¢, let Cglsj;’ g(Z) denote the space of m-times differentiable functions
f over X which satisfy || f ||C;ns,g(2) < oo and which also satisfy foo = f for every horizontal
symmetry o of 3. ’

Consider now the operators jg, X% and YEO defined over the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks
surface ¥ as in Section 3.2. Observe that, in this case, the operator X2 is defined using a
family (X.).crs chosen such that, for all ¢, ¥, is a complete immersed surface, symmetric
under all the horizontal symmetries of the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface, all of whose
ends are euclidian minimal ends. From the perturbation theory of Costa-Hoffman-Meeks

surfaces (c.f. [6], [13], [14] and [17]), we have
Theorem 4.1.1

For all a €]0,1][, for all § €]1,2[, and for all Ry sufficiently large, (X2, Y2, J2) defines a

surjective Fredholm map of Fredholm index 3 from R3 ®R? @ C’?”g‘Eg(E) into Cng,SF,g(E)'

For € > 0, consider now the operators j;, X;, Yg and Z; defined over the (e, R)-
joined surface 3 as in Section 3.2. Observe that, this time, the operator X; is defined

using a family (f)c)ceRs chosen such that, for all ¢, 3. is a complete immersed surface,
symmetric under all the horizontal symmetries of the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface, all of
whose ends are (e, R)-joined ends. For technical reasons, it will be useful at this stage to
alter slightly the modified Jacobi operator of the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface, and we
define R ) X
I35t = xoni s + (1 — Xora) IS,

where Ysps here denotes the cut-off function of the tramsition region A(2R* 4R*). In
particular, this operator coincides with Jg over the region ¥ N(B(2R*) x R), which is
where it will be explicitely used.

Theorem 4.1.2

For all a €)0, 1], for all 5A611, 2[, for all Ry > 0 sufficiently large, and for all sufficiently large
A, the triplet (X§,YS, Jy") defines a surjective Fredholm map from R3 DR3P C;’g‘F’g(E)

into C’g’f&SF’ 4(2) of Fredholm index 3. Furthermore, the right inverse (U,V,®) can be
chosen in such a manner that its norm is uniformly bounded, independent of A.

Remark: In the sequel, Ry will be chosen large enough for Lemma 4.1.2 to hold for all
large values of A. It will then be fixed once and for all, and A will be made to tend to +oc0.

27



Minimal surfaces in hyperbolic space.

Proof: Since both Y¢ and Yy are supported over ¥ N(B(2Ry) x R), and since g° converges
to g° as A tends to infinity, it follows that the difference (YE6 — YY), considered as a map
from R? into Cgfg SF g(Z) tends to 0 as A tends to infinity. Likewise, by (3.14) and (3.15),
the difference (Jg' — J2), considered as a map from C(?”SF’ ,(2) into C((S)—f;,SF, ,(2), also
tends to zero as A tends to infinity. It remains to estimate the difference (X; - X2).

Observe first that this operator is supported over ¥ N(B(2R) x R). Next, as above, for all
ROa

H<X§ - X%)|E ﬁ(B(ZRo)xR)HCOﬂ — 0

as A tends to infinity. Finally, observe that X2 vanishes over ¥ N(A(Rp,2R) x R) so that,
by (3.18) and (3.19),

|(X§ - X%)’EH(A(RO,ZR)XR)HCSfQ . = || XEls ncacro, 2R)><]R)HCO o 0

as A tends to infinity. The result now follows by stability of the surjectivity property for
Fredholm maps. [J

For all non-negative, integer m, for all a € [0, 1], for all v € R and for all € > 0, define
the following weighted Sobolev and Hélder norms for functions over R?,

[y, w2y = (1 (-/€) | e a2 - and

(4.5)
[fllem e mey = IFC/)llcge @),
and define the hybrid norm by
[fllm,cve i= Lflleme ey + —IIfIIHm L(R2)- (4.6)

For all such m, «, v and ¢, let £7%;% (R?) denote the space of m-times differentiable functions
which satisfy H f Hm a6, and Wthh also satisfy f oo = f for every horizontal symmetry o
of the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface.

