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GENERALIZING THE LINEARIZED DOUBLING APPROACH, I:
GENERAL THEORY AND NEW MINIMAL SURFACES AND SELF-SHRINKERS

NIKOLAOS KAPOULEAS AND PETER MCGRATH

ABSTRACT. In Part I of this article we generalize the Linearized Doubling (LD) approach, introduced in
earlier work by NK, by proving a general theorem stating that if > is a closed minimal surface embedded
in a Riemannian three-manifold (NN, g) and its Jacobi operator has trivial kernel, then given a suitable
family of LD solutions on ¥, a minimal surface M resembling two copies of ¥ joined by many small
catenoidal bridges can be constructed by PDE gluing methods. (An LD solution ¢ on ¥ is a singular
solution of the Jacobi equation with logarithmic singularities which in the construction are replaced by
catenoidal bridges.) We also determine the first nontrivial term in the expansion for the area | M| of M
in terms of the sizes of its catenoidal bridges and confirm that it is negative; | M| < 2|3 follows.

We demonstrate the applicability of the theorem by first constructing new doublings of the Clifford
torus. We then construct in Part II families of LD solutions for general (O(2) x Zg)-symmetric back-
grounds (X, N, g). Combining with the theorem in Part I this implies the construction of new minimal
doublings for such backgrounds. (Constructions for general backgrounds remain open.) This generalizes
our earlier work for ¥ = §2 C N = S? providing new constructions even in that case.

In Part III, applying the results of Parts I and II—appropriately modified for the catenoid and the
critical catenoid—we construct new self-shrinkers of the mean curvature flow via doubling the spherical
self-shrinker or the Angenent torus, new complete embedded minimal surfaces of finite total curvature
in the Euclidean three-space via doubling the catenoid, and new free boundary minimal surfaces in the
unit ball via doubling the critical catenoid.

1. INTRODUCTION

The general framework. Existence results for minimal surfaces have played a fundamental role in the
development of the theory of minimal surfaces and more generally of Differential Geometry. Particularly
important are the cases of embedded minimal (hyper)surfaces in Euclidean spaces or their quotients, em-
bedded closed minimal (hyper)surfaces in the round spheres, properly embedded compact free boundary
minimal (hyper)surfaces in Euclidean balls, closed embedded self-shrinkers for the mean curvature flow,
and general closed embedded minimal (hyper)surfaces in closed Riemannian manifolds. Geometers have
worked intensely on these directions and it is worth mentioning indicatively a sample of non-gluing re-
sults: by Scherk [48], by Lawson [42], by Hsiang [18], by Karcher-Pinkall-Sterling [39], by Hoffman-Meeks
[16], by Fraser-Schoen [13], by Hoffman-Traizet-White [I7], by Marques-Neves [43], by Song [50], and by
Chodosh-Mantoulidis [9].

Gluing constructions by Partial Differential Equations (PDE gluing) methods have been very successful
as well and hold further great promise. They are of two kinds: desingularization constructions [26] 19} 46,
130, 87, BI] where the new surfaces resemble the union of given minimal surfaces intersecting along curves
except in the vicinity of the intersection curves where they resemble singly periodic Scherk surfaces, and
doubling constructions [38] 54, 12, [34] 29] B3] where the new surfaces resemble two (or more) copies of a
given minimal surface joined by small catenoidal bridges; see also the survey articles [27, [28].

We enumerate now some of the advantages of these gluing constructions. First, they provide new
minimal surfaces which are almost explicit with well understood topology and geometry. In particular
they are well suited for establishing the existence of infinitely many topological types of minimal surfaces
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in various situations. Second, the minimal surfaces constructed have low area, close to the total area of
the ingredients, and so are important in classifications by increasing area. Third, the constructions are
flexible, so they can be adjusted to apply to various different settings. Finally, doubling constructions
hold great promise in high dimensions (for example [20]) where very few existence results are currently
known: even in Fuclidean spaces the only complete embedded minimal hypersurfaces of finite geometry
are the classical ones (hyperplane and high-dimensional catenoid). Note that new minimal hypersurfaces
obtained via doubling are smooth in all dimensions by construction, similarly to the CMC hypersurfaces
constructed in [7].

Historically, PDE gluing methods have been applied extensively and with great success in Gauge
Theories by Donaldson [II], Taubes [51] [52], 53], and others. The particular kind of methods discussed
here originate from Schoen’s [49] and NK’s [21], especially as they evolved and were systematized in
[23, 24, 25]. In the first doubling constructions [38] the catenoidal bridges were attached to parallel
copies of the given minimal surface to construct the initial surfaces, one of which was perturbed then
to minimality. This approach turned out to be sufficient in some highly symmetric cases [38| 54, [34]
where the symmetry does not allow horizontal forces and the surface modulo the symmetry is simple
enough—although the constructions were still highly nontrivial.

In most cases however this approach is not sufficient and for this reason NK introduced a powerful
new approach called Linearized Doubling (LD) [29]. The LD approach was originally applied to construct
doublings of a great two-sphere S? in the round three-sphere S® but was described for any given minimal
surface ¥ [29, Remark 3.21] embedded in a Riemannian three-manifold N with an isometry of N fixing
3 pointwise and exchanging its sides.

Given now such a X let Ly, be its Jacobi operator (see . The first step in the LD approach is
to construct on ¥ a suitable family of Linearized Doubling (LD) solutions: an LD solution ¢ is a singular
solution of Lx¢ = 0 with logarithmic singularities; equivalently ¢ can be considered as a Green’s function
for Ly, with multiple singularities of various strengths. In the second step the LD solutions are converted
to approximately minimal “initial surfaces” with the aid of chosen finite dimensional obstruction spaces
K[L] € C=(Z). The initial surface M corresponding to an LD solution ¢ consists of catenoidal bridges
smoothly joined to the graphs of ¢ +v and —¢ — v for some v € IJAC[L] chosen to optimize the matching of
the bridges with the graphs. Each bridge is located in the vicinity of a singular point of ¢ and its size is
given by the strength of the logarithmic singularity of ¢ at the point. In the final step one of the initial
surfaces is perturbed to exact minimality providing the desired new minimal surface.

The LD approach effectively reduces doubling constructions to constructions of suitable families of LD
solutions. This is similar in spirit to the reduction of constructions of CMC (hyper)surfaces [49] 211 22, [6] 7]
to constructions of suitable families of approximately balanced graphs, the LD solutions playing the role of
the graphs. The LD solutions used are also approximately balanced in the sense that they approximately
satisfy a finite number of “matching conditions”, some nonlinear [29, Definitions 3.3 and 3.4]. Not
surprisingly, because of the PDE’s involved, the construction of approximately balanced LD solutions is
much harder than the construction of balanced graphs.

In the original article [29] the construction was carried out only in two cases: when the singularities
lie on two parallel circles of S?, and when they lie on the equatorial circle and the poles. Subsequently in
[33] this was extended to an arbitrary number of circles, optionally including the poles. In both cases the
constructions of the LD solutions make heavy use of the O(2) x Zs symmetry of the background. Actually
in [29] [33] the construction of LD solutions is reduced to the construction of what we called rotationally
invariant linearized doubling (RLD) solutions [33, Definition 3.5], which being O(2)-invariant, satisfy an
ODE instead of a PDE and can be understood by using appropriate flux quantities.

Brief discussion of the results. In Part I of this article we generalize the LD approach to apply to
general situations by proving Theorem [5.7] which we proceed to describe informally after stating a helpful
general definition.



Definition 1.1 (Surface doublings). Given a Riemannian three-manifold (N, g) and a two-sided surface
Y in N, we define a (surface) doubling M over X in N (equivalently we say M doubles ¥ in N ) to be a
smooth surface M in N satisfying the following.

(i) The nearest point projection Iy to ¥ in N is well defined on M.
) ¥ :=1IIx(M) C 3 is closed with smooth boundary 85..
(iii) M is the union of the graphs of 4t and —i~ € CO(X) N C®(X\ 9%).
) at+u~ =0 on Bi, where the two graphs join smoothly with vertical tangent planes, and 4™+~ >
0 close to O in 3.
(v) By the above Ils|y; covers S\ O twice, d% once, and misses X\ .

We call (3, N, g) the background of the doubling M, Y its base surface, and each connected component of
pIRN Ya doubling hole of M over X. Finally if ¥ and M are minimal we call the doubling M minimal. In
this article, unless stated otherwise, ¥ and M are assumed embedded and connected, and so ut +u~ > 0
on' Y (it =1~ >0 in the special case of symmetric sides).

Theorem A (Theorem [B.7). We assume given a background (3, N, g) with the base surface ¥ a closed
minimal two-sided surface embedded in the Riemannian three-manifold (N, g) with Jacobi operator Lx
(see[LA(vi)) of trivial kernel on S (see 1), (21 and[{1). We assume given also a family of LD solutions
on X with appropriately uniform features, sufficiently small singularity strengths, and prescribable—when
small— “unbalancing content” (see[52 for precise statements). There is then a smooth closed embedded
minimal surface M doubling ¥ in N as in[I1 satisfying the following.

(i) There is an LD solution ¢ in the given family with finite singular set L C X, such that Vp € L and
Tp > 0 the strength of the logarithmic singularity of ¢ at p, there is a catenoidal bridge kp cM
in the vicinity of p in N, with I?p a small perturbation of the image by the Fermi exponential
map expyN9 (see[A) of a truncated catenoid in T,N of size (waist radius) T,.

(i) ¥ =%\ Uper D, where each doubling hole D, C ¥ is a small smooth perturbation of a geodesic
disc in ¥ of center p and radius Tp.

(iii) The complement of the catenoidal bridges in M s described graphically by small perturbations of
+¢, or more precisely of £(p+ v, ), with vy € JAC[L] chosen in[3.17 to optimize the matching of
the catenoidal bridges with the p-graphical part and K[L] C C=(2) a chosen (as in[ZI1) finite
dimensional obstruction space.

(iv) The genus of M is 2gs — 1+ |L| where gs, is the genus of 3.

(v) | M| = 2|%| — T el 0 (1 +O(T;/2|10g7p|)) , which implies also |M| < 2|%|, where |M| and

|S| denote the areas of M and X.

M is constructed in the proof of Theorem [Al as a small perturbation of one of the initial surfaces
My, k] defined in BI7 and parametrized by the given LD solutions ¢ and parameters k satisfying
(BI8). The construction of the initial surfaces is similar but more involved than in [29, B3] where no
kK parameters are needed. The main new features are that each catenoidal bridge can be elevated and
tilted relative to ¥ as prescribed by &, and that v, # v_ when £ # 0. In [29, [33] £ # 0 would violate
the symmetry exchanging the two sides of the base surface; here however it introduces dislocations which
(consistently with the geometric principle |27, 28]) allow us to deal with the antisymmetric (with respect
to approximate exchange of the sides of ¥) component of the obstructions involved.

Surprisingly the asymmetry of the sides of ¥ does not affect the nature or study of the families of LD
solutions required, or the definition of the mismatch operator in[B.10l The construction and study of the
initial surfaces however presents new challenges related to the introduction of new parameters K, and the
estimation of mean curvature induced by a general Riemannian metric.

Theorem [A] (or B.7) not only generalizes the LD approach to the general case, but also makes the
reduction to LD solutions explicit and systematic, unlike in [29] B3], where the reduction was described
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case by case. It is therefore a very powerful tool reducing doubling constructions to constructions of
appropriate families of LD solutions, a much easier—but still very hard and open in general—problem.

Note that although in Theorem [Al (or (7)) ¥ is assumed to be a closed surface, the theorem can be
modified to apply to other situations, as for example those in sections [I1] or Moreover in Theorem
[Al(v) we determine in full generality the first nontrivial term in the expansion of the area |M| of M
in terms of the sizes of its catenoidal bridges, a new result even for the earlier doubling constructions.
Finally we expect that Theorem [A] (or [£.7) will be an important step in proving a “general” doubling
theorem asserting without any symmetry assumptions that any base surface ¥ with |A|? + Ric(v,v) > 0
has infinitely many minimal doublings.

As an example we next apply Theorem [A] to construct doublings of the Clifford torus T? in Section
Recovering the doublings already known [38] [54] is fairly straightforward (see Remarks and B.23)).
The catenoidal bridges in these doublings are located at the points of a £ x m rectangular lattice L with
k,m large (m/k a priori bounded). We construct new doublings by allowing any k > 3 (see Theorem [6.17]
and for k = 1,2 see Remark [6.I]]), or by arranging for three bridges per fundamental domain when k, m
large (see Theorem [6.20]). Further results not discussed in this article are possible [32], with more bridges
per fundamental domain and any k& > 3, and also different symmetry groups, including constructions
generalizing [47, Example 13] (related to torus knots). Note that the case of the Clifford torus is unusual
because the background has O(2) x O(2) symmetry; the O(2) x Za-symmetric backgrounds on which we
concentrate in Part IT are less symmetric but more common.

In Part IT we construct families of LD solutions for O(2) x Zy-symmetric backgrounds (3, N, g), which
are then used to construct minimal doublings via Theorem[Al This generalizes our earlier work in [29, 33]
where families of LD solutions are constructed in the case ¥ = S? ¢ N = S? and used to construct
minimal doublings of S2. The assumptions on the background we choose in are general enough to
allow many interesting applications. They imply that the base surface ¥ is diffeomorphic to a sphere or
torus and the nontrivial orbits of the action of O(2) on ¥ are circles (see Lemmal[l4]); we call these circles
parallel. Calling S the generator of the Zs factor, it follows that S fixes exactly one parallel circle when
> is a sphere and exactly two when X is a torus; we call these circles equatorial.

All constructions in [29, B3] and in Parts IT and IIT of this article are symmetric under a subgroup
Gm < O(2) X Zs of order 4m; more precisely G,,, = Day, X Zo with Da,,, < O(2) a dihedral subgroup of order
2m (see [[I0). The singularities of the LD solutions in these constructions concentrate on a prescribed
number k, of parallel circles and we assume m large in terms of ko; we expect that other constructions
are possible (beyond the scope of this article) where k, is large and m is small or comparable to k..

Unlike in [29] B3] we do allow different numbers of singularities in the k, parallel circles but in a limited
way: we allow m or 2m singularities on the various circles (see[II8). Note that we use m = (mz)l[i(’l/ 4o
prescribe the numbers |m;| of singularities for the various circles, with the sign of m; choosing one of the
two possible alignments with respect to G, (see [[.IT and [.T2)). Although not presented in this article,
this can be further generalized to allowing the numbers m; to be multiples of m by any small factors.

Theorem B (Theorem[@39). Given a background (X, N, g) satisfying Assumption[7.9 there is a minimum
ERin € N (see[7.23) such that for each ko € N with ko > k™™ and any m € {m, —m, —2m}*/21 with
m large enough in terms of ko, there is a family of LD solutions satisfying the required assumptions (see
[52) in Theorem [Al with the singularities concentrating along ko parallel circles and the alignment and
number of singularities at each circle prescribed by the entries of m.

Combining this with Theorem [A] (or [5.7) we obtain

Theorem C (Theorem [0.40). Given (X, N, g), ko € N, and any m as in Theorem[B, there is a minimal
doubling containing one catenoidal bridge close to each singularity of one of the LD solutions in Theorem
and satisfying (i)-(v) in Theorem [Al Moreover as m — oo with fized ko the corresponding minimal
doublings converge in the appropriate sense to % covered twice.
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In Part IIT of this article we apply Theorem [C] (that is [0.40) to construct new self-shrinkers of the
mean curvature flow via doubling the spherical self-shrinker in Theorem 0.5 or via doubling the Angenent
torus [2] in Theorem [[0.7 By adjusting the results and proofs in Parts IT and III, we also construct new
complete embedded minimal surfaces of finite total curvature with four catenoidal ends in the Euclidean
three-space via doubling the catenoid in Theorem [I1.28] and new free boundary embedded minimal
surfaces in the unit ball via doubling the critical catenoid in Theorem [[2.3T

Outline of strategy and main ideas. In this article we define in [2.14] catenoidal bridges K [p, T, ﬁp] -
M|y, k] as catenoids in cylindrical Fermi coordinates at a singular point p € ¥ of the corresponding LD
solution ¢, truncated at scale ~ 7.* with fixed small v as in The strength 7, > 0 of the logarithmic
singularity of ¢ at p determines the size of the catenoid and k, = Ii;‘ + Ky its elevation in the normal
direction and the tilt of its axis relative to the normal (see BIT). The construction of the bridges is
simpler than in [29)], at the expense that now the bridges are only approximately minimal and their mean
curvature has to be estimated and corrected. The catenoidal bridges are then smoothly attached to the
graphs of £(¢ +wv,) at scale ~ 7' to form M|y, k|.

The estimation of the mean curvature on the bridges is done in two steps. First, we decompose the
metric of IV in the vicinity of p as g = g+ h, where g is a Euclidean metric induced by Fermi coordinates
and h|, =0 (see 2.2). Klp, Tp, k) is exactly minimal with respect to g and the mean curvature induced
by g can be expressed in terms of tensor fields induced by h. Second, using properties of cylindrical Fermi
coordinates, we estimate these tensors on K [p, T, @p] in terms of the background geometry near p.

An important feature is that the dominant term in the mean curvature of K [p, Tp, ﬁp] is driven by the
second fundamental form AZ’p, and without the observation that the projection of the mean curvature
to the first harmonics satisfies better estimates (see and 2237)), this term would be too large for our
purposes when A* ’p # 0. (Note that in [38] [54] there are no first harmonics because of the symmetries.)
In the definition of the global Holder norms (see [L2]) we use a stronger weight on the graphical regions
and for the first harmonics on the catenoidal regions. On the graphical regions this parallels [29] 4.12]
and leads to stronger final estimates (see [£.0) than those in [3§].

The proof of the area expansion in Theorem [Alv) requires a detailed understanding of the interplay
between the geometries of the catenoidal bridges and graphical regions. In particular each summand
—n7) in the dominant term in the expansion for |M| — 2|3 is smaller in magnitude than a term of order
T§| log 7,,| appearing in the expansion of the area of the corresponding bridge (see the catenoid estimate
in [40]), and it is necessary to observe a subtle cancellation (see 512 and B.14]) between these terms and
opposing terms arising from the exterior graphical region in order to complete the expansion.

We now discuss the proof of Theorem [B] in Part IT of this article. We assume given an O(2) X Zs-
symmetric background (X, N, g), ko, and m as in Theorem [B] and we proceed to construct a family of
LD solutions with parameters (see[@4) ¢ = (¢1, @), and (when not all [m;|’s are equal) more parameters
CJ‘. The LD solutions with vanishing CJ‘ are maximally symmetric (see [@0) with their logarithmic
singularities equidistributed on k., parallel circles we call singular. The parameters Cl are used to
dislocate the maximally symmetric LD solutions in accordance with the geometric principle; in the cases
we examine in this article there is exactly one ¢ parameter for each m; = —2m (see [.10)).

Our maximally symmetric LD solutions ¢ = gp[[CT;ko,mﬂ = 11 ®fle : ko,m| are constructed in
and so that their overall scale 7 is controlled by ¢; and each ®[[a : ko, m]|| is constructed
from ¢f[o : ko, m||, a rotationally invariant (averaged) linearized doubling (RLD) solution which can be
recovered from ®[[o : k., m|| by averaging on parallel circles.

RLD solutions (defined in[.2T]) are easier to understand than LD solutions because the Jacobi equation
reduces to an ODE. They have derivative jumps instead of logarithmic singularities at the singular circles.
We construct them first and use the information they provide, for example the position of the singular
circles, to construct the maximally symmetric LD solutions. Our constructions are facilitated by the
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observation that the classes of LD and RLD solutions are invariant under conformal changes of the
intrinsic metric, allowing us to work on the flat cylinder instead of X.

The main tools in studying existence and uniqueness for the RLD solutions is a scale invariant flux Ff
(see [[ 1)), which amounts to the logarithmic derivative of the RLD solution ¢ on the cylinder, with its
monotonicity properties stated in[7.31} Balancing for an RLD solution ¢ amounts to horizontal balancing,
requiring equality of the two one-sided fluxes at a singular circle, and vertical balancing, requiring that the
ratio of the fluxes at adjacent singular circles equals the ratio |m;/m;41]| of the corresponding prescribed
numbers of singularities (see [[29]).

The parameters o = (o,&) prescribe the RLD unbalancing with o for vertical and &€ for horizontal
(see [[24] [7.36, and [Z37). The effect of the parameters ¢' = (¢1,0,&) on the mismatch of the LD
solutions is confirmed in by using the equations in[0.7 and the estimates in for the LD solutions
constructed. Note that o prescribes (approximately) only differences of vertical mismatch, with (one)
Vertical mismatch prescribed (with less precision) by (;. Finally the estimates for the LD solutions in
] are based on carefully decomposing each & = Dfa : ko,m| as ® = G+ + &/ (see IEQI) where
G captures the singular part, D is rotationally invariant, and @’ is the part we estimate (G and ® being
explicit).

In Part IIT the applications of the earlier results are fairly straightforward. For the catenoid and the
critical catenoid we need some modifications to account for the noncompactness of the catenoid and the
boundary of the critical catenoid. For the latter we follow more closely the methodology of [34] (see also
[31]) and we study the modified RLD’s with an imposed Robin condition. Finally we remark that since
the catenoid is conformally isomorphic to ch, some of the families of RLD and LD solutions we use for
the catenoid doubling were constructed and estimated already in [33].

General notation and conventions.

Notation 1.2. For (N,g) a Riemannian manifold, S C N a two-sided hypersurface equipped with a
(smooth) unit normal v, and  C S, we introduce the following notation where any of N, g, S or Q may
be omitted when clear from context.

(i) We denote by Isom(N, g) the group of isometries of (V, g).
ii) For A C N we write d}"? for the distance function from A with respect to g and we define the
A g

tubular neighborhood of A of radius § > 0 by Dg’g(é) = {p € N: dg’g(p) < (5} . If A is finite we

may just enumerate its points in both cases, for example if A = {q} we write d,(p).
(iii) We denote by exp™¢ the exponential map, by dom(exp™9) C T'N its maximal domain, and by
N.9 the injectivity radius of (N, g). Similarly by expév’g, dom(expg’g) and injév’g the same at
pEN.

(iv) If h and k are symmetric covariant two-tensors on N, we define a two-tensor h*, n k by requesting
that in any local coordinates (h g n k);j = hikgklklj.

(v) We denote the curvature endomorphism by R™9, the curvature tensor by Rm™*9, and the
Ricci tensor by Ric™?, and we follow the convention R™9(X,Y)Z := Vx,Vy]Z-VixyvZ
for X,Y,Z € C(TS). We also define an endomorphism field R}J\,[’g = R(Y,)Y and a tensor
Rm;y Y := (R(Y,-)Y,-); note that then Ric(Y,Y) = — try y Rmy-.

(vi) Welet A% and B® denote respectively the scalar-valued second fundamental form and Weingarten
map of S, and Lg the second variation of area or Jacobi operator (well known also to provide
the linearization of the mean curvature change as in [5.1]), defined by (VX,Y € C*°(T'S))

AS(X,)Y) = (VxY,v) = (B¥(X),Y), B%(X):=-Vxv,

1.3
(13) Ls := Ag + | A% 4+ Ric(v, v).



(vii) Given also amap X : ¥ — N and a vector field V defined along X satisfying Vy(,) € dom(exp™:9)
for each p € X, we define

PyX=P)9X:¥ 5N by PyX=PYX :=expV9oVoX.
(viii) Given also a function f: S — R satisfying |f|(p) < injzz,v’g Vp € ), we use the notation

N, N, N, N,
Xof =Py LY, Graphgy 7 (f) == X3 2(Q),

where I} denotes the inclusion map of Q in N. O

Notation 1.4. We denote by gg.. the standard Euclidean metric on R™ and by gs the induced standard
metric on S" := {v € R" : |v| = 1}. By standard notation O(n) := Isom(S"™!, gs) (recall LX) ). O

Our arguments require extensive use of cut-off functions and the following will be helpful.

Definition 1.5. We fix a smooth function ¥ : R — [0, 1] with the following properties:

(i) U is nondecreasing.
(i) =1 on[1,00) and ¥ =0 on (—oo, —1].

(iii) W — 1 is an odd function.

Given a,b € R with a # b, we define smooth functions ¥eyi[a,b] : R — [0, 1] by
(1'6) Yeut [a7 b] =WVo La,ba

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

(i) teut[a, b] is weakly monotone.
(ii) teut[a,b] = 1 on a neighborhood of b and tcyi[a, b] = 0 on a neighborhood of a.
(iil) Yeut[a, b] + Yeut[b,a] = 1 on R.
Suppose now we have two sections fy, f1 of some vector bundle over some domain Q. (A special case is
when the vector bundle is trivial and fg, f1 real-valued functions). Suppose we also have some real-valued
function d defined on ). We define a new section

(1.7) W [a,b;d] (fo, f1) = Yeutla,b] od fi + theus[b,a] o d fo.

Note that ¥[a, b; d](fo, f1) is then a section which depends linearly on the pair (fy, f1) and transits from
fo on Q, to f1 on Q, where Q, and Q; are subsets of 2 which contain d~!(a) and d—!(b) respectively,
and are defined by

Qy=d! ((—oo,a+ %(b—@)) , Qp=d ! ((b— %(b—a),oo)) ,

when a < b, and

e (e () B (s )

when b < a. Clearly if fo, f1, and d are smooth then ®[a, b; d](fo, f1) is also smooth.
In comparing equivalent norms or other quantities we will find the following notation useful.

Definition 1.8. We write a~b to mean that a,b € R\ {0}, c € (1,00), and 2 < & <.

We use the standard notation Hu :CRP(Q,g) H to denote the standard C*#-norm of a function or
more generally tensor field v on a domain €2 equipped with a Riemannian metric g. Actually the definition
is completely standard only when 8 = 0 because then we just use the covariant derivatives and take a
supremum norm when they are measured by g. When 8 # 0 we have to use parallel transport along
geodesic segments connecting any two points of small enough distance and this may be a complication if

7



small enough geodesic balls are not convex. In this article we take care to avoid situations where such a
complication may arise and so we will not discuss this issue further.
We adopt the following notation from [29] for weighted Holder norms.

Definition 1.9. Assuming that Q is a domain inside a manifold, g is a Riemannian metric on the
manifold, k € No, 8 € [0,1), u € C{ZCB(Q) or more generally u is a C{Zf tensor field (section of a vector
bundle) on Q, p, f : Q@ — (0,00) are given functions, and that the injectivity radius in the manifold around

each point x in the metric p~2(x) g is at least 1/10, we define
|lu:CHA(QN By, p~2(z) g)||
f(x) ’
where B, is a geodesic ball centered at x and of radius 1/100 in the metric p~2(z)g. For simplicity we
may omit any of B, p, or f, when B =0, p=1, or f =1, respectively.

[u: C*P(Q, p, 9. f)]] := sup
€N

“

f can be thought of as a “weight” function because f(x) controls the size of u in the vicinity of the
point z. p can be thought of as a function which determines the “natural scale” p(z) at the vicinity of
each point . Note that if u scales nontrivially we can modify appropriately f by multiplying by the
appropriate power of p. Observe from the definition the following multiplicative property:

(110) H’U,l’LLQ : quﬁ(Q7p7g7 flf?)H < C(k) Hul : Ck75(97p7ga fl)H H’LL2 : Ck75(97p797 f2)H .

Definition 1.11 (Tilting rotations R,). Let x : E2 — (E*)X be a linear map, where E? is a two-di-
mensional subspace of a three-dimensional Euclidean vector space E® and (E?)* denotes the orthogonal
complement of E* in E3. By choosing a unit normal vector to E%, we can identify k with an element
of (E?)*. We define R to be the rotation of E® characterized by R,(P) = Graphpr for P C E? a
half-plane with OP = ker k when k # 0, or the identity Idgs when k = 0.

Given also a function u : Q — R on Q C E? such that Rn(Graphg3u) is graphical over E%, we define
Tilt,(u) : ' — R, with Q' C E? a “shift” of Q, by requesting Rn(GraphSSU) = Graphg/3 Tilt,, (u).

PART I: GENERALIZING THE LINEARIZED DOUBLING APPROACH
2. TILTED CATENOIDS
Untilted catenoids in T,,N.

Convention 2.1. In Parts I and II of this article we assume given a surface ¥ smoothly immersed in a
Riemannian three-manifold (N, g). To facilitate the discussion we will assume, unless stated otherwise,
that ¥ is connected embedded minimal and two-sided with a chosen smooth unit normal vs;. Note
however that most results can be modified to apply to situations where some or all of these assumptions
do not apply. As in[[T]we will call ¥ the base surface and the data (X, N, g) the background, and we will
not mention the dependence of constants on it.

Definition 2.2 (Fermi coordinates about X). Given p € ¥ we choose for (T, N, g|,) Cartesian coordinates
(X,7,2) : T,N — R® satisfying (X,¥,%) ovs(p) = (0,0,1); clearly then g|, = dX* + dy* + dz* on T,N and
moreover (X,y) restricted to T,X are Cartesian coordinates on Tp% C T,N.

Following [A1, we define U := DE’N"?(inj?’N’gﬂ) C N and U* = DE"?(inj?’N’g/Q) =XNU to
simplify the notation, and then we extend z to a coordinate system (x,y,z) on U by requesting (x,y,z) =
(X,5,%) o (expE’N’g)’1 on U. We define also a Riemannian metric g on U and symmetric two-tensor

fields b on U and h* on U by
g:i= (expg’N’g)* gl, = dx? + dy® + dz?, h:=g-—g, h* := h|ys .

Finally we define Fermi cylindrical coordinates (r,0,z) on U := U \ {x = y = 0} by requesting
x =rcosf and y = rsinf; we have then § = dr* +12d0* + dz*> on U and that & := 0, € := 9/ |sl4,
and €, := 0, define an orthonormal frame {é, ey, €,} on (l?,g)
8



Notation 2.3. Let Cyl := S! x R C R?2 xR be the standard cylinder and y the standard product metric on
Cyl; we have then Isom(Cyl, x) = O(2) xIsom(R, ggy.) (recall[l ). Let (+4,s) be the standard coordinates
on Cyl defined by considering the covering Ycy1 : R? — Cyl given by Yoy1(9,s) := (cosdd,sin®, s) so that
x = d¥? + ds?. Finally, for s € R, we define a parallel circle Cyl, := {Ycy1(9,8) : ¥ € R} C Cyl and for
I C R, we define Cyl; := Uge Cyl,. ) 0

Given p € N and 7 € R, we define a catenoid K[p, 7] C T,N ~ R? of size 7 and its parametrization
Xk = Xk[p, 7] : Cyl = K]p, 7] by taking (recall 2.2
p(s) := 7 coshs, z(s) :==7s, and
(%,5,7) © X 0 Yo (0,5) = (p(s) cos 9, p(s) sin 9, 2(5)).

From now on we will use Xx to identify K[p, 7] with Cyl; ¢ and s can then be considered as coordinates
on Klp, 7] and by [24) and we clearly have

(2.5) gx = Xi(gl,) = p*(s) (d9* +ds?) = p” x.

Alternatively (X,¥,2) " {(rcosd,rsind, peat(r) ) : (r,9) € [1,00) x R} C T, N is the part above the waist
of K[p, 7], where the function @cat = @ecat[7] : [T,00) = R is defined by

©Yeat|T](r) := T arccosh - (1ogr —log 7 +log (1 +V1—72r72 ))

T

(2.6) or 11 72

By direct calculation or balancing considerations we have for future reference that

Opcat (I‘) _ T

Or V2 — 72 ’

Lemma 2.8 (Area on untilted catenoidal bridges). For any 7 > 0 and any r > 7, the area |K(r)| of
K(r) :=K[p, 7] N H;:ZDOTPE(T) satisfies

T2 > a‘pcat
K =1/1——=|2|Dy” at———dl | .
K =\1-5 (I PO [ e

Proof. Direct calculation using ([2.7]). O

(2.4)

(2.7)

Tilted catenoids in T, N.

Definition 2.9 (Spaces of affine functions). Given p € X let V[p] C C>(T,X) be the space of affine
functions on T,X. Given a function v which is defined on a neighborhood of p in ¥ and is differentiable
at p we define E,v := v(p) + dyv € VI[p|. V& € VIp] let & = k' + £ be the unique decomposition with
kT €R and k € T} and let || := |x*| + |k|. We define for later use V[L] := @D, VIpl for any finite
LcCX.

Convention 2.10. We fix now some o« > 0 which we will assume as small in absolute terms as needed. In
the rest of this section we assume that 7 € Ry is as small as needed in terms of a only and that k € V[p]
satisfies |g| < 71+e/6,

Definition 2.11 (Tilted catenoidal bridges). Given k € V[p] we define 9=, (7, 5] : T, \ D(:)F”Z(QT) —R
by = 7, &) := Tiltsr(@eat[7] © dOT”Z) + k1 in the notation of Definitions[I.11l and (2.9, where in[L11] we
take E? =T,%, E® = T,N, and the normal vector to E* to be v.

Lemma 2.12 (Tilted catenoid asymptotics). For k € N, 7 € Ry and k € V[p| as in we have

‘ ot k] — Tlog(2r/7) — K : ck (Dng(STO‘) \Dng(QT),l",g,l"_2> H < Ck)(|k| +1)3.
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Proof. If k vanishes it is enough to prove the following, which is true V7 € Ry by [26) and (Z7) [29,
Lemma 2.25].

(2.13) | pcat[T] — Tlog(2r/7) : Ck( (97,00), r,dr?, 172 || < C(k) 2.

Clearly ||7log(2r/7) : C*((97,87%), 1,dr?)|| < C(k)7|log7|. Combining with (ZI3), using [[J
scaling, applying [B.14] and taking in this proof Q := Dng(STQ) \ Dng(QT), we conclude

a7, K] = peaclt) — K : CF (1, 9) || < C(k)(7|log 7| + |1])°.
Using that 12 < 8272% on Q, combining with ([2I3), and observing that x* cancels out, we conclude
Hgog'at[T,ﬁ] —1log(2r/T) — K : ok (Q,r,g,r72)|‘ < C(k) (7'3 + T2°‘(T| log 7| + |I€|)3) ,
which implies the result by assuming 7 small enough as in O

Definition 2.14 (Tilted catenoids in T,,N and catenoidal bridges in N). Given p € 3, x € [0,4] (where
x may be omitted when x = 0), 7 > 0, and Kk = Kk~ + k € V[p|, we define an elevated and tilted by r
model catenoid in T,N of size T, a corresponding catenoidal bridge in N (slightly reduced if x > 0), and
its core (slightly expanded if x > 0), as follows (recall [Z3 and [L11]), where b is a large constant to be
chosen later independently of the T and k parameters.

