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SHORT CLOSED GEODESICS AND THE WILLMORE ENERGY

MARIUS MULLER, FABIAN RUPP, AND CHRISTIAN SCHARRER

ABSTRACT. We prove a lower bound on the length of closed geodesics for spherical surfaces with
Willmore energy below 67. The energy threshold is optimal and there is no comparable result
for surfaces of higher genus. We also discuss consequences for the injectivity radius.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X, g) be a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold. The length of an immersed curve 7: (a,b) —
> is given by

Ly(v) :—[ydsg i= /ab\/mdt>0.

Critical points of the length functional £, are called geodesics and play a key role in the local as
well as the global analysis of Riemannian manifolds. Such a geodesic v will be referred to as closed
if it is periodic, i.e. if ¥ € C®(S';¥). Closed geodesics always exist if 3 is closed (i.e. compact
and without boundary). Indeed, if ¥ is homeomorphic to the 2-sphere, this is a consequence of the
theorem of the three geodesics, whereas in the higher genus case this follows from minimizing £,
in a nontrivial homotopy class. We may thus define the length of the shortest closed geodesic

(1.1) 02, g) :=inf{Ly(y) | 7: S* — (2, g) closed geodesic}.

An important task is to relate ¢(X, g) to other geometric quantities of the surface, e.g. its area,
diameter, or curvature. Indeed, the 2-dimensional version of a question asked by Gromov [12] in
1983 in all dimensions is an upper bound of the form

(1.2) U, 9) < Oy (2).

Here p14 denotes the Riemannian measure induced by the metric g. For ¥ = S2, Croke proved
with a nonoptimal universal constant. For further literature, see , and references
therein.

On the other hand, lower bounds on ¢(X, g) play a vital role, for example in Cheeger’s finiteness
theorem @], where an L*-bound on the curvature is assumed. If the Gauss curvature is pinched,
ie. if
(1.3) 1/A<K<1 onX,

a result by Klingenberg yields that the injectivity radius (X%, g) satisfies (X2, g) > 7, and thus
one immediately concludes (X, g) = 2i(X, g) = 27.

In this paper, we consider the case where (3, g) is isometrically immersed in R™. We show that
in order to bound £(3, g) from below, the pointwise bounds on the Gauss curvature, cf. , can
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be replaced by an upper bound on the L2-norm of the mean curvature. We emphasize that for
variational settings such L?-curvature bounds are much more favorable than pointwise bounds.

To state our main result, we briefly recall the notion of curvature for immersed surfaces in R™.
For an immersion f: > — R" of a 2-dimensional manifold ¥, we denote by g = g the pullback
metric along f of the Euclidean inner product {-,-) in R™. Moreover, the second fundamental form
A = Ay gives rise to the mean curvature vector H = Hy = try, (Ay) and the Gauss curvature
K = Kj. Note that Ky = K,, is determined by the metric by Gauss’s Theorema Egregium.
Whenever there is no ambiguity, we will omit the dependence on f and gy. The area and Willmore
energy of f are defined by

A(f) = (D), VWﬁ:iAJm%w

If ¥ is closed, then W(f) > 4m with equality if and only if f parametrizes a round sphere, see
|25, Theorem 7.2.2]. Thus, W quantifies the defect of a surface to be round.

1.1. Main result. Our main result provides the converse estimate to with a constant de-
pending only on the Willmore energy, without assuming any pointwise bounds on the curvature.
Since the Willmore energy is critical for the Sobolev embedding, hence does not control the metric
uniformly, the existence of such a lower bound is highly nontrivial.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a constant C(n) > 0 such that for all immersions f: S* — R™ we have
U(S,95) = C(n) (67 — W(f)) VVA(S)

Clearly, Theorem is only meaningful if W(f) < 67. Hence, at least in codimension one,
requiring ¥ = S? is no restriction. Indeed, if ¥ has genus p > 1, we have W(f) > 22 for all
f: 3 — R3 by the Willmore conjecture [17]. Moreover, the constant C(n) we provide is computable
in theory, but necessarily nonoptimal since the optimal constants for some of the inequalities that we
apply are unknown. Nevertheless, both the energy threshold of 67 and the topological assumption
Y. = $? in Theorem are sharp, see Examples and below.

The idea of the proof of Theorem [1.1] is easily illustrated if only injective closed geodesics are
considered. Indeed, such a geodesic splits the sphere S? into two topological disks both of which
have Willmore energy at least 27 as a consequence of the Gauss-Bonnet theorem. If the geodesic
becomes very short, then any disk with a uniform lower area bound contributes nearly 47 Willmore
energy as a consequence of elementary diameter bounds, cf. Lemmas and and Simon’s
monotonicity formula, see Lemma The main difficulty arises from the case where the shortest
closed geodesic is noninjective, which it might be, in general, cf. |19, p. 31]. However, also in
this case we can identify a suitable tiling of S? and control the curvature in the resulting parts
individually, see Section

Combining Theorem u with an estimate due to Klingenberg (see for instance |18, Lemma
6.4.7]), we obtain the following lower bound on the injectivity radius resulting in an alternative
condition to the lower bound of the Gauss curvature in (1.3).

Corollary 1.2. With C(n) > 0 as in Theorem for all immersions f: S? — R™ we have

i fﬁ%w—wm>Am}

(1.4) i(S?,g5) = min{
max Ky
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(A) A closed geodesic v, of length 2wa on X3. (B) A noninjective closed geodesic vy, on Xs.

FI1GURE 1. Short closed geodesics on Y3 and Xs.

1.2. Optimality discussion. We now illustrate the optimality of the assumptions in Theorem [L.1]
by a set of examples. Consider the following pieces of surfaces. A capped unit sphere; a piece of a
catenoid; a cylinder of radius a > 0 and height 2a; half a sphere of radius a:
Yy = {(z1, 70, 23) e R® |23 + 23 + 23 =1, 23 < 1 — 5,};

= {(acosh(t/a) cos(6), acosh(t/a)sin(0),t) | —t, <t <0,0 <0 < 27};

= {(z1,72,73) e R® | 2% + 23 = a?, |23] < al;

= {(z1,29,23) € R* | 2} + 23 + 23 = a®, 23 = 0}.
Clearly, X3 contains a closed circular geodesic v, of length 27wa. If s,,t, are chosen in a suitable
way, after rotation and translation the four pieces can be glued together with C1:l-regularity. After
smoothing at the gluing regions without affecting the geodesic 7, and rescaling, we thus obtain
immersions f,: S? — R3 with corresponding closed geodesics v,: S* — (S?, gy, ) such that

HH%) £gf,L ('Ya) =0, HI%W(fa) = 6, lir%A(fa) =1,
see Figure For b > 0, we may replace Y3 with a suitably small spheroid of the form
(1.5) Y5 = {a(cos(t) cos(8), cos(t) sin(h), bsin(¢)) | [t| < a, 0 < 0 < 27},

where ¥, ¥4 need to be adjusted accordingly, see Figure Choosing b = b(a, N) as in Lemma
below (with £ = a), we may even achieve that the geodesics -, have exactly N € N distinct self-
intersections, cf. Figure [4f while still being arbitrarily short by (5.11)).

