
SHORT CLOSED GEODESICS AND THE WILLMORE ENERGY

MARIUS MÜLLER, FABIAN RUPP, AND CHRISTIAN SCHARRER

Abstract. We prove a lower bound on the length of closed geodesics for spherical surfaces with
Willmore energy below 6π. 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 pΣ, gq be a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold. The length of an immersed curve γ : pa, bq Ñ
Σ is given by

Lgpγq :“

ˆ
γ

dsg :“

ˆ b

a

a

gp 9γ, 9γqdt ą 0.

Critical points of the length functional Lg are called geodesics and play a key role in the local as
well as the global analysis of Riemannian manifolds. Such a geodesic γ will be referred to as closed
if it is periodic, i.e. if γ P C8pS1; Σq. Closed geodesics always exist if Σ is closed (i.e. compact
and without boundary). Indeed, if Σ 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 Lg
in a nontrivial homotopy class. We may thus define the length of the shortest closed geodesic

(1.1) `pΣ, gq :“ inftLgpγq | γ : S1 Ñ pΣ, gq closed geodesicu.

An important task is to relate `pΣ, gq 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

`pΣ, gq ď C
b

µgpΣq.(1.2)

Here µg denotes the Riemannian measure induced by the metric g. For Σ “ S2, Croke [7] proved
(1.2) with a nonoptimal universal constant. For further literature, see [5, 8, 21], and references
therein.

On the other hand, lower bounds on `pΣ, gq play a vital role, for example in Cheeger’s finiteness
theorem [6], where an L8-bound on the curvature is assumed. If the Gauss curvature is pinched,
i.e. if

(1.3) 1{4 ď K ď 1 on Σ,

a result by Klingenberg [13] yields that the injectivity radius ipΣ, gq satisfies ipΣ, gq ě π, and thus
one immediately concludes `pΣ, gq ě 2 ipΣ, gq ě 2π.

In this paper, we consider the case where pΣ, gq is isometrically immersed in Rn. We show that
in order to bound `pΣ, gq from below, the pointwise bounds on the Gauss curvature, cf. (1.3), 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 L2-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 Rn.
For an immersion f : Σ Ñ Rn of a 2-dimensional manifold Σ, we denote by g “ gf the pullback
metric along f of the Euclidean inner product x¨, ¨y in Rn. Moreover, the second fundamental form
A “ Af gives rise to the mean curvature vector H “ Hf “ trgf pAf q and the Gauss curvature
K “ Kf . Note that Kf “ Kgf is determined by the metric by Gauss’s Theorema Egregium.
Whenever there is no ambiguity, we will omit the dependence on f and gf . The area and Willmore
energy of f are defined by

Apfq :“ µpΣq, Wpfq :“
1

4

ˆ
Σ

|H|2 dµ.

If Σ is closed, then Wpfq ě 4π 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 (1.2) 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 Cpnq ą 0 such that for all immersions f : S2 Ñ Rn we have

`pS2, gf q ě Cpnq p6π ´Wpfqq
a

Apfq.

Clearly, Theorem 1.1 is only meaningful if Wpfq ă 6π. Hence, at least in codimension one,
requiring Σ “ S2 is no restriction. Indeed, if Σ has genus p ě 1, we have Wpfq ě 2π2 for all
f : Σ Ñ R3 by the Willmore conjecture [17]. Moreover, the constant Cpnq 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 6π and the topological assumption
Σ “ S2 in Theorem 1.1 are sharp, see Examples 1.3 and 1.4 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 S2 into two topological disks both of which
have Willmore energy at least 2π 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 4π Willmore
energy as a consequence of elementary diameter bounds, cf. Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, and Simon’s
monotonicity formula, see Lemma 2.3. 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 S2 and control the curvature in the resulting parts
individually, see Section 3.

Combining Theorem 1.1 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 Cpnq ą 0 as in Theorem 1.1, for all immersions f : S2 Ñ Rn we have

(1.4) ipS2, gf q ě min

#

π
a

maxKf

,
Cpnq

2
p6π ´Wpfqq

a

Apfq

+

.
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(a) A closed geodesic γa of length 2πa on Σ3. (b) A noninjective closed geodesic γa on Σ5.

Figure 1. Short closed geodesics on Σ3 and Σ5.

1.2. Optimality discussion. We now illustrate the optimality of the assumptions in Theorem 1.1
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 ą 0 and height 2a; half a sphere of radius a:

Σ1 “ tpx1, x2, x3q P R3 | x2
1 ` x

2
2 ` x

2
3 “ 1, x3 ď 1´ sau;

Σ2 “ tpa coshpt{aq cospθq, a coshpt{aq sinpθq, tq | ´ta ď t ď 0, 0 ď θ ă 2πu;

Σ3 “ tpx1, x2, x3q P R3 | x2
1 ` x

2
2 “ a2, |x3| ď au;

Σ4 “ tpx1, x2, x3q P R3 | x2
1 ` x

2
2 ` x

2
3 “ a2, x3 ě 0u.

Clearly, Σ3 contains a closed circular geodesic γa of length 2πa. If sa, ta are chosen in a suitable
way, after rotation and translation the four pieces can be glued together with C1,1-regularity. After
smoothing at the gluing regions without affecting the geodesic γa and rescaling, we thus obtain
immersions fa : S2 Ñ R3 with corresponding closed geodesics γa : S1 Ñ pS2, gfaq such that

lim
aÑ0

Lgfa pγaq “ 0, lim
aÑ0

Wpfaq “ 6π, lim
aÑ0

Apfaq “ 1,

see Figure 1a. For b ą 0, we may replace Σ3 with a suitably small spheroid of the form

(1.5) Σ5 “ tapcosptq cospθq, cosptq sinpθq, b sinptqq | |t| ď a, 0 ď θ ă 2πu,

where Σ2, Σ4 need to be adjusted accordingly, see Figure 1b. Choosing b “ bpa,Nq as in Lemma 5.2
below (with ε “ a), we may even achieve that the geodesics γa have exactly N P N distinct self-
intersections, cf. Figure 4, while still being arbitrarily short by (5.11).

Example 1.3 (Optimality of the 6π-threshold). For each N P N there exists a family of smooth
embeddings fa : S2 Ñ R3, 0 ă a ă a0, and corresponding closed geodesics γa : S1 Ñ pS2, gfaq, each
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of which having exactly N distinct self-intersections, such that

lim
aÑ0

Lgfa pγaq “ 0, lim
aÑ0

Wpfaq “ 6π, lim
aÑ0

Apfaq “ 1.

Theorem 1.1 cannot be generalized to surfaces with higher genus. Indeed, by [3, 14, 22] each
orientable closed surface of genus p ě 1 admits an embedding of minimal Willmore energy. After
replacing some part of a minimizer with a small flat disk, a suitable Möbius 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 ε ą 0 and each closed, connected, and orientable
surface Σ of genus p ě 1 there exists an embedding fε : Σ Ñ Rn such that

Apfεq “ 1, Wpfεq ď inftWpfq | f : Σ Ñ Rn immersionu ` ε,

and pΣ, gfεq contains an injective null-homotopic geodesic γ : S1 Ñ pΣ, gfεq with Lgfε pγq ă ε.

On round spheres, the absolute minimizer of W, all closed geodesics are injective. However,
gluing the spheroid Σ5 as in (1.5) together with two spherical caps and letting a Ñ 0, Lemma 5.2
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 P N and ε ą 0 there exists
an embedding f : S2 Ñ R3 with Apfq “ 1 which contains a closed geodesic with exactly N distinct
self-intersections and Wpfq ă 4π ` ε.