Klp, 7, 5] := Xk[p, T, k] (Cyl) C T,N,
5] = Xglp,7,5] (Cyl[r,27% /(1 + 2)]) C N,
p.7,6] == Xglp, 7,6 (Cyl[,b(1 + 2)7]) C Ko [p, 78] C N,
where  Xg[p, 7, K] := R, o Xx[p, 7] + kT vs(p) : Cyl = T,N,
Xilp, 7, K] = exp?’N’g oXk|[p, 7, k] : Cyl = N,
and Cyl[r,r] := Yeu ({(9,8) € R? : Tcoshs < 1}) Vr e Ry

Kalp, 7,
and K _|p,T,

Finally using the above maps we take the coordinates (19,8) on the cylinder as in[2.3 to be coordinates on
Klp, 7, k] and K|p, T, k] also, where we also define p(s) := 7 coshs as in[2.4)

Remark 2.15. Note that Definitions 211l and [Z.T4] are compatible in the sense that (recall also
Graphg (wjat [T, K; Q]) U Graphg (—gac_at [T, k; Q]) U Iv([p, 7,k] C N,

is a connected smooth surface with boundary; where (only) here we use Q := D> (87%) \ D;’(97) and
gafat[r, K; Q] = (pit[T, K] o (expg)f1 Q=R O

Lemma 2.16 (Area on tilted catenoids in T,N). Fiz 7 > 0 and ¥ = 73/4. Then the area |K(F)| of
K(7) :=K[p, 7, k] N H;plzDgPE(F), satisfies

_ TS 1 dpd, _ Oyg,
K = 2405 @) — o+ 5 [ - (ao* S+ i g;“)dz+o<T5/2|1ogT|>,
0 T

where ot, = oL, [1,k] is as in[Z11

Proof. In this proof, denote by K[p, 7](7) for K(7) as inZ8 and by K|p, 7, ] (T) for K(7) as in[ZT6 We first
compare the areas |K[p, 7](7)| and |K[p, 7, &)(F)|. Using[2Z14] we estimate the distance between any point
on BDOTPE(F) and its nearest point on Iz, x(R_.(0K[p, 7, £](7))) is bounded by C(7|x|? + |&|r|log 7|). Tt
is not difficult to see from this and the bound |s| < 7!7%/6 from that

(2.17) K, 7](7)| = [Klp, 7, &](F)| + O(r'"/*| log 7]).
Next, using and to expand ¢, and to estimate |k, it follows that
8Spcat 1 / + a(er t — a(pi t 2
2.18 st dl = = = <at ) dl + O(r*+3/%).
( ) ~/8D§pz(7) Pcat 877 2 BD(TPE(F) Peat 87] + Peat 877 + (T )
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Finally, we have that |DO | = 2772 and /1 — 72 /7> %% 0(7—4) The conclusion follows from
combining this with [Z8, [217) and 2IF]). O
Mean curvature on tilted catenoidal bridges in N. The final goal of this section is to estimate the

mean curvature of a tilted bridge K [p, 7, k] C N. We first introduce some convenient notation.

Notation 2.19. We denote by H and H the mean curvature of lv([p, 7,k C N with respect to ¢ and g
respectively. ([l

Appendix [T allows us to express H in terms of H and certain tensors defined on K because the metric
g is Euclidean, H = 0 and the task is reduced to estimating the tensors defined on K. To motivate the
discussion, we first consider the simplest situation in two model cases.
Ezample 2.20 (H on catenoidal bridges over S2, C Sg) Let SZ, be the equatorial two-sphere in the round
three-sphere S* € R*. Given p = (0,0, 1,0), let K = Iv([p, 7,0]. From [A4] and by calculation we find
that the metric gfv( and unit normal vj induced by g on K are given by

g% =1*(1 — tanh® ssin® z)ds® 4 cos? zsin® r d6?,

= (tanhsd, — sec? zsechs 8r)/\/1 + tan? zsech? s,

where z = 7s on K.

We use the formula AX = (X’C 5+ 1"’“ Xl X%‘) Gren V" dz®dz?, where X = Xizlp, 7,0] is as in 214] we
have renamed the cylinder coordinates (z!,2?) := (s,6), and Greek indices take the values 1 and 2 while
Latin indices take the values 1,2, 3, corresponding to the coordinates r, 8, z; and the Christoffel symbols

in [A4} to find

K 1
V1 + tan?zsech®s AX = [7’2 tanhs (tanz + 3 sinh? s sin 2Z> — 7':| ds?

1
+ 3 (sin 2r sech s 4 sin? r sin 2z tanh s) d6?.

Using that /1 + tan?zsech?s = 1 + O(z2) and 3 sin2rsechs = 7 4+ O(r®) we conclude
AR = (1+0(2%)) (7(—ds?® + d6?) + O(x?2z)ds® + O(x* + 1%2)d6?) .
Finally, using that r2¢% = 1 + O(z?) and 12¢% = 1 + O(2? + 12) we estimate
1’H = O (12> + 1°|z| + 11%) .

Ezample 2.21 (H on catenoidal bridges over T C S3). Let T be the Clifford torus in S* ¢ R* ~ C?. Given
p=(1/v2,1/v/2) €T, let K := K[p,7,0]. From[A3] the metric induced by g on K is

gK = r?(ds® + df?) + 1? sin 2z (tanh2 s cos 20ds? — 2 tanh s sin 20dsdf — cos 29d92) ,
where z = 7s and r = 7 coshs on K. As in [38, Lemma 3.18] or [54, Proposition 4.28], it follows that
Hr2H . Ck (lv(,x,7'|z| +12)z| + 72)‘ <

The preceding examples show that the mean curvature on a catenoidal bridge over qu C S? satisfies
better estimates than the mean curvature on a bridge over T. This is due to the fact that qu is totally
geodesic while T is not. We will see more generally (see 2:28(iii) and (v) and [232(i) below) that dominant
terms in the mean curvature of a bridge K [p, T, k] are driven by the second fundamental form of ¥ when
A2|p does not vanish. Unfortunately, the resulting estimates on H will not be by themselves sufficient
for our applications, and it will be essential to observe later in 232(ii) and [Z34)(ii) that the projection
onto the first harmonics H1 H of the mean curvature H of such a bridge (to be defined in [231]) satisfies
a better estimate.
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For the rest of the section, fix p € ¥ and let (r,6,z) be cylindrical Fermi coordinates about 3 centered
at p as in

Lemma 2.22. (1) h=TIER" — 22 TTEA™ 4 22 TI5(A” + A¥ + Rmy) + 2° h*™, where h®™" is a smooth
symmetric two-tensor field on U.
(ii) try,gh = trsgh™ + 22 1% (|A%]? — Ric(vs,vs)) + 2° try,g A
(iii) [|Vh: C*(U, )|l < C(k).
(iv) [|[h®: CE(U=, 1, g,12)|| < O(k).

Proof. (i) follows from Lemma (ii) follows from taking the trace of (i), and (iii) follows from (i),
using that g is Euclidean. For (iv), recall that ¢* = dr?+u(r, #)2d6? where u(r, 6) solves the Gauss-Jacobi
initial value problem

U + Kxu =0, }%u(r,ﬁ) =0, }%ur(r,ﬁ) =1.

It follows that u(r,0) =1 — Kgi!lpr?’ + O(x%) and consequently
(2.23) h¥ = f(r,0)d9?, where f(1,0):= —(Kxl, /3t + 0(%).
This completes the proof of (iv). O

For the remainder of this section we use notation from Appendices [B] and [C] and we abbreviate by
writing K for K|p, 7, k).

Lemma 2.24. For Xx = Xk[p, 7,k] and K =K][p, 7, ] C T,N, the following hold with
(2.25) W = cos ) T+ sin cos 0,7, W = —sin T + cos ¥ cos BT

(i) Xg = pcosd v+ (psind — rssin b, )vt + (78 cos b, + psinb,)0,.
(il) OsXk = 7sinhs (W + sin¥sinb,0,) — 7sin 0, + 7 cos 0,,0,.
(ili) Oy Xk = p (W' + cosVsinb,0,).
(iv) Xxg=p*x.
)

(v) vk = vl + vt where vt

:= (tanhscosf, — %sinﬂsin@d@z and vl = —%16 — tanhssin @, ot

Proof. Straightforward computation using ([Z4), 225 and [BI0(ii) implies R.(7) = @, Ry ()
cos 0,0t +sinf,0,, and R.(d,) = cosf.0, —sinb.vt.

ol

Lemma 2.26 (cf. [38, Lemma 3.18]). The following hold.
(@) [Ip%": CH(K, x, pH)| < C(R).
(ii) |lz : C* (K, x, |zl + 7)|| < C(k).
(iii) (a) V5 *h s C*(K,x, p(lz| + p) + )| < C(k).
(b) [V, 9h : CE(K, x, ple| + p)| < C(k).
(c) [VY9h : CHE )| < C(k)-
(iv) [lh - : C*(K,x, |z| + 7 + p?)|| < C(k).

1

Proof. The estimate in (i) with p is obvious, and the estimate in (i) with p=! = 7= !sechs follows after

observing that for each k > 1, 0¥(sechs) is a polynomial expression in sechs and tanhs, each term of
which contains a factor of sechs. From Lemma 224 we have z = 7(cos 0, s + sinhssin 6, sin), which
implies (ii). Using Lemma [Z22]

Vo, h = =215 A% + 22115 (A% % A¥ + Rm?>) + 3220 + 23V, he™,

Vah = Vah® — 22 VgITE A® 4 22V aII5 (AY « A 4 Rm>) + 2° Vghe'™,

12



1

where @ is either ¥ or 0. Using this in conjunction with (ii) and Lemma 2:22(iv), we conclude

IV59h: CH(E, y)|| < C(k),

(2.27) Ny g
Va2 7h: CH(K, X, 2| + p)l| < C(k).

Recalling from that

Os = (7 sinhssin¥sin b, + 7cos )0,
+ 7sinhs(cos ¥ 7 + sin ) cos 0, 0) — 7sin 0,7,
Jy =p (— sind T + cos ¥ cos 0, T+ + cosd sin 0, 82) ,
v=—7p Ycos ¥ T+ sin ¥ cos O,,7") — tanhssin §,, -

+ (tanhscos @, — 7p~ ' sin¥sin 0,0,
we see that (iii) follows from the preceding. Finally, for (iv), we compute that

h(W, ¥) = cos 9 h(, T) + sin cos O, (T, T+),

h(@, 7)) = cos 9 h(¥,74) + sin 9 cos O, (T, 7).
The estimate follows from this by combining the results of (ii) and (iii) above with Lemma 222(i). O

Lemma 2.28. The following hold.

() lla: CH(E,xo P26 + 1ol + 1) < CR).
(i) & : C*(, x )| < C(k). .
(ifi) [Itry, o — 272 tanhs (L A¥) (e, &) : CH(K, x, p*(|z| + 7))|| < C(k).
(iv) |8 - C*(K, x, (|2 + p* + 7))l < C(k). _
(v) |divg B+ 27(2z — zsech® s — 7 tanhs)(IT5 A¥) (€, &) : C*(K, x, p>(1 + |2]))|| < C(k).
(vi) flo: C¥(K, x, |zl + 7)|| < C(k).
Proof. Using Lemma and Remark we compute
ags = (p* = T2 (W, W) + 7% sin® 0, h(Th, 7)) — 27sin O,/ p? — T2h(W, T),
agg = p*h(d, @),

oy = —Tpsin0ch(@, 74) + p\/p? — 2h(d ).

(i) follows then from Lemma [Z26 The proof of (ii) is straightforward so we proceed to (iii). Using
we compute
Gss = (0% — T2)(V,h) (W, 0) — 27/ p% — 725in 0, (V, h) (W, 7F)
+ 725in? 0, (V, h) (0+, 74),

=/ =/ )

Qg = p2 (VL h) (W, 10").

Because try N Q = Qg + gy, we have via [2.25]

(229) g @ = pA(V,h)(T,) + p*(Voh) (5, 5) — 72(V,h) (i, @)

+ (72 = p*)sin? 0, (V, h) (T, 75) — 271/ p? — 725in 0, (V, h) (w5, 7).
13



Noting that (V,h)(7,7) + (V,h) (0, 0F) = try 3(Voh) = Vo, (try g h) = vitry gh), we have by 222
and [2.24] that

v (try,5h) = 2(tanhs cosf,, — sechssindsinb,) (|A¥|* — Ric(vs, vs)) 2
+O(7%),
vi(try g h) = —1p 40 (trs 3 ¥ + (JA¥|? = Ric(vs, vx)) 2°%)
— (tanhssin0,5") (trs 3 h” + (JA”|* — Ric(vs, vy)) 2°) + O(2®).

This and 2220 imply that ||p2v(try 4 h) : C*(K, x, p*(|z| + 7))|| < C(k).
We now estimate the remaining terms. Using [222(i) and 2224|v) we have

IV, h 4 2tanhs T A™ : CF(K, x, |z| + 7 + p2)|| < C(k).
Estimating terms with sin 6, in (2:29) by Lemma [2:26] we obtain
[ trz & — pu(try g h) — 272 tanhs (IS A¥) (€, &) : CH(K, x, p?7)|| < C(k),
and (iii) with the estimate on tr o follows. To prove (iv) we use
(2.30) B(X) = h(X,vi) = h(X,vl) = —7p7*h(X, @) — tanhssin 6, h(X, 7*),
to compute using Lemma
—77'B; = tanhs [h(@, @) — sin? O,k (0, 7)]
+ sin O, h(w, 74 ) (sinh s tanhs — 7p~ 1),
—By = Th(W', @) + ptanhssin O h(d, 7).

The estimate on S in (iv) follows from Lemma [Z2601 We next compute divyz B Bs,s + Po,9. We have

— 771 Bss = sech®s [h(W, @) — sin® O, h(TF, 7)]

+ sin 0, h (W, 7) (sinh s 4 2sech s tanh s)
+ tanhs[(Va, h) (@, @) — sin® 0,,(Vo,h) (74, 7)]
+ sin 0, (Vo h) (@, 74 )(sinh s tanh s — 7p~1).
Using this with Z22)(1), B24(ii), 2226 and 2225 we estimate
| B, — 27z 80ch? s (I A¥)(E,, &) — 272 tanhs (I A%) (8, &) : C*(K, x, p* (|2 + 7)) || < C(k).
Next we compute
—By.9 = —Th(W, @) + Th(W, ') + ptanhssin b, ({% (h(d', 7)) + 7(Vo, h)(W, &).
Using the minimality of ¥ and 2222{(i), we have
(T A%) (&, &) + (15 A%) (é5, &) : C*(K, x, p* + |2])|| < C(k).
Combining this with 2:22(i), 224{(iii), 2.26] 225 and the above we obtain
18,0 + 4725 A%)(@, &) : CF (K, x, p* (7 + [2]))I| < C(k).

Combining the preceding completes the estimate in (v) on divy ﬁ Next

72

o= h(v,v) =hl )= —5 h(W, ) — 2. tanhssin 0,.h(0, 7) + tanh? s sin? 0, h (7, 7)
p p

and the estimate on o follows from [2.20] O
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Definition 2.31. Given a function u defined on Iv(, we define the projection Hi(u) of u onto first

harmonics by
1 27 1 27
Hi(u) = — (/ u(s, ) cos 19d19) cost + — (/ u(s, ) sin 19d19> sin ¥.
0 T \Jo

s

Lemma 2.32. The following hold.
(i) [l62H : CH(E, x. (7 + p2) (2] + )| < C(k).
(ii) [Hi(p?H) : C*(K,x, p*(|2] + 7)) || < C(k).

Proof. (i) follows by combining the estimates in 228 with [C.9] where We note in particular that H=0
because ¢ is Euclidean and that d1Vv ﬁ p2d1Vv B and trg a = p? trg . a

To prove the estimate in (ii) we W111 need a more reﬁned expanswn for p2H fromm and the estimates
in 228, note first that

|H1(p*H — divyz B—|— trKXa+p 2<a Q) Ck(K X, P (|Z|—|—T))||<C( ),

so it suffices to show that the estimate in (ii) holds when p?H is replaced by divy B, tryz a, or

p*(a,@)g. The estimate for p?(&,a); follows by combining the estimates on o and @ in m ) and (ii).
The estimates on trz @ and divg S follow from 2228(iii) and (v) using that 15 A®(é;, ;) is orthogonal
to first harmonics up to higher order terms involving || and p. O

The following lemma relates estimates on H, which will be crucial for our main applications, to
estimates on p? H, which are easy to compute due to the geometry of K.

Lemma 2.33. Given f € C*(K) and n € Z, we have  ||p"f : C*(K, x)| C(k " If: CHIE,x, p~™)

.
Proof. Using ([LIQ) with u; = p™,us = f, f1 = p”, and fo = p~", we estimate
™ f = CH(K )| < CR)llp™ = CHKx, oML = CF (K x, 07|
< C(k,n)[lp™ : CHK,x, pmn) [ £ 2 CHE x, p7™)
<Ok, n)lf Ck(l\&Xup_n)”v

where in the second inequality we have used ([LI0) iteratively and in the third we have used [2.26]i).
Using (LIQ) with uy = p~ ™, us = p"f, f1 = p~", and fo = 1, we estimate in an analogous way

If = CHE,x, 7™ < CR)lp™™ : CHE, X, p~™llp™ f 2 CHE, X))l
< C(k,n)p"f - CH(K )|
Combining these estimates completes the proof. (I

Corollary 2.34. () |H : C*(K,x,7p 2+ 1)|| < C(k)7|log 7).
(i) |[HiH : C*(K,x)| < C(k)r|logT].

Proof. This follows from combining 232 with and using that |z| < C7|log 7| on K. O

Area of catenoidal bridges in N.

Lemma 2.35 (Area of truncated K[p,7,5] C N). Let K = K[p,, k] be as in 2.1} Fiz T = 73/*. The
area |K(F)| of K(F) :== K N1I5" (D3 (F)) satisfies the following, where 0%, = ¢my(r, 1] is as in 211

1 oot _ Oy,
|K(F)| = 2|D;) (7)| — 77> +2/D2(_) (soiat j;“ + Poat =) dl + O(1°/2 | log 7).

on



Proof. Since K is 2-dimensional, the determinant of the induced metric g = g + « satisfies
det g = det (1 + trg a + det o).
Using that det § = r(s)* in the coordinates of (24, that 7 = 73/4, and to estimate det o and try
it follows that v/det g = v/det g(1 + O(7|log 7|)) on K (7) and consequently that
K (T)]g = [K(T)]g +O(r*/?|log]),
where we have used (recall ZI6) that |K(7)|; = O(72) to estimate the error term.

As a consequence of Z22(iv), we have that | D (7)| = |D(:)F > ()| + O(74), and that the length elements
dly and dly on D, (T) with respect to g and g satisfy dly = (14 O(7*))dl;. The conclusion follows by
combining [2.T6] with the preceding estimates. O

3. LD SOLUTIONS AND INITIAL SURFACES

Green’s functions and LD solutions.

Definition 3.1 (Green’s functions). Given a Riemannian surface (3,g), V € C®(X), and p € X, we
call G a Green’s function for A, + V on Q with singularity at p if it satisfies the following.

(i) Gp € C=(Q\{p}) and (Ag + V)G, =0 on 2\ {p}.

(ii) Gp — logdy is bounded on some deleted neighborhood of p in €.

Clearly if G, is as inBIland Q" C Q is also a neighborhood of p, then G,
for Ay +V on Q7 with singularity at p.

o 18 also a Green’s function

Lemma 3.2. If G, € C* (Q\ {p}) and ép € C>® (Q\ {p}) are both Green’s functions for Ay +V on Q
with singularity at p as in Definition[31), then G, — G, has a unique extension in C*(Q).

Proof. Clearly Gp — ép is a smooth and bounded solution of the Partial Differential Equation on 2\ {p}
by the definitions. By standard regularity theory then the lemma follows [5]. O

Lemma 3.3. Given (X,g), V, and p € ¥ as in[31 there exists § > 0 such that Ay +V on DZ(J)
satisfies the following V8’ € (0,4] where r:= d3.
(i) There is a Green’s function Gy, for Ay +V on DE (8') with singularity at p satisfying

(3.4) |G —logr : C* (D3 (8) \ {p}, 7. g, 72| logr]) || < C(k).
(i1) For any given ug € 02’5(8135 (8')) there is a unique solution u € C'Zﬁ(DE (8')) to the Dirichlet
problem
(Ag+V)u=0 on DF(&), u=uy on D (8.

Proof. (i) is standard, see for example [0]. (ii) follows easily by scaling to unit size and treating Ay + V
as a small perturbation of the flat Laplacian. O

Corollary 3.5. If G}, and ép are both Green’s functions as in[33(1) satisfying [34)] for some 6 > 0, then
the unique extension G € C*°(D3(8)) of Gy — Gy (recall[F2) satisfies G(p) = 0 and d,G = 0.

Proof. By subtracting the two versions of (34) we conclude that |G, — G,| < Cr2|logr|, which implies
the result by O

Definition 3.6 (LD solutions). We call ¢ a linearized doubling (LD) solution on X when there exists a
finite set L C %, called the singular set of ¢, and a function 7: L — R\ {0}, called the configuration of
@, satisfying the following, where 1, denotes the value of T at p € L.
(i) ¢ € C(E\ L) and Lsp =0 on T\ L (recall [LA(vi)).
(ii) Vp € L the function ¢ — 7, logdy is bounded on some deleted neighborhood of p in 3.
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In other words LD solutions are Green’s functions for Ly (recall B with multiple singularities of
various strengths; we call them solutions because they satisfy the linearized equation as in B6i).

Remark 3.7. In some constructions we will need to modify the definition of LD solutions in either
by imposing boundary or decay conditions or by relaxing the requirement Lyx¢ = 0 on X\ L. Note that
although we usually require Vp € L 7, > 0, in the definition we allow any 7, € R\ {0} to ensure (by
B2) that the LD solutions form a vector space, and those with singular set a subset of a given finite set
L' C ¥, a subspace. O

Mismatch and obstruction spaces.

Convention 3.8 (The constants d,). Given L as in we assume that for each p € L a constant J, > 0
has been chosen so that the following are satisfied.
(i) Vp,p' € L with p # p’ we have D,/ (95,) N D}, (95,) = 0.
(ii) Vp € L and V4’ € (0,36,], Lx. on Dz(d ) satlsﬁes B3(1)-(i).
(ili) Vp € L, 6, < inj, ™9 (recall [A).
Lemma 3.9. Given ¢, L, and T as in[3.8 and assuming[3.8, Vp € L there exist p, € C™ (DE(Q(SZ,)) and
a Green’s function G, for Ls, on DE (26,,) with singularity at p satisfying[3.4) with 25, instead of &', such
that the following hold (recall [2.9).
(i) ¢ =&+ 7, Gp on Dy (26,) \ {p}.
(ii) £,8p : TpX — R is independent of the choices of 6, and Gy, and depends only on .
(iii) @ o expy(v) = 7plog |v] + £,8,(v) + O([v|* log|v]) for small v € T,¥.
Proof. The existence of G, follows from B.8(ii) and (i) serves then as the definition of $,. (ii) follows
then from B8 and (iii) from a Taylor expansion of &, combined with ([B4). O

Definition 3.10 (Mismatch of LD solutions [29, Definition 3.3]). Given ¢, L, and T as in with
7p > 0 Vp € L, we define the mismatch of ¢, My € V[L] (recallZ9), by Mry := @, Mpp, where
My € Vip] is defined (recall[39 and[2.9) by requesting that for small v € T,X

poexpy (v) = 7,10g(2[v]/7) + (Myp) (v) + O(Jv|* log o)),

or equivalently by [T A(iii) Mypp = E,pp + Tplog(7,/2).
Assumption 3.11 (Obstruction spaces). Given L as in we assume we have chosen a subspace JAC[L] =

D,cr K[p] C C*°(%) satisfying the following, where the map &1, : K[L] — V[L] (recall 2:9) is defined by
(.C/‘L('U) = @pEL ép

(i) The functions in X[p] are supported on D> (465).
(ii) The funct1ons in K[p], where X[p|] := ﬁgﬂ([ |, are supported on D (46,) \ DZ(5,/4).
(iii) & [ ] — V[ ] is a linear isomorphism.
(iv) HE 1 | < C’5mm , where dmin 1= minyey, d, and HEL_l || is the operator norm of E VL] — &[L]

with respect to the C># (X, g) norm on the target and the maximum norm on the domain subject
to the metric g on X.
(v) V& = (£,)per € V[L] we have for each p € L

sy, © (expy,) ™" = €7y, - CF(D(6,). 9, (d5))]| < Ck) |ty -
Remark 3.12. Given L as in[3.6land constants ¢, as in 3.8 a possible definition of spaces f]%[p] satisfying
BIdlis by
= 3
K[p] := span ({\11[5,,, 26,; d?](ui, 0)}1':1) )
where wu;,7 = 1,2,3 are solutions of the Dirichlet problem Lxu; = 0 on DE (30p), with corresponding

boundary data u; = sinf,us = cosf,uz = 1 on 8D§(35p), where 0 is a local angular coordinate in
17



geodesic polar coordinates for D}’(d,). In the constructions in this paper, we will use choices (see [1.19)

of JAC[L] and X[L] adapted to symmetries of the problems. O

Mismatch and conformal change of metric. We prove two lemmas now which will be useful in Part
II.

Lemma 3.13 (Distance expansion under conformal change of metric). Consider a metric g = e g on

Y, where w € C*(X). For each p € ¥ and q in some open neighborhood of p in ¥,

log d7(q) ~ log d3(a) + w(p) + 3y (expf) ' (a))| < € (d4(a))*

Proof. In this proof, denote r = dj(q) and 7 = dg(q), where ¢ € ¥ is close to p. Let v and 7 be
respectively the g- and g-geodesics joining p to g. We have

' 1
r< / e Mgt = =)y (1 = 5w (' (0)r + O(rz)) ,
0
e 1
r< / W) gt = e+ (1 + 5dpw(ﬁ’<o))f~+O(ﬁ)) .
0

A~/

This implies that #/r = e“®) + O(r) and consequently that |ry'(0) — #7'(0)| < Cr?. We complete the
proof by taking logarithms of both inequalities above and expanding. O

Lemma 3.14 (Mismatch expansion in a conformal metric). For given w € C*(X) and ¢ as in[F10 we
have for §:= e *g and Vp € L and small w € T,%

¢ o expyd(w) = 7, log(2wlg/7p) + (Mpp) (W) + Tpw(p) + Tpdpw (w) /2 + O(|w]3 log [w]).
Proof. By we have for small w € T, that
¢ o expy I (w) = 7, log(2lwlg/7p) + p log(|v]y/[wlg) + (Mpp)(v) + O(Jv]; logv],),

where v € T,X denotes the unique small vector satisfying exp?*g(v) = exp?*g(w), or equivalently v =
(exp3+9) =t o exp39(w). The proof is completed then by using B3 and that v = w + O(lw]2). O

The initial surfaces and their regions. Each initial surface we construct depends not only on an LD
solution ¢ as in [29], but also on additional parameters k € V[L] controlling the elevation and tilt of the
catenoidal bridges in the vicinity of ¢’s singular set L. We list now the conditions imposed on these data.

Convention 3.15 (Uniformity of LD solutions). We assume given ¢, L, and 7 as in with 7, > 0
Vp € L, and d,’s as in B8] satisfying the following with « as in 2.10 and

Tanin 1= Min 7, Tmax 1= MaX Tp,
(3.16) pel , pet
(S; = T; (Vp S L), 6m1n = HlEIE 5p - 7-mln
(i) B8 holds and—in accordance with IO Tax is as small as needed in terms of « only.
(ii) Vp € L we have 96, = 97 < 7, a/lOO < 0p.

) B
)
(iil) Tmax < ;uno‘/loo
(iv) VPGLwe have (4 )72||90'02’5(8D2(5) )|l <7_1 /9
(V) llg s C3P(2\ Uy, DEG,), 9) || < i/lg
i)

(vi) On 2\ |,cp, D7 (37) we have mmie’/® < @

Definition 3.17 (Initial surfaces). Given ¢, L, T and 6,’s as in[313, and k& = (k,)per. € V[L] satisfying
(in accordance with [2.10)

(3.18) VpeL |x,| <Tite/s,
18



we define the smooth initial surface (recall LY (viii)

M = Mg, ] := Graphy) (¢4 )| JGraphg (—¢” )| J | | Klp. 7. 5,
peL

where Q =¥\ |],cp,
. —1
(i) Vp € L we have ¥ := \11[261’7,361’7;(1?] ((pcat[Tp,ﬁp] o(expy) ¢ +uvy) on DY(30,)\ DF(97,),
where vy = —E; ' Mpp £ &'k € K[L].
(i) On B\ per, DZ(36;) we have o= p+u,.
Lemma 3.19 (The gluing region). For M = M|p, K] as mm and ¥p € L the following hold.
() |2 = 7y logd s €37 (DF(43,) \ DE(3,), (6)2g)|| < 7" ¥,
(i) [[¢f - €32 (DF(a5) \ DF(3,), (65,)2)
(iii) H(d;)?HgE . C08 (DE(&%) \ D§(25’) (5’ )H <7 1 a, where H'. denotes the pushforward of
the mean curvature of the graph of :I:gai to ¥ by Ily.
Proof. We have for each p € L on Q, := D> (44,,) \ Dy'(6},), (recall B.IT)

D>(97,) and the functions ol = %o, k] : Q — R are defined as follows.

o4 = 1,Gy — 7y log LEL' S £ €7 w4 W[20), 35,54, P,
(3.20) where ¢, = wit [Tp» Kyl © (exp?)_1 — 1p,Gp + Tplog %85155 F EL_lﬁ,

— Tp o— —

Py 1= — Gy +1plog ELT0y — £ Moy,

where 65 € V[L] is defined by 6 := (8,¢)gcz With &, the Kronecker delta. By scaling the ambient metric
to g’ := (0,,)"?g and expanding in linear and higher order terms we have

(0))2HY = (6,)* L +5’Q<5/ it
Note that on 2, we have
Pl = el ) = ¥ [26,36,:d7] (0.7 — 0,),
Lsp¥ = LW [26,36,:d)] (0, P4).-
Using these, we have
le2l < © (mpllog ol + o, |l + I ll)
leg = 1ogd2|| <C (e, +1I7:ll).
|@2Lmed s 0% (2,6 29)| < € (el + 1)

5/Q 5/) 1y 91 OO’ﬁ( a( H < 5 1||<P ||2

where in this proof we mean the C3 ( s (0 ) ) norm unless specified otherwise. We conclude that if
%] < d;, (to control the quadratic terms) then we have

18,) HY - C%2 (9, (8,)729) || < C (&) i llog mp* + o, I + 15 I1)-
Adding and subtracting (x, + 7, log E) o (expy)~" in (B20) we have v, =)+ )+ (IL1I) + (IV),
where

2r
(1) o expl = gt ety = Tplog — F i,y (I1) = p(logd? — Gy),
P

T _ _ —
(IT1) = =7y log —- (1 = E105),  (IV) =*((k,) o (exp,) ! = €1 'K).
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Using the triangle inequality and estimating (I)-(IV) using [Z12] B:3[i), and BI1] we have

le | < Cllsp| +7)°7,** + O, 72 log 7.

Because L%, = 0 on 2, and % has vanishing value and differential at p (recall B.10] B1T] and B20),
it follows from standard linear theory that

[Pl < C6,/6)* [P : C*F (9D (3), () 29) |
Using B.16] B.I5(ii) and BI5(iv), 210, and BIT1] to estimate the right hand side, we conclude that
el <C (5') ey Cry P log 7| < O 1o
Combining with the above we complete the proof. O

Remark 3.21 (Smallness of mean curvature). Note that the exponent in the right-hand side of B.I9(4:1)|
is close to 1 + 2 and hence > 1 4 « as needed to ensure that the correction of the initial surface will be
small compared to the size of the LD solution. O

Lemma 3.22. M defined in[317 (assuming[317) is embedded and moreover the following hold.
(i) On X\ per, DZ(6;,) we have gréli{fﬁ < ¥

(i) ¢ : € (2\ Upe, DEG)).0) | < S

Proof. We first prove the estimates (i-ii): (i) on ¥\ | ] D2 (367 follows from BI5|(vi) and BI7, and on
DZ(467) \ D3(87) for p € L from BI(i) and BIAiii). (i) on X\ Uper D2 (34) follows from BI5(v) and
BI%Gi), and on DF(46)) \ DZ(6,) for p € L from BIXii) and BIH(iii). Finally, the embeddedness of M
follows from (i) and by comparing the rest of M with standard catenoids. O

Definition 3.23 (Regions on the initial surfaces). We define the following for L and M as in[3.17 and
z € [0,4], where x may be omitted when x =0 (recall[2.1]).

(3.24a) Sy =2\ Lper Dy (b7 (1 + :c)) cx
(3.24b) Ko [M] = ey, Kalp, 7 5,) C
(3.24¢) K, M) = e, Ky [p 7, 5] C [ Jc M.

We also define 7, : K[M] — R and Ig : K[M] — Ky = U,er Klp. 7, 5, by taking 7 := 7, and
g = (expy™9)~" on each Iv{[p,Tp,ﬁp].

Note that M determines L and so the above notation is legitimate. Moreover Vp € L with x, = 0 we
have K,[p] = M N N5 (D3(26)/(1+ x)) ); when r, # 0 the two sides differ very little by the smallness
of the tilt.

Notation 3.25. If f+ and f~ are functions supported on S’ (recall :24a)), we define Jo(f+, f~) to be
the function on M supported on (HE|MY1 S’ defined by f* oIls on the graph of gpﬁ’rl and by f~ ollg
on the graph of —<pg_l . O

4. THE LINEARIZED EQUATION ON THE INITIAL SURFACES

Global norms and the mean curvature on the initial surfaces. In this section we state and prove
Proposition .18 where we solve with estimates the linearized equation on an initial surface M defined
as in B.I7 We also provide in an estimate for the mean curvature in appropriate norm. In this
subsection we discuss the global norms we use but first we introduce Assumption .1l which simplifies the
analysis and implies also Lemma

Assumption 4.1. In the rest of Part I of this article we assume 2.1] holds and furthermore the base surface
Y (recall 21) is closed and the kernel of Ly is trivial.
20



Definition 4.2. For k € N, EE (0,1), 7 € R, and Q a domain in X, M, or Ky, we define
[ully, 550 = llw: CHF(Qr, 9,07,

where v :=d¥ and g is the standard metric on ¥ when Q C ¥, v := d¥ o Iy and g is the metric induced
on M by the standard metric on N when Q C M, and r = p(s) := 7, coshs (recall[2]] and[3.23) and g is
the metric induced by each Fuclidean metric g|p on T,N Vp € L when Q C Ky;. Given also 7' € R with
7 =7 €[1,2) we define f57 € CO(M) by fr7 = max(r:*,Tg*a)ﬂrv) =1 max(rﬁ_v,Tg*a)ﬂ) (note
that f54 =17 when 177 > r""%) and for Q ¢ M (recall [231)

Hquﬁﬁﬁl;Q = ”u : Ckﬁ(ervgvf%’?’) ” + HHlu”kﬁﬁ;gmf([M]-
Lemma 4.3. (i) If Tmax is small enough in terms of given ¢ > 0, 0 is a domain in Iy (K[M]),
Q:=1"(Q) Cc KM]C M, k=0,2,7€R, and f € C*F(Q), then we have (recall [.3):
£ 0Tk sz 7 Mflls n

(i1) If b is large enough in terms of given € > 0, Tmax s small enough in terms of € and b, ' is a
domain in §" = ¥\ |,y DZ(bry) (recall 3.24d)), Q := I (YN M, k=0,2,7 € R, and
feChP(Q), then

Ifolls llepan 7 Ifllksm0 -

Proof. To prove (i) it suffices to prove for each p € L and each K = I?[p, Tp, k) that

If o e : C*H(QN K, p.g)|| 2 |1 o1l : CHHQN K, p,g)l,

The induced metric from g on K is g = ¢+ a, and so (i) follows from and the estimate on « in
2Z.28(i) by taking Tmax small enough. To prove (ii) let ¢ € S” and consider the metric g, := (d¥(q)) g
on N, where g is the standard metric on N. In this metric M is locally the union of the graphs of :l:cp:jfl
where gp:j; .= (d¥(q)) "' Y. First suppose that d>(q) < 46;, for some p € L. Note that
log(2d> T, K

B0 O _ & car(p,.g,

d‘p (Q)/TP d‘p (Q)

where B = qu "Ga (1/10). It follows by combining this with 212 and B.I9] and assuming b large enough,
that

(4.4) iz« C¥F(B),g,) | < CT2(d)(q))* +Cb logh < Cb~2+ Cb 'logh < Cb™'logh.

