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Abstract We prove that on every compact Riemann surface M there is a Cantor
set C C M such that M\ C admits a proper conformal constant mean curvature one
(CMC-1) immersion into hyperbolic 3-space H?. Moreover, we obtain that every
bordered Riemann surface admits an almost proper CMC-1 face into de Sitter 3-
space S}, and we show that on every compact Riemann surface M there is a Cantor
set C'C M such that M \ C admits an almost proper CMC-1 face into S3. These
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1. Introduction

In 1987 Bryant [12] introduced a holomorphic representation for constant mean
curvature one (CMC-1 from now on) surfaces in hyperbolic 3-space H®. Using this
representation, Alarcén and Lépez proved in 2013 that every open orientable surface
admits a complete bounded CMC-1 immersion into H®, see [I1, Corollary III].
Furthermore, Alarcéon and Forstneri¢ showed in 2015 that every bordered Riemann
surface (see Deﬁnition admits a proper conformal CMC-1 immersion into H?, see
[0, Corollary 3]. These results led Alarcén and Forstneri¢ to pose the next question.

Problem 1.1. [6l Problem 1] Does every open Riemann surface admit a proper
conformal CMC-1 immersion into H?>?

Our first main result contributes to Problem by providing the first known
examples of properly immersed CMC-1 surfaces in H? with Cantor ends. Recall that
a Cantor set is a compact, totally disconnected set (every connected component is
just a point) with no isolated points. By compact surface we mean that the surface
is topologically compact and has empty boundary.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be a compact Riemann surface. There exists a Cantor set
C C M such that M \ C admits a proper conformal CMC-1 immersion into H?>.

Theorem also holds when M is a bordered Riemann surface, see Remark
B:4] and the proof of Theorem [[.2] in Section [d It is obtained as an application
of Theorem [3.1] a Runge approximation type result for holomorphic null curves.
A holomorphic null curve in C? is a holomorphic immersion M — C? from an
open Riemann surface M into the complex Euclidean 3-space whose derivative with
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respect to any local holomorphic coordinate on M takes values in A, = A\ {0},
where A C C3 is the null quadric

(1.1) A = {(21,20,23) € C*: 22 + 25 + 22 = 0}.

Holomorphic null curves are strongly related to minimal surfaces in R3, this is,
locally area minimizing surfaces, or equivalently, constant mean curvature zero
surfaces. More precisely, the real and imaginary parts of a holomorphic null curve
are conformal minimal immersions into R?, and every such immersion is locally the
real part of a holomorphic null curve. This allows to use complex analytic methods
for studying minimal surfaces; we refer to [7], [9] for details.

Similarly, there is a projection C? x C* — H?® (C* = C \ {0}) arising from
Bryant’s representation and which takes holomorphic null curves into conformal
CMC-1 immersions in H3. Conversely, every CMC-1 surface in H? locally lifts to
a holomorphic null curve in C? x C*. This projection, which is better described
in Section [4] considerably simplifies the task of constructing CMC-1 surfaces with
control on the complex structure via complex analytic methods, see [4] and the
references therein. For instance, the fact that every bordered Riemann surface
admits a proper conformal CMC-1 immersion in H? follows from this projection
and the following result proved by Alarcén and Forstneri¢ in 2015: given constants
0 < c¢1 < ¢z and a bordered Riemann surface M, there is a proper holomorphic null
curve X = (X1, X2, X3): M — C3 with ¢; < |X3| < c2 on M, see [6, Theorem 2].

Not every open Riemann surface admits a holomorphic null curve in C3 with
bounded third component, hence a different result in C? x C* is needed to approach
Problem via the projection C2 x C* — H3. In [4], Alarcén and the authors
proved a Runge approximation result for holomorphic null curves in C3, following
the approach in [I0, [, [3], but with an additional idea to control the zero set of
the third component of the holomorphic null curves in C3. As a consequence, it
was proved that every open Riemann surface admits a complete conformal CMC-1
immersion into H?, see [4, Theorem 1.1]. However, properness could not be achieved
by technical reasons. Now, applying ideas of [6] and [14] we show that these technical
difficulties can be overcome to construct proper conformal CMC-1 surfaces in H3
with Cantor ends.

In this paper we also consider CMC-1 spacelike surfaces in de Sitter 3-space
S$ with certain singularities. Aiyama and Akutagawa gave in [I] a holomorphic
representation for conformal CMC-1 spacelike immersions M — S} of Riemann
surfaces into de Sitter space. However, the only complete such surface is the so
called S$-horosphere, see [2, 22], which is totally umbilical. So, in order to have
a rich global theory for spacelike CMC-1 surfaces in S} one needs to consider a
wider class of surfaces than just complete and immersed ones. In 2006, Fujimori
introduced the notion of CMC-1 face, see [16, Definition 1.4], later characterized in
2013, see [I8, Definition 1.1]. According to the latter, a CMC-1 face is a smooth
map M — S}, where M is an open Riemann surface, which is a conformal spacelike
immersion on an open dense subset of M and whose differential does not vanish at
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any point. The points where M — S? is not an immersion are called singular points.
Fujimori gave a holomorphic representation for CMC-1 faces in [16, Theorem 1.9],
which provides a projection C? x C* — S} carrying holomorphic null curves into
CMC-1 faces, see Section [ for details. In view of this projection, and the strategy
already exploited to construct CMC-1 surfaces in H?, the analogue to Problem
can be reasonably posed.