Since these geodesics intersect many times, they are unlikely to realize (1.1). While shortest
closed geodesics might be noninjective in general [19, p. 31], they are injective if K ě 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 1.7 below. This naturally leads to the following
open problem.

Question 1.6. Let f : S2 Ñ Rn be an immersion with Apfq “ 1 such that the shortest closed
geodesic on pS2, gf q is noninjective. Does there exist a universal constant C ą 4π such that
Wpfq ě C?

Finally, we discuss the optimality of Corollary 1.2. 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 ε ą 0 there exists an embedding f : S2 Ñ R3

with Wpfq ă 4π ` ε and Apfq “ 1 such that maxKf ą 1{ε and minKf ă ´1{ε.

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 A.1.

The right hand side of (1.4) for Example 1.7 equals π{
a

maxKf which is less than π
?
ε. However,

we could not verify that Example 1.7 indeed has small injectivity radius which leaves the following
problem unsolved.
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Question 1.8. Let fk : S2 Ñ Rn be a sequence of immersions such that limkÑ8 ipS2, gfkq “ 0 and
Apfkq “ 1. Does there exist a universal constant C ą 4π such that lim infkÑ8Wpfkq ě C?

Note that if lim supkÑ8Wpfkq ă 6π, by Corollary 1.2 the Gauss curvatures of such a sequence
necessarily degenerate in the sense that limkÑ8maxKfk “ 8.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this article, we denote by Σ a compact, connected, and orientable two-dimensional
smooth manifold without boundary. Let f : Σ Ñ Rn be an immersion. For an open set D Ă Σ we
define

Apf,Dq :“

ˆ
D

1 dµ, Wpf,Dq :“
1

4

ˆ
D

|H|2 dµ.

Further, we denote PSpS1; Σq :“ tγ P C0pS1; Σq : γ piecewise smoothu. In the sequel we will often
consider domains D that satisfy

Each connected component of BD can be parametrized by a piecewise

immersed curve γ P PSpS1; Σq having only finitely many self-intersections.
(A)

Piecewise immersed in this context means that 9γptq ‰ 0 for all but finitely many t P S1. If D
satisfies (A) then it is easily seen to be a manifold with thin singular set, in the sense of [2, Chapter
XII, 3]. The length LgpBDq is defined as the sum of the lengths of the parametrizations chosen as
in (A). If it is possible to choose all curves γ in (A) without self-intersections then we say that D
has (piecewise smooth) embedded boundary. Moreover, since f : pΣ, gf q Ñ pRn, x¨, ¨yq is an isometry,
the intrinsic and extrinsic lengths coincide

(2.1) Lpf ˝ γq :“ Lx¨,¨ypf ˝ γq “ Lgf pγq

for any immersed curve γ : pa, bq Ñ Σ.

2.1. The Gauss divergence formula and consequences. Let f : Σ Ñ Rn be an immersion
and D Ă Σ satisfying (A). For φ P C8pΣ;Rnq we define divφpxq :“

ř2
i“1xBτiφpxq, Bτifpxqy, where

tτ1, τ2u is an orthonormal basis of TxΣ. We define the outward pointing unit normal νpxq “ νDpxq
as in [2, p. 412] for all but finitely many points in x P BD. For such x we also consider the
unit conormal ηpxq :“ Bνfpxq P Sn´1. With the aid of [2, Theorem XII.3.15] one can derive the
divergence theorem for immersed surfaces

(2.2)

ˆ
D

divφ dµ “

ˆ
BD

xφ, ηy ds´

ˆ
D

xφ,Hy dµ for all φ P C8pΣ;Rnq.

Here ds “ dsgf denotes the arc length element of the parametrizations γ : S1 Ñ pΣ, gf q chosen as
in (A). We gather some useful consequences of this formula in the following.

Lemma 2.1. Let f : Σ Ñ Rn be an immersion and D Ă Σ satisfy (A). Then

diampfpDqq ě 2
Apf,Dq

LgpBDq ` 2Wpf,Dq 1
2Apf,Dq 1

2

.

Proof. For z P BD arbitrary we use φpxq :“ fpxq ´ fpzq in (2.2) and find (with divφ ” 2)

2Apf,Dq “
ˆ
BD

xfpxq ´ fpzq, ηpxqy dspxq ´

ˆ
D

xfpxq ´ fpzq, Hpxqy dµpxq.



SHORT CLOSED GEODESICS AND THE WILLMORE ENERGY 6

Estimating |fpxq ´ fpzq| ď diampfpDqq we find

2Apf,Dq ď diampfpDqqLgpBDq ` diampfpDqq

ˆ
D

|H| dµ.

Using that
´
D
|H| dµ ď 2Wpf,Dq 1

2Apf,Dq 1
2 , the claim follows. �

Lemma 2.2. Let f : Σ Ñ Rn be an immersion and D Ă Σ satisfy (A) with connected boundary

BD. Then there exists some x0 P D such that distpfpx0q, fpBDqq ě
diampfpDqq´LgpBDq

2 .

Proof. Assume the opposite, i.e. distpfpzq, fpBDqq ă
diampfpDqq´LgpBDq

2 “: α for all z P D. One
readily checks that there exists ε ą 0 such that maxxPD distpfpxq, fpBDqq ď α´ ε. In that case one
has

diampfpDqq “ sup
x,yPD

|fpxq ´ fpyq| ď sup
x,yPD

inf
z1,z2PBD

|fpxq ´ fpz1q| ` |fpz1q ´ fpz2q| ` |fpz2q ´ fpyq|

ď 2pα´ εq ` diampfpBDqq.(2.3)

Since D satisfies (A) and BD is connected, there exists a single curve γ P PSpS1; Σq as in (A) such
that BD “ γpS1q. We infer from elementary estimates and (2.1)

(2.4) diampfpBDqq “ sup
t,sPS1

|fpγptqq ´ fpγpsqq| ď Lpf ˝ γq “ Lgpγq “ LgpBDq.

Using this and the definition of α, (2.3) implies diampfpDqq ď diampfpDqq´2ε, a contradiction. �

The divergence theorem (2.2) 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 : Σ Ñ Rn be an immersion and D Ă Σ satisfy (A).
Then for each x0 P DzBD one has

4π ďWpf,Dq ` 2

ˆ
BD

1

|fpxq ´ fpx0q|
dspxq.

2.2. The Gauss–Bonnet formula. We recall the Gauss–Bonnet formula (cf. [15, Chapter 9]).
Suppose that g is a Riemannian metric on Σ with induced Riemannian measure µ and Gauss
curvature K. Then for each piecewise immersed and simply closed curve γ P PSpS1; Σq satisfying
γpS1q “ BΩ for an open set Ω Ă Σ one has

(2.5)

ˆ
Ω

K dµ`

ˆ
γ

κ ds`
k
ÿ

i“1

θi “ 2π.

For a unit speed parametrization of γ, the term κptq :“ g
`

D
dt 9γptq, Nptq

˘

is the geodesic curvature

of γ at t P S1, where Nptq is chosen such that p 9γptq, Nptqq is an oriented basis of TγptqΣ. Furthermore
if ta1, ..., anu Ă Σ is the set of vertices of γ, i.e. points with the property that γptiq “ ai for some
ti P S1 with 9γpt`i q ‰ 9γpt´i q, then θi P r´π, πs is the exterior angle of γ at its vertices, meaning that

θi “ sgn
`

dV p 9γpt´i q, 9γpt`i q
˘

arccos
`

gp 9γpt´i q, 9γpt`i qq
˘

,

where dV is a nonvanishing and alternating 2-form determined by the orientation of Σ. We remark
that the prerequisites on Ω in (2.5) are satisfied if and only if Ω is a topological disk, satisfies (A),
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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 saysˆ

Σ

K dµ “ 2πχpΣq,

where χpΣq is the Euler characteristic of Σ, 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 γ : S1 Ñ Σ divides
a surface Σ 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 Σ “ S2.

