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ON MINIMAL HIGHER GENUS FILLINGS
GREGORY R. CHAMBERS

ABSTRACT. In this article, we prove that if (M,g) is a genus G
orientable surface with a single boundary component S', and if
(D, go) is a disc such that interior points are connected by unique
geodesics and

d(D,go)(xu y) > d(M,g) ({L‘7y)
for all x,y € OM = 0D, then

2
(1+ —G)Area(M, g) > Area(D, go).
7r

1. INTRODUCTION

In “Filling Riemannian manifolds” [6], M. Gromov conjectured the
following;:

Conjecture 1.1 (Gromov). Suppose that (M, g) is a Riemannian ori-
entable surface with a single boundary component S! of length 2. If,
for every x,y € S*

dsl (33, y) = d(M,g) (JZ', y)v
then the area of (M, g) is no less than the area of the round hemisphere
of intrinsic diameter 7.

Gromov also observed that if M has genus 0, this result can be
obtained from Pu’s inequality [9], which is a sharp inequality relating
the length of the systole (shortest noncontractible loop) to the area of
RP? with a Riemannian metric.

In 2002, S. Ivanov [8] gave a different proof of this result, in fact
proving something more general:

Theorem 1.1 (S. Ivanov). If (D, g) and (D, go) are two Riemannian
discs with

dg(x, y) > dgo(:l:, y)

for all x,y € 0D, and if interior points of (D, go) are connected by
unique geodesics, then

Area(D, g) > Area(D, go).
Date: February 4, 2022.
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Conjecture 1.1 is also known to be true if (M, g) is a genus 1 surface;
this was proved using different methods in 2003 by V. Bangert, C.
Croke, S. Ivanov, and M. Katz (see [I]).

Our main result generalizes Theorem 1.1:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that (D, go) is a Riemannian 2-disc D, and
that (M, g) is an oriented surface with boundary OM = 0D = S' and
genus G. If

(1) For every two points x and y in the interior of D, there is a
unique geodesic from x to y.
(2) For every p and q on 0D = OM,

dgo(p7 q) S dg(pa Q)
then
2G
Area(D, go) < (1+ —)Area(M, g).
m

The problem of comparing the geometry of manifolds based on their
boundary data has been studied in other contexts as well. For example,
see [2], [, [5], [3], and [7].
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2. OVERVIEW OF PROOF

As mentioned in the introduction, the proof will build upon the
methods developed by S. Ivanov in [§]. Following this article, we begin
by defining “special distance functions” as follows. Selecting a point
p on the boundary of M (which is equal to the boundary of D), we
define the function f, : M — R by

fo(z) = ggﬁ(lpq\o — |zql).

Here, we are using the same notation as in [8]; |- |o denotes the distance
between points in (D, go), and |-| denotes the distance between points in
(M, g). Note that the function f, is well-defined since M is compact.

Similarly, we define fp :D — R by
fp(x) =1m

max(|pglo — glo).
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The proof now works as follows. We argue that, for a point p € M =
0D, f, and f, agree on the boundary. We then choose a sequence
of distinct points pi,...,p, on M = 9D, and consider the 2-forms
Yoy fos A fpy on M oand D77 fpr A fp, on D. We show that both
are exact, and so by Stokes” Theorem their integrals can be written as
integrals of a 1-form over OM and 0D. Since these boundaries agree
and the functions agree on them (for all pq,...,p,), these forms also
are equal on the boundaries and so the integrals are equal as well.

We then argue that, as this sequence of points becomes dense in
the boundary, the integral over the disc goes to mArea(D, go), and the
integral over the genus 1 surface is bounded by 7(1 4+ 2¢)Area(M, g).
Since they agree (for any sequence of points) up to an arbitrarily small
perturbation, we obtain the desired result.

3. PROPERTIES OF f, AND f,

Throughout this section, the majority of the statements and their
proofs follow their counterparts in [§]. We begin with the following
lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that p € OM, and f, is defined as above. Then
the following are true:

(1) f, is a nonexpanding function with respect to the metric g, that

is, | fp(x) = fp(y)| < |yl for all z,y € M.
(2) f, is differentiable almost everywhere.