Let X¢ be an e-hyperbolic end over the annulus A(R/4, +00), and let J&. be its modi-
fied Jacobi operator, as defined in Section 2.2. Upon rescaling, Theorem 2.3.3 immediately
yields

Lemma 4.1.3

For sufficiently small o €]0, 1], for sufficiently small y, and for sufficiently large A, the
operator J&. defines a linear isomorphism from £2¢ (R?) into £ Q(RQ). Furthermore,
denoting its inverse by ¥, we may suppose that the operator norm of €2V is uniformly

bounded independent of A.
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4.2 - The ping-pong argument. For notational convenience, we henceforth work as if

¥ and X each had only one end. Consider now the following seminorms for functions over
3.

[l = fIBoamllege . e

[ fllm, p1s1 = || fla(R.00) lom . (m2).

[, F.506 = || fla(R,00) | n (R2), and (4.7)
£l = 1o+ 1l s

Let € denote the space of continuous functions with support in £ N(B(4R) x R) which have
finite || - ||o, g-norm and which are invariant under every horizontal symmetry of the Costa-
Hoffman-Meeks surface. Likewise, let F denote the space of continuous functions with
support in ¥ N(A(R, o0) x R) which have finite || - ||o, 7-norm and which are also invariant
under these symmetries. Define the operator A : £ — F by

Ae = Jixu®e + XgUe + YVe — e, (4.8)

where Y, is the cut-off function of the transition region A(R*,2R*) and (U, V, ®) is defined
as in Lemma 4.1.2. This operator measures the extent to which (U, V, x,,®) fails to be a
Green’s operator of (X & Y, J E) for functions in £. In particular, since J & coincides with

jgl over B(0, R), Ae is supported in the interior of A(R, c0) making it indeed an element
of F.
Likewise, define the operators B : F — £ and W : F — R? by,

Bf —J;<1—xl)<\1vf XL(Wf) = ZEW f — f, and
= (Tf)(0).

where y; and x. are the cut-off functions of the transition regions A(R/4,R/2) and
A(1/2¢,1/e) and U is defined as in Lemma 4.1.3. This operator measures the extent
to which (=W, (1 — x;)(¥ — x.W)) fails to be a Green’s operator of (Zg, j;) for func-
tions in F. In particular, by (3.17) together with the fact that j; coincides with J§ over
A(2R, ), Bf is supported in B(4R), and is thus indeed an element of £.

In Section 6 of [18], we prove

Theorem 4.2.1

(4.9)

For all § €]1,2], for sufficiently small «, for all sufficiently small -y, for all e € € and for all

fer,
11

[ Aello,r < lelellw and

(4.10)
R2
2 S gyl

Remark: The proof of Theorem 4.2.1 consists of straightforward, though highly technical,
estimates of every one of the terms involved. The context of [18] is slightly different to the
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one studied here. However, this merely simplifies our calculations in the present case, as

the operators (j; - j;) and (j; — J&.) here contain fewer terms and all other terms are
unaltered.

Bearing in mind (2.1), it follows from Theorem 4.2.1 that, for § €]1, 2|, for sufficiently
small o and for sufficiently small 7, the operator norms of the compositions AB and BA

satisfy
1 1 1

< — < 1.
(eR)2 eR5+0 ™~ A <
We therefore define Qg : £ — &£ and Qp : F — F by

oo

Qp = Z(BA)m, and
m=0 (4.11)

oo

QF = Z (AB)m>

m=0

IAB], [ BA[| <

and we define .
Uf =UQexf—-UBQr(1—-x)f,

Vf=VQexf-VBQr(l-x)f

. (4.12)
Wf=WAQrxf—WQr(1—x)f, and
Pf = Ppxf + Pa(1-X)f,
where x is the cut-off function of the transition region A(2R,4R) and
Pre :=x,®Qpe — (1 — x1)(VAQge — x.(WAQEe)), and (4.13)

