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MINIMAL HYPERSURFACES IN S%(1)
BY DOUBLING THE EQUATORIAL §?

NIKOLAOS KAPOULEAS AND JIAHUA ZOU

ABSTRACT. For each large enough m € N we construct by PDE gluing methods a closed
embedded minimal hypersurface M doubling the equatorial three-sphere qu in $*(1), with
Mo containing m? bridges modelled after the three-dimensional catenoid and centered at the
points of a square m x m lattice L contained in the Clifford torus T? C qu. The construction
respects the symmetries of the lattice L as a subset of S*(1) and is based on the Linearized
Doubling (LD) methodology which was first introduced in the construction of minimal surface
doublings of SZ, in $3(1).

1. INTRODUCTION

The historic framework.

Closed embedded minimal surfaces in S3(1) have been studied extensively by Geometers. For
a long time the only examples known were the equatorial two-sphere qu and the Clifford torus
T = T2 := S1(271/2) x S'(271/2). These two simple examples play an important role in the
theory of minimal surfaces in S?>(1) and celebrated proofs of long-standing conjectures on the
Clifford torus have been achieved by Brendle in 2012 [3] and Marques-Neves in 2013 [45].

Lawson in 1970 discovered the first new examples which he named & ,,, and have genus km
(k,m € N) [43]. Many more examples have been found since by expanding the original Lawson
approach [9,39], by PDE gluing methods [30-36,54,55], and by min-max methods [40,41],49].
Most of these examples are (or expected to be) desingularizations in the sense of |29, Definition
1.3] and the further discussion there, or doublings in the sense of [33, Definition 1.1], of great
two-spheres or Clifford tori. For example the Lawson surfaces §j, ,,, are desingularizations of k+1
great two-spheres intersecting symmetrically along a common great circle for £ > 1, m > 2, and
five of the nine minimal surfaces constructed in [39] are doublings of qu in S3(1).

Of particular interest for this article are the doubling constructions by PDE gluing methods.
These were first proposed and discussed in [28,29/35]. PDE gluing methods have been applied
extensively and with great success in Gauge Theories by Donaldson, Taubes, and others. The
particular kind of gluing methods used relates most closely to the methods developed in [50] and
[23], especially as they evolved and were systematized in [24H26]. We refer to [28] for a general
discussion of this gluing methodology and to [29] for an early general discussion of doubling by
PDE gluing methods.

The first doubling constructions by PDE gluing methods produced minimal surface doublings
of the Clifford torus [35]. Subsequently NK introduced in [30] a refinement of the general method-
ology which he called Linearized Doubling (LD); using the LD methodology he constructed the
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first high genus minimal surface doublings of the equatorial sphere qu in S3(1). In these dou-
blings the catenoidal bridges are equidistributed either along two parallel circles of qu, or along
the equatorial circle with two more bridges at the poles. Since then the LD methodology has led
to many new results and has great further potential [32}33]36].

In higher dimensions also, much effort has been applied to study closed embedded minimal
hypersurfaces in S"*1(1) for n > 2. In this case the simple examples are the equatorial Sg, and
Clifford products of spheres [10]. The remaining known examples belong to one of the following
classes, and although infinitely many noncongruent examples are known for each n > 2, they all
are of one of very few topological types.

The first class of examples are the minimal isoparametric hypersurfaces which form a subclass
of the isoparametric hypersurfaces which have been studied extensively and classified (see for
example [6-8,[42,[51] and references there).

Another important class of examples are the ones constructed by the methodology introduced
by Wu-Yi Hsiang [5,13H17,19,20]. Hsiang’s approach is based on using the framework of equi-
variant differential geometry [I8] to reduce the construcion of the minimal hypersurfaces to the
construction of curves in the orbit space of the action of a Lie group on S"*1(1). The minimality
condition for hypersurfaces invariant under this action can be understood then by ODE theory.
Hsiang’s approach provides infinitely many non-congruent examples for any n > 2 but of only
few simpe topological types, namely S, St xS"~! S2xS"2, and a few more products of spheres.

Finally min-max methods have proved the existence of infinitely many examples in general
Riemannian manifolds of dimension < 8, with important information on aspects of the asymptotic
behavior [2114446,[47,[52L57]. The topological type of these hypersurfaces however is not known
in general.

Brief discussion of the results and the construction.

The general definition of a doubling [33] Definition 1.1| can be trivially extended to higher
dimensions as follows.

Definition 1.1 (Hypersurface doublings [33 Definition 1.1] ). We define a (hyper)surface dou-
bling M of a base hyper(surface) 3 in a Riemannian manifold (N, g) to be a smooth (hyper)surface
which is the union of two smooth graphs over a smooth closed subset Y cx. (The two graphs
join smoothly with vertical tangent planes along 9% which we assume smooth and of codimension
one in X). We call (X, N,g) the background of the doubling and the connected components of
E\i its doubling holes. We call M a minimal (hyper)surface doubling of ¥ in N, or a minimal
doubling for short, if both M and S are minimal. Finally we will assume M and ¥ are connected
and embedded unless otherwise stated.

In this article we construct by PDE gluing methods and for each large enough m € N a
closed embedded minimal hypersurface M,,, doubling the equatorial three-sphere SZ’q in S*(1) (see

Theorem [7T]). The hypesurface M,, contains m?2 bridges modelled after the three-dimensional

catenoid in R*, with each bridge centered at a point of L and with its waist lying on S‘Z?q, where
L = Lim] c T? C S}, C $*(1) is a square m x m lattice (see 2). The symmetries oi M, are
§1(1)

4
the same with the symmetries of L, that is in the notation of [L1Iiv] Isomi M — Isom i

Clearly the topology type of M,y, is (equivalently M,, is diffeomorphic t0) #m2_1S? x S, and
moreover M,, is an orientable closed three-manifold with torsion—free first and second homology,
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both equal to Z™*=1. This is the first construction which provides closed embedded minimal
hypersurfaces in S*(1) of infinitely many topological types. It provides also a partial answer
to [I7, Problem 6], and since our minimal hypersurfaces are clearly not rotationally symmetric,
to [56, Problem 32| and [I7, Problem 10| as well. Note that the question of classifying all the
topological types realized by closed embedded minimal hypersurfaces is much harder, and in fact
it is not clear at the moment which orientable closed three-manifolds can be smoothly embedded
into S* (see [4] for a survey of known results).

Our construction in this article has strong similarities and differences with the constructions
in both [35] and [30]. We first recall that in [35] for each large enough m € N, a minimal surface
doubling of the Clifford torus T in S3(1) ~ qu is constructed containing m? catenoidal bridges

centered at the points of the square lattice L = L[m] C T?; we will refer to it as éme- The

symmetries of éme in S3(1) are the same with the symmetries of L, that is in the notation
3 3 v
of [LIThvl Isomi 1) _ Isomgg (1) The crucial difference is of course that the bridges in M,,

mXm
are three-dimensional with waists on SZ’q while in éme they are two-dimensional with waists
(approximately) on T. Moreover although in both cases the bridges are uniformly distributed on
the Clifford torus T, T has codimension one in the base surface SZ’q in the case of M,,, while it

is the whole base surface in the case of £, .., .

In this respect M, is more similar to the doublings of S2, in S3(1) constructed in [30,32],
where the bridges are distributed along parallel circles. Actually the ideal analogy would be
with a doubling of 82 in S3(1) where the bridges are distributed along a single equatorial circle,
but such a doubling does not exist [30, Remark 6.31]. In our case T subdivides S*(1) into two
congruent domains which are tubular neighborhoods of radius 7/4 of two circles which we will
denote by C and C (see (LIH)). The Jacobi operator on these domains has positive first Dirichlet
eigenvalue, unlike for the hemispheres of S?(1) where the first Dirichlet eigenvalue vanishes, and
this is what makes our construction possible.

Note that using a similar setup we can construct a three-dimensional self-shrinker in R* dou-
bling the spherical self-shrinker S3(1) € R* with three-catenoidal bridges along the Clifford torus
T c S3(1) C R% In this case, since the two sides of the spherical shrinker are not symmetric,
the three-catenoidal bridges have to be elevated to achieve balancing, similarly to the case of
doublings of the spherical self-shrinker in R3 in [33, Section 10]; no tilting is needed though
because of the symmetries.

We can also generalize the construction in this article by using instead of a square lattice a kxm
lattice L = L[k,m] C T with k,m € N large enough; we can further generalize by prescribing
ko € N parallel tori to the Clifford torus along which to have km three-catenoidal bridges with the
option to have k bridges along C and Jor m bridges along ¢t [37]. This generalization is similar
to the generalization from [30] to [32] and involves horizontal balancing which complicates the
construction and has been avoided in this article by the extra symmetries. In work in progress
we expoit again the unusual symmetries of the Clifford torus to construct with a similar setup
minimal hypersurface doublings of ¥ = S!(1/2) x S3(v/3 /2) (which is minimal [I0]) in S°(1)
with four-dimensional catenoidal bridges along S'(1/2) x @Tz, where @']I‘2 is the Clifford
torus inside the second factor of ¥. Finally note that using a different setup NK constructs
minimal hypersurface doublings of the equatorial n-dimensional sphere S, in S"+1(1) for any
n > 2 in [22] as announced in [30].



Outline of strategy and main ideas.

The basic approach is the same as in [30,[32] with some necessary modifications. The rota-
tionally invariant linearized doubling (RLD) solutions are now constant on the tori T, which are
parallel to the Clifford torus T = Ty at distance |¢| (see [[I5). These tori degenerate to the
circles C and C at ¢ = 47/4 and they are the orbits of the action of the group H (see [LI7).
Our RLD solutions (see[d.9]) are invariant under this action and have a single derivative jump at
the Clifford torus T. They form a one-dimensional vector space and can be expressed in terms
of hypergeometric functions as in 2.7, although this description is not necessary for the results
in this article.

The RLD solutions are converted to Linearized Doubling (LD) solutions in Section @l by an
approach which parallels the one in dimension two [30L32,33] . Our LD solutions ¢ = ¢[(] are
defined in [£.34] and they are singular solutions of the Jacobi equation with singularities modelled
after the Green’s function 1/r on R? (see [d4)), so the singularities are not logarithmic as in
dimension two. They depend on a single parameter ¢ which adjusts by a scalar factor ¢ and the
strength of its singularities.

Each LD solution ¢ is modified then to a “matched” LD solution ¢ + v + v which depends on
one more parameter  and satisfies the Jacobi equation on S‘zq \ L modulo a two-dimensional
extended substitute kernel or obstruction space K[L] ® K[L] defined in The “obstruction
space content” of ¢ + v + ¥ is prescribed by the parameters as in Lemma [£38 and in particular
Equation [£40L Note that the creation of “obstruction content” by the ¢ parameter corresponds
to the creation of mismatch by scaling the bridges, and by the ¢ parameter corresponds to
replacing the connected components of S‘z’q \ T with H-invariant minimal graphs at the linearized
level, which is consistent with a generalized interpretation of the geometric principle where the
dislocation uses exceptional Jabobi fields not induced by Killing fields.

In[E3we “correct” o + v + @ with a small modification to obtain ¢, = @[, (] € C’:;m(SZ’q\L)
whose graph satisfies (nonlinear) minimality outside a small neighborhood of T (see £3). The
initial surfaces M = M[(,(] are then constructed in [5.4] by gluing (smoothly) the catenoidal
bridges to the graphs of +¢,;.

The control of the mean curvature in needs the totally geodesic condition on the base
and careful analysis of the quadratic terms in [5.1] as applied to 513l This leads to satisfactory
global estimates for the mean curvature in [6.8] The global solutions to the linear problem are
estimated in Proposition [6.21] where we solve modulo the obstruction space X[L]®X[L] to ensure
exponential decay away from the Clifford torus T and apropriate decay towards the waists of
the catenoidal bridges (see and 2.12])). We eventually close the argument and prove the main
Theorem [7.11

Finally we remark that a major difference is that the strength of the singularities is of order
m~* (see £37) and not exponentially small as in two dimensions. This corresponds to size (that
is waist radius or scaling parameter) of the bridges ¢ = /7 ~ m~2 (see[5.4) which is smaller than
the distance of nearby bridges by a factor 1/m. This factor is not as small as the corresponding
exponentially small factor in dimension two, making the details of the construction more delicate.
Note also that the range of the parameters (as in in .33)) differs from the two-dimensional case.