< Cb 'logh,

On the other hand, if d¥(g) > 40/,;,, then by BI5(v) we have

min’
+ 3, ~ 8/9
|| SD:q : C B(B:]?gq) || S CVTm/im'
By comparing the metrics and appealing to the definitions we complete the proof. (|

Convention 4.5. From now on we assume that b (recall B.23)) is as large as needed in absolute terms. We
also fix some 3 € (0,1), v =32, and 7/ =~ — 1 = 1. Note that 1 — 2 > 20 and (1 — o) (y — 1) > 2a.. We
will suppress the dependence of various constants on . ([

We estimate now the mean curvature in terms of the global norm defined in and discussed in the
introduction, by using the earlier estimates in 319 and 2.34]

Lemma 4.6. ||[H — Jy(wt,w™) 0,812,y —2:m < T /® where wt = L&' (~-Mrp+k).
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Proof. Note that Jy (w,w™) = 0 on K[M] and by B2 we have

1 = Jngw* w22 = 3 H g 0
I H = Tar(w"w”) s COP (M, 1,9, fr2-2)]-
By £3)(i) and [Z34] we have

IHLH o 5, —o;10ny < Oglg£<||HlH L COP(Kp, x, 12| < O?QETS?WMTPH%TH < Tel?

max ?
where here Iv(p = K[p, 7, t,] and we have used B.I5(iii). To estimate the weighted norm of H, we use

[2334(i) in conjunction with the piecewise formula for f,_s ,/_2 to see

|H 2 OO (RIM), 1,9, fr-2-2) | € Cmaxrit/2|logr,| < rite/*.
pe

p max

Finally, we consider the estimate on the exterior of the gluing region. Let ¢’ € MNTIy* (Uper DZ(347)),
define ¢ := IIxq’ € X\ [ ¢, D*(347) and consider the metric g := (d7(¢q))2g. In this metric M is
locally the union of the graphs of :l:<p:jf1, where ¢ = (d%(q))’lgpﬂ. By expanding H/, and H’ in linear
and higher order terms, we find (recall BI7)

(dF(9))?HY = (df(q)°w™ + (d%(Q))@ﬁ-
We estimate then
1(dF(9))?(HY — w®) : C*P(BY, 4g, (A7 ()]
< ||(d%(Q))@¢§ : C*P(By, Gq, (A7 (0)))]

1 ! ~
< C=s——— ¥ : C*P (B, )1 < mi,
(dZ ()77 n
where B} := DP1(1/10), and we have used BI5(v) and Combining this estimate with B.I9(iii), 2:32]
M2 and E3(ii) we complete the proof. O

Lemma 4.7. (i) If § € R, Tmax is small enough, and u € CP(Ig(K[M)])), then we have
[ £ar (u ollx) — (Lxu)ollk ||0,,8,§—2;I?[M] < Crsllu ||27ﬂﬁ; My (K [M]) *
ILar (wollie) = (Lxw) okl 55 o 70y < Cllllap 51, a1y
(ii) If 5 € R, Tmax is small enough, and u € C*P(S"), then for ¢ € [0,1/2] we have
La{uolls} —{Lxu} ollx ||01ﬁ),772;H£1(§,) < Cvrtlogh e |lu 25515 -
Proof. We first prove the first estimate of (i). By 2] .3[i), and the definitions it suffices to prove that
102 (Ear — Ay — AR o Tl 52 70 < C7% 0l 525

where p is as in (Z4) on each K = Iv([p,Tp,ﬁp], Q = Og(K[M)), Ly = Ay + A2 + Ric(vg, vig), A
and Ric are the second fundamental form on K and the Ricci tensor induced by g, and A is the second
fundamental form on K induced by §. Recall from (Z3F) that p~2§ is isometric to the flat metric x on
Cyl from 23] and also that p?Aj is the Laplacian with respect to the x metric.

Estimating the difference in the Laplacians using [C.10] we find

1°(Ag = Ag)uo Tl : C¥(K N K[M], x,p)l|
< Cllp~2a: CY(K, x)ll[[ue Tk : C*P(K 0 K[M],x. p7)|

< Cransllully g 5.5
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where we have used [2.28 to estimate . Next observe that
P (|AJ2 = [A]})u o TIx : CP(K 0 K[M],x,p")|
201412 112) . OB (K ~
< lp”(1Alg = A[5) : CH (K )l g 5.6
< Craalully 5 5.6
where we have estimated p*(|A|2 — |A|§) using [C.T1] estimated the tensors using 228 and used that

A= 7p(—ds? + df?) and that p2|/i|§ = 2sech®s.

Finally, we have the trivial estimate ||p*Ric(vj,vi)u o k||, saRM S Cr2e

with the preceding and the definitions, this concludes the proof of the first estimate in (i). The proof of
the second estimate is similar, so we omit it.

[ully g 5.5; combined

We now prove (ii). In this case we apply the notation and observations in the proof of {3|(ii) including
(@4)). We have then using scaling for the left hand side that for ¢ € S’

(d7(@))? | Ly {uolls} —{Lsu} olly : COP(ISN(BY), Gy ) ||
< C fueignt (@) | : C*P(By, G4 I,

>
where here fweight(¢) = % if ¢ € DE(?)(S]’D) for some p € L and fweight(q) = 7579
P

min

otherwise. By
the definitions it is enough then to check that Vq € S’ we have
Fweigne(@) (dL(q)) < Cb 7" logh 7,

This follows from the definition of fieignt and the observation that 21~ log x is decreasing in x for z > b.
This completes the proof. (I

The definition of R{}”". We consider now the linearized equation modulo X[L] (recall BI11
and B.29)),

(4.8) Lyu=FE+ Jy(wh,wg),

with E € C%%(M) given and u € C?#(M) and wg € K[L] the unknowns. We will construct a linear
map

(4.9) REPT . COP(M) — C*P(M) @ K[L] © K[L] @ C%P (M),
where using the notation
(4.10) By :=Lyus — E—Jy(wh,wg,), and RYE = (ui,wh,,wg,,E1), VE€ CcO%P (M),

we will have that (ul,wgﬁl, wg ;) is an approximate solution of ([8) with approximation error F; in
the sense that the norm of E; is small compared to the norm of E. The approximate solution will be
constructed by combining semi-local approximate solutions. Before we proceed with the construction we
define some cut-off functions we will need.

Definition 4.11. We define ¢’ € C*°(X) and J € C*°(M) by requesting the following.
(i) ¥ is supported on K[M] C M and ¢ on S' C ¥ (recall [323).
(i) ¥ =1 on S| and for each p € L we have

¢ =W [bry, 2b7,;d>] (0,1) on D, (2b7,),
b =W[208,6:d>olls](0,1) on K[p).
Given E € C%P(M), we define E'y € C%#(X) by requiring that they are supported on S’ and that

(4.12) Ju(E'L,EL) = (¢ oTls) E.
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Because of 1] and [B.11] there are unique v/, € C*# (%) and wil € X[L] such that
(4.13) Lsu!y = B + w;l on ¥ and VpelL E&,ul=0.

Note that Ly ((1 — ¢/)uly) = [/, Ls|uly + (1 —¢')E is supported on K, [M]\ K[M] C K[M] c M. We
define now E € C%#(Ky;), by requesting that it is supported on Ilg (&, [M]) and that on K ;[M] we have

(4.14) Eollg = (1 -4 os)E + Jar (Lx (1 —9")uly), Lx (1 — 4 )u')).
For k € {0,2}, we introduce a decomposition C*#(Kys) = C{Z‘f (Kar) @ Chlgh(KM) into subspaces of

functions which satisfy the condition that their restrictions to a parallel circle of a Kip, 7, ﬁp] belong or
are orthogonal respectively to the the span of the constants and the first harmonics on the circle. We
then have

(415) E = Elow + Ehigha

with Elgy € C ’B(KM) and Ehlgh € Chlgh(KM) supported on I (K, [M]) C Kas.
Let Lx denote the linearized operator on Ky (defined in [LA(vi)]), and let uow € 01205( ) and
Uhigh € Chlgh(KM) be solutions of (recall B.23)

(4.16) Lk Tiow = Eiow, L Tnigh = Bhigh,

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 can as usual change the metric conformally to h = %|A|2 g = v*gs2, and then we
can solve uniquely because the inhomogeneous term is clearly orthogonal to the kernel. We conclude now
the definition of Ry

Definition 4.17. We define R{7"" as in[{-9 and [{.10 by taking RY;" E = (ul,wgyl,wil,El), where
w;l were defined in [AI3), E1 was defined in (AI0), and

Uy 1= 1;170 Ik + JM(1//U’+, Y'u’), where U := Ulow + Unigh € CQ’ﬁ(KM).
The main Proposition.

Proposition 4.18 (cf. [29, Proposition 4.17]). Recall that M is as in[3.17 and we assume that [3.11],
213, [{.1], and[{.5] hold. A linear map

a: COP(M) — C%P(M) x K[L] x K[L]
can be defined then by

Ry E = (v, wh,wg) =Y (un,w}, wp,) € CH (M) x K[L] x K[L]
n=1

for E € COP(M), where the sequence {(un,wgyn, Wg 0 En)tnen is defined inductively for n € N by
(Uns W s W s Bn) = —RY" En_1, Ey:=—E.
Moreover the following hold.
() Layu= E+ Ju(wh, wg).

.. Z4-2
(ii) ||u||27[3mM <C()din '6||4E||207ﬂw—2;M'
(i) g : CO¥4(S, )| < Cold I Ellopr—2a0r

min

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [29, Proposition 4.17] but we include it to keep the article

self-contained. We subdivide the proof into five steps:

Step 1: Estimates on u/y and w%l We start by decomposing E’, and u/_ (defined as in (Z.12) and (£.13))
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into various parts which will be estimated separately; £’ and u’ are decomposed in analogous fashion.
We clearly have by the definitions and the equivalence of the norms as in that

1B} No.g.y-2:2 < CllElo,8.y-2:1-
For each p € L, we use [D.dlto define u;, , € CQﬁ(DE(de)) satisfying £,u;, , = 0 and
||u;/o,+||2,ﬁ,'y;DE(25p) < CHE;”O,@’Y*ZE'

We define now v/, € C*#(X) supported on | | DE(Qép) by requesting for each p € L that

pEL
W = W [25,,6,;d)] (0,u, ;) on DJ(2,).
We clearly have
||u£|/-||2,[3,'y;2 < C”E”O,@’Y*ZM'

Now E', — Lsu/{ vanishes on | | ., D> (5,) and therefore it is supported on S := X\ Uyer D > (3p)-

Moreover it satisfies

peL

B — Lsu'l |o,pr-22 < CllE|o0,8,y—2:0-
Using the definition of the norms and the restricted support S] we conclude that

1B, = Leull : COP(S,9)| < C 17 P NIBY — L] |o,.y-2:5:

min

The last two estimates and standard linear theory (recall@.T)) imply that the unique solution v/’ € C%#(X)
to Lyu!|' = Ey — Lxu!] satisfies

Iy : C*P(S,9)ll < €635 P IEllo,gr 20

min

By B.I1 there is a unique vy € JC[L] (recall B.IT)) such that £,(uY’ +vy) = 0 for each p € L. Moreover
by the last estimate and B.11] vy satisfies the estimate

los : C*P(S, 9] + | Loy : COP(E 9l < €80t B0 -2t

Combining now the definitions of v’/ and v4 we conclude that Lx(u] + v/ +vy) = E' + Lsvy. By the
definitions of u/{ and vy we clearly have that £,(u/{ + v/ +v;) =0 Vp € L and hence

o " +
u = +ul +uy and wy, = Lsvy.

Note now that LyuY = E' — Lyu{ vanishes on | |, D> (,/4) and by BIIso does Lxv € K[L]. We

conclude that for each p € L we have Ls(u/' +v4) = 0 on D} (6,/4), and since we know already that

E, (W +vy) =0, it follows that
' + vrllz,p5m < Copllu +vr s C*F(E,g)]
where 7 := 5= € (7, 2). Combining with the earlier estimates for v/’ and vy we conclude that

Iy +villapze < Comad P I Elo,g,0—20,

min

We need the stronger decay for estlmatmg E; later. A similar estimate holds with + instead of 7.
Combining with the earlier estimate for «/| and arguing similarly for v’ we finally conclude that

—4—2
[will2,8.:5 < C Ot 22 1 E ll0,8.—20-

Step 2: FEstimates on u: By the definitions and 3] (with € = 1) we have that
~ —4-2
I Ello,gr—2%0 < C (1 Eflo,py—20s + | “I+ 2,872+ |l ul l2,87:2) < Coin ’ I Elo,8.y—2:01

where the second inequality follows from the previous estimate. By scaling .16 the definitions, and
standard theory, we conclude that Vp € L

o = C*P (s lp), 7% gl,) | < COITE = COP (Kl 7,2 gl,) | < CO)Y T I E llo,gr—2ar
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where K, [p] := Ilg (K, [p]) C K[p, 7p, K,]. Using the fact that the ODE solutions of the Jacobi equation
corresponding to constants grow at most logarithmically in p, and the ones corresponding to first har-
monics at most linearly in p, and that F is supported on |_|]D€ 1. K, [p], we conclude by comparing weights
and using that p > 71, on Kps and v > 1, that

~ I -
|| Ulow ||2>67'Y§K1W < || Tr, Tow ||2>671§KAI < C(b) || E ||07ﬂ>7_2§KAI'

(Actually %oy can be expressed explicitly in terms of Elow by using variation of parameters and the ODE
solutions corresponding to constants @eyven := 1 — stanhs and ¢oqq := tanhs, and the ODE solutions
corresponding to first harmonics @, := sechs and %, := sinh s + ssechs.)

By scaling .16, standard linear theory, that E is supported on L,z K [p], and that on each K, [p] the

conformal metrics 77 2 g| pand h = 1|A[?g = v*gs2 are uniformly equivalent, we conclude that Vp € L

| nign = C°(Klp, 75, 5,)) | < CO) |75 Bhign : COEs[p]) I| < CO) 1 | E llo,py—2ik0s-

Similarly we obtain the second inequality below; the first inequality follows by comparing weights as done
earlier.

Tinigh l12,6.7%0 < 1172 Tnign 26,00 < CO) I E llo,p,7—2ik-
Combining the above we obtain
112,670 < CO) i > Ello,.-2501
Step 3: A decomposition of F: Using (AI0) and 17 ({12), (£14), (£I5), and (£I6]), we obtain
(4.19) Ey=Ei 1+ Ev 1+ Eqgr,
where Ej 1, 111, E1.111 € C%P(M) are defined by (recall ELTT]),

Eir 2=[£M,%Z] (uollk),

~

Eirr =v (Ly(wollg) — (Lgu)ollk)
= Ly (U ollg) — E ollk,
Eygir =Ly { @'l ')} — Iy (Ls(@'uly), Ls(W'u’))
on K[M]\ K1[M], K[M], and S respectively, and to vanish elsewhere, and we have used that Lyu!, =
E\ + wf  which follows from (.I3).

Step 4: Estimates on uy and Fy: Using the definitions, .3 with € = 1, and the estimates for v/, and
u above we conclude that

(4.20)

—4—-2
utl|2,6,5500 < CO0) St P || E llo,p,7—2:01-

By d.3 we have || u oIlk ||, 4 ,. R . Using definitions and 323

we conclude that

N 3 g o me (R )

] < CT]?ISX—V) ||a||27:8>13KM7

[RTERRES PR VAN

and therefore we have by the definition of £ ; and the preceding estimates
|| El,l ||0>51’Y*2§M < OTrOr;g:'Y) || Ulow ||2,6,1;KM + || ahigh ||21g,7;HK(1V([M]\1V(1[M])
< OO VN Ello,s -2
Applying now 7(i) with f = u and 7 = v and using the definition of ¥ we conclude that

I Evirllopn—2r < Crife 1|26k -
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We decompose now Eq rrr = EY ;;p + EY';;p where EY ;;; and E{’;;; are defined the same way as

"

E4 111 but with «/, replaced by /| and «/{ + vy respectively. Applying L7(ii) with e; =0, f = v/, and
4 =7, we conclude that

I EY 111 lo.g -2 < Cb7Hlogh (w2655 + [u”ll2,5,4:5) -
Applying [£711(ii) with e, =75 — v, f = v/ + vy, and ¥ = v we obtain

IEY 11 logr—2 < OV logh 7Y ([ull + vill2sqs + [0 +v_|2,85s5) -

Combining the above with the earlier estimates and using B.I5l(ii) and we conclude that
I Erllop 200 < (CO) Tl + Cb~ " logh + Cb™2 logb m 3™ )| E llo,p,y-2 -

max max

Step 5: The final iteration: By assuming b large enough and 7pax small enough in terms of b we
conclude using ¥ — v — a > 0 and induction that

|| En ||0,B,7—2;M <2™" || E ||0,B,7—2;M-

The proof is then completed by using the earlier estimates. (I

Corollary 4.21. Recall that we assume that[311, [F13, [}, and[f-5 hold. A linear map R, : COP (M) —
C*B(M) x K[L] x K[L] can be defined such that given E € C%8(M), the following hold.

(i) Lyu=E + Jy(wj, wy) where Ry (E) = (u,wh, wg).

(i) [[ullz,pmr + lwg : COP(E, 9)| < COB I Ello,s-2-201-

Proof. We first define E € C%8(M), supported on K[M], by
(4.22) E :=)E — H,(VE).

We then solve Lxii = E = Eo Hﬂgl on Kj; and then estimate @ by modifying Step 2 in the proof of
Proposition The modifications are necessary because the support of the inhomogeneous term is
much larger and the decay is different. We decompose as in and To estimate Uoyw We argue
as before, utilizing the fact that there are no first Fourier modes, and so the growth is only logarithmic;
this is slower than the v/ growth rate allowed. To estimate ﬂhigh we first solve with Dirichlet boundary
conditions the equation LxUan, = Ehigh on the annuli (conformal to punctured discs) of Ky \ Ik (K [M])
(cf. B23). By arguments which are standard by now we estimate then Uan,, and by cutting it off and
subtracting from Unignh, we reduce without loss of generality to estimating Unign in the case E’high is
supported on |_|pe . K [p] as in Step 2 of .18 this can be handled then as in L.I8] We conclude that

(4.23) l@oTlklly 5., 7%, < CllEN0,8y—2,7—2:M-
We then define E/ € C%# (M) by
(4.24) E = E—F — [La, 0] (@ o k) — 9 (Lo (@ o Ig) — (Lx@) o k),

@, wh, wy) =Ry E € C*#(M)xX[L|xK[L],and R}, E := (¢ Giollg+a', wi, wg). It is straightforward
to check that (i) holds by using £22] 1241 and ATI8(i).

Using ([@24)) for the first inequality, A77(i) and the definitions for the second, and (Z23]) and Definition
for the third, we have

1BMopr-200 < C(I1E = DEllo 2001 +
|| [‘CMa 1/}] (a ¢] HK)HO,ﬁ,’Y*Q;K[M]\Kl[M] + ||£M(a [¢] H]K) — (ﬁKﬂ) o HKHO,ﬁ,’ny;KL)
< C(IENo.pr—2r—2ir + 1@ o Tl 5 o ieparn iy + 180 il 1,52, )

< C||Ello,p,y—2,4/—2;M-

Combining with L.I8 ([@.23), and the definition of R, E, we complete the proof. O
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5. CONSTRUCTING MINIMAL DOUBLINGS FROM FAMILIES OF LD SOLUTIONS

The nonlinear terms. In this section we state and prove Theorem B.7] which “automates” the con-
struction of a minimal doubling given a suitable family of LD solutions. Continuing the discussion of the
initial surfaces from the previous sections, we first state and prove Lemma 5.0 where we discuss their
perturbations and the nonlinear terms in the resulting mean curvature.

Lemma 5.1. If M is an initial surface as in[J.18 and ¢ € C*P(M) satisfies ||¢||2.5.~~ 1 < T4
(recall[J-3), then (recalling[LY(viii)) My := Graphzﬂ\/’[’g((b) is a well-defined embedded surface. Moreover if
Hy denotes the mean curvature of My pulled back to M by X]\]\;’g5 M — My and H the mean curvature

of M, then we have
| Ho = H = Las6 llopr—2-200 < Crs/)| 0]

Proof. Following the notation in the proof of and by B4l we have that for ¢ € ', the graph By of
@ (or —¢7,) over By in (¥,g,) can be described by an immersion X, : B; — B; = X.4(B), such
that there are coordinates on B and a neighborhood in N of By, which has uniformly bounded c38
norms, the standard Euclidean metric on the domain is bounded by C'X g,, and the coefficients of g,
in the target coordinates have uniformly bounded C%# norms. By the definition of the norm and since

éll2,8,7,7Mm < Toe/® we have that the restriction of ¢ on By satisfies

(@)~ ¢ : C*P(B].gq)| < C(dr@)) " max ((d(q)”, o™ *(d2(@))") 6ll2,6.7.0501-

Since the right hand side is small in absolute terms we can conclude that Graph%’g ¢ is well defined

2
2,87,y sM

and embedded. Using scaling for the left hand side we further conclude that
4L (g)(Hy — H — Lar¢) : C%P(By,4g)l|l <

_ —a "2
C(dr(9)* max ((dr(@)" mha™2(d2(@)) " ND113 5. 70
Rearranging this, we conclude that (recalling from that v/ =~ —1)

|Hy — H — Lar - C*P(By,5,)|

q 99
< C(dr(9) P max ((dr(g)) "2 mas (dr (@) ™3) 613,50 701

< Crpi? max ((dr(9))" 2, i/ ?(7/dn (0)) (e (@) 72) 1613 6. s
where we have used that 4" = 1/2. 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 combining with the earlier estimates and using the definitions, we
conclude the estimate in the statement of the lemma. O

The fixed point theorem.

Assumption 5.2 (Families of LD solutions). We assume[LTholds and that we are given continuous families
of the following parametrized by ¢ € Bp C P, where P is a finite dimensional vector space and Bp C P
a convex compact subset containing the origin 0.
(i) Diffeomorphisms }'CE : Y — ¥ with 75 the identity on X.

) Finite sets L = L[¢] = ]—'CEL[[O]} C ¥ of cardinality |L| = |L[¢]| = | L[0]].
) Configurations 7 = 7[{] : L[¢] — R.
(iv) LD solutions ¢ = ¢[¢] as in B8 of singular set L = L[¢] and configuration 7 = 7[¢].
) For each L = L[] constants 6, = 0,[¢] as in B8
) For each L = L[¢] a space JAC[[C]} = JAC[L[[C]]] as in B.1T1

(vii) Linear isomorphisms Z¢ : V[{] — P where V[{] := V[ L[] ] (recall ZT]).
Moreover we assume the following are satisfied V¢ € Bp.
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(a) |FZ : C*| < C where the norm is defined with respect to some atlas of ¥ and the constant C
depends only on the background (X, N, g).
(b) ¥p € L[0] we have FZ(D;’(35,)) = D7 (30,) with ¢ := FZ(p).
(¢) ¢ =¢[¢], L = L[], and 7 = 7[¢] satisfy B.I5, including the smallness of Tyax in BIH(1)] which
is now in terms of the constant C' in as well.
1/2

(d) ¥p € L[0] we have the uniformity condition 77 < 7, < 74
7[0] at p and 7, the value of 7[¢] at ¢ = FZ(p) € L[(].
(e) ¢ — Z¢(Mypepel€l) € 2Bp (prescribed unbalancing).

Definition 5.3. Assuming[5.2 we define a scaled push-forward map ]—'27 :V[0] — V[¢] by
F¢ (Fy + Fp)perio) = ( A (K(]-'E) + (FO)-Frp)-1(q )))qeLm’
where (fgg)*g(ff)*l(q) = %(ff)*l(q) o (d(]’?)*l(Q)]:C )"' € TrY and 7, denotes the value of T[(] at
q € L[]
Definition 5.4 (Families of initial surfaces). Assuming[52 and following [317 we write
M[¢] = M[¢[C], F'r] for ¢ = (k) € Bp x Bypop  where
Bypo) :={ (Fy + Fp)per : Vp € L, Ky € [-1,1], [Rylg <1} C V[O].

, where here 7, denotes the value of

Lemma 5.5 (Diffeomorphisms F¢). Assumingl5.2, there exists a family of diffeomorphisms F¢ = M[0] —
MI(] satisfying the following, where here O denotes the zero element of P x V[0] and ¢ € Bp x By[qy is
as in[57

(i) F¢ depends continuously on §.

(ii) For any u € C*A(M[C]) and E € C¥P(M[(]) we have the following equivalence of norms:

uo fg ||2,Bmv/;M[[0ﬂ ’Z [ w ||2,Bmv/;M[[£]]’

IE 0 F¢ o524 -20110] 5 11 E ll0,6.y-2.5~2:01¢]-

50,1)750,1)]

Proof. ¥p € L[0], we first define j-:g : Cyl_ = Oyl sc.al DY ]-A'g o Yoy(0,8) = Yo (0 ,bo 3),
where ¢ := ]-"E (p) and sp, and s¢ 4 are defined by the equations 7, coshso,, = 7;°/2 and 7, coshs¢ 4 =
/2
We then define F¢ to map each Af onto A{, where
AZ(; _XK[p Tps K ](Cyl bo,p,smp]) C M[[O]]7
A =X5eld, 74, 5 J(CYl s, sc.) © MICD
by requesting that
(5.6) Feo Xiz[p, s K] = X6lq, 7q5 By © ]?g
We next define the restriction of F¢ on M[0] \ K[M]0]] to be a map onto MI¢ET N\ K[M]¢]] which
preserves signs of the z coordinate (recall Z2]) and satisfies

Iy 0 F¢ = F¢ oy,

On the region K[M[0]]\ UpeLjo]Ag We apply the same definition as in the above paragraph but with
]-"? appropriately modified by using cut-off functions so that the final definition provides an interpolation
between the two definitions above and satisfies (i).

Using and [Z4] it is not difficult to check that for each p € L[0],

s ~ S¢.q-
*P 140/ log |
Using this and arguing as in the proof of £.3] we conclude (ii). O
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Theorem 5.7 (Theorem [B]). Assuming that [5.3 holds, there exist é = (E,E) € Bp X Byjg) and (13 €
O“(M[[éﬂ) (recall[57)) satisfying (recall[{.2)
1 +a/4

||¢||2577/ M[C]] = max 9

such that the normal graph M := (M[[g]])(f) is an embedded smooth closed minimal surface doubling % in
N as in[l1, satisfying

M = Graph("? (™) U GraphJ(—ii™),
(5.8) where ¥ =TMg(M) =3\|],c, Dp, L=L[(],
and DE(Tp(l - TS/Q)) - ﬁp - DE(Tp(l + Ts/g)) Vp e L.
Moreover M has genus 2gs, — 1+ |L| (where gs, is the genus of 32) and its area | M| satisfies
(5.9) 1] =213 = 7 3 72 (14 O( 742 10g ] ))
pEL
Proof. We first define B ¢ C*#(M[0]) x P x V[0] by
(5.10) B:={ve C*(M[0]) : [vlla.~:rgo] < Tmax[0]'T* } x Bp x Byjo)-
We next define a map J : B — C*#(M[0]) x P x V[0] as follows; note that the proof is based on finding

a fixed point for J. Suppose (v,¢) € B. Use d2T]to define (u, w}'_},wH) RIM{[c]] (H — Jy(wh w™)),

where w® = L&' (- Mo+ k) as in[@B Define also ¢ € C*# (M[(]) by ¢ :=v O]:C_l + u. We then
have: -
(1) Lyu+ H = Jy(wh +wl,w™ +wy).
(2) By 6l E2T] and the size of v in (&I0),
HwH C¥P(%,g H =+ ||¢||2,8y’y’ M[¢] = 111;?/4-
(3) Using[d2T]again we define (uQ,wQ,wé) = _RMHQ]]( Hy—H— Ly¢) and we have Lyug+Hy =
H+£M¢+JM(w5,wé).
2—a/4
(4) Moreover by B.11 ng : COﬁ(E,g)H + ||UQ||27,3>%’Y'§M[[£]] < 2ol

(5) Combining the above we conclude

Lar(ug —vo Fg')+ Hy = Iu(L€p ' nh, Lo n7),

where pt := —Mmp:l:fﬁ—uﬁ o and “iQ are defined by requesting that Egc‘fgluiQ = wfl —l—wg.
We then define prgy,,, Basym, Bi10s Birg » and J by
gy = BT AT, 2 =T T
2WHG = Mgt R 2MEG = Hig — Mg

5.11
o4y T (0,€) = (uq o Fe, €+ Ze(ptaym) » (FE) (B~ Hasym))

= (ugoFe, ¢ = Ze(Mrp), 0) + (0, Ze(p3ya) s —(FE) Huiga)-

We are now ready for the fixed-point argument. Clearly B is convex. Let 8’ € (0,3). The inclusion
B« €25 (M[0]) x Bp x Bypoy is compact by the Ascoli-Arzela theorem. By inspecting the proofs of
and [£2]] it is easy to see that R’MM depends continuously on ¢, and from this, and B5(i),
that J is continuous in the induced topology.

We next check that J(B) C B by analyzing the action of J on each factor of B. By (4) above and 5.5
it follows that J maps the first factor of B to itself. We see that J maps the second and third factors

of B into themselves using Schauder estimates, 5.2|(e), (511, (2) and (4) above, and by BIH]
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The Schauder fixed point theorem [14, Theorem 11.1] now implies there is a fixed point (¥,¢) of

J. Using (ED:I]) and the fixed point property in conjunction with B.2|(e), BIIl and 41l we see that
ug = Vo ]-"g and it = 0, where we use “*” to denote the various quantities for (v,¢) = (,¢). By

(5), we conclude the minimality of M. The smoothness follows from standard regularity theory, and the
embeddedness follows from [B1] (2), and (4).

We now prove the existence of 4+ and ¥ = ¥\ Uper ﬁp as in (5.8) which satisfy the claimed prop-
erties. Consider the smooth function f : M — R defined by f = (vyp,02), where 0, is the gradient
of the signed distance to ¥ as in [A.Jl The set of points p where M fails to be graphical over ¥ in a
neighborhood of p is the level set f~1(0). From the smallness of ¢ and the geometry of M [[éﬂ, it is clear
that f=1(0) C |_|]D€ ; DY (27,). Moreover, because the second fundamental form AM g nondegenerate in
this neighborhood, it follows from the implicit function theorem that f~1(0) is a union of smooth curves
whose projections under IIs; bound smooth discs ﬁp C X, p € L which are perturbations of DE (1p). This
discussion implies the existence of 4+ : ¥ — R satisfying (5.8). The claimed smoothness of 4+ follows
from standard regularity theory, since M is a minimal surface, and it follows from the embeddedness of
M that 4t + %~ > 0 on X\ 9%, Finally, the containment D> (1p(1 — 78/9)) cDh,cC D> (mp(1 + 8/9))
follows from the estimate ”du)”&ﬂ,vn';M[@]] < e/t Jlong with

It only remains to prove the area bound (59); its proof will be broken up into several steps estimating
the areas of different portions of M. We first estimate the area of a truncated catenoidal region.

3/4

Lemma 5.12. For anyp € L and 7 :=1," ", we have

> — b)) 1 + O das — Opcat 5/2
|MﬁHZ ( ( ))| _2|D ( )| _WT +3 Pcat +Spcat dl+0( |10ng|)-
2 Jopz ) on n

Proof. There is a domain K» C K = K|p, Tpy K] C M[[éﬂ defined by requesting that M N Hgl(DE (7)) =
Graph%’_g (¢). Using[AB| it follows that

TN DR = 1Kel + 5 [ (VI 26H — G2(AP + Riclw.v) ~ H?)) do + O(ris ),
2 K?

where A and H are the second fundamental form and mean curvature of K and we have used that
bl 5., iM[E] S T/ to estimate the error term. From this last estimate, the estimate for H in [4.0]

and the definition of the global weighted norms in B2 it follows that
Loy _ 3-% v 3—
g §|Vd)| do = O(TTmax ), _ $Hdo = O(TdeX” ),

s s

d (|AK|2 + Ric(v,v) — H?)do = O(T?’Tr?;l;;)-
Kr

The conclusion now follows from combining these estimates with the estimate on the area of K (™)

Kn Hgl(DE (7)) from 35}, using the closeness of K (T) to Ky, and using BI5iii). O

Lemma 5.13. The functions ™ satisfy the following.
H L C2F 2\ |_|peL DZ 5l || < CTimax|10g Tmax| + Clle c* ﬂ(z \ |_|peL E(%))H < OTI%/%&

(ll) For each pe L, Hu - (pcat [T;Da_p]”2751%7/;DE(5;)\D§‘(Tg/s) < 7-1112?/4.
Proof. Recall that M = Graph™™'%, (), that ||¢ o < Tkt and with Q = 3 1/3
roof. Recall tha rap MHC]]((b)’ a ”d)”lﬂmv';M[[g]] < Tmax' , and wi \I—lpEL (Tp )

we have from [B.17 that
M[E] N5 (Q) = Graphyy (%) U Graphgy? (—¢%).
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Recall also from Lemma [3:22{ii) and its proof that the estimate
le? = 3PS\ | DY (E,). 9l < Crinax| og Tawax| + Cll : C*P(EN || DY) < O
peL peL

holds. Using these estimates and the smallness assumptions on Tmax, we can apply [B.9 to conclude
(i). Items (ii) also follows from [BX9] combined with the definition of the norms in [2] the fact that
o4 = Qlulry 5] on DY (3,)\ D} (%), and T2 0

Lemma 5.14. The following estimate holds.