Example 1.3 (Optimality of the 67-threshold). For each N € N there exists a family of smooth
embeddings f,: S* - R?, 0 < a < ag, and corresponding closed geodesics v,: S' — (S?, gy, ), each
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of which having exactly N distinct self-intersections, such that

hH}J nga ('Ya) =0, hn%) W(fa) = 6m, liH%).A(fa) =1

Theorem cannot be generalized to surfaces with higher genus. Indeed, by [3}/14,[22] each
orientable closed surface of genus p > 1 admits an embedding of minimal Willmore energy. After
replacing some part of a minimizer with a small flat disk, a suitable Mobius transformation makes
the minimizer look like a unit sphere with p tiny handles attached. If done properly, this even leads
to the existence of arbitrarily short geodesics that are null-homotopic. The details of the following
example are discussed in Section [6] below.

Example 1.4 (Optimality of zero genus). For all € > 0 and each closed, connected, and orientable
surface X of genus p > 1 there exists an embedding f.: ¥ — R"™ such that

A(fe) =1, W(f.) <inf{W(f)| f: £ - R" immersion} + ¢,
and (X, gy, ) contains an injective null-homotopic geodesic y: S' — (3, g5, ) with £y, (v) <e.

On round spheres, the absolute minimizer of W, all closed geodesics are injective. However,
gluing the spheroid X5 as in together with two spherical caps and letting a — 0, Lemma
yields the following example which shows that small Willmore energy does not rule out the existence
of noninjective closed geodesics.

Example 1.5 (Small Willmore energy and noninjectivity). For all N € N and € > 0 there exists
an embedding f: S? — R? with A(f) = 1 which contains a closed geodesic with exactly N distinct
self-intersections and W(f) < 47 + ¢.

Since these geodesics intersect many times, they are unlikely to realize . While shortest
closed geodesics might be noninjective in general [19, p. 31], they are injective if K > 0 by a
result of Calabi—-Cao [5]; however, such a pointwise curvature control is impossible to deduce from
smallness of the Willmore energy, see Example [I.7] below. This naturally leads to the following
open problem.

Question 1.6. Let f: S? — R” be an immersion with A(f) = 1 such that the shortest closed
geodesic on (Sz,gf) is noninjective. Does there exist a universal constant C > 4r such that

W(f) = C?

Finally, we discuss the optimality of Corollary The first term in the minimum in (1.4]) could
be dropped if the Gauss curvature was suitably bounded from above. However, this is generically
not possible, even for arbitrarily small Willmore energy.

Example 1.7 (Unbounded Gauss curvature). For all ¢ > 0 there exists an embedding f: §? — R?
with W(f) < 4m + ¢ and A(f) = 1 such that max Ky > 1/¢ and min Ky < —1/e.

This follows from flattening a small disk on a unit sphere as in Lemma [6.1] and then replacing
it with a part of the graph of the function u from Toro’s example |23, Example 1]. Upon rescaling
u and smoothing in a small neighborhood of the origin, we obtain an immersion with arbitrarily
small Willmore energy, see [9, Example 1], whereas the Gauss curvature becomes very large near
the origin as we show in Lemma

The right hand side of for Exampleequals 7/4/max K¢ which is less than m/c. However,
we could not verify that Example indeed has small injectivity radius which leaves the following
problem unsolved.
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Question 1.8. Let f: S* — R" be a sequence of immersions such that limg_,« i(S?, g7, ) = 0 and
A(fr) = 1. Does there exist a universal constant C' > 47 such that liminfy_,o, W(fx) = C?

Note that if lim sup,_,,, W(fx) < 67, by Corollary the Gauss curvatures of such a sequence
necessarily degenerate in the sense that limy_,,, max Ky, = o0.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this article, we denote by ¥ a compact, connected, and orientable two-dimensional
smooth manifold without boundary. Let f: ¥ — R"™ be an immersion. For an open set D c ¥ we

define
atrpye= [ vaw Wiy g [ 1 an
D

Further, we denote PS(S!;¥) := {y € C°(S';X) : v piecewise smooth}. In the sequel we will often
consider domains D that satisfy

Each connected component of 0D can be parametrized by a piecewise

(4)

immersed curve v € PS(S'; ) having only finitely many self-intersections.

Piecewise immersed in this context means that 4(t) # 0 for all but finitely many ¢ € St. If D
satisfies then it is easily seen to be a manifold with thin singular set, in the sense of [2, Chapter
XII, 3]. The length £4(0D) is defined as the sum of the lengths of the parametrizations chosen as
in . If it is possible to choose all curves v in without self-intersections then we say that D
has (piecewise smooth) embedded boundary. Moreover, since f: (X, gs) — (R",{:,+)) is an isometry,
the intrinsic and extrinsic lengths coincide

(2.1) L(fory)=Ley(for) =Ly (7)

for any immersed curve v: (a,b) — X.

2.1. The Gauss divergence formula and consequences. Let f: ¥ — R"™ be an immersion
and D < ¥ satisfying (&). For ¢ € C*(3;R") we define dive(z) := 2?21@7,;(%5(2@)7 07, f(x)), where
{71, 72} is an orthonormal basis of T,;%. We define the outward pointing unit normal v(z) = vp(x)
as in |2, p. 412] for all but finitely many points in « € dD. For such x we also consider the

unit conormal n(z) = d,f(x) € S*~1. With the aid of [2, Theorem XII.3.15] one can derive the
divergence theorem for immersed surfaces

(2.2) /D dive dp = /5D<¢>, ny ds — /D<¢, H) du for all ¢ € C*(X;R™).

Here ds = ds,, denotes the arc length element of the parametrizations + : St — (%, gy) chosen as
in . We gather some useful consequences of this formula in the following.
Lemma 2.1. Let f: ¥ — R” be an immersion and D < X satisfy . Then
A(f, D)
L,(0D) + 2W(f, D)3 A(f, D)*
Proof. For z € 0D arbitrary we use ¢(z) := f(x) — f(z) in (2.2)) and find (with divg = 2)

D)= [ ¢f@) = £ dsa) = [ (f@) = 1) K@) dula).

diam(f(D)) = 2
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Estimating |f(z) — f(2)| < diam(f(D)) we find
2A(f, D) < diam(f(D))Ly(6D) + diam(f(D)) / \H]| dp.
D

Using that [, |[H| du < 2W(f, D)3 A(f, D)2, the claim follows. O

Lemma 2.2. Let f: ¥ — R" be an immersion and D < X satisfy with connected boundary
0D. Then there exists some xg € D such that dist(f(xo), f(¢D)) = dlam(f(D);_Lg(aD).

Proof. Assume the opposite, i.e. dist(f(z), f(0D)) < diam(f(D)Q)_Lg(aD) =: o for all z € D. One
readily checks that there exists € > 0 such that max 5 dist(f(x), f(0D)) < o —e. In that case one
has

diam(f(D)) = sup |f(z) = f(y)| < sup inf [f(z)— f(z1) +[f(21) = f(22)] + [f(22) — f(¥)]

z,yeD z,yeD Z1,ZQ€(9D
(2.3) < 2(a — ) + diam(f(0D)).