Organization of the presentation.
The article consists of seven sections. The first section is the introduction with a general

discussion and establishing the notation used. In section Bl we discuss the linear theory on qu
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which is combined in section [6l with the linear theory on the three-catenoid to produce the global
linear theory Proposition In Section Blwe discuss the three-dimensional catenoids and their
use as models for the bridges. In Section [ we discuss the construction and esimates of the LD
solutions ¢ and the auxiliary functions v and ©. In Section [f] we discuss the construction and
properties of the initial surfaces. Finally in Section [7] we state and prove the main Theorem.

General notation and conventions.

Notation 1.2. f(x) < g(x) indicates that there exists some absolute constant C = C(b) > 0
Just depending on b so that f(x) < Cg(x) for all x in some specified domain. We will also use
this notation for functions that depend on several variables or parameters. When the constant C
can be chosen absolutely, we will just write f(x) < g(z).

f(z) ~p g(x) indicates that c(b)g(z) < f(z) < C(b)g(x) for some C = C(k) > c=c(k) >0
just depending on b. When the constants C, ¢ can be chosen absolutely, we will just write

f(x) ~g(z).

Definition 1.3. Assuming that Q is a domain inside a manifold, g is a Riemannian metric on
the manifold, f,p : Q — (0,00) are given functions, k € N, g € [0,1), u € ClIZ’Cﬁ(Q) or more
generally u is a C’fo’cﬁ tensor field (section of a vector bundle) on Q, and that the injectivity radius
in the manifold around each point x in the metric p=2(x)g is at least 1/10, ||u : C*5(Q, p, g, f)||
is defined by
lu: C*P(QN By, p~?(2)g)|

f(z) ’
where By is a geodesic ball centered at x and of radius 1/100 in the metric p~2(x)g. For simplicity
any of B or p or f may be omitted, when B =0 or p=1 or f =1, respectively.

Ju: C*P(Q,p, g, f)|| == sup
e

f can be thought of as a “weight” function because f(x) controls the size of u in the vicinity
of the point z. From the definition it follows that

(1.4) |V : C* 129, 0,9,07 ) < lu: CP(Q,p, 9, )]s
and the multiplicative property

(15) HUlUg : Ckﬁ(Q?g?pa f1f2)” gk HUl :Ckﬁ(Qagapv fl )H Hu2 :Ckﬁ(Qagapv fQ)H

Cut-off functions will be used extensively, and for this reason the following is adopted.

Definition 1.6. A smooth function ¥ : R — [0,1] is fized with the following properties:
(i). ¥ is non-decreasing.
(ii). ¥ =1 on [1,00] and ¥ =0 on (—oo, —1].
(iti). W — % is an odd function.
Given now a,b € R with a # b, the smooth function teyula,b] : R — [0,1] is defined by

(1.7) Yeutla, b] ;== W o Ly,

where L : R — R is the linear function defined by the requirements L(a) = —3 and L(b) = 3.
Clearly then teytla, b has the following properties:

(i). Yeutla,b] is weakly monotone.

(7). Yeut[a,b] =1 on a neighborhood of b and teyt[a,b] = 0 on a neighborhood of a.

(713). Yeut[a,b] + Yeub,a] =1 on R.
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Suppose now we have two sections fo, f1 of some vector bundle over some domain Q. (A
special case is when the vector bundle is trivial and fo, f1 real-valued functions). Suppose we also
have some real-valued function d defined on Q. We define a new section

(18) v [CL, b7 d] (f07 fl) = f1¢cut[a7 b] od+ fowcut[by CL] © d7

Notation 1.9. We denote by gguyc the standard Euclidean metric on R™ and by ggn-1 the induced
standard metric on the unit sphere S*™! := {v € R™ : |v| = 1}. By standard notation O(n)
denotes the isometric group of S*~1.

Definition 1.10. For an oriented embedding hypersurface X2 in a four-dimensional Riemannian
manifold N with metric g, Ax, is defined to be the second fundamental form of ¥ and \A[% is
defined to be the square of the second fundamental form. Also the second variation of three-volume
or Jacobi operator Ly, is defined by

Ly = As + A3 + Ric(vs, vy),
where Ay, is the Laplacian on X defined by g|s, vs in the normal vector of X in N.

Notation 1.11. For (N"*' g) a Riemannian manifold, ¥* C N™t! a two-sided hypersurface

equipped with a (smooth) unit normal v, and Q C 3, we introduce the following notation where
any of N, g, ¥ or  may be omitted when clear from context.

(i) For A C N we write dg’g for the distance function from A with respect to g and we define

the tubular neighborhood of A with radius § > 0 by D%g@) ={peN: dg’g(p) <0} IfA

is finite we may just enumerate its points in both cases, for example, if A = {q} we write

g (p).

(ii) We denote by exp™'9 the exponential map, by dom(expN’g) C TN its mazimal domain, and
by injN9 the injectivity radius of (N,g). Similarly by expf,v’g, dom(expf,v’g) and inj;f,v’g the
same at p € N.

(i) Given a function f : ¥ — R satisfying | f| (p) < inj™9, Vp € Q, we use the notation

N, N, N,
XQ,;] = expYo(fr)oI, Graphy?(f):= XQJ?(Q),

where Ig : Q2 — N denotes the inclusion map of Q) in N.

(iv) For A C N we write Isomg’g for the group of isometries of (N, g) which preserve A as a
set.

As in [33] Definition A.1], we also define the Fermi exponential map.

Definition 1.12 (Fermi exponential map). We assume given a hypersurface ¥™ in a Riemannian
manifold (N"*1,g) and a unit normal v, € T,N at some p € ¥. For § > 0 we define

DINI(8) = {v + Zu, v € DFTI(8) C TS, % € (—6,6)} C T,N.
For small enough &, the map expE’N’g : ﬁE’N’g(é) — N, defined by
expy ™90+ Fup) == expl (), Yo+ Fu, € DEVI(S) with v € T,X,

where q 1= expg’g(v) and v, € TyN s the unit normal to ¥ at q pointing to the same side of
Dg’gk:(&) (which is two-sided) as vy, is a diffeomorphism onto its image which we will denote
by DE’N’Q C N. We define the injectivity radius injE’N’g of (X,N,g) at p to be the supremum of

such §’s. Finally when § < injE’N’g we define on DE’N’g(cS) the following.
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(i) My : DY N’g(5) — 3N DE’N’g(cS) is the nearest point projection in (DE’N’g(cS),g). Alterna-
tively Hg corresponds through eXpE’N’g to orthogonal projection to TyX in (T,N, glp).
(ii) 7 : Dy"™N9(8) — (=6,0) is the signed distance from %N Dy"™9(8) in (Dy™N'9(8)g). Alter-
natively (z o expE’N’g(v))Vp is the orthogonal projection of v to (vp) in (T,N,glp).
(iii) A foliation by the level sets $z :=7~4(3) € Dy ™N9(8) for ¥ € (=4,6).
(iv) Tensor fields gs, 7, Ay by requesting that on each level set ¥z they are equal to the first
and second fundamental forms of Xy respectively.

The parametrizations and coordinates on the unit three-sphere.
We consider now the unit four-sphere S* ¢ R® with the standard metric gga as in We
denote by (x1,z2, 3, x4, z5) the standard coordinates of R5 and we define by
S‘Z’q =S*n{z5 =0}
an equatorial three-sphere in S*. As [35] (A.1)], we define the surjective map Oq : R x [—Z, Z] —
Seq by
(1.13) Oy(x,y,2)
=(cos(z + Z) cos(V2y), cos(z + %)sin(\/iy),sin(z + 4)008(\/_}() sin(z + — )sm(\/_x) 0).
By calculating further we obtain as [35, (A.5)]
(1.14) O¢,9s3 = (1 + sin(2z))dx® + (1 — sin(2z))dy* + dz°.
We will also refer to
T, := SZ’q N{z? 4+ 23 =23 + 23} = O,,({z =c}), where c € (—7/4,7,4)
(1.15) C =83, N{z1 =22 = 0} = Oy({z = 7/4}),
Ct= Sifq N{z3 =24 =0} = Oy({z = —7/4}).
We may omit the subscript ¢ when ¢ =0 so T = T denotes the Clifford torus.

Finally for any interval [a,b] C [-7, §] we define the thickened torus in S?, by

(116) Q[a, b] = Ce[a,b}’]I‘c.
Symmetries of O., and symmetries of the construction.

Notation 1.17. From the identification R® = R* x R, we can consider the embedding O(4) —
O(5) by the standard action of O(4) (recall[I9) on the first components of R and by identity
on the last component of R.

From the identification R> = R% x R%2 xR, we can consider the embedding O(2) x O(2) < O(5)
by the standard action of O(2) (recall[1.9) on the first two components of R? respectively and by
identity on the last component of R. We will then denote the image of D(2) x O(2) inside O(5)
by JH.

We now define reflections Xc,ic, rotations XC, Y. and the involution S in R? x (=%, %), where
c € R by

(1.18) XC(X,y,Z) = (2¢—x,y,2), i (x,y,2) :== (x,2¢c — y,27),
XC(X,}’,Z) = (X+67Y7 )7 ? (X Y,z ) = (X7Y+C7Z)a
é(x,y, z) = (y,x,—2z).
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We then define corresponding reflections X.,Y. € H, rotations X.,Y. € H, the involution S
and the reflection Z in R® by

(1.19) (x1, 9, 3, 4, T5 X1, T2, T3 COS2¢ + x4 8in 2¢, x3 sin 2¢ — x4 cos 2¢, T5),

AT1, 22,23, 4,25 x1 €os 2¢ + xg sin 2¢, x1 sin 2¢ — xg cos 2¢, T3, T4, T5),

( ) =
( ) =
(w1, 22,03, 24, T5) 1=
( ) =
( ) =
Z(

< X K X

(a1, T2, 23, T4, X5 X1 CO8C — Tosinc, x1 sinc + xg Cos ¢, T3, Tq, Ts).

xr3 IIJ‘4,IIJ‘1,ZE2,$5)-

(
(
(21,9, 3C08C — Tg8inC,x38INC + 4008 C, T5),
(
S(x1,x9, 23,24, T5 (
(

$1,$2,$3,$4,$5) X1,X2,T3,T4, — 5)'

We record the symmetries of ©, in the following lemma:

Lemma 1.20. O, restricted to R?* x (=5, %) is a covering map onto S?,\ (CuCL). Moreover,
the following hold:

(i) The group of deck tmnsformations s generated by Xor and Yaor.
(1t) X, 0 O¢q = @equ Y, 00¢ =0¢0Y,, Xe00cy = Ogq0Xe, Ye0Oey = Og50Y, and
S00¢ =0Og0 S.

The symmetry group of our constructions depends on a large number m € N\ {1} which
we assume now fixed. We define L,er = Lpper[m] C S‘;’q to be the union of m? quarter-circles
symmetrically arranged

(1.21) Liper = Liper[m] := Ocg({(x,y,2) : x = 2mi/m,y = 21j/m,i,j € Z}).

Definition 1.22. Let Gp := Isomjgf(l), the subgroup of O(5) which fizes Ty as a set. Let
3

Sggq[m] = IsomS or ] the subgroup of O(4) which fiztes Lpyer[m] as a set, and Gga[m] =

Isomiigez i) the subgroup of O(5) which fizes Lper[m] as a set.

We record some properties of r, Gz, [m] and Gg4[m] in the following lemma.

Lemma 1.23. The following hold.

(1) St is generated by H (recall[[17) and the involution S.
(1) Iss, [m] is generated by the reflections Xo, Xz /s Yo, Yo/ and the involution S.
(11i) Gsa[m] is generated by the reflections X, X Yo, Y Z and the involution S.

w/m> w/mr &=

Remark 1.24. Sggq [m] is not isomorphic to the group Doy, X Doy, X Zg, indeed S does not
commute with the other generators.

