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MEAN CONVEX HULLS AND LEAST AREA DISKS SPANNING
EXTREME CURVES

BARIS COSKUNUZER

ABSTRACT. We show that for any extreme curve in3amanifold M,
there exist a canonical mean convex hull containing alltleesa disks
spanning the curve. Similar result is true for asymptotsecaH? such
that for any asymptotic curve C S2% (H3), there is a canonical mean
convex hull containing all minimal planes spannifig Applying this
to quasi-Fuchsian manifolds, we show that for any quashBian man-
ifold, there exist a canonical mean convex core capturihgsdential
minimal surfaces. On the other hand, we also show that fomarie
C3-smooth curve in the boundary 6£-smooth mean convex domain in
R3, there exist a unique least area disk spanning the curve.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the Plateau problem for extreme curves in a Rieraari
manifold. The existence of least area disks for any simmeexd curve in
a Riemannian manifold was proved by Morrey half a century. ddw reg-
ularity properties and number of solutions questions haentstudied in
the following decades. On the other hand, for extreme cumes prob-
lem has many interesting properties. Meeks-Yau, Hasst&odtFanghua
Lin have studied the Plateau problem in mean convex domaintsproved
many important features of these least area disks, [MY 1$][iLi].

In this paper, we will concentrate on the same problem. Werdng
and reformulate some known results in a natural way, andtoyarify the
picture with a simplified proof by using the techniques of [I¥and [HS].
Moreover, we will extend these properties to asymptoti¢ela problem
in H3. On the other hand, we prove a new generic uniqueness result f
extreme curves ifiR? by using some topological techniques and analytical
results of [TT].

Now, we list the main results of the paper. First, we showterise of a
canonical object callecthean convex hufbr any extreme curve.
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Theorem 3.2. Let 2 be a mean convex domain in3amanifold M and

' C 09 be a simple closed curve. Then either there exist a uniqust lea
area disk” in © with 90X = T, or there exist a canonical mean convex hull
N in Q such thab N = ¥ U X~ whereX* are uniquely defined extremal
least area disks if2 with 9X* = I'. Moreover, all least area disk¥ c O
spanning’ are contained inV.

By extending the techniques of the above theorem to asymofizteau
problem inH?, we got the following result.

Theorem 4.5.LetT" C S2% (H?) be a simple closed curve. Then either there
exist a unique minimal plang with 0., = T, or there exist a canonical
mean convex hulN c H? such that all minimal planes’ with 9,.%' =T
are contained inV.

By applying the above theorem to the limit set of a quasi-Biashhyper-
bolic 3-manifold, we got the following corollary.

Corollary 4.6. Let M be a quasi-Fuchsian hyperbollemanifold. Then
either there exist a unique minimal surface homotopy edgiiao M or
there exist a canonical mean convex cofeC M containing all minimal
surfaces homotopy equivalent id.

Finally, we have a generic uniqueness result for extremeesuinR?.

Theorem 5.10. Let Q be aC?-smooth mean convex domain &, and

A = {a € C3(S',00) | « embedding. Then there exist an open dense
subsetd’ C A in C? topology, such that for anly € A’, there exist a unique
least area disk with boundaty

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, vilegive
basic definitions and results which will be used throughbetpaper. In
Section 3, canonical mean convex hull results will be prolegdextreme
curves. In section 4, we will extend these to the asymptoiices forH?. In
Section 5, we will prove a generic uniqueness result for #tieeme curves
in R3. Finally, we will have some remarks on the results in Sedfion

1.1. Acknowledgements: | would like to thank Bill Meeks, Yair Minsky,
and Peter Li for very helpful conversations.



MEAN CONVEX HULLS AND LEAST AREA DISKS SPANNING EXTREME CUR¥ES 3

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will overview the basic definitions anduis which
we use in the following sections.

Definition 2.1. A minimal disk (plane)s a disk (plane) such that the mean
curvature ig) at every point. Aeast area disks a disk which has the small-
est area among the disks with same boundary. A least aregdigkimal,
but the converse is not true in general as minimal disks a&”jacally”
area minimizing. Aleast area planés a plane such that any subdisk in the
plane is a least area disk.

Definition 2.2. Let () be a compact submanifold of a Riemanntamanifold
M. Then() is amean convex domaihthe following conditions hold.

e 0} is piecewise smooth.

e Each smooth subsurface af) has nonnegative curvature with re-
spect to inward normal.

¢ In the singular curves odf), the angle between the neighboring
surfaces is less than(inward direction).