Problem 1.3. Does every open Riemann surface admit a proper CMC-1 face into
§3 9

There are many examples of CMC-1 faces, see [24] 16, 177, 21], I8, 291 19| 20]
for instance. However, only few Riemann surfaces were known to be the complex
structure of a CMC-1 face until recently, when, using the projection C? x C* — S3,
Alarcén and the authors showed that every open Riemann surface M admits a weakly
complete [22, Def. 1.3] CMC-1 face M — S3, see [4, Corollary 5.3]. In this paper we
go further in this direction and give a first approach to Problem

Theorem 1.4. Every bordered Riemann surface M admits a weakly complete almost
proper CMC-1 face into S3.

Recall that a continuous map f : X — Y between topological spaces is almost
proper if for every compact set K C Y, the connected components of f~!(K) are
all compact. Theorem is the analogue to [6l Corollary 3] for weakly complete
almost proper CMC-1 faces, and it is also proved in Section [4] as a consequence of
Theorem [3.2] another Runge approximation theorem for holomorphic null curves.
For the latter, we first prove Lemma where we follow the ideas in [6, Lemma 4]
but with special care when applying the Riemann-Hilbert theorem for holomorphic
null curves, see [9, Theorem 6.4.2].

The almost proper CMC-1 faces in Theorem are weakly complete by
construction, because they are projections of complete holomorphic null curves in
SL2(C), see Section {4 and [30]. Since not every weakly complete CMC-1 face is
almost proper, Theorem improves [4, Corollary 5.3] when the open Riemann
surface is bordered. We remark that the almost proper CMC-1 faces in Theorem
are not complete in the sense of [22] Def. 1.2], as this would imply that its ends are
all conformally equivalent to a punctured disk, see [27, 28] 26] and [I8] Fact 1.1].

Finally, as a consequence of the Runge approximation Theorem [3.3] we obtain
the last main theorem of this paper, which gives the first known examples of almost
proper CMC-1 faces into S} with Cantor ends.

Theorem 1.5. Let M be a compact Riemann surface. There exists a Cantor set
C C M such that M \ C admits a weakly complete almost proper CMC-1 face into
5

Theorem [1.5] also holds when M is a bordered Riemann surface, see Remark
and the proof of Theorem in Section @l The question of whether Theorem
and Theorem hold for proper CMC-1 faces into S remains open.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation and definitions. We shall denote i = /=1 € C, RT = [0, +00),
N={1,2,3,4,...}, and by |- [, dist(-, -), and length(-) the Euclidean norm, distance,
and length on C™ (n € N), respectively. We recall the following.

Definition 2.1. ([9, Def 1.10.8]) A bordered Riemann surface is an open Riemann
surface which is the interior of a compact one dimensional complex manifold M with
smooth boundary bM # @ consisting of finitely many closed Jordan curves.

A domain D in an open Riemann surface M is said to be a bordered domain
if it is relatively compact and has smooth boundary; such D is itself a bordered
Riemann surface with the complex structure induced from M. It is classical that
every bordered Riemann surface is biholomorphic to a relatively compact bordered
domain in a larger Riemann surface.

Given a set K in a complex manifold we shall say that a map K — C" (n € N)
is holomorphic if it extends holomorphically to an open neighborhood of K. In the
same way, we will say that a map K — C" is a holomorphic null curve if it extends
to a holomorphic null curve on an open neighborhood of K. If K is compact we
denote by &/"(K) (r € NU {0}) the space of all ¢" functions K — C which are
holomorphic in the interior K of K, and write & (K) for &/°(K). Likewise, we
define the space &/" (K, N) for maps into a complex manifold N; nevertheless we
shall omit the target from the notation when it is clear from the context. We will
also say that a map K — C™ is a null curve of class &/"(K) if it is a ¥” map which
is a holomorphic null curve in K. For a " map f: K — C", we denote by | flirx
the " maximum norm of f on K.

The following definitions, see [9, Def. 1.12.9 and 3.1.3], will play a central role in
the construction of holomorphic null curves in Section

Definition 2.2. An admissible set in a smooth surface M is a compact set of the
form S = KUT C M, where K is a (possibly empty) finite union of pairwise disjoint
compact domains with piecewise 4! boundaries in M, and I = S\ K = S\ K is
a (possibly empty) finite union of pairwise disjoint smooth Jordan arcs and closed
Jordan curves meeting K only at their endpoints (if at all) and such that their
intersections with the boundary bK of K are transverse.

Definition 2.3. Let S = K UT be an admissible set in a Riemann surface M,
and 6 be a nowhere vanishing holomorphic 1-form on a neighborhood of S. A
generalized null curve S — C™ (n > 3) of class &/"(S) (r € N) is a pair (X, f0) with
X € &7(S,C") and f € #"71(S,A,) (see (L.1)) such that f6 = dX holds on K
(hence X : K-> Clisa holomorphic null curve), and for a smooth path « in M
parameterizing a connected component of I' we have a*(f0) = a*(dX) = d(X o ).

Finally, recall that a compact subset K of an open Riemann surface M is said
to be Runge if every function in &7 (K) may be approximated uniformly on K
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by holomorphic functions defined on M. By the Runge-Mergelyan theorem [I3]
Theorem 5] this is equivalent to M \ K having no relatively compact connected
components in M (i.e., K has no holes). A map f: M — C" is flat if f(M) is
contained in an affine complex line in C", and nonflat otherwise.

2.2. Technical lemmas. We shall comprise in this subsection the main technical
tools for the proofs in Section [3| Let M be an open Riemann surface, K C M be
a subset, and f = (f1, f2, f3): K — C3 be a map. In [6], Alarcén and Forstneric
introduced the function m(f): K — R* given by

(2.1) m(f) = \}imaX{lﬁ Cifol, 1fr — ifal).