(3) If v € OM, then f,(x) = |pxlo.

Proof. We will prove the three parts of the lemma in order:

(1) Fix p € OM; f, is the supremum of functions f, ,(x) = —|zq| +
Ipqlo over all ¢ € 9M. We observe that

[foa(®) = foaW)l = llzal = lyall < |2y,

where the last inequality is due to the reverse triangle inequality.
Thus, each f,, is nonexpanding, and so the supremum over
q € OM is also nonexpanding.

(2) If z € OM, then |zq| > |zq|o for all ¢ € OM from the assump-
tion about the boundary distances in (D, go) and (M, g). Then
Ipglo — |zq| < |pqlo — |zqlo < |pz|o from the triangle inequal-
ity. Furthermore, choosing ¢ = = we have |px|y — |zz| = |px]o,
completing the proof.

(3) This follows from the fact that f, is nonexpanding, and so is
Lipschitz (with Lipschitz constant 1).

O
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We also have the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that we fix a point p € 0D (which is also equal
to OM ). Defining f, as above, we have f,(x) = |xp|o for all x € D.

Proof. Fix z in the interior of D, and let ¢ € 9D be the unique point
on 0D where the geodesic from p to z intersects dD. Note that ¢ is
unique by the assumption on the uniqueness of geodesics connecting
interior points in (D, go).

Since this geodesic is unique, it is minimal, and |pqlo = |pz|o +
|zqlo, so fp(x) > Ipglo — |gzlo = |pxlo. In addition, f,(z) < f,(p) +
Ipz|o = |px|o from Part 1 of Lemma 3.1 (note that (D, go) satisfies the
hypotheses of that lemma). O

Lemma 3.3. Suppose th~at p € OM = 0D, and f, and fp are defined
as above. Then f,(x) = f,(x) for every x € 0D = M.

Proof. This lemma follows immediately from Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2.

U

Definition 3.1. Suppose that x is a point in the interior of M, and
p is a point on OM. A point ¢ € OM is called a point of maximum
if f,(x) = |pqlo — |zq|. It is called a nearest point of maximum if, for
every point of maximum ¢/, |zq| < |z¢/|.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that p € OM, and f, is as above. If x is an
interior point of M and f, is differentiable at x, then |df,(x)| = 1.
Moreover, if ¢ € OM is a point of mazimum, and if v : [0, |zq|] = M
is the unit-speed shortest geodesic from x to q, then gradf,(z) = ~'(0).
Furthermore, there is a unique point of maximum to x.

Proof. This proof will follow that of Lemma 1.2 in [§]. As in that proof,
we will prove the statement for gradients instead of derivatives.

Fix a point z in the interior of M. Suppose that p € OM, and f,
is differentiable at =, ¢ is a point of maximum for p, and the curve
v : [0,]zq]] = M is a unit-speed shortest curve connecting x to g
in (M,g); v(0) = z, ¥(Jzq]) = ¢, and y()y(')] = [t — [ for all
t,t" € [0,|xzq|]. Since z is in the interior of M, an initial arc of ~ is
contained in the interior of M and so is a geodesic. As a result, 7
is differentiable at 0, and |y/(0)] = 1. Since f, is nonexpanding and
fo(@) = pdlo = fp(@) + |zql, fo(7(t) = fp(x) +t for all ¢ € [0, [zq]].

From this observation that f, grows at unit rate along v, and since
this is the maximal growth rate (since f,, is nonexpanding), gradf,(z) =
7'(0), and so |gradf,(z)| = 1.

To prove that there is a unique point of maximum to z, suppose that
¢1 and g are both nearest points of maximum to x. Then the shortest
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geodesic from x to ¢; and from x to ¢o must have the same gradient
at x. This is because the gradient along each curve has magnitude
1, which is the maximal rate of growth of the function. Hence, both
shortest curves start at z with the same tangent vector, and so due to
the uniqueness of geodesics, that geodesic must hit the boundary of M
at g1 first, or at ¢o first. Thus, since the distances from ¢; to x and ¢
to x are equal, g1 = ¢». O