Definition 2.3. ' C M is anextreme curvé it is a curve in the boundary
of a mean convex domain i

Remark2.1 The above definition for extreme curves are different from th
usual definition. We will abuse the name for our purposess dkefinition

is more general than the definition in the literature, whiaissan extreme
curve is a curve in the boundary otanvex domain

Definition 2.4. The sequencéX; } of embedded surfaces in a Riemannian
manifold M converges to the surfaceif

e 3 contains all the limit points of the sequeng; }, i.e.
Y ={zx=lim; o z; | x; € S; and{x;} convergent in\/}

e Givenz € ¥ andz; € X; as above. Then there exist embeddings
f:D*—= ¥, andf; : D? — ¥; with f(0) = z, andf;(0) = z; such
that f; converges tg in C'*° topology.

Now, we can state the main facts which we use in the first part.

Lemma 2.1. [MY'1] Let Q2 be a mean convex domain, aiidC 0f2 be a
simple closed curve. Then there exist a least areadisk(2 with 9> =T.
Moreover, all such disks are properly embeddefliand they are pairwise
disjoint. Moreover, Ifl’;, 'y C 02 are disjoint simple closed curves, then
the least area disks, 3, spanningl'y, I'; are also disjoint.
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Lemma 2.2. [HS] Let 2 be a mean convex domain and {ef;} be a se-
quence of embedded least area diskQ.iThen there is a subsequer{ce; }

of {3,} such thatS; — ¥, a countable collection of embedded least area
disks in€2.

3. MEAN CONVEX HULLS

In this section, we will show that for any simple closed extescurve
in a Riemanniarg-manifold, there exist a canonical neighborhood which
IS mean convex or there exist a unique least area disk sgatimncurve.
The idea is simple. Lef C 9 be an extreme curve, afdigh C 992 be two
sequences convergingfdrom different sides. Then the induced sequences
of least area disk§;" C Q with 9% = 'S limits to the two least area disks
¥+ andX~ with ©* = I'. These least area disks will be a barrier for the
other least area disks with same boundary, and they will deficanonical
neighborhoodV with ON = T U T U X~, which we will call themean
convex hulbf I".

The combination of the above two lemmas gives us the follghemma,
which is the main tool of this part.

Lemma 3.1. LetI" C 092 be a simple closed extreme curve wheres the
mean convex domain in&manifold M. Then there are uniquely defined
two canonical extremal least area disks (which might be §ateand >~

in Q with 9% = T, and they are limits of sequences of least area disks.

Proof: TI' C 09 is a simple closed extreme curve, ands the mean
convex domain in &-manifold M. Take a small neighborhoad of I in
0%), which will be a thin annulus with' is the corel’ separates the annulus
A into two parts, sayA™ and A~ by giving a local orientation. Define a
sequence of pairwise disjoint simple closed cugsc AT C 99 such
thatlimT'; = T. Now, by Lemma 2.1, for any curvE/, there exist an

embedded least area disK with 90X = T'j". This defines a sequence of
least area disk§¥ } in Q. By Lemma 2.2, there exist a subsequefie }

converging to a countable collection of least area disksvith 95+ = T.

We claim that this collectior.* consists of only one least area disk.
Assume that there are two disks in the collection Sgyand¥;, and say
Y1 is "above”y;. By Lemma 2.1Y ) andX;” are embedded and disjoint.
They have same boundafyc 2. X} is also limit of the sequencg:; }.
But, since for any least area disk” c Q, 0% = T/ is disjoint from
oxF =T, X disjoint from X1, by exchange roundoff trick. This means
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Y1 is a barrier between the sequer{¢g” } andy;", and soX; cannot be
limit of this sequence. This is a contradiction. 80 is just one least area
disk, sayx*. Similarly, X~ = X-.

Now, we claim these least area disks andX~ are canonical, depending
only onT" and(?, and independent of the choice of the sequefité and
{%;}. Assume that there exist another least area 8iskvith 0S* = I" and
S+ is a limit of the sequence of least area diskswith 0S;" = 47 c A,
By Lemma 2.1>* andS™ are disjoint. Then one of them is "above” the
other one. IfS* is aboveS™, then:* between the sequen&” and S™.
This is because, ali;" are disjoint and above™ asdS;" = ~; are disjoint
and "above'T. Similarly, X* is belowsS; for anyi, asoXt = T is below
the curvesy;” € A™. Now, sinceX™ is between the sequen¢s; } and its
limit S*, andS™ andX* are disjoint, X" will be a barrier for the sequence
{S;"}, and so it cannot limit or5 ™. But, this is a contradiction. Similarly,
YT cannot be belov$*, so they must be same. ST andX~ are canonical
least area disks fdr. O

Theorem 3.2. Let 2 be a mean convex domain in3amanifold A/ and

' ¢ 992 be a simple closed curve. Then either there exist a uniqust lea
area diskX in Q with 92 = TI', or there exist a canonical mean convex hull
N in Q such thatty N = ©+ U ¥~ whereX* are uniquely defined extremal
least area disks ifi2 with 90X+ = I'. Moreover, all least area disks’ C ()
spanningl’ are contained inV.