Note that m(f) < [(f1, f2)| < |f| on K by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. The following
is [4, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 2.4. Let M = M \ bM be a bordered Riemann surface, K C M be a
smoothly bounded compact domain, A C M be a finite set, so > 0 be a number,
and X = (X1, X3, X3): M — C? be a null curve of class @/1(M). Assume that

m(X) > so on M [\ K. Given numbers ¢ > 0, s > s, and k € N, there exists a null
curve X = (Xl,Xg, Xg) M — C3 of class @/ (M) satisfying the following:

(i) IX = Xk <&,
(i) m(X ) > s on bM,
(iii) m(X X) > sg on M\ K,
(iv) ||X3 X3H0M <¢,
)

(v X — X vanishes to order k everywhere on A.

This lemma, together with the projection C? x C* — H?, was used to construct
proper conformal CMC-1 immersions M — H? when M is a bordered Riemann
surface, see [6, Corollary 3|; and also to construct almost proper conformal CMC-1
immersions M — H?® when M is an open Riemann surface, see [4, Corollary 5.2].
The following lemma is a modification of Lemma replacing conclusion by a
suitable one to construct almost proper CMC-1 faces in S3.

Lemma 2.5. Let M = M \ bM be a bordered Riemann surface, K C M be a
smoothly bounded compact subset, A C M be a finite set, s > sog > 0 be numbers,
and X = (X1, X2, X3): M — C3 be a null curve of class «/*(M) such that

(2.2) | X1 +iXa| > s on bM.

Given numbers € > 0 and k € N, there exists a null curve X = ()?1,)?2,)?3): M —
C? of class o/ (M) satisfying the following:

X
[ X5 — X3H0,M <g,

(v X — X vanishes to order k everywhere on A.
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Proof. The proof follows the ideas of [6, Lemma 4], but applied differently. Through
the proof, we will denote V] = %(1,2’,0) and Vo = %(1, —1,0) (note that V; and

V, are orthonormal). Hence, for a map f we have that

m(f) = max{|(f, Vi)[, [{f, V2)I},

recall . We assume without loss of generality that M is a relatively compact
bordered domain in an open Riemann surface M such that M is a Runge subset of
M. By the Runge-Mergelyan theorem [0, Theorem 3.6.2], we may assume that X
extends holomorphically to M. We also assume that bM has only one connected
component. In the general case we apply the same reasoning to each component.

By a general position argument [9, Theorem 3.4.1 (a)] we may assume there is
a point ¢ € bM such that X3(q) # 0. We choose a compact smooth embedded arc
A C C3 such that

(al) one endpoint of A is X(g) and A is otherwise disjoint from X (M),
(b1) |{z, Vi)| > so/V2 for any z € A, see (2.2),
)
)

|
(c1) the other endpomt of \ is denoted v € (C‘5 and [(v, V1)| > s,
(d1) |(#,(0,0,1)) — X3(q)| < /2 for any z € A.

Up to slightly modifying the arc A, we may apply the method of exposing
boundary points, see [9, Theorem 6.7.1] (see also [15]), in order to approximate
X in the €' topology outside a small open neighborhood of ¢ by a null curve
X0 = (X9, X9 X9): M — C3 of class &/ (M) with X°(g) = v such that

(32) HXO X”1K<E/2

(b2) |<X0 Vi)| > s0/+/2 on bM, recall that s > so and seemand 2-2),

(c2) {XO(q), V1)| > s, seeﬂ,
(d2) HX3 Xslloa7r < €/2, see|(dl)

(e2) X — X vanishes to order k everywhere on A.
By and the continuity of X there is a compact subarc o C bM \ {q} with
(2.3) (X% Vi) >s on bM)\ int(a),

where, from now on, int(a) means the relative interior of the curve o in bM. Thus
we may consider another compact subarc 8 C bM \ {q} such that o C int(8), a
smooth function p: bM — R* satisfying

(2.4) p=0 on bM)\S,
and a map ¥: bM x D — C3 given by

. _
I, €) = {X (p), p €M\ B,

. XO0(p) + p(p)€Va, p e B,

such that

(a3) [(V(p, &), V1)| > s for all p € bM \ int(a) and £ € bD,
(b3) [(I(p, &), V1)| > s0/v/2 for all p € bM and & € bD,
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(e3) [(¥(p, &), Va)| > s for all p € a and £ € bD.

For |(a3)| take into account (2.3) and that (Vi,V2) = 0; and for |(b3)| use |(b2)| and
(V1,Va) = 0. Notice that (2.4)) implies the continuity of ¥ and that |(c3)|follows from

choosing p big enough in . Now we apply the Riemann-Hilbert theorem with jet
interpolation [9, Theorem 6.4.2] to obtain a null curve X = (X1, Xo, X3): M — C3
of class .@/!(M) such that

~

The null curve X satisfies the conclusions of the lemma, provided that € is chosen

small enough. Indeed, (i) follows from and [(a4)l Property is a consequence
of |(a3)} |(c3), and |(b4)l We obtain from the definition of Vi, [(b3), and |(b4)
Conditions |(d2)| and |(c4)| imply Finally, is given by |(e2)[ and |(d4)| O

3. Proper maps in C? x C*

This section is devoted to prove different Runge approximation theorems for
holomorphic null curves in C3, with control on the zero set of the third component
function and additionally ensuring that certain holomorphic maps, depending on
the null curves, are proper or almost proper.