Pof = —xu®BQrf+ (1 —x1)(YQrf — x.(WQrf)).
In Section 6.4 of [18], we show that, for all suitable f,

JEPf+ XU+ YEV+ ZEW f = f, (4.14)
so that (U, V, W, P) is a Green’s operator for (X, YE, Z5, j;) Furthermore, we obtain
Theorem 4.2.2
For all § €]1,2], for all sufficiently small « €)0, 1[, for all sufficiently small vy, and for all f,

R R?
A< IS WHJ“HO,F,
. R2
VA< N flloe + m\\f\!o,n

0,E T

RQ
0.5 + an

RZ
0,E T WHJC

1 1

~ R2
1Pfll2r S 75va 5 | I fllo.e + 7= 1 fllo,F
(eR)™ 2R (eR)

W<

0,F> (4.15)

|1Pf

0.8 S |If

0,F and
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5 - Existence and Embeddedness.

5.1 - The Schauder fixed-point theorem. At this point, it is convenient to modify
slightly the norms introduced in (4.7). We define,

HfH/m,F,Hijl = ||f|A(2R,oo)||C;”ff(R2);

1fllim, 7,506 = 11 42R,00) | (R2), and (5.1)

1
1 f o = 11 o 111 + @HfH;n,F,Sob-

Observe that, by (4.12), this does not affect (4.15). In addition, we will also ignore the
factor of 1/1¢ used in the definitions of the operators J;, X%, Yé and Z;. Indeed, it is
readily shown that the operator of multiplication by this function is uniformly bounded,
independent of A, with respect to the norms || - ||,z and || - ||o, and therefore also does
not affect these estimates.

For all non-negative, integer m, for all « € [0, 1] and for all real ~, let E;”O‘(ZA]) denote
the Frechet space of m-times differentiable functions f : 3 — R which are invariant under
all horizontal symmetries of the Costa-Hoffman-Meeks surface and which satisfy

1l 1 < .

Now let £ : REQR3GR3 @ C(X) — C®(3, R?) be the family of immersions constructed
in Section 3.2 and let H : R* @ R* ® R @ L2:%(X) — LY*(X) be the corresponding mean
curvature functional with respect to the metric g°.
Lemma 5.1.1

|H(0,0,0,0)|j0,r < R°~2, and (5:2)

Proof: Denote ¢ := #1(0,0,0,0). We study this function over the regions ¥ N(B(Ry) x R),
YN(A(Rp, R) x R), EN(A(R,2R) x R) and ¥N(A(2R, ) x R. First, over the cylinder
B(Ry) x R,

1@ = 3") Ry oo S €.
Thus, since H is a smooth functional of the metric and the surface, and since 3 N(B(Ro) x
R) is minimal with respect to g°, it follows that

H¢|E N(B(Ro)xR) Hco,a SES R72, (5.3)

Consider now one of the components of 3 N(A(Ry, o0) x R) and let u : A(Ry,o0) — R
be its profile. Observe that the mean curvature of the graph of u with respect to the metric
g takes the form

H(U, g) = F(gv DU)UHQSS(U)U + G(§7 Dga D’U,)ZUZ’
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where F' and G are smooth functions of their arguments and G(g,0, Du)* = 0. However,
over the region A(Rp, R) x R,

2,.2
§€—§0:O<%), and
r
u = a + cLog(r) + O ol B

Since & N(A(Rg, R) x R) is minimal with respect to g°, it follows that, over this region,

2
v=0(%),

||¢‘2 N(A(Ro,R)xR) Hcma SERTE SR (5.4)

5+2,SF

so that
Now let u€ be the profile of the e-hyperbolic end with constant term a and logarithmic

parameter c¢. Over A(R,2R),
. 1
(u—u) =0 <r2+k> .