TSN || DX ) =2/] -2 [DE(r3/Y)]

pEL peEL
1 / < + a‘/)(—:i_at - 8900_%) 5/2
-5 Peat T Peat ds + O(r,""|log 7p|).

2 Z;L BDE(TSM) ca 677 ca 877 ;DGZL p

Proof. By applying [AT0 with w = % on Oy := X\ U,er DE(%), we have
L out
(5.15) |Graphg1’q( DI VIE —/ ut Lyutdo +/ +28 s + O(r83),
2 Ja, oM on

where we have used the minimality of ¥ and [5.I3(i) to estimate the error terms. By applying [A.10] with
w= 1" on Q= |],c, (DZ(5,)\ DI (")), we have

(5.16) | Graph?(i )|—|Qz|—§/ it Laitd

+
d _
T3 Z /DE(T3/4 . /aszl

pEL
where we have used BI3(ii) to estimate the error term.
We now estimate the integrals of 4*Lsu*. From the minimality of ¥ and M, it follows that on

S\ Uper D2
(5.17) [Leti*| < Cla*|? + C|Vat|? + C|V2aE| (ja*] + [Va*|?)

8
n ds + O(|L] max| 10ngaX|2)a

(notice there are no |V2uT|? or |V2u*||Va*| terms; see e.g. [2I, Lemma C.2] or [9, Appendix Al).
Working this into (B.15]) and estimating using [.13[i) reveals that

Lout
(5.18) |Graphg1’g(d+)| = || —|—/ a2 s + O( i/f;)
o0 on
A similar estimate of fQ2 4t Lyutdo, using [BI3(ii) to estimate, reveals that

1 out Lout
Nogx+\ — - v+ _ 5/2
(5.19) [ Graphg)?(a™)| = Q2] + 5 §6L /BDPZ(TS/4)U o ds /89 o —ds+ E O(r)/=| log 7p|).

Since Q:= ¥\ ||, D (Tp/ ) is the disjoint union of y and s, adding the estimates (B.I8]) and (G19)
implies that

(5.20) | Graphiy(it)| = (x| = > [DF (/)] - Z/ e “*—ds+ZO (752 log 7).
peL peL BDZ ! peL
Next, using 5.13((ii) and [ZT12 it follows for any p € L that
out oo
5.21 it ——ds — T2t ds = O(TEET/8=/4 | log Tax|).-
( ) w/BDPZ(TS’/‘L)u 87’] S /ODE(TBM) Peat 87’] ( max | O Tma |)
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The conclusion follows by combining (5.2I) with (E20) and the completely analogous estimates for
| Graphg’g(—zvfﬂ, and using B.I5(iii) to estimate the error terms involving Tax in terms of 7,. O

The proof of (£.9) follows now by adding the estimates provided by [5.12] for each p € L on |M N
II5 1(D§(TS/ ")), to the estimate in 514} and noting in particular that the boundary terms cancel. This
completes the proof of Theorem 5.7 O

The following observation which follows from [£J] will be useful in constructing and studying LD
solutions.

Lemma 5.22 (Existence and uniqueness for LD solutions [29, Lemma 3.10]). Given finite L C ¥ and a
function T : L — R, there exists a unique LD solution ¢ = ¢[T| of singular set L' := {p € L : 7, # 0}
and configuration T|;,. Moreover, ¢ depends linearly on T.

Proof. We define p; € C*°(X \ L') by requesting that it is supported on upeL,(DE(%p)) and p; =
W[5y, 26,; A7) (1,Gp, 0) on DZ(26,) for each p € L'. Note that Lzp; € C(X) (by assigning 0 values on
L’) and it is supported on l—lpeL’(DE (26,) \ DZ(6,)). Using @] there is a unique @y € C*°(X) such that
Lspa = —Lxp1. We then define ¢ = ¢1 + 9 and the conclusion follows. O

Remark 5.23 (Index, nullity, and characterizations of minimal doublings). It is interesting that currently
no characterizations of doublings are known, even under strong assumptions, for example given bridge
positions and any further information. This means that even a small modification in the construction
process would lead in principle to different minimal surfaces, even though the new ones would strongly
resemble the previous ones. The only known such characterizations for minimal surfaces in the round
three-sphere are for Lawson surfaces [30].

Since it seems very likely that surfaces strongly resembling each other by their constructions are
actually congruent, it is customary in the literature to discuss them as if they were known to be. In this
article we also adhere to this and we consider the doublings in Remark the same with the ones in
[54] and also (for square lattices) with the ones constructed in [38] or [40]; similarly surfaces constructed
as in Remark in the case all m; = m with surfaces constructed in [33]. Proving however that such
surfaces are congruent remains at the moment an interesting open problem. We hope that eventually
index, nullity and characterization results will be provided for the surfaces constructed in Theorem [(.7],
similarly to the results in [35] [36], and with the same generality as in the area estimate ([5.9I). O

6. NEW MINIMAL SURFACES VIA DOUBLING THE CLIFFORD TORUS

Symmetries and LD solutions. Let T := {(z1,22) € C?: |21| = |22| =1/v2} C S* C C? be the
Clifford torus in the unit three-sphere (S3, g). We recall that doublings of the Clifford torus with catenoidal
bridges centered at the points of a square m x m (large m € N) lattice L C T were first constructed
n [38]; this was extended in [54] to rectangular lattices k x m (large k,m € N and a priori bounded
m/k). These results can easily be reproduced by constructing the required LD solutions and applying
Theorem [5.7] (see Remark [6.6). Our main focus in this section however is to construct new doublings in
the following cases: first, when the necks are centered at the points of a lattice with m/k not constrained
(see[6.3)) and second, less symmetric doublings where there are three different bridges up to symmetries.
These new constructions are only indicative of the possibilities and many more are carried out in [32]
with other symmetry groups or more necks per fundamental domain.

We briefly recall now some notation from [38, 54]. Given an oriented circle C' in S*, write R, for the
rotation by § about C. Define the circles C := {23 = 0} and C* := {z; = 0}. We have

R%L (21,22) = (ewzl,zQ), and R%(zl,@) = (zl,ewz2).
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Define the following symmetries of C? and the domain of the coordinates (x,y,z) defined in [A.3}

X(z1,22) = (Z1,22), Y(21,22) = (21, %2), Z(21,22) = (22, 21),

~h ~h
(6.1) X (x,y,2) = (x+h,y,2), Y (x,y,2) =(x,y+h,z) VheR,

~ ~

X(xv}IvZ) = (_X7Y7Z)7 X(Xuyuz) = (X7 —y,Z), Z(Xuyuz) = (y7X7 _Z)'
With E the parametrization map in [A.3] these satisfy the relations
EoX=XoE, EoY=YoE, EoZ=ZoF,
(62) ~ ~h \/ih ~ ~ ~h \/ih ~
FEoX :RCJ- oF and EoY =RZ™oE VheR.
Assumption 6.3. We fix k,m € N with £ > 3, m > k, and assume m is as large as needed in absolute
terms.

We define the symmetry group G, a point py € T, a lattice L, and set of parallel circles Ly, by

2 2m 1 ~
§= 9[]{3,771] = <RCISL7 Ré‘n alal% Po = _(15 1) = E(0,0,0),

(6.4) V2
2w
L = Lk,m] := SGpo, and Lpa = {Rlc’j Rlpo:0 €R,icZ}.

If X is a function space consisting of functions defined on a domain Q C T and €Q is invariant under the
action of G, we use a subscript “sym” to denote the subspace Xgym C X consisting of those functions
f € X which are invariant under the action of §.

The linearized operator is L1 = At +4, and it is easy to see that (ker £1)gym is trivial. By Lemmal[5.22]
there is therefore a unique §-symmetric LD solution ® = ®[k, m] with singular set L and satisfying 7, = 1
Vp € L. For convenience, we define the scaled metric, scaled linear operator, and scaled coordinates (X, y)
on T by
4

~ ~ 1
(6.5) gi=mlg, L= slr =0+ 5,

(%,5) :=m(x,y).
We define 6 = 1/(100m) and for p € L define §, = 6.

Remark 6.6 (Applying the LD approach in the cases of [38, [54]). We first sketch the construction of
the required LD solutions ®. Integrating L1® = 0 over T and integrating by parts, we find ’Z—’: =
ﬁ J; ®. Define G € ¢, (T \ L) by requesting that G is supported on DT (38) and satisfies there

sym
G = W[26, 36; d})(Gp —log6,0) (where G, is a Green’s function for Lt as in[B1) and define & € CZ5,,(T)
by requesting ® = G+ IZ—’: + @', From this decomposition, estimates on the average and oscillatory parts
of é, and the uniform boundedness of m/k, we conclude that qu has no small eigenvalues when restricted
to functions that have average zero, hence ||®' : CJ,,, (T, g)|| < C(j).

For some ¢ fixed independently of m, define now Bp := [—c,¢] C P := R, LD solutions ¢ = ¢[(] :=
TP = %ece’%d) for ¢ € Bp, and Vsym[L] the subspace of V[L] consisting of the G-invariant elements.
Clearly Vsym[L] is one dimensional and may be identified with R. Using the definition of 7 and the estimate
on @', it follows that the map Z¢ : Veym[L] — P defined by Z¢(n) = 1 p satisfies |¢ — Z¢(Mry)| < C for
a constant C' independent of ¢. After restricting to spaces adapted to the symmetries and choosing ¢ to
be large enough in terms of C, we can then apply Theorem [5.7] because the remaining assumptions are

easy to check. ([

Definition 6.7. Given a function ¢ on some domain 2 C T, we define a rotationally invariant function
Qavg 0N the union Q' of the orbit circles of {R% : 0 € R} on which ¢ is integrable (whether contained in
Q or not), by requesting that on each such circle C’,

Pavglor 1= avg p.
C/

We also define @osc on QN Q' bY Posc := ¢ — Pavg-
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Lemma 6.8. ®,,, = 2\/§+(\/§%) cos (\/5% - 2d7£par) and (I)a"g|Lpar = 5F, where F := V2 tan (\/5%)

Proof. Since L1®Pavg = 0 on T \ Ly, and the distance between neighboring circles of Ly, is V21 /k,
the symmetries imply that ®.., = Ccos( z— 2dT ) for some C # 0. By integrating £1® = 0 on

Qeyep 1= Derw (€2) \ DI (1), where 0 < ¢ << €2 and 1ntegrating by parts, we obtain

/ 2@ + / 49 =0,
Oy en on Qeyeq

where 7 is the unit outward conormal field along 9€), .,. By taking the limit as e; N\, 0 first and then as
€2 \( 0, we obtain by using the logarithmic behavior near L and the preceding that

2mm = 4v/2rC'sin (\/5%) ,
which implies the conclusion. ([

We introduce now the following decomposition. Note that we could assume (but is not necessary) that
G, is rotationally invariant, in which case it is uniquely determined and can be expressed in terms of
Bessel functions.

Definition 6.9. Define G € C2, (T \ L) and ®,&,E' € C=, (T) by requesting that

sym

G = W[26,36; dy) (G, — logécos(QdTpar), 0) on D} (39),

- 2 3
D= Doy — [E’ = djiw} (% sin(2d}. ), 0) on DY (3/m),

that G =0 on T\ DY (36), P = Dovg on T\ DT _(3/m), and

sym (

~

(6.10) d=G+d+9, E =—-Lr(G+).
Remark 6.11. Note that from Lemma [6.8 and the fact that
cos (\/5% — 2d7£par> = CoS (\/§E> cos (2dEpar> + sin (\/5%) sin (2dEpar>
that ® as defined in is indeed smooth across L. O
We estimate the average and oscillatory parts of ® separately.
Lemma 6.12. E’ vanishes on DY (28) and E!,

osc
(i) |G : Cly (T \ DE(8), Il < C().-
(i) 1B : CLn (T, 9| < C().-
(iii) [|@": CL (T, )l < C()-
In (ii), the same estimate holds if E' is replaced with either E,,, or

osc*

is supported on DEPM (36). Moreover:

Proof. Because G is supported on DT(38) \ L, (i) follows using [B4) and Definition The state-
ments on the support of E' and E!_. follow from Definition 6.9 from which we also see that E’ =

osc

Lr¥[2,3; dT’q 1355 75 sm(2dT .),0) on DT _(3/m)\ DT _(2/m). Thus, when restricted to this set, the
bound in (11) follows from the uniform bounds on the cutoff in the g metric. It follows from that E’
vanishes on DT _(2/m)\ DL (38). On DT _(30), note that L1® = 0. Since £1G = 0 on DT (26), when
restricted to DT . (30) the required bound in (ii) follows from (i). Finally, we can replace E’ by E!

avg ©
E! . in (ii) by taklng averages and subtracting,.

To prove (iii) it suffices to prove that the estimate holds when & = &/ _ + ®/__ is replaced by either

avg

Dl Or O .. We first prove the estimate for @, .. Note by [6.9] that on DT _(2/m),

avg

’ moo. ~
Drvg = WG 51n(2dear) — Gavg-
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Note that the left hand side is smooth and the discontinuities on the right hand side cancel. Using that

ENT(I);vg = E,,, on DEW (3/m) we have
28/ 4 / /
(613) aiq)avg + Wq)avg = Eavga

where X := mx. On a neighborhood of (?DElD (2/m), we have that @avg = 0 from Definition It

follows that |®},.| < C and |05 ®),,| < C on 8D%par(2/m). Using this as initial data for the ODE and

bounds of the inhomogeneous term from (i) yields the C* bounds on @/,

estimates follow inductively from differentiating (6.13)) and again using (ii).
This establishes the bound on D%p (2/m), and the proof of the estimate on DEP (3/m)\ D%p (2/m)

ar ar ar

in (iii). Higher derivative

is even easier since éavg = 0 there, so we omit the details.
Forn e Nand ! € {0,1,...}, we define ¢y, € C5o,(T) by

Gen(x,y) = cos (%%S{) cos (%y)

Clearly {¢¢, : n € N,£ > 0} is a complete orthogonal set for the subspace of (L?(T))sym consisting of
functions with zero average; moreover,

We now estimate ®/ ..

. 1/k2 , L\ 4
E']l’(bfn =X\ n(bf " where Mg, 1= —2 — 0" +n + —-
) ) ) ) 2 m2 mQ

For appropriate coefficients E/;%", we have then
/- 1,4.n / _ —1 1 én
Eose = E Egl" bem, and Po = E )‘E,nEosc ben
£>0,n€N tn

osc*

since L1®/ .

m is large enough. The required bound on ®

Since n > 1, )\Z}l is bounded by a constant independent of ¢, n, m, and k, provided
!« now follows from the bound in (ii). O

Configurations with a single singularity modulo symmetries.

Definition 6.14 (Obstruction spaces). Let ﬂACsym [L], Vsym[L] be the subspaces of X[L],V[L] consisting of
the G-invariant elements, where X[L] = @, X[p], and Vp € L, Kp| is defined as in[312

Since § is generated by reflections, Vsym[L] is one-dimensional and may be identified with R.
For some ¢ > 0 fixed independently of m, define Bp := [—¢,¢] C P := R and LD solutions

1 m
(6.15) =[] =10 := Eece_ﬁfb, ¢ € Bp.

Proposition 6.16. There is an absolute constant C' (independent of ¢ ) such that for m large enough
(depending on ¢ ), the map Z¢ : Veym[(] — P defined by Z¢ (1) = %,u satisfies | — Ze(Mpe)| < C.

Proof. For any p € L, expanding 1 M (recall BI0) using 3.9 and [6.10, we find
1 m T
- - (—) ®'(p) = ¢ + 0 (p) +1
—Mpp = 55 +log {55 ) + 2(p) = ¢+ (p) + log(50),
where the second equality uses (6.15). The conclusion follows from using [.12(iii) to estimate ®'(p). O

Theorem 6.17. There exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for all (k,m) € N? satisfying[6.3 and
m large enough in terms of ¢, there exists a genus mk + 1, Gk, m]-invariant doubling of T by applying
Theorem [5.7

Proof. After the obvious trivial modifications to Theorem [5.7 and its proof to restrict to G-symmetric
data, we need only to check that holds.
It was noted above that 1] holds in the space of G-symmetric functions. Define diffeomorphisms
]_—21‘ : T — T as in BX(i)| by }'g = Idy. L[¢], 7[¢], and ¢[¢] as in B2ii)-(iv) were defined in [6:4] and
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(EI5). Next, 0,[¢] = 1/(100m) as in B.2(v) was defined earlier, and the spaces Kgym [L],ﬂ/%sym[L], and
Veym|L] defined in [6. 14 satisfy BIT] verifying [5.2(vi). Finally, isomorphisms Z; as in[5.2(vii) were defined
in [6.16]

We now check 5.2(a)ll(e}} [(a)l[(b) hold trivially. For 5.4(c]|we must verify that holds: Convention
B.8 clearly holds for all large enough m. Because k > 3, F = v/2tan (\/5%) > 0, and consequently 7 in
(6I5) can be made as small as needed by taking m large. Then BI5(ii)-(iii) follow immediately using
that Vp € L, 7, = 7 and 6, = 1/(100m), where 7. Because k > 3, we have % < 5 and consequently
from Lemma [6.8 that ®,,, > 0. In particular, it follows from [6.8 that ®..s > cmk for some ¢ > 0. The
estimates in BI5(iv)-(vi) now follow easily using that ¢ = 7®, the decomposition of ® in [0 and the
estimates on G and @' in[6.12 This completes the verification of m

Next, holds trivially since 7, = 7 Vp € L, where 7 is as in (610]). holds by by taking

¢ large enough. This completes the proof. ([

Remark 6.18 (The cases where k = 1 and k = 2). In the proof of 617 we used that k > 3 (recall [63)—
which implies that @,z > 0 to verify that B.I5(vi) holds. While BI5(vi) is necessary in Theorem [(.7]
to ensure the embeddedness of the resulting surfaces, a modified version of [5.7] holds—without requiring
BI5(vi)—which produces immersed doublings. This modified theorem produces immersed doublings
when k = 1: to see this, note that although when & = 1 we no longer have ®,,, > 0 and consequently
BI5(vi) does not hold, the rest of holds. In particular, 7 can still be made arbitrarily small by taking
m large since F' = \/itan(ﬁw) > 0. On the other hand, the construction fails when k& = 2 because
F = +/2tan(v/2/27) < 0 and 7 cannot be made as small as needed. O

Configurations with three singularities modulo symmetries. In this subsection we construct and
estimate G-symmetric LD solutions on T (recall (6.4])) which have three singularities on each fundamental
domain, and apply Theorem [5.7 to construct corresponding minimal surfaces. To simplify the estimates,
we assume in this subsection that m/k < Cy for a fixed constant C; > 0. To begin, for pg as defined in

(©4)), define
. . 2 2
p1i=REipo, p2:=Rgpo, L=Lkml:=|]Li:=]5p
=0 1=0

and define for ¢ = 0,1, 2 the G-invariant LD solution ®; = ®;[k, m] satisfying 7, =1 Vp € L,.

| 27 |

[ % |
F--=—-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-- ®------------- |

| P2 |
. . 1 \/571—
? Po ., pl? m
: : :

Lo e e o L J

FIGURE 1. A fundamental domain (for the group generated by rotations) with three
singularities pg, p1, and py. Dotted lines indicate reflectional symmetries.

For ¢ > 0 to be determined later, we define Bp := [—¢,c] x [, ﬁ}z, and for V¢ = (¢,01,02) € Bp
an LD solution
2
1 km
6.19 = = Ti (I)z h = = — ¢ 73?
(6.19) ¢ = ¢[<] ;ez,werez z[¢] = —efem i,
and by convention we define oy := —o1 — 03.

Since each of pg, p1, p2 and their G-orbits are fixed by a pair of orthogonal reflections in G, Veym[{] :=
Vsym[L] is three-dimensional and may be identified with R3.
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Proposition 6.20. There is an absolute constant C' (independent of ¢ ) such that for k,m as inlG.3, mk
large enough (depending on ¢ ), and m/k < Cy the map Z¢ : Veym[C] — P defined by
2

~ 1 - Ar - - 4
(6.21) Z¢(p) = 3 (; Fis %(#0 + fi2 — 2411, e o (Ao + fin — 2#2)) ,
where here 1 = T([ig, fi1, fi2) satisfies ¢ — Z¢(Mpyp) € [-C,C] x [££ ¢ }

km?’ km

Proof. Using[6.91and (6.19), for each i € {0,1,2}, p; := LM, ¢ satisfies

+ e% log (e"@)
e k3

. 20
km

02 T
_3E+O< )+O(O)+(1+O’i)10g%,

2

e ()

Jj=0

(6.22)

where we have expanded the exponentials and used that Z?:o o; = 0. Therefore,
I ofc+ £ ofcs £
(6.23) _Zﬂz 3_+ 0g25+ ( +%)—C+ ( +%)

Using ([©.22)), that Zi:O o; =0, and ([619), we calculate

1 km c?
—(2#2—#1—[&0):—3—024—0 C"’_— 5
3 47 km
(6.24)
L = —sfm, oo £
— — — = —0—0 — .
EARE a7t km
The proof is concluded by combining ([6.23)) and ([@24]). O

Theorem 6.25. Given C; > 0, there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for all (k,m) € N2
satisfying [623, m large enough in terms of ¢, and m/k < C1, there exists a genus 3mk + 1, G[k,m]-
invariant doubling of T by applying Theorem [5.7]

Proof. The proof consists of checking the hypotheses of Theorem [5.7] and is very similar to the proof of
[6I7 so we only give a sketch pointing out some of the differences. Although now 7 takes three distinct
values, Assumption still holds because of The map Z¢ defined in is clearly a linear
isomorphism for each ¢ € Bp, and so by Assumption holds. O

PART II: CONSTRUCTION OF LD SOLUTIONS ON O(2) X Zs SYMMETRIC BACKGROUNDS
7. RLD SOLUTIONS
Symmetries.

Definition 7.1 (Symmetries on Cyl). We define the group O(2) x Zs, where O(2) was defined in[1.4] and
Zs = {1d,S}. By convention, we identify each element of O(2) or Zs with its image under the inclusion
0(2) — 0(2) X Ly or L — 0(2) X Zo.

Fiz an orientation on S* and define for c € R the rotation ©. € O(2) of St by angle ¢ in accordance with
the given orientation and the reflection @, € O(2) determined by requesting that ©, reverses orientation
and has fized-point set {£(cosc,sinc)} C St.

Let O(2) act on S' by the usual isometric action, Zy act on R by requesting that Ss = —s Vs € R, and
O(2) x Zy act on Cyl :=S* x R (recall[Z:3) by the product action with respect to the actions of O(2) on
St and Zy on R just defined.

Finally, for ¢ € R we define the reflection S, € Isom(Cyl, x) by S.(p,s) := (p,2¢c —s).

Assumption 7.2 (Assumptions on the background). In Part IT we assume the following:
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(i) Convention 2T holds and ¥ is orientable and closed.
(ii) The embedding of ¥ in N is equivariant with respect to effective, isometric actions of O(2) X Zs
on ¥ and on N. Moreover, the action of S on ¥ is orientation reversing.
(iii) |A|? + Ric(v,v) > 0 on X.
(iv) ker Ly is trivial modulo the O(2) x Z2 action on X.

Definition 7.3 (Parallel circles and equatorial circles). We call the nontrivial orbits of the action of
O(2) on X parallel circles and those fized by S equatorial.

Lemma 7.4. implies that the following hold.

(i) X is diffeomorphic to a sphere or to a torus.

(i) There is an O(2) X Zg-equivariant (with respect to the actions in[7.2 and in[71) map X : Cyl; —
X, for some I = (—1,1),0 < 1 < oo (recall [Z23), which is a conformal diffeomorphism onto its
image and satisfies the following.

(a) If ¥ is a torus then ¥ contains exactly two equatorial circles and | < oco. Moreover Xx
extends to a covering map Xz : Cyl — X satisfying )Nfg 0§, = )N(E and the equatorial circles
are Xx(Cyly) and Xx(Cyl,). Furthermore the image of Xx is ¥\ X5 (Cyl,).

(b) If ¥ is a sphere then I = R and the image of Xy, is ¥ minus two points with the ends of Cyl
mapped to deleted neighborhoods of the points removed. Moreover X5 (Cyly) is the unique
equatorial circle of .

Proof. Since ¥ admits an effective circle action, a result of Kobayashi [41, Corollary 4] implies that ¥
has nonnegative Euler characteristic. Item (i) follows from this since ¥ is orientable.

Next, we claim that ¥ has no exceptional orbits under the action of SO(2). To see this, consider a
SO(2)-orbit circle S C ¥ and choose (since ¥ is orientable) a unit normal field v on S in 3. Since exp®
commutes with SO(2), S, := {exp} (zv(p)) : p € S} is a SO(2)-orbit for all z € R, and smoothness
implies the S, are of the same orbit type for all z € (—¢,¢) and € > 0 small enough. Since the principal
orbits are dense, S is a principal orbit and (since SO(2) acts effectively) is in particular covered exactly
once by SO(2).

The quotient of the principal orbits of ¥ by SO(2) is diffeomorphic to R or S!, corresponding to the
cases where X is respectively a sphere or torus. Observe that the Zs action descends to the quotient and
(by [L2(ii)) S reverses orientation. The corresponding fixed point set is then either a single point (when
¥ is a sphere) or a pair of points (when ¥ is a torus). The existence of a conformal map Xx as in (ii)
and (a) and (b) now follows easily. O

Remark 7.5. Occasionally, we will use the diffeomorphism Xy : Cyl; — X5 (Cyl;) in [[4(ii) to use the
standard coordinates (s, ) on Cyl as a coordinate system on Xx(Cyl) C X. To simplify notation, later
we will also occasionally identify Cyl; with Xx(Cyl;) C %; for example, in Section [§ we will identify
configurations L[s; m] defined in [ TTwith their images X5 (L[s;m]) C X in order to define an appropriate
class of LD solutions (see [BI3and BT5) on X. O

Notation 7.6. We denote w € C*°(Cyl;) the function satisfying X{g = €?*x (recall [[4(ii)). O

Remark 7.7. In Sections 2] and M21[T.2(i) does not apply since the catenoid is not compact and the
critical catenoid is a compact annulus with boundary. The theory in this section then has to be modified
accordingly (see for example Lemma [T2.T4]). O

We call a function defined on an O(2)-invariant domain of ¥ or of Cyl which is constant on each O(2)
orbit a rotationally invariant function. The following notation will simplify the presentation.

Notation 7.8. Consider a function space X consisting of functions defined on a domain €2, where 2 C Cyl

or  C 3. If Q is a union of O(2) orbits, we use a subscript “s” to denote the subspace of functions Xj

consisting of rotationally invariant functions, which are therefore constant on each O(2) orbit. If moreover
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Q is invariant under O(2) x Zy, we use a subscript “|s|” to denote the subspace of O(2) x Zs-invariant
functions. O

Notation 7.9. If Q C Cyl or Q C Xx(Cyl;) is a domain and u € C2(Q) has one-sided partial derivatives
at s = s, then we denote these partial derivatives by using the notation

ou ou
0 = o- =—
+ ’U/(ﬁ) Js - ; ’U/(ﬁ) Js e
If u is C', we use the abbreviation Ou := ‘g—g. In that case, Ou = 01u = —0_u. O

Definition 7.10 (Symmetry groups). We define H,, := <62,r/m,§> and G = <Q0,6ﬂ/m> X <§> for

m €N (recall[T]). Clearly Hy, is an index 2 subgroup of G < O(2) X Zy and <Q07Q7r/m> <0(2)is a
dihedral group of order 2m.
Definition 7.11 ((s, m)-symmetric sets and configurations). Given s € [0,00) or s := (sq,...,s;) € R¥

such that 0 <s1 < -+ <sg <, we define

k
Loarls) == Cylizs,  Lparls] = | Lparlsil,
=1

and we denote the number of connected components (circles) of Lpar[s] by ko[s]. For m € N we define
Lis; +m] := Lmer[£m] N Lpar[s], where

Lmer[m] = 9mLmer[1]7 Lmer[l] = {(170)} X ]Ru
mer[_m] = eﬂ'/mmer[m]-
Given then m = (mq,...,mg) € (Z\ {0})*¥ we call a set L C % or a configuration T : L — Ry (s, m)-
rotational if L := Ule L; with each L; C Lpar[si] containing |m;| points in each component of Lpar[si]
(i = 1,..,k); we denote then the average value of the restriction T|, by 7;. We call such an L or T

(s, m)-symmetric if we moreover have L; = L[s;;m;] and that the restriction T|; is G, -invariant—
hence T(L;) = {1} —for each i = 1,...,k. An (s, m)-symmetric set L is then uniquely determined and
will be denoted by L[s;m]. Finally we denote by m € N the greatest common dwisor of |ma|,. .., |my|, so
that the stabilizer in O(2) X Za of an (s, m)-symmetric L or T is Gp,.

Remark 7.12. It is worth noting the following:

(i) ko[s] =2k if s; > 0 and ko[s] = 2k — 1 if s; = 0.

(ii) In the case where X is a torus, we could allow s = [ in the constructions later in Part II. In order
to simplify the presentation, however, we do not discuss this case.

(i) L[s; £m] are the only subsets of Lpa.[s] which are invariant under §G,, and contain exactly m
points equidistributed on each circle of Lya[s] (2m in total if s # 0). The sign of £m encodes
the choice between these two subsets in L[s; m].

(iv) An (s, m)-rotational set L as in [[.I1] has cardinality |L| = |mq| + 22?22 |m;| if s = 0 and
|L| = 22?21 |m;| points if 81 > 0.

(v) Note that an (s, m)-symmetric configuration 7 is uniquely determined by {7;}%_;. O

Basic facts and definitions. We will estimate our LD solutions by comparing them with corresponding
rotationally invariant solutions. We therefore need to define the appropriate class of rotationally invariant
solutions of the linearized equation. We begin with some notation from [33].

Definition 7.13. Let RN := {(a;)en : a; € R}. For any k € N, we identify RF with a subspace of RY by

the map (ay,...,ax) — (a1,...,ax,0,0,...). We consider the normed space (ﬂl (RYY, | - |41), where
fl(RN) = {a = (ai)ieN S RY Z |al| < OO}, |a|g1 = Z |al|
i=1 i=1
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Remark 7.14. If 0 = (0)ien € ¢! (RN), & = (&)ieny € £ (RN) and some positive numbers F;1, i € N,
satisfy
F; Fia- Fiy —F- .
edi:ﬁj ="t "= ;eN,
Fiy + Fio Fiy + Fi

then note that |£|,c < 1 and for any 1 < j <14 < oo that

1+& Titl, 1+¢&; Sitls
F,=— 1= N F = —— =3 )y,
+ 1+§Ae Vi 1—§Ae B
1-¢& i1 1-¢& i1
Fi = Ziss Y Fyy = S (X ) Fy
1+§Ae ) 1—§Ae P
and therefore sup{F;+ }ien ’E’inf{Fii}ieN with £ := ﬁlgi: (e‘a‘el)' .

Definition 7.15 (Scale invariant flux). If ¢ € CY(2), where either Q = Cyliap) or © = X5(Cyl, )
(recall 2.3 and [7.§), (a,b) C I, and ¢ is piecewise smooth and nonzero on Q, we define Fj:) i (a,0) > R
by

0+9(s)
F?(s) = =0+lo s).
Remark 7.16. Note that F{ = F{® Ve € R\ {0}. 0

Definition 7.17 (Subdivisions of cylindrical domains). Given s as in [711] and a domain Q, where
Q C Cyl (or Q C 3), we will denote by Q° the subdivision of Q by Lpar[s] (or of Xs(Lpar[s])): Q° is
the abstract surface which is the disjoint union of the QN A’s, where A is the closure of any connected
component (a disk or an annulus) of Cyl\ Lpar[s] (or of £\ Xs(Lpar[s])). Clearly functions on Q can be
thought of as functions on Q2% as well.

Note for example that a function defined on Q which is in C°°(Q®) is also in C°(£2) but not necessarily
in C1(Q); it is “piecewise smooth” on Q.

Definition 7.18. We define an operator L, on Cyl; by

" 0?02
(7.19) Ly:=A+V =e*Lyx, where A, := pe + BTER

V€ CX(Cyly) is defined by V = e X% (|A]? + Ric(v,v)), and w as in[7.6
When ¢ is rotationally invariant, note also that the equation £, ¢ = 0 amounts to the ODE
2
(7.20) % +V(s)¢=0.
Definition 7.21 (RLD solutions, cf. [33] 3.5]). Given Q =% or Q = X5(Cyl;) C £, we say ¢ € Clgl (Q)
is a rotationally invariant (averaged) linearized doubling (RLD) solution on § if
(i) ¢ > 0.
(ii) There is k € N and s® € [0,1)* as in[7.11}, such that ¢ € C (Qs¢) and Lx¢ =0 on Q.
(iii) Fori=1,...,k, F®(s?) >0 and F?(s?) > 0.
We call s? the singular or (derivative) jump latitudes, and the circles contained in Lpa[s?] singular
circles, of ¢. If $(0) = 1, we say ¢ is a unit RLD solution. We say that an RLD solution on X5 (Cyl;)
is smooth at the ends if it can be extended smoothly to 3.

Remark 7.22. Note that to allow the construction of immersed doublings we can simply relax Im@ to

requiring ¢(Sf) #0fori=1,...,k If ¢ > 0 fails then, the constructed doublings will not be embedded,

as for £k = 1 in On the other hand is always necessary to ensure positive size for the

catenoidal bridges, so its violation makes the construction impossible, as for £k = 2 in or ko = 1in
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2171 Finally note that by Lemma [[.4] X5 (Cyl;) is either ¥ with two points (when ¥ is a sphere) or a
circle (when ¥ is a torus) removed. We will first study RLD solutions on X5 (Cyl;), instead of on ¥, in
order to facilitate the parametrization of the families of RLD solutions. O

Definition 7.23. Define k™ = min k. [s?], where the minimum is over all RLD solutions ¢.

Definition 7.24 (Quantities associated to RLD solutions, cf. [33] 3.6]). Given ¢ as in[7.21] define

k
E¢ :(FiqivFiﬁ)i:1 € R?i-k7 F¢ :(Fi¢)§:1 € Rﬁ_,
o <o)zl e RM, € =(¢),_, €R",
where fori=1,....kand j=1,...,k—1,
Fz(i:)t :sz__’(sf), 2Fi¢ ::‘Fi(i +Fz'qi=
¢ 4 ¢
(7.25) ot _Fha o P FY
oo T g Ja
F; B+
We define o := (62,£%) € R¥~! x R* and call the entries of o® the flux ratios of ¢.
Remark 7.26. By the S symmetry 5‘11’ = 0 when s‘f =0. ([l
Remark 7.27. Using (Z.28) (see also Remark [T14), we recover F? from FY and o® by
(7.28) Ffy=(+e)F),  FL=(+&)(Z )R, i>1.
In Proposition [[.36 we construct RLD solutions ¢ by prescribing Ffl and o?. O

In our applications later in Part II, we will primarily be interested (see BID(iii) and [@.7) in RLD
solutions which are close to being “balanced” in the sense of the following definition.