Notation 1.25 (Symmetric functions). Given Q C S*(1) invariant under the action of Gga[m],
and a space of functions X C C°(Q), we use a subscript “sym” to denote the subspace Xeym C X
consisting of the functions in X which are invariant under the action of G.
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2. LINEAR THEORY ON S?,

The linearized equation and rotationally invariant solutions.
By [L10,

(2.1) ﬁggq = Aggq + 3.

Lemma 2.2. (ker Lg3 )sym is trivial when m = 2.

Proof. The space ker ﬁggq is generated by the four coordinate functions z;, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, restricted
on qu. Thus any function u € (ker £qu)sym has the form v = Z?:l a;x;. By the assumption
uoS =u and (LI9), we have a; = a3, ag = a4. By the assumption uoY_ ,, = v and (L.I9), we
have

2T . 27 2T A
ay | r1co8— + 248N — | + a2 | 1 €08 — — xy4SIN — | = a1 + G272,
m m m m

%r) where A € R. However, when m > 2, by the

assumption u o Yy, = u, we also have a; = \'sin %, ag = N (1 — cos %), where M € R. Thus
the only function u € (ker Eggq)sym is trivial. O

which implies a; = Asin 2Z, ay = A(1 — cos

It will be easier later to state some estimates if we use a scaled metric on qu:

Definition 2.3. We define the metric § on qu and coordinates (X,¥,z) by

(24) g = m2gS37 (i7 577 2) = m(X7 Y, Z)a
and the corresponding Jacobi operator by

(2.5) Ly:=Ag+3m 2 =m*Lg .

By a rotationally invariant function we mean a function on a domain of qu which depends
only on the coordinates z, i.e. invariant under the action of H = D(2) x D(2). When the solution
¢ is rotationally invariant, by calculating from (L.14]), the linearized equation £S§q¢ = 0 amounts
to the ODE:

d*¢ d¢
Lemma 2.7. The space of solutions of the ODE (Z0) in z on (—m/4,7/4) is spanned by the two
functions

I'?(1/4 1 1
2.4 Ge = 4(\/; )2F1 <—§, g;l; §(COSZ —sinz)2> ,
' T2(1/4 1 1
oL = %zﬂ <—§, g;l; 5(00sz+sinz)2> ,

where oFy (-, +;+;+) is the hypergeometric function (see e.g. [I, Chapter 15]). Moreover, the fol-
lowing hold.
(i) ¢¢ has singularity at C = {z = —n/4} and is smooth at C+ = {z = 7/4}, bgo has
singularity at C+ = {z = 7/4} and is smooth at C = {z = —m/4}.
(ii) ¢, is strictly increasing in z on (—7/4,7/4), ¢¢. is strictly decreasing in z on (—m/4,7/4).
9



(ii1) 64,(0) = 6. (0) = 1, @,(0) = 6}, (0) = Fy where

(2.9) Fy = P4§71Té4)

€ (2.18,2.19);
moreover ¢g, = ¢ 0S.

Proof. By changing of variable w := %(COSZ —sinz)? = #, ([26) becomes

a2 do 3
1-w)s 2 4t (1-2w)2 + 26 =0
W —w) S8 (1 o) By 35—,
which is the hypergeometric equation that o F (—%, %; 1; w) satisfies by e.g. [I}, 15.5.1]. [I}, 15.1.1]

also implies that o F} converges absolutely in the disk |w| < 1, and diverges at w = 1. (i) then
follows. Moreover, by (i), ¢ and ¢, are linearly independent when z € (—m/4,7/4), thus they
span the space of solutions of the ODE (2.6]).

The monotonicity in (ii) can be shown by [I 15.2.1] along with the integral representation of
hypergeometric function [I, 15.3.1]. The values of ¢¢(0) and ¢, (0) in (iii) can be calculated
by e.g. [1, 15.1.24], and the values of QS’C(O) and ¢/CL (0) can be calculated by making use of
[1, 15.2.1] along with [I, 15.1.24]. The symmetry is clear from the definitions (28] and (LIS))
along with the property O

Linear theory on a slab.

Definition 2.10. Given a function ¢ on some domain 2 C qu, we define a rotationally invariant

function @ayg on the union Q' of the H orbits (recall [L17) on which ¢ is integrable (whether
contained in 2 or not), by requesting that on each such orbit T.,

1
(,Davghr(; = AreaTc /Irc -

We also define wosc on QN Q' by @ose 1= @ — Psym-

Lemma 2.11 (Slab case cf. |27, Proposition A.3|, [38, Lemma 4.7]). For 65 > 0 small enough
and m big enough in terms of absolute value, and v € (0,1), there exists a bounded linear map

(recall (ILI3), (LIG) and (2.4))

(R97 BQ) : Csz};gl(T2/m7g) X Cg}ﬁl(gp/mv 2/171, + 58]7.?]7 6_7/2)
— C2F (Q[2/m,2/m + (58],§,6_7l2) x R,

sym
such that for v="Rq(f,E) the following hold.
(’i) ,Cg’l) =F.
(“) v = f - favg + BQ(fa E) on rE2/m
(i4) v =0 on Ty pis, -
(iv) [v: C28(@L2/m,2/m + 6], 5,¢77) | + Ba(f. B)

f:C*P(Taypm, 9)|| + HE : COB(Q[2/m,2/m + 8], §,e777)

55,'7’

Proof. By defining (Rq, Ba)(1,0) = (0,0), we can assume that faws = 0.
For this proof we define the flat metric go on Q[2/m,2/m + &s] by (recall ([2.4)))

go := dX* + dy* + d7*.
10



We then have a bounded linear map

(R07 BO) ngg’l(TQ/mv gO) X Cg};/?ﬂ( [2/m7 2/m +4 ] 9o, e—'\/’i)
= CHm(QU2/m.2/m + 6], g0,¢"7) x R

sym

satisfying (i)-(iv) with A instead of L.
By (LI4), 24) and (23] for any € > 0, by choosing m big enough and when s is small
enough

H(’Cé —Ag)v : 0075(9[2/771, 2/m + 0], go, e—’y’i)

€ Hv - C2P(Q[2/m, 2/m + 64, go, e 7

Thus the difference of the linear operator defined by
(f E) = (Ro(f, E)’T2/m - Bo(f, E)? £§ ° RO(f? E))

with the identity map on the Banach space C’g’ﬁ(']l'g/m, go) x COB(Q[2/m,2/m + &), go, e~ V'7) is
smaller then 1/2 by choosing € small enough. Therefore, there exists a bounded linear map C on
this space such that

(f,E) = (RooC(f, E)lr,,,, — BooC(f, E), Lg o Ry o C(f, E)).
We can then define
Ra(f,E) :=RooC(f,E), Bal(f E):=ByoC(f E).
By (LI4)) and (24), when J5 is small enough we have

[v: C*2@12/m,2pm 48, 5,¢77%) |~ [0 : QUM 2/m 4 6], 90,677

The results then follow. O

Linear theory on the solid torus D¢ (7/4).
Definition 2.12. We define two functions fo~/, fo on qu by the following
foy = max{e_'yli, e_m'7l5s}, foy = max{e_'yli, m4+ﬁe_m7/53}.
Lemma 2.13 (Solid torus case cf. [27, Proposition 7.10], [38, Proposition 6.14]). For | = 2,4,

there exists a bounded linear map

S2, - S8 -
(RgaBS) Csygl(r]rl/mvg) X Cg}ﬁl(gg \D’]l‘o (l/m)mg’fo,'y ) - nggl(Sg \D’]Toq (l/m)7gyf2,’y’) x R
such that for v ="Rs(f, E) the following hold.

(Z) £S2q’U =F.

(ii) v =0 on C.

3

(z'.iz‘) v — f is a constant on T/, (recall that OD%‘I (I/m) =Ty ).

(ZU) U_f fan+BS(f7E) on Tl/m-

s? ~
(0) |[o: C22(S3,\ DRt 1/m). g, for)| + 1B, B)
i _ s2, i
S |1F = fovg 2 €2 (T, )| +m~2 || B COB(SL,\ DRt (1/m), 3. fo)

S3 - . . ey -
Moreover, any v’ € C*P(S3,\ Dyt(l/m), g) satisfying (i)-(iii) is the same as v.
11




Proof. We will just prove the case | = 2, the other case is similar.

The uniqueness simply follows from the fact that the only function which satisfies (i) and (iii)
with (f, E) = (0,0) is a multiple of ¢¢. And by (ii) it must be 0. By defining (Rs, Bs)(1,0) =
(0,0), we can again assume that fawe = 0.

For the proof we define cutoff functions 15,9 € C S3 ) by

sym (

Vs := W [mbs, mbs — 1;2] (0,1), 1 := ¥ [logm,logm + 1;7] (0,1).

3
Now given E € CSO}’,%(S‘;’[]\D%"(Q/m), g, foy) f € Csym(']l‘2/m, g), by using 2Tl we can define
(0}, i) € CZR(Q02/m,2/m + 6,3, ¢ ) x R by (v}, i) = (Ray, Ba) (m~26,F, f), and we have
by the definitions in

(2.14) (

of £ C2P(Q12/m, 2 m 4 0,],5,¢7) | + |7

< |75 22|+ 72 B €283, \ Dt (2/m). g, fo )|

Then by standard theory on the sphere S2 , there is a function v} € C’szyfn(S?’q\D ‘(logm/m)),
such that

£S§qvi’ =(1—y)E - [ﬁggq,zbs]vi, v} = const on Tiogm/m, i =0 on C.

And we have for g = ggs by the definition of ¢, and (2.14))

S [ = BB — £y, vt  CO7(8E,\ DE Qo m/m). )|

vy 02’5(83 \D eq (logm/m),g H

(2.15)

Sm* (| €082\ DR~ 1/m). )| +[Jeh s (s, — 1/m.0.),5)])

—m~ e - Sg’ g

et g 0

Thus
s3 .
(2.16) ‘ o)+ CHP(SE\ Dyt (logm/m), g, fay)
S motBem s of ; C2A(83,\ DS (log mim) )|

S||7: 2T )|+ 7 B 0088\ DE ), 5 for)|.

We then define vy := ¢5v) + ¢vf and —Ey = Lgz v1 — E. From (2I4) and (Z.I0), we have

Hm - C28(S3,\ D1y, Gy foy)

O (T, )| + 72 | B2 €282, for) -
12



Moreover, from all the definitions and the fact that ¢(1 — ¢2) = (1 — ¢2), we have —E; =
[ﬁggq, vy, thus by ([2.I3) when m is big enough

szl;czaﬁ(ggl\lﬁwo,g,fayc

S||iss, wlet : O (@log m/m, (log m + 1) fm], 5, 1/m)|

<m? ‘ vl C*P(Qflog m/m, (log m + 1)/7”]’9)“

§m7+66_m7l63 <Hf : C2’B(Tg/m,§)H +m™2 HE : CO’B(SZ’q \ Dqgr(%q(z/m)aga fon/)H)

<172 (|| 2 (Tays)| +m2 || COH(8,\ DRI /m). G for) )

We can then iterate this process to get the sequence {(vy, En, fin)}22, and get the results by
defining (Rg, Bs)(f, E) := Y ;i (Un, fin)- O

Main Proposition on qu.