Proof: I' C 09 is a simple closed extreme curve, &ids the mean
convex domain in &-manifold /. Let X* andX~ be the extremal least
area disks fol” from Lemma 3.1. LetN C M be the region between™
andX ", i.e.ON = X+t U X". AssumeX’ is a least area disk withy' = T".
We claim that’ ¢ N. Assume on the contrary. Since all least area disks
are disjoint by Lemma 2.13%' N X* = (), which impliesX N N = 0.
Then eithery’ is "above” X" or "below” ¥~. If ¥’ is "above” X, then
since there is a sequenéE;" } such thatS] — T, for sufficiently large
k,Sf Ny # 0asox; =TIy is aboveds = T'. But by the choice of the
sequencel’; NT' = (. So, by Lemma 2.1, the least area digksandX’
must be disjoint. This is a contradiction. Similarly, cannot be "below”
¥~. SoY C N.

If ¥* =X, thenN = X" = ¥, Since for any least area di3K C )
with 9%’ =T, ¥’ is contained inV, thenY = Xt = X~. This means there
exist a unique least area disk spanning O
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Remark3.1 In Lemma 3.1, and Theorem 3.2, the canonical least area,disks
and mean convex hull far C 02 are depending also on the mean convex
domain(). Thisis because, even thoubls in the boundary of mean convex
domain(?, it does not mean that any least area disR4rspanningl’ must

be in<).

We call the regionV assigned td' asmean convex hullThe reason for
this N C Qisitself a mean convex domain. The importance of this oligect
that it is canonically defined and uniquely determinedtand(2. One can
think of this object as a pseudo-convex hull living{ihand in the convex
hull of T

If you want the canonical least area disks, and mean convex hulV
for I" to be independent from the mean convex donégigou need to make
sure that all least area disks spanningre in the mean convex domain. One
condition to guarantee that is tHahas convex hull property and the convex
hull of I is in Q. If 2 is convex domain, this is automatic. In other words, If
Q2 is convex domain (i.el’ is an extreme curve in the usual sense), than the
defined mean convex hull, and extremal least area disks dep@mdent of
(2, depends only of. Moreover, all least area disks M spanningl’” are
in the mean convex hull, i.e. between the extremal leastdisia.

Also, a similar result was obtained by Brian White by usingmetric
measure theory methods in [Wh].

4. MEAN CONVEX HULLS IN HYPERBOLIC SPACE

Now, we are going to generalize the above results to the éeaatplanes
in hyperbolic space. Our aim in this section to show the erist of canon-
ical mean convex hulls for a simple closed curveSin(H?). The technique
is basically same. To prove this, we need analogies of thelsin Section
2.

Lemma 4.1. [An2] LetT’ C S2 (H?) be a simple closed curve in the sphere
at infinity of hyperboli-space. Then there exist a properly embedded least
area planeX spanningl’, i.e. 0., % =T

Lemma 4.2. [Ga] Let {¥;} be a sequence of least area planediihwith
02 = Iy € S% (H?) simple closed curve for any If T'; — T, then there
exist a subsequendeZ;} of {X;} such thatX; — X a collection of least
area planes whose asymptotic boundarieslare
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Lemma 4.3. LetI'; andT', be two disjoint simple closed curvesSg (H?).
Then, if¥; and ), are least area planes with,.>; = I';, thenX; and X,
are disjoint, too.

Proof: Assume thats; N X, # (). Since asymptotic boundariés,
andI’, are disjoint, the intersection cannot contain an infinibe liSo, the
intersection between; and>:; must contain a simple closed curyeNow,
~ bounds two least area disk& and D, in H?, with D; C ;. Now, take a
larger subdiskz; of X; containingD,, i.e. D; C E; C ;. By definition,
E is also a least area disk. Now, modiky by swaping the disk®; and
D,. Then, we get a new disk] = {E; — D1} U Dy. Now, E; and E
have same area, bat, have folding curve along. By smoothing out this
curve as in [MY1], we get a disk with smaller area, which cadicts to£;
being least area. Note that this technique is known as M¥aksexchange
roundoff trick. O

Now, we will adapt Lemma 3.1 to our context.

Lemma4.4.Letl’ C S2 (H?) be a simple closed curve. Then there are two
canonical extremal least area planes (which might be safiieand >~ in

H? with 0,,X* = I'. Moreover, any least area plare with 9,2 = I' is
disjoint fromX*, and it is captured in the region bounded By andX~ in

3.

Proof: LetD’ C S2 (H?) be a simple closed curvé.separates? (H?)
into two parts, sayD™ andD~. Define sequences of pairwise disjoint sim-
ple closed curve$I’; } and{T’; } such that";’ ¢ D™, andl’; c D~ for
anyi, andl’; — I', andl’; — T.