Theorem 3.1. Let M be a compact Riemann surface, Qo a smoothly bounded
compact connected convex domain in a holomorphic coordinate chart on M, and
X = (X1,X2,X3): M\ Oy — C3 a holomorphic null curve. For any € > 0
there exists a Cantor set C C Qo and an injective nonflat holomorphic null curve
X = ()?1,)?2,)?3): M\ C — C? such that

(a) IIB? — Xl ang, <&

(b) X51(0) = X37(0), o

(c) (X1,X2): M\ C — C? and (1,X1,X2)/X3: M\ (CUX;0)) — C? are
proper maps.

Along the proof, we use the following inductive construction of a Cantor set in
a smoothly bounded compact connected convex domain g C C, as explained in
[14] or in [8, §6]. First, denote by Ey the vertical straight line segment within
splitting it into two halves with the same width. Slightly shrinking the closures of
these halves, we get two smoothly bounded compact connected convex subsets Aé
and A% inside Qo, as in Figure Second, denote by Eé the horizontal straight
line segments partitioning A} into two subsets of equal height for j = 1,2. After
shrinking the closures of these four subsets, we get four smoothly bounded compact
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connected convex domains Q{, j=1,...,4, see Figure Set

4
(31) 0 = U le C Qo.
j=1

This concludes the first step in the construction. In the second step, this procedure
is iterated for every Q{, resulting in four pairwise disjoint smoothly bounded
compact connected convex domains inside each Q?L This leads to a compact set
Oy C Oy formed by the union of sixteen smoothly bounded compact connected
convex domains. Proceeding inductively, a descending sequence

(3.2) Q23020 >...

is established. For each i € NU {0}, the set §; consists of the union of 4° pairwise
disjoint smoothly bounded compact connected convex domains. The intersection

(33) C= m Q, C QO
=0

is a Cantor set in (020 C C. This construction adapts for the case when 2 is contained
in a holomorphic coordinate chart on a Riemann surface.

Figure 3.1. First step in the construction of a Cantor set.

Proof of Theorem[3.1. We assume without loss of generality that 0 < ¢ < 1 and
choose any 0 < g9 < /2. Set My = M \ Qq, the latter being a smoothly bounded
compact connected domain in M. We also write X° = (X{, X9 X9) := X: My —
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C3, which we may assume to be a nonflat holomorphic null embedding and to also
satisfy that

(3.4) X040 and m(X%) >0 on by

by a general position argument [0, Theorem 3.4.1 (a)] together with Hurwitz’s
theorem [23]. Indeed, since the set {(z1,22,23) € C3: 23 = 0,27 + 22 = 0} is
a smooth submanifold of C? of real dimension 4 and the boundary b€ is of real
dimension 1, the general position theorem ensures . Besides, Hurwitz’s theorem
guarantees that two close enough not identically zero holomorphic functions have
the same number of zeros, counting multiplicity. Hence, when we apply the general
position theorem, we ask for jet interpolation on X3 1(O) of high enough order, and
thus we preserve the zero set of the third coordinate function provided that the
approximation is close enough on Mjy. Finally, the compactness of b€}y and
give positive constants ¢, co € R such that

(3.5) 0<ec <|X9 <co onbfY.

Following the construction of a Cantor set explained before, we will construct a
sequence of tuples T,, = {M,, X", &,} for any n € N, where

o M, =M\ Qn and €, is a compact subset in S?Zn_l consisting in 4" smoothly
bounded compact connected convex components, see ,

e X": M, — C? is a nonflat holomorphic null embedding,

e £, > 0 1is a real number.

By our choice of M,, and by (3.2) we have that

o o0
(3.6) MyeMy€---eMye---€| M, =M\ [)Q=M\C,

n=0 n=0
where C'is a Cantor set, see (3.3). Moreover, T,, will satisfy the following properties
for every n € N.

(an) X" = X" Hlin, , < en-t,

(ba) (X3)71(0) = X57(0),

(¢p) M(X™) >n—1o0n M, \ M,_1,

(dy) m(X™) > n on bM,,

(en) 0 <1 < |X3| <eg0on M, \ Mo,

(f.) 0 < €, < €,-1/2 and every holomorphic map Y : M, — C3 satisfying

Iy —Xx» < 2gy, is a nonflat embedding on M,,.

Note that Ty enjoy properties , , and , see (3.4) and (3.5)). Provided the

existence of such T, for all n € N, we may consider the holomorphic map

(3.7) X:= lim X":M\C=|]J M, C?,

n——+oo
n=0
which satisfies

(3.8) I1X — X™||1.01, < 2en <& forall n e NU{0}
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by and Therefore X = (X1, X2, X3): M \ C — C3 is an injective nonflat

holomorphic null curve by (3.6)), (3.8)) and|(f,)] Moreover, it satisfies property@ in

the statement of the theorem by (i3.8)). Propert also holds by |(by,), Hurwitz’s
(cn)

theorem and nonflatness of X. Let us explain It follows from |(c,,)| and (3.8])
that

(X1, Xo)| +e > [(X7, X3)| >m(X™) >n—1 on M, \ M,_; for all n € N.
This and (3.6) show that the image of a divergent curve in M \ C is a divergent
curve in C2, hence proving that (X1, Xs): M — C? is a proper map. Write
f=(1,X1,X2)/X3: M\ (CUX;'0) — C3 We have that f is well defined
by @ Besides, (3.8), and the assumption that ¢ < 1 imply that
(X7, X)) [—e _n—1

—1 M, \ M,_1, n € N.
| X% +e co+1 on My \ My, n

(3.9) If] > ];,3@1,)?2){ >

Let us prove that f is proper. Consider a divergent curve v: [0,1) — M \ (C U
X5 1(0)). Since M is compact, we distinguish cases depending on whether ~ diverges
to C or X5 '(0). If 4(t) — C when t — 1, equation gives that |f o | diverges,
see (3.6). In the case that y(t) — X3 (0) when t — 1, since |f o] > 1/| X507, we
have that |f o 7| diverges.