Proposition 2.17 (Linear theory on SZ’q cf. |27, Proposition 7.1] and [38] Proposition 6.1]).
3
Given E € CSO}}E](qu,g) with support in Dqgrzq(él/m), there exists v € CE;&(qu,g) such that
£quv = E. Moreover, the following hold.
(i) |[vose : C*F(S24, 3, F2) || S m ™2 || - C¥2(S,, ).
(i) Vayg 15 given by

Z n 7F/4 o
Vag(2) = —0,(2) ( [ e 0Bt + | %(t)Eavgmdt)

+ doi(2) / Wa(t)Ean(t)dt,

where W = (ééqﬁ’éL - gbélqﬁ’é is the Wronskian.
(11i) There exists i € R such that (recall [212)

v — fie : CHP(Q0,7/4], §, fa,)

Proof. The existence of v simply follows by the standard theory on the sphere. (ii) simply
follows by variation of parameters of the ODE (2.6]) and the boundary conditions on C and
To. Moreover, the eigenvalues of L; on the space H} . (S2,) := {u € HL,(S2)) : tayg = 0} are
uniformaly bounded below, thus

Vosc - Cz’ﬁ(quag)H 5 m_2 HEosc : 0075(8217?7)“ :

+m 7 al s m72| B (st 9)||

(2.18)

Moreover, by separation of variable, we have v,s. = 0 on C.
Now we define i by requiring on Ty/p,, Vayg = fig. From (ii) and the support of E, we see
that

w/4 é w/4 b
_ C-L C
uz—/ tEavtdt—/ 28 (1) By (£)dL.
0 W ( ) g( ) 0 W( ) g( )
Thus by (2.8) and the support of F

Al smt |2ty g
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Moreover, now the function v — fig satisfies (i)-(iii) in ZI3 with f = v[r,,, and I = 4. We then
must have v — fig¢, = Re (vlr,,,,, ) and thus by (2.I8)

Vose : (12’5(']1‘4/,%,@)” <m2 HE : Co’ﬁ(SZ’q,é)H :

(2.19) |jv = g : (8%, \ Dry(4/m). g, fory)

< m? HE : covﬁ(sgq,g)H + \

Finally by noticing that vayg — fid¢, vanishes outside Dr,(4/m) and satisfies the ODE

2 2 22\ d 3 _ Eavg
<d? — o tan <E> A W) (Vavg = id6) = 5%
by variation of constant we have the estimate
|vavs = 16 : 2782\ Dry(4/m), 3| s w2 | B2 (8 9)||
combing with (2.I8) and (2.I9), we have the full estimate for v — figs. O

3. THREE-CATENOIDAL BRIDGES

Three-catenoids in 7, pS4.
Definition 3.1. Let g denote gsa. Given p € S‘Z’q, we first define the function ¢ on ']I'pS4 by

3 4
requesting ¢ = (expﬁeq’S )"YZ) (recallllI3). We then extend s to cylindrical coordinates (o,9,s) :
3 4 3 4
T,S* \ span{uggq(p)} — Ry x S2 x R. We also define U := foq’S (inj;S;'iq’S /2) € S* and a
Riemannian metric g on U by

S8,.5*

(3.2) g = (expp )x9lp-
Remark 3.3 (cf. [33, Example 2.20]). We have for p = (0,0,0,1,0) € S}, ¢ $* C R®
3 4
(3.4) exp;S;'iq’S (0,79,5) = (¥sin pcosg, cos pcosg,sing),
and thus
S25.8% & 2 2, w2 2
(3.5) (expp™” )*g = cos”¢(do” + sin” pgs2 ) + ds*.

Notation 3.6. Let Cyl := S? x R C R? x R be the three-cylinder embedded in R* and x the
standard product metric on Cyl.

Given p € qu and € € Ry, we define a three-catenoid K[p,¢] C T,S* = R?* of size ¢ and its
parametrization Xg = Xg|p,¢| : Cyl — K]p, €] by taking (recall B.1])

(3.7) (¢,7,5) o Xk[p, el(0,5) = (p(s),0,0(s)),
where (cf. [48], Section 3.1])

s g2 € 1 V2
3.8 s) :=¢eVcosh2s, o(s):= / ——dt = —F | arccos ——, —
(3.8) p(s) :=eV (s) RO T3 2
where F(+,-) is the incomplete elliptic integral of the first kind (see e.g. [I, Chapter 17]). From
now on we will use Xk to identify Kp, e] with Cyl; 6 and s can then be considered as maps on

K[p,e] and by (1), (B:8) and B.6, we can calculate

(3.9) gx = Xg(glp) = p*x.
14



Alternatively {(0, 9, pcat(0)) : (0, 79) [e,+00) xS?} C T,,S* is the part above the waist of K[p, €],
where the function @eat(r) = @eare](r) : [5 +o00) = Ris deﬁned by

2
(3.10) Peat|€ / = %F <arccos ;, g) .

Lemma 3.11. ||¢cat(r) — (T — £) : Ck((gs +00),r,dr?, r70)|| <k €5, where as [2, (A.19)],
v2r (5)

3.12 T = / dt = 12 € (1.04,1.05

12 L vEST =) © e

Proof. This estimate can be seen by expanding the integral of (BI0) at r — oo. ([l

Lemma 3.13. Let Ax be the second fundamental form of K[p,e] C TPS4 = R* with respect to

glp, then
2 2

Ag = 9% g2 + g—ggz.
p p

Proof. This can be calculated by (B8) or (BI0). A similar calculation has been done in |53,
Proposition 2.1]. O

Definition 3.14 (Catenoidal bridges in T,S*(1) and $*(1)). Given p € S, € > 0, we define a
model catenoid in TpS4 of size € and a corresponding catenoidal bridge in S* as follows in the

notation of [3.0, where b is a large constant to be chosen later independently of the e later (cf.
the proof of [6.21)), and 6, is a small constant which will be fixed later (cf. (AIT)).

Klp,e] := Xilp E](Cyl[ 25']) cst, Klpe = X ielp,€l(Cylle, 2be]) C s,
where X jz[p, e] = expp OXK[p e] : Cyl = S, and Cylle, 7] := {(8,s) € Cyl:e < p(s) < r}.

Finally using the above maps we take the coordinates (0, s) on the cylinder as in[Z8 to be functions
on Kp,e| and Klp, €|, and thus we take p(s) and o(s) in [B.8) to be functions on Klp,e|. We
also use x to denote the metric on K|p,e] defined by the pushfoward of x inl3.8 by X ;z[p,¢].

Mean curvature on catenoidal bridges in S*(1).
For the rest of this section, we fix p € qu.We also denote K = K [p,e] and g = gsa.

Lemma 3.15 (cf. [33] Example 2.20]). Let gi, vjz and Ay be the metric, the unit normal and
the second fundamental form on K induced by g, then

(3.16) gz = p°(s)(1 — tanh*(2s) sin® o(s))ds” + sin® p(s) cos® o(s)gsz,
tanh(2s)0, — sec? o(s) sech?(2s)3,
\/1 + tan? o(s) sech?(2s)

(3.17) Vi =

)

(3.18) \/1 + tan? o (s) Sech2(23)A[v{

= ian s ano(s 1sin2 s)sin(20 e 2
_<p2(s)t h(2s)(2tan o(s) +  sinh?(2s) sin(20(s))) ()>

(sin(2p(s)) sech(2s) + sin®(p(s)) sin(20(s)) tanh(2s)) gsz.
15
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. . S8, st .
Proof. In this proof we fix the notation X = exp,”” oXg :S? x R — S$* C R5. Without loss of
generality, we can assume that p = (0,0,0,1,0) € S‘Z’q. Notice that gz = X*g, the results for g

and vy then follow by ([B.4), (3.5), (3.7) and (3.5).

For the calculation of the second fundamental form, we use the formula (A7 )as = (a0 X, vz)
and we have renamed the cylinder coordinates (z1,z9,x3) := (01,602, s) by choosing some local
coordinates 61,02 on S, and «, 8 take the values 1, 2 and 3. The result then follows by (3.4,

B1), (3.8) along with (3I7). O
Lemma 3.19. The following hold.

(i) Hpﬂ :C’“(f?,x,pﬂ)u <k 1
(ii) Ha : ck(k,x,s)H < 1.

Proof. By ([B.8), the estimate in (i) with p? instead of p is obvious, and the estimate for p then
simply follows by induction on k and general Leibniz rule for derivative. The estimate for p=2
also follows by (B.8)) along with the observation that p=2 = ¢~ ?sech s and for each k > 1, the
k-th derivative of sech s is a polynomial expression in sech s and tanh s, and each term of which
contains a factor of sechs. The estimate for p~! again follows by induction on k and general
Leibniz rule. When k£ > 1, (ii) then follows by (i) along with (3.8) and p > ¢; and the case k = 0
follows by

lim o(s) = €T3,
5—00

which is implied by the formulae (3:8) and (3I2) along with a change of variable. O

Lemma 3.20. Let g and Af{ be the metric, the unit normal and the second fundamental form
on K induced by g (recall [B2) ), the following hold on K.

(i) [z = i : C*(Eox )| S 1
(ii) || Ag = Ag : CH(E x, %) || i1
(ii) HpZH . CF(K, x, p%€)

‘ <k 1, where H is the mean curvature on K induced by g.

. . §3 S4 R §3 S4 o
Proof. We first notice that by the definitions, (exp,™” )*g;z = gk, (expp™” )*Ap = Ak, where
gk, Ak are the metric and second fundamental form on K induced by the Euclid metric.

By 339) and ([B3I6), we see that

9 — 95 = —p? tanh?(2s) sin? ods? + p*(p~2 sin? p cos?

g — 1)982‘

(i) then follows by Similarly, by B3] and (BI8)), and noticing that £2/p = psech(2s) by
([B:8), we see that

4
2 i & Lo : 2
\/1 + tan? o sech”(2s) Ay — Ay = P tanh(2s) (2 tano + 3 sinh*(2s) s1n(20)> ds

+ <p <Sm2(§p) - 1) sech(2s) + sin?(p) sin(20) tanh(2s)> gs2.

(ii) then follows by (iii) follows by (i), (ii) and the minimality of K in §. O
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4. LD SOLUTIONS
Green’s function and LD solutions.
We discuss now the O(3)-invariant Green’s function for ﬁggq.

Lemma 4.1. There is a function G € C*(0,7) uniquely characterized by (i) and (ii) and
moreover satisfying (iii-iv) below. We denote by r the standard coordinate of R*:

(i) For small r we have G(r) = —(1 + O(ﬁ))%,
3
(ii) For each p € S, we have Lgz Gp =0 where Gy =G o dﬁeq € C=(S3,\ {p, —p}).
(ZZZ) G(?") — _cos2r

sinr

(iv) HG—i— 1/r:C*((0,1),r, drz,r)H <1.
Proof. The metric gs3, can be written as
s, = dr? + 7’2982,

S8, . . . . . .
where r := d,™ is the distance to a given point p. For a solution ), depending only on r, the
equation Eggq G, = 0 can be written as

G, (1) + 2cot(r)G,(r) + 3Gy(r) = 0.

The equation has two linearly independent solutions cosr and <2C. (i-iii) are then clear. (iv)
follows by (iii). O

Because of the symmetries imposed on our constructions we concentrate now on LD solutions
which are invariant under the action of Ggs [m| and moreover the singular set L is contained in
eq

the Clifford Torus Ty.

Definition 4.2. We define a finite set L C qu consisting of m? points by (recall (LZ1 and
(L13)):

(43) L= L[m] = 982(1 [m]po = To N Lier,

where pg = 0,4(0,0,0) = (v/2/2,0,v/2/2,0,0).

Definition 4.4 (LD solutions in the case of Clifford torus). For L as in[f.3, we call ¢ a linearized
doubling (LD) solution on qu when there exists a number T € R satisfying the following.

(i) o € C®(S3,\ L) and Lsz ¢ =0 on S2,\ L.
(ii) Vp € L, the function ¢ + T/dgg,q is bounded on some neighborhood of p in qu.
Definition 4.5 (The constants §). We define a constant 6 > 0 by
(4.6) 0 =6[m]:=1/(9m).
Moreover, given L as in[{.3, we assume that m is big enough so that the following are satisfied.
(i) Vp,p' € L with p # p' we have Dﬁgq(%) N ngq(%) =0.
(ii) Vp e L, 6 < injigq’g4’g, where injigqyy is the injective radius as in[LI12

Lemma 4.7. Given a number 7 € R, there is a unique 9S2q [m]-symmetric LD solution ¢ =
©[T;m] satisfying the conditions in[{.4 Moreover the following hold.