Since D satisfies and 0D is connected, there exists a single curve v € PS(S}; %) as in such
that 0D = ~(S'). We infer from elementary estimates and (2.1))

(2.4) diam(f(0D)) = sup |f(y(t)) = f(v(s))] < L(f 0 7) = Ly(7) = L4(0D).

t,seSt

Using this and the definition of «, (2.3)) implies diam(f(D)) < diam(f(D))—2¢, a contradiction. O

The divergence theorem also yields Simon’s monotonicity formula, which has first been
obtained in [22] and later been extended to the case of manifolds with boundary, cf. [20, Lemma
A.3], [24]. An immediate consequence of [24, Equation (18)] is the following estimate, whose proof
is safely omitted.

Lemma 2.3 (cf. [24, Equation (18)]). Let f: X — R™ be an immersion and D < ¥ satisfy (&).
Then for each xo € D\0D one has

4 <W(f,D) + 2/ ! ds(z).

op |f(@) = f(zo)]
2.2. The Gauss—Bonnet formula. We recall the Gauss—Bonnet formula (cf. |15, Chapter 9]).
Suppose that ¢g is a Riemannian metric on ¥ with induced Riemannian measure p and Gauss
curvature K. Then for each piecewise immersed and simply closed curve v € PS(S'; ¥) satisfying
7(St) = 09 for an open set 2 = ¥ one has

k
(2.5) /Kdu+/ﬁds+29i:2ﬂ.
Q Y

i=1
For a unit speed parametrization of v, the term x(t) := g (54(t), N(t)) is the geodesic curvature
of v at t € S, where N (t) is chosen such that (¥(¢), N(t)) is an oriented basis of T, ;). Furthermore
if {a1,...,a,} < X is the set of vertices of v, i.e. points with the property that v(¢;) = a; for some
ti € St with 4(t}) # 4(t; ), then 6; € [—m, 7] is the exterior angle of ~y at its vertices, meaning that
0; = sgn (AV (§(t; ), ¥(t;")) arccos (g(4(t; ), 3(t]))) .
where dV is a nonvanishing and alternating 2-form determined by the orientation of 3. We remark
that the prerequisites on € in (2.5)) are satisfied if and only if €2 is a topological disk, satisfies ,
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and has embedded boundary. In particular, nonembedded boundaries can not be treated with (2.5))
at this stage. An important consequence of (2.5) is the Gauss—Bonnet theorem which says

/ K dp =2mx(%),
b
where x(X) is the Fuler characteristic of ¥, a purely topological constant.

3. THE TILING INDUCED BY A CLOSED GEODESIC AND CURVATURE ESTIMATES

In this section, we will examine how a closed, not necessarily injective geodesic v: S' — 3 divides
a surface ¥ into tiles bounded by geodesic segments. In particular, we will prove an upper bound
on the total curvature in each of the resulting tiles if ¥ = S2.

Lemma 3.1. Let v: St — (X, g) be a closed geodesic. Then ~ has only finitely self-intersections
all of which are nontangential.

Proof. All possible self-intersections must be nontangential by the local existence and uniqueness
theorem for geodesics. Suppose that there are infinitely many ¢, # s, € St with v(t,) = v(sn)-
After passing to a subsequence, we find that ¢, — t,s, — s € St as n — o0, so that y(t) = v(s) =: @
by continuity.

With respect to local coordinates around x, we may write - in terms of its coordinate functions
yH(7),72(7) for 7 € St sufficiently close to t or s. Now, if ¢t = s, we find

1 i o
$i(s) = Tim [ 4(sm + 7(tn — 50))dr = lim L) =7 (3n)

n—w0 J n—00 tn — Sn

=0 fori=1,2.

Since (1) = FH(7) Oy
t # s, then x = () = 7(s) is a self.intersection. However, in this case ¥(t) and (s) are linearly
dependent, since

1 1 V)= A s) =y (s)
det (7 (*) v (S)) = lim det( in > =0,

y(r)? this contradicts the fact that - is immersed. If, on the other hand,

—t Sn—S
A2t 42(s)) T et O | 20 ()1 ()

tn—t Sp—8
which also yields a contradiction. O

Lemma 3.2. Suppose ¥ is a topological sphere and let v: S' — (3, g) be a closed, noninjective
geodesic. Then Y\y(S!) has finitely many connected components Dy, ..., Dy,. Foralli=1,...,m,
the set D; is topologically an open disk, satisfies , and we have fD_ Kdp < 2.

Proof. By Lemma[3.1] v can only have finitely many self-intersections, all of which must be nontan-
gential. Hence, the number of connected components D1, ..., D,, of X\~(S!) is finite and each of
the D; is open in ¥ with dD; given by a single curve in PS(S'; ), consisting of geodesic segments
of 7v. We now claim that the boundary 0D; (taken inside X) of each disk D; contains a vertex
which is a self-intersection point of 7. Assume the opposite. Then there exists one disk D;, with
Cl-boundary. Since however the geodesic equation is of second order, dD;, must already be smooth
and thus the image of the whole geodesic. This contradicts the assumption that « is noninjective.

Fix 1 <i < mand let D := D;. We would now like to apply the Gauss—Bonnet formula (2.5) to
D. However, the boundary ¢D might have points of higher multiplicity, i.e. not be parametrizable
by a simply closed curve. Since 0D consists of parts of v, by Lemma|3.1]it may only contain finitely
many vertices, say ai,...,ay € Y(S') with N € N. Now, for each 1 < j < N choose an open
neighborhood B; of a; which is a topological disk and has embedded smooth boundary, such that
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FIGURE 2. Decomposing a neighborhood of a; into triangles.

a; is the only point of v in B; with higher multiplicity and such that Bj N Bj/ = f for all j # j'.
Moreover, we may assume that B; n D is the disjoint union of finitely many open triangles Tf with
vertices at aj,b;’?,cé? and corresponding exterior angles af, ﬂj’?,'yjl?, 1 < k < dj, where two of the
edges of Tjk consist of parts of v and the third edge is given by 0B; n 8Tf, see Figure |2l For each
1<j <N and1l<Ek<dj, the Gauss-Bonnet formula yields

(3.1) Kdu+a?+ﬂ§“+’y§“+/ rkds = 2.
Tk 0B;NoTk

By the above cutting procedure, the set R := D\(B; U ---uU By) has (piecewise smooth) embedded
boundary. Since X is of spherical type, R is a topological disk. In particular, R satisfies the
prerequisites of the Gauss—Bonnet formula (2.5). Moreover, each of the vertices b?, c;? is also a

vertex of R with exterior angle B ;?7 ﬁ]’?, respectively, and these are the only vertices of R. The angles
satisfy the relation

(3:2) m=BF 4B =14 forl<k<d;,1<j<N.
The Gauss—Bonnet formula for R yields
N d; N d;
(33) [Kans XY@ NN [ mds=an
R j=1k=1 j=1k=1"79B; noTF

Note that the sign of the geodesic curvature integrals in (3.3 are opposite to those in (3.1). Thus,
summing up (3.1)) and (3.3)), we find

N d; N
du = d du = —
/DKM /I;K M+ZZ T]kKlu 2 J;

j=1k=1

U

'J
(af+ﬁf+y§+ﬁf+%’?—2w)

k=1

U
<

k
VR

(3.4)

I
[\
=)
|
M=
Q

<
Il
—
B
Il
—

where we used (3.2)) in the last step. The result now follows if we can prove that a;? , the exterior

angle of T} at aj, satisfies af > 0 for all 1 < k < d;, and 1 < j < N. This follows by applying
Lemmabelow to U := Tf and p := a; and noting that a? = 0 is impossible by Lemma O
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-

F1cure 3. Construction of the cone C' with opening angle w € (m, 27).

lh

Remark 3.3. For geodesic polygons with non-embedded boundary, equation (3.4) can be viewed as
a version of the Gauss—Bonnet theorem with an extended notion of exterior angles.