Definition 7.29 (Balanced RLD solutions). Given m := (mq,...,my) € (Z \ {0})* we define ¢ =
Flm] = (ﬁj)f;ll € RF! and ¢ = ¢lm] := (#,0) € RF"1 x R* by e := |mjy1/my| forj=1,...,k—1.
We call an RLD solution ¢ balanced with respect to m if it satisfies a® = ¢[m] (recall[T.2}).

The corresponding definition of balanced RLD solutions in [33] Definition 3.5] asserted instead that
o?® = 0, which occurs in the context of when all the m;’s have the same absolute value. This
difference is explained by the fact that in the constructions of [33], the intersection of an LD solution’s
singular set with Lpa,[s;] consisted of some number m € N points for each i € {1,...,k}, whereas the
singular sets of the LD solutions we study later in Part IT more generally have |m;| € N points on each
component of Lya,[s;] (see [[ 11 and BI5) for i € {1,...,k}, and the |m;|’s need not all be equal.

Existence and uniqueness of RLD solutions.

Lemma 7.30 (Existence and properties of ¢ena). The following hold.
(i) V' as defined in[718 satisfies V > 0. There exists C > 0 and for each j € N, C(j) > 0 such that
for all s € Cyl;, V(s) f;e*ms‘ and %]T‘j/(s) < C(j)e 2.
(i) There exists a unique gena € C°(Cyl;) satisfying
— ; _ : Gen _
Ex(bend - 07 ];1}% ¢end(s) - 17 Cl/fld ll;(r} F+ d(s) =0.

(iii) For all large enough s, Ff“‘d (s) < Ce™% for some C > 0.
(iv) An RLD solution ¢ as in[7.21] is smooth at the ends if and only if F,iL = Ff“‘d (s2).

Proof. Ttems (i)-(iil) follow easily from [[.2 [[.4] and [[I8 and are trivial in the case ¥ is a torus. In the

case X is a sphere, items (i)-(iii) follow easily from the fact that the conformal map Xs maps the ends

of Cyl to punctured disks on 3. Finally, (iv) follows from [7.21], item (ii) above, and uniqueness for ODE

solutions. g
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Lemma 7.31 (Flux monotonicity). Suppose ¢ € CS° (Cyl[mb]), ¢ >0, and Lp = 0.
s
(i) Fors € (a, b) dF’ (s) = V( )+ (F‘b( ))2 > 0.
(ii) F2(b) + F?(a f V(s) + (F2(s)) ds.
Proof. The equalities are calculations using (Z.20]) and The inequality in (i) follows from O
Definition 7.32. Given F' € R and s € I, we define H = H[F;s] € C*(Cyl;) by requesting that it
satisfies the equation £, H = 0 with initial data H(s) = 1 and F{ (s) = F. We also define ¢eyen := H|[0;0].

Yo 6) = V(s) + F?
i s ~ (H[F;8)(s))?
8F s 1
W) —F ) = @FEae)»

Proof. By direct calculation, switching the order of differentiation, and using [[.31] we find

) (8FfH2) 4

Lemma 7.33. (i) > 0.

> 0.

9s \ ou
where H = H[F;s| and u is either s or F. It follows that
8Ff()78Ff(> H(s)\”
du T Tou H(s))

Differentiating both sides of the equation Ff[F@] (s) = F with respect to g yields the first equality in

orf  OFf )
75 (s) = — e (s) =V(s) + F~,

H
where the second equality follows from [[31l Observing also that %@) = 1 and combining the above
completes the proof. O

Definition 7.34. Define F%sven := limg s FPeven (8) if Poven > 0 on Cyl; and Foeven .= 00 otherwise.

max max

Lemma 7.35. If Y is a sphere, Fosven = .

max

Proof. If ¥ is a sphere, then I = R, and then it follows from (I9), that V' > 0, and that Odeven(0) = 0
that even has a root s2=em € (0, 00). O

We are now ready to parametrize families of RLD solutions by their flux ratios and Ffl. The notation
differs slightly depending on whether the total number of circles ko (recall [[T1]) is even (Proposition [:36])
or odd (Proposition [T.37).

Proposition 7.36 (Existence and uniqueness of RLD solutions, ko even). Given F € (0, Fzen) and
ag=(0,§)= ((Uz‘)?ila (fj);?il) el (RN) ® L (RN)
satisfying |E|p < 1, there is a unique k = k[F; o] € N and a unique unit RLD solution é= (;AS[F;Q] on
X=(Cyly) satisfying the following.
(a) Ffi =F and s“lg > 0.
(b) a? = 0'|k where k = k[F;a] € N is the number of jump latitudes of ¢ (recall [T.21) and o), =

((Ul)z 19 (5])3 1 ) € RF1 x Rk,
Moreover the following hold.

i) s{,...,s; are increasing smooth functions o or fized o.

i) s7 ¢ are i ‘ th functi F d

(ii) k[F;g] s a nonincreasing function of F'. Further, there exists k)., € N and a decreasing sequence
{ager 1 &> kY oy .} such that k[F; o] =k if and only if F € [ak o, Gk—1,0)-

min
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(iil) The restriction of (;AS[F;Q] on any compact subset of Cyl; depends continuously on F and o.

Proof. Suppose $ is a unit RLD solution satisfying (a) and (b). Because s“f > 0, the symmetries imply
that ¢ = Peven O a neighborhood of Cyly. But then [Z.2](i)-(ii), the flux monotonicity (Lemma [Z.31]),
and Remark [(.14] inductively determine s? and ¢ uniquely on Cyl;. This concludes the uniqueness part.

We next construct a family of RLD solutions (;5[ ; o] satisfying (a) and (b). By the hypotheses, [[.34]
and [Z31] there is a unique s; € (0,1) such that @eyen is positive on Cyl_g, ) and F' = F%(s1). By

Remark [7.14] there is a unique extension (E[F ;o] of ¢Cvcn|0y1

( ) to a maximal domain Cyl _, ,y and
Yi(—s1,81 )

a unique (a priori possibly infinite) sequence s = (s, S, ... ) such that ¢ >0, EXQAS =0 on Cyl{_, 4, and
Fﬁ (si) = F;1, where F;_ := F and all other F;1 are defined by requesting the identities in [.T4 hold. To

show that (;AS is an RLD solution, we need only show that a = [ and s is a finite sequence. By Remark

[C.14] and Lemma [7.31],
Sit1
2FEJ (Fi+1, + FhL) = / V(S) + (F?(S)) dS,

where E is as in[Z.J4 This implies a uniform in 4 lower bound on s; 1 —s;. Therefore a = [. In the case
[ = oo we show there are finitely many jump latitudes by estimating an upper bound for si in terms of F'
and o specifically, we claim that if a has a jump at s;+1 and s; is large enough that ¢enqa > 0 on (s;,1)
(recall [:30)), then Ff(sj) < FY Pend (s;), which using the comparability of all the fluxes to F with the fact
from [7.30] that limg_soo F qbe““‘( ) = 0, implies that s; cannot be arbitrarily large.

The claim follows by observing that F¢ F‘i"“‘d cannot change sign on (s;,s;+1) as F and F} Pena satisfy

the same first order equation [7.31i), while F¢ changes 31gn and Ff_’“‘d remains positive on (s;, s;4+1). This
concludes the proof of the existence and umqueness of (;5[ o] satisfying (a)-(b).
Since as above F' = F¢eve“( ) [7.31 implies s{ is increasing as a function of F By [ 14 F2¢_ =

1 52 e’ F. By combining this with both parts of Lemma m it follows that 52 is increasing as a

functlon of F'. Using this and arguing inductively shows that s? 5 1s a strictly increasing function of F' for
2<j<k.
That k[F'; o] is nonincreasing in F and the existence the sequence follows easily from the monotonicity

of sk in (ii). To complete the proof of (ii), we must show that k% is well defined, that is independent

of g. If Feven < 00, by the flux monotonicity [7.31] it is easy to see that this is true and moreover that

max

kS = 1. Suppose then that Feen = oo, and consider RLD solutions $ = gg[F, g],a’ = $[F’,g’] for

oo’ €' (RY) @ > (RY) fixed and Varlable F,F" € (0, F¢ewen). By choosing F’ large enough in terms
of F and o, we may ensure that Fil > Fil- for all ¢ such that both of the preceding are defined. By
[[3T and [[.33], this implies that k[F; o] > k[F’;a’]. On the other hand, by choosing F’ small enough in
terms of F' and g, it follows analogously that k[F;g] < k[F’; '], and together these inequalities prove
that koY, is well defined.

Finally, (iii) follows from (7.28)) and smooth dependence of ODE solutions on initial conditions. O

Proposition 7.37 (Existence and uniqueness of RLD solutions, k., odd). Given F € (0,00) and
o= (0,6 = (0%, (&)%) € £ (RY) @0 (RY)
svatisiymg |€lge < 1 and & = 0, there is a unique k = k[F;0] € N and a unique unit RLD solution
¢ = ¢[F;a] on Xg(Cle) satisfying the following.
(a) Ff = F{. = F and s} = 0.
(b) a? = 0'|k where k = k[F;a] € N is the number of jump latitudes of ¢ (recall [T.21) and o, =

((Ul)z 17(5])] 1) € RF-1 x R*.
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Moreover the following hold.

(i) sg, e ,sf are increasing smooth functions of F for fized o.
odd

(i) k[F;@a] is a nonincreasing function of F'. Further, there exists k555 € N and a decreasing sequence
{bgoda 1 g, bpodd 5. } such that k[F;a] =k if and only if F' € [bg g, br—1,0)-

(i) The restriction of |F;a) on any compact subset of Cyl; depends continuously on F and &.

Proof. We omit the details of the proof, which are very similar to the proof of [.36l Note however that

the assumption & = 0 is necessary (recall [[.28) due to the symmetry about s‘f =0. O
Remark 7.38. Tt is clear that any RLD solution is a constant multiple of a gg[F, o as in or a 5[F, fed
as in [[.37] O
Remark 7.39. RLD solutions with k, odd were constructed on S? in [33, Lemma 7.22], where they were
called ¢eq|F'; o). O

Estimates on RLD solutions. We proceed to estimate the families of RLD solutions just constructed.
To avoid unnecessary notational difficulties, we state and prove the next results for the families of RLD
solutions ¢ with k, even and leave the trivial modifications for the families of solutions ¢ with k., odd to
the reader.

Definition 7.40. We define for k € N, k > k%% the domain Sy C R x RF~1 x R* by
Seim { (F, (0050 (€)) + F e (0,a10) and [€le= <1},
where ax—1 o is as in[7.36, By[7.13 and[7-36, Sk+1 C Sk C R x RN x RN,

Lemma 7.41 (Recursive formulas for the derivatives of s;). An RLD solution ¢ = ¢[F; @] as in [7-36]
has k > k&%, jumps if and only if F € (0,ak—1,0) or equivalently by (F, a|,) € Sk. The kth
Jump latitude sj, depends only on F' and o, and can be considered as a smooth function defined on S..

Alternatively, we can consider each F as a smooth function of Fy = Ffb and o, and then we have for

k=1

(7.42) (V(s1) + (Ff_)2)g—; 16, (Vi) + (Ff_f)g_z _ P
and for k > 1 the recursive formulas (note Sy, C Sk—1)
) (Vi) + () o = (Vo + (51, St ()
+ (14 51@71)(62;:12 o) (L)és(zk)l)) +(1- 5k)(ez;:11 o,
- _ ~ 2
(11) (Visu)+ (L)) 5 = (Vi) + (1)) Gt (¢§’;k;)> +
~ 2
+F(1+ 5;@_1)8%(62” ") (¢(%S(’;;;)> ~F(1- &)a%(ezfl ™)
oy S b Sk— AS _ 2
(145) (Vise) + (L)) Gt = (Vi) + (R0 et (S )
+0j0-1) (X1 71 ) Fy (%Z;» — k(== ) .



Proof. Below, we compute partial derivatives of s; with respect to F1,s,_1, and the entries of o, from
which the smoothness claimed follows immediately. To this end, we recall from (Z.28)) and [Z.32 that on

Cyl[sk—hsk]

~ -~ k—2
(7.46) &= d(se_1)H [(1 + &) (X Ul)Fl;sk_l} .
For H as in (.40) and using (Z.28), we find
(747) Ff(sk;) = (1 _gk)(ezf:} crl)Fl-
Items (7.43)-(Z45) then follow by using the chain rule to differentiate (Z.47) and Lemma [:3T] and both
parts of [[.33] to calculate the partial derivatives of F. O

Lemma 7.48 (Estimates for large k). For all (F,a) € Sk+1\ Sk+2 with |o|a bounded and |€|sp~ < 1/10,
the RLD solution ¢ = ¢[F;a] satisfies the following, where C denotes constants depending only on an
upper bound of || .

1
(i) Flf(\;E and si, < %long:

(ii) For 2 <i <k we have g1 <s; —s;—1 < C and }log ¢(b’))} < %
1
(iii) Hl — CO(Cyl Sk’sk])” <% Clogk.
Proof. By Lemma [[.31] we conclude that the maximum of |Ff| is achieved at the jump latitudes. Using
also [.T4 we conclude (where E in[(I4] depends only on an upper bound of |o|,: by the hypotheses) that

k+1
(7.49) Srerl[%?l() |F¢( )| = rlffax F¢ f; mln Fﬁt

Since ¢ has k + 1 jumps, we may argue as in the proof of 236, and by using also ([TZ9) and [30)

1 3 .
(7.50) =h < FP, < F{mi(sy) < Cem 2,
By using Lemma [Z.3Tlon Cylyy g j, -, Cylys, | 5,) and summing, we find
—~ —~ —~ Sk —~
(7.51) F +Fp 4+ +F = / V(s) + (F2(s))° ds.
0

Next using [[224] (C49), and (C50) to estimate (T51), we find
1 [
(7.52) F/o Vi(s)ds < 2k — DF < E (IVI|z1 oy, + Esn(EL (s))?)

from which we conclude using the first part of (i) and then by (Z50) and [.30) the rest of (i). For
(i), C31Nii) and the mean value theorem imply that for some s’ € (s;_1,s;),

¢ ¢
Ly + B
V(') + (F2(s)?
Estimating a trivial upper bound for V, using (i) and (T49) gives the first inequality in the first part

of (ii), and using that % < m and using (Z.50) and [30, we conclude s; —s;,—1 < C. Using then
Definition and part (i), we have

(753) S; —Si—1 =

&(si) ; e
log =——— F(s)]ds < — =
o8 d)(si*l) S /bl | | i < / k ’

which completes the proof of (ii), and (iii) follows similarly. O
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Corollary 7.54 (Estimates for the derivatives of s). If ¢ = ¢[F:a| is an RLD solution as in [7-386,
s = s?lfel (R, 0l,1) € Sky1 (recall[TZ0), and [€|p~ < min(5s, 1), the following estimates hold, where
C' depends only on an upper bound of |o|: .

() (Vise) + (FY)") G o b
(id) }(V(sz@H(FZi) ) g
(if) |(Vse) + (F)") 52

Proof. We first prove (i). To simplify notation in this proof, we denote

- 2
Py = (V(sk) + (Fd)))g% Pe-1:= (%>7

<C,i=1,....,k—1.

<k,]—1 k.

Vise) + (F2)°
Vise) + (F)°
Th—1 = Qr-1(1+ §k71)(ezf;12 )+ (1- 51@)(62;:11 7.
In this notation, (Z43) from Lemma [[.4]] is equivalent to the equation
(7.55) P, =Ry 1Qr—1Pi—1 +Th—

Ry =

from which we conclude by applying (43]) recursively

k-1 k—1 k-1
(7.56) Pk:Pll_[QiRi+Z <Ti H QjRj>'
i=1 i—1

j=it1
From (42) it follows that P, = 1 —¢&;. By[[.I4] [[ 48 and the assumptions, the following estimates hold:

(7.57) Qi ~ 1, Ri ~ 1, Ti~1, i=1,...,k—1.
14+C/k 14C/k c

Combining (T57) with (56 completes the proof of (i). Proofs of (ii) and (iii) are similar and use
respectively (Z40) and (Z44) in place of (Z43), so we omit the details. O

Smooth at the ends RLD solutions. We concentrate now on smooth at the ends RLD solutions and
we introduce a unified notation in terms of their flux ratios and total number k. of parallel circles:

Lemma 7.58 (RLD solutions ¢[o : ko]). Given ko € N with ko > kMin (recall [7.23) and o = (0,€) €
RF=1 x RF k := [k, /2], satisfying |§|gm <1 and & = 0 if ko is odd, there is a unique, smooth at the
ends, unit RLD solution (recall [7.21)) b= (b o : ko] satisfying ko [S¢] = ko and ¢® = &.

Proof. Recall from Proposition that QS[F ;o] has k > k% jump latitudes precisely when F €
[ak,0,0k—1,0) and from [.37 that G|F; o) has k > k2dd jump latitudes when F' € [byg,bk—1,0). By
[7300 and the flux monotonicity in [7.36[i) and [[.37(i), there exist unique dr o € [Gk,o,0k—1,0) for all
k > k°% such that (;AS[Ek &; 0] is smooth at the ends, and unique Ek o € [bh.o,bk—1,6) for all k > k294 such

mm min

2k30d — 1}

min’ min

that qﬁ[bk,g; o] is smooth at the ends. To complete the proof, we need only show that {2k,
is a set of consecutive natural numbers.
For this, first consider & = (0,0) and the smooth-at-the ends RLD solution ¢ = (b[bkodd ;0. For

£ close to 1, define ¢’ = (0, (£,0,...)) and the RLD solution ¢ = g/b\[(l - §)fl;kod_d£;
Fp = Ekoqd o= Ff’ and Ff:’t = Ff:’t for all 4 > 1 such that both of the preceding are defined. On the other

o’], which satisfies

hand, by choosing ¢ close enough to 1, we can ensure that Fﬁ =(1- {)Ekoqd o is as small as desired. By
[[3T and [7.33] it follows that for £ close enough to 1, ko [s‘g] = 2k°4d An analogous argument shows that

min

we can find an RLD solution 5 with ko[s?] = 2k¢%,, + 1, and these two assertions complete the proof. [

min
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Remark 7.59. In the case that I = R, it may be the case that ;s = aj,o, as was the case for example
in [33, Prop. 3.14]. If I is a finite interval however, compactness guarantees that ay o > ag,o- O

0.9

FIGURE 2. Profiles of RLD solutions @[ : 7] and ¢[o : 8] with respectively 7 and 8
singular circles. In each case & = 0 and V = 2sech?s, corresponding to the case where
¥ is an equatorial S% in S?. The right image depicts the same profiles over a wider
domain, to emphasize the smooth at the ends behavior.

Convention 7.60. Hereafter, we assume ko € N with ko, > k2" is given, and define k € N by k = [k, /2],
ie. ko =2k if k is even and ko, = 2k — 1 if k. is odd.

Lemma 7.61 (Characterization of low k"),
(i) k™ =1 if and only if Gena > 0 on Cylio,y-
(i) kMin = 2 if and only if for some s?ggg >0, enda > 0 on (sfg;ﬁ,l), ¢Cnd(s?§g€) =0 and ¢oyen > 0
on (0,s%ni].
(iii) k™ > 3 if and only if for some 0 < nggz“ < sf’gg;‘, Gena > 0 on (sf’gg;*,l), ¢end(si§g§) =0,

Peven > 0 on (0, Sﬁféi“), and ¢cvcn(8?§<§i“) =0.
Proof. We first prove (i). If ¢opa > 0 on Cyljg,;), then clearly the function on CET(Cyl(O)) defined by
S+ dend(|s|) is an RLD solution with ko = 1, so k2" = 1. Conversely, if k™" = 1, then in the notation
of [[31(ii), ¢[F; o] has only one jump latitude for F' € [b1,4,b0,6). By the flux monotonicity [[31] there

is a unique F in this interval such that ¢[F;@](s) = dena(|s|). By [[2I(i), it follows that denq > 0 on
Cylo,;y- The proofs of (ii)-(iii) are straightforward from [Z.31] so we omit the details. O

Remark 7.62. If ¥ is a torus, recall from [ 4lthat S fixes the two equatorial circles )N(E(Cylo) and Xy (Cyl).
Up to redefining X s, we could interchange the role of which equatorial circle Cyl, maps to, which would
interchange the roles of @even and @enq. This would lead to slightly different classes of RLD solutions;
in particular if either @eyen > 0 Or ¢eng > 0 on Cyl[o)l), we would have k™" = 1 with respect to at least
one of these choices (recall [[L61)(i)). It would also be possible (recall Remark [[12(ii)) to consider an
expanded class of RLD solutions which have jumps on both equators, although we have not considered
this case for the sake of simplicity. O

Proposition 7.63. Suppose ¢ = (E[g : ko] and ¢ = gg[g’ ko] are as in [7.58, where o = (0,€) €
RFL X RY g/ = (0/,¢') € RF1 x R¥ satisfy |€]p~ < min(55, %), €]~ < min(, £). There is a
constant C' > 0 depending only on an upper bound of |o|n and |o'|,n such that
-~ o~ C
EY —F| < (o)~ alo + 1§ — €l
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Proof. Observe that the conclusion follows from the estimate

-~ —~ C
(7.64) |[F?' = FP| < 2 (10" = olo + 1€ — €le)
since for any i € {1,...,k} we have (taking 4+ or — in every instance of £+ below)
P = £ =0 (S (1 £ 695 ) | <

(1 &) (eZim 7T — (1 &) (Zi= )

FY 4+ (1+&)(eXim17) ‘Fﬁ' _F?

We now prove (Z.64). Fix k € N and consider the map defined by
PlF;a] ( IF;a end (O3
F(Fr.g) =FL0 (st ol) — ppes (s71052))

(7.65) -
=(146) (X ) By = B (1),
where g/b\[F;g] is as in and the second equality uses ((28)). Clearly, F(F1,o0) = 0 if and only if
¢|F; o] is smooth at the ends. Now let (Fy, o) € F~! ({0}) be arbitrary.

It follows from Lemma [.31] and that F is C'; below we estimate the partial derivatives of F at
(F1, o). Differentiating (T.65]) with respect to F; and using [[.31] we compute

OF | (e (e ) + (Visy) + (F,)) 2

7.66 — il
( ) oF, (F1,0) oF,

3

(F1,0)

and similarly the derivatives with respect to o; and ¢;. By combining with Corollary [[.54] we estimate
that for j € {1,...,k}and i € {1,...,k — 1},

oF
OF,

oOF
601'

oOF

(7.67) %

<,

<

3

¢
k )

(Fre) © (Fi,0) (Fi,0)

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of k.
By the implicit function theorem, F~! ({0}) is a graph of a function of & in the vicinity of any given
(F1,a) € F~1({0}), and moreover (abusing notation slightly), for s € {1,...,k — 1} and j € {1,...,k},

om| ( oF )‘1 OF
00i | O |(py o) 993 |(Fy,0) 7
(7.68) .
Of | _ ( or ) oF
0% |g OF1 |(F, o) 9% |(ry ) .
The conclusion follows by combining this with the estimates (T.G7). (]

8. LD soLUTIONS FROM RLD SOLUTIONS

Basic facts. Given m € Z \ {0}, we define a scaled metric X = X[m] on Cyl and scaled coordinates

(8[m],0[m] ) defined by

(8.1) N=m’, F=mls, 0=mls.

We also define corresponding a scaled linear operator

(8.2) Liim) =Dz +m 2V =m™2L,.

Definition 8.3. Given s € Ry and m € Z\ {0}, we define a shifted coordinate s =75[s, m] by

~

S:=5—|m|s=|m|(s —s).
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Definition 8.4. Given m € Z\ {0}, we define
(8.5) O[m] := 1/(9|m]).
Given s, s, and m as in [7.11, for i = 1,...,k we define §; := §[m;] and define nested open sets

Dy . (30[m]) € @'[s;m] C Qfs;m], where
Qfs;m] = D™ (3/|ml) = D™ (3),
Olsim] == D™ (2/|ml) = DY (2).

We also define Qs; m)] := Ule Qs;;my] and V'[s;m] = Ule Q'[85 m;].

FIGURE 3. A schematic of connected components of the neighborhoods of Lpar[s] (de-
fined in [84]) near latitude s.

Definition 8.6 (Antisymmetry operators). Given a domain Q@ C Cyl satisfying S;(2) = Q for some
s € R (recall[7), we define operators Ry and As, each acting on real-valued functions defined on 2, by
Rsu =wuoS; and Asu = u — Rsu.
Lemma 8.7. Lets € (2,00) and m € Z\ {0}. The following hold:

(i) For all u,v € C°(Ns;m]), As (uv) = u Asv + Asu Ryv.

(ii) For all u € C?(Qs; ]) [As, L5]u=m2AV Rgu.
(iii) HV C7 (2 X H < C ||V C'O Q X || holds for any domain Q2 C Cyl;.
(iv) [[AsV : CI( X)| <

Proof. (i) follows from a stralghtforward computation, and (ii) follows from (i) and a similar computation,
using the fact that A commutes with As. (iii) follows from [301 (iv) is a discrete version of (iii) which
follows from the mean value theorem and (iii). O

Lemma 8.8 (Green’s functions [33, Lemma 2.28]). There ezists € > 0 depending only on V' such that
for any p € Cyl, there exists a Green’s function GX for Ly on DX(e) satisfying:

HG;f —logr: Cj(Dg(e) \ {p},r,x,r2| 10gr|)‘ < C(j), where r= dy.
Proof. This follows from and [.301 O
Definition 8.9 ([33| Definition 2.21]). Given a,b,c € R and s € Ry, we define (recall[7.11))
¢ =gla.b;s] € C(Cyl?), j=jle;s] € C(Cy1™?)
by requesting they satisfy the initial data
o(s)=a,  9g(s)=b,  jl5) =0,  01j(s) =0-j(s) =¢c,

and the ODEs L,¢ =0 on Cyl®, and Lyj=0on Cyl(0’§).
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Remark 8.10. Note that ¢ depends linearly on the pair (a,b) € R? and J depends linearly on c € R. [

Lemma 8.11 ([33] Lemma 2.23]). For all m € N large enough and s € (=, 00), the following estimates

hold (recall[T.8).
() || #1108 = 1 : O (Qsimal  Xlm)) || < CG)/m?.
(i) || dlmss) = 181+ O (Qlsim] \ Lparls] Xl | < CG)/m?
(if) || Ay 9[1,0:) : € (Qsim] Xlm)) | € CG)/m?.
) | Asdtmass] + (s mI\ Lparls], Xm)) | < CGY/m.

3
m’

(iv

Proof. The proof is an ODE comparison argument which is only superficially different than the proof of
[33, Lemma 2.23]here we use properties of V established in 87 instead of properties of 2sech?s as in
[33]—so we omit the details. O

Maximally symmetric LD solutions from RLD solutions. For convenience and uniformity, we
now identify Cyl; with Xx(Cyl;) C ¥ (recall Remark [TH)), which allows us to study LD solutions on the
cylinder instead of on X.

Definition 8.12. Given a function ¢ on some domain  C Cyl or Q C X, we define a rotationally
invariant function payg on the union Q' of the O(2) orbits on which ¢ is integrable (whether contained
in Q or not), by requesting that on each such orbit C,

Sﬁavg| = an(ﬂ.
c C
[/[’ € alSO deﬁne @OSC on Q Q by <POSC = gﬁ — gﬁa‘,g,

Lemma 8.13 (§,,-Symmetric LD solutions, cf. [29] Lemma 3.10]). For m € N large enough (depending
only on ) the following hold.

(i) ker Ly, is trivial modulo the G, action on 3.
(ii) Given a G, -tnvariant invariant configuration T : L — R there exists a unique Sp,-invariant LD
solution ¢ = @[T] of configuration T.

Proof. Ttem (i) follows from the triviality of ker L5, modulo O(2) x Zs in[[2] by taking m large enough.
Item (ii) follows from (i) and applying Lemma 5221 O

Lemma 8.14 (Vertical balancing, [33], Lemma 4.5]). Suppose ¢ is an LD solution whose configuration
T and singular set L are (s, m)-rotational as in[7.11} Then the following hold.
(i) pavg € C(Cyl7), where Lpay = Lpar[s].
(i) On Cyl}, @ave satisfies the ODE Ly @avg = 0.
(111) |mz|7'1 = 8+<pavg(si) + 8,gaavg(si), i=1,...,k.

Proof. To prove (i) and (ii), we need to check that ¢ is integrable on each circle contained in Lpay
and that @..e is continuous there also. But these follow easily from the logarithmic behavior of ¢
(recall BX6). We now prove item (iii). Fix ¢ € {1,...,k}. For 0 < €; << ez we consider the domain
Qeyer = wa[si] (e2) \ D¥(€1). By integrating £, =0 on €., ., and integrating by parts we obtain

0
/ —¢+ / Ve =0,
09, .0y 0N Q

€1:€2

where 7 is the unit outward conormal field along 9}, .,. By taking the limit as e; N\, 0 first and then as
€2 \, 0, we obtain by using the logarithmic behavior near L. O
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Lemma 8.15 (Normalized maximally symmetric LD solutions). Given ko > k™" and k as in [7.60,
m € (Z\ {0})* with m (as in[711) large enough as in[813, and @ = (0,&) € RF1 x R* with [€|i~ < 1,
there is a unique Gy, -invariant LD solution ® = ®[[a : ko, m|| characterized by the following requirements
where ¢ = ¢glm] is as in[7.29

(a) ¢ =¢[la: ko, m| := Doy, is a multiple of DlF+ 0o ko (recall [T.58).

(b) The singular set of ® is L = L[[a : ko, m|| := L[s[g+ & : ko|;m] (recall [7.1])).

(c) The configuration 7" :=7'[[a : ko, m]| of ® is a (s[g+ & : ko], m)-symmetric configuration as in

[7-17] satisfying 71 = 1 (normalizing condition,).
Moreover, the following hold.
P(si)

(i) For i € {1,...,k} we have 7| = | |2Fi¢. Moreover 7] is independent of m and satisfies
m;
b : ko q i—
Tl =71lo: ke, m| = —?W_—Fg I(s:) eXist 7.
¢lg+a : kol(s1)

|m1|
B+ o : ko)(s1) 2FPIE el

(ili) On Q[si;mg), ¢ = ¢, +j,, where ¢, := T{Q[LWT}J(@’ Tisi, ‘";Igi;si] and j, = j {I";i‘ri’;si]

(i) @f[a : ko, m| = dlg+ o kol

Proof. Let m be as in and suppose ® is a §G,,-invariant LD solution satisfying (a)-(c). Let ¢ be
such that ¢ = c¢ and i € {1,...,k}. Using Lemma BI4 to solve for 7/, we immediately conclude
7/ = ¢(s;)2F? /|my]; furthermore using Lemma 814, (a)-(c) above, (Z.25), and the definition of ¢ in [7.29,
we compute

o~

/

T lmal é(si) FY Jma] o(si) (ezi;}moz) _ 960) (ezi;i m),

=

)

o mil o(s1) B Imal g(sy) B(s1)
o 0(1) e ch(51), .5
PR T S Ty Y

We conclude from these equations that (a)-(c) imply (i) and (ii). In particular, the second equation in
(i) determines 7' and hence uniqueness follows from Lemma

To prove existence we define L by (b) and 7/ by the second equation in (i). Using we then define
P := p[7'] and we verify that @, = c¢, where ¢ is defined by 05(51)2F1¢ = |m|: Let i e {1,...,k}. By
Lemma [R14] it follows that |m;|7] = 2<I>avg(si)Fiq>"”g. By the definitions of 7/ and ¢, we have |m;|7! =
ca(si)2Ff. Since Ff = Fic¢, by equating the right hand sides of the preceding equations, we conclude
that the function f := c¢ — @y satisfies

(8.16) Oy f(si)+0_f(s)=0, i=1,... k.

This amounts to the vanishing of the derivative jumps of f at each s;. Clearly f is smooth at the ends and
satisfies £, f = 0 in between the s;. Hence we conclude f € OIOST(E) and satisfies Ly f = 0 everywhere.
By [[.2(iv), we conclude f = 0.

It remains to check (iii). By BId(uii)} m;7] = 01 ¢(s;) + 0_p(si), so from the definition of j in B3

. . 0+¢p+ 0-
8+li(si) = 8711(31) = W(Sz)
Therefore, ¢ — J; satisfies

. Ot —0_¢ .
04(¢—4,)(s:) = %(Si) =—0-(¢—7,)(si).

Hence, ¢ —j, € C(Q[si;mi]) and Ly (¢ —J,) = 0. By uniqueness of ODE solutions, ¢ — j. = ¢, . Finally,
the expressions for ¢, and j, follow from this, (i) above, (7.25), BI0, and O
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Decomposition and estimates of LD solutions & = ®[[o : ko, m||. We now decompose and estimate
a®=9>®[o:k,,m| as in[BIA In order to get good estimates, we assume the following.

Assumption 8.17. We assume that m may be taken as large as needed in terms of k.

Notation 8.18. Consider a function space X consisting of functions defined on a domain 2 C Cyl. If
is invariant under the action of Gy, for some m € Z\ {0} (recall [LI0), we use a subscript “sym[m]”
to denote the subspace Xgymm) C X consisting of those functions f € X which are invariant under the
action of 9Im\' O

Definition 8.19 (Decompositions of & = ®[[a : ko, m||). We first define a decomposition ® = Ele o
by applying and requesting that ®; is an LD solution with singular set L; = L[s;;m;] (recall [7.1)).
We deﬁne then the following Vi € {1,...,k}.

G € Covmpma) (Cylr \ Li) by requesting that is it is supported on DY (38:) and G; := 7/®[26;, 36;; dX] (GX—
¢[log d;, 0;s4), 0) on DX(36;) (Vp € L;).

®; € CX(Cyly) by B; 1= Dj g — ¥ [Wﬂ Tt dfw[sl,]] (4,-0) on Qfsi;mi] and ®; := ®; ayg on Cyl; \
Qfsi;my) (recall 812 and [E13(iii))).

P}, B} € O3 my (Cy1y) by requesting that ®; = Gi + ©; + @} on Cyl; \ Li and Ej := Lz, ®; on Cyl;
(clearly supported on Q[s;;m;]).