Thus, if J¢ denotes the modified Jacobi operator of u¢ then, by (2.1) and (3.11), over this
annulus,

Te € 1

Since the mean curvature is a smooth functional of the profile, and since u® is minimal
with respect to g°, it follows that v differs from J¢(u — u€) by a term which is quadratic
in (u—uf). Thus, over X N(A(R,2R) x R),

1

Hwi m(A(R,2R)xR)HCOva S RO72, (5.5)

5+2,SF

so that

Finally, by construction, ¢ vanishes over ¥ N(A(2R, o0) x R) and the result now follows
upon combining (5.3), (5.4) and (5.5). O

For all (u,v), let j“"", Xwv YY" and Z%" denote respectively the modified Ja-
cobi operator and the perturbation operators of the surface X%? := E(u,v,0,0)(X) de-
fined in Section 4.2, above. Likewise, let (]5”’”, Juw v, VV“’“) be the right inverse of
(j w o X ywv o Zuv) - Observe now that the estimates derived in the previous sections
also apply to these operators uniformly for (u,v) in a small neighbourhood of the origin.
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Lemma 5.1.2
If [ull, [Jv]l, lw]l and || f

1H (w0, w, f) = H(0,0,0,0) = J*° f = XPu =Y vl|o,p S [lull? + [Jv]* + | 113 5. (5.6)

o,F are sufficiently small, then

Proof: First observe that, over 3 N(B(4R) x R),
H(u,v,w, f) = H(u,v,0, f).
Next, by Taylor’s Theorem
IH(u,v,0, f) = H(u,0,0,0) = J*“"fllo.e S | /I3 g, and
| H (u,v,0,0) —H(0,0,0,0) — X" u — Y 0llo. 5 < [Jul® + [Jv]/2.
The result follows upon combining these relations. [J
Lemma 5.1.3

For sufficiently small a € [0, 1], for sufficiently small v and for sufficiently large A, if

1
/ —

then R
||H(u,v,w, f) - H(O? 07 07 0) - Ju’vf - Zu,va{),E
< € 2 3 1—2c / ? (5.7)
S WH’WH +€’(eR) 1 fll2,F ) -

Proof: First observe that, over ¥ N(A(2R, o) x R),
H(u,v,0,0) = H(0,0,0,0) = 0.
Next, rescaling (2.31) yields
1w, 0,0, £) = H(u,0,0,0) = J2 [0 < (eR) (|| £ll5.0)" (5.8)
Finally, observe that, over 3\ (A(1/2¢,1/¢) x R),
H(uw,v,w, f) = H(u,v,0, f),
whilst, over 3 N(A(1/2¢,1/€) x R),

3
v, f) = H 0,07+ 3050 - D), (5.9)
=1

where, for 1 < i < 3, I; is the indicator function of the ’th component of 3> N(A(1/2¢,1/¢€) x
R). However,

3
€ _ Te ./
i=1

Furthermore, for each 1,

1
H]Ii(l —xls m(A(1/2e,1/e)><R)H27F S (R) (5.10)

The result now follows upon combining (5.8), (5.9) and (5.10). OJ
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Theorem 5.1.4

For all 6 €]1,2], for all sufficiently small «, for all sufficiently small vy, and for all sufficiently
large A, there exist u, v, w and f such that

H(u,v,w, f) =0.
Furthermore,
1
SR? S = 5.11
fall ol ol 1.2 S 852 1l S (pacee (5.11)
Proof: Fix ¢ €]1,2[ and « and « small. Set 1y := H(0,0,0,0). By (5.2),
Iollo,s S B2, llvollo,r = 0.
It follows by (2.1) and (4.15) that for all (u,v) sufficiently close to (0,0),
~ ~ . - - B
[wv Vv WY puv < BR6—2 pusv / <
1T oll, [V ol W o[, ([P 4boll2. 2 < » 1P ol p < R R

for some constant B > 0, independent of A. Let Q CR3 @ R3¢ R3 @ E,an(fl) be the set
of all quadruplets (u,v,w, f) such that
2B

el el el 1. oI

0.5 <2BR°72, 1fll2p <

Observe that Q is convex and, by the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, for all o’ < o and v < ~, Q
is a compact subset of R? ®R? @ R? @ Ei’,o‘ (f]) For ¢ := (u,v,w, f) € , define

B(¢) == — (U™ (3ho + 1), VO (3hg + 1), W (3hg + 1), P (3bg + 1)),

where R
Y= H(u,v,w, f) —H(0,0,0,0) — J“'f — X" u—Y"" v — Z""w.