Lemma 3.1. Let γ : S1 Ñ pΣ, gq be a closed geodesic. Then γ 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 tn ‰ sn P S1 with γptnq “ γpsnq.
After passing to a subsequence, we find that tn Ñ t, sn Ñ s P S1 as nÑ8, so that γptq “ γpsq “: x
by continuity.

With respect to local coordinates around x, we may write γ in terms of its coordinate functions
γ1pτq, γ2pτq for τ P S1 sufficiently close to t or s. Now, if t “ s, we find

9γipsq “ lim
nÑ8

ˆ 1

0

9γipsn ` τptn ´ snqqdτ “ lim
nÑ8

γiptnq ´ γ
ipsnq

tn ´ sn
“ 0 for i “ 1, 2.

Since 9γpτq “ 9γipτq Bxi |γpτq, this contradicts the fact that γ is immersed. If, on the other hand,

t ‰ s, then x “ γptq “ γpsq is a self.intersection. However, in this case 9γptq and 9γpsq are linearly
dependent, since

det

ˆ

9γ1ptq 9γ1psq
9γ2ptq 9γ2psq

˙

“ lim
nÑ8

det

˜

γ1
ptnq´γ

1
ptq

tn´t
γ1
psnq´γ

1
psq

sn´s
γ2
ptnq´γ

2
ptq

tn´t
γ2
psnq´γ

2
psq

sn´s

¸

“ 0,

which also yields a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.2. Suppose Σ is a topological sphere and let γ : S1 Ñ pΣ, gq be a closed, noninjective
geodesic. Then ΣzγpS1q has finitely many connected components D1, . . . , Dm. For all i “ 1, . . . ,m,
the set Di is topologically an open disk, satisfies (A), and we have

´
Di
Kdµ ă 2π.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, γ can only have finitely many self-intersections, all of which must be nontan-
gential. Hence, the number of connected components D1, . . . , Dm of ΣzγpS1q is finite and each of
the Di is open in Σ with BDi given by a single curve in PSpS1; Σq, consisting of geodesic segments
of γ. We now claim that the boundary BDi (taken inside Σ) of each disk Di contains a vertex
which is a self-intersection point of γ. Assume the opposite. Then there exists one disk Di0 with
C1-boundary. Since however the geodesic equation is of second order, BDi0 must already be smooth
and thus the image of the whole geodesic. This contradicts the assumption that γ is noninjective.

Fix 1 ď i ď m and let D :“ Di. We would now like to apply the Gauss–Bonnet formula (2.5) to
D. However, the boundary BD might have points of higher multiplicity, i.e. not be parametrizable
by a simply closed curve. Since BD consists of parts of γ, by Lemma 3.1 it may only contain finitely
many vertices, say a1, . . . , aN P γpS1q with N P N. Now, for each 1 ď j ď N choose an open
neighborhood Bj of aj which is a topological disk and has embedded smooth boundary, such that



SHORT CLOSED GEODESICS AND THE WILLMORE ENERGY 8

Figure 2. Decomposing a neighborhood of aj into triangles.

aj is the only point of γ in Bj with higher multiplicity and such that B̄j X B̄j1 “ H for all j ‰ j1.
Moreover, we may assume that BjXD is the disjoint union of finitely many open triangles T kj with

vertices at aj , b
k
j , c

k
j and corresponding exterior angles αkj , β

k
j , γ

k
j , 1 ď k ď dj , where two of the

edges of T kj consist of parts of γ and the third edge is given by BBj X BT
k
j , see Figure 2. For each

1 ď j ď N and 1 ď k ď dj , the Gauss–Bonnet formula yieldsˆ
Tkj

K dµ` αkj ` β
k
j ` γ

k
j `

ˆ
BBjXBTkj

κds “ 2π.(3.1)

By the above cutting procedure, the set R :“ DzpB̄1Y¨ ¨ ¨Y B̄N q has (piecewise smooth) embedded
boundary. Since Σ 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 bkj , ckj is also a

vertex of R with exterior angle β̂kj , γ̂
k
j , respectively, and these are the only vertices of R. The angles

satisfy the relation

π “ βkj ` β̂
k
j “ γkj ` γ̂

k
j for 1 ď k ď dj , 1 ď j ď N.(3.2)

The Gauss–Bonnet formula for R yields

ˆ
R

K dµ`
N
ÿ

j“1

dj
ÿ

k“1

pβ̂kj ` γ̂
k
j q `

N
ÿ

j“1

dj
ÿ

k“1

ˆ
BBjXBTkj

p´κqds “ 2π.(3.3)

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

ˆ
D

K dµ “

ˆ
R

K dµ`
N
ÿ

j“1

dj
ÿ

k“1

ˆ
Tkj

K dµ “ 2π ´
N
ÿ

j“1

dj
ÿ

k“1

´

αkj ` β
k
j ` γ

k
j ` β̂

k
j ` γ̂

k
j ´ 2π

¯

“ 2π ´
N
ÿ

j“1

dj
ÿ

k“1

αkj ,(3.4)

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

angle of T kj at aj , satisfies αkj ą 0 for all 1 ď k ď dj , and 1 ď j ď N . This follows by applying

Lemma 3.5 below to U :“ T kj and p :“ aj and noting that αkj “ 0 is impossible by Lemma 3.1. �
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Figure 3. Construction of the cone C with opening angle ω P pπ, 2πq.

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 γ at its self-intersections are bounded from below uniformly,
i.e. there exists ξ P p0, π{2q with

arccos

ˆ

gp 9γptq, 9γpsqq

| 9γptq|g| 9γpsq|g

˙

P pξ, π ´ ξq for all t ‰ s P S1 with γptq “ γpsq.(3.5)

Using this and dj ě 1 to estimate (3.4), the estimate in Lemma 3.2 can be improved toˆ
Di

K dµ ď 2π ´Niξ,

where Ni P N is the number of self-intersections of γ which are contained in BDi.

Lemma 3.5. Let γ : S1 “ R{2πZ Ñ pΣ, gq be a closed curve. Let a1 ă b1 ă a2 ă b2 P r0, 2πq and
let c1 “ γ|ra1,b1s, c2 “ γ|ra2,b2s be embedded subsegments with p :“ γpb1q “ γpa2q and γpxq ‰ γpyq
for any px, yq P ra1, b1q ˆ pa2, b2s. Let U Ă Σ be such that

(i) U is an open triangle with embedded, piecewise smooth boundary BU ;
(ii) U X γpS1q “ BU X γpS1q “ c1pra1, b1sq Y c2pra2, b2sq.

Then the exterior angle θ of U at p satisfies θ ě 0.

Proof. Since the statement is local, after composing with a normal coordinate chart around the
point p, we may assume that γ is a planar curve, i.e. U Ă Σ “ R2, g “ x¨, ¨y, and p “ p0, 0q P R2.
Let θ be the exterior angle at p “ p0, 0q as in the statement and assume, for the sake of contradiction,
that θ ă 0. Then the interior angle of U is given by π ´ θ P pπ, 2πq.

First, we observe that there exists an open cone C Ă R2 of opening angle ω ą π and some ε ą 0
such that

C XBεp0q Ă U XBεp0q.(3.6)

This is readily checked using that the blow-up of the triangle U around the vertex p “ p0, 0q is a
cone whose opening angle equals the interior angle π ´ θ ą π. From there it is easy to obtain an
open cone C with opening angle ω P pπ, π ´ θq which satisfies (3.6), see Figure 3.