It only remains to explain the induction to construct such a sequence T;,. Recall

that Ty = { My, X°, &0} satisfies , , and . Let us explain how to obtain
Ty from Tj.

First, we use , , , and [I4, Proposition 2.4] to extend X° to a nonflat
generalized holomorphic null embedding X°: My U Ey — C? such that m(X°) > 0

and ¢; < |X9| < 2 on Ey, see Figure and the construction of the Cantor set.
Observe also that Ey intersects My only at its endpoints, and these intersections
are transverse by convexity of Qy. This allows us to apply [4, Theorem 3.1] and
approximate X° on the €' topology on My U Ey by a nonflat holomorphic null
embedding Y9: M\ (A(l] U A%) — C3, where A%, j = 1,2 are chosen sufficiently big,
see Figure such that

(3.10) m(Y%) >0, ¢ < |Y{| <o on M\(AJUAZ), and (Y9)~1(0) = (X9)~1(0).
In view of , we can use [14, Proposition 2.4] to extend Y to E& U Eg such
that m(Y?) > 0 and ¢; < |Y?| < ¢2 on E} U EZ. Applying [4, Theorem 3.1] we
approximate Y in the ¢! topology on (M \ (A(l] U A%)) U E} U E? by a nonflat
holomorphic null embedding Z°: M; = M \ 521 — €3 where Q is chosen big
enough, see and Figure so that

(3.11) m(Z%) >0, ¢ < |23 <cgon My, and (Z9)71(0) = (Y3) 1(0).

Now we apply Lemma Hurwitz’s theorem, and a general position argument
(see [9, Theorem 3.4.1 (a)]) to obtain a nonflat holomorphic null embedding

X1t My — C? satisfiying , , , , , provided that the holomorphic

null embeddings X9, Y°, Z° and X' are chosen sufficiently close to each other in
the €' norm on My. We choose a positive real number e; for which holds. This
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gives T1. The inductive step to prove the existence of the sequence T, consists of
an analogous reasoning. O

Theorem 3.2. Let M be a bordered Riemann surface, X = (X1, Xo, X3): M — C3
be a null curve of class @/*(M). Let A C M be a finite subset and K C M be a
smoothly bounded compact Runge domain. Assume also that X3_1(0) C M and that
there exists a number sg > 1 such that

(3.12) | X1 +iX2| >s0>1 on M.

For any real number e > 0 and any k € N there exists a nonflat holomorphic null
curve X = (X1, X2, X3): M — C3 such that

(a) [|1X = X[lx <e,

(b) I\Xs Xalloar <e

(c) X57(0) = X5(0),

(d) X X wvanishes up to order k everywhere on A,

(e) (1, X1, X)/X3: M\ X510 ) — C3 and h: M\ X5'(0) = R given by

2 s w2, 2t % P
X1+1X2‘ ) s ‘X1+X2+X3‘ f‘leng‘
|X3|4

are almost proper maps.

Moreover, when X | is injective, then X may be chosen injective too.

Proof. Assume that X|, is injective, otherwise the proof is simpler. Choose a
number 7 > 0 such that

(3.13) 1 Xsllo77 +€ <

Set X0 = (XV, X9, X9) := X and g := €. By the general position theorem [9]
Theorem 3.4.1 (a)] we may assume that X° is a nonflat null embedding of class
/1 (M). Set

(3.14) Sn: =so+n

and choose My C M a smoothly bounded compact connected Runge domain with
(3.15) KU X340) © M.

We shall inductively construct a sequence {M,, X" e,} for any n € N of
smoothly bounded compact connected Runge domains M, null embeddings X" =
(X7, X2, X3): M — C3 of class @/1(M), and constants e, > 0, such that

o0

(3.16) MyeM e eMy,e---e| )M, =M,
n=0

and such that the following properties hold for every n € N.

(an) [IX™ = X" Y1000, < Ener1,
(bn) [1X5 — X5 lo37 < €n-1,
(cn) (X3)71(0) = X51(0),
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(d,) X™ — X vanishes to order k everywhere on A,
(en) m(X™) > s, on bM,,

(£.) |XP +iX3| > so on M \ M,
(gn) 0 < €n < €n_1/2 and every holomorphic map Y: M, — C? satisfying

|y — X

1,M, < 2&y is a nonflat embedding on M,,.

Let us first prove the basis of the induction. By (3.12) we can apply Lemma [2.5
to obtain a null curve X*: M — C? of class /(M) satisfying properties

and|(d;)|as a direct consequence of and Property is implied by |(by)
and Hurwitz’s theorem, provided interpolation on the set Xg 1(0) of high enough
order. Moreover, by continuity of X', choosing a sufficiently big smoothly bounded

compact connected Runge domain M; C M, properties and |(f;)| hold by
and of Lemma By Hurwitz’s theorem and a general position argument we

may assume that X! is a nonflat null embedding of class 71 (M), recall that X is
injective on A. Finally we choose a positive number €1 > 0 such that |(g; )| holds.

