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Abstract

Given H ∈ [0, 1) and given a C0 exterior domain Ω in a H−hyper-
sphere of H3, the existence of hyperbolic Killing graphs of CMC H
defined in Ω with boundary ∂Ω included in the H−hypersphere is
obtained.

MSC Class: Primary 53A10. Secondary 53C42.

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the exterior Dirichlet problem for the CMC equation
with vanishing boundary data in H3. We recall that a Dirichlet problem is
called exterior when the domain is such that its complement is compact.

The exterior Dirichlet problem was probably first considered by Nitsche
[Ni], who proved that if u is a solution to an exterior Dirichlet problem over
a domain in the Euclidean plane, then it has at most linear growth and its
graph has a well defined Gauss map at infinity.

This problem has also been investigated, considering diferent aspects by
Collin and Krust [CK], Kuwert [K], Kutev and Tomi [KT], Ripoll and Tomi
[RT] and more recently by Aiolfi, Bustos and Ripoll [ABR] all in the Eu-
clidean space Rn for minimal surfaces.

As a natural development of Riemannian geometry, the exterior Dirichlet
problem was studied by Espirito-Santo and Ripoll [ESR] in product manifolds
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Mn×R, assuming zero boundary data. They assume either that M is simply
connected, KM ≤ −k2 < 0 and the domain Ω satisfies the exterior sphere
conditon, or that RicM ≥ 0 and KM satisfies a decay condition. They prove
that for each s ≥ 0 there is a function u ∈ C0 (Ω)∩C2

(
Ω
)
, vanishing at ∂Ω

with minimal graph and lim sup
x→∂Ω

|∇u(x)| = s.

Further in [ARS], the exterior Dirichlet problem in manifolds with KM ≤
−k2 is taken into account. In this case, the authors do not require vanishing
boundary data, but the oscilation of the boundary data cannot be arbitrarly
large. Besides, instead of prescribing the supremum of the gradient at the
boundary, they prove existence results prescribing also continuous boundary
data at infinity.

In this paper we extend the results in [ESR] to the hyperbolic space H3.
We consider the Dirichlet problem for the CMC H equation with H ∈ [0, 1)
and vanishing boundary data for hyperbolic Killing graphs. We recall that a
Killing vector field is called hyperbolic if its integral curves are hypercycles
orthogonal to a totally geodesic surface. Given an oriented geodesic γ there is
a unique hyperbolic Killing vector field X tangent to γ with X(γ(0)) = γ′(0).
Moreover, it is orthogonal to the totally geodesic hypersurfaces of H3 which
are orthogonal to γ.

Let X be a hyperbolic Killing vector field of H3 orthogonal to a totally
geodesic surface H2. Given a domain Ω ⊂ H2, denote by ϕt the one-parameter
family of isometries determined by X, ϕ0 = Id, the X−Killing graph Gr(u)
of a function u is Gr(u) = {ϕu(x)(x)|x ∈ Ω}. Our first main result concerns
the minimal surfaces and reads as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let Ω ⊂ H2 be a C0 exterior domain. Then, given s ≥ 0,
there is u ∈ C∞(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω), such that:

i) the X−Killing graph of u is a minimal surface,

ii) u ≥ 0 in Ω and u = 0 on ∂Ω,

iii) lim sup
x→∂Ω

|gradu| = s,

iv) sup
Ω
|u| ≤

∫ +∞

0

e−2t

cosh(t)
√

1− e−4t
dt <

π

4
.

The same technique used to prove Theorem 1.1 applies to H2×R and using
it we can improve Theorem 1 of [ESR] in the particular case of M = H2 : the
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exterior domain Ω does not have to satisfy the exterior sphere condition and
the bound for the supremum of u can be improved to min{2s, π/4}, since the
rotational surfaces in H2 ×R have height bounded by π/4 (see Theorem 3.1
below).