We now investigate what happens if we have a finite set of points
on the boundary of M. For the remainder of the article, whenever we
consider a sequence of points {p;} on M or 9D, we will assume that
they are all distinct. Furthermore, whenever we consider a sequence
of points {¢;} on M or 9D formed by taking the nearest points of
maximum of unique {p;} with respect to an interior point z, we will
assume that {¢;} are all unique as well. This may require a small
perturbation of the points {p;}; this does not affect the validity of the
proofs throughout this article.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that pq,...,p, are points on OM in counter-
clockunse order. In addition, suppose that x is a point in the interior
of M, and that f,,, ..., fp, are all differentiable at x. Let q1,...,¢q, be
the respective nearest points of mazximum of p1,...,p, with respect to
x. If pr,...,pp and qq,...,q, are all distinct, then q,...,q, are also
in counterclockwise order on OM .

To prove this lemma, we may assume that n = 3 without a loss
in generality. This is because the cyclic ordering of a collection of
points on S! is determined by the cyclic ordering of all triplets. For
the next lemma, assume that pi,po, and p3 and ¢, g2, and g3 be as in
the hypotheses of Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.6. Fiz x in the interior of M, and suppose that pi,ps, and
ps and g1, g2, and gz are points on OM = 0D so that q; satisfies fp,(x) =
\2qi| + |pitilo, fp; is differentiable at x for all i, and q; # p; for all i. If
i # j, the pair {p;,q;} does not separate the pair {p;,q;}. By this we
mean that both p; and q; lie in the same component of S* \ {pi,p;}.

Proof. Suppose that two pairs did separate; without loss of generality
we may assume that ¢ = 1 and j = 2. Let a be a minimizing geodesic
from p; to g2 in (D, go), and let 5 be a minimizing geodesic from ps to
¢1 in (D, go). Since D is a disc, and the two pairs separate, o and /3
must intersect at a point z € D. Thus, we have

IP1g2]o + [P2q1lo = |P12]o + |2¢2]0 + [P220 + |2q1]0 > [P1G1]o + [P292]0,
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where the last inequality is due to the triangle inequality. As a result,

IP1a2lo — |xq2| + [p2qilo — |za1| > |prqalo — |zqu| + |p2g2]o — |24z
- fpl(‘r) + fpz(x)'

In addition, we observe that |p1g2|o — 22| < fp, () and |peqi|o —
|zq1| < fp, () from the definition of f,, and f,,. Thus, all of the above
inequalities must be equalities, and so ¢; and ¢o are points of maximum
for both p; and p». O

We use Lemma 3.6 to prove Lemma 3.5; this proof is identical to the
second half of the proof of Lemma 1.2 from [§] on page 5.

4. ORIENTED TRIANGLES AND PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Definition 4.1. Suppose that a and b are points on S' C R2. The
triangle Ay, is the one formed by the segment from a to b, the segment
from a to (0,0), and from b to (0,0). Furthermore, A, carries an
orientation. If ¢ and b are antipodal or equal, then we say that A, is
neutrally oriented. If not, then a and b separate S! into two closed arcs
a and 8 with nonempty disjoint interiors, and such that the length of
« is less than the length of 5 (with respect to the standard measure on
Sh.

Case 1: If we parametrize o in a counterclockwise fashion, and if «
starts at a and ends at b, then the triangle is positively oriented.
Case 2: If we parametrize « in a counterclockwise fashion, and if «
starts at b and ends at a, then the triangle is negatively oriented.

The oriented area of Ay, is the area of the triangle if the orientation
is positive, and the negative of the area of the triangle if the orientation
is negative. If A, is neutrally oriented, then its area is 0 and so we
define its oriented area to be 0. With a slight abuse of notation, we
will denote this as Area(Ag).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that we have a sequence of ordered collections
of points Py, ..., Py,... from S', and define |Py| to be

Z Ar@a(APiPiﬂ )
i=1

where p1,...,pn are the points (in counterclockwise order) that com-
prise Py (and poy1 = pn). In addition, for every k, let {(k) be the
length of the longest segment of S'\ Py (using the standard measure
on S'). Note that ((k) > 0 for all k (since each collection of points is

finite).
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If limy_,oo £(k) = 0, then
lim |Py| = 7.
k—o0