We then define G € C=(Cyl; \ L), & € C(Cyly), and @, E' € CF,.,(Cyly) by G = poges

P = Zl 1 <I>Z, P = ZZ 1@ and E' = Ef L Ei. Clearly then ® = G+o+ 9 on Cyl; \ L, P = ¢ on

Cyl; \ Q[s;m], and =0 {ﬁu |,21,‘» Lpar[blj| (¢ (b) =¢—-" [\mll |,31‘»d>£par[si]} (L—vo) on Q[si; mi]
(Vie{l,...,k}), with ¢,9,,7, as n [ 10

We estimate the average and oscillatory parts of ® separately. The decomposition ® = G+d+d
is designed so that @’ is small in comparison to ® (cf. Proposition [8:29 below). We have the following
characterization of @/,

avg:*
Eemma 8.20. fIJ’an :(2/:) 1 @ dgl,g where @} ., = (®})avg is supported on Qsi;m;] and satisfies
)Z[mi]q)i,avg Ez ,avg * E avg an
2 y . .
(8.21) (I); avg = v [m;]> Imz\ ) dﬁpdr[sz’]} (li’ O) on Q[Sia ml] \ Q/[Si, mi]a

J,— (éi)avga on V[s;;my).

Proof. Taking averages of ® = G+d+9 and rearranging establishes @;vg = ¢— o CA{Wg Applying L5,
to both sides of this decomposition and using the definition of E; in B9 establishes Ly, P} =F!

3,avg i,avg’

Finally, (821]) follows from the decomposition @, , = ¢ — d— Gavg by substituting the expression for ®
from BT and using that G; = 0 on Qs;;mg] \ [s:; m). O

In order to estimate ®’

osc We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 8.22 (cf. [29] Lemma 5.23]). Given E € nyfn[m ](Cyll) with Eavg = 0 and E supported on
D¥ (Cyl) solving Lsima u = E and
satisfying the following.

par[si](?)&-) for some i € {1,...,k}, there is a unique u € C'Syf}nm KIm]

(i) tavg =0.
)z €22 (o1 Sl 2000 | < s B2, (D

:,ym[m ] :’Vm[m ] Lpar[bx

(36 ), X[ma] ) ||-
(111) HA"ZU’ nyﬁl [m] (Dfpar [si] (351) ’ %[mz] )H < CHE nyﬁl [m ](Dfpar [si] (35 ) mz H/m

+ OHASiE C:?yfn[m ](Dfpar[bl (30), x[mi] )H
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Proof. The existence and uniqueness of u is clear, and (i) follows since Lgpmn,ju = Eavg = 0. For (ii),
let u; be the solution on Cyl of Ag,,ju1 = E, subject to the condition that u; — 0 as s — +oo. By
standard theory and separation of variables, we have
_Im,|

S| < g€, (D)

sym[m;]

Jur : C20 L (CyL, X[mal e

sym|

(363, Xmal) ||

Note that (uj)avg clearly vanishes. Define now inductively a sequence (u;)jen, uj € C’bym (s (Cyl) by

Lpar[si)

requesting that for each j > 2, Agp u; = —mi_2Vuj,1 and u; — 0 as s — Foo. Estimating u; in the
same fashion used to estimate wq, we have for i > 2
[m;|

) | < Ompugo s O3 (DX, (380, Kma) |

sym][ Lyar[si]

Juj = CZF (Cyl, X[mi],e”

sym[m;]
Note now that u = ijl uj, and the estimates above imply (i).
Applying A, to both sides of the equation Lg,,ju = E and using Lemma B(ii), we obtain
Liimi As;u = Ay E —m 2 AV Rau.

Although Ay, E—m; %A,V Reu is not supported on Dy [51] (30;), it has average zero, so a straightforward
par [Si

modification of the argument proving (ii) by replacing the assumption that the inhomogeneous term is

compactly supported with the assumption (from (ii) above) that the right hand side has exponential

decay away from D} (30), we conclude that

par[si]
[ As, ij?n[ml] (Dfpar[sl](?"s) [ma]) |

< Cl|AE: ngﬁlml](wa{l](?"s) [mi] ) ||+
+ O m72 A VR COR (DY (36:), Xlmi ).

sym][ Lyar[si]
(i) follows after using (L.I0), Lemma R7(iv), and part (i) above to estimate the last term. O
We are now ready to begin estimating ®'. We will estimate @avg and @/ __ separately, by estimating
each ®; .., and ®; .. in the decompositions &, = Z 1 P aves Pave = Zf 1 <I>; Obc (recall B.I9 and
B20). To estimate ®; .., and ®; .. we will use that they satlsfy the equations Lgjm, P} ove = Fi 1y and
L5im) Pl ose = B ose- We first establish relevant estimates for B}, B} ., and EZ osc and then estimate
¢; ,avg a'nd ¢; osc*

Lemma 8.23. For each i =1,...,k, E! vanishes on Dfi(25i) and Ef .. is supported on Dfpar[si] (36;).-
The following hold.

i) (|G = O gy (DX, (30 \ DY, (83) , X[mi] )| < C()
(D}, (38:) \ D, (26:) , X[ma) || < C(5)/|mul-

) [|AGi s Clin
111 HE sym[m ](Q[S“ml] Xmi H < O( )
V) AGEL: CL (DX 380, Xma))| < CG)/lmal, for i € {1, k).

In either (i) or (iv), the same estimate holds if E! is replaced with either E! or E]

1,avg 7,08C °

Proof. (i) follows from Lemma [8.8] Definition B9 and uniform bounds on the 7/’s which follow from
BI5(i) and [[48(ii). For (ii), it suffices to prove for any ¢ = 1,...,k and any p € L[s;;m;] the estimate

[ As,Gi : CI(DX(36;) \ DX (28:), X[ma))|| < C(5)/ml.
By Definition BT, we have A,G; = (I) — (II) on Dx(30;) \ DX(26;), where

(I) :==®[20;, 30;; dX](7; As, G, 0),

(II) = [251, 361', d;)(](TiAsi?[IOg 51’7 O; Si], 0)
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From Lemma and the uniform bounds on the cutoff ¥, we conclude that ||(I) : C7(DX(36;) \
Dy (26:) , x[mi )| < C(5)/Imal, and by Lemma BIIIii), that [[(11) : C7(Dy(36:) \ Dy (26:) , X[ma] )| <
C(5)|mi| =3 log |m;|. These estimates complete the proof of (ii).

The statements on the support of Ef and E! . follow from Definition 8.9 from which we also see that

7,08C

E} = Liim ¥ 2, 3; dX[mi[]Si]} (‘lz’ 0) on Qs;;m;] \ ©'[si;m;]. Thus, when restricted to Qfs;; mg) \ Q'[s;; mi],
the bound in (iii) follows from B9 BTH(iii), and the uniform bounds of the cutoff. It remains to estimate

E! on [s;;m;]. ByBI9 E! vanishes on Q'[s;; mZ]\DLWr (s (30i). Note that Ly =0on DX welsi] (36;).
Since Exéi = 0 on Dj (24;), when restricted to wa[si] (36;), the required bound in (iii) follows from (i).
With the preceding, this completes the proof of (iii).

For (iv), we have using that A, B} = —As, Lgm,) G; on wa[si] (36;). Since E! vanishes on
DXP 5] (25 /), it is only necessary to prove the estimate on the set difference. Using B7(ii) to switch the
order of Lgy,,) and As,, we find that

X[mi
‘Aszz/ = —E;[mi] »Able - ml__2AsiVRsi El/ on Dfpar[si] (351') \ Dfpar[si] (251').

Using (ii) to estimate the first term on the right and Lemma[87[iv) and (iii) to estimate the second term,

we obtain (ii). Finally, we can replace E} by E; ., or E] ... in either (iii) or (iv) by taking averages and

subtracting. |

Lemma 8.25 (Estimates for ®; , ). Vi € {1,...,k} the following hold.
(D) 19} avg = Cfy (QUsiz mal, Xmi] ) || < CG).

(ii) Forie{1,...,k}, ||As® fave | C‘JS‘( (36:), X[ma) )| < C(5)/|ml.

Lpar[si]

Proof. Fixi € {1,...,k}. We first establish the estimate on '[s;;m;]. By (821)),

(I); ,avg _.7 |:\m1| ! Sz:| - (éi)avg on Q/[Si;mi].
Note that the left hand side is smooth and the discontinuities on the right hand side cancel. Using that
L5imi) P avg = B ave from BI9), on Qs;;m] we have (where 5 =3§s;,m;] is as in B.3)
1 B
8.26 PP e + TV P o = El
( ) S zavg |m1|2 (|m1| ) i,avg i,avg"’

On a neighborhood of 9§Y'[s;;m;], we have that éavg = 0 from Definition [8 This combined with

estimates on j from Lemma BTl implies that |®] dvg‘ < C and |05 ®] avg’ < C on 9Q'[s;;m;]. Using

this as initial data for the ODE and bounds of the inhomogeneous term from Lemma B23] yields the C?

bounds in (i). Higher derivative estimates follow inductively from differentiating ([8.20) and again using

Lemma This establishes (i) on €'[s;;m;]. The proof of the estimate (i) on Q[s;;m;] \ Q'[s;; m;]

follows in a similar way using (I@II) but is even easier since there (@i)avg = 0, so we omit the details.
By (26) and Lemma B7(ii), As,®] ,,, satisfies (recall for the relation of s and )

(827) X[ml] A51 i avg ‘A V waq); avg = As Ez/ ,avg:*

The C? bounds in (ii) follow in a similar way by using Lemma BTT[(iii)-(iv) to estimate the initial data
on 9D} [s4] (30;), estimates on AsE; ., from Lemma B23(iv), and estimates on A5,V and ®; . from
par|Si

Lemma[B7(iv) and (i) above. Higher derivative bounds follow inductively from differentiating (827)) and
using Lemma B.7|(iv) and Lemma R23(iv). O

Lemma 8.28 (Estimates for ®} .. .). Vi € {1,...,k} the following hold.
(i) (a) H(I)z osc - ngm[mi] (Cyl X, € _mHSI_SiI)H <CU

b HAS-L 1,08C * O:ym[ml] (Dfpar :,1] (35 H < C /|m1|
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(i) || @ 5 € (€311, | < €G-
(i) [ As®@hse 2 CLppon (DY, 16y (300 Xlma] ) || < C()/|mal.

sym[m Lpar[si)

Proof. We first complete the proof in the case where Cyl; = Cyl and leave the modifications for the case
where [ < 0o (when ¥ is a torus) to the end. (i) follows directly from applying Lemma B22 to E} .,
using Lemma [B23] and Schauder regularity for the higher derivative estimates. For small k, (ii) follows
from (i). On the other hand, Lemma [[-48(ii) implies that for all 4, j € {1,...,k}, [s; —si| > % Using
this with part (i) above, we estimate

k—
H<I>OSC : C’Sjym (Cyl,)})H < C(y) supz —mllsl=si| < C(j Z — ¢! ),
SG]RZ 1 =0

where we have used Assumption BI7 This completes the proof of (ii). Now fix some ¢ € {1,...,k}. As
before, for i,j € {1,...,k}, |sj -8 > |J5,;‘. Using the definitions and (i) above,

)H < ||'ASI 1,08¢C Csrym( Lpar| Si](35)’%)H

X
||'A51 osc sym (D

pdr[sl
+ZHAa jiose : Chyn (D14 (39): X) |
J#i
< 0 (1) D11 osc = Clym (D1 (38).X) |
J#i
C(r) e —se
< (T)Ze mls;—sil
mn JF#i
k
_m C(’I”)
< g &k < =,

where we have used Assumption R.17]

We now address the case when ¥ is a torus, that is when Cyl; is a proper subset of Cyl. In this
case we must lift all of our functions to functions on Cyl which are invariant under the translation
Soi : Cyl — Cyl defined by s +— s + 2I. More precisely, we define for each i € {1,...,k} and j € Z

Ezl osc) Ezl ,J,0sC € bem m (Cyl) by Ez ,J,0sC E; osc o S%D 1,08C ZJGZ ,7,0SC) (I); ,J,0sC Csym[m ](Cyl) by

using [8.22 and requestlng that Lgpm, ]<I>Z Jose = =F joser and (I); osc = 2 jez <I>/7J)Obc
Finally, we use[8.22to establish exponential decay for each @OSC ;.; away from Ly [s;+20j] and complete
the proof; we omit the details because they are similar to those from the proof when Cyl; = Cyl. O

Proposition 8.29 (cf. [33] Proposition 4.18]). The following hold.
< > o' cgym[m (1,5 < C< ).

(i) |42 Oy (P, 10y 30 X) | < CG)/ maxi ], (i € {1, k).
Proof. Because of the estimates on ®/ . established in Proposition B28(ii), it is enough to prove the
estimate (i) for @, and this follows from .20 and B.25] O

9. FAMILIES OF LD SOLUTIONS ON O(2) x Zz SYMMETRIC BACKGROUNDS

The family of LD solutions. For the applications at hand, it will be convenient to use definitions of
K[L] and K[L] (recall B.IT)) which exploit the symmetries of the problem. When mpax > m, we will also
need to consider LD solutions with more general singular sets than the ones studied in Section B

Definition 9.1 (The space Voym [L]). Given L = Uleii which is a small G, -symmetric perturbation of

an L = L[s;m] as in[7.11}, define the subspace Veym[L] of V[L] (recall[Z8) consisting of elements equi-

variant under the obvious action of Gy, on V[L], an inner product (-, '>V[Z] by (-, '>V[Z] =2 e n ()il
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where (ao + a1ds + axdf, ag + ayds + a5Hdl) vy = a0a6 + a1a} + azaly, and a decomposition

k
Vsym[i]zea sym/[Li] @VT @VJ‘ L;], where
i=1

VI[L] :={(a+bds) _+ € Vsym[Li]:a,beR}

p€L;
and VL[L;] is the orthogonal complement of VT [L;] in Vegm[Li].
We will need to convert estimates on the cylinder—particularly those established for ® in Section [B—

into estimates on ¥ with the g metric. Before doing this we need the following lemma, which compares
the geometry induced by the metrics x and g.

Lemma 9.2. Suppose u € C7(Q) for a domain 2 C Cyl. Then
lu: C7(Q,e*x)|| < C(j)llu: C7 (R, X)||(1+Supe “P A+ flo s CHQN) -

Proof. In this proof we denote objects computed with respect to g = ¥y by a hat, so for example the
Levi-Civita connection of g is denoted by V. Taking covariant derivatives of Viu with respect to g, we
find
(V)i iyim = (VUi — D (VUi T
s=1

Recall the formula for the Christoffel symbols computed with respect to the conformal metric g = e2“y:

mz

ffn =T . +0bw, + 6fsw,m — gmisgple.
Combining the preceding, we find

k
(Vju)il...ijgm = (Vju)il.,.ij;m - Z(Vju)il...m...ijw,l (V] i;Wom + Z 11 copeeeiy G (Vw)p.
i=1
The conclusion now follows by a straightforward inductive argument. (I

Definition 9.3 (The constants &, cf. B.8). For each p € L we define a constant 6, > 0 by requesting

that the set of 5 s is invariant under the action of Gp, on L and that for i = 1,...,k we have d, =
—2w(s( 6 — 6*20‘)(5(1’)).

ml\

e

Definition 9.4 (The space of parameters). We define P := P & P+, where

Pl .=R%* pl.= é']’f = éRdiva[L
i=1 i=1
The continuous parameters of the LD solutions are
¢=(¢".¢") €Bpi=cBp=c(Bpr x Bp.),
where CT = ((1,0) = ((1,0,€) € QB%;T, GLER, o€ kal, £ e R”,
1 17121
BPT =[-1,1] x [—E,E} , = XBPL,

BPJ. = [_ e—m/c’,e—m/c’}dim\? [Li]

)

and ¢ > 0 is a constant which can be taken as large as needed in terms of k but is independent of m.

We now define a family ¢[¢ T]] of LD solutions parametrized by ¢ ' e BpT and choose the overall scale
so that we have approximate matching. The singular sets of the go[[CT]] are (s, m)-symmetric singular
sets (recall [IT) and (@[¢ " ])avg is close to being balanced in the sense of [[.29
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Definition 9.5 (Maximally symmetric LD solutions ¢[¢]). Given ¢ € Bpr as in[J4), we define using
the LD solution

v =l¢"] = ¢l¢ s ko, m] =1 @@ : ko, m],
(9.6) where 1 =71[¢"] =71[¢" ko, m] =264 e )
— 2¢Cte=Imal/2FY jg i, |
and we denote the singular set and configuration of ¢ by
L= L[[CT]] = L[[CT§ ko,m] =L[s[g + a : ko|;m] C Lpa[s|g+ a : ko],
T=7[¢" ] =7[¢" ko, m] =11 7o : ko, m].

Note that @, L and T are Sp,-invariant by [813 We call the jump circles of ¢l : ko, m|| (whose union
is Lpar[s[g+ o : ko]]) the singular circles of ¢.

Lemma 9.7 (Matching equations for ¢[¢']). Given ¢ € Bpr we have for ¢ = o[¢'] as in that
Mpe = X+ X with X = (1,(1p + |milp,ds))per, € VT[L] and X' = (7 (fp + |mi|fi,ds + mpisdf))per, €
Veym[L] where ¥i € {1,...,k} and ¥p € L; we define (with @, , and ®; . = (P)osc defined in[812 and
) Hp = Hi, :u;ln = :u;’ q)/;éi,osc = Zj;éi (1)97050

- P/, .
= Il (it ) g Zee®) | BB ),

e 2F1¢ T; T;
1 1 09! 1 0P . 1 Ow
I Le avg ,08C - ow
:u’z ° 251 + |mi|7-il as (p) + |mi|7-il 65 (p) 2|m7,| 65 (p)a
1 1 09, .. 1 09, .
TR U - 4,08C 00— 1,0S8C -
Hp Til ;éz,ozsc(p)7 Mp |m1|7-ll s (p)7 Mp mTZ-/ 00 (p)

Proof. The decomposition A+ X’ is chosen so that A is the part which has to be G|m,|-invariant and N s
the part which may not be §j,,,-invariant. Expanding now T%_Mpcp (recall B.I0) using B14] and [R19)
and equating coefficients with A + X’ we reduce the proof to confirming

N 1 TIT P'(p)
Iy + Hp = T_{Qi(si) + log (W) + T w(p)
1 09, 1 99’ 10w

) / 7 ) Il et
|m’t|(:up +:up) 7_i/ as (SZ) + 7_7;/ aS (p) 2 65 (p)

o= L) L0V 100,
e = a0 P T g W T 29 P

UsingB.I5(iii) to substitute the data for ¢, substituting 7, from (0.6)), and using the rotational invariance
of ﬂ and w, we further reduce to

P L @'(p) /
#p+#p—ﬁ(€ = —1)+ p + G +log i —w(p)
; 1 09’ 1 0w
9.8 Ny = Ml 1 _ 1w
( ) |m7f|(y’p + y’p) 2 57/ + 7_i/ as (p) 2 as (p)7
o 1 09’
mp, = pw(p)

A

This follows by considering average and oscillatory parts and using that ®; .

is § | -symmetric. O

Notation 9.9. Given a = (a;)¥_, € R¥ k > 2, we define @a € R*~! by requesting that (Pa); = a;+1 — a;,
j=1,...,k—1. It is useful to think of @a as a discrete derivative of a. (|
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Corollary 9.10 (Matching Estimates for @[¢']). Let ¢ € Bpt and ¢ = @[¢ '] as in[@H There is
an absolute constant C (independent of ¢ ) such that for m large enough (depending on c), the following

hold, where p = ()% 1, p' := (ph)¥_, and i, p, are as defined as in[97
i) |G —m|=C.
(ii) ‘0'—1— Iml‘@u‘ < C/m.
(i) [¢ — 24|, < C/fm.
(iv) For any p € Li, and iy, [i,, iy as in[9.7, [fip| + |fip| + |y] < Ce™<x.

Proof. Taking i = 1 in the first equation of [0.7 we obtain for any p € L,
(911) Cl avg( ) + (I)l osc( ) (U(Sl).

)
Given ¢ > 2, fix p; € L; and p;—1 € L;_1, compute p; — p;—1 using 0.7 multiply through by i:h and
rearrange to see

2FY
(912)  — (i — pie1) + 0

[ma |
_ 2F1¢ ((I);wg( ) avg(pl 1)

/

: L T () —wlsi))
L 2F ( O] e (Pi) <I>21,OSc(pi1>> +0(2—2)-

|| 7 i

||

Next, from [3.7] we have for i = 1,...,k and any p; € L;

I 2 0% gsc, \ Ow
(913) 2Mz 61 - |mz| (7_1/ as (pl) + 7—1'/ 88 (pl) 88 (Sl) :

Using R29 to estimate the terms involving @', using [0.14] to bound the 7’ terms, and using the
boundedness of the s; from Lemma [[.48 and uniform bounds on w on compact sets, we deduce the

;?9“’ < C/m, and € —2p/|;c < C/m, which together complete

the proof of (i)-(iii). For (iv), we use the definition of iy, fi,,, iy, in (1.7 and estimate the oscillatory terms
using B.27] and arguing as in the proof of .28 O

inequalities |(1 — p1| < C, ’o‘—|—

]

Lemma 9.14. For ® as in Definition[810 and 1 < j < i < k, we have
/ ) o
Ti _ ¢(Sl) (62;:71 g

~ 1.

log k
14+C ==

T B(sy)
Proof. The first equality follows from RI5(i). We have then

T Sz log k kc
(9.15) log T—J, log + Z < > +0 <E) ,

where the estimates follow from Lemma [[.48] Deﬁmtlon ).0l and O

¢+ dislocations. When not all |m;|’s are equal we need to expand our families of LD solutions. We
first determine the spaces V*[L;] in some simple cases and define configurations for the corresponding
families.

Lemma 9.16. Given L; = L[s;;m;] as in[711) and m; € {£m,£2m, +3m}, ;" = (Ay)per, € VL] as
defined in[91] has the form determined by the following, except that b =0 when s; = 0.
(a) Form; ==®m: Xy =0Vpe L.
(b) For m; = —2m: )\l =adf|, for somea € R, where p; : = (e'7m,s;).
(¢) For m; =2m: )\IJ;ii =+(a+ b dsl,,,) for some a,b € R, where p;y := (elzmtan) s,).
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(d) For m; = 3m: )\j;i+ =2(a+bds|,, ) and A =—a—b dsl,, +cdb|, for some a,b,c €R,
where pis = ((1,0),5), pi = (55 50

(e) Form;=—=3m: X\, =2(a+b dsl,, ) and A =—-a—b dsl,, +cdf|, for somea,b,c€R,
where piy := (e'7,58;), pi_ 1= (e'3m,s;).

Proof. This follows immediately using the definitions of L; in[Z11}, V+[L;] in[@.1] and the symmetries. [

Definition 9.17 (Conﬁgurations with ¢+ ). Given ¢ = ¢ +¢t e Bp, we deﬁne a Sm-invariant T =

7[¢] = 7[¢; ko, m] L — R, which is a perturbation of T[¢T] defined in (2.3, by L=1L[] = Ul 1 Li,

where L = L;[€] := Smpi if mi = £m, —2m and L = L;[¢] := L+ [_|L with Li = Smpit otherwzse

and where p;, Tp,, Pix, and T, are defined as follows (with 7 and 7/ as in[93); except we have 51 =0

when s; = 0.

(5 T 2m) ,8;) and Tp, = T1T,.

(b) For m; = —2m: p; := (e (m+€7 ) ,s:) and T,, = 717!, where £ € P ~R.

(c) Form; =2m: pix = (Tt sa) s, £ &), 7, = eXim7], where (54, &) € P ~ R2.
)

(a) For m; = +m: p;, := (e

(d) For m; = 3m: pit = ((1,0),s1- +2€), pio = (ei(%*‘gio),si — &), and 7,,, = e*%i7], where
(i, &, ) € P~ R3,
(e) For m; = —3m: piy = (e'm,s; +2&), pie == (e i +ED) — &), and Tpiy = €7 T, where

(Gi, 6, ) € PH ~ R,

Note that 7[¢] in is equal to 7[¢"] as defined in when ¢t = 0. In order to keep the
presentation simple we assume now the following.

Assumption 9.18. We assume in the rest of the article that k,m,m are as in [[.11] satisfying R.I7 and
furthermore that m; € {m,—m,—-2m} Vi € {1,...,k}.

Definition 9.19 (The spaces JACSym [L] and Keym [L]). Given L as in[917 we define

bym

HEB;@

fK ~ @:Ksym L EB:Kjgrm[E]

= span{V;, V/}E_, with V;, V! € C>= . (Cyl;) defined by requesting that they are sup-

where Jbem[ i - oym[m]

ported on D%_ (26;) and ¥p € L; they satisfy
Vi :=[d;, 26;; dx](¢[1, 0;8(p)], 0),

9.20 D (26i);
20 V=l 2000, s 0), PR
and K3, [L] := span{V;°® : i € {1,...,k} with m; = —2m}, with V;° € Coymm) (Cylp) defined by request-

ing that it is supported on D%i (26;) and
V2 =W [8;,26;; dy, | (g — Blug (pi), Osug (pi);sil, 0) on Dy (24;),
where ug is the solution of the Dirichlet problem Lyu$ =0 on DX, (30;) with boundary data on ODY,(30;)
given by ug (e, s) = sin(0 — 0(p;)), where 0(p;) := 5= (37 + &) (recall [J17).
Lemma 9.21. The spaces f]ACsym[[C]] (as in[9I9) satisfy parts (i)-(v) of Assumption [T

Proof. Ttems (i) and (ii) of BTl follow from Definition @19 the definition of ¢; in [@3] and Lemma BT3]
where we note we can bound %—‘*S’ on Q[s;; m;] by a constant depending on k using that s; < C'logk from
(.48 B B

Next, observe that &r, : Keym[L] — Vsym[ | splits as a direct sum of maps, £y, = @le(f)g_ @ Ef),
where €]+ 5] [L;] — VT[L;] and £t [Li] = VL]

sym bym
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Next, by the definitions and using that g = >’y (recall [[.2) we see that Eg_ is invertible for each
i=1,...,k and moreover that

(9.22) @%)*1(w-%mmhen)::am-+bnh

Now fix i € {1,...,k} with m; = —2m. Since £, V,° = u{(p:) + dp,u; = 88—1§(p1-)d9 (recall the definitions
of V;° and u{ in [@.19), it follows from the definition of u{ that EZL_ is an isomorphism as well.
Next, it is easy to see from (@.20)) that the estimates

Vi CL e CYLN S CG) IV € (CYL ) < CG)
hold for i € {1,...,k}. Now using to convert these estimates to estimates where the norm Y is

replaced first with x and then with g = ¢**x, we conclude that [|(€] )7"|| < C(k)m?*# and analogously,
||(6%j)_1 | < C(k)m?*8, where we have extended the notation for norms in BI1{iv) in the obvious way.

Then using from that d,, = gime_?“(pi) and combining the preceding, we conclude BII|(iv) holds.
Finally, BII[(v) holds from the preceding and Taylor’s theorem. O

We now define the full family of LD solutions we use. Note that when ¢+ # 0 the singular sets of
the LD solutions are (s, m)-rotational (recall [[TT]), but not (s, m)-symmetric, perturbations of the ones
with ¢+ = 0.

Definition 9.23 (LD solutions ¢[¢]). Given ¢ = ¢ + ¢ € Bp, we define using 813 the LD solution
¢ = ¢[C] = olr[C]l, where T[C] is as in[I.17

Definition 9.24. Given p € Cyl, we define Z, : V[p| — R? by Z,(p + p/ds + p°df) = (u, i, u°).

Green’s functions on Cyl. In order to study the effect of the ¢ L parameters on the mismatch of an
LD solution ¢[¢] defined in @23 we will first study a G,,-invariant LD solution ®,,, whose singular set
is a single L[s;m]. In particular in (.28 we estimate £,®,, for certain points p € Lpar[s] \ L[s; m]. Later
in and [@3T] this will be used to compare the mismatch of [¢] to that of @[¢'].

Given m > 2, s € R, consider the G,,-invariant LD solution ®,,[7] (recall BI3]), where Vp € L[s; m], T
takes the value 1. Because of the symmetries, there is a function G, : R?\ L,, — R uniquely determined
by the condition

(9.25) ®,, 0 Yey1(6,5) = G (mb, m(s — 5)) = G (6,3),

where Ly, := {(2rk,m(s +s)) : k € Z} C R2, 0 := mf and § := m(s — s). Note that G,, € C®(R2\ L,,)
and satisfies LGy, = 0, where L = Ag +m ™2V and Y = ds? + db?.

Lemma 9.26. There exist ¢, € C*°(R?), depending only on'S and satisfying Li¢m = 0, such that on

compact subsets of R?\ Lo, where Lo = {(27k,0) : k € Z}, the functions Gy, + ¢ converge smoothly
to the singly periodic harmonic function Go : R?\ Lo — R defined [1] by

~ 1 0 3
G (0,3) = 3 log (sin2 3 + sinh? %) .

Proof. We first consider the average parts G avg and Gooavg. It follows from the vertical balancing
lemma 814l that G, avg and Goo ave have the same derivative jump at S = 0, that is (recall [7.9)
(6+Gm,avg +0- Gm,avg)(o) = (a-i-Goo,avg +0- Goo,avg)(o)-
For each m € N, there is a unique ¢,, € C°°(R?) such that ¢,, depends only on S, L5¢., = 0, and
Gm,avg(o) + (bm (O) = G(oo,avg (0)7
(8+Gm,avg —0- Gm,avg)(o) + a(bm (O) = (a-i-Goo,avg - 6—Goo,avg)(0)-

It follows that Gy, ave + ¢m converges smoothly to G ave 0n compact subsets of R? \ {§ = 0}.
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In the rest of this proof, denote r := d%m, D,, = ng(l/f)), and Dy = D%m(1/5). We define
G = Y oreo G for G'Y defined as follows: G € C*(Dy, \ Ly,) is defined by requesting that
5;62‘3) = 0, G'Y depends only on r, G\ vanishes on 9D,,, and G'Y) = log(57) + O((%)? log =);
CNJS) € C%8(D,,), on Dy is the solution of the Dirichlet problem

AGD = —m2(V = V(0)GY on Du
ég) =0 on 0D

and on D, \ D solves the analogous Dirichlet problem with V(0) replaced with V(—2sm); and for
keN, GEY e C%#(D,,) is the solution of the Dirichlet problem

Agégfﬂ) =-m2VG® on D,
65,’;*1) =0 on 0D,
By the preceding and standard regularity theory, it follows that G € C™® (Dm \ L), that Ly Gm
on D, and that on each compact subset of Dy, \ Loo, Gm converges smoothly to 10g(57°) as m — oo.

We next define decompositions G, := G + G, and G = G + G'_, where Gm, GOO are defined
by requesting that they are supported on D,, and D, respectlvely and satisfy

G = O[E, 1:7](Gm,0), Goo = ®[&, 1:7](log(57),0).
Clearly G converges smoothly to Goo 0N compact subsets of R? \ L. Since

L G/ = _E')Zam,osc and Ag G{)o ,0sC _Aiaooyoscv

m,0sC

00

by using the smooth convergence of ém to éoo, separation of variables (arguing as in m including

using the exponential decay away from L,, of the oscillatory modes), it follows that G smoothly

m,0sC

converges to G on compact subsets of R2. Combined with the preceding analysis of the average

o0,08C
parts, this completes the proof. (I
Remark 9.27. Although we do not need it here, one can compute Gog avg(5) = @ — log 2. ([

Lemma 9.28. For §~° ¢ | small, the following hold as m — co.

() Bra(e7 T 5) = @y (e, 5) + O(IE°[2).
(i) 2 (e (), 5) = Lo (e5F ) + O(1€°))-
(ifi) 22z (em (), 5) = €°(— 1 + (1)) + O(I€°]).

Proof. For item (i), we have via Taylor’s theorem

0]

)Y

(7 o aG im o
By (7T 5) = G (1 +£°,0) = G (,0) + € W(W ,0)+ O(I€°]%) = ®p(e™ ) + O(E°P),
where we have used that age (m,0) = 0 by symmetry. This proves (i). Next, we have
0Dy, i 5o 0Dy, in ~ 902Gy, ~
?(em(ﬂﬂ_& )7§): W(eﬁvﬁ)""go §(W70)+O(|§O|2)7
and item (ii) follows from this and Finally, in similar fashion we have
oo i o G ~ 82
M (o (THE%) gy — M °
—(em ,8) = —(m+£°,0 m,0)+ O
e )= 2+ €,0) = €22 () + O(EP),
where we have used that 8G9 (m,0) = 0 by symmetry. Item (iii) then follows by using Lemma [0.26] and
the direct calculation OBG (m,0) = —1/4. O
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Matching estimates. In the last part of this section, given ¢ = ¢ ' +¢* € Bp, we will need to compare
the LD solutions ¢[¢ '] and ¢[¢] defined in @5 and @023 respectively. To avoid confusion, we will denote
hereafter $ = ¢[¢] and ¢ = @[¢"]. It will be useful to consider the decompositions

k k
@ = Z @iv Y = Z Pisy
i=1 i=1
where @;, p; are G,,-invariant and have singular sets El and L;.

Corollary 9.29. Suppose i € {1,...,k} and m; = —2m. Then (recall[9.24)
~ NO ~O mNO NO
25, M5, i — 25, My, 00 = 75 (O(E 1), mO(E]), ~ & (1 +o(1) + O(E])))
Proof. We have ¢; = ;4 + @;— and ¢; = p;q + @i, where @y, Pi—, @i+, @i— are H-invariant and the
singular sets of ¢;+ and ;4 are respectively H,,p; and H,,p;. By symmetry, we have
ZﬁiM;ﬁi Pit = ZpiMPi@inL'
Next, from Lemma [0.28, we have (recall [2.9])
~ ~O ~O m NO ~O
25.E5. %1~ — Zp.Lp 0 = 1(O(E 1), mO(E ), =7 & (1 + o(1) + O(IE71)))-
The conclusion now follows by combining these equations. ([l

Lemma 9.30. Given i,j € {1,...,k} with i # j, the following hold.
(i) 25.E5,(85 — @5) = 7j(O(e™ &%), mO(e™ &), mO(e” &F)).

(il) Z5.E5,05 — Zp.Epipi = T5(O(e™T% ), mO(e” Tk ), mO(e” T )).

Proof. Note first that ¢; = ; if |m;| = m, so (i) holds trivially in that case. Now suppose that

mj = —2m. Since @; avg = Pj.avg, We need only establish (i) when @; — ¢; is replaced with @ osc — ¥ 0sc-
The required estimate in (i) now follows from Lemma 822 and arguing as in the proof of B28 using
[T48(ii) to see that |s; —s;| > % Item (ii) follows in similar fashion from [8.22] O

Lemma 9.31 (Matching Estimates for ¢[¢]). Let ¢ = ¢ + ¢ € Bp, & = ¢[¢], v = ¢[¢"] be as in
[@23 and @3 For each i € {1,...,k} such that m; = —2m, the following holds.

1 ~ 1 ~o _m_ -0 _m_
;ZﬁiMﬁiSD = :ZIMM;D%SD + (O(lgz |2 +e Ck) ’ m0(|§1 | +e Ck) ’
— ZE L+ 0(1)) + O(E | +me™#) ).