(i) ¢ depends linearly on .
17



(it) Pavg € CO(SE,) N C>°(SE, \ To) and on S2,\ Tg it satisfies the ODE Ls3 Pavg = 0.
3
Proof. We define 1 € C5,(S2, \ L) by requesting that it is supported on D%q(%) and ¢ =

3 3
v [5, 26; dieq} (1Gp,0) (recall AR on Dﬁeq(%) for each p € L. Note that the function Lgs ¢1 €

3 3
C5om(SE,) (by assigning 0 values on L) and it is supported on Le LDEE‘Z(%) \Dﬁeq (0). Because of

sym

the symmetries, by 2.2l the operator Eggq has no kernel in the space C’So}?m(SZ’q), there is a function

w9 € CX (S‘Z’q) such that Eggq Py = —£S§q<pl. We can define then ¢ := ¢ + 3. Uniqueness and

sym
linearity follow then immediately. To prove (ii) we need to check that ¢ is integrable on Ty and
that (4.¢ is continuous there also. But these follow easily by the singularity behavior of G, in

41 O

Definition 4.8. By making use of [{.7, we define the LD solution ® = ®[m] := ¢[l;m] €
Coym (S \ L).

The rotationally invariant part ¢ := ®,,.

Definition 4.9. We define the rotationally invariant function (RLD solution) ¢ € C’O(S‘Z’q) N
C>(S3,\ To) by (recall 27)

(5 ) o when z > 0;
o Ge, whenz < 0.

Lemma 4.10. ¢ := ®gyq[m] is given by (recall (29))
2

(4.11) ¢ = b10, where ¢1 = ﬂm—%.

Proof. Because of the symmetries it is clear that ¢ = A(Zﬁ for some constant A. For 0 < €] < €9,
. . S? S3 . .

we consider now the domain Q, ., = DToq(€2) \ D;“(e1). By integrating £S§q<1> =0on Q

and integrating by parts we obtain

0P
JENE T
9%, 0, ON Dy e
By taking the limit as e; — 0 first and then as e; — 0 we obtain by using the 1/r behavior of ®
near L, 4.9 and R.71(iii) that
2AFyArea(Ty) = m>Area(S?).
The result then follows by Area(Ty) = 272 and Area(S?) = 4. O
Definition 4.12. For a,b € R, we define the rotationally invariant solution ¢[a] and (with
singularity) j[b] by requesting the following initial data
#(0) =a, 99(0)=0; j(0)=0, 04+j(0)=—-09_j(0)=mb,
and the ODEs Lg3 ¢ =0 on {z € (=7 /4,7/4)} and Lg3 j =0 on {z € (—7/4,0) U (0,7/4)}. In
terms of ¢¢, and ¢¢. (recall[27), we can also define ¢la] and j[b] by
%((bé — ¢¢1),  when z > 0;
%(gbél —¢¢),  when z <0.

dla] = g(% +oer), jlb] = {
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Corollary 4.13. On {z € (—7n/4,0) U (0,7/4)} we have that
(4.14) ¢ = Plp1] + jlm/~].
Proof. 1t follows by [£9, (411, and 27(iii). O
Lemma 4.15. The following hold
(i) o) = 1= (D 3/m) \ To, 3) | < 1/m?.
(i0) [310) = 2] : CH(DE 3/m) \ To, )| i 1/m
Proof. By changing variable z := mz and ¢, := o[1] -1, J, = Jj[1] —mz, the ODE (Z.6) that
Q[l] and 1[1] satisfy becomes
¢, 2 <2z> do, N 3¢, 3

— —tan
dz2 m

d%j 7\ dj 37 7 7

m ) dz m?2 m2

dz2  m m) dz = m?2 m m m?’
with zero initial condition at z = 0. The results then follows by applying variation of parameters
as the homogeneous equation has fundamental solutions % (d¢(z/m) + ¢ (Z/m)) = ¢[1](Z/m)
and 57 (0¢(2/m) — ¢eu(z/m)). 0
Estimates on ® = ®[m).
Definition 4.16. Given ¢ as in [&6), we define the §' by
(4.17) § = it
where we choose « to satisfy
(4.18) a € (0,1/4).
Notice that we have 96" < 6/10 by assuming m big enough.
Definition 4.19. We define G € C° (S3,\ L) by

sym
N 3
(4.20) G o= [25, 3: dﬁeq] (G, 0)

3 ~
on D%q(%) (recall [{-1)(ii)) and O otherwise. We define the rotationally invariant function ® €
C>(S%,) by

o S8 )
(4.21) b:=p— W [2/m, 3/m; dTOq] (j[m/x],0).
We then define the functions ® € C3%,(SE,) and E' € C55,(S2,) by
(4.22) Oi=d-G-b, Ei=Lgd
Lemma 4.23. The following hold (recall [27).
R 3 3
(i) HG : CR(S3,\ D%q((s’),r,g)H <mitY where 1= min{d%qﬁ},
N 3
(ii) |G O*(8%\ D). 3)]| Sem.
(iii) |m=2E": C*(S3,,9)|| <k m.

(Z'U) Hq):)sc : Ck(qumg)H sk m.
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Proof. (i-ii) follow by kv, (£6), (£I7) and the definition (£20). By (@22) and (€2I)), on
3
Seq \ DL (9),

m2E = — LG+ L;W [2/m, 3/m; dffj] (j[m/7],0).
The first term vanishes on Digq (6), and on S}, \ Digq (0) it is controlled by (i). The second term
vanishes on 3, \ DqST%q(Z%/ m), and on DqST%q(Z%/ m), it is controlled by L.IHl (iii) then follows. (iv)
now follows by 2Tl along with (iii) by noticing that E’ is supported in ngl%q (3/m). O
Lemma 4.24. ||’ : C*(S2,,9)|| <k m.
Proof. By 23yl we just need to show the bound for ®;,,. By ([#22) and (£21)),

s? .
g = ~Gavg + ¥ [2/m, 3/m; ] (jlm/7],0),

which vanishes on qu\Dii‘? (3/m) completely. While on Di%q (3/m), L3P, = m_zEéwg provides
the ODE - 5 ) ) )
d q>avg o 3 tan (%) dq)avg + 3q)avg _ Eavg
dz? m m) dz m?2 m2
The bound required then again comes from the variation of parameters as in [Z100 by E.23001 O

Mismatch and obstruction spaces JAC, X, K, X.

Definition 4.25 (Spaces of affine functions). Given p € S, let V[p] C C(T,,S3,) be the space
of affine functions on Tpqu. Given a function v which is defined on a neighborhood of p in S‘qu
and is differentiable at p we define v := v(p) + dpv € V[p]. V& € V[p|] let K = k= + K be
the unique decomposition with k- € R and x € T;qu and let |s| := |x*| + [k]. we define also
VIL] := @perV[p] for any finite set L € SE,.

Lemma 4.26. For L as in[{.9 and the Gs3, [m]-symmetry LD solution ¢ = p[T;m|, Vp € L there

3
exists @, € C'OO(DES‘Z (20)) such that the following hold.
3
(i) ¢ = ¢y + TGy on D,""(20) \ {p} (recall 0.
(ii) E,pp ggqu — V[p| is independent of the choice of 6 and depends only on .
(i1i) @ o expy™(v) = =7/ |v] + E,Pp(v) + O(\fu]2) for small v € Tpqu.
(iv) V[p] 2R and Vp,q € L, E,¢p = E,P4-

Proof. (i) follows from 4] and (i) serves then as the definition of ¢,. (ii) follows then from (i)
and (iii) from a Taylor expansion of ¢, combined with LIivlFrom the symmetry imposed on ¢

and G inld] Vp € L, dp, =0 and Vp,q € L, ¢p(p) = ¢4(q). (iv) then follows. O

Definition 4.27 (Mismatch of LD solutions). For L as in[{.Z and the Iss, [m]-symmetry LD
solution ¢ = @[T;m] as in [[.7 with 7 > 0, we define the mismatch of ¢, Mre € V[L], by
M = BpeLMpp, where Myp € V(p| is defined by (recall (312))

Mp('p = ép@p - \/7_—T37
or by [4-20/(iii) equivalently requesting that for small v € Tpqu

0 expy(v) = Vs — 7/ [v] + (Mp) (v) + O(0]?).
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By [{228id, M lies in a one-dimensional vector subspace of V[L], which we now denote by
Veym[L].

Definition 4.28. We define the functions V,W € C,,(S3,) by (recall [{13)

sym
3
(4.29) V=0 [5, 25; diﬂ (8[1,0), W= Ly V
3 _ —
on D%q(%) and 0 otherwise; and we define the functions V,W € C55,,(S2,) by (recall [E3))
_ gg N - _
(4.30) V=w [3/m, 2/m: dTO"] (6, 0[1)), W= Lg V

~

3 A~ - _
on qu\D%)q@/m) and 0 otherwise. We then define spaces K[L], X[L], K[L], K[L] C CZ(S3))
by

JAC[L] :=span{V'}, X[L]:=span{W}; JQC[L] :=span{V}, K[L]:=span{W}.
Lemma 4.31 (Obstruction spaces). The following hold.
~ 3
(i) The functions in K are supported on D%q (46).
3 3 _
(ii) The functions in K are supported on I_IpeLDieq (40) \D;,S,eq (6/4), the functions in K are
3 3
supported on Dgeq(3/m) \ DSE (2/m)
(iii) ||V : C*(S5p, 9| Su 1, ||V : CHE )] 1. N
(iv) € : K[L] — Vsym|L] is a linear isomorphism, where the map Er, : K[L] — Veym|[L] is defined
by EL(v) ==, Epv.
_ ~ Sg _
(v) V.=20¢ on S‘qu \ DTO‘Z(?)/m) and HV SR C2’5( [0,7/4], g H < 1/m
(vi) H(S'_lH < 1, where H(S'L_lH is the operator norm of &' : Veym[L] — UC[ | with respect to the
Cc%P (S‘qu,é gggq) norm on the target and the mazimum norm on the domain subject to the
metric 6~ 2gggq on S‘qu.

Proof. (i-v) in [£3T] just follows by the definitions ([&29), (£30) and Notice that by (6]
5_2gggq ~ g, (vi) then follows by (iii). O

The family of LD solutions.

Definition 4.32 (The space of parameters). We define the space of parameters P := R2. The
continuous parameter of the LD solutions is (¢,() € Bp, where

(4.33) Bp:={(¢,Q) € P:[¢| < 1/m*, [¢| < 1/m*},
where o’ € (0,1) is a small constant which will be fized later (cf. (63])).

Definition 4.34 (LD solutions ©[¢]). For (¢,C) € Bp as in[f-39, we define the LD solution
ol¢;m], v e KI[L] and v € fK[ | using [£.7 or[4-8 (recall B12) and [@II))) by

(4.35) ¢ = ¢[¢] = »[¢;m] := T®[m] = p[r;m],
(4.36) vi=— & Mpp e KIL),  ©i=rCinV € X[L),

2
(4.37) where T =7[C] =7[¢{;m] = (Z;i’) e = <7TI;2§3> %,
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Lemma 4.38 (Matching equation and matching estimate for ¢[(]). Given ¢ = ¢[(] as in[{-3
with ¢ € Bp, we have for Mp(¢ +0) = Ti € Vsym|L], and L(¢ + ) = LU = —7aW € Vsym[L]
(recall [J-27),
(439) p=o1(1— S 40 + @), wherepe L = (o
Moreover with ' as in [{.39 we have

1

(4.40) ‘4—%(%&)'5@, C_+%ﬂ=0-
Proof. For any p € L, by (4.35), and [4.19] inside Dﬁgq(%)
(4.41) ¢p = T(0[01] + @)
By .27 B.12, (£.14) and (£.37)
Mip(p+1) = ¢p = VTT3 + 7(h1 = 7(¢1 + ®'(p)) — VT + T37(
= VTT3(e5 = 1) + 79 (p) + (1.
Then (Z39) follows by (A37) and ([A36]). [@40) follows by ([33]) and £24] O

Lemma 4.42 (Estimates for ¢[(]). Given ¢[(] and T as in[{.54, the following hold when m is
large enough.