By continuity, we have γptq P Bεp0q for t P pb1´ δ, b1` δq for δ ą 0 small enough. By assumption
((ii)), we have γpS1q X U “ H, and hence (3.6) implies γptq P Bεp0qzC for all t P pb1 ´ δ, b1 ` δq.

Now, Z :“ R2zC is a closed cone with opening angle 2π´ω ă π and γ|pb1´δ,b1`δq is an immersion
with γptq P Z for all t P pb1 ´ δ, b1 ` δq. After rotation, we may assume that Z lies entirely in
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H Y t0u, where H “ tpx, yq P R2 | y ą 0u is the open upper half plane. Write γ “ pγ1, γ2q. As γ2

becomes minimal at t “ b1, we have 9γ1pb1q “ λ for some λ ‰ 0, since γ is an immersion. Taylor’s
expansion yields γptq “ γpb1q ` pt´ b1qλe1 ` rptqpt´ b1q with limtÑb1 rptq “ 0. We thus find that
pt ´ b1qλe1 ` rptqpt ´ b1q P Z. As Z is homothety-invariant and closed, we may take any t ą b1,
divide by t´ b1 and pass to the limit tÑ b1 to conclude λe1 P Z. A contradiction. �

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 ΣzγpS1q if Σ “ S2 and γ is a closed
geodesic.

Lemma 4.1. Let f : S2 Ñ Rn be an immersion. Let γ : S1 Ñ pS2, gf q be a closed geodesic and let
D1, ..., Dm be the finitely many connected components of S2zγpS1q. Then for all i “ 1, . . . ,m the
following holds.

(i) If γ is injective, then m “ 2 and Wpf, S2zDiq ě 2π;
(ii) If γ is noninjective, then Wpf, S2zDiq ą 2π;

(iii) If γ is noninjective with angles at the self-intersections bounded from below by ξ ą 0 in
the sense of (3.5), then Wpf, S2zDiq ě 2π ` Niξ, where Ni P N is the number of self-
intersections of γ contained in BDi.

Proof. If γ is injective, it is a simple closed curve and m “ 2 follows from the Jordan curve theorem.
Note that in this case BDi contains no vertices and is parametrized by the simple closed curve γ.
We may thus directly apply the Gauss–Bonnet formula to Di, finding thatˆ

Di

K dµ “ 2π,(4.1)

since the geodesic curvature of γ is zero and since Di is a topological disk. Moreover, the global
Gauss–Bonnet theorem implies ˆ

S2zDi
K dµ “ 4π ´

ˆ
Di

K dµ,(4.2)

since χpS2q “ 2. The claim then follows from (4.1) and (4.2) combined with the elementary estimate
K ď 1

4 |H|
2.

The remaining cases are similar, but we replace (4.1) by the upper bound for
´
Di
K dµ in

Lemma 3.2 for case (ii) and by the upper bound in Remark 3.4 for case (iii), respectively. �

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

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let f : S2 Ñ Rn be an immersion with Wpfq ă 6π and let γ : S1 Ñ pS2, gq
be a closed geodesic where g “ gf . Let D1, . . . , Dm be the finitely many connected components
of S2zγpS1q as in Lemma 3.2. In particular, each Dk is a topological disk satisfying (A). After
rescaling, we may assume Apfq “ 1.

Let M :“ maxk“1,...,mApf,Dkq. By the handshaking lemma (i.e. counting the boundaries of the
domains counts each edge twice) we have

m
ÿ

k“1

LgpBDkq “ 2Lgpγq.



SHORT CLOSED GEODESICS AND THE WILLMORE ENERGY 11

By Simon’s diameter bound with boundary [22, Lemma 1.2] for some C “ Cpnq ą 0 we have

diam fpDkq ď C

ˆˆ
Dk

|A| dµ` diam fpBDkq

˙

ď C

ˆˆ
Dk

|A| dµ` LgpBDkq

˙

,

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

m
ÿ

k“1

diam fpDkq ď C

ˆˆ
S2
|A| dµ` 2 Lgpγq

˙

ď C

˜

ˆˆ
S2
|A|2 dµ

˙
1
2

` 2Lgpγq

¸

.

By the Gauss–Bonnet theorem
´
S2 |A|

2 dµ “
´
S2p|H|

2 ´ 2Kq dµ “ 4Wpfq ´ 8π ď 16π, hence

(4.3)
m
ÿ

k“1

diam fpDkq ď Cp1` Lgpγqq,

after modifying C “ Cpnq ą 0. Applying Lemma 2.1 to each Dk, we obtain

2Apf,Dkq ď diam fpDkq LgpBDkq ` 2 diam fpDkqWpf,Dkq
1
2Apf,Dkq

1
2

ď diam fpDkq

´

LgpBDkq ` 2
?

6π
?
M

¯

ď C diam fpDkq

´

Lgpγq `
?
M

¯

,(4.4)

after further increasing C “ Cpnq. Now, up to a µ-null set S2 is the disjoint union
Ťm
k“1Dk and

summing the inequality (4.4) over k P t1, ...,mu we find together with (4.3) that

2 “ 2Apfq “
m
ÿ

k“1

2Apf,Dkq ď C
m
ÿ

k“1

diam fpDkq

´

Lgpγq `
?
M

¯

ď C p1` Lgpγqq
´

Lgpγq `
?
M

¯

.(4.5)

Now we fix some L “ Lpnq ą 0 sufficiently small such that

0 ă
1

C
ă

2

Cp1` Lgpγqq
´ Lgpγq whenever Lgpγq ď L.

Let k0 P t1, . . . ,mu be such that Apf,Dk0q “M . If Lgpγq ď L by (4.5) we have

Apf,Dk0q “M ě

ˆ

2

Cp1` Lgpγqq
´ Lgpγq

˙2

ě
1

C2
.

We apply Lemma 2.1 to Dk0 which yields

diam fpDk0q ě 2
1
C2

Lgpγq ` 2
?

6π
ě α,

whenever Lgpγq ď L for some α “ αpC,Lq “ αpnq ą 0. We define α1 :“ mintα2 , Lu and note that
α1 “ α1pnq ą 0.

Now, if Lgpγq ď α1, then by Lemma 2.2 there exists x0 P Dk0 such that

distpfpx0q, fpBDk0qq ě
diam fpDk0q ´ LgpBDk0q

2
ě

diam fpDk0q ´ Lgpγq
2

ě
α

4
.

We may thus apply Lemma 2.3, yielding

4π ďWpf,Dk0q ` 2

ˆ
BDk0

|fpxq ´ fpx0q|´1 dspxq ďWpf,Dk0q `
8Lgpγq
α

.
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Applying Lemma 4.1 we find that Wpf, S2zDk0q ě 2π and consequently

6π ďWpfq ` 8Lgpγq
α

,

and the statement follows in this case. It remains to consider the case where Lgpγq ą α1. But since
Wpfq ě 4π, the statement then follows trivially by

Lgpγq ą
6π ´ 4π

2π
α1 ě

6π ´Wpfq
2π

α1. �

In the case of noninjective geodesics with bounded intersection angle, the above proof yields the
following improvement of Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 4.2. Let f : S2 Ñ Rn be an immersion, γ : S1 Ñ pS2, gf q be a noninjective closed
geodesic, and ξ P p0, π{2q. Assume that γ intersects itself in angles bounded by ξ in the sense of
(3.5). Then

Lgf pγq ě Cpnqp6π ` ξ ´Wpfqq
a

Apfq.