For the inductive step, in view of we can apply Lemma to the data
X"V M C3 M, AUX3_1(O), Sp >80, and &,_1,

thus obtaining a null curve X™: M — C? of class &/!(M). Next, we choose M,, and
€n arguing as in the basis case of induction. In this way we construct a sequence

{Mp, X", en}nen satisfying [(an)H(gn))

By (3.16)), |(an)|and |(g,)} the sequence { X"}, en converges uniformly on compacts
in M to a holomorphic map

X := lim X": M — C3

n—-+00

satisfying
(3.17) IX — X"|l1a1, < 26n <& forall n e NU{0}.

Therefore, X = ()N( 1, )~(2, )23): M — C3 is a nonflat injective holomorphic null curve

by (316) and (3.17). Let us show that X satisfies the conclusions of the

theorem. Property @ follows from (3.15) and (3.17). Property @ follows from
Property follows from 1cnh Hurwitz’s theorem, and nonflatness of X.

Finally, [(d)] follows from
It remains to prove note that both maps in its statement are well defined by

(b)] Write f = (1, X1, X2)/X3: M\ X5'(0) — C3. Properties (.13), (3.15),
, and (3.17) imply that

1 ~ ~
f>‘TX,X ‘>
| f] Xg(l 2)

X Xn)| —
I ’1)7(3’24_)1: €>%—1 on bM,.

Recall that {s,}nen diverges by (3.14). Then, this inequality, (3.16)), and the
fact that 1/X5: W\ X3(0) — C is a proper map, where W is any small closed

neighbourhood of X3 1(0) in M, imply that f is an almost proper map. Let us
now show that A is also an almost proper map. Choose for each n € N a compact

domain W,, C ]\040 which is a union of pairwise disjoint smoothly bounded closed
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discs W), for any p € X3 '(0), such that p € Wn,p € My, recall (3.15) and (3.16]).
Set M), = M,, \ W,,, which is a smoothly bounded compact connected domain with

bM] = bM,, UbW,. By @, and (3.16]), we may choose the discs W), ; shrinking
at each step such that
(3.18) MyeMje--c )M, =M\ X570 =M\ X;(0),

neN

and satisfying
(3.19) |Xs|* < 1/s, on bW, for all n € N.
We are going to show that h > (sg — 1)? s, on bM], for every large enough n € N.

Since sg > 1 by (3.12), {sn tnen diverges by (3.14), and by (3.18]) this would imply
almost properness of h. From (3.12)) and (3.17)), we have that

(3.20) [X1+iXoP—1> (|X?+iX9| —¢)®—1> (s9—e)? =1 > s9—1>0 on My,

provided that e < s9 — /sg. Since bW,, C M, for all n € N, by (3.19) and (3.20) it
follows that
1

~ ~ 2
B2 h> e (1% +i%f = 1) > (5= 1)*su  on bW, forall n € N.
3

Let us now prove this inequality on bM,, for n € N sufficiently large. Observe that

(3.13]) and imply that H)Z'gHQM < 1, hence 1/|X3| > 1/ on M \ X;1(0). Fix
any n € N and any point p € bM,,. Suppose that

1 .
= =5 X7 0) + X5 (0)| > sn

f
recall (2.1) and [(e,)] By (3-17) and (3.22)), we obtain that

) > o () 4 %) = 1) > (v -7 1)

By (3.14)), for every large enough n € N we have that h(p) > (so — 1)?s,. On the
other hand, when (3.22)) does not hold, we have

(3.22) m(X™)(p)

1 ‘
(3.23) m(X")(p) = —= |X1'(p) — iX3(p)[ > sn.
V2
Recall that p € bM,,. Then |(f,)} (3.17)), (3.23]), and the triangle inequality give that
1

hp) > (‘?i(p)? + %0 + K| - [%i0) ‘&2@)@2

| X3(p)|*
X3(p)?

Xl(p) + iXQ(p) + 551(]?) _ 1)2_2(1?)

= 9! ’)?1(19) —15(2(19)‘4

2
_ X3(p)i
Xi1(p) —iXa(p)

> ! <sn\/§—s)4 (<so—s—sn\g_6>2—1>2.

)2_1

> (S"ﬂ_5)4 (|)~(1(p)+i)~fz(p)|—
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By (3.12]), , our choice of ¢, and provided that n € N is sufficiently large,
we have that h(p) > (sg — 1)?s,. Hence, we showed that h > (sg — 1)?s, on

bM] = bW, UbM,, for every large enough n € N. This, (3.12)), (3.14), and (3.18)
show that @ holds. O

We finish this section with the following analogue to Theorem

Theorem 3.3. Let M be a compact Riemann surface, Qg a smoothly bounded
compact connected convexr domain in a holomorphic coordinate chart on M, and
X = (X1, X9, X3): M\ Qo — C3 4 holomorphic null curve. Assume there exists a
number sg > 1 such that

(3.24) |X1 +iXa| >s0>1  on M)\ €.
For any e >~0 thefe eacjstsN(z Cantor set C C Qo and an injective nonflat holomorphic
null curve X = (X1, Xo, X3): M \ C — C3 such that
() 1K = X,y < &
(b) X51(0) = X5(0).
(c) (1, X1, X2)/X3: M\ (CUX5'(0)) — C? and h: M\ (CU X5'(0)) — RF
given by

L 7 il ’ s w2, 2w e P
Sar <‘X1+1X2‘ —1) +<‘X1+X2+X3‘ —‘X1—1X2‘>
3

are almost proper maps.