3
(i) W e L, ||y = V7Tsgll] + v+ 12 C2P(0D,7(8),6,9) | S %,
3 3
(it) HSO tuvtu: C’“ﬂ(S‘Eq \ Di“"q(é’),r,g)u <k m~2, where r := min{diﬂq, S}
3
(iii) On'S3,\ I_quLDfeq(y) we have m™2 < o + v + 1.
3
(iv) |+ +2: RS2\ DL (3/m), g)|| € m2 4 m3+k+5,

Proof. From (@AT) and using [@E37) and @II) inside D57 (8) we have
¢p — VTT30[1] = 7(g[¢1] + @) — VTT39[1] = V/TT5(e¢ — 1)g[1] + 79
On the other hand, by definition (E36), (E29), (@39 and @37), inside D3 (5),
v+ B =—TpuV =7V = —7d1(1 — e )p[1] — 79 (p)¢[1] = —/TT3(e* — 1)g[1] — 7@/ (p)B[1].

Thus inside DIS)QQ ©)
¢p —VTT39[1] + v+ 0 = 7(" — ¥'(p)o[1]).
(i) then follows by
By (&39), (£33), (EI1) and E24, |p| + || < m?~*". Thus by L3I

(4.43) HQ:CM(S?’ 5,9)H+H@:c2’5(s3 5,9)H5m—2—a.

eq’ eq’

By using 150 (A1) 4230 and [4.24] to control the terms in the decomposition 19 along with
(£I7) to compare the norms, we have

3
ch : CPP(SE\ Uger D, q(5’),r,g)H Sk m?,

3
and m? < ® on 3\ I_IqeLDseq (0"). (ii), (iii) then follows by 34 and (Z43]).
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3
Finally, on S?, \ Dqsrzq(ii/ m), by .19 310 and the definitions (Z.IT), ([£29)
p+uv+uv= T(¢ + q>:)sc + C_qblv) = 7—(1 + C_)qu; + T(I):)sca
(iv) then follows by and (£37), (@33). O

5. THE INITIAL SURFACES
Mean curvature on the sphere.

Lemma 5.1. There exists an absolute constant eg, such that given a region £ C S‘Z’q e C?P(Q)
with || : C*P(Q, g)|| < es, g = gs,, then

2
|@0: @) 5oz @) e 29|
where @, is defined to satisfy H, = Eggqgo + Q, and Hy, o Hggq s the mean curvature of the
graph GraphS' (o) pushed forward to S2, by the projection gz, (recall [L1M and [L1Mid).

Proof. In this proof we fix the notation X to denote the standard embedding of S* C R, and we
4
use X, := Xg 3’0934 (recall [LTIEH) to denote the embedding of Graph) (¢) into S* C R®. We also

use g, Ay, v, to denote the first and second fundamental forms and normal vector of G‘rraph%4 (p)
induced by (S, gg1). For the calculation of the fundamental forms, we use the formula (g,);; =
(0:X,,0;X,), (Ap)ij = (0:0;X,, 1) and we have chosen some local orthonormal coordinates at
a point of S‘Z’q, where i, j take the values 1, 2 and 3.

We then calculate (¢; denotes 9;¢ and similarly for second order derivatives)

Xy = (Xcosp,sing), (g,)ij = cos® ¢d;j + @ip;,

v, = (—Xsinp — ZcpiaiX/ oS p, CoS cp)/\/l +|Vg|? / cos? o,

(Ay)ij = (cos @sin pdi; + 2p;p; tan ¢ + cpij)/\/l + |Vg|? / cos? .

From the expression of (g, );; and Sherman-Morrison formula, we can calculate the inverse matrix

(90)" = 8ij/ cos® o — pipj/ (cos® o + Vo).

Thus
52) \/1+|Vy|*/cos2 pH, = \/1+ |V|* / cos? U(Ayp)ij
(5.2) +Vel™/cos? o +Vel™ Jcos? 0 ) (94)7 (Ap)ij
i7j
_Ap 4 3tano 2|Vel|? tan ¢ _ Hess(p)(Ve, Vo) |V|? cos @ sin ¢ B |V|* tan ¢
cos? p cos? cos? ¢ + |V|? cos2 o+ [V cos? ¢+ |Ve|?.
The result then follows by (2.1]). O

Lemma 5.3. Given ¢ = ¢[C], v, © as in[{-3], there exists o = o[¢, (] € Co5n(SE, \ L) such
that the following hold.
3
(i) Hy,, =0 on S, \ DjSTZq (4/m) and H,,, is the mean curvature of the graph Graphzg (on1)
eq

pushed forward to S, by the projection gz, (recall [L1M and [L1Mid).
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S3
(it) o1 — @ — v —1 can be extended to a smooth function surpported on S2,\ Dp?(3/m) which
satisfies

Proof. We first define cutoff function ¢ € C%5,(S2,)

sym

—5+4+48

Pni —so—y—@:Cw(SZ’q,g)H <m

3
W =W [3/m, 4/m; df}ﬂ (0,1).

We then define inductively sequences {u,}5° ; C C%}ﬁ](Sifq) and {¢,}2 | C C%}ﬁ](Sifq) by ¢_1 =
0, po = ¢ + v+ v, and for n > 0,

¢n = Qp—1 + U, £S§qun = TIZ)II(Q(bn72 - Q(bnfl)’

where (g, is the nonlinear term of the mean curvature of the graph Graphggl (¢r) as in 51l By
eq
standard linear theory and the triviality of the kernel of £qu under the symmetries in 2221 we

3
conclude that for n > 1 we have for Q :=S2_\ D;STZQ(Z%/ m)

From (5.2]) we have by taking m big enough,

un s €22 9)|| 5 |

V(Qo s = Qo) : C¥F (0 9)|

S Qo = Qouy 1 COH( 2 9)]

lo+uv+2:C*AQ,9)| e +u+u: CHB(Q,9)> n=1;
[¢n—2 — dn—1: C*P(Q,9)| ||¢n—2 : C*F(Q,9)| ?

, n > 2.
Combining the last two estimates and substituting u,_1 for ¢,_1 — ¢,_o

HQ%,Q Qg : CO’B(ng)H S {

B = . 12,8 = . 1B 2 1.
.28 Jmllletu+n:C*P Qg e tu+n:CHQ )7, n=1
HUn - C (ng)H ~ {mﬁ Hun—l . 02,5(979)H ‘én—Q . 612,5(979)H27 n>o.

We then conclude inductively that for n > 1 by taking m big enough and .42l

un : 02282, 0)| < 27 [0+t 2: P g)| o +uta: M(2.0)]

Taking limits and sums and using standard regularity theory for the smoothness we conclude
the proof along with 42wl O

The initial surfaces and their regions.

Definition 5.4 (Initial surfaces). Given ¢ = ¢[(], v, ¥ as in[{.34, we define the smooth initial
surface (recall 1. 1Hi1 and[3.17)

M = MI[(, (] = Graphgl((pgl) U Graph%4(—cp9l) U I_JPELI?[p,E],

3 —
where € := /T, Q = qu\D%‘I(%) and the functions 9" := p9'[¢, (] : @ — R are defined as the
following.

s3,
(5.5) P = 3 on 8¢\ D} 3(35,)’ 5
' T Seq Sg Seq
W[20",30"; dp™|(Peat[€], oni)  on Uper Dp*(36") \ Dy (€).
24



Lemma 5.6 (The gluing region). For M = M|(,(] as in[5.4), g = gsz, and Vp € L, the following
hold.

(i) [|¢ = peulv/) - 22D eq<46'> \ Dy (), H m3%,
(ii) [t - 25Dy (48) \ Dy (), 8 g)| < -
(1i1) H(é’)2H/ : Cz’B(Dﬁgq (30) \Dﬁgq (25’),5’,9)“ <m™3722 where H' denotes the pushforward
of the mean curvature of the graph of @9 to S‘zq by Hggq.

3 3
Proof. We have for each p € L on DIS,G" (40") \DSeq (6"

(pgl =7Gp + \/FT;;Q[ |+ [25/ 30';d eq] (p—04),
(5.7) where p_ 1= @eu[VT] — TG, — \/?T:sf[l]’

Y4+ = pr - \/FTISQ[H +v
Thus by

(5.8) o1 - 08Dy a8 \ Dy 0),8',0) | S 72+ ol + s,

where in this proof when we do not specify the norm we mean the C*#(D,, Sea (45’)\D ca (0),¢,9)
unless specified otherwise.

Note that on D}S}iq (40")\ D}S}iq (0")
¢ = pear[VT] = 0 [25’ 30"; dggq] (0,04 = 9-),
Loy, 9" = Ley, W [26,385," | (- 00).
Using these, we have by kvl and (£.17)

(5.9) o7 = eealvl| S o=l + o1
(5.10) |6220,0% 03Dy a8 \ D370, 8, )| S o + Nl ]
By (1), BI1, ETivl and (4.17)
(511 oo | S ||peanlv) = V7T = (@) 7| + Gy — (@) 7| + VAT - 1))
7_3(5/)— +75/+\/_( ) —4 2a+m—7+5a'

3
Because Lg3 ¢4+ = 0 on DIS,E‘Z (48") \ Dpeq(é’) and €01 = 0 (recall and (5.7)), it follows
from standard linear theory, d.16] and .42} that

(5.12) a5 (%) v -0 @ni 0.0 s mi=
(ii) now follows by (5.8), (511 and (5.I12)). Moreover by (£37), (5.7), (5.11) and (5.12)
3 3
o R Dy (a8) \ D (), 8 9) | S 2

By expanding the mean curvature in linear and higher order terms we have

(6')2H' = (8) Lz, ¢ + 6 Q)10
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Thus by 511

(5.13)

§'Q sty : COP (DY (45) \ Dy (8), H
< ()72t CPDy )\ D (), H | : (05 s\ D5 0).8 . g)||
5 m—4+2a'
We conclude along with (5.10)
|20 s O (D (45) \ D8, 6, g)|| S mTH 20 g e,
By[A.I8 and assuming m big enough (iii) follows. (i) then follows by (5.9), (511 and (512). O

Lemma 5.14. M defined in[5.4) is embedded and moreover the following hold.
3
(i) On S, \Dgeq(é’) we have m™2 < 9!,
3 3
(it) H(’Dgl C?P(s? \Dieq(y)arag)H <m~2, wherer := min{d%q,é},

3 3 3
Proof. (i) on S2,\ D%q (30") follows from H.42, 5.3 and [5.4] and on each DIS,E‘Z (46") \ DIS,E‘Z (0"
3 3
follows from 5@l (ii) on 2, \ Di‘iq(%’ ) follows from 4241, 5.3 and 5:4], and on each DIS,E‘Z (48")\
3
DE”((S’) follows from 5.6 Finally, the embeddedness of M follows from (i) and by comparing
the rest of M with standard catenoids. O

Definition 5.15. We define the regions K[M] C M and K[M] C M by (recall [3-13))

~

(5.16) K[M] = Uper.K[p,e], K[M]:=UperK[p,e).

~ 3 4
We define the map g : K[M] — Ky = UperK[p, €] by taking Ik := (expieq’S )~L on each
Klp,e]. We also define Klp] := g (K|p,e]). Finally, we define the region S’ C S3, by

~ qu
(5.17) S =82, \ D, (be).

6. THE LINEARIZED EQUATION ON THE INITIAL SURFACES

Global norms and the mean curvature on the initial surfaces.