All previsous results that the authors know about the exterior Dirichlet
problem dealt only with minimal surfaces. Nevertheless in H3 we obtain also
existence results for H ∈ (0, 1). For a fixed totally geodesic hypersurface H2,
the surfaces equidistant to it are hyperspheres EH , H ∈ (−1, 1). They are
totally umbilical hypersurfaces of CMC H. When a direction of the Killing
graph is fixed, we define the sign of H by considering the normal vector to
EH such that 〈η,X〉 is non negative. The definition of Killing graphs can be
extended to functions with domain in EH . For H ∈ (0, 1) we prove Theorem
3.6 which summarizes as follows

Theorem 1.2. For H ∈ (0, 1), let Ω ⊂ EH be a C0 exterior domain in
a hypersphere equidistant to H2. Then, for any s ≥ 0 there is a CMC H
X−graph of a positive bounded function over Ω with vanishing boundary data
and lim supx→∂Ω |gradu| = s.

2 Rotational surfaces

Throughout this work we fix the following notation: γ is the geodesic associ-
ated to the hyperbolic Killing field X and H2 is the totally geodesic surface
orthogonal to X, containing o := γ(0). Besides for x ∈ H2, r(x) denotes the
distance to o, Dρ(o) = {x ∈ H2 | r(x) < ρ} and |X(x)| = cosh(r(x)) for
any x ∈ H2. For instance if we consider the half-space model for H3, that
is, R3

+ with the metric ds2 =
(

1
z2

)
dx2 , where dx is the Euclidean metric,

if the geodesic γ is the oriented z axis, γ(t) = (0, 0, et) then ϕt(x) = etx,
H2 = {x2 + y2 + z2 = 1, z > 0}, X(p) = p for any p ∈ H2. Furthermore
the X−graphs are euclidean radial graphs. We remark that we may assume
that X is this hyperbolic Killing field without loss of generality, since H3 is
a homogeneous space.

From Proposition 2.1 of [DR], a function u : Ω→ R has CMCH X−graph
oriented with normal vector pointing in the direction of X, if it satisfies
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MH(u) = 0 for

MH(u) := div

 cosh(r)gradu√
1 + cosh2(r)|gradu|2

+
〈gradu, sinh(r)grad r〉√

1 + cosh2(r)|gradu|2
− 2H,

(1)
where div and grad are the divergent and gradient respectively, in H2.

Proposition 2.1. Given ρ > 0, s ≥ 0 (including s = ∞) and H ∈ (−1, 1),
there exists a function vρ,s,H : H2 \Dρ(o) → R such that vρ,s,H |∂Dρ = 0 and
the X−Killing graph of vρ,s,H has CMC H. Besides, |grad vρ,s,H |∂Dρ = s.

Proof. If we use u = f ◦ r, remind that ∆r = coth(r) and |grad r| = 1, and
define the auxiliar function

g(r) =
cosh(r)f ′(r)√

1 + cosh2(r)f ′2(r)

equation (1) can be written as

g′(r) + g(r)(coth(r) + tanh(r))− 2H = 0.

So we have to find f satisfying the ODE above, f ′(ρ) = s and f(ρ) = 0. This
is accomplished by

f(r) =

∫ r

ρ

H coth(2t) + C(ρ, s,H)cosech(2t)

cosh(t)
√

1− (Hcoth(2t) + C(ρ, s,H)cosech(2t))2
dt. (2)

where

C(ρ, s,H) := −H cosh(2ρ) +
sinh(2ρ) cosh(ρ)s√

1 + cosh2(ρ)s2

. (3)

So defining vρ,s,H(x) = f(r(x)), the result holds.
We remark that for all s > 0 the function f is well defined in (ρ,+∞).

We use the notation vρ,∞,H to indicate the case

lim
x→∂Dρ

|grad vρ,∞,H(x)| =∞.

Besides, when H = 0 and s =∞ we use just vρ to denote vρ,∞,0.
The next result is a consequence of the definition of vρ,∞,H .
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Lemma 2.2. If H ∈ [0, 1), we have that vρ,∞,H : H2\Dρ → R is an increasing
function of the distance to ∂Dρ and lim

r(x)→∞
|grad vρ,∞,H(x)| = 0.