Proof. We shall follow the construction of the Cantor set and the notation My, X°
and g in the proof of Theorem and assume that X is a null embedding that
satisfies and . Assume also that € < sg — /s9. We will again construct a
sequence of tuples T,, = {M,,, X", e, } for any n € N satisfying the properties ,
[(an)L [(by)) [(dr )} |(er)h and [(f,,)| in the proof of Theorem However, the following
property will hold instead of

(c) | X7 +iXE| > so > 1 on bM,.

This will lead to a Cantor set C' C € as in (3.6) (not necessarily the same) and to
a limit holomorphic null curve

X: = lim X": M\C — C

n—-+o0o
which is well defined and satisfies @, @, see the proof of Theorem Condition
follows by arguing as in the proof of Theorem Note that ensures that
X3_1(0) CM\Q = Moy, that is, equation holds. Then, the first map in
is almost proper by , , and . The map h is almost proper
by [Cam} (e} (Ao} [(Fn)} (B:24), and (c)-

It only remains to explain the inductive step to construct such sequence T,,. Let
us explain how to obtain 77 from Ty. The inductive step is again a repetition of
this. Taking into account that Ty satisfies , @, and , we may reason as
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in Theorem but adding |Y + iYy| > so and |Z) 4+ iZ8| > s¢ in equations
and , respectively. Then we apply Lemma to Z° together with
Hurwitz’s theorem, and a general position argument (see [0, Theorem 3.4.1 (a)]).
After choosing a suitable smoothly bounded compact connected domain M7, this
gives a nonflat holomorphic null embedding X' satisfying , , , , ,
provided that the holomorphic null embeddings X°, Y° Z9 and X! are chosen
sufficiently close to each other in the €' norm on M. Finally, we choose ;1 such
that holds. This gives T} as desired. [

Remark 3.4. Theorem 3.1l and Theorem [3.3] also hold if M is a bordered Riemann
surface, recall Definition [2.1] Proving this is just a repetition of the corresponding

proofs but changing the exhaustion in (3.6) by one of the form M) \ Qn, where
{ M}, }nenugoy is an exhaustion of M with Qo C Mj.

Remark 3.5. If we have a finite subset A C M\ Q and any k € N in the hypothesis
of Theorem [3.1] and we can ensure that

(d) X — X vanishes up to order k everywhere on A,

by applying the corresponding interpolation properties in Lemma [2.4] or Lemma [2.5

Remark 3.6. The assumptions in (3.12)) and (3.24]) are technical conditions for
our approach to work, but we expect they are not necessary for the statements of
Theorems 3.2 and 3.3

4. From holomorphic null curves to CMC-1 surfaces in H? and S}

We devote this section to the proofs of the theorems stated in the introduction,
which are a consequence of the results proved in Section [3] Let us first recall some
properties and notation.

Recall that the special linear group SLa(C) C M32(C), as a subset of the 2 x 2
matrices with complex entries, is

SLQ((C) == {A == <le 212> € MQ((C) cdet A = 211222 — R12%7221 — 1} .
221 R22

Martin, Umehara and Yamada [25] showed that the biholomorphism 7 : C2 x C* —

SL2(C) \ {211 = 0} given by

1 1 21 + 129
21

4.1 N
(4.1) T (21,22, 23) —izg 22 +22+ Z?%

2
B ), (21,22,23)€(C XC*,
3

takes holomorphic null curves in C2 x C* into holomorphic null curves in SLy(C) \
{z11 = 0}. Further, the inverse 7! takes holomorphic null curves in SL2(C)\ {211 =
0} into holomorphic null curves in C2 x C*. Given an open Riemann surface M,
a holomorphic null curve in SLy(C) is a holomorphic immersion F': M — SLa(C)
which is directed by the quadric

A= { <Z11 Z12> S MQ(C) D 2117922 — 2122921 = 0} ,

221 22
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that is, the derivative F': M — Ms(C) with respect to any local holomorphic
coordinate on M assumes values in A\ {0}.

Let L* be the Lorentz-Minkowski space of dimension 4 with the canonical
Lorentzian metric —dz3 + da? + dz3 + dx3. We consider the following identification
with the hermitian matrices Her(2) C M2 (C):

To+x3 T+ ixe

(4.2) (.1‘(),561,%2,%3) € L4 = ( .
r1 — Wy Ig— I3

> € Her(2).
The hyperboloid model for the hyperbolic 3-space H? is given by
H? = {(mojxl,azg,xg) el*: —33(2) + 22 + 2 +x§ = —1,29 > 0}
endowed with the metric induced by L*. With the above identification
H3 = {AZT Ae SLQ((C)} = SLy(C)/SU(2);

here = and -7 mean complex conjugation and transpose matrix, respectively, and
SU(2) is the special unitary group. In this setting, the canonical projection
7t SLy(C) — H,  mp(A) = AA",

maps holomorphic null curves in SLy(C) to conformal CMC-1 immersions, or
equivalently, Bryant surfaces, see [12]. Since SU(2) is compact, 7y is a proper map
and hence it takes proper holomorphic null curves in SLy(C) to proper conformal
CMC-1 immersions in H?. It should be noted that the restriction of 7wy to
SLs(C) \ {211 = 0} is still surjective, and that the projection 7g o7 : C? x C* — H?
takes holomorphic null curves into conformal CMC-1 immersions.

Proof of Theorem|[I.2. Let Qo be a smoothly bounded compact connected convex
domain in a holomorphic coordinate chart on M. Consider any holomorphic null
curve X = (X1, Xy, X3): M\ Qy — C? such that X;1(0) = @, whose existence
follows from [9, Theorem 3.6] and a suitable translation.