Definition 6.1. For k € {0,2}, § € (0,1), 4 € R, v/ € (0,1) and Q a domain in S3, or M or
K define

el gz = 0 €19, frs)

wherer := min{d ,0} and g is the standard metric on S3 when £ C qu, = mln{d “ollgs 5}
and g is the metric on M induced by the standard metric on S* when Q C M; r = p(s) (recall
B8)) and g is the metric induced by each Euclidean metric gga|, on T,S* Vp € L when Q C Ky,
frs 15 defined then by Y f ~ when Q C S3 . by rgffkn/r ) Hggq when Q@ C M and by 17 when

Q C Ky (recall 1212).

eq’

Convention 6.2. From now on we assume that b (recall[3.14)) is as large as needed in absolute

terms, and m is as big and thus T is as small as needed in absolute terms and b. We also fix
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some B € (0,1/100) and v € (1,2). We will suppress the dependence of various constants on 3.
We then fix o/ such that

(6.3) (2—7)a>d.
Notation 6.4. Throughout this subsection we let g € S' and consider the metric Jq = r(q)"%g
3
on S*, where r(q) := min{J, d%q(q)}, g = gsa is the standard metric on S*. In this metric
M is locally the union of the graphs of *¢.,, where ¢., = r(q) ' We also define Eq =
3 ~
D% (1/10).
Lemma 6.5. For k=0,2 and 4 € R the following hold.
(i) If Q is a domain in Tg(K[M)]) (recall (518)), Q = Hﬂgl(()) C KIM] € M and f €
CkB(Q), then
1 0 il ~ 11 g
(ii) If ' is a domain in S' (recall [F17), Q = HS_31 (Q)YNM and f € CHB(Q), then
eq
lrom,

€q

kvﬁv;YvV/;Q ~ ||f||k757’777/79' :

Proof. To prove (i) it suffices to prove for each p € L and each K = K|[p, ] that (recall 320)

HfoHK O QN K, p, )

‘ ~ HfoHK : Ck’ﬁ(QﬂIv(,p,gf{)H.

(i) then follows from e.g. [33, Lemma C.12] and the estimate on gz — g in B2 by taking m
big enough as p < m~17¢"

3 3
To prove (ii) first suppose that dieq(q) < 40’ for some p € L. Then r(q) = dieq(q) by

Note that (recall B.14)
qu ngiq ki ~ -1
[T = rpd i s O4(Bovgn) | Su v

It follows by combining this with BTl .61 (AI8]) and the definition B4 and assuming b and
then m large enough such that

SS
~ V1T — 7/dp™ ~ m~12 m~4 _
(6.6) H‘p:q : Ck(Bq’gq)H Sk Wp : Ck(Bq’gq) t + 5 Sk b g
d,™ (dp™(q))°

On the other hand, if digq (q) > 4¢" , then by 6140 and ([ZI7) we have

(6.7) H@:q : Ck(éq’gq)u Skpm e

By comparing the metrics and appealing to the definitions we complete the proof. O
Lemma 6.8 (Mean curvature on the initial surfaces). We have the global estimate

< m—3—2a+’y(1+o¢)
0767'\/_27M ~

)

q

(6.9)
where w = —ﬁggqgglML(,D = ﬁggqy, W= ﬁggq@.
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3 3 ~ 3
Proof. Notice that on M N Il (DSE‘Z(35’)), r = dgeq by @I7). Thus on K[M], r = di‘iq and
wollgg =0 by L3TH we have byand

1Fly - i S 20>
3
Similarly, on the gluing region M N IIg;} (l_lpeLDpeq(%’) \Dﬁeq(%’)), by B.61 and (£18)
eq

||H|| o o N (5/) —3 2a+'y(1+a)
0,8,7=2;Dp° (36")\D,,*? (28"))

Now we consider the estimate on the exterior of the gluing region. In this region ¢9 = ;.
Let ¢ € M\ Hgi (Digq (30")), and ¢ := Igs (¢) € 2\ Digq (30"). By expanding H' in linear and
higher order terms, we find

r?H' = r?w + r*w + r@wtq.
We estimate by [5.140 and by BT

|22 — w — @) - 2 (D5 (4/m) \ D (38,1,
< || Qp, - P D5 a/m) \ D 38,1, 9)|

< (0727 [ 205 (apm) \ D (383, 0)| [ VA D% (4ym) \ D38 . 0)|

—442a+ (14«
<m (I+a)y

3
Finally by 5.3 the mean curvature is 0 outside of D%)q (4/m).
Combining all these estimates with the definition of the norm and we complete the
proof. O

Lemma 6.10. For 4 € R, the following hold.
(i) If u € C2P(IIg(K[M))), then

£ (w o The) = (L) 0 Tl 555 eieian S (607 Nully 5 i 2y -
(it) If u € C*8(S"), then
|£ar(uoTlgy,) = (£ep,u) 0 Thgy

bt o
a 0757;}/_27'\/,;1_[;31 (5/) ~ ”u”2757777/;sl

Proof. We first prove (i). By [61] and [6.Hl it suffices to prove that

P2 (Lar — Dy ‘A‘ )(u o Ix)

P 2,8,3,7 ik (K[M]) *
0,847 K[M] B4y Mk (K [M])

where p is as in (38) on K[M] by B4 gj and A i are metric and the second fundamental

form on on cach K = K[p, /7] induced by §. Recall from (3J) that (I )« (p~2g) is the flat
metric y on Cyl from 3.6, and thus p?Ag(u o IIg) = (A,u) o Ilg. Estimating the difference in
the Laplacians using [33, Lemma C.10(iv)], we find

sz(Agg = Ay )(uollg) : CO’B(I\6 X PPAY)H

<Hp (90 — G) : CVP(E, )| [luo g : C2F(K, x, p H
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where we have used .20 to estimate gz — §;z. Next observe that by B200, {I7) and € = /7

now

‘pQ(

< (||o0r = 3g) : ™R || + |} AR = Ag) : VPN ) [Jue T : €2 x|

A Al

il A, o) - O . )

2
S (O Nully,p 4 o (i) -

We now prove (ii). By (6.6) and (6.7) we have using scaling for the left hand side that for
qe s

)2 HﬁM(u ollgs ) — (Lgp u) ol - CO,B(HSE] (Eq),gq)H
SO m) |us 6By, 5,)| -
The results then follows by taking m big enough in terms of b. ([l

Using now the same rescaling we prove a global estimate for the nonlinear terms of the mean
curvature of the graph over the initial surfaces as follows.

Lemma 6.11. Let M as in[5.4] and d € C?>P(M) satisfies [bll2,p,y0s < m=3T7, then My, =

Graph%((b) is well defined, is embedded, and if Hg, is the mean curvature of Mg, pulled back to
M by Graph%((b) and H is the mean curvature of M, then

2
1He = H = Ladllo g o qriar S 1Pl2 55000

Proof. By ([6.6) and (6.7), we have that for ¢ € S’ the graph B’ of ¢.q over B in (Seq,gq) can
be described by an immersion X, B — B such that there are coordinates on B and a
neighborhood in S$* of B(’l which are uniformly bounded and the immersion in these coordinates
has uniformly bounded C?%” norms, the standard Euclidean metric on the domain is bounded by
X'49q> and the coefficients of g, in the target coordinates have uniformly bounded C# norms.
By the definition of the norm and since [[dlly 5, 0 < m ™37, we have that the restriction

of & on B(’I satisfies

@b OB )| £ @) oy (@ bl s

Since the right hand side is small in absolute terms we can conclude that Graph ((b) is well

defined and embedded. Using scaling for the left hand side we further conclude that

va)(Hy, — H = Larb) - COP (B, )| S 17200 3 (@) 1013 s -
Thus by 2121 the definition of r in and by taking m big enough, we have

fow H Hy = H = Ladb) : C* (B, 3,)|

5 .(a)

o (q)fo,w(Q) 111357, 37i00 <87

2
! H(bHZBn/n/’;M'
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Finally, note that that the components of K[M] appropriately scaled are small perturbations of
a fixed compact region of the standard catenoid, which allows us to repeat the arguments above
in this case (by taking m big enough in terms of b). By combining with the earlier estimates and
using the definitions, we conclude the estimate in the statement of the lemma. O

The definition of R}

Definition 6.12. Define 1 € C‘X’(S‘z’q) and ) € C>®(M) by requesting the following.
(i) ¥ is supported on K[M] C M and ¢/ on S’ C S2,-
3
(it) ¥ =1 on S3,\ D%q (2br) C SE, and for each p € L we have

S3 S3
Y = Wbr, 2bT; d,](0,1) on D, (2b7),
o 3 o
v =w25, 8 dieq oTlgg ](0,1) on K[p, /7.

We also define the region va[M] containing the support ofz\p/ by

~

O[M] = lp),  where p] =TI} (D51 (25') \ DS*e(8')).

As in [30] and [33], we will construct a linear map Rz appr : CRE(M) — CZ5(M) & K[L] @
K[L) @ ng’rﬁn(M), so that (u1,wg1,WE1, E1) := Rasappr(E) is an approximate solution to the
equation [6.2Tfl The approximate solution will be constructed by combining semi-local approxi-
mate solutions.

Given FE € C’Sy’rﬁn(M ), we define E’ € CS}B?H(S‘ZII) by requiring that they are supported on S’
and that

(613) E/ o Hggq == (’l)[)/ (¢} Hqu)E.
By 2.2l and 3], there are unique u' € C’szy’rﬁn(SZ’q), wp 1 € K[L], wg1 € K[L] such that
(6.14) Lz u' = E' +wpy +wp1, Eu =0V¥pel; uly=0.

Note that Lg (1 —¢')u') = [, Lgz Ju’ + (1 —¢')E" is supported on K[M] C K[M] c M, we
define E € C'Soy’rﬁn(]KM), by requesting that it is supported on Ilg (K [M]) and that on K[M] we
have

(6.15) Eollg = (1 -4 oTlgs )E + (Lgs ((1 - ¢")u)) o Mg .

For k € {0,2}, we introduce decompositions C*#(K,;) = C’;Z’f}(]KM) @ C’;fl?gh(KM) and also
HYKy) = HL, (Ky)® H fln'gh(KM) into subspaces of functions which satisfy the condition that
their restrictions to a parallel circle of a K[p, /7] belong or are (L?-)orthogonal respectively to
the the span of the constants and the first harmonics on the circle. Notice that E has compact

support, we then have
(6.16) E = Elow + Ehigha

with Bjoy € o (Kar) VHE, (Kar), Bhigh € Chrioy, (Kar) N HY,, (Kpr) supported on g (K [M]) C
Kpy.
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Let Lk denote the Jacobi linear operator on K[p, /7| (recall [LT0)), we define @ = o + Unigh
by requesting @y, € Clzo’g(KM), Uhigh € Ci%gh(KM) to be the solutions of
(6.17) Lxiiow = Eiow,  Lxinigh = Enigh
determined uniquely as follows. By separating variables the first equation amounts to uncoupled
ODE equations which are solved uniquely by assuming vanishing initial data on the waist of the
catenoids. For the second equation we use the following lemma.
Lemma 6.18 (Linear estimate on catenoids). For K = K[p, /7], Enign € C’,?;gh(]K) N H,ln.gh(]K)
supported on K = K[p| (recall [3-14] and[5.13), there exists a unique Up;gn € Ci;gh(K) N H,ln-gh(K)
satisfying the second equation in (617) and

|@nign : CO(K)|| So 7 HEhigh : CO’B(KjT_ng)H -
Proof. By scaling we can rewrite the the second equation in (6.17) to
(6.19) Litinigh = TEnign,

where K = K|[p, 1] and L is the Jacobi linear operator on it.
We first show that the bilinear form B : H}lLigh(K) X H}lLigh(K) — R is coercive, where

B(u,v) := /f((Vu, Vu) — ‘ARFUU,

u: H'(K)
follows by that H ,1” gh(K) is spanned by eigenfunctions of Lz with positive eigenvalues and that

‘A [{‘2 is uniformly bounded by B.13l
Now by Lax-Milgram Theorem, there is then a unique g, € H ,ln-gh(]f{) satisfy (619) with

2
‘ . However, this

and coercivity means that there exists ¢ > 0 such that |B(u,u)| > ¢ ‘

Hahigh : Hl(K)H SJ HTENhigh : L2(K)H gb T HEhigh : CO’B(K,T_ng)H .

The fact that @4, belongs to C?8(K) follows by the local estimates of Schauder theory. Finally
by De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iteration (e.g. [12, Theorem 4.1]) and noticing that Ep;gn € L>(K)
has compact support, the C? estimate of Upign follows. O

We conclude now the definition of Rz appr:
Definition 6.20. Define the operator
Ritappr : Coym(M) = Coim (M) ® K[L] & K[L] & Ci, (M)

by Rt ,apprE = (w1, wp 1, WE 1, Ev), where wp 1, Wg,1 are as above, uy := i ollg + (T/),U,)OHSECI;
E1 = EM’LLl —E—wonggq,

The main Proposition.