Proof. We have Z5 My, o = Zp, Mp, o+ (I) + (II) + (I1I), where

(I) = Z;ﬁiMﬁigi - ZPiMPi<Pia (II> = Z Zﬁiéﬁi (&J - </7j)7

J#i
(III) = Z Zﬁiéﬁi@j - Zpiépi s
J#i
The conclusion now follows from dividing through by 7;, combining [0.29] and [0.30) to estimate (I), (II),
and (IIT), and using from that 7;/7; = 7} /7] = O(1). O

Definition 9.32. Let { € Bp. Define a linear map Z¢ : Vsym[f] — P by requesting that Z¢ has the
direct sum decomposition Z¢ = Zg— ® (@le Zé-i), where Zg— :VTL] = PT and Zé-i : VL] — Pt are

defined as follows: given XT = (7, (1 + Imilpyds)) ez, define

2F¢
ZT )\T :( - 1 72 /),
cA)=m —|m1|¢u "
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where p = (p;)¥_,, p' = (ub)r_, are such that Vp € L, tp = iy fty, = pi. Given i € {1,...,k}, we define
ZC“ to be the trivial map if |m;| = m, and if m; = —2m we define

Z¢' ) = A, where N = (rimjig dO) s -

Proposition 9.33. Let ¢ = ¢' +¢t € Bp and ¢ = ¢[¢] be as in[TZ3. There is an absolute constant C
(independent of ¢ ) such that for m large enough (depending on c ), the map Z¢ defined in[9.38 satisfies

(recall [94))
(9.34) ¢— ZC(MLHC]]SZ) S CB'lp.

Proof. Define 1 = (fi;)%_,, i’ = (7})%_,, and p° = (52)%_, by requesting that for i = 1,..., k,
1 ~ -~ -~ ~0
;Zﬁz‘Mﬁi(&o = (/J'iv |mi|/1';7 mui)'

Note that iy = 0 when |m;| = 1 by symmetry. By the definitions, (@.34) is equivalent to the following

inequalities, where the final one holds only for those ¢ where m; = —2m:
_ 2F)
(935) |Cl - /L1| < C, o+ Waﬂ < C/m,
AS

€ —2i| <C/m, |§ +4fi5]/ < Cemm

The conclusion now follows from combining the estimates in [0.10] and [0.3T] and taking ¢’ large enough in
terms of k£ and the constant C' in [0.31] O

Main results of Part II.

Lemma 9.36 (Estimates on the LD solutions). Let ¢[{] be as in Definition [23. Then
(i) mk Cr(\J) |log 7|, and C(c) > 1 depends only on c.
(i) m[¢; k_:o,mﬂ Cr(\J)Tl [0; ko, m], and C(c) > 1 depends only on c.

(iii) On Cyl\ Upe;DE’X(Tgo‘) we have ¢ > Tiemk for some ¢ > 0.

(iv) Forie{1,....k}, |9 : C*P(D) (25;) \ D), (6:),X)|| < Cmk.

(V) o CHFEN Uper Dy X (7). 0 < Cri(mk + (r23,) 7P| log 722, ).

min

Proof. (i) follows from the definitions of 7; in (@.6]) and @17, using [7.48 and For (ii), we denote for
convenience in this proof ¢ = ¢[g+ o : ko, m] and ¢’ = ¢[¢ : ko, m]. We have

T1[C;ko,m]‘ _

< Ck
71[0; ko, m) =

log

G+ 5 & 1¢, = 1¢
where the equality uses ([@.0) and the estimate uses [[.63] [[48(i), and This establishes (ii).

For items (iii)-(v), note that it suffices to prove each estimate when ¢[¢] is replaced with @[¢ '] as
defined in [0.5] since the former is a small perturbation of the latter (recall and [0.23).

Estimating ®’ using Lemma and using B8 0.4 and (@.6]) to bound @, we have

|G| < aCmk and |®'|<C on Cyl\ |_| DX (12%).
peL

On the other hand, it is easy to see from Definition RI9] [T48(iii), and BI5(ii) that there is an absolute
constant ¢ > 0 such that ® > emk, so (iii) follows from the decomposition (recall BI9) ¢[¢'] = m® =
T1 (ff) +9 + @) by taking m large enough and « small enough.

We next prove (iv). By BIH|(iii), 819, and 0.5 on the domain under consideration we have
[l

2

1 |m1| 72171 1 / ~
—p=¢|— =1 ssi| + =9 + G
RPL 2Ff"(e AR
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The estimate in (iv) now follows from this decomposition using [Z.48 and BIT] to estimate the ¢ term,
B2%(i) and @14 to estimate % @', and B23(i) to estimate G
For (v), by Lemmas [8.8 and [8.23] we have

(9.37) G O35 (Cy1\ DY (5, x) | < 028 =5 tog 728, .
Combined with the preceding estimates, this completes the proof of (v). O

Lemma 9.38. There exists a family of diffeomorphisms fcz : 3 — 3, ¢ € Bp satisfying [4(a){(b)]

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the first part of the proof [33] Lemma 6.7], but we give the
details for completeness. Let ¢ € Bp. For ease of notation, denote the positive s-coordinates of the circles
L. [0] by s and likewise the coordinates of the circles in Ly, [¢] by s’. We define ]-"E : Y — Y to be
an O(2) x Zy covariant diffeomorphism satisfying FZ (Xs(p,s)) = Xs(p, f¢(s)), where f¢ € C*(R) is a
diffeomorphism satisfying f¢(s) = s, —s; +s on (s; — 5d,s; + 50) for each ¢ = 1,...,k. By choosing f¢

carefully, we can ensure and hold. (I

Theorem 9.39 (Theorem [B). Given a background as in 21 satisfying [T.2, ko > k™™ (recall[7.23), and
m € {m, —m, —2m}* where k = [k, /2], there are positive constants c,m depending only on ko such that
if m > m (implying [918), then[5.2 holds with { € Bp := ¢ B3 as in[J4) ]:CE as @38, L[¢] and T[]
as in[917, ¢[¢] as in[923, 6,[¢] as inlI3 JACSym[[C]] as in[9.19, and Z¢ as in[9.32

Proof. Clearly P as defined in is finite dimensional and Bp C P is compact and convex.

We now check the properties[B2(a)fi(e )} |(a){{(b) follow from[@38 Next, we verify that the LD solutions
©[¢] satisfy BI0E the smallness of Tiyax inBIBK1) follows from [@:36(i), and B8 holds from (83H]) and taking
m large enough. Convention BI5(ii) follows from [@36li) by taking m large enough, and BI5\iii) follows
from and [3.36](i) also by taking m large enough.

We will prove BI5(iv)-(v) by suitably modifying the estimates in [0.36|(iv)-(v). For (iii), first note that
by BI3 and 0.3, 0D;>9(5,,) C D;X(20). Then, using[@.2) we can switch the metric with which the norm
on the left hand side of [0.36](iv) is computed with respect to from X to x and then from x to g = >y
at the cost of multiplying the right hand side by powers of m and constants depending on the norms of
w. BI5(iv) then follows because we can ensure that any polynomial in m of bounded degree is bounded
by 7'17:0‘/ ? by taking m large enough and using [0.361).

BI5(v) follows in an analogous way: first, using the smallness of 7,, and the boundedness of w and
its derivatives in the x metric in the vicinity of L, we have that D>X(72*) C D}»9(75"). Next, note that
the estimate in [3.I5(v) holds when ¥ in the domain is replaced with  := Cyl;_y _3/,,, 5, 15/m] by using
Lemma [0.2] to convert the estimate in [J.36(v) to one where the metric X is replaced with g at the cost of
powers of m and constants depending on the norms of w on Q. Finally, on ¥\ 2, note that ¢ = 71 (&J—HI)’),
so using the exponential decay of ® away from Ly, from Lemma and that @' satisfies EX:I; =0on
¥\ © we conclude the estimate BI5(v) on ¥\ Q. Next, BI5(vi) follows from [@36](iii) and that ¢ = 71 ®
using the smallness of Tyhax. This finishes the verification of and thus the verification of Em

Next, the uniformity condition follows from [0.36(ii) and Finally, the prescribed unbalanc-
ing condition follows from Proposition by taking ¢ large enough in terms of the constant C

in [9.33] (|
We now construct embedded minimal doublings of ¥ by combining Theorems [0.39 and B

Theorem 9.40 (Theorem [C). With the same assumptions and notation as in Theorem [T39 there are
o g o < 0o % . . It 1+a/4
¢ = (¢, k) € Bp x Byjqy (recall[9.4) and & € C*(M((]) (recall[5.4) satisfying ”d)”lﬂmv’;M[@]] < pltel

(recall [{.2), such that the normal graph M := (M[C])g is a Gm-invariant embedded closed minimal
doubling over X in N (recall 1)) of genus 2gs; — 1 + |L| where gs, is the genus of & and |L| = |L[]| is

as in[7.13 For each fized k., the surfaces M converge in the sense of varifolds as m — oo to 2X.
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Proof. Since ¥ is closed and embedded (recall 1)) and Assumption holds by @.39] we may apply
Theorem [5.7] to conclude the existence of M as above, for all large enough m. M has the claimed genus
because the construction connects two copies of 3 by |L| bridges. ([

Remark 9.41. Theorem [B.40] applies also in the case studied in [33] for the background (X, N,g) with
¥ =§% Cc N = $3, providing new minimal doublings even for that background, because of the ability to
prescribe m; € {m, —m, —2m} Vi € {1,...,k}, whereas the doublings in [33] had all m; = m. O

PART III: NEW MINIMAL SURFACES AND SELF-SHRINKERS VIA DOUBLING
10. DOUBLING THE SPHERICAL SHRINKER AND THE ANGENENT TORUS
Definition 10.1. We call the minimal hypersurfaces in (R”+1, 6_%5”‘) self-shrinkers.
The following well-known lemma catalogs several equivalent characterizations of self-shrinkers:

Lemma 10.2 (cf. [I0, Section 1]). Let ¥ C R™™ be a smooth oriented hypersurface. The following are
equivalent.

(i) H =&,
(ii) The one-parameter family of hypersurfaces ¥y : ¥ x (—00,0] — R"! defined by Xy (p,t) = /—tp
flows by mean curvature.

= 2
(iii) ¥ (R"H,e—%sij) is minimal.

z|2
(iv) ¥ C R™"! s a critical point for the area (or volume) induced by the Gaussian metric ef%&j.

In this section we consider the ambient Riemannian three-manifold in the background is taken to be
(N, g) = (R3, e lel*/45).

The spherical shrinker. By [0.2(i) S, := S?(2) is a self-shrinker, and is clearly O(2) x Zy-invariant
in the sense of [[L21 The Jacobi operator is [30, Lemma C.2]

e
Lo = (D) +1) = 7 (A2 +4).
Note that ker ﬁsgh is trivial since 4 is not an eigenvalue of Agz(1). Next, note that Xg2 Cyl — ¥ and
w defined by

_ 2w(s) _ —1 2
(10.3) Xsz (p,s) = 2(sechsp, tanhs), e =4e” " sech”s
are as in the conclusion of Lemma [74] and that V = 4sech’s (recall [.IS).

Lemma 10.4. ¢oven and dena satisfy the following (recall [7.39 and [7.30)):

(i) @oven is strictly decreasing on [0,00), and has a unique root s> € (0, 00).

(i) pend(0) < 0, dena is strictly increasing on [0,00), and has a unique root s>e¢ € (0, sleve).

Proof. A straightforward consequence of the fact that 4 is between the first two nonzero eigenvalues (2
and 6 respectively) of the Laplacian on S?(1). O

Theorem 10.5 (Doublings of the spherical shrinker S, ). Given any integer ko > 2, any m € N large
enough depending only on ko, and any m € {m, —m, —2m}*/21 there is a G,,-invariant doubling of R
as a self-shrinker for the mean curvature flow containing one catenoidal bridge close to each singularity
of one of a family of Gy, -invariant LD solutions as in Theorem whose singularities concentrate on
ko parallel circles, with the number of singularities and their alignment at each circle prescribed by m.
Moreover, as m — oo with fized ko, the corresponding doublings converge in the appropriate sense to S,
covered twice.

Proof. Tt follows that k™" = 2 by combining Lemma [Z.61)(ii) and [0.4(ii). The discussion above shows
that holds, so the existence of the doublings follows immediately from Theorem [9.40] (|
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The Angenent torus. In [2], Angenent constructed an embedded and O(2) x Zs-invariant (in the sense
of [[2/(ii)) self-shrinking torus, which we denote in this subsection by T.

Lemma 10.6. Ric(v,v) >0 on T.

Proof. We have (see e.g. the proof of [30, Proposition C.2])
22 . 2 2
Ric(y,u):e*‘i (14_@_&)7

16 16

where above = and vy are the position vector field and the Euclidean unit normal to T and the norms
and dot product are computed with respect to the Euclidean metric. From [45] Proposition 2.1] (see also
[3]), we have that maxzer |2| < 3.4 and the conclusion follows. O

Theorem 10.7 (Doublings of the Angenent torus T). There exists k™" € N such that if ko > k7", m € N
is large enough depending only on ko, and m € {m, —m, —2m}*/21 there is a G, -invariant doubling of
T as a self-shrinker for the mean curvature flow containing one catenoidal bridge close to each singularity
of one of a family of G -invariant LD solutions as in Theorem whose singularities concentrate on
ko parallel circles, with the number of singularities and their alignment at each circle prescribed by m.
Moreover, as m — oo with fized ko, the corresponding doublings converge in the appropriate sense to T
covered twice.

Proof. In order to apply Theorem [0.40] we need only check that[T2lholds. [[2(i)-(ii) hold by the discussion
above. It follows from [[0L6 that |A|? + Ric(v,v) > 0 on T and therefore that [[2(iii) holds. Finally, it was
checked in [45, Theorem 2.7] that the intersection of ker L1 with the set of O(2) x Zg-invariant functions
on T is trivial. (]

Remark 10.8. Although we have not done so here, it would be interesting to determine the minimum
number k2" of circles (recall [[.23) associated to the doublings of T in Theorem 0.7l O

11. DOUBLING THE CATENOID

In this section, let (NN, g) be Euclidean three-space and ¥ be the Euclidean catenoid K parametrized
by Xk : Cyl = R3, where Xk (p,s) = (coshsp,s). Clearly (3, N, g) is O(2) x Zg-invariant in the sense of
[T2(ii), and Xk satisfies [[4(ii) with 7 = R. Moreover, V and w as in [0l and satisfy

(11.1) V(s) = 2sech?s, e“®) = coshs.

Remark 11.2. The linearized operator Lg» = Ag> + 2 of an equatorial sphere S? C S? is conformally
related to Ly by

AQ
% (AV*9§2 + 2) 9

where v : ¥ — S? is the Gauss map, so RLD and LD studied in [33] can be pulled back by v to LD
solutions on X. Because of this, we may use results from sections [7] and [§ in this section. O

L :AE+|A|2 =

Definition 11.3 ([33, 2.18]). Define deven € C5(Cyl) and ¢oaa € C°(Cyl) by
(11.4) @oven(s) =1 — stanhs, ®oad(s) = tanhs.

Lemma 11.5 ([33] 2.19]). ¢even and ¢oaa are even and odd in s respectively and satisfy Ly deven = 0 and
Lydodd = 0. Peven is strictly decreasing on [0,00) and has a unique 100t Sroot € (0,00). Goad s strictly
increasing in R. The Wronskian W [deven, Poad] satisfies

W[chvcn; ¢odd](s) = ¢cvcn(s)a¢odd (S) - a¢cvcn(s)¢odd (S) =1

Proof. Straightforward calculation using Definition [[T.3] and ([Z.20]). O
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Remark 11.6. By straightforward computations (recall Lemma [IT.5]),

H(S) = (ch’dd (§) - F) Podd (E) Peven (S) + ( - Ffeven( ) + F) (beven( ) (bodd( )
Note also that when s > 0, H[F;s|(s) = ¢[1, I;8](s) (recall B.9). O
Notation 11.7. Given g/b\[Fl;g] as in[(30) we define for ¢ € {1,...,k — 1} numbers A;, B; by g/b\[Fl;g] =
Ai¢cvcn + Bi¢odd on Cyl[b“ D

Sit1]”

In contrast to the situation for the smooth at the ends K-RLD solution (E[g s ko], g/b\[F ;o] as defined
in [7.36] above becomes severely distorted on Cyl, g, .,y as F' /" ak.o. The following lemma makes this
precise.

Lemma 11.8. Let (5: $[F1; ol be as in[7.36, where F' € [agt1,0,0k0). The following hold.
@i ) llmF/ak

silarg; o] fori=1,... k and limp »q, , Skt1 =
(ii) imp ~q, , (sk+1) =0 and hmF/ak,a

¢(Sk+1)
blsi) 0.

Proof. (i) follows immediately from Proposition [[30(iii). Since by F_f(s) = J(log g/b\) on any domain
on which ¢ is smooth, we have by integrating on (sg,sg4+1) that

(11.9) log (aés(];:)l)) =— /S:Hl Fi?(s) ds.

¥ ersn) " (recall 3I1)), we have

Reparametrizing the integral in (TT.9) by (

(11.10) 1og<¢£s”1)>_(1)+(n), where

B(si) )
. 0 f . F1?+17 f
@)=- /F,gg ot 0= et

Note that (I) and (II) have opposite signs. To estimate (I), recall from the proof of [[36] that Ff(s) <
Ffe“d (s) on (sg,s’), where s’ € (sg,sk+1) is defined by requesting that Ff(s’) = 0. Using[.30] we conclude
that Ff(s) < CV(s) on (sk,s'), and from this we estimate |(I)| < CF]er. For (IT), we estimate

Fg+17 f 1 F¢
(11.11) s [ g = o (14 25
D= | vy pd =gl V()
Since limp q, , 8" = 00, it follows that limp x4, , V(s") = 0 and we conclude the proof of (ii). O

Lemma 11.12. Let ¢ = (0,£) € (' (RY) @ (> (RY) satisfy [€]e~ < 5. There exist constants €, >
0,C1 > 0, depending only on |o|en, such that for k € N, we have (recall [T.36) ay,o + €/k* < ar—1,0 and
on [ag.e,aro + /K% we have M —k (Recall also Aglak,e; 0] =0).

Remark 11.13. Lemma [IT.12 is similar to [33] Lemma 7.4], except that in the present case, we are
interested in the behavior of Ai[F; o] to the right of ay s instead of to the left, as was the case in
[33]. O

Proof. We omit the proof because it is almost identical to the proof of [33, Lemma 7.4]. O

Definition 11.14. Let e, := €, /C1 > 0 with €5 and C1 > 0 as in the statement of Lemma[ILI2 Given

ko € 2N and k := ko/2, o as in[I1I2 and a € (—¢ey/k,0], we define ¢lo,a : ko] := ¢[F;a], where

F € lag o, apo +6/k?*] and Ax[F;a] = a. If a =0, we may suppress T and write ¢[a,0 : ko] = dla : ko.
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By modifying the proof of and statement of [[T.T4] we can analogously define for a € (e,/k, 0]
RLD solutions g/b\[g,g . ko] and ko odd, k, > 1. Moreover, by a straightforward modification of the
statement and proof of BI5, we construct for k, € N satisfying k, > 1 LD solutions ®[g, a : ko, m]
whose average is a multiple of ¢[¢ + o, a : ko]. For each a € (—e,/k,0], we define LD solutions @[¢ ]
and @[¢] as in @5 and but with the modified definition of ®[[a,a : ko, m]|.

Because ¥ = K is noncompact, we must modify the definition of the initial surfaces (recall B.17), and
we will need the following.

Definition 11.15. We define Yeore C X = K to be the convex hull in the x or g metric (recall[Z3) of
Lpar[sk + 1], and also Teng := 2\ Zeore-

Definition 11.16. Given ¢ = @[] as above and k as in[T18 we define the smooth initial surface
3 3 ~
M = Mlp, &) := Graphg, (9% )| JGraphy (- %) || Klp. 7055,
peL
where =X\ || <

(i) On Xcore, gagtl is defined as in (i)-(it) of [317
(ii) On Send, @4 == W[1,2; d%’x 1(p, 9F ), where o | € C%°(Sena) are the unique functions whose

par[sk]

graphs Graphnéind (:I:gpz;d) over Yena are catenoidal ends with vertical axes and initial values

D;DE(QTP) and the functions <pil = gagtl [p,k] : Q@ — R are defined as follows:

a¢§d
1] — 1'
Os (p) s{f?k S

We define also Meng 1= Graphﬂg;d (gpg_l) U Graphﬂg;d (%) . .
and  Meore := Graphy (cpg_ﬁ) U Graphs (cpg_l).

core core

@i}d(pk) = <Pavg(pk)v

We need now to update the definition of the global norms to deal with the ends.
Definition 11.17. For k € N, B\ € (0,1),7 € R, we define

3 1
— . kB 2
el 555700 = Il 53 5reasee, + 12 O (Menas 51AF g,

where the first term on the right hand side is as in[{.2 and |A| above is the length of the second fundamental
form on Meyq.

Lemma 11.18. [|H — Jy(w™,w7)|l0,8y—2,4—2:m < o2 /3,
Proof. Arguing as in the proof of .6l and using that the graphs of :I:gofnd have zero mean curvature, we
need only estimate the mean curvature on the transition region in [[T.T6(ii). We have via [T.16(ii) that

pL =+ WL2d Y 10,05, —9) o Sea N DY (2).

ar [Sk] par[Sk]

Using BI5(v) and the initial values in [TI0(ii), note that ||, — ¢ : CF(Sena N DX (2))] < Tidde- Tt

par [Sk]

now follows expanding H, in linear and higher order terms as in the proof of 319 that
||H;[ : Ooﬁﬁ(zcnd N D?X (2)ag)|| < 32

pa[si] max:

where H/. denotes the pushforward of the mean curvature of the graph of cpgil to K by IIx. This concludes
the proof. O

Definition 11.19. We define smooth surfaces Y1 := Ycore U Graphy, (), where ¢ € C(Xena) are
1(2) and ¢l = \Il[l,Q;diX [Sk]] (0, £@end) on

ar

defined by requesting that ¢y := £ Yend 0N Bend \ D%
Ecnd-

par[Sk

Remark 11.20. Note that in the metric h := 1|A|%g the ends of ¥ are isometric to spherical caps with
the poles removed. O
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We next modify the definition of R9}*" to deal with the ends. For this, let £ € Cf;fn (m) (M), and let

E’. be as in 121 Using 1] BIT] and that h is very close to the round metric on S?, there are unique
Wy € C*P($4) and wil € Ksym[m)[L] such that

sym[m]
1
(11.21) (Ap +2)u, = §|A|2(EQE +wg,) on i
Notation 11.22. If f* are functions supported on ¥4 \ | |, Dy (b7,), we define Jar(f*, f7) to be the

o1 DE(97,) defined by f*oIlx, on the graph of ¢ and by f~ollx_
on the graph of —cpgf . O

function on M supported on M \| |

Note in particular [T.21] implies
Lsu!, = E), + wil on Yeore and

Lopu(Wly,u' ) =EL on Mea\ DY 1(3).

Lpar

(11.23)

We define RY7"" exactly as in L17, except using the modified definitions of v/, and Jas just discussed.
Further, we define Rj; as in the statement of I8 and R, as in the proof of {211

Define (u,w};,wy) = =R, (H — Jy(wt,w™)). Using [T.I8 the proof of I8, IT.I7 and (L2, it
is not difficult to see (using separation of variables to estimate u on the ends) that
(11.24) lwiz : C¥P(E,9)| + llull2,pmrinr < Tk

We next modify the estimates of the quadratic terms. Given ¢ € C*# (M) with ||¢||2,5,4. 1 < /4
we have by arguing as in the proof of 5.1 and using [T.17] that

(11.25) [Hy — H = Lardllo,s,7-2,-20 < T

Finally, define (ug, wg, wé) = —Rh(Hy — H — L¢). Arguing as above, we have

)

(11.26) ||w$ : Co’ﬁ(Eag)H + lugll2,p,7.75m < Tr4n/a:);<'
Lemma 11.27. There exists a family of diffeomorphisms ]-"g( : K = K, ¢ € Bp satisfying [5.4(a){(b)]
Proof. We omit the proof, which is very similar to the proof of [9.3§ (I

Theorem 11.28. Given any integer ko > 2, and m € N large enough determining only on ko, any
m € {m, —m, —2m}*/21 and any a € (—e,/k,0] (recall[I1.13) there is a G -invariant minimal doubling
of K containing one catenoidal bridge close to each singularity of one of a family of G, -invariant LD
solutions as in Theorem whose singularities concentrate on ko parallel circles, with the number of
singularities and their alignment at each circle prescribed by m. Moreover, the doublings are embedded,
have four ends, and as m — oo with fized ko, converge in the appropriate sense to K covered twice.

Proof. We apply the steps of the proofs of Theorems 5.7 and [0.39—with small modifications because K is
noncompact. We first check that Assumption [7.2] holds, except for the condition in[22(i) that X is closed.
Clearly [[2)ii)-(iii) hold. Using the Gauss map, we can conformally identify K with a twice punctured
sphere (recall TT.2)), and therefore [[2(iv) holds when considering solutions which extend to the poles of
the sphere.

By a straightforward modification of the arguments in the proof of 0.39] Assumption holds, where
]-"g( are as in and the isomorphisms Z; are as in We may then apply the steps in the proof
of Theorem [5.7] except that we use the estimates (IT.24]) and (II.28) to replace items (2) and (4) in the
proof of 5.7l This concludes the proof. O

Remark 11.29. Note that Theorem produces a one-parameter family of doublings, with the param-
eter a € (—¢y/k, 0] (as in[[1.14)) governing the latitudes of the outermost circles where catenoidal bridges
are placed.
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Remark 11.30. It is possible to construct doublings of K with k, = 1. However, these would necessarily
be immersed but not embedded because the corresponding LD solutions would be negative on the ends
of K (recall [[.37, T3] and MT.7), so we do not study these examples in detail. O

12. DOUBLING THE CRITICAL CATENOID

Definition 12.1. Let (M™, g) be a Riemannian manifold and Q C M be a domain with smooth boundary.
A smooth, properly immersed (in the sense that intersections with compact subsets of Q are compact)
submanifold ¥* C Q is a free boundary minimal submanifold if its mean curvature vanishes, 0% C 0%,
and X is orthogonal to ON) along 0%.

Let B3 := {z € R® : |z| <1} equipped with the standard Euclidean metric. By standard calculations
the linearized equation for free boundary minimal surfaces in B® at a free boundary minimal surface
in Q) := B3 defined as in [[2.0] with unit normal (smooth) field v and unit outward conormal field 7 along
0%, is given (see for example [31] 2.25, (2.31) and (2.41)]) by the boundary value problem

Au+|APu =0 on X,

12.2
( ) —% +u =0 on 0OX.
n
Definition 12.3. Define I := (—Syoot,Sroot) (recallI13) and an immersion Xx, : Cyl; — R? by
sech Syoot
(12.4) Xk, = — va(\cyll .

We call the image of Xk, the critical catenoid and denote it by Kp.

It is easy to check that Kp is a free boundary minimal surface in B3. Moreover, using (Z.5)
sech Sroot

(12.5) e¥®) = 0% oshs,  V(s) = 2sech?s,

Sroot

and it is straightforward to see that assumptions [[.2](ii),(iii) hold.
When ¥ = Ky, we have by (I2Z4) that (I22)) is equivalent to

(12.6) {Exua =0 on Cyl;
sroota—f] =u on Lpa[sroot]
Lemma 12.7. There are no nontrivial O(2) X Zg-invariant solutions of [IZ2) on Ky.
Proof. This was checked in Lemma 3.18 and Remark 3.20 of [31]. O
Definition 12.8. Define a rotationally invariant function ¢t € C°(Cyl) by

(129) (bcrit (S) = (SeCh2 Sroot — tanh2 sroot)¢cvcn (S) - aQzl)cvcn(sroot)(bodd (S)

Lemma 12.10. ¢ is strictly increasing on [0, Syoot], has a unique root sfggg € (0, 8100t ), and satisfies
Perit _

srootF+ (Sroot) — 1

Proof. Straightforward computation from [12.8 d

Remark 12.11. ¢t appeared also in [31] equation 3.19], although there it was called ¢ropin. Note also
that shows that the construction fails for k, = 1 because is violated (see [[.22). O

Lemma 12.12. For a function ¢ € C|ls|(Cy11); the Robin boundary condition in (I2ZH0) is equivalent to
the flux condition srootF_f(sroot) =1.

Proof. This is immediate from the symmetries and the definition of Ff in [7.15] O
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Definition 12.13. We say ¢ € C|OS|(Cy11) is a Ko-RLD solution if ¢ is an RLD solution in the sense of
Definition [7.21) which satisfies also the condition srooth(sroot) =1.

By Definition T2.T3land Lemma[I2.12] it follows that any Kg-RLD solution ¢ coincides with a constant
multiple of ¢epp On Cyl (5 Sro0t]

In contrast to the s1tuat10n for the RLD solutions established in Proposition [(.36] the number of
possible parallel circles of a Ko-RLD solution with ¢® = 0 is limited:

Lemma 12.14. Suppose ¢ is a Ky-RLD solution satisfying a® = 0. Then ko[s?] < 3.

Proof. Suppose first that s; > 0. Let (E = (E[F, 0] be as in [[36, where in this proof F := Ff”“ (Sroot)-
A numerical calculation establishes that S?[F ;0] & 2.414 > S;00t- The result then follows from the flux
monotonicity and [7.36(1).

Next suppose that s; = 0. Let ¢ = (5[F, 0] (recall [.37)). Tt follows from Lemma [7.33(i) that sf [F;0] >

sf[F ;0] & 2.414 > 8,001, Where sf [F’; 0] is as in the above paragraph. Using again the flux monotonicity
this completes the proof. O

Proposition 12.15 (Ks-RLD existence and uniqueness). The following hold.

(i) (Two parallel circles) Given o = £ € R satisfying [{| < 1, there is a unique unit Ko-RLD solution
b = dla : 2] satisfying ko [Sa] =2 and o¢ = €. Moreover s? € (s sro01)-

(ii) (Three parallel circles) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for all @ = (0,€) € (—€,00) X (€1, ¢€;)
there is a unique unit Kop-RLD solution ¢ = ¢[a 3] satisfying ko [S¢] =3 and a¢’ (0,8).

Proof. We first prove (i). By [Z31, IT.5, and I2I0, the function u : (25, Sre0t) — (0,00) defined by
u=Fy Perit JF? Geven i5 g strictly decreasing diffeomorphism. Therefore, there is a unique s; € (sfgg‘{,smot)
such that u(sy) = +E ; equivalently

chrit (Sl) _ F(_beven (Sl)
chrit (Sl) + F?cvcn (Sl)

By [T.14, (I2Z16), and .36} ¢[2 : @] := ¢[F*"(s1); &']|cy1,, where @’ = (0, (€,0,0,...)) (recall [.I3),
is an Ky-RLD solution satisfying the conditions in (i). The uniqueness is clear.

Proof of (ii): We first consider the case where (0,&) = (0,0). Note first that s;o0t ~ 1.1997. Given
F > 0, denote in this proof ¢ = gg[F;O] (recall the notation of [[.39), where we recall that ¢ satisfies
¢ = Goven + Fpoaq on Cyl[o,s‘f} (so that in particular Ff(O) = F) and F‘f(s‘f) = F. By numerical
computations, we have the following:

(12.16) €=

P90 1109, FPen (59190 ~ 1152,
s~ 1157, FPeor(s91%) & 902

Differentiating the equation F' ¢(s‘f) = F implicitly with respect to F' and using [.31] we conclude that

851 > 0. In combination with the flux monotonicity 3T applied to @it this and the preceding numerical
calculatlons show that there is a unique F' > 0 such that Ff(sl) FY ferit (s2). This concludes the proof
of (ii) in the case where (0,&) = (0,0).

The general case follows from the smooth dependence of sf[F;E] on g = (0,§), the fact that asl >0

and the flux monotonicity by taking ¢; > 0 small enough, in similar fashion to the case dlscussed
above. (]
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FIGURE 4. Profiles of the Ky-RLD solutions (E[O : 2] and g/b\[O 2 3).

LD solutions.

Assumption 12.17. We assume ko € {2,3}, m € N is as large as needed in terms of k., m = (£m) when
ko =2, and m = (£m,+tm) or m = (£m, —2m) when ko, = 3.

Now that we are equipped with Ks-RLD solutions, we can apply the analysis of Section B—with only
small, mostly notational modifications, to construct and estimate LD solutions corresponding to the RLD
solutions just constructed in Proposition[T2.15l For brevity, we remark only that the obvious modification
of Lemma [B.I5—which constructs LD solutions from RLD solutions—holds because by Lemma [I2.7 the
boundary value problem (I2:2)) has trivial kernel on Ky. The remaining estimates and decompositions of
the corresponding LD solutions hold essentially exactly as in Section [8

Initial surfaces. To construct the initial surfaces and later also to perturb the initial surfaces, it will be
useful to deform a surface which meets B3 orthogonally without leaving the ball. To do this, we adopt
an approach from [34] and introduce an auxiliary metric g4 which makes the boundary S? = 9B? totally
geodesic. For numbers r, 7 satisfying 0 < r <7 < 1 which we will fix later, we define
1
ga =g, where Q:=Wr,7;d?](1,0)+ d—g\Il [r,7;d]] (0,1).

For the purposes of the following discussion, let S be a properly embedded surface in B3; later we will
take either S = Ky or S to be an initial surface defined below.

Note that the unit normal to &S with respect to g4 which points in the same direction as v is (20X )~ !v.
Now denote X : S — R? the inclusion map. Given u € C?(S5), we define the perturbation Xz : Ky — R?
by u of Ky by

; u(p)v(p)
Xa(p) = exp’. 94 ( )
)= oxi \ {00 X))
For u sufficiently small, X3 is an immersion, and then we denote the corresponding Euclidean normal by
Vg.

On a neighborhood of 85 in S we define the function ¢ := dfg4; near 9Ky, we can take o to be a
coordinate on S whose associated coordinate vector field 0, is then the inward pointing unit conormal
to S along 9S. We define also the boundary angle function ©[u] : S — R by

(12.18) Olu] := g(Xa, va).
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It is shown in [34] that the condition O[u] = 0 is equivalent to the condition that % satisfies the
Neumann condition @ , = 0.

Next, let £ denote the linearized operator associated to the Euclidean mean curvature of Xz computed
at & = 0. The following lemma from [34] relates L to the usual Jacobi operator Lg on S and relates the
equation d,U|ps = 0 to a Robin boundary condition (recall T22]) for an associated function w.