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) fpu1, u2q “ phpu2q cospu1q, hpu2q sinpu1q, gpu2qq

where h, g are smooth real-valued functions with h ą 0 and u1 P R, u2 P J , where J Ă R is an
interval. Let γ :“

a

ph1q2 ` pg1q2. Then the coefficients of the metric tensor are given by

E “ xB1f, B1fy “ h2, F “ xB1f, B2fy “ 0, G “ xB2f, B2fy “ γ2.

For a curve with coordinate functions u1ptq, u2ptq, the geodesic equations are

:u1 ` 2
h1pu2q

hpu2q
9u1 9u2 “ 0,(5.2)

:u2 ´
hpu2qh

1pu2q

γpu2q
2

9u1 9u1 `
γ1pu2q

γpu2q
9u2 9u2 “ 0,(5.3)

where the dot derivative is with respect to the time variable t, see [1, p. 5]. The first equation is
p 9u1hpu2q

2q
‚

“ 0. Thus, 9u1hpu2q
2 “ c for some constant c, which is known as Clairaut’s relation. A

geodesic of unit speed satisfies

(5.4) 1 “ 9u2
1E ` 9u2

2G “ 9u2
1h

2 ` 9u2
2γ

2.

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

(5.5) 9u1 “
c

hpu2q
2
, | 9u2| “

1

γ

d

1´
c2

hpu2q
2
.
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Lemma 5.1. Let f be as in (5.1) with J “ p´α, αq, α ą 0. Suppose

h ą 0, hpxq “ hp´xq, h1pxq ă 0 for x P p0, αq, hp0q “ 1, hpαq “ 0.(5.6)

Let c P p0, 1q, and let ζcptq “ fpu1ptq, u2ptqq be the unique unit speed geodesic on the surface of
revolution paramertrized by f with u1p0q “ u2p0q “ 0, 9u1p0q “ c, and 9u2p0q “

?
1´ c2 ą 0. Then

the following holds.

(i) ζc : R Ñ fpS1 ˆ Jq exists globally, we have maxR u2 “ u2pt0q P p0, αq for some unique
t0 ą 0, and this strict global maximum is given by the unique t0 ą 0 with u2pt0q ą 0 and
hpu2pt0qq “ c ą 0.

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

(5.7) Ic :“ ´2c

ˆ hp0q

c

γph´1pyqq

y
a

y2 ´ c2
dy

h1ph´1pyqq
“ pN ` 1qπ,

then ζc|r0,4t0s is closed and possesses exactly N distinct self-intersections.

(iii) The length of ζc satisfies 2pN ` 1qπc ď Lpζcq ď 2pN`1qπ
c .

Proof. After reparametrization of the curve ph, gq, we may assume that it is parametrized by
arc length, i.e. γ ” 1, while still satisfying (5.6) with a suitably modified interval J . Such a
reparametrization will not affect the surface, the maximum of u2, or the curve ζc, and also Ic is
invariant under replacing h with h ˝ ϕ with ϕp0q “ 0 and ϕ1 ą 0.

Suppose that there exists a sequence tn Ñ t˚ with u2ptnq Ñ α. Since hpαq “ 0, (5.4) and (5.5)
yield a contradiction. Hence, supu2 ă α, and thus ζc does not intersect fpR ˆ tαuq and, with
a similar argument using that h is even, neither fpR ˆ t´αuq. Consequently u1, u2 and ζc exist
globally, i.e. for all t P R. Now, (5.3) reads

:u2 “ hpu2qh
1pu2q 9u2

1.

As c ą 0, we have 9u1 ą 0 as long as u2 P p0, αq by (5.5), and thus, by (5.6), u2 is strictly concave
on u´1

2 p0, αq. We take t0 “ suptT ą 0 | 9u2ptq ą 0 for all t P r0, T su P p0,8s. By monotonicity and
since supu2 ă α, the limit umax “ limtÑt0´ u2ptq P p0, αq exists. Moreover, 9u2 is strictly deceasing
in p0, t0q and hence also limtÑt0´ 9u2ptq exists. Now, if t0 “ 8 was true, then there would exist a
sequence tn Ñ t0 “ 8 with limnÑ8 :u2ptnq “ 0 so that (5.3) and (5.5) would imply h1pumaxq “ 0
which by (5.6) contradicts umax ą 0. Thus t0 ă 8. By continuity 9u2pt0q “ 0, and thus by concavity
u2 attains its strict global maximum umax “ u2pt0q ą 0 at t0, satisfying hpu2pt0qq “ c by (5.5). On
the other hand, any t0 ą 0 with u2pt0q ą 0 and hpu2pt0qq “ c ą 0 necessarily satisfies 9u2pt0q “ 0
by (5.5), and the proof of (i) is complete.

For (ii), define Ic as above and let t0 P R as in (i). By the computation in [1, p. 6], we have

(5.8) u1pt0q ´ u1p0q “
Ic
2
“
pN ` 1qπ

2
.

Now, for t P rt0, 2t0s we claim that

u1ptq “ ´u1p2t0 ´ tq ` pN ` 1qπ,

u2ptq “ u2p2t0 ´ tq.
(5.9)

This can be seen by verifying that the right hand side defines the component functions of a geodesic,
i.e. a solution to (5.2)–(5.3), which closes in a C1-fashion with ζc at t “ t0 so (5.9) follows from
the uniqueness of solutions to the geodesic equations. We now discuss the self-intersections of ζc
in r0, 2t0s. Using that u2 is strictly increasing on r0, t0q, we find that ζc|r0,t0s and ζc|rt0,2t0s are
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(a) b » 4.038, c » 0.980, ε “ 0.2, N “ 3. (b) b » 4.009, c » 0.995, ε “ 0.1, N “ 3.

(c) b » 5.049, c » 0.980, ε “ 0.2, N “ 4. (d) b » 5.012, c » 0.995, ε “ 0.1, N “ 4.

Figure 4. Plots of noninjective closed geodesics on the spheroid for different pa-
rameters b, c, ε, N .

injective. Now, suppose that we have s P r0, t0q and s1 P rt0, 2t0s such that u1psq “ u1ps
1q mod 2π

and u2psq “ u2ps
1q. By (5.9) and since 9u2 ą 0 on r0, t0s, we conclude s1 “ 2t0 ´ s and it follows

that 2u1psq “ pN ` 1qπ mod 2π or equivalently

2u1psq “

#

π mod 2π if N is even,

0 mod 2π if N is odd.
(5.10)

Since 2u1 is strictly increasing from 0 to pN ` 1qπ on r0, t0s by (5.8), if N is even, then (5.10) has
exactly N{2 solutions in r0, t0q. If N is odd, then there are exactly pN ` 1q{2 solutions of (5.10)
in the interval r0, t0q, one of which is s “ 0. Using that h is an even function and g is odd, we may
argue as in (5.9) to show that for t P r2t0, 4t0s we have

u1ptq “ u1pt´ 2t0q ` pN ` 1qπ,

u2ptq “ ´u2pt´ 2t0q.

This implies that ζc is C1-closed on r0, 4t0s and statement (ii) is proven.
For the length bound (iii), observe that by (5.5) and (5.8) we have

pN ` 1qπ

2
“ u1pt0q ´ u1p0q “

ˆ t0

0

c

hpu2ptqq2
dt.