Proposition 6.21. A linear map Ry : Copn(M) — CE5(M) & K[L) & K[L], E — (u,wg, 0g)
can be defined by

RM = (U,U)E,”II)E) = (unwa,nyu_)E,n))

NE

n=1
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where the sequence {(Un, WE n, WE n, En)}nen is defined inductively by
(unawE,nawE,nyEn) = _RM,apprEn—h Ey:=—FE.
Moreover, the following hold:
(i) EMu=E+wEoHS3 +QT}EOHS3 .
(i) llully gy prins S IIE Ho,ﬁ«, 2,9;M cmd lupl+m ! ap| S m* 1Ello,8,7—2.500> where g, e
are defined such that —TpupW = wg, —TapW = wg (recall [[-28).
Proof. Step 1: By the definitions and the equivalence of the norms from [6.5]

1B Nlo,6,—2r52, S IBllo,p.5-23701 -
For each p € L, usmg e.g. [2L Proposition C.1] or [33] Lemma D.1], we Can solve the equation
Ls3, u, = E" on D, Sea (20) with £ u;, = 0, and that the restriction of u;, on 8D “a (20) is a constant
(by the symmetry there is no component corresponding to first harmomc) snmlarly, by 2. 13l with
[ = 2, we have a function u = Rs(0, E’), such that Lss, u =FE' on S} \DTZ‘] (2/m), and the
restriction of u’C on 8DTZ‘1(2 /m) = Ty, is a constant. Moreover, by the definition of the norm

0. 1]

HupH2,B,w/;D§§q(25) S H /HO,B,'y—z,»y/;quy ‘ U/C

27677 'Y/ qu\D ( / ) H Ho,ﬁp/_Q’,\//;qu .

3
We define now u” € C*#(S?,) supported on D%q(%) U (S3,\ Di;q@/m)) by requesting that
for each p € L,
" qu eq !/
u' =W {25,5;dp } (0,u) + ¥ {2/m 3/m; d } (0, ug,).
Clearly, then

14"l 5,155, < 1B llo p3—2 0t -

S3 S3
Now E' — Eggqu” is supported on Dp-?(3/m) \ D™ (). Moreover, it satisfies

|2 o

<
07577—2,’7’;qu ~ HE”O,ﬁ,'\/—Z«/;M .

Using the definition of the norms and the restricted support, for g = ggs
HE’ — Lgg u" s COP(S2,.8.9) — L u"

y—2
eq’ 5 6

07677_277,;8251 ’
The last two estimates and linear theory 2.17] and .31 imply that there exists fig; € R such
that the unique solution u” € C%#(S?,) to Lgz u" = E' — Lg3 u” satisfies

<m™? HE/ — Lgs u": CVP(SE,, 6, g)H SO NElopn 20 -

m_lT |laE,1| + Hu”/ - 7—/jE,l‘_/ : 0275(82’(1,5’9’ fO,’y')

By E31) there is a unique v € X[L] such that E,(u" +v+7v) = 0 for each p € L, where
v:= —7lig1V. Moreover, by the last estimate and EL3T] v satisfies the estimates

[o: @t a0 < e [u —rimad : 6% 5.0)| £ 0T 1Blo 55

T |:uE,1| S Hu - TﬂE,l‘7 : CO(quvé g)H 5 67 ||E||O,B,—y—2,'y’;M7
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where g1 is defined such that —7pug 1V = v by E228] By the definition of u”, Lss, (w4 u" +
v+7) = E' +wg1 +Wg 1, where wg ; := ﬁggq?) and wg 1 = £S2q17. By the definitions of u” and
0,0, E,(u +u" +v+70) =0,V¥p e L, (u +u" +v+0)|g = 0 hence by ([614)

"

u/:u”—i—u + v+ 0.

" SS
By definitions Lg3_ (" +v+70) = wg,1 +wg,1 = 0 on D;(6/4), moreover, £, (u" +v+v) =0
for each p € L, by standard theory and separation of variables to estimate with decay of u”' +v+7v

3 3
on Dls,eq(cs /4) in terms of the Dirichlet data on ODZS,” (6/4) along with the earlier estimates for

u” + v and v,
n

[ + v+ Q_’Hzﬁ,%w';sgq S W Ello,,y-29751 5

Along with the estimate for u”,

(6.22) 11, i3, S 1Bl 53-2yiar

Step 2: By the definition (G.15I), and the estimate (6.22])
[ /
205 S VB2 19, S 1o -2

By scaling the first equation of (6.17), the definitions of norms [6.1] 6.5, the definition (6.15]) and
standard theory, we conclude Vp € L that (recall (3.9))

Hszow : CQ’B(K[I)LT_IQK)H SeT HElow : CO’B(K[I)LT_IQK)H Sp /2 HEH :

07577_277/;K1\1

Notice that the ODE solutions of the Jacobi equation corresponding to constants do not grow
in p (by the symmetry there is no component corresponding to first harmonic) and that E is
supported on Ll,erK[p], we conclude by comparing weights of norms and using that p > /7 on

K = Klp, /7] and 6.2 that
(6'23) ||alow||27B,O;K S ||ﬂ10w”2,670;K[P] ’Sb H&low : C27B(K[p],7_lg)H Sb 77/2 HEHO

Thus by the definition of norms

7577_277/ Kar ‘

= =/2 |4 3
Y

By [6.I8, the definitions of norms [6.1] and [6.51 we conclude that
[ @nign : CO(K)|| Sp 7 HEhigh : CO’B(K[p],T_ng)H Sp 72 HEHOB7 N
2 4, S INM

Using standard theory on K = Cyl by Xk (recall [37)), the support of E and again, we
have
(6.24)

@nighlly 5.0, b T HEhigh : Co’ﬁ(K[p],T_ng)H + || inign : COUK)|| Sp 772 HEH

Thus by the definitions of norms

0,8,7—2,7'Kas

o < /25, < || E
sl S 7 manla e 5 | B e

Combine the estimates on iy, and e, together we have

(6.25) 185000 S0 (]|, e S 1Bl
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Step 3: Using 620, (6.13), (6.14), (615), (6.17), we decompose E as
(6.26) Ey=E\ 1+ Evr+ B,

where Ey 1, Ey 11, E1 111 € C9B(M) are defined by (recall B.12)

~.

(6.27) Eyr = [Lar, ) (t o TIg),
(6.28) By = 0(Ly (@ o g) — (Lxi) o Hg) = ¥La (@ o Hg) — E o Ig),
(6.29) Bur = La((@'u') oIy ) — (Lsg, (¥'u')) o g

on Q[M], K[M], S respectively and to vanish elsewhere.
Step 4: Using 6.0 and (6.22)), (6.25)), we conclude that

Hul”2767’Y7’y,7K gb HE”O,B7’Y—27’W7M :

By the definitions of norms [G.1], the equivalence of norms 6.5 (G.17) and the definition .12}

a0 Ml g rian) S Wl i iipany = )77 Ntowl g oa, + (007 nighlla g0,

Then by the definition of Ej ; in (6.27)), the definition of norms 6.1 and the estimates (6.23)),
©.24)

||E1,I||0”37,Y_27,Y/;M 5 ||ﬂ © HK||2,57%-W;Q[M} S (5/)_ﬂy ||ﬂlow||2,67O;KM + (5/)_7 ||ﬂhigh||27g,o;KM
v\’ —(-

where in the last inequality we use (LI7) to compare 7 and ¢’
Applying now I with v = @ and 4 = v and using the definition of ¢ in 612 and the
definition of Ey ;7 in (6.28)), by (6.25]) we conclude that

HELHHO,BW—ZV’;M S o' ||ﬂ||27/87%'YI§KM Sb ¢ HEHOWB,v—?,V’;M Sb m= e HEHO,BW—ZV’;M ’

where in the last inequality we again use ([@I7)).
Applying [6.T08 with u = «’ and 4 = ~, and using the definition of Ey 177 in (6.29), by (6.22)
we have

HELIUHO,BW—ZV’;M sv Hu,”lﬁ,%'y’;g’ So ||E||0757"/—27’Y’;M'

Combining the above we conclude that by fixing b big enough and then taking m big in terms
of b,

—(1- _ 1
||E1||07,8,7—2,7’;M 5 (C(b)m (1-a) +b 1) ||E||O7,8,'y—2,’y’;M < 5 ||E||O,B;y—2;y’;M ’

Step 5: By assuming b large enough and m big enough in terms of b we conclude using and
induction that

HU”HZBMV’;M <27 HEHO,BN;M‘

The proof is then completed by using the earlier estimates. O
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7. MAIN RESULTS

Theorem 7.1. If m € N is large enough, then there is (C, 5) € Bp as in[[.33 7 := 7'[[& m],
@ := p[C;m] as inl4.34] satisfying[{.43, and moreover there is P e CE;&(M), where M := MIC, ]

as in[5.4) such that in the notation of(6.1, H(I)H < m73, and furthermore in the notation
2,877 M

of 611, M & s a Gsa[m]-invariant embedded closed minimal hypersurface in S* (recall [L22) of
topology #,,2_1S? x S', and the hypersurfaces M converge in the sense of varifolds as m — oo
to ZSZ’q,

Proof. As [33, Lemma 5.5], there exists a family of diffeomorphisms Fz : M[0] — M][(,(]
continuously depending on ¢, ¢ such that for any u € C*#(M][¢,(]), we have

(7.2) Hu © ‘FCfHk,Bn/p{’;M[O} ~k ||u||k,6mv’;M[C7C_} :
We first define B ¢ C*#(M|0]) x P by (recall E33)
(7.3) B :={v e C*P(M][0]) : [Vll2,5.,77: 0110 < m 37201400} o By

We next define amap J : B — C?#(M[0]) x P as follows. Let (v,(, () € B, define (u, wyr, W) :=
~Roe,q(H — (w+w) ollgs ) by 62T (recall (63)). Define ¢ := v o]—"C_Cl +u. Then by [6.8] [6.21],
(T2) and the size of v in (T3]
(74 Nlopyimcg Sm

where pp, iy is defined such that —rugW = wy, —tugW = wgy. By again we define
(u@, wQ, wqQ) == =Ry q(Hey — H — Lard). Then by 61T and B.2T]

—6—4a+2(14+a)y
)

—3—2a+(1+a)'y’ |,UH| S m1—2a+a~/’ |,aH| S m2—2a+a'y’

—2—4a+(142a)y

luol Sm . |ag| S mTirtet A2y

(7.5) Muglla gy nrniig S ™

where pg, fig is defined such that —7uQW = wq, —7ligW = wg. Combining the definitions we
have

(7.6) Lar(ug —vo F2) + Hy = =7 (ptsunW + fisumW) o Ilgy .

where figum = p+ pE + 1Qs Asum = B+ LH + [iQ-
Finally, we define J by

j(’L), Ca E) = (UQ o ‘FQ,E,C - (ﬂsum + ﬂsum)/gblyg_‘{' ﬂsum/@l)

B is convex and the embedding B < C%# (M[0]) x P is compact for 5’ € (0, 8). By (Z3) and
(72), J maps the first factor into B itself. By (6.3), (£33)), (£40), (74) and (T.5) J maps the

second factor into B itself by choosing m big enough. It is easy to check that J is a continuous
map in the induced topology. By Schauder’s fixed point theorem [11] Theorem 11.1] then, there

is a fixed point (1“),5, () of J, which therefore satisfies ¥ = tig o .7-"55 and W + wy + wg = 0,

w+wy+wg = 0, where we use “* to denote the various quantities for ¢ = Cu, (= fand v =19. By
(Z.8) then we conclude the minimality of M B The smoothness follows from standard regularity
theory and the embeddedness follows from [.14ll and (7.4]). The topology then follows because
we are connecting two three-spheres with m? bridges and the symmetry follows by construction.
Finally the limit of the volume as m — oo follows from the available estimates for ¢y [[CU ) E]] in

514K and the bound on the norm of ¢ in (74). O
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