By Lemma 4.1, for any';” C S2 (H?), there exist a least area plane
¥ c H3. This defines a sequence of least area pléhgs. Now, by using
Lemma 4.2, we get a collection of least area plaﬁéswith 03t =T, as
OXi =T = T.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we claim that the collectidh consists
of only one least area plane. But this time, we do not knowitteaio least
area planes have same asymptotic boundary, then they thdispint, as in
the compact domain case (Lemma 2.1). We only know that if eastl area
planes have disjoint asymptotic boundary, then they ajeididy Lemma
4.3.

Assume that there are two least area pladgsndy;" in the collection

S*. Sinced, XF = DXy =T, X1 andX;" might not be disjoint, but they



8 BARIS COSKUNUZER

are disjoint from least area planes in the sequence}i/en Z;:b = () for
anyi, by Lemma 4.3.

If X} andX; are disjoint, we can use the argument in the proof Lemma
3.1, and conclude that; is a barrier between the sequerdég" } andy;,
and so;” cannot be limit of this sequence.

If =+ andy; are not disjoint, then they intersect each other, and in some
region,Y; is "above”X}. But sinceX is the limit of the sequencg:; },
this would imply3;” must intersect planes;” for sufficiently largei. But,
this contradict:; is disjoint from for anyi, as they have disjoint as-
ymptotic boundary. So, there exist unique least area piania the collec-
tion £+. Similarly, £~ = ¥~

By using similar arguments to Lemma 3.1, one can concludethiese
least area planes™, andX~ are canonical, and independent of the choice
of the sequencél’;"} and{¥;}.

Now, if we show the last statement of the theorem, then we @me.d_et
Y’ be any least area plane with.,YX' = I'. If ¥’ N Xt # (), then some
part of 3’ must be "above’>". SinceX* = lim X}, for sufficiently large
i, ¥ NX # 0. But, 0,3 = I'f is disjoint fromI" = 9,.%'. Then, by
Lemma 4.3 must be disjoint front;", which is a contradiction.

Similarly, this is true for:—, too. Moreover, letv c H? be the region
between ™ andX~, i.e. ON = X+ U X~. Then, by constructiony is also
a canonical region for, and for any least area plad# with 0. =T, >/
is contained in the regiofy, i.e. > C N. O

Remark4.1 This lemma shows that for any given simple closed curve
in S2 (H?), we can get two canonical least area plahgs(which might
be same). Moreover, these least area planes are disjomtdrty other
least area plane with asymptotic boundary Because of this reason, we
call these canonical least area plab¥sasuntouchable least area planes
Also, the region between them is a canonical mean convexohiill which
captures all least area planedHn spanning’.

Theorem 4.5.LetI’ C S% (H?) be a simple closed curve. Then either there
exist a unique minimal plang with 9., = I', or there exist a canonical
mean convex hulN c H? such that all minimal planes’ with 9, = T
are contained inV.

Proof: Letl' C S2% (H?) be a simple closed curve and &t = {P C
H? | 0., P = T, P is a minimal plang. By [An1], we know that for any®
Xr, P isin the convex hull of its asymptotic boundary, i.B.C CH(T).
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Also, name the complement &fin S2 (H?) as D*, i.e. S (H?) — ' =
DtuD~.

Now, for anyP; ¢ Xr, define domaing&* c H? such thatA] is the un-
bounded component @ — P, with asymptotic boundarp* c S2 (H3).
A~ is defined similarly. Now, let\* = (. Af, andA~ is defined sim-
ilarly. Now, A* are nonempty as all minimal planes stays in convex hull
of I'. Also, A* are canonical and mean convex as boundaries coming from
minimal planes.

Now, as in Lemma 4.4, we will define extremal least area plamés’.
Now, the crucial point here is that they are no more least plazes inH?,
but least area planes in™.

As in the proof of Lemma 4.4, we will start with two sequenceésimple
closed curves converging o from different sides. Define sequences of
pairwise disjoint simple closed curvéE; } and{T; } such thaf’; c DT,
andl'; ¢ D~ foranyi, andl'} — I',andl’; — T,

Since, AT is mean convex domain, we can define a least area plarnie
A™ with asymptotic boundary;" as follows. Take a sequence of extremal
simple closed curves iA™ such that these curves convergé'fa Then by
[MY?2], there exist least area disks in the mean convex domdirspanning
the extremal simple closed curves in the sequence. Therkimgta limit of
the sequence of these least area disks, we will get a leasphmee inA™
as in [Ga). Note that this least area plane is not a least dae& pfH?, but
least area plane af .

Now, as in Lemma 4.4, we will take the limit of least area pRRg,
and we get uniguely defined limit least area plaiein A™ by Lemma 4.4.
Similarly, construct the least area plane in A~. Note that even though
»* are canonical least area planesAf, they might not have least area
property in the whold&T?.