Since hpu2q is montonotically decreasing on r0, t0s with hpu2p0qq “ 1 and hpu2pt0qq “ c, we conclude
ct0 ď pN ` 1qπ{2 ď t0{c. Using that ζc is parametrized by arc length, we have Lpζcq “ 4t0 and (iii)
follows. �

Lemma 5.2. For all N P N and ε ą 0 there exists N ` 1 ă b ă N ` 1` ε such that the surface of
revolution parametrized by f as in (5.1) with ph, gq “ pcos, b sinq and J “ p´π

2 ,
π
2 q contains a closed
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geodesic ζc “ fpu1, u2q with exactly N distinct self-intersections, maxR |u2| ă ε, and

2pN ` 1qπp1´ εq ď Lpf ˝ ζq ď 2pN ` 1qπ

1´ ε
.(5.11)

Proof. Let ζc, u1, u2 be as in Lemma 5.1. Clearly, h “ cos satisfies (5.6). By Lemma 5.1(i),
the geodesic ζcptq “ fpu1ptq, u2ptqq exists globally and maxR u2pt0q “ h´1pcq “ arccos c Ñ 0` as
c Ñ 1´. The statement thus follows from Lemma 5.1(i)–(iii) if we can prove that given ε P p0, 1q
and N P N, there exists 1´ ε ă c ă 1 and N ` 1 ă b ă N ` 1` ε such that Ic “ pN ` 1qπ with Ic
as in (5.7). By direct computation

h1ph´1pyqq “ ´
a

1´ y2, γpxq2 “ h1pxq2 ` g1pxq2 “ 1` pb2 ´ 1qhpxq2,

which gives

(5.12) Ic “ 2c

ˆ 1

c

a

1` pb2 ´ 1qy2

y
a

y2 ´ c2
dy

a

1´ y2
“ 2c

ˆ 1

c

a

b2 ´ 1` y´2

a

py2 ´ c2qp1´ y2q
dy.

The complete elliptic integral of the first kind is defined by

Kpkq “

ˆ π
2

0

dx
a

1´ k2 sin2 x
for 0 ď k ă 1,

see [4, 110.06]. Obviously, K ě Kp0q “ π{2. By [4, 217.00], as 0 ă c ă 1 there holds

(5.13) Ic ă 2
a

c2pb2 ´ 1q ` 1

ˆ 1

c

dy
a

py2 ´ c2qp1´ y2q
“ 2

a

c2pb2 ´ 1q ` 1Kp
a

1´ c2q.

Consider now

Lpcq :“ 2
a

c2ppN ` 1q2 ´ 1q ` 1Kp
a

1´ c2q for 0 ă c ă 1.

There holds

L1pcq “
2cppN ` 1q2 ´ 1qKp

?
1´ c2q

a

c2ppN ` 1q2 ´ 1q ` 1
` 2

a

c2ppN ` 1q2 ´ 1q ` 1K 1p
a

1´ c2q
´c

?
1´ c2

.

From the power series expansion of K, see [4, 900.00], we infer limkÑ0`Kpkq “ π{2 as well as
limkÑ0`K

1pkq{k “ π{4 which implies

lim
cÑ1´

L1pcq “
2ppN ` 1q2 ´ 1qπ{2

N ` 1
´ 2pN ` 1qπ{4 “ π

´

N ` 1´
1

N ` 1
´
N ` 1

2

¯

ą 0.

Since Lp1q “ pN ` 1qπ, it thus follows Lpc1q ă pN ` 1qπ for some 1´ ε ă c1 ă 1. By (5.13) and a
continuity argument, we can now choose N ` 1 ă b ă N ` 1` ε such that Ic1 ă pN ` 1qπ. On the
other hand, (5.12) implies that

Ic ą 2cb

ˆ 1

c

dx
a

px2 ´ c2qp1´ x2q
“ 2cbKp

a

1´ c2q
cÑ1´
ÝÝÝÝÑ bπ ą pN ` 1qπ.

Hence, there exists c2 with c1 ă c2 ă 1 such that Ic2 ą pN ` 1qπ. Now, the conclusion follows from
the intermediate value theorem. �
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6. Sphere inversion and spherical replacement

In this section, we construct the embeddings fε in Example 1.4 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 : Σ Ñ Rn be any smooth embedding, and let D :“ tz P R2 | |z| ă 1u be the open unit
disk. After a rigid motion of the ambient space, we can choose a parametrization φ : D Ñ Σ such
that f has the local graph representation

(6.1) pf ˝ φqpzq “ pz, upzqq

for some u P C8pD;Rn´2q with up0q “ 0 and Dup0q “ 0. Choose a function η P C8pR;Rq such
that

ηptq “

#

1 for t ě 2

0 for t ď 1

and

(6.2) |η| ` |η1| ` |η2| ă C

for some universal constant C ă 8. For all δ ą 0 define

ηδpzq :“ η
´

|z|

δ

¯

, uδpzq :“ upzqηδpzq for z P D

and let fδ : Σ Ñ Rn be the immersion that results by replacing u in (6.1) with uδ (for δ ă 1{2).
We are going to prove the following energy expansion.

Lemma 6.1. There exists a universal constant C ă 8 such that

|Wpfq ´Wpfδq| ď C}D2u}L8pDqδ
2

for δ ą 0 small enough.

Proof. With I2ˆ2 denoting the 2ˆ 2-identity matrix, we have

Dηδpzq “
1

δ
η1
´

|z|

δ

¯ z

|z|
,

D2ηδpzq “
1

δ2
η2
´

|z|

δ

¯ z

|z|
b

z

|z|
`

1

δ|z|
η1
´

|z|

δ

¯´

I2ˆ2 ´
z

|z|
b

z

|z|

¯

and hence, by (6.2),

|Dηδ| ď
C

δ
, |D2ηδ| ď

C

δ2
.

Since

Duδ “ ηδDu` uDηδ,

D2uδ “ DubDηδ `Dηδ bDu` ηδD
2u` uD2ηδ

and, by Taylor expansion,
|upzq|

|z|2
`
|Dupzq|

|z|
ď C}D2u}L8pDq
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it thus follows

|Duδ| ď Cp|z| ` δq}D2u}L8pDq, |D2uδ| ď C}D2u}L8pDq.

Denoting with g and gδ the metric tensors induced by f and fδ, respectively, in the parametrization
φ and using [3, Lemma 2.1], we infer for δ ą 0 with

(6.3) |Dupzq| ` |Duδpzq| ď 1 for all z P 2δD :“ t2δz | z P Du

that

|Wpfq ´Wpfδq| “
›

›|H|2
a

det g ´ |Hδ|
2
a

det gδ
›

›

L1p2δDq

ď
›

›|H|2
a

det g ´ |∆u|2
›

›

L1p2δDq
`
›

›|∆u|2 ´ |∆uδ|
2
›

›

L1p2δDq
`
›

›|∆uδ|
2 ´ |Hδ|

2
a

det gδ
›

›

L1p2δDq

ď C
´

›

›|Du||D2u|
›

›

2

L2p2δDq
` }D2u}2L2p2δDq ` }D

2uδ}
2
L2p2δDq `

›

›|Duδ||D
2uδ|

›

›

2

L2p2δDq

¯

ď C}D2u}2L8p2δDqδ
2.

Hence, the conclusion follows since (6.3) is satisfied for small δ ą 0. �

Now let ν P tp0, 0qu ˆ Rn´2 be a vector of unit length. For all λ ą 0 define the Möbius
transformation

(6.4) Iλ : Rnzt´λνu Ñ Rn, Iλpxq :“ 2λ
x` λν

|x` λν|2

and the unit sphere S2
ν :“ tpz, 0q ` tν | z P R2, t P R, |pz, 0q ` tν ´ ν| “ 1u Ă Rn with center ν.