Remark 3.4. Suppose that the angles of «y at its self-intersections are bounded from below uniformly,
i.e. there exists £ € (0,7/2) with

arccos M T — or a s b wi =~(s
(3.5) <|ﬁ(t)|g|"y(5)|g> € (&, §) forallt#seS th y(t) = v(s).

Using this and d; > 1 to estimate (3.4]), the estimate in Lemma can be improved to

K dp < 27 — Nit,
D;

where N; € N is the number of self-intersections of v which are contained in 0D;.

Lemma 3.5. Let v: S = R/27Z — (X, 9) be a closed curve. Let ay < by < ay < by € [0,27) and
let c1 = Yl[ay,01]> €2 = V|[az,bs] be embedded subsegments with p := v(b1) = v(az) and y(x) # ¥(y)
for any (xz,y) € [a1,b1) x (az2,b2]. Let U < X be such that

(i) U is an open triangle with embedded, piecewise smooth boundary oU;

(i) Un(SY) = 0U ny(S") = er(lar, bi]) v ea([az, ba]).
Then the exterior angle 6 of U at p satisfies 0 = 0.

Proof. Since the statement is local, after composing with a normal coordinate chart around the
point p, we may assume that « is a planar curve, i.e. U € ¥ = R?, g = {-,-), and p = (0,0) € R2.
Let 6 be the exterior angle at p = (0, 0) as in the statement and assume, for the sake of contradiction,
that @ < 0. Then the interior angle of U is given by © — 6 € (r, 27).

First, we observe that there exists an open cone C' = R? of opening angle w > 7 and some £ > 0
such that

(3.6) C n B.(0) c U n B-(0).

This is readily checked using that the blow-up of the triangle U around the vertex p = (0,0) is a
cone whose opening angle equals the interior angle m — 6 > 7. From there it is easy to obtain an
open cone C' with opening angle w € (7, ™ — ) which satisfies , see Figure
By continuity, we have v(t) € B.(0) for t € (b; — 9, b1 + ) for § > 0 small enough. By assumption
(G1)), we have v(S') n U = &, and hence implies y(t) € B-(0)\C for all t € (by — d,b1 + 9).
Now, Z := R?\C is a closed cone with opening angle 2m —w < 7 and V(b1 —6,b1 +6) is an immersion
with y(t) € Z for all t € (by — 0,b1 + J). After rotation, we may assume that Z lies entirely in
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H U {0}, where H = {(x,y) € R? | y > 0} is the open upper half plane. Write v = (v,7?). As 72
becomes minimal at t = by, we have 4(b;) = X for some X # 0, since 7 is an immersion. Taylor’s
expansion yields v(¢) = v(b1) + (t — b1) ey + r(¢)(t — by) with lims,p, 7(¢) = 0. We thus find that
(t —bi)rer +7(t)(t —b1) € Z. As Z is homothety-invariant and closed, we may take any ¢ > by,
divide by t — by and pass to the limit ¢ — b; to conclude Ae; € Z. A contradiction. O

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

The preceding purely intrinsic discussion now allows us to give a lower bound on the Willmore
energy on the complement of each connected component of X\v(S!) if ¥ = S? and v is a closed
geodesic.

Lemma 4.1. Let f: S* > R" be an immersion. Let v: S' — (S, g¢) be a closed geodesic and let
Dy, ..., Dy, be the finitely many connected components of S*\v(S*). Then for all i = 1,...,m the
following holds.
(i) If 7 is injective, then m = 2 and W(f,S*\D;) = 2x;
(ii) If v is noninjective, then W(f,S?\D;) > 2r;
(iii) If v is noninjective with angles at the self-intersections bounded from below by & > 0 in
the sense of (3.5), then W(f,S*\D;) = 2m + N;§, where N; € N is the number of self-
intersections of vy contained in 0D;.

Proof. If 7y is injective, it is a simple closed curve and m = 2 follows from the Jordan curve theorem.
Note that in this case 0D; contains no vertices and is parametrized by the simple closed curve ~.
We may thus directly apply the Gauss-Bonnet formula to D;, finding that

(4.1) / Kdp = 2m,
D;

since the geodesic curvature of v is zero and since D; is a topological disk. Moreover, the global
Gauss—Bonnet theorem implies

(4.2) / Kdp = 4n — / K dy,
S2\Di Di

since x(S?) = 2. The claim then follows from and combined with the elementary estimate
K < YHE,

The remaining cases are similar, but we replace by the upper bound for [ p, K dp in
Lemma [3.2] for case (ii) and by the upper bound in Remark for case (iil), respectively. O

With this tool, we can finally prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem[1:1] Let f: S* — R™ be an immersion with W(f) < 67 and let v: S* — (S?, g)
be a closed geodesic where g = gy. Let Dq,..., Dy, be the finitely many connected components
of S*\(S') as in Lemma In particular, each Dy is a topological disk satisfying . After
rescaling, we may assume A(f) = 1.

Let M := maxy—1,_._m A(f, D). By the handshaking lemma (i.e. counting the boundaries of the
domains counts each edge twice) we have

S £,(0Dy) = 2£,()

k=1
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By Simon’s diameter bound with boundary |22, Lemma 1.2] for some C' = C(n) > 0 we have
diam f(Dy) < C (/ |A| dp + diamf(aDk)> <C </
Dy D

where we used ([2.4) in the last step. Summing up we find

i diam f(Dy) < C </S |A] dp + 2 cg(7)> <C ((/S |AJ? olu>é + 2%@)) :

k=1
By the Gauss-Bonnet theorem [, |A|* dp = [ (|H* — 2K) dp = 4W(f) — 87 < 167, hence

4] du + £g<aDk>) ,

k

(4.3) i diam f(Dy) < C(1 + L4(7)),
k=1

after modifying C' = C(n) > 0. Applying Lemma to each Dy, we obtain
2A(f, Dy) < diam f(Dy) L,(6Dy) + 2diam f(Di)W(f, Di) > A(f, Dy)?
(4.4) < diam f(Dy) (£,(2D) + 2/6rVM ) < C diam £(Dy) (L) + VM),

after further increasing C' = C(n). Now, up to a p-null set S? is the disjoint union | J;-, Dy and
summing the inequality (4.4]) over k € {1,...,m} we find together with (4.3 that

2= 2A(f) = 31 24(. D) <€ 3 diam f(Dy) (£4(2) + V)
k=1 k=1
(4.5) <C 1+ £y() (£o(7) + VM) .