Now, letX* andX~ be the canonical planes foras above, and leV C
IH? be the region betweent andX—, i.e. ON = XFUX~. We claim that for
any minimal plane®; € Xr, P; C N. Indeed, this is clear by construction.
¥t C AT and by definitiorA™ = (), A/". SinceP; is "below” A}, then it
is "below” AT, and so itis "below™*. Similarly P; is "above” A~ and so
it is aboveX~. This implies thatP; C N.

If X+ =X, thenN = Xt = ¥~. For any minimal plane with, P =T,
¥ is contained inV. So,P = Xt = X~. This means there exist a unique
minimal planeP C H? spanningl’ C S2 (H?). Moreover, this unique
minimal plane is also least area by existence of least aergplby [An2].

Ol
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Remarkd.2 Thisresultis also true for cocompact Gromov hyperbolicsga
If M is a compact Gromov hyperbolgmanifold, then the above state-
ments are true for the universal covef. In other words, if you replace
S2 (H3) with S% (M) andH? with M in the statement of Theorem 4.5, it
is still true. This is because one can prove Lemma 4.4 by miodjfthe
results in [Col], and the proof of Theorem 4.5 simply goesugh.

4.1. Quasi-Fuchsian Manifolds.

Definition 4.1. Let M be a hyperboli§-manifold with7, (M) = 7, (.S) for
some compact oriented surfaSe Then)/ is calledquasi-Fuchsiarif the
limit set (asymptotic limit of the orbit of a point in/ = H? under covering
transformations) is a simple closed curveSi (H?).

Corollary 4.6. Let M be a quasi-Fuchsian hyperbolimanifold. Then
either there exist a unique minimal surface homotopy edgimtgo M or

there exist a canonical mean convex cafeC M containing all minimal
surfaces homotopy equivalent ié.

Proof:  We will use the notation of Theorem 4.5. Sing€ is quasi-
Fuchsian, its limit set is a simple closed curve, ay 5% (H?). By The-
orem 4.5, we have a canonical mean convex hutt H? with axﬁ =T.
SinceN is only depending off, in order to get the canonical mean convex
core, all we need to show that is invariant under covering transformation.
So, if we can show that the plan§§7 = Y% are invariant under covering
transformations, then we are done.

Let G ~ m (M) be the covering transformations 1. Then for any
a € G, a induces a homeomorphism ¢fi (H?) anda(T") = T'. SinceX™
is the limit of the sequencg:} with 9,,X = T'7 € DT, thena(X7") is
the limit of the sequencén(X;7)}. SinceM is orientablea(D*) = D*
anda(T)) € DT. So{l'}} is a sequence of pairwise disjoint simple closed
curves inD*, anda(T]") — T'. But the proof of Lemma 4.4 implies there
is only one limit for such a sequence of least area planesy(®") = X7.
Similarly, a(3X7) = X~. SoN is invariant under covering transformations.

So, under covering projection : H?> — M, w(ﬁ) = N C M defines the
desired canonical mean convex core.

Now, we claim that ifS C M is a minimal surface homotopy equivalent
to M, thenS is contained in our canonical mean convex cdreSinces is

homotopy equivalent td/, it is 7;-injective surface inV/ and its universal
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coverF c H3 is a minimal plane such that F' = . Then, Theorem 4.5
implies thatl” c N. So if we take the projection of both, we gétC N.

In the caseN = X+ = %, N will be a least area surface, which is
homotopy equivalenttd/. Since any minimal surface homotopy equivalent
to M contained inN, this implies there exist a unique minimal surface
homotopy equivalent tdé/. Moreover, this unique minimal surface is indeed
least area by existence of least area planes by [An2]. O

Remark4.3. Themean convex corgves in the convex core ai/. This is
because all minimal planes with 9..X = I', ¥ is contained in the con-
vex hull of T, sayC' H (T") (smallest convex subset &f° with asymptotic
boundaryl’ C S2 (H?)). Then the mean convex hull is in the convex hull,
N c CH(T'), which implies mean convex core is in the convex cor@/of
since the convex core dff is the projection of ' H (T").

5. GENERIC UNIQUENESS

In this section, we will give a generic uniqueness resulldast area disks
spanning an extreme curve. In other words, we will show thgérmeric
curve on the boundary of a mean convex domain bounds a uregatdrea
disk. Similar result for least area planesHn has been proved in [Co3].

Let Q be aC®-smooth mean convex domainit¥. We need to define the
following spaces.