Proof. The proof of this fact is contained in the proof of Lemma 2.1
from [8]; the limit is the area of a unit disc, which is 7. Note that
for k sufficiently large, each triangle formed from the collection Py is
positively oriented. 0

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that py,. .., p, are distinct counterclockwise
points on OM, and let x in the interior of M such that f,,, ..., f,, are
all differentiable at x. In addition, let qi, . .., q, be points on OM which
are nearest points of minima to x with respect to pq, ..., pn; suppose that
they are distinct - by Lemma 3.5 they are oriented counterclockwise.
In addition, we have that there are unique length minimizing geodesics

Y1y ooy Yn from x to qq, ..., q, respectively.
If P=A{vy,...,v,} are the tangent vectors, then
g 2G
Z Area(Dy,,,,) < (1 4+ —).
™
i=1

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that q,...,q, are distinct points on 0D which
are oriented in counterclockwise order, and suppose that x is a point

on the interior of D. If v, ...,v, are disjoint simple curves such that
v; starts at x and ends at q;. Then q,...,q, also are oriented in a
counterclockwise fashion, as are the tangent vectors {vy,...,v,}.

Proof. This follows from the topology of the disc; in particular, the
Jordan Curve Theorem directly leads to the conclusion of this lemma.
O

For now, we will leave the statement of the Proposition 4.2 as is, and
will postpone the proof to the next section. We now prove Theorem 1.2
following the same technique as [§].

Definition 4.2. We define the 2-form w,, on R™ by

n
Wy = Z dz; N\ dx;y.

i=1
Lemma 4.4. For every n > 2, define
Fy e M — R"

by
F(.l’) = (fpl(x)7 i 'afpn(x))
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. We then have
» 2G
Frw, <2m(1+ —)Area(M, g).
M T

Proof. Let n be the 2-form Fj;w, on M; n is measurable and so n(z) =
A(n)dA, where A is a measurable real-valued function which is differen-
tiable almost everywhere, and dA is the standard area form (which ex-
ists since M is orientable). Observe that n = Fyw, = > 0w | dfp, A fpiiy -
Observe further that 1/2A(dfp, A dfy,., is equal to the oriented area of
the triangle Av,v;11 where v; = df,,(z) and v;41 = dfp,,, (z) (here, v,
and v, are in in T M). As such, 1/2A(n) is equal to the sum of the
oriented areas of the triangles Av;v;, 1 with ¢ € {1,... n}.

Note that all v; are unit vectors of Ty M, and so are in UT; M. Then
by Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 together imply that

1/2A(n) < 7(1 + ?).

As a result,

2
/ 77</ n)dA < 1—{——G)Area(M g).
U

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that {Py,...} is a sequence of collections of
points on OD. For each sequence Py = {pn,...,pn}, define

Fp: D — R"
by

F(z) = (fp (), fpu ().

We then have

lim [ Fpw, =2mArea(D, g).

n—oo D
Proof. In this case, by Lemma 3.1 we have f,(z) = |pz|o, f, is dif-
ferentiable everywhere on the interior of D and geodesics are unique,
since gradf,(z) is the unit vector opposite to the tangent of the unique
geodesic from x to p. Thus, the map that sends p to df,(x) is then
a homeomorphism from S' to UTD. Let P = {p;} is a sequence of
counterclockwise points on 9D, let §(P) be the length of the longest
segment of S*\ {p;}.

Let us choose a collection of points on 0D {Pi,Ps,...} so that

d(P;) — 0 as i — co. As in the proof of Lemma 4.4, for a given P,, the

corresponding points {v;} on UTD are the images of the points under
the homeomorphism from 0D = S' — UT!D.
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Since it is a homeomorphism, if V), is the set of points from U1} D
that correspond to Py, the longest segment of UT¥D \ V), also goes to
0 as k goes to co. As per the proof of Lemma 4.4, we observe that if
n = Fiwy,, then n = A(n)dA and 1/2A(n) is equal to the sum of the
oriented areas of the triangles Av;v;,1. Lemma 4.1 implies that all of
these triangles are positively oriented for sufficiently large n, and the
fact that the longest segment of UT*D \ V, goes to 0 as k goes to 0o
implies that, as k goes to 0o, 1/2A(n) goes to m, so A(n) goes to 2x. [