Now we fix some L = L(n) > 0 sufficiently small such that
1 2
<< 7L
¢ e L,y Y
Let ko € {1,...,m} be such that A(f, Dy,) = M. If L,(y) < L by (4.5)) we have

0 whenever L£4(7y) < L.

A5 > (G gy - 50) 2

We apply Lemma [2.T] to Dy, which yields
Bl
diam f(Dy, ) = 2——— > q,
N 22 ) v aver
whenever Ly(v) < L for some a = a(C, L) = a(n) > 0. We define o’ := min{§, L} and note that
o =a'(n) > 0.
Now, if L£4(7) < ¢/, then by Lemma [2.2| there exists z9 € Dy, such that

diSt(f(Io),f(aDko)) > diamf(Dko)Q* ﬁg(aDko) > diam f(D];O) - £g(’y) >

We may thus apply Lemma [2.3] yielding

A~ R

A < W(f, Dro) +2 / 17(@) — Fao) ™ ds(a) < W, Dy, + 222

oDy,
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Applying Lemma we find that W(f,S?\Dy,,) = 27 and consequently

67T<W(f)+8£g7(7),

and the statement follows in this case. It remains to consider the case where £4(7) > o’. But since
W(f) = 4m, the statement then follows trivially by

671'—4770/2 67T_W(f)a’. 0
27 27

Ly (v) >

In the case of noninjective geodesics with bounded intersection angle, the above proof yields the
following improvement of Theorem

Corollary 4.2. Let f: S* — R" be an immersion, v: S! — (S2,g¢) be a noninjective closed
geodesic, and £ € (0,7/2). Assume that v intersects itself in angles bounded by ¢ in the sense of
(3.5). Then

Ly; (v) =2 C(n) (67 + & = W(f))/A(f)-

5. CLOSED GEODESICS ON SURFACES OF REVOLUTION

In this section, we will apply a method of Alexander [1] to prove the existence of a particular
class of closed geodesics on spheroids. In particular, as we see in Lemma [5.2] and Figure [4 below,
we may construct closed geodesics on arbitrarily thin pieces of a spheroid having any given number
of self-intersections. The key idea is that the task of determining the number of intersections and
the closedness of the curve can be reduced to solving a suitable integral equation, see Lemma [5.1}

Consider a general surface of revolution parametrized by

(5.1) f(ur,uz) = (h(uz) cos(uy), h(uz) sin(u1), g(u2))

where h, g are smooth real-valued functions with h > 0 and u; € R, uy € J, where J < R is an
interval. Let v := 4/(h/)%2 4+ (¢’)?. Then the coefficients of the metric tensor are given by

E:<alfaalf>:h2a F:<61f,62f>:O, G:<62f’52f>:72~

For a curve with coordinate functions wug(t), ua(t), the geodesic equations are

W' (us2)

5 .. 9 2) . .

(5 ) U + h(ug) uite = 0,
Lo h(u)h/(u2) o Y (u2)

(5.3) " Yz)? T ) T .

where the dot derivative is with respect to the time variable ¢, see [1, p. 5]. The first equation is
(i1 h(uz)?)” = 0. Thus, u1h(uz)? = ¢ for some constant ¢, which is known as Clairaut’s relation. A
geodesic of unit speed satisfies

(5.4) 1 =42E + 432G = 42h? + u2~%

Thus, by Clairaut’s principle (cf. [1, p. 6]),

(5.5) iy =

o] = —4/1—
Y
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Lemma 5.1. Let f be as in (5.1) with J = (—a,a), a > 0. Suppose
(5.6) h>0, h(z)=h(-z), K (z)<0 forze(0,a), h(0)=1, h(a)=0.

Let ¢ € (0,1), and let C.(¢t) = f(u1(t),u2(t)) be the unique unit speed geodesic on the surface of
revolution paramertrized by f with u1(0) = u2(0) = 0, u1(0) = ¢, and 42(0) = V1 —¢c? > 0. Then
the following holds.

(i) ¢.: R — f(S* x J) exists globally, we have maxgus = uz(tg) € (0,a) for some unique
to > 0, and this strict global mazimum is given by the unique tg > 0 with us(ty) > 0 and
h(’LLg(to)) =c>0.

(ii) If, in addition, g is odd and

h(0) -1
v(h(y)  dy
5.7 I:=—2c/ = (N + 1),
7 ‘ e yyR—c2 (T (y) ( )
then CC|[074,50] 1s closed and possesses exactly N distinct self-intersections.
(iii) The length of (. satisfies 2(N + 1)me < L({.) < w

Proof. After reparametrization of the curve (h,g), we may assume that it is parametrized by
arc length, i.e. v = 1, while still satisfying with a suitably modified interval J. Such a
reparametrization will not affect the surface, the maximum of wus, or the curve (., and also I, is
invariant under replacing h with h o ¢ with ¢(0) = 0 and ¢’ > 0.

Suppose that there exists a sequence t, — t* with us(t,) — a. Since h(a) = 0, and
yield a contradiction. Hence, supus < «, and thus (. does not intersect f(R x {a}) and, with
a similar argument using that h is even, neither f(R x {—a}). Consequently wu,us and (. exist
globally, i.e. for all ¢t € R. Now, reads

tiy = h(ug)h/ (ug)u?.

As ¢ > 0, we have u; > 0 as long as us € (0,«) by , and thus, by , usg is strictly concave
on uy ' (0, ). We take to = sup{T > 0 | 1io(t) > 0 for all t € [0,T]} € (0,0]. By monotonicity and
since sup uz < «, the limit Umax = limy,¢,— ua(t) € (0, ) exists. Moreover, g is strictly deceasing
in (0,t9) and hence also lim;_,¢,_ @2(t) exists. Now, if o = oo was true, then there would exist a
sequence t, — to = 00 with lim,,_, ti2(t,) = 0 so that and would imply »/(tumax) = 0
which by contradicts umayx > 0. Thus ty < c0. By continuity 4s(tg) = 0, and thus by concavity
ug attains its strict global maximum wumax = u2(tg) > 0 at to, satisfying h(uz(tg)) = ¢ by . On
the other hand, any tg > 0 with us(tg) > 0 and h(us(tp)) = ¢ > 0 necessarily satisfies uz(tg) = 0
by (5.5), and the proof of |(i)|is complete.
define I. as above and let tg € R as in By the computation in |1} p. 6], we have

(58) Ul(to) - Ul(O) = % = w

Now, for t € [to, 2tg] we claim that

ur(t) = —u1(2tp — t) + (N + )m,

us(t) = ug(2ty — t).

This can be seen by verifying that the right hand side defines the component functions of a geodesic,
i.e. a solution to 7, which closes in a C'-fashion with (. at ¢ = tg so follows from

the uniqueness of solutions to the geodesic equations. We now discuss the self-intersections of (.
in [0,2t9]. Using that uy is strictly increasing on [0,%0), we find that (.|f,;o) and (el 2¢,] are

(5.9)
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) b~4.038, ¢ ~0.980,c =0.2, N = 3. ) b~4.009, c ~0.995, ¢ = 0.1, N = 3.
() b~5.049, ¢ ~ 0.980, £ = 0.2, N = 4. (D) b~5.012, c ~0.995, ¢ =0.1, N = 4.