A={aeC3S'00)| aembedding

D = {u € C3(S',S") | u diffeomorphism and satisfies three point
condition, i.e.u(e3k™) = e3k™ k =1,2,3}

M ={f:D*—=R3| f(D?* minimal andf|sp: € A}

Now, we will quote Tomi and Tromba’s results from [TT] on theusture
of these spaces. They consider a minimal niapD? — R?, as conformal
harmonic map, and realize the space of minimal maps as aatdepspace
of harmonic maps. The minimal ones correspond to the corebomes in
this space. On the other hand, one can identify a harmonicroapa disk
to R3 with its boundary parametrization, by unique extensiorpprty. So,
we can think of the space of minimal maps, as a subspace of harmonic
maps or their boundary parametrizatioAsin above notation. If you don't
care about the parametrization but the image curve, you cgment the
space of boundary parametrizations with a "reparameinizatactor D to
capture conformality.
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So, they consided x D such thata, u) € A x D identified witha o w :
D? — R3, the harmonic extension of o u : S — R3. Then, any minimal
disk spanningy(S*) c 99, will correspond to a point in the slicev} x D
corresponding to @onformalharmonic map. They define a conformality
operatork : A x D — C?(S') such that the kernel of this map will be the
conformal maps. So, by abusing the above notation, défine- ker(k) C
A x D, the space of minimal disks with boundarydf.

In [TT], Tomi and Tromba proved that the second componenhefde-
rivative of conformality operato), .k : T,D — Z C C?(S*) is almost an
isomorphism, which is a Fredholm map of indexThen by using basic lin-
ear algebra they show that the projection mHps A x D — A restricted
totheM = ker(k),i.e. 11|y : M — Ais Fredholm of indexX. This means
the restriction map from minimal maps to their boundary patiizations
is almost an isomorphism.

Now, in our caseA is different from Tomi and Tromba’s setting. But, if
one look at the Tomi and Tromba'’s proof, everything happernke second
component ofA x D, and they get the "almost isomorphism” betwe@n
and image of. So, by simple modifications of these proofs would give the
following desired result for our purposes. To see the maatifiis in detail,
one can look at [Co2], and [C03].

Lemma 5.1. [T7T] Let A, D, and M be as above, anil; : A x D — A be
the projection map. Then the space of minimal méfyss a submanifold of
A x D, and restriction of projection map td/, I1, |, is Fredholm of index
0.

The second lemma which we use is the classical inverse aamttieorem
for Banach manifolds, [La].

Lemma 5.2. (Inverse Function Theorem) Lét' and N be Banach mani-
folds, andletF’ : M — N be aC?” map. Letry € M anddF isisomorphism
at zo. ThenF is local C? diffeomorphism, i.e. there exist an open neigh-
borhood ofU C M of z, and an open neighborhodd C N of F'(x,) such
that F'|; : U — V is C? diffeomorphism.

The last ingredient is the generalization of Sard’s theat@mfinite di-
mensional spaces [Sm].

Lemma 5.3. (Sard-Smale Theorem) Lét: X — Y be a Fredholm map.
Then the regular values df are almost all ofY’, i.e except a set of first
category.
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From now on, we will call the regular values of the Fredholnmpriia | ,,
as generic curve. Now, we can establish the main analyadlfor our
generic unigueness result.

Lemma 5.4. Leta € A be a generic curve. Then for any € II; ! (a),
there exist a neighborhoaddy, C M such thatll, |y, is a homeomorphism
onto a neighborhood af in A.

Proof: ByLemmab5.1, the maf,|,, : M — Ais Fredholm of index
0. Leta € A be a generic curve arid € 11, (o) € M. Sincea is regular
value, DII; (X)) : TyM — T,A is surjective, i.e.dim(cokefDIl;)) =
0. Moreover, we know thatl; is Fredholm of index 0. This implies
dim(ker(DIl,)) = dim(cokeDII;)) = 0, and soDII; is isomorphism
at the point € M. By the Inverse Function Theorem, there exist a neigh-
borhood ofX which IT; maps homeomorphically onto a neighborhood of
a € A. O

Now, our aim is to construct a foliated neighborhood for aegsk area
disk spanning a given generic curve (regular value of thdltakm map) in
A. Moreover, we will show that the leaves of this foliation ambedded
least area disks with pairwise disjoint boundary. By usiig,twe will show
that uniqueness of the least area disk spanning the genevie.c

We will abuse the notation by using interchangeably the Mmaps! —
0Q with its imagel'(S'). Similarly same is true foE : D* — Q and its
imageX(D?).

LetI'y € A be ageneric curve, and [} € 7, '(I'y) C M be aleast area
disk whose existence guaranteed by [MY1]. Then by Lemma there
is a neighborhood oE, € U C M homeomorphic to the neighborhood
FO eV cC A

LetI" : [—¢,¢] — V be a path such thdt(0) = I'y and for anyt, ¢’ €
[—€,¢], Ty N Ty = (. In other words{T";} foliates a neighborhood df, in
0. LetX; € U be the preimage df, under the local homeomorphism.