Then the following holds.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose Σ has genus p ě 1 and fδ : Σ Ñ Rn is defined as before Lemma 6.1. Then,
for all δ, λ ą 0 small enough, the surface pIλ ˝ fδq : Σ Ñ Rn satisfies

pIλ ˝ fδ ˝ φqpδDq “ S2
ν X

!

pz, ζq P R2 ˆ Rn´2 | |ζ| ą
2λ2

δ2 ` λ2

)

,(6.5)

}Iλ ˝ fδ}L8pΣzφpδDqq ď
2λ

δ
.(6.6)

Moreover, the closed curve γλ,δ :“ pIλ ˝ fδ ˝ φq : BδD Ñ Rn has length Lpγλ,δq “ 2π 2λδ
δ2`λ2 ď 2π 2λ

δ ,

is null-homotopic in pIλ ˝ fδ ˝ φqpδD̄q, but not null-homotopic in pIλ ˝ fδq
`

ΣzφpδDq
˘

.

Proof. First choose λ, δ ą 0 small enough such that fδ is an embedding, ´λν R fδpΣq, and

(6.7) dist
´

fδpΣzφpδDqq,´λνq
¯

ě δ.

Noting that uδ “ 0 on δD and that Iλ|R2ˆ0n´2 parametrizes the punctured sphere S2
νzt0u, the

decomposition

Iλpz, 0q “
2λpz, 0q

|z|2 ` λ2
`

2λ2ν

|z|2 ` λ2
for all z P R2

implies both, (6.5) and Lpγλ,δq “ 2π 2λδ
δ2`λ2 . Using (6.7), (6.6) directly follows from the definition

of Iλ. Clearly, γλ,δ is null-homotopic in pIλ ˝ fδ ˝ φqpδD̄q since it is a simple curve given by the
boundary of the topological disk pIλ˝fδ ˝φqpδDq. If on the other hand, γλ,δ was also null-homotopic
in pIλ ˝ fδqpΣzφpδDqq, then ΣzφpδDq would be topologically a closed disk and thus, Σ would be a
topological sphere which is excluded by the hypothesis p ě 1. �
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Finally, we are able to complete the construction in Example 1.4. Suppose Σ has genus p ě 1.
According to [3, 14,22], there exists a smooth immersion f0 : Σ Ñ Rn with

Wpf0q “ inftWpfq | f : Σ Ñ Rn immersionu ă 8π.

By [16], f0 is an embedding. We choose φ, u for f0 as in (6.1), fix δ ą 0 small enough and look at
the modified embedding fδ of f0 as in Lemma 6.1. Consider for some ν P tp0, 0qu ˆ Rn´2 of unit
length the Möbius transformation Iλ as in (6.4). Now, pIλ ˝ fδqpΣq is an embedded 2-dimensional
submanifold of Rn. Notice that for λ ą 0 small enough (depending on δ) a neighborhood of the
equator Gν :“ BDˆ tνu Ă S2

ν lies in the image pIλ ˝ fδqpφpδDqq. In particular, Gν is a geodesic on
pIλ ˝ fδqpΣq.

Recall now that for a 2-dimensional oriented manifold M a smooth time-dependent family of
closed immersed curves γ : I ˆ S1 ÑM is said to be an evolution by curve shortening flow if

Btγpt, xq “ κpt, xqNpt, xq @t P I, x P S1,

where κpt, ¨q denotes the geodesic curvature of γpt, ¨q with respect to the oriented unit normal Npt, ¨q.

Lemma 6.3. Let δ, λ ą 0 be small enough as in Lemma 6.2 and maxt 2λ
δ ,

2λ2

λ2`δ2 u ă
1
2 . Then the

curve shortening flow on pIλ ˝ fδqpΣq with initial datum γλ,δ exists for all times and converges to a

closed null-homotopic geodesic σλ,δ of pIλ ˝ fδqpΣq, whose length is shorter than 2π 2λ
δ .

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 γ1 : r0, tmaxq ˆ S1 Ñ pIλ ˝ fδqpΣq be a maximal evolution by curve short-
ening flow with initial datum γ1p0, ¨q “ γλ,δ. Define the two disjoint sets E` :“ tpz, ζq P R2ˆRn´2 |

|ζ| ě 1u and E´ :“ tpz, ζq P R2 ˆ Rn´2 | |ζ| ă 1u. Observe that by Lemma 6.2 and our choice
of parameters we have γλ,δpS1q Ă E´ and BpE` X pIλ ˝ fδqpΣqq “ BpE` X S2

νq “ Gν . In par-
ticular, γλ,δpS1q and Gν are disjoint. Applying the avoidance principle (Lemma B.1) to γ1 and
the constant evolution γ2pt, ¨q ” Gν (which adheres to the evolution law since Gν is a geodesic),
we infer that γ1pt, ¨q can not intersect Gν “ BpE` X pIλ ˝ fδqpΣqq in finite time. Hence the flow
must stay in E´ X pIλ ˝ fδqpΣq. From Lemma 6.2 one can infer that γλ,δ is not null-homotopic in

pIλ ˝ fδqpΣq X E´. Thus we conclude from Grayson’s theorem [11, Theorem 0.1] that tmax “ 8
and γ1 converges smoothly to a closed geodesic σλ,δ, which is homotopic to γ1p0, ¨q “ γλ,δ, hence
null-homotopic in pIλ ˝ fδqpΣq by Lemma 6.2). Since the curve shortening flow decreases the length
of curves, the asserted length bound follows immediately from Lemma 6.2. �

Once this lemma is shown one can readily construct the immersions fε in Example 1.4.

Proof of the claim in Example 1.4. Let ε ą 0 be fixed and f0 be as above. By Lemma 6.1 one can
choose δ “ δpεq ą 0 small enough such that the modified immersion fδ constructed above is an
embedding and satisfies Wpfδq ď Wpf0q ` ε. By Lemma 6.3 one concludes that for each λ ą 0
small enough there exists a closed null-homotopic geodesic σλ,δ of length less than 2π 2λ

δ . Choosing

λ ă εδ
4π the claim follows. �
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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 : R2 Ñ R, upx, yq :“ x log | log
a

x2 ` y2|

satisfies

lim
xÑ0

Kpx, 0q “ 8, lim
yÑ0

Kp0, yq “ ´8.

Proof. Let r : R2 Ñ R be defined by rpx, yq :“
a

x2 ` y2. On the open unit disk D “ tr ă 1u
direct computation gives

Bxu “ log | log r| `
x2

r2 log r
, Byu “

xy

r2 log r

as well as

B2
xxu “

x

r2 log r

´

3´
2x2

r2
´

x2

r2 log r

¯

, B2
xyu “

y

r2 log r

´

1´
2x2

r2
´

x2

r2 log r

¯

,

B2
yyu “

x

r2 log r

´

1´
2y2

r2
´

y2

r2 log r

¯

.

It follows that as r Ñ 0` we have

|Dupx, 0q|2 “ plog | log r|q2 ` op1q, det D2upx, 0q “
1

x2plog rq2

´

1´
1

log r

¯

|Dup0, yq|2 “ plog | log r|q2, det D2up0, yq “
´1

y2plog rq2
.

Using the fact that the Gauss curvature is given by K “ pdet D2uq{p1` |Du|2q2, we infer

lim
xÑ0

Kpx, 0q “ ´ lim
yÑ0

Kp0, yq “ lim
yÑ0

1

y2plog rq2plog | log r|q4
“ 8

which completes the proof. �

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 P p0,8q two evolutions γ1, γ2 : r0, T s ˆ S1 Ñ

M of closed curves by the curve shortening flow such that γ1p0,S1q X γ2p0,S1q “ H. Then
γ1pt,S1q X γ2pt, S1q “ H for all t P r0, T s.

Proof. By Nash’s embedding theorem we may assume that M Ă Rn is an embedded submanifold.
For p P M we denote by πTpM : Rn Ñ TpM the orthogonal projection on TpM . Recall that
| ¨ | denotes the Euclidean norm on Rn. Suppose that η “ ηpMq ą 0 is chosen such that for
all p P M the restriction πTpM |Bηp0qXpM´pq : Bηp0q X pM ´ pq Ñ TpM is injective and satisfies

|πTpM pv´pq| ě
1
2 |v´p| for all v P BηppqXM . For a vector w P TpM the quantity Jw “ Jpw P TpM

denotes the unique vector that is orthogonal to w, has the same norm as w, and satisfies that
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pw, Jwq is an oriented basis of TpM . A straightforward computation shows that there exists a
constant C “ CpMq ą 0 such that for all p, q PM with 0 ă |p´ q| ă η one has

(B.1)

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

JpπTpM pp´ qq

|πTpM pp´ qq|
´
JqπTqM pp´ qq

|πTqM pp´ qq|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C|p´ q|.

For S1 “ R{Z we define the time dependent Riemannian metric ρptq on S1 ˆ S1 via ρptqpx1,x2q “

|Bx1
γ1pt, x1q|

2dx2
1 ` |Bx2

γ2pt, x2q|
2dx2

2. We define now a distance function d : r0, T s ˆ S1 ˆ S1 Ñ R
via

dpt, x1, x2q “ |γ1pt, x1q ´ γ2pt, x2q|
2.

We intend to show that d ą 0 on r0, T s ˆ S1 ˆ S1.
Claim 1. Btd´∆ρptqd “ ´4.

Proof of Claim 1. Observe that by the formula ∆ρ “
1?

detpρq
Bxi

´

a

detpρqρijBxj

¯

one has

∆ρptq “
1

|Bx1
γ1pt, x1q||Bx2

γ2pt, x2q|

ˆ

Bx1

ˆ

|Bx2
γ2pt, x2q|

|Bx1
γ1pt, x1q|

Bx1

˙

` Bx2

ˆ

|Bx1
γ1pt, x1q|

|Bx2
γ2pt, x2q|

Bx2

˙˙

“ B2
s1s1 ` B

2
s2s2 ,

where si is the (time dependent) arc length element of γipt, ¨q with respect to xi. We compute

Bs1d “ 2xγ1pt, x1q ´ γ2pt, x2q, Bs1γ1pt, x1qy, Bs2d “ ´2pγ1pt, x1q ´ γ2pt, x2q, Bs2γ2pt, x2qy.

Using that by the Frenet–Serret formulae on M one has B2
sisiγipt, xiq “ κipt, xiqNipt, xiq we find

B2
s1s1d “ 2|Bs1γ1pt, x1q|

2 ` 2xγ1pt, x1q ´ γ2pt, x2q, B
2
s1s1γ1pt, x1qy

“ 2` 2xγ1pt, x1q ´ γ2pt, x2q, κ1pt, x1qN1pt, x1qy

and similarly

B2
s2s2d “ 2´ 2xγ1pt, x1q ´ γ2pt, x2q, κ2pt, x2qN2pt, x2qy

so that

∆ρptqd “ 4` 2xγ1pt, x1q ´ γ2pt, x2q, κ1pt, x1qN1pt, x1q ´ κ2pt, x2qN2pt, x2qy

“ 4` xγ1pt, x1q ´ γ2pt, x2q, Btγ1pt, x1q ´ Btγ2pt, x2qy “ 4` Btd.

Claim 1 follows. For later use we also compute

(B.2) B2
s1s2d “ ´2xBs2γ2pt, x2q, Bs1γ1pt, x1qy.

For θ, β ą 0 we consider now the auxiliary function h : r0, T s ˆ S1 ˆ S1 Ñ R defined by
hpt, x1, x2q :“ eβtdpt, x1, x2q ` θt. We may assume without loss of generality that for θ ą 0 small
enough one has inftPr0,T s,x1,x2PS1 h ă η, since otherwise the lemma follows immediately from the

observation that θ Ñ 0` would yield eβtdpt, x1, x2q ě η for all t P r0, T s, x1, x2 P S1.
Claim 2. For β ą 2C2 with C “ CpMq as in (B.1) and for θ ą 0 small enough one has for all

t P r0, T s and x1, x2 P S1 that hpt, x1, x2q ě infy1,y2PS1 hp0, y1, y2q .

Proof of Claim 2. Assume the opposite. Then there exist t̂ P p0, T s and x̂1, x̂2 P S1 such
that hpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q “ mintPr0,T s,x1,x2PS1 hpt, x1, x2qpă ηq. We infer that at pt̂, x̂1, x̂2q there holds

dpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q ă hpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q ă η as well as Bth ď 0, Bs1h “ Bs2h “ 0, B2
s1s1h ě 0, B2

s2s2h ě 0 and

pB2
s1s1hqpB

2
s2s2hq ´ pB

2
s1s2hq

2 ě 0 (as the latter expression is the determinant of the Hessian in

pS1 ˆ S1, ρpt̂qq). Notice first that this implies that dpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q ą 0, i.e. γ1pt̂, x̂1q ‰ γ2pt̂, x̂2q. Indeed,
dpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q “ 0 would imply Btdpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q “ 0 and with this one would infer the contradiction
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Bthpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q “ θ ą 0. (We remark that in order to obtain Btdpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q “ 0 in the case of t̂ “ T
one needs to extend the flow to r0, T ` εq). By (B.2) one has

(B.3) B2
s1s2hpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q “ eβt̂B2

s1s2dpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q “ ´2eβt̂xBs2γ2pt̂, x̂2q, Bs1γ1pt̂, x̂1qy.

Since also Bs1hpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q “ Bs2hpt̂, x̂1, x̂2q “ 0 we have

xBs1γ1pt̂, x̂1q, γ1pt̂, x̂1q ´ γ2pt̂, x̂2qy “ xBs2γ2pt̂, x̂2q, γ1pt̂, x̂1q ´ γ2pt̂, x̂2qy “ 0.

Since TpM is 2-dimensional and γ1pt̂, x̂1q ‰ γ2pt̂, x̂2q) for i “ 1, 2 this implies

Bsiγipt̂, x̂iq “ ˘J
1

|πTγipt̂,x̂iqM
pγ1pt̂, x̂1q ´ γ2pt̂, x̂2qq|

rπTγipt̂,x̂iqM
pγ1pt̂, x̂1q ´ γ2pt̂, x̂2qqs.

Thereupon, using (B.1) we find

|Bs1γ1pt̂, x̂1q ˘ Bs2γ2pt̂, x̂2q| ď C
?
d.

The polarization identity yields that

|xBs2γ2pt̂, x̂2q, Bs1γ1pt̂, x̂1qy| “
1

2

ˇ

ˇ|γ1pt̂, x̂1q ˘ γ2pt̂, x2q|
2 ´ 2

ˇ

ˇ ě 1´ 1
2C

2d

and one infers from (B.3) that

|B2
s1s2h| ě p2´ C

2dqeβt̂.

Altogether one obtains (always evaluated at pt̂, x̂1, x̂2q)

0 ě Bth “ βeβt̂d` eβt̂pBtdq ` θ “ βeβt̂d` eβt̂p∆ρpt̂qd´ 4q ` θ.(B.4)

Using that

eβt̂p∆ρpt̂qdq “ B
2
s1s1h` B

2
s2s2h ě 2

b

B2
s1s1hB

2
s2s2h ě 2|B2

s1s2h| ě p4´ 2C2dqeβt̂

we find with (B.4) that 0 ě pβ ´ 2C2qeβt̂d` θ ě θ ą 0. A contradiction. Claim 2 follows.
Looking at the limit case θ Ñ 0` in the statement of Claim 2 we infer that for a fixed β ą 2C2

there holds

dpt, x1, x2q ě e´βT inf
x1,x2PS1

dp0, x1, x2q.

This finally proves the statement. �
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