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let Fy, Fp, and w,, be defined as above. From
Lemma 3.3, if z is a point on 0D = 9dM, and if p is another point
on 9D = OM, then f,(z) = f,(x) = |px|o. Thus, Fy; and Fp agree
on OM = 0D. Since w, is a closed 2-form on R", it is exact, and so
wy, = dp, for some 1-form p,. Then Fyw, = Fydp, = dFy i, and
Fpw, = Fpdpy, = dFpp,. Using Stokes” Theorem and the fact that
Fipn = Fhp, on OM = 0D, we have

[ = | 1
i

Fypin
oM

/DF fir
/DFDWn
- [ Atwn)ia

This is true for any collection P of points on S' = M = 9D. For
any such collection, by Lemma 4.4, 2rArea(M, g) > [, A(w,)dA. By
Lemma 4.5, there is a Sequence of collections {Px} of points on the
boundary so that [, A(w,)dA — 2wArea(D, go) as k — oo.
Combining these estimates and taking the limit as k — oo, we have

o5}

2G
21(1 + —)Area(M, g) > 2mArea(D, go).
T
Dividing both sides by 27 completes the proof. U

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2

We begin this section with defining and proving the existence of
special sequences of curves with respect to an interior point x of (M, g).
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Definition 5.1. Suppose that (M, g) is a genus G surface, and z is an
interior point of M. We say that a sequence of 2G curves 7y, ..., ma
which start and end at x form a bouquet with respect to z if the fol-
lowing are true:

(1) If we remove ny,...,me¢ from (M, g), then we obtain a half-
open annulus. One of the boundary components is the original
St (which we will call C}), and one is an open S' that comes
from removing these curves (which we will call Cy).

(2) All {n;} are disjoint except for their initial and final points.

(3) Suppose that ¢ is a point on M, and v is a curve from ¢ to x
which is length minimizing. Then v only intersects each 7; at
x, the initial point of v.

This is depicted in Figure 1.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that (M, g) is a genus G surface, and x is an
interior point of M. Then there exists a bouquet 1y, ... 1Ny with respect
to x.

Proof. We will prove the existence of such a sequence of curves by per-
forming G pairs of operations. We will define the first pair of operations
in detail, and then the others will be defined analogously. Along the
way, we will show that Properties 2 and 3 above (the no intersection
properties) must be true for every intermediate sequence of curves. Af-
ter ¢ operations, we will obtain 2i curves, which when removed from
M will result in a genus G — ¢ surface with two holes, one equal to the
original S!, and one equal to the open curve resulting from removing
the 2i curves. After GG operations, the result is an annulus with two
boundary components, as desired.

Let us now describe the process, starting from the first step. To form
11, we choose the shortest loop with endpoints equal to x which is non-
contractible and has minimal length. Clearly, minimality guarantees
that it is simple. Suppose that ¢ is a point on the boundary of M, and
v is a shortest curve from x to ¢. If the tangent vector of v is parallel
to the initial or final tangent vector of 7, then the first segment of v
will be equal to 7y, which means that v is not the shortest curve.

Suppose that y is another point of intersection; by the same argument
as above, the tangent vector of v and 7, at the point y must be linearly
independent. Then we can consider the two arcs from z along 1, to ¥,
as well as the segment of v from x to y. If either of the first two arcs
are shorter than the arc along v, then v is not the shortest curve. If
the arc along v is shorter or equal in length to both of the original arcs,
then we can replace one of the two arcs of n; with the arc of v from x
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FIGURE 1. A bouquet for the genus-1 surface
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to y so that the result is noncontractible. In addition, after smoothing
out the resulting singularity, we can conclude that this new curve is
both noncontractible and shorter than 7, which is a contradiction.

If we cut along 7, we obtain a genus G — 1 surface with three bound-
ary components. One of these components corresponds to the original
boundary component of the surface, and the other two come from cut-
ting the original surface along n;. There are two points, x; and x5, one
on each of these components, which correspond to the original point x
before the unfolding.