Lemma 5.5. {3, } is a foliation of a neighborhood &i, in 2 by embedded
least area disks.

Proof: We will prove the lemma in three steps.

Claim 1: For anys € [—¢, €], £, is an embedded disk.

Proof:  SinceY; is a least area disk, by Lemma 2}, is an embedded
disk. Now,{X;} is continuous family of minimal disks. We cannot apply
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the Lemma 2.1 to these disks, since the lemma is true for é¥aatdisks,
while our disks are only minimal.

Letsp = inf{s € (0,¢] | X5 is not embedded But, since{%,} is con-
tinuous family of disks, and this can only happen whép has tangential
self intersection (locally lying on on side). But this cadicts to maxi-
mum principle for minimal surfaces. So for alle [0, €], 3, is embedded.
Similarly, this is true fors € [—¢, 0], and the result follows. O

Claim 2: {3} is a foliation, i.e. for any, ¢’ € [¢, €], X; N Xy = 0.

Proof: Assume on the contrary that there exisk ¢, such that:;,, N
¥, # 0. First, since the boundari€s, andT’,, are disjoint, the intersection
cannot contain a line segment. So the intersection must lodexion of
closed curves. We will show that in this situation, there tingsa tangential
intersection between two disks, and this will contradictie maximum
principle for minimal surfaces.

If 3, does not intersect all the minimal disks for s € [—e, 5], let
so = sup{s € [—¢,t2] | Xy, N 3; = 0}. Then, since(%,} is continuous
family of minimal disks, it is clear that;, must intersecE,, tangentially,
and lie in one side oE,,. But this contradicts to maximum principle for
minimal surfaces.

So, let's assume&,, intersects all minimal diskE; for s € [—¢, t5]. Let
sop = sup{s € [—¢,+€] | X_.NXE, = 0}. If 59 > —¢, then this would imply
a tangential intersection as above, which is a contradict@therwise, the
supremum is—e, which implies for anyt > —e¢, ¥, intersectsX_.. In
particular, this implies, N X_, # (). Now, ¥_, separate$§), and defines a
mean convex domain. Buk, is in the boundary of this new mean convex
domain, and the least area disk must be embedded inside of this mean
convex domain by Lemma 2.1. S&, cannot interseck_,.. This is a
contradiction, and the result follows. O

Claim 3: For anys € [—¢, €], ¥, is a least area disk.

Proof: Fix X, fors € (—e, €). Now, let[X_,, 3] be the region bounded
by embedded disk&_. andX, in 2. By above resultsy, C [X_., X.].
Since the boundaries are minimal disgs,. ., .| is a mean convex region.
Lety C X, be a simple closed curve. By [MY1], there exist a least area
embedded disk spanningy in the mean convex domaji_., ¥]. If D is
not in X, it must intersect other leaves nontrivially. Thgg, } N D induce
a singular 1-dimensional foliatioh on D. The singularities of the foliation
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are isolated ag>’;} and D are minimal disks. Since Euler characteristic
of the disk is 1, by Poincare-Hopf index formula there mustahmositive
index singularity implying tangential (lying on one sidejersection ofD
with some leave’,. But this contradicts to maximum principle for minimal
surfaces. Sincewas chosen arbitrarily at the beginning, one can start with
suitablee’ > e. The whole proof will go through, and this shows that for
anys € [—e, €], £, is a least area disk. O

O

Existence of such a foliated neighborhood for a least arglg dnplies
uniqueness.

Lemma 5.6. ¥ is the unique least area disk with boundary.

Proof: Let>’ be another least area disk with boundBgy If 3¢ # Y
thenY’ must intersect a leave in the foliated neighborhoo&d gfsay>:,.
But, sincedy, = I, is disjoint fromoX¥’ = Iy, Lemma 2.1 implies that the
least area disks, andY are disjoint. This is a contradiction. O

So, we have proved the following theorem:

Theorem 5.7.LetI" € A be ageneric curve as described above. Then there
exist a unique least area digk C Q with9> =T

Remark5.1 This theorem does not say that there exist a unigugmal
disk spanning a given generic curve. In the proof of Lemmawebessen-
tially use the disk:, being least area.

So far we have proved the uniqueness of least area disks fobsets
A C A, whereA — A is a set of first category. In the following subsection,
we will show that this is true for a more general class of carve. an open
dense subset of.

5.1. Open dense set of curvesNow, we will show that any regular curve
has an open neighborhood such that the uniqueness resd# fovl any
curve in this neighborhood.