Lemma 12.19 ([34, Lemma 5.19]). Given u € C%(S), if we define u € C?(S) by u := (Qo X)~1u, then
(i) Lt = Lgu.
() G5ty = (05 +1) ulyg -

Definition 12.20 (The initial surfaces). Given ¢, &, and ¢4 as in[F7.17 we define 3% = (Q o X))

(recalllIZ19). We then define the smooth initial surface M = M|p, k] in the same way as in[3.17, except
that we replace the graphs by

R3, ~qgl R3, ~qgl
Graphg, ¥4 (§%) and Graphg, 9 (— 37).
Convention 12.21. We now fix r and 7 so that r is large enough that UpeL DE’9(4(5}’7) is contained in the
set where ga coincides with the Euclidean metric. Note this is possible from [2.15
Lemma 12.22. ||H — JM(U}+, w_)”Q’ﬂ)ry_Q)rY/_Q;M < Té;;,?/g.

Proof. Because ga only differs from being Euclidean outside the ball D?f "9 (r), by convention [2.21] and
repeating the estimates in the proof of B.I7, we need only estimate the Euclidean mean curvature portions
of the graphs

Graphgs’“ (@il) and Graph]gs’g" (- @{l)
outside this ball.

By using Lemma [IZ.T9 and arguing as in the proof of [34] Lemma 7.8] we can bound these terms and
the proof is complete. O

We conclude this subsection with a discussion of perturbations of the initial surfaces. If ¢ € C1(M) is
3 ~. ~
appropriately small, we denote My = Graphﬂf/[’g" (¢), where ¢ = (Q 0 X )¢, and here X : M — R3 is the
inclusion map. We have the following estimate (recall 5.1l on the nonlinear terms of the mean curvature
of M¢:

Lemma 12.23. If M is as in[12.20 and ¢ € C*P (M) satisfies ||¢|l2.5,.~:m < T/t then, My is well
defined as above, is embedded, and if Hy is the Fuclidean mean curvature of My pulled back to M and
H is the mean curvature of M, then we have

—a/2
| Ho — H — Lardllo,pr—2—201 < CTil 21013 51y yrins-

Proof. Although My is defined as the normal graph of 5 with respect to the auxiliary metric g4, Lemma
12.19 shows that the linear terms are given by £ ¢ = L;¢. The proof then essentially the same as that
of [223) (see also [34, Lemma 7.8]), so we omit the details. O

The linearized equation on the initial surfaces. Because the linearized equation on the initial
surfaces is a boundary value problem, we need to modify the definition of R37*" in Definition LIt we
will define R (E, E?) = (u1,wf; ;,wg 4, E1, EY) for given (E, E%) € C%#(M) x C%P(dM), where
uy will be an approximate solution to the linearized equation modulo X[L], that is the boundary value

problem (recall

{EM“ =B+ Il wp) e wk e K[l
, E ’

(60 + 1)|3MU = F9
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wil are the X[L] terms, and E;, EY are the approximation errors defined by

E1 = EMul —F — JM(wE'J’wE,l)’

(12.24)
E? = (9, + 1)|oprus — E?.

Before proceeding with the definition, we need to modify the definition of Jy; from [B.25 and define an
analogous operator Jyys for the boundary.

Notation 12.25. If f+ and f~ are functions supported on S’ (recall [24a), we define Jy; (fF, f7) to be
~ 3
the function on M supported on (TI§? |M)_1S’ defined by f*olII§! on Graph]g g4 (@‘f) and by f~ oTIg?
3
on the Graphy, "9 (- gE‘il)
If ff and f2 are functions defined on 9Ky, we define Jap( ff, f2) to be the function defined on AM
defined by f? o I on Graphﬂsﬂz’g/* (@il) and by f? o I on Graphﬂsﬂz’g/* (—3%h. O

We follow the discussion before Definition 217 with the following small modifications: just after the
definition of E. in [@I2)), we define E{ € C%#(0Kp) by requesting that

(12.26) Jom (B2, E?) = E°.

We then replace the equation ([@I3) defining v/, € C*#(X) and wil with the equation

I +
(12.27) Lxuy = By +wp, and VpeL Eu/, =0.
(9 + 1)ox, uly = EZ g

We now define R4Y"" = (ul,wgyl,wgyl, Ey, E?), where u1,w§,1, and wy, ; are defined as in [£17, and
Ey, E? are defined as in (I2.24)).

We are now ready to state and prove an appropriately modified version of 2] in the present setting.
Note that in the statement below we only need to solve with homogeneous boundary value data because
of the way we perturb using the auxiliary metric.

Proposition 12.28. Recall that we assume that [210, [{]), (311, [313, and [[-3 hold. A linear map
Rar 2 COB(M) — C*8(M) x K[L] x K[L] can be defined then by
RuE = (v, wh,wp) =Y (un,wf , wp,,) € CH (M) x K[L] x K[L]

n=1
for E € C%P(M), where {(un, wan,wg)n, En, E9)}nen is defined inductively for n € N by
(tn, W 1 W s By BS) i= =R (En—1, EJ_)) Ey:=—FE, EJ=o.
Moreover the following hold.
(i) Lymu=E+ Ju(wj,wy) and (05 + 1)|oaru = 0.
(i) [[ull2 700 < C0)8in 1108 Tarinl [ Ellopr—29-201-
(i) [l : COP (2, g)ll < COL I Ello5.7-2- 2
Proof. We need only check that (9, + 1)|spu = 0. Using (I2Z24) and (IZ26]) and pulling back to 9Ky
we have

(12.29) BYy = (T05,)7 05 + Dy = (T )05 — D)oy .

where the second equality follows by combining with (IZ27) and using that E§ = 0.
It follows by a straightforward inductive argument that

K2

(12.30) (%% )05 + Vujy = EL — B2, and EZ = (%%,) 05 — 0o )uis.
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We have then for any n € N
(Mg, )" 05 +1) Zu;i =EJ,.
i=1

Estimating the smallness of F?, using (IZ29) and inductively estimating E2, using (IZ30), we conclude
that for any n € N,

H(ac, + Dloar Y ui s CHP(OM, g)H <27,
i=1
and from this we conclude that (95 + 1)|garu = 0. O

The main theorem.

Theorem 12.31. Let ko, € {2,3}. For all m € N sufficiently large and m = +m in the case ko = 2,
and m = (£m, —2m) or m = (£m,tm) in the case ko = 3, there is a Gy -invariant doubling of Ky as
a free boundary minimal surface in B> with four boundary components. It contains one catenoidal bridge
close to each singularity of one of a family of G, -invariant LD solutions as in Theorem whose
singularities concentrate on ko parallel circles, with the number of singularities and their alignment at
each circle prescribed by m. Moreover, as m — oo with fixed ko, the corresponding doublings converge in
the appropriate sense to Ky covered twice.

Proof. The structure of the proof is the same as that of [0.5 except that Theorem [£.7] cannot be applied
directly because of the boundary and the free boundary condition. However, we can still carry out steps
(1)-(6) in the proof of (7] where we use instead of L.2T] and [[2.:23 to estimate the quadratic terms
instead of 5l We then conclude a fixed point of the map J in (BI0). It follows as in 57 that (M [[éﬂ) b

is smooth and minimal; moreover (M [[é]]) ¢ intersects OB3 orthogonally because ¢ satisfies the Robin
boundary condition (8, + 1)|ar$ = 0 (recall IZ28(i), the discussion just below (IZ1R), and [219). O

APPENDICES
A. FERMI COORDINATES

In this appendix we define a modification of the standard exponential map we call Fermi exponential
map, and we collect some facts about the corresponding Fermi coordinates in Lemma [A.5] most of which
can be found for example in [I5].

Definition A.1 (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 € X. For § > 0 we define

DEN9() 1= {v+ 21, v E Dy (8) C TS, 2 € (=6,6)} C T,N.

For small enough §, the map expE’N’g : ﬁE’N’g(é) — N, defined by

expE’N’g(v + z2vp) 1= expév’g(zyv) Yo+ zy, € BE’N’QQ) with v € T,%,

where q 1= expg’g(v) and v, € TyN is the unit normal to ¥ at q pointing to the same side of DE";(&)
(which is two-sided) as vy, is a diffeomorphism onto its image which we will denote by DE’N’-‘](&) C N.
We define the injectivity radius inj?’N’g of (X,N,g) at p to be the supremum of such 6’s. Finally when
0 < injE’N’g we define on DE’N’g((S) the following.
(a) Iy : DFN9(8) — £ N DIN9(6) is the nearest point projection in (DyN9(8),g). Alternatively
Iy, corresponds through expE’N’g to orthogonal projection to T, X in (TN, g|,).
(b) z: DYN9(5) — (=6, 0) is the signed distance from SN DYN-9(8) in (DN-9(5) ,g). Alternatively
z 0 expy™N9(v) v, is the orthogonal projection of v to () in (T,N, gl,) Vv € ﬁE’N’g(é).
(c) A foliation by the level sets ¥, :=z71(2) C DE*N*Q((;) for z € (=6,9).
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(d) Tensor fields g=*, A¥?* and B>* by requesting that on each level set ¥, they are equal to the
first and second fundamental forms and Weingarten map of X, respectively.

Remark A.2. Note if ¥ and N are both complete with respect to g in [A1] and ¥ is two-sided, then
exp?Nvg is well defined on T, N by the same definition, even in the case inj?’N’g < 00. (I

Ezample A.3 (Clifford torus, cf. [38, p. 263-264]). We identify R* with C? and let N := S3 C C?,
T := {(21,22) € C%: || = |22| = 1/v/2} C S? be the Clifford torus, and p = (1/\/_ 1/v/2) € T. There
is then a linear isomorphism E:R3 = T,S? such that the map E = expT S90F R — S8 (called @ in
[38]) satisfies

E(x,y,2) = (sin(z + %)e‘/i’“, cos(z + e ‘/_W) €S® cC?
and E*g = (1 4 sin 2z)dx? + (1 — sin 2z)dy? + dz>.
Ezample A.4 (Cylindrical Fermi coordinates about S2, in §%). Let N := §* c R*, S2, be the equatorial
two-sphere in the round three-sphere S3, and p = (0,0, 1,0) € qu. There is then a “spherical coordinates

parametrization” E:R > T,S? such that the map E = expizq’gs’g oF :R3 — §3 (which is equivalent
to the map © in [29] (2.2)]) satisfies
E(r, 0,2) =(sinr cos  cos z,sinr sin 6 cos z, cost cos z, sin z),
E*g =cos?z (dr® + sin? rdf?) + dz*,
and the only nonvanishing Christoffel symbols in the (r,8,z) coordinates are
M =T =79 =I% = —tanz, I, = —sinrcosr,
Y% =T9 =cotr, T% =coszsinz, I%,=sin’rsinzcosz. 0

Lemma A.5 (Properties of Fermi coordinates). Assuming 6 < inj?’N’g as i [A1, and with the same
notation, the following hold on D}*"*9(5) C N.

(i) guz =1 and Vy,0, = 0.

(i) g*gxz+dz

(iii) Lg,g™7% = —2A4%7,

(iv) Lasz )2 BE Zo B¥% — Ry, and Ly, A" = — (AE=Z x A2 4 Rmaz).

(v) g** — 22T A% + 22113 (A® « A™ + Rm?) + z3h°, where h®™ is a smooth symmetric

two- tensor on DZN:9(5) C N.

Proof. (i) follows immediately from Definition [A-Jl Next we compute
(AG) (Lazg)ij = Gij,z = <Vaiaz7 8J> + <817 Vaj aZ>7

where the indices 7, j refer to the ¥ exponential coordinates. With (i), this implies g, = %gzz,i =0
and (ii) follows, since g;; = d;; on . (iii) follows from (AG) and (ii). Next note that any X satisfying
[X, 0,] = 0 satisfies Vg, X = Vx0, = —BX; then

(Vo,B) X = -V, Vx0, — B(Vy,X)=—R(9,,X)d, + B>X.

The first equation of (iv) follows after noting that Ls, B¥* = V, B — (V3,) 0 B¥* + B¥% 0 V9, and the
second equation follows from the first by lowering an index and using (iii). (v) follows via the preceding
parts and Taylor’s theorem. (I

Remark A.7. Straightforward calculations using [A.5] recover the usual formulas for the first variations of
volume dV*>? and mean curvature H>»* along the parallel surfaces 3,:
Lo, dV™? = (divy,d,) dV>?* = H>*dV>7,

Lo, H>* = Ly, tr B> = tr (Lo, B™*) = |B>*|? + Ric(9,,0,). O
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Lemma A.8. Let X be a two-sided hypersurface in a Riemannian manifold (N, g) and Q C ¥ a precom-
pact domain. For u € C1(Q) with ||u: CY(Q, g)|| small, the pullback of the area form do,, on Graphg’g(u)

by ng Q- Graphg’g(u) (recall [LY(viii)) satisfies
(X9 do,) = (1 —uH + %|Vu|2 - “;(|AE|2 + Ric(v,v) — H?) + O([uf* + |ul|dul?) ) do,
where do is the Riemannian area form on 3.
Proof. From the definitions and m we have
(A.9) (X509 g = g7 — 2uA” + du® du + u?(A¥ x A¥ + Rm,,) + O([uf?).
For any square matrix M, recall that
det(I+M)=1+trM + %((tr M)? —tr M?) + O(IM}*),
where I is the identity matrix. From this and (AZ9), it follows that
det ((Xguq)*g) = det g” (1 —2uH + |Vu|? — u*(|A%|? + Ric(v,v) — 2H?) + O(|u]* + |u||du|§))

By taking square roots and using that I+ 2 = 1+ 1z — 12% + O(2%) for = near zero, the conclusion
now follows. O

Lemma A.10. Let 3, N, g,Q, and u be as in[A8 If moreover u € C%(Q) and 0Q is smooth, then

(Graphi}“(u)| = [0~ [

1
quo——/uﬁgudU
Q 2 Ja

1 0 1
+—/ u—uds—i——/ u2H2d0+/ O(Jul? + |ul|dul})do.
2 Joo On 2 Ja Q '

Proof. This follows from integrating (ng)*dau over ) via[A-Rand integrating [, |Vu|?do by parts. [

B. PERTURBATIONS OF GRAPHS

Definition B.1 (Vector fields and sliding). We assume given a Riemannian manifold (¥,g), an open
set Q C X, and a vector field V defined on a domain containing Q) satisfying V,, € dom(exp™9) for each
p € Q. We define then Dy = Dy : Q — X by Dy == exp™9 oV = P95, where I : Q — X is the

inclusion (recall [LA(vii)). We also define Qv == QNDy(Q).
Lemma B.2. IfQ.V, and Dy are as in[B.1 and f € COO(?ZV), then
If oDy = f : C*@Qv)| < CR)|f : CHTHQ )V = CH( g)ll-
If Dy is moreover a diffeomorphism and ||V : C*(S2, g)| is small enough, then additionally
[foDy! = £: C* W) < CH)IF = CHHHQ )V CH@,9)l)
Proof. This is a consequence of the mean value theorem and a straightforward induction argument. [J

Assumption B.3. We now assume given the following:

(i) A two-sided hypersurface ¥ with a choice of a unit normal v in a Riemannian manifold (N, g).
ii omain 2 := D;"9(d) C X for some p € ¥ and 6 > 0 satisfying 26 < inj;>""9 (reca .
ii) A domain Q := D3*(5) C ¥ f % and § > 0 satisfying 26 < inj) ™9 i

(iii) A function u € C°°(Q2) with ||u : C*(Q, g)|| as small as needed in terms of §.

v vector fie alon raphg, ™ (uw) wit j : , as small as needed in terms o
iv) A field V along Graphg)*? ith |(X3:9)*V : C*(Q,g i ded i f

J.

Definition B.4. We define a decomposition V=VT4+Vt by requesting that vi= <1~/, 0,)0,, where z
is the signed distance from XN DXN-9(28) in DFN-9(26) as in[A1
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Lemma B.5. Given u and V as in [B.3, there is a vector field V on Q uniquely determined by Dy =
Ils; o P3 XQ 9 and a function w : Dy (Q) — R uniquely determined by P ’ng’uq XN yw ©Dv. In
other words, the diagram

N N
(B.6) XA s [ X%,
Q -2V Dy (Q)

commutes. Moreover, the following hold.
(i) IV : CHQg)ll < CRIIXQ VT : CH9, 9)].
(i) [lw— (Xg:)*(V,0.) —u: CH*Qv)|| < CRI(XG) VT CHQ,9)|
(llu = CHQ, g)| + (X)) V = CEHL(Q, 9)])).-

Proof. By the smallness assumptions in [B:3] we may assume that Png’ug(Q) C Dy»N9(20). Since
Iy : D;»N9(28) — Dy9(26) is smooth and exp™9 is invertible on D>9(24), the stated condition on V
is equivalent to

(B.7) V= (epo,g)—l olly o Pév’ng)’g_

The estimate (i) follows from (B.7) and the fact that the differential of the exponential map at 0 is the
identity. Now combining (i) with the smallness assumption on V in [B:3(iv) and the implicit function

theorem, it follows that Dy is a diffeomorphism, so in particular w is uniquely determined by the equation

N.g _ p_vNgyg -1
XDV(Q),w =PpXg, oDy

Next, note from (B.6) that w o Dy = z o exp™¥+9 oV o Xgug, where z is the signed distance function
from ¥ as in [AJl(b). From this and the fact that the differential of the exponential map at zero is the
identity, it follows that

(B.8) [lwoDy — (X5 )" (V,0.) —u: CHQ)| < CIXSD VT CHQg)I[(X5)V : CHQ, 9]l
The conclusion follows from this by using Lemma in conjunction with item (i). O

Corollary B.9 (Graphs over graphs). Let ¥, N,g,0, and u be as in[B.3 Fiz a function v € C®(Q),
and define a vector field 1% along Grath Nu) by V= (vo Xg;f)uu, where v, s the unit normal to

Graphg’q(u) which has positive inner product with 0,. Then [B3(iv) holds provided ||v : C*(Q,g)|| is
small enough in terms of §. Moreover, the function w in[B.3l satisfies

[w—v—u:C*Qv)| < CK)[lu: C**H(Q,9)]? [[v: CH(S.9)]-
Proof. First observe that in Fermi coordinates
0, — AV

WJ1+ |du|§21u

where g** is as in [A1)(d). It follows from this and the definitions that

Vy =

I(X5D)V = CH(Qg)ll < CR)llv : CH (@ g)llJu: CHHH@Q),
(X5 (V,02) = v: CH(Q,g)ll < CR)llo = O Q) [lu: CHH(Q,9)].

The conclusion follows from combining these estimates with [B.5[(ii). O
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Tilted graphs. In this part, we study tilting rotations R, defined in[[LI1l Given vector spaces E2, E3 as
in [LI1] choose orientations for E? and E? and further identify E? with R3 by choosing an orthonormal
frame.

Lemma B.10. R, depends smoothly on k. Moreover, the following hold.

(i) For k # 0, R, is the right-handed rotation of angle 6, about U, where 6, := arctan |k|, |k| :=
Sup|y =1 £(v), and {7, @t} is the positively oriented orthonormal frame for R? defined by requesting
that k= |k|(T+,-).

(ii) For any @ € R3, R, (@) = (cos 0,,)w + (sin6,,)7 x @ + (1 — cos 0,;) (0, ) 7.

Proof. By [LT1] we have R, = exp(%Kﬁ), where exp : s0(3) — SO(3) is the exponential map and
K, € 50(3) is defined by requesting that K,v = (k(ez2), —k(e1),0) x v for v € R3, where here x is the
cross product. Since K, and % depend smoothly on x, the smoothness of R, follows. By properties of
the exponential map, R, is a right-handed rotation of angle 6,, about vector ‘—’il(H(EQ), —k(e1),0), which

is ¥ since clearly 7+ = ﬁ(/@(el), k(e2),0). (ii) is easy to check and is known as Rodrigues’ formula. O

We now specialize the results of BAl to the case where (N, g) = (R3,6;;), ¥ = R?, § > 0 is fixed (recall
B3) and V is induced by a tilting rotation R, in the following sense.
Lemma B.11. Given r as in[II, there is a vector field V along Graphg’g(u) uniquely defined by
(B.12) Py X9 =Reo X430
Moreover, item (i) below holds, and if || < 1/10, then items (ii)-(iv) below hold, where Rg is the smallest
radius such that @ C Do(Rg).
(i VOXQ = (cos 0, —1)XQ’q—i—(sm9 )UXXQ"]—i—(l—COSH W Xq d, v)v.

(i) (X597 V : C¥(Q,9)|| < C(k)Ralx|.

(i) [[(Xq2) VT C*©,9)] < C(k)(Ra + V)|s|(18] + [[u: C*(€, 9)])).

(iv) 1(Xa )" (V,82) =k : CH(Q, )|l < C(R) |k u: CH(Q,9)].
Proof. Because exp) 9 @ = p+ @ for any p € N = R? and any o € T,N = T,R?, the condition (BI2) is

equivalent to item (i) by [B.I0(ii). Items (ii) and (iii) then follow from the definitions by estimating (i).
Next, using (i) we compute

(B.13) (X9 (V,0:) = (cos B — L)u+ (sin 0,) (5 x XJ79,0.).

\_/\./\_/\./

Note that (7 x XQ ,0z) = (Xg M9 gLy, Ttem (iv) follows by estimating (BI3) using this and the fact
that x = |k|[(7, ). O

Corollary B.14. If |x| is small enough in terms of Rq and 0, then[B3(iv) holds. Moreover, the function
Ky = w in [B.A satisfies

s =1 = C* ()| < CR)(A+ Ra) (fu: Q)]+ [x])°.

Proof. The smallness assumption[B.3|iv) on V follows from[B.11{(ii) by taking |#| small enough. Therefore,
the assumptions of [B.A apply, so in particular Dy is a diffeomorphism. Using that the exponential map in
Euclidean space amounts to addition, we conclude from (B.G) that (recall LH(viii)) Dy + (ux o Dy)d. =
Vo (Ig3 + u,0) + ud., which implies

us—u—rk=)+ II)+ (IIT), where
(I) :=uoDy' —u,
(I1) = (X3:9)"(V,0.) o D' — ko Dy,
(IIT) := ko Dy,' — k.

The estimate now follows by combining the preceding with and the estimates in B.11] O
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C. MEAN CURVATURE WITH RESPECT TO A PERTURBED METRIC
Let (N™, g) be a Riemannian manifold with Levi-Civita connection V.
Definition C.1. We define a Christoffel-inspired operator
C: C*®(Sym*(TN)) — C°°(Sym*(TN) @ T*N)
by 2(CT)(X,Y,2)= (VxT)Y,Z2)+ (VyT)(X,2) — (VT)(X,Y).

Remark C.2. The operator C above was defined in [4] Section 6.b], although there it was denoted by
O. O

Fix another Riemannian metric § on N and define h := g — g. We denote various quantities when
defined with respect to g with a hat. By a calculation [8] Lemma A.2] using the Koszul formula,

(C.3) G(VxY —VxY,Z) = (Ch)(X,Y,Z) forall X,Y,ZeT,N.

Lemma C.4 (Mean curvature under a change of metric). Let S C N be a two-sided hypersurface with
unit normal field v.

(i) = (v —B)/lv— Bl and [v — B2 = 1+ 0 — |82 — &3, B%),
() |y~ 515 A% = A + Sym (A% ey 0+ Vo) — 24— (Ca) = 6,
(iii) v — BF[gHS = HS +divs 48 — S trs 4@ + (Sym (V98) — 3d, @),
— trg o ((CSa) = BF) — ((C5a) - B, 8),,

where the symmetric two-tensor fields a, &, and @, differential one-form B, vector fields g and ﬂa, and
function o, are defined by requesting that for p € S, X,Y € 1,5,

a(X,Y) = hMX,Y), B(X) = h(X,vp), a(p) = h(vp, vp),
a(X,Y)=(V,,h)(X,Y),  g(fX)=8(X), g(B"X)=p(X)
and  &(X,Y) =g(X",Y") - g(X.Y),
where here X* and Y° are computed with respect to g. Moreover we have, [33 =B+ (@ = BHE, and (in

o0 kil kol kp_1l,_
(_1)paiklg Yoy g, gt ok, 197 1 lalpflj'

any local coordinates) Qi; = G gingj — gij = > =1

Proof. Given X € T,S, note that g(v — ﬁE,X) = 0. Therefore IIv = 337 where II is the g-orthogonal
projection onto 7,5, and (i) follows, where the formula for |v — [3“% is a direct calculation. Next we
compute (where in this proof we write A in place of A° since no confusion will arise)

v — B LAY, X) = §(VxX + VxX — VX, v — 59)
= G(v,v — FYAX, X) + (Ch)(X, X, v) — (Ch)(X. X, %)
— v — BH2A(X, X) + (Ch)(X, X,v) — (Ch)(X, X, 8,

where the second and third equalities use (C.3]) and that ’g\(ﬁH, v— ﬂg) = 0. Using [CI] we calculate

(Ch)(XaXa V) = (th)(X7V> - (vuh)(XvX)

1

2
= X (h(X,v)) = h(VxX,v) = h(X,Vxv) — %a(x, X)

= X(B(X)) - B(VEX) — 0A(X, X) + a(X, B(X)) - %&(X, X)

— (VEB)(X) — cA(X, X) + (A %, ) (X, X) — %a(x, X).
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Using ((C3) and that V — V = V5 — VS + 4D — Av, we find
(Ch)(X, X, B7) = (CSa)(X, X, B%) — G(v, BHA(X, X)
— (Ca)(X, X, B%) — BB A(X, X).

Substituting these items above and simplifying using (i) establishes (ii). Taking the trace of (ii) with
respect to gg and simplifying (note in particular that trg z(A %4 g) = trg g A = H) establishes (iii).
Finally, let [g] and [«] denote matrix representations of gg and « and note that

(g + [o]) ™" = (1d + [g] o)) o)t = D (—1)* (o] *ad) " [g] Y,
k=0
which implies the coordinate expression for @ and the identity [3& =B+ (a = pht. O

Remark C.5. The proof of Lemma [C4] above is self-contained and done independently from [44], but we
note that (i) and (ii) are consistent with results therein. O

Remark C.6. When g = €?%g for some w € C°°(N), it follows that

B8 = ﬁg =0, |v-— ﬁﬁg =¥, A%x,g=e"A% & =2"v(w)yg,
and [CA(i) reduces to the usual transformation rule A = ¢® (A — (8,w)g) for the second fundamental
form under a conformal change of metric. O

Remark C.7. When g is the ambient metric in a local system of Fermi coordinates about a hypersurface
¥ as in[A7] we define g = g|y, + dz? and S = X,, a parallel hypersurface. We have by

g=7ls, +ds*, vV=v=90, o=0, =0,

a=—22A% 4+ 7° (AE x AT + Rm, ) + 0(z%),

& = —2A% + 22(A% « A¥ + Rm,) + O(z2),
so that [(4(iii) implies the usual formula for the mean curvature of H=* (note that H= = HZ):

H® = H® - %m«za+ %(a,&) +0 (%)
=H” + (|A”]* +Ric(Z,2))z+ 0O (z*). O

Corollary C.8. HS — HS -G =(HS+5)((1+5)"Y/2-1)

H(1L4+) 772 ((Sym (V58) ,8) — trsg((C5) = 5) = ((C5a) = ,@), )
where here ¢ = divg 40 — %trs,g a— %(&, a)y and G := o — B(B%).

Proof. This follows immediately from dividing through [C4(iii) by |v — BH| 5= (1+3)Y? (recall [CAi))
and subtracting H® + & from both sides. (Il

Corollary C.9. Suppose o, 3, and o all have small enough C*(S, g) norm in terms of k. Then
[H5:CH(8,9)]| < Ck) (IH2  C*(S, 9)l| + 18 : C*+4(S, 9)]
Htrsga: CH(S,9)[l + (1 + [la: C¥(S,g)ll) llar: C*F(S, 9)]]) -

Proof. From the definition of BE and the coordinate expression for @, it follows that || [33 :OF(S,g)| <
C(K)||B: C*(S, 9)||(1 + ||a: C*(S,g)|]). Using the notation in the proof of [C.8 we have then

lw: C*(S, 9)ll < C(k) (llo - C*(S, @) + 118 : C*(S, 9)]1%)

[(Sym (VF5) @)y : C*(S, g)ll < C(k)la: C*(S, g)lll|B: C*+1(S, 9],
(@, @)y : C*(S,9)|l < C(k)||a: CH(S, g)lllla: C*(S, g)Il.
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Using the preceding, we also estimate
[trs,o((C%a) = B) : CF (S, g)|| + [{(Coar) = BF, @)y : CH(S. 9)
< Ck)[la: C1(S, gl : C*(S, 9)]-
Combining the estimates with the expansion in completes the proof. ([l

Lemma C.10. Let u € C%(S) and X be a vector field on S.
(i) Vu = Vu+ (@ = Vu)i.
(i) divX = divX + trsy((C%a) = X) + (@, (C5a) = X),.
(iii) Au= Au+ (divgya)(Vu) + (trs,, @)Au + trso((CSa) = (Vu + (@ = Vu)?))
+(@, (C%a) = (Vu + (8 = Vu)?)),.
(iv) As long as a has small enough C*1(S, g) norm in terms of k, then |Au — Au : C¥(S, g)|| <
C(k)lloc: C*1(S, g)[[[u: C¥F2(S, ).

Proof. (i) and (ii) follow from the following calculations in coordinates:
(Vu)' =G9u; = gu; + g™ g" Qruy,
divX = §75(Vo, X 4+ Vo, X — Vo, X, ;)
=379V, X,0;) + (C5a)(X, 0;,0))
= divX + (¢ +a")(C%a)(X, 0;,0;).
(iii) follows by combining (i) and (ii) and observing that
div(@ — Vu) = (diva)(Vu) + (trg,q @) Au.
Finally, (iv) follows immediately from estimating (iii). O
Lemma C.11. Suppose a, 3, and o all have small enough C**1(S, g) norm in terms of k. Then
A% = 14515 || < C(k)( (lollor + 1Bllor+s + llaller) 1A% 2
+ (1Bl + @) 1450ex + (1Bloxn + Idlex)” ),
where here || - ||ox is short hand for the C*(S,g) norm.
Proof. We first compute using [C.4{ii) that
A2 — [A5]2 = —(0 — 18l5 — a(B%, B A®; +2(A, T)y + T,

where here T := Sym (AS *g VSB) — %& —(C%a) = [33_ Using this and the assumptions, we estimate
114515 = 1A% ] o < CK) ( (lollcx + 1Bllorsr + llallon) | A%][2

- 2
+ (IBllcsss + [@l0x) 145cr + (I8llorss +11@lce)*)-
Next, we compute
|A%2 — |A®[3 = 2(A% x5 @, A%)g + | A% %, @[3,
and using this and to estimate ||AS||cr we conclude
HAZR — 1A% lon < Ck)lladler | A2
< C(K)lladler (1A% [l ox + @llon + [1Bllers)?.

By the triangle inequality, combining these estimates finishes the proof. ]
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Lemma C.12. Let u be a C* tensor field on N and let € > 0. If |h : C*(N, g)|| is small enough in terms
of k and €, then

(C.13) s NG 1 llu: CH(N, 9.

Proof. We first consider the case where &k = 0. Since g(u,u) — g(u,u) is a sum of g-inner products of
contractions of u and h, we have that

[llw: CON,G)II? = lu: CO(N, g)|I*| < Cllh: CUN, g)ll[|u: CO(N, g)II?,
which implies (C.I3) when k = 0, where we have used that ||h C°(N, g)|| is small.

Using that the Christoffel symbols of V and V satisfy T' I‘k = I‘ hlk + (Ch)ijk, substituting into
the formula for the components of Vu, estimating, and usmg m When k =0, we find
(C.14) [Vu: CON, )| < (1+C[h: CHN, g)|)][u: C* (N, g)|.

Interchanging the roles of § and ¢ in (C14) and using (C.I4) also to estimate ||k : C1(N,g)|, we have
[Vu: CO(N, g)ll < (1 + Cllh: CHN, 9))][u: CH(N, gl
<1+ Cllh: CHN,g)D]u: CHN, )]
With the preceding, this proves (CI3]) when k = 1, and the result for general k follows inductively. [J

D. WEIGHTED DECAY ESTIMATES

We prove a weighted estimate on surfaces for solutions of inhomogeneous linear equations which is
analogous to estimates in other gluing constructions, e.g. in [29, 24] [7]. The proof relies on analogous
estimates in the Euclidean setting established in [T, Proposition C.1(i)].

Lemma D.1. Given a closed Riemannian Surface (32, g), V. € C>®(%), 8 € (0,1), and v € (1,2), there
exists € > 0 such that for any € € (0,¢] and any p € ¥, there is a linear map R : COP (D () DX (e)) —
C*#(D3(e)) so that if E € C%#(D3(e)) and u = R (E), then
(i) (Ag+V)u=E.
(ii) u(p ) =dpu = 0.
(i) [u : (;2/3(1)2( ).d}),g.(d3)7[| < ClIE : C¥P(D¥(e),d}}, g, (d3)) ).

Proof. In [, Proposition C.1(i)], it was shown that the conclusion of Lemma [D.1] holds when (%2, g) =
(R2,6;;) and V = 0. By identifying D, (¢) with Dgpx,gp (¢) using the exponential map, considering the
Euclidean Laplacian A, and its corresponding right inverse R : Co’ﬂ(m) — C2"B(m) from [7]
Proposition C.1(i)], taking ¢ small enough, and rescaling D> (¢) to be of unit size, we may assume that
Id — LR = (Ay, — £L)R has operator norm less than 1. We then define R = RY_° (Id — LR)" =
RY (A= L)YR)™. Ttem (i) follows by inspection, and (ii) and (iii) follow from the corresponding
items established in [7, Proposition C.1(i)]. O

Corollary D.2. Let %, V,B,¢, and p be as in[D1l There exists C > 0 such that for any € € (0,€] and
any v € C*P(D(e)) satisfying (Ag +V)v =0 on D3 (e) and E,v =0, the following estimate holds.

lv: C*#(D3(e). g, (d;) ")l < Cllv: C*P(OD} (o), dy, g, () )]

Proof. Suppose € and v are as above. Define & € C2#(D>(e) \ D} (e/2)) to be the radial extension
of v|8m and define ¢ € C*#(D3(2¢)) by ¢ = W[e,e/2;d3](9,0). By the definitions, the following
estimate holds.

(D-3) lp : C*#(D3(e). ;. 9)|| < Cllv : C** (DX (e), dy), 9)lI-
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By applying Lemma[D T with E = (A,4V)p, there exists u € C*# (D> (¢)) satisfying (Ag+V)(u—¢) = 0,
E,u =0, and
=p )

. (028 b b . (2,8 b b))
lu: C=P (D5 (€), dy), 9, (d,) ] < Cllg - CHP(D (e), dyy, 9, (d)) )
< Cllv: C*P(9DF (o), dy, g, (d;) ),
where the last inequality follows from (D.3]) and the definitions.
On the other hand, by the definition of ¢ and the proof of Lemma [D.I] we have that the restriction of
v — ¢ +u to Dy (e) is a linear combination of constants and first harmonics. Since £,(v — ¢ +u) =0,

it follows from the smallness of € that v = ¢ — u. The claimed estimate now follows from this and the
preceding. O
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