By (2.1), (5.6) and (5.7),
1
(GR)ALaR?’

so that, by (2.1) and (4.15), for sufficiently large A, ® maps 2 to itself. Furthermore, for

all @/ < a and 7/ < ~, ® is continuous with respect to the topology of L’i’,o‘/(fl). It follows
by the Schauder fixed point theorem (c.f. [5]) that ® has a fixed point ¢ = (u,v,w, f) in
). However, for such a ¢,

H(u,v,w, f) = H(0,0,0,0) +1p + JUUf + X¥Pu+ Y + Z%%w
= (tho + 1) — JUY P (1hg + 1) — XU (g + )
— YUV (g + ) — ZUIWC (g + 1)

= (Yo + 1) — (Yo + 1)
—0,

[¥llo, e S R*™, 19ll6.r S

as desired. O
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Theorem 5.1.5

Let (u,v,w, f) be as in Theorem 5.1.4. For sufficiently large A, the surface f:’(u,uw, f) is
embedded.

Proof: Recall that the joined surface is denoted by 3. Let S denote the image of
£ (u,v,w, f). We rescale both 3 and S to obtain immersed surfaces in H3. Observe now
that 3 N(A(2eR, 00) x R) consists of 3 distinct hyperbolic minimal ends which we denote
by E., Ey and E_ respectively. Let u,, ug and u_ be the respective profiles of these ends,
and let vy, vg and v_ be their derivatives in the radial direction. Observe that

us(eR) > ug(eR) > u_(eR),

and
v4(eR) > vo(eR) > v_(eR).

Since v4, vg and v_ are all solutions of the same first order ODE, it follows that v (r) >
vo(r) > v_(r) for all r. In particular, the ends F,, Ey and E, are separated vertically by
a (euclidean) distance of no less than 7, where n ~ eLog(R). Let Q, Qo and Q_ denote
the open sets of points lying at a vertical (euclidean) distance of no more than 7/2 from
E. ., Ey and E_ respectively. In particular, these 3 sets are disjoint.

Now let E' , Ej and E” be the three ends of S. Over the annulus A(eR,2¢R), by
(5.11),

leflaremllco S €R7°[[fliaremlly p S B2,

so that, over this annulus, E’, lies strictly above Ej, and Ej lies strictly above E’ . How-
ever, by (2.29) and (5.11) again,

1
/ S
Hﬁf”LF,Hél S (eR)3aR3'

Bearing in mind the definition of the norm || - ||1 ¢z, it follows that for sufficiently large
A, E'\, Ej and E’ are all graphs over A(eR,c0). Furthermore, for some large R’, the
intersections of each of these ends with A(R’,00) x R are contained in 4, o and Q—
respectively. In particular, outside B(R') x R, E’_ lies strictly above Ej and Ej lies strictly
above E’ . Since minimality is preserved by vertical translations in H?, it follows by the
strong maximum principle that, over the whole of A(eR, c0), £, lies strictly above £ and
E} lies strictly above E_. This completes the proof. (J

A - Terminology, conventions and standard results.

A.1 - General definitions.

(1) R? and R? will denote respectively two- and three-dimensional euclidian spaces.

2) R? will be identified with the 2 — y plane in R3.
)
)

(
(3) eq, ey and e, will denote the vectors of a canonical basis of R3.
(

4) D will denote the total differentiation operator over R2.
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(5) r will denote the radial distance to the origin in R? as well as the radial distance to
the z-axis in R3.
(6) For all R, C(R) will denote the circle of radius R about the origin in R2.
(7) For all R, B(R) will denote the closed disk of radius R about the origin in R?