FIGURE 4. Plots of noninjective closed geodesics on the spheroid for different pa-
rameters b, ¢, €, N.

injective. Now, suppose that we have s € [0,tg) and s’ € [to, 2¢o] such that ui(s) = ui(s’) mod 27
and us(s) = ug(s’). By (5.9) and since 4y > 0 on [0,¢g], we conclude s’ = 2ty — s and it follows
that 2u;(s) = (N + 1) mod 27 or equivalently

(5.10) 201 (s) = {W mod 27 if N is even,

0 mod 27 if N is odd.
Since 2u; is strictly increasing from 0 to (N + 1)m on [0, %] by (5.8), if NV is even, then (5.10) has
exactly N/2 solutions in [0,%p). If N is odd, then there are exactly (N + 1)/2 solutions of (5.10)
in the interval [0, o), one of which is s = 0. Using that h is an even function and ¢ is odd, we may
argue as in (5.9 to show that for ¢ € [2tg, 4t¢] we have
up(t) = ug(t — 2tp) + (N + 1),
UQ(t) = —U,Q(t - 2t0).

This implies that (. is C'-closed on [0, 4¢y] and statement is proven.
For the length bound observe that by (5.5 and (5.8)) we have

(N + )7 /to c

T i) —wi(0) = [ ———dt.

TR A Ok

Since h(ug) is montonotically decreasing on [0, o] with h(u2(0)) = 1 and h(uz(t9)) = ¢, we conclude

cto < (N + 1)7/2 < tg/c. Using that (. is parametrized by arc length, we have £((, ) = 4t and [(iii)]
follows. -

Lemma 5.2. For all N € N and € > 0 there exists N +1 < b < N + 1+ ¢ such that the surface of

revolution parametrized by f as in (5.1)) with (h,g) = (cos,bsin) and J = (=3, §) contains a closed
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geodesic (. = f(u1,usz) with exactly N distinct self-intersections, maxg |us| < e, and

(5.11) AN + (1 —¢) < L(fol) < ("%j)”

Proof. Let (., uy, us be as in Lemma Clearly, h = cos satisfies (5.6). By Lemma
the geodesic (.(t) = f(ui(t),uz(t)) exists globally and maxg us(tg) = h~!(c) = arccosc — 0+ as

¢ — 1—. The statement thus follows from Lemma [5.1(1)H(iii)| if we can prove that given ¢ € (0, 1)
and N e N, there exists 1 —e <c<land N+1<b< N +1+ ¢ such that I. = (N + 1)7 with I,

as in (5.7)). By direct computation
W) = —vV1-y2, (@) =10 (2) + ¢ () =1+ (b* = Dh(2)*,

which gives

1+ (02— 1)y boy/b? - -2
(5.12) I. = 2c / aall dy :20/ Folty
Yy — \/1—y2 v 2)(1-y?)

The complete elliptic integral of the first kind is defined by

z d
Kk = [ —L foro<k<l,
2
0 1—k2%sin“ 2

see [4, 110.06]. Obviously, K = K(0) = w/2. By [4, 217.00], as 0 < ¢ < 1 there holds

(5.13) Ic<2«/02(b2—1)+1/1 T df)(l 9 /@R — D)+ 1K (V1= ).
c Yy —c

Consider now

L(c) =20/ (N+12—1)+1K(\1—-¢®) for0<ec<l1.
There holds

2¢((N +1)2 - 1)K(v/1—¢?) 5 , —c
NGRS +2¢/((N +1) —1)+1K(\/1—02)m.

From the power series expansion of K, see [4, 900.00], we infer limy o K (k) = 7/2 as well as
limy 04+ K'(k)/k = m/4 which implies

, 2((N +1)% — 1)1/2 1 N +1
lim I(c) = _ .
Jim L'(c) N +1 N+1 2 )>O

Since L(1) = (N + 1)7, it thus follows L(c¢1) < (N + 1)7 for some 1 —e < ¢; < 1. By (5.13)) and a
continuity argument, we can now choose N +1 <b < N + 1 + ¢ such that I, < (N + 1)7. On the
other hand, ((5.12) implies that

L'(c) =

—2(N+1)7T/4=7T(N+1—

1
dx c—1—
I. > 2cb =2cbK(\/1 —¢c2) —/—= br > (N + 1)m.
| T V) ey

Hence, there exists co with ¢; < ¢3 < 1 such that I., > (N + 1)7. Now, the conclusion follows from
the intermediate value theorem. O
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6. SPHERE INVERSION AND SPHERICAL REPLACEMENT

In this section, we construct the embeddings f. in Example using a sphere inversion and an
appropriate spherical replacement. The goal is that the inverted surface does not only look like a
round sphere, but in fact contains a round sphere with a small cap removed. It is then not too
difficult to find a short curve that we may evolve by the curve shortening flow. The avoidance
principle ensures that the curve does not shrink to a point, hence the flow exists globally and
converges to a short geodesic.

Let first f: 3 — R™ be any smooth embedding, and let D := {z € R? | |2| < 1} be the open unit
disk. After a rigid motion of the ambient space, we can choose a parametrization ¢: D — 3 such
that f has the local graph representation

(6.1) (fo9)(2) = (2 u(2))
for some u € C®(D;R"2) with u(0) = 0 and Du(0) = 0. Choose a function n € C*(R;R) such

that
() = 1 fort>2
e = 0 fort<1
and
(6.2) Il + 0’| +n"| < C
for some universal constant C' < co. For all § > 0 define
z
Ns(z) = n(%), us(z) == u(z)ns(2) for ze D

and let fs: ¥ — R™ be the immersion that results by replacing v in (6.1) with us (for § < 1/2).
We are going to prove the following energy expansion.

Lemma 6.1. There exists a universal constant C' < oo such that
‘W(f) - W(f5)‘ < C|‘D2UHL$(D)52
for 6 > 0 small enough.