We define 1y be the shortest curve that goes from the point x; on
one of the boundary components to the point x5 on the other boundary
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component; this curve does not touch either of the components with
x1 or x5 since these components, as well as 7y, are all geodesics (and
are uniquely determined by initial point and initial tangent vector). It
is also simple, as it must be length minimizing. Suppose that v is the
shortest curve from x to ¢, a point on the boundary of M. Suppose
that v intersects 7, at a point y other than x. The tangents of these
curves at y are linearly independent (otherwise v would contain 7, as
a component, which would make it not the shortest curve). Then we
can follow the same procedure as before using 7y instead of n;; we can
replace a segment of v with a segment of 7, to form a shorter competitor
to v (which is impossible), or replace a segment of 7y with a segment
of v to form a better competitor to 7, which is also impossible. This
step is shown in Figure 2.

Once we have found 7; and 7y, if G > 1 we move on to form 73 and
n4. To form 73, we do the following. First, we cut along n; and 1,
the result being a surface with two boundary components, one (B)
which corresponds to the original boundary of the surface, and one
(B3) which corresponds to cutting along 7; and 79. Bs contains 4
points which correspond to z; x1,...,x4. We then choose 73 to be the
shortest curve which starts at some x; and ends at some x; (potentially
with ¢ = j), and which is noncontractible relative to By. 73 can then
be interpreted as a curve on the original surface M starting and ending
at x.

Due to the uniqueness of geodesics, 13 intersects By only at its end-
points. If v is a length minimizing curve from z to y, a point on OM,
then it does not intersect n3. This argument is the same as that em-
ployed to show that this does not happen for 7;.

As before, to form 7y, we cut along 7,72, and n3. The result is
a genus G — 2 surface with three boundary components, one which
corresponds to the original boundary component, and two which come
from cutting along 7,7., and n3. Each of these two components, X
and Y, contain points which correspond to .

We then define 7, as the shortest curve which starts at a point corre-
sponding to x on X to a point which corresponds to z on Y. Again, the
uniqueness of geodesics implies that 7, only intersects 1,79, and 73 at
its endpoints, and is simple (as it is length minimizing). Furthermore,
714 corresponds to a loop which starts and ends at x on the original
surface M. If v is a length minimizing curve which start at « and ends
at y on M, then it does not intersect 7, except at x by the same ar-
gument that we employed above to show that the same property holds
for ns.
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FiGURE 2. Building a bouquet for the genus-1 surface

C

If G > 2, then we execute the same procedure to form 75 and ng. We
continue to define 7911 and 79;.5 until we obtain 7,...,72¢. These
curves satisfy all of the desired properties, completing the proof. [

5.1. Proof of Proposition 4.2. To complete the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.2, we will require a combinatorial result which is proved in the
next section. We will proceed assuming this result.

To begin, let « be a point in the interior of M. Suppose that qi, ..., ¢,
are distinct points on M = S! which are ordered counterclockwise
on OM. Suppose further that there are unique minimizing geodesics
aq,...,q, which start at = and end at ¢, ...,q, (respectively). We
select a bouquet {f1, Ba, . . ., Pag—1, P} With respect to x; such a bou-
quet exists by Lemma 5.1.

We first observe that a; and «; with ¢ # j cannot be equal. This
follows from the fact that ¢; # ¢;. Next, oy and «; only intersect at
x. If there is another point of intersection y of a; and «;, then since
they are not equal this would imply that there were multiple shortest
curves from x to ¢; and g¢;, which is impossible.

Combining these observations with the definition of a bouquet, {o;}
do not intersect {;} or each other (except at z). As such, if we remove
{B;} from M, we then obtain an annulus with two boundary compo-
nents. Let C} be the component which is equal to OM, and C5 is the
new boundary component formed by removing {f,...,B2¢}. In this
annulus A, aq, ..., «a, each starts at one of the 4G vertices of the poly-
gon Cy (corresponding to the initial tangent vector of «; at z), and
ends at ¢y, ..., q, (respectively). This is shown in Figure 3.
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F1GURE 3. The objects from the proof of Proposition 4.2
Cy