(8) For all R; < Ro, A(Ry, R2) will denote the closed annulus of inner radius R; and outer
radius Ry about the origin in R2.

(9) Let x : [0,00[— R be a non-negative, non-increasing function such that y = 1 over
[0,1] and x = 0 over [2,00[. For all R > 0, define xr : R? — R by

xa(@) =x () (A1)

We call xg the cut-off function of the transition region A(R,2R).
A.2 - A-priori estimates.

(1) Given two variable quantities a and b, we will write
a<h. (A.2)

to mean that there exists a constant C', which for the purposes of this paper will be
considered universal, such that
a < Chb.

(2) Given a function f and a sequence of functions (g.,), we will write

f=0(gm) (A.3)

to mean that there exists a sequence (C,,) of constants, which for the purposes of this
paper will be considered universal, such that the relation

D™ f| < Crngm

holds pointwise for all m. The indexing variable of the sequence (g,,) should be clear from
the context. In certain cases, every element of the sequence (g,,) may be the same. It
should also be clear from the context when this is the case.

A.3 - General surface geometry. Let € be a domain in R%2. Let u : @ — R be a
smooth function. Let ¥* be its graph in R3. Let § be a smooth metric over R3. The
following geometric objects will be constructed with respect to this metric. Furthermore,
all objects defined over X% will be identified with objects defined over €2 via the canonical
projection.

(1) N* will denote the unit normal vector field over X*.
(2) 7" will denote the orthogonal projection onto the tangent space of X*.

(3) g* will denote the intrinsic metric of :*.
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4) V* will denote the Levi-Civita covariant derivative of ¥".
(5) Hess" will denote the Hessian operator of 3.
(6) A" will denote the Laplace-Beltrami operator of 3.

(7) II" will denote the second fundamental form of X% with respect to the normal direction
N™.

(8) A™ will denote the shape operator of 3" with respect to the normal direction N“.
(9)

9) H" will denote the mean curvature - that is, the sum of the principal curvatures - of
>* with respect to the normal direction N“

(10)J* will denote the Jacobi operator of ¥". Recall that J* is defined as follows. First
the function £ : C§°(X%) x X% — R3 is defined by

E(f,z) =a+ f(x)N“(z).

For all sufficiently small f, £(f,-) is an embedding. The function H : C§°(X*) x £* — R
is then defined such that, for all suitable f and for all x, H(f,x) is the mean curvature of
E(f,-) at the point x. The Jacobi operator is now defined by

(1)) = SH(s )| (A4)

t=0
Recall that J“ is given explicitly by
J'f = —[Ric(N",N") + Tr(A“A")] f — A" f,

where Ric here denotes the Ricci curvature tensor of g.
The following elementary relations will also prove useful.

(11)For any point z € ¥*, and for any function f defined over a neighbourhood of z in R3,
VH(f)(x) = Df(x) = (Df(x), N*(x)) N*(z). (A.5)

(12)For any point x € X%, for any function f defined over a neighbourhood of = in R3, and
for all vectors X and Y tangent to X" at =z,

Hess"(f)(x)(X,Y) = D*f(2)(X,Y) — (Df(z), N*(z))II*(x)(X,Y). (A.6)
(13)If J“¢ = 0 and if M, denotes the operator of multiplication by ¢, then

2

(M1 J“My) f = —A"f — 5
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A.4 - Minimal graphs in hyperbolic space. We continue to use to the notation of
Section A.3. Let g and g be the hyperbolic metrics defined in Section 2.1.