Proof. With Is45 denoting the 2 x 2-identity matrix, we have

Dns(2) = %n’(%)i

El
1 lz]\ = z 1 |2| < “
D2 _ (2 = —_ — (= I T T
and hence, by (6.2)),
C C
D < 3 D2 S 5
‘ 775‘ 5 ‘ 775| 52

Since
Dus = nsDu + uDns,
D%us = Du® Dns + Dns ® Du + 775D2u + uD2n5
and, by Taylor expansion,
u(z)| | [Du(z)|

— +
|22 |2l

< C|D%u| = (py
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it thus follows
[Dus| < C(|z] + 6)|D*u| L= (), IDus| < C[D*ul| L (p)-

Denoting with g and g5 the metric tensors induced by f and fs, respectively, in the parametrization
¢ and using [3} Lemma 2.1], we infer for § > 0 with

(6.3) [Du(z)| + |[Dus(2)] <1  forall z € 26D := {26z | z € D}
that
IW(f) = W(fs)l = |IHP\/det g — | Hs[*\/det gs| 1 555y
S HIHIZ\/@— |Au|2HL1(2§D) + [l Au)® — |Au5|2HL1(2§D) + |1 Aus|* - |H5|2\/MHL1(25D)

2 2
< C(H|Du||D2u|HL2(25D) + ||D2UH%2(26D) + ||D2U5H%2(26D) + H|Du5”D2u5|HL2(25D))
< CHD2UH%<’O(2(SD)52'
Hence, the conclusion follows since (6.3)) is satisfied for small § > 0. g

Now let v € {(0,0)} x R*™2 be a vector of unit length. For all A\ > 0 define the Mobius
transformation
T+ Av

and the unit sphere SZ := {(2,0) + tv | z € R? t € R, |(2,0) + tv — v| = 1} = R" with center v.
Then the following holds.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose ¥ has genus p = 1 and fs: ¥ — R" is defined as before Lemmal0.1] Then,
for all 5, X > 0 small enough, the surface (I o f5): X — R™ satisfies

o 222
(6.5) (Ino f506)(0D) =82 {(, ) e R x R™2 | [¢] = 5,
2
(6.6) [1x 0 follomapy < 75

Moreover, the closed curve yxs := (In o fso ¢): 00D — R™ has length L(yxs) = 27r522j>§2 < 271'%,

is null-homotopic in (I o fso ¢)(6D), but not null-homotopic in (I o f5)(E\(6D)).
Proof. First choose A, 0 > 0 small enough such that f5 is an embedding, —Av ¢ f5(X), and

(6.7) dist( £5(Z\6(6D)), —Au)) > 6.

Noting that us = 0 on 6D and that Iy|gzyon-2 parametrizes the punctured sphere S2\{0}, the
decomposition
2X(2,0) 222y 9
I\(z,0) = FEEwY + FEESY for all ze R
implies both, (6.5) and L(yxs) = QW%. Using , directly follows from the definition
of I. Clearly, v, is null-homotopic in (I o f5 o ¢)(dD) since it is a simple curve given by the
boundary of the topological disk (Iyo fso¢)(6D). If on the other hand, vy s was also null-homotopic
in (I o f5)(X\&(6D)), then X\¢(6D) would be topologically a closed disk and thus, ¥ would be a
topological sphere which is excluded by the hypothesis p > 1. O
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Finally, we are able to complete the construction in Example Suppose ¥ has genus p > 1.
According to [3l[141[22], there exists a smooth immersion fy: ¥ — R™ with

W(fo) = nf{W(f) | f: ¥ - R" immersion} < 8.

By [16], fo is an embedding. We choose ¢, u for fy as in , fix § > 0 small enough and look at
the modified embedding f5 of fy as in Lemma Consider for some v € {(0,0)} x R"=2 of unit
length the Mobius transformation Iy as in (6.4). Now, (I o f5)(X) is an embedded 2-dimensional
submanifold of R™. Notice that for A > 0 small enough (depending on ) a neighborhood of the
equator G, := 0D x {v} < S2 lies in the image (I o f5)(¢(6D)). In particular, G, is a geodesic on
(I o f5)(2),

Recall now that for a 2-dimensional oriented manifold M a smooth time-dependent family of
closed immersed curves v: I x S' — M is said to be an evolution by curve shortening flow if

Ory(t,x) = K(t,x)N(t,x) Vtel,zeS!
where k(t, -) denotes the geodesic curvature of y(t, -) with respect to the oriented unit normal N (¢, -).

2X 222 1
T7W} < 5. Then the

curve shortening flow on (Ix o f5)(X) with initial datum -y s exists for all times and converges to a
closed null-homotopic geodesic oy s of (Ix o fs)(X), whose length is shorter than QW%.

Lemma 6.3. Let 6,\ > 0 be small enough as in Lemma and max{

The proof of Lemma [6.3] relies on the avoidance principle of the curve shortening flow in 2-
dimensional Riemannian manifolds. Its proof follows the lines of the proof of embeddedness-
preservation in |10, Section 3]. We present the argument in Appendix |B| for the convenience of
the reader.

Proof of Lemma[6.3 Let v1: [0, tmaz) X St — (I o f5)(X) be a maximal evolution by curve short-
ening flow with initial datum ~; (0, -) = v 5. Define the two disjoint sets £, := {(z,{) € R xR"~? |
I¢| = 1} and E_ := {(2,¢) € R2 x R"~2 | |¢| < 1}. Observe that by Lemma [6.2] and our choice
of parameters we have v, 5(S') « E_ and d(E; n (I o f5)(X)) = d(E+ nS2) = G,. In par-
ticular, v» s(S') and G, are disjoint. Applying the avoidance principle (Lemma to y1 and
the constant evolution v2(t,-) = G, (which adheres to the evolution law since G, is a geodesic),
we infer that 1 (¢,-) can not intersect G, = d(E; n (I o f5)(X)) in finite time. Hence the flow
must stay in E_ n (I o f5)(X). From Lemma one can infer that 7, s is not null-homotopic in
(Ir o f5)(X) n E_. Thus we conclude from Grayson’s theorem [11, Theorem 0.1] that t,,4, = o0
and ; converges smoothly to a closed geodesic oy 5, which is homotopic to v1(0,-) = 7,5, hence
null-homotopic in (I o f5)(X) by Lemma[6.2)). Since the curve shortening flow decreases the length
of curves, the asserted length bound follows immediately from Lemma [6.2] O

Once this lemma is shown one can readily construct the immersions f. in Example

Proof of the claim in Example[1.]} Let € > 0 be fixed and fy be as above. By Lemma [6.1] one can
choose 0 = 0(¢) > 0 small enough such that the modified immersion f5 constructed above is an
embedding and satisfies W(fs5) < W(fo) + €. By Lemma one concludes that for each A > 0
small enough there exists a closed null-homotopic geodesic o s of length less than 2#%. Choosing
A < £2 the claim follows. O
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APPENDIX A. AN EXAMPLE OF A GRAPH WITH UNBOUNDED CURVATURE
In this section we analyze the Gauss curvature of the graph given in Example 1 of [23].

Lemma A.1. The Gauss curvature of the graph of the function

u: R? > R, w(zx,y):= zlog|log/z2 + 2|
satisfies
lim K (z,0) = oo, lim K(0,y) = —c0.
z—0 y—0

Proof. Let 7: R? — R be defined by r(z,y) := 4/22 + y2. On the open unit disk D = {r < 1}
direct computation gives

z? Ty

Ozu = log |1 —_ Oy =
wu = log|logr| + Tlogr’ U

r2logr

as well as

22 2 22 2
TR B OO R F P U

r2logr r2  r2logr ry r2logr r2  r2logr
22 uzL(l_Lf_L)
vy r2logr r2  r2logr/’

It follows that as » — 0+ we have

1 1
2 _ 2 2 _ _
IDu(z,0)[2 = (log| log r|)? + o(1), det Du(,0) = o (1 logr)
—1
2 2 2
[Du(0,y)|* = (log|logr|)?, det D*u(0,y) = 7y2(logr)2'

Using the fact that the Gauss curvature is given by K = (det D?u)/(1 + |Du|?)?, we infer

1
lim K(z,0) = — lim K(0,y) = li =
iy K, 0) = = iy K0, 0) = iy 2 o )2 (log [log )E —
which completes the proof. U

APPENDIX B. THE AVOIDANCE PRINCIPLE ON A SURFACE

Lemma B.1 (Avoidance principle). Let M be a smooth compact two-dimensional oriented Rie-
mannian manifold without boundary. Consider for T € (0,00) two evolutions y1,72: [0,T] x St —
M of closed curves by the curve shortening flow such that v1(0,S') N 72(0,S') = &. Then
Y1 (t,SY) A ya(t,St) = & for all t € [0,T].