LetI'y € A be a regular curve, and l&f, < 7r1‘1(1“0) C M be the
unique least area disk spannifg LetU C M be the neighborhood ai,
homeomorphic to the neighborhoddC A of I'y as above. We will show
thatl'y has a smaller open neighborhoBt C V' such that for any” € V7,
there exist unique least area diskirwith 0> = T".
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First we will show that the curves disjoint froif in the open neighbor-
hood also bounds a unique least area disR.in

Lemma 5.8. Let 3 € V with 3N Ty = (. Then there exist a unique least
area disk spanning.

Proof:  Sincep € V is disjoint fromIy,, we can find a path’ :
(—e,e) — V, such that{I';} foliates a neighborhood df, in 02, andj
is one of the leaves, i.e3 = I'; for somes € (—¢, €). Then the proofs of
the previous section implies thag = X, and{;} also gives a foliation of
a neighborhood af’s by least area disks. Then proof of Lemma 5.6 implies
thatX; is the unique least area disk spannihg O

Now, if we can show same result for the curvediintersecting’y, then
we are done. Unfortunately, we cannot do that, but we willdsgothis by
going to a smaller neighborhood.

Lemma 5.9. There exist a neighborhodd’ ¢ V' of Iy such that for any
I'l, € V', there exist a unique least area disk with boundggy

Proof: LetV’ C V be an open neighborhood containiigsuch that
there exist disjoint two curves,, 5, € V with 5, and 3, are both disjoint
from I'y and [, for any I, € V'. We also assume that 8 C 0Q is
the annulus bounded by, and 5., I'y, I are contained iB. To see the
existence of such a neighborhood, one can fix two curvé&sdisjoint from
Iy, and lying in the opposite sides Bf in 0€2. Then suitable complements
of these two curves iir will give us the desired neighborhood G§.

Now, fix I'y € V’. By the assumption o, there are two curves
B, B disjoint from bothl’y, I'j and bounding the annulusin 052 such that
o, Ty € B C 09. Then, we can find two patis I” : [—¢,¢] — V with
{T';}, {I"}} foliates B such thaf’(¢) = I"(¢) = f; , I'(—¢€) = I'(—¢) = S,
andI'(0) = 'y, TV(0) = I,

By Lemma 5.5, we know thafI",} induces{X;} family of embedded
least area disks spannigd, }. Moreover, these least area disks are unique
with the given boundary, and leaves of the foliation in theyhborhood of
0.

Now, consider the preimage of the pdthunder the homeomorphism
m|v : U — V. This will give us a patly¥’ ¢ U C M, which is a continu-
ous family of minimal disks, say¥}}. We claim that this is also a family
of embedded least area disks inducing a foliated neighlooriod,. By
previous paragraphs, we know thatand theX_, are the unique least area
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disks with boundarys, and 5., respectively. This means,, = ¥... So,
the family {3} } has embedded least area di&Ks. Then by slight modifi-
cation of the proof of Lemma 5.5 imply th&t:; } is a family of embedded
least area disk inducing a foliation of a neighborhood ofpf By Lemma
5.6,% is the unique least area disk spannifig O

So, we got the following theorem.

Theorem 5.10. Let Q) be aC3-smooth mean convex domain k¥, and

A = {a € C3(S',00) | « embedding. Then there exist an open dense
subsetd’ C A in C? topology, such that for any € A’, there exist a
unique least area disk with boundalry

Proof: The set of regular values of Fredholm map, sﬁys the whole
set except a set of first category by Sard-Smale theorem. h8aggular
curves are dense id. By above lemmas, for any regular curig, there
exist an open neighborhodd,, C A which the uniqueness result holds.
So0,A4" = Ure 4 VI is an open dense subsetdfvith the desired properties.

Ol

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Different versions of the results in the first part of the papas been
proved by Meeks and Yau in [MY2] by using differential geonyetiech-
niques, by Brian White in [Wh] by using geometric measuretiieneth-
ods, and by Fanghua Lin in [Li] by using global analysis megdlere, we
reformulate those results and extend it to more generas dasean con-
vex domains. Our approach is topological, and seems mougahabd the
guestion. On the other hand, similar results for hyperbspiace has been
proved by Michael Anderson in [An2], by using geometric megasheory
techniques.

In this paper, we are trying to promote the ideanméan convex hulls
These objects are naturally defined for any simple closeckme curve,
and any asymptotic curve i (H?). They are living in convex hulls of
the curve, and have piecewise smooth boundary. As a corétildhe mean
convex hulls inH?, we assign anean convex cor® any quasi-Fuchsian
hyperbolic3-manifold capturing any minimal surface homotopy equiréle
to the manifold.

In the second part, we give a generic uniqueness result)yrairadapt-
ing the techniques of [Co3]. There has been different tydegeoeric
unigueness results for the curvesid, see [Tr]. This is a new generic
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uniqueness result, and says that if you have a mean convexidovith C3-
smooth boundary ifR3, then simple closed curves in the boundary generi-
cally bounds a unique least area diskiih
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