B1(0) = B2(0) = B5(0)

Let us be more specific. The tangent vectors of both ends of each
curve in {f;} divide UT, up into segments; each segment corresponds
to one of the 4G vertices of the polygon with geodesic edges formed by
cutting M along {3;} and unfolding the result. Let v; be the unit vector
in UT, given by o}(0)) (where «; is unit-speed parametrization). Then
a; starts at the point on the polygon which corresponds to the interval
of UT, in which v; lies (after the tangent vectors {5/(0), —3(1)} are all
removed). Furthermore, the order of all {v;} lying in the same segment
corresponds to the order of the tangent vectors of {«;} at their mutual
starting point.

This setup satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition 6.1 (stated and
proved in the next section), and so the total area of all of the triangles
Apyvgy Dogvgs - - s Do, v, Du,wy 18 at most 7; this completes the proof.

6. COMBINATORIAL RESULTS

We will begin with the setup for Proposition 6.1, the main proposi-
tion of this section.

Fix a counterclockwise sequence of distinct vectors vy, ..., v, on S*,
and fix a positive integer G > 1. Suppose that 7,..., 74g are segments
of S whose union is S, have nonempty and disjoint interiors, and v;
is in the interior of some 7;.

Let A be the annulus {(z,y) : 1 < ||(z,y)|| < 2} C R?, let Cy
be the inner boundary with radius 1, and C5 be the outer boundary
with radius 2 (see Figure 3). Suppose that py, ..., pse are points on Cy
oriented counterclockwise.

Lastly, suppose that, for every 7;, we associate it with one of the
points p; by a bijective function f : {1,...,4G} — {1,...,4G}. We
then consider curves aq, ..., «a, with the following properties:
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(1) Each «; is simple.

(2) Each «; starts at Cy, and ends at Cf.

(3) The initial point of ¢ is one of the points p;. In particular, the
initial point of «; is equal to py().

(4) For each p;, then curves which start at p; are exactly ay,, . .., @, 1
for some b; > a; > 1. Note that this can be empty.

(5) For every a; and «; with ¢ # j, the endpoints of a; and «;
are distinct, and «a; and «a; are disjoint except for possibly their
initial points.

(6) All {«)} are length minimizing geodesics.

For each 4, let v; = «(0).

The main result concerns the order of the endpoints of {«; } as defined
above. We express this in terms of the total area of the triangles formed
by points {v;} as follows:

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that both f and {a;} are defined as above.
Let {q;} be the endpoints of {c}, respectively. Then

™

> Area(Ay,,,) =Y Area( Aoy, ) < T(1+ =),
=1 =1

Before we prove Proposition 6.1, we will need an additional lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that a and b are points on S* (with unit radius).
Then

—% < Area(Agp) <

N | —

Proof. We need only prove the upper bound; the proof of the lower
bound is analogous. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
b= (1,0) and a lies on the upper half-circle. Then the area of A, is
equal to Sige, where 6 is the counterclockwise angle from b to a with
0 € [0,7]. On this interval, #2¢ is maximized at § = 7/2, and attains
a maximum of 1/2.

O

We now move on to the proof of Proposition 6.1:

Proof. Let us first consider each sequence v,,,...,vp,—1 (With v; =

’(0)). Since the curves are disjoint and are geodesics, the {v;} are all

distinct, and v,,, ..., vs,—1 are either all counterclockwise or all clock-
wise. Thus,

bi—1

: Length I3

E Area(Avj'UjH) < %ﬁ),

j=ai
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since all v, ..., v, 1 lie in an interval of S' of length equal to that of
7; (using the notation defined above).
From this, we can conclude that

4G by—1 e,
Z Z Area(Av,vji) < 1/2 Z Length(ry,) = 7.
k=1 j=aj k=1

The series

Z Area(Ay,v,, )
i=1

has exactly 4G more terms than
4G bp—1
Z Z Area(Avjvj+1).
k=1 j=a

Each one of these terms, from Lemma 6.2, is at most 1/2, and so we
get the bound

= 4G 2G
E :Area(AviUz‘Jrl) >+ 5 = 7T(1 + _)7
i=1 2 T
completing the proof. O
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