Proof. By Nash’s embedding theorem we may assume that M < R" is an embedded submanifold.
For p € M we denote by 7r,n @ R" — T, M the orthogonal projection on T, M. Recall that
| - | denotes the Euclidean norm on R™. Suppose that n = n(M) > 0 is chosen such that for
all p € M the restriction 77,1 |p, (0)~(r—p): Bn(0) n (M — p) — T,M is injective and satisfies
|71, (v—p)| = |v—p| for all v € B, (p) " M. For a vector w € T,M the quantity Jw = Jyw € T,M
denotes the unique vector that is orthogonal to w, has the same norm as w, and satisfies that
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(w, Jw) is an oriented basis of T,M. A straightforward computation shows that there exists a
constant C' = C(M) > 0 such that for all p,q € M with 0 < |p — ¢| < 1 one has

S, —q)  Jgrr,m(p—q) |

(B1) e s |y g e N

—ql.

For S' = R/Z we define the time dependent Riemannian metric p(t) on S' x S' via p(t) (4, 4,) =
[0z, 71 (t, 1) |[2dx? + |0p,y2(t, 2)|2dx%. We define now a distance function d: [0,T] x St x St — R
via
d(ta L1, '1;2) = "Yl (tv 131) - ’72(t7 I2)|2'
We intend to show that d > 0 on [0,7] x St x S!.
Claim 1. (7td - Ap(t)d = —4.

Proof of Claim 1. Observe that by the formula A, = dlt( )ﬁzi ( det(p)pijamj) one has
et(p
1 |0z, 72 (¢, 22)| ) <|6m Y1t 21)| ))
Dy = Oy | 55102y | + 02y | 5102
P 1ot )10, 12t 2)] < 1 <|aml<t,x1>| Y et 2)]
= aglsl + agQSQ’

where s; is the (time dependent) arc length element of ~;(¢, ) with respect to x;. We compute

Os,d =21 (t, x1) — Y2(t, ¥2), 05, 1 (t, 1)), Os,d = =2(m1(t,21) — 72(t, 22), 05, 72(t, 22))-
Using that by the Frenet-Serret formulae on M one has 02, 7i(t, z;) = ri(t, ;) N;(t, z;) we find

aglsld = 2|651’71(t’ $1)|2 + 2<71(t7$1) - ’72(ta I2)a aglsl’yl (t,$1)>
=2+ 2t z1) — v2(t 22), k1 (t, 21) N1 (¢, 21))
and similarly
02,.,d =2 =2y (t, 1) — Y2(t, x2), Ka(t, 22) Na(t, 22))
so that
Aymyd =4+ 2(n1(t,z1) — y2(t, 22), k1 (t, 1) N1 (¢, 1) — Ka(t, 22) Na(t, 72))
=4+t 21) —72(t22), Omi(t, 1) — dye(t,x2)) = 4 + dd.

Claim 1 follows. For later use we also compute
(B.2) 02,5,d = =200, 72, 2), 05, 71 (8, 1))

For 0, B > 0 we consider now the auxiliary function h: [0,T] x S x SI — R defined by
h(t,z1,22) := €td(t, x1,z2) + Ot. We may assume without loss of generality that for § > 0 small
enough one has inf,c[o,77,2, z,es1 B < 7, since otherwise the lemma follows immediately from the
observation that § — 04 would yield e®*d(t,z1,25) = n for all t € [0,T], z1, 2 € S*.

Claim 2. For 8 > 20? with C = C(M) as in (B.1)) and for § > 0 small enough one has for all
t€[0,T] and z1, x5 € S' that h(t,z1,22) = infy, yoest (0, y1,92)

Proof of Claim 2. Assume the opposite. Then there exist ¢{ € (0,7] and Z;,#, € S! such
that h(f,&,22) = MiNye[o,7],2,,20e5t A(E, 71, 22)(< 1). We infer that at (t,&1,42) there holds
d(t,21,22) < h(t,@1,22) < 1 as well as d;h < 0, ds,h = 0s,h = 0, 02, h =0, 02 . h > 0 and

S181 §2852

(02 4 h)(02,,,h) — (02,,,h)* = 0 (as the latter expression is the determinant of the Hessian in

8289 8182
(S x S, p(t))). Notice first that this implies that d(#, 1, #2) > 0, i.e. y1(,%1) # Ya(f, 22). Indeed,
d(t,&1,22) = 0 would imply d,d(f,#1,22) = 0 and with this one would infer the contradiction



SHORT CLOSED GEODESICS AND THE WILLMORE ENERGY 21

Oth(t, #1,22) = 0 > 0. (We remark that in order to obtain dyd(f, &1, 4#2) = 0 in the case of £ = T
one needs to extend the flow to [0,T + ¢)). By (B.2)) one has

(B3) 82 h(fa‘ilvi‘?) = 65562 d(fail"%?) = _2€6£<65272(Ea i‘2)7 68171 (tAai‘l)>

8182
Since also 0, h(t, 1, 22) = ds,h(t, &1,32) = 0 we have
@aim(E,21), 71 (E,21) = 92(f,22)) = (s, 72(F, 22), 1 (F, 81) — 72(E, 22)) = 0.
Since T, M is 2-dimensional and 7, (£, 21) # Ya(f,#2)) for 4 = 1,2 this implies

s, vill &) = £J (77, iy (11 (E,21) = 72(F, 22))].

i Ona1) — 12(0.72))
Thereupon, using (B.1)) we find

05,71 (£, 1) + 0s,72(E, &2)| < CVd.

The polarization identity yields that
.. PN 1 A .
[{0s,72(t, 22), 05, 11 (¢, 21))] = §||’Yl(t,=’ﬂ1) +ya(t,22)|* — 2| > 1 - 3C%d

and one infers from (B.3)) that
102 . h| = (2 — C%d)eP.

S182

Altogether one obtains (always evaluated at (f,21,%2))

(B.4) 0> b = Be’td + e (0rd) + 0 = Bed + P(A 5y — 4) + 0.

p(t

Using that

D, iyd) = 03, b+ 03,5, h = 24/02  heZ, b = 2|03, h| = (4 —2C2d)e™

we find with (B.4) that 0 > (8 — 202)eﬁ£d +60 >0 >0. A contradiction. Claim 2 follows.
Looking at the limit case # — 0+ in the statement of Claim 2 we infer that for a fixed 8 > 2C?
there holds

d(t,xl,x2)>efﬁT inf  d(0,z1,22).
$1,$2€Sl

This finally proves the statement. O
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