Lemma 2.3. Given H ∈ [0, 1) we have that vρ,∞,H : H2\Dρ → R is bounded
above by a constant

B(H) =

∫ +∞

0

H + (1−H)e−2t

cosh(t)
√

1− (H + (1−H)e−2t)2
dt (4)

which is a continuous increasing function of H ∈ [0, 1) satisfying

B(0) < π/4 and lim
H→1−

B(H) =∞.

Proof. Let us write vρ,∞,H(r(x)) = f(r(x)) for

f(r) =

∫ r

0

xρ(t)

cosh(t)
√

1− xρ(t)2
dt, where

xρ(t) =
H cosh(2ρ+ 2t) + sinh(2ρ)−H cosh(2ρ)

sinh(2ρ+ 2t)
.

Since
∂

∂ρ
xρ(t) =

2

sinh(2ρ+ 2t)
[H(cosh(2t)− 1) + sinh(2t)] > 0

and x 7→ x√
1−x2 is an increasing function, we conclude that

vρ,∞,H(r) ≤
∫ r

0

1

cosh(t)
lim

ρ→+∞

(
xρ(t)√

1− xρ(t)2

)
dt. (5)

Straightforward computations show that lim
ρ→∞

xρ(t) = H + (1 − H)e−2t and

therefore the bound B(H) given in the statement is obtained. Since B′(H) >
0 for H ∈ [0, 1), B is an increasing function. Besides

B(0) =

∫ +∞

0

e−2t

cosh(t)
√

1− e−4t
dt ≤

∫ +∞

0

e−2t

√
1− e−4t

dt = π/4.

The following result follows from Lemma 6 of [DL].

Lemma 2.4. Let Ω be a C2,α bounded open subset of H2 and u ∈ C2,α(Ω)
a solution of MH(u) = 0 in Ω. Assume that u is bounded in Ω and that
|gradu| is bounded on ∂Ω. Then |gradu| is bounded in Ω by a constant that
depends only on sup

Ω
|u| and sup

∂Ω
|gradu|.
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3 Main results

Our existence result for the minimal surfaces is inspired on its analogous
version in M2 × R proved in [ESR].

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We start with the case that Ω is a C∞ domain. Let
D0 ⊂ H2 be the smallest disk centered at o with H2\Ω ⊂ D0. Let R1 > R0

be such that
|grad vR0(x)|∂DR < s/2 for all R ≥ R1,

which exists since lim
r(x)→∞

|grad vR0(x)|Dr = 0 (see Lemma 2.2). We define the

sequence Rm = R1 +m, m ≥ 2 and set Ωm = DRm ∩ Ω.
Claim: For each m ∈ N, there is a function um ∈ C∞(Ωm) solution of

M0(u), such that um = 0 on ∂Ω and sup
∂Ω
|gradum| = s.

Observe that Ωm is a connected domain and its boundary consists in
∂Ω ∪ ∂DRm . Set Γm = ∂DRm and define

Tm =
{
t ≥ 0

∣∣ ∃ut ∈ C∞(Ωm) with M(ut) = 0, ut
∣∣
∂Ω

= 0,

ut
∣∣
Γm

= t, sup
∂Ω
|gradut| ≤ s}. (6)

We will prove that h(m) = supTm is well defined and belongs to Tm.
Then we demonstrate that um, the function associated to h(m), satisfies the
claim.

Since 0 ∈ Tm, Tm 6= ∅. We prove in the sequel that supTm ≤ π
4
. Assume

for contradiction that there is T ∈ Tm, T > π/4. From Lemma 2.3, there is
a function vR : H2\DR → R for each R ≤ Rm, that vanishes on ∂DR, has
a minimal X−graph which is tangent to the X−Killing cylinder that passes
through ∂DR. Besides, all these funtions are bounded by π/4.

Notice that for R = Rm the X−Killing graphs of uT and vRm are disjoint
since the intersection of the domains of these functions is Γm and on Γm,
uT = T > π/4 > 0 = vRm . Now consider the family {vR}R∈[R0,Rm] and define
R̄ the minimum value of

{R ∈ [R0, Rm]
∣∣GrX(vr) ∩GrX(uT ) = ∅ ∀ r ≥ R},

which is the first contact point of the graph of uT with a graph of vR in
this family such that the graph of vR is disjoint from the graph of u. The
graph