(1) We define

= cosh(r) . (AS)
\/ 1+ cosh(r) | Voul 2
(2) The upward pointing unit normal vector field over X" is given by
N“:u“(—vgu,m), (A.9)
where V9 here denotes the Levi-Civita covariant derivative of the metric g.
(3) The intrinsic metric of X" is given by
gi; = gij + cosh® (r)uju;. (A.10)
(4) The inverse of this metric is given by
9" =g — () u'?, (A11)
where the indices are raised with respect to g.
(5) The relative Christoffel symbol of g* with respect to g is defined by
TE = (Vee; — Vie;) " (A.12)

By Koszul’s formula, it is given by
I‘fj = g“*cosh®(r)Hess? (u);;u, + g*"*Pcosh(r)sinh(r) (wiupr; 4+ wjupr; — wzujry), (A.13)
where Hess? here denotes the Hessian operator of the metric g.
(6) The Hessian operator of X" is given by
Hess"(f)i; := Hess?(f):; — I‘fjfk. (A.14)
(7) The Laplace-Beltrami operator of 3" is given by
AYf = g"Hess?(f)i; — cosh®(r)g*¥ g P Hess? (u); up fx
— 2cosh(r)sinh(r)g"" g“ *Pusu,r; fi (A.15)
+ cosh(r)sinh(r) g™ g“ *Pu,u r, fi.
(8) The second fundamental form of 3" is given by

ITY = —p"Hess? (u)yj — p"tanh(r) (ryu; + ugr;)

' (A.16)
— p"sinh(r)cosh(r)u,u;u;.
(9) The mean curvature of ¥ is given by
HY = — "¢ Hess? (u);; — 2u tanh(r) g ru;
u'yg (u)ij —2p (r)g j (A7)

— p"sinh(r)cosh(r) g " u,uu;.

38



Minimal surfaces in hyperbolic space.

A.5 - Function spaces. Let X be a complete riemannian manifold.

(1) For all « € [0, 1], the Hélder semi-norm of order « is defined over functions over X by

F() ~ )

o = Sup A.18
[f] r#YyeX d(l‘, y)a ( )
In particular [f]y is the total variation of f and [f]; is its Lipschitz semi-norm.
(2) For all a € [0, 1], we define

0 f(x) := [f|B(@)]a- (A.19)

(3) For all non-negative integer m and for all « € [0,1], the Hélder norm of order (m, «)
is defined over k-times differentiable functions over X by

£ llemex) =D ID*Flleox) + 18“D™ fllcogio,on- (A.20)
k=0

The Holder space of order (m, «) over X will be denoted by C™“(X). This is the space
of all m-times differentiable functions f : X — R such that || f||ck.«(x) < oo.

(4) For all p € [1,00[, the Lebesgue norm with exponent p is defined over measurable
functions over X by

1y = [ 117 Vo (A.21)

The Lebesgue space with exponent p will be denoted by LP(X). This is the space of all
measurable functions f : X — R such that || f]|r < co.

(5) For all non-negative integer m, the Sobolev norm of order m is defined over m-times
locally L? differentiable distributions over X by

£l ey =D ID* fllezx)- (A.22)
k=0

The Sobolev space of order m over X will be denoted by H™(X). This is the space of
distributions f over X all of whose derivatives up to and including order m are elements
of L*(X).

We will also make use of the following relations.

(6) For all « € [0,1], and for all f: X — R,
Fla < UL < 221 St 1S (4.23)

(7) For all « € [0, 1], for all 8 €]0, 1], and for all differentiable f : X — R,

B 1—a
IDfllco < 2[f]a™ " [Df]5™". (A.24)
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(8) For all « € [0,1] and for all f,¢g: X — R,

[f9la < [ fllcolgla + [flallglicox)- (A.25)

(9) If @ : R — R™ is a smooth function and ||u||co < B, then there exists a constant C
which only depends on ® and B such that

|P(u)|lco < C, and

(e < Clua. (4.26)

(10)If & : R™ — R™ is a smooth function and ||u||co,||v||co < B, then there exists a
constant C' which only depends on ® and B such that

[ (u) = @(v)[|co.e < C(1 + [ula + [v]a)[u = v]|coe- (A.27)

(11)We readily verify that all the surfaces studied in this paper are sufficiently regular at
infinity for the Sobolev embedding theorem to hold. That is, for all non-negative integer
n, for all m + a <n — 1, and for all suitable f : X — R,

[fllome S S llan- (A.28)
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