Now we apply Theorem to X, which provides a Cantor set C C M and a
holomorphic null curve X = (X7, Xo, X3): M \ C — C? such that

(al) (1,X1,X5)/X5: M\ C — C3 is a proper map,

(b1) X51(0) = X57(0) = @.
We claim that the following map solves the theorem:
o:=mpoT oX: M\ C — H.

By the preceding discussion and |(bl)| we have that ¢ is a well defined conformal
CMC-1 immersion. Further, implies that 7 o X is proper. Indeed, if we denote
(Fij) =T o X, by (4.1) we have that

(4.3) Pl + [Pl + B = (2 (1K + | Xof2) +1) /1%

Properness of mp imply that ¢ is a proper map too. O



CMC-1 surfaces in hyperbolic and de Sitter spaces with Cantor ends 17

Now we consider the de Sitter 3-space
S3 = {(v0, 21,2, 23) € L*: —af + 2 + 23 + 235 =1}
endowed with the metric induced by L*. Under the identification given in (4.2)), it
becomes

Si{’ = {Aeng A€ SLQ((C)} = SLy(C)/SUy,1, where ez = <(1) _01> )

see [22]. The standard projection is given by
7g: SLy(C) =S¥, mg(A) = AesA’ .

It maps holomorphic null curves F' = (Fj;): M — SLy(C) into CMC-1 faces,
provided that the symmetric (0, 2)-tensor

(4.4) — det [d (Fengﬂ = (1 —|9)*)*w@ # 0,

or equivalently, |g| is not identically one, where ¢ = —dFj2/dFy; is a meromorphic
function on M, and w is a holomorphic 1-form on M, see [16, Theorems 1.7 and 1.9].
Note that the projection 7g is not proper, since SUj 1 is not a compact subgroup of
SLy(C). Conversely, every simply connected CMC-1 face in S$ lifts to a holomorphic
null curve in SLy(C) satisfying (4.4)), see [16, Theorem 1.9]. As before, the restriction
of mg to SLa(C)\ {211 = 0} is still surjective, and the projection 7go7 : CZxC* — S$
carries holomorphic null curves X: M — C? x C* with 7 o X satisfying into
CMC-1 faces. Finally, if a holomorphic null curve F: M — SLg(C) is of the form
F = T o X for some holomorphic null curve X = (X1, Xo, X3): M — C2 x C*, a
straightforward computation shows that

— X} X3

4.5 S
(45) X{ —iX3

— (X1 +iXo).

Proof of Theorem[1.4 Let X = (X1,X2,X3): M — C3 be any holomorphic null
curve with X5 1(0) = @, satisfying , and such that the holomorphic null curve
ToX: M — SLy(C) \ {z11 = 0} satisfies ([£.4); in particular, by there is a
point p € M such that

X3(p)X5(p)
(4.6) o)l = |75
Xi(p) —iX5(p)
Such a null curve may be obtained by lifting a simply connected CMC-1 face,
applying [4, Theorem 3.1], and composing it with a suitable translation so that
X satisfies (3.12) and 7 o X satisfies (4.4). Then, Theorem [3.2] gives a nonflat
holomorphic null curve X : M — C3 such that

+ (X1(p) +iXa(p))| # 1.

(a2) %5(0) = X;(0) = 2,
(b2) X — X vanishes to order 1 at p,
(c2) the map (1, X1, X2)/X3: M — C3 is almost proper,
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d2) the map h: M — R given b,
g Y

L AT AR ’ s w2, 2t 1w P
par <‘X1+1X2‘ 1> +(‘X1+X2+X3‘ ‘X11X2‘>
3

is almost proper.
The following map solves the theorem:
() =mg0T o X: M — S3.

Indeed, it is well defined by and it is a CMC-1 face by (4.4), (4.5)), (4.6), and
(b2)l A straightforward computation shows that

_ 12 2 ~ _ 2 _ _ 12\ 2
2 : 2 2 2 . 1
)2 > <<(X1+1X2’ —1> +<‘X1+X2—|—X3‘ —‘X1—1X2’ >>:h,

2| X3)4 2

where |¢)| denotes the euclidean norm of 1 in R*. Since h is almost proper by
|4 is also almost proper and hence so is ¢. Finally, since 7 o X is a complete
holomorphic null curve by (4.3) and |(c2)}, ¥ is weakly complete, see [30]. O

Proof of Theorem|[I.5 Let X = (X1, X2, X3): M\ Qo — C3 be any holomorphic
null curve with X5 1(0) = @, satisfying , and such that the holomorphic null
curve T o X: M\ Qo — SLy(C) \ {z11 = 0} satisfies (.4); in particular, by
there is a point p € M such that holds. The existence of such a null curve
follows reasoning as in the proof of Theorem [1.4 Then we apply Theorem to
obtain a Cantor set C' C €} and a holomorphic null curve X: M \ C — C? such
that

5(0)=X;(0) = 2,

— X vanishes to order 1 at p,

the map (1,)?1,)?2)/)23: M \ C — C? is almost proper,
the map h: M\ C' — R given by

1 AR ? s w2, 2t 1w P
par ‘X1+1X2‘ 1)+ ‘X1+X2—|—X3‘ —‘Xl—lXQ‘
3

is almost proper.

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem the map ¥ :=7mgoT o X: M \C — S} is
well defined by [(a3)] it is a CMC-1 face by (4.4), ([4.5), ([4.6), and [(b3)] it is almost
proper by [(d3), and it is weakly complete by (4.3) and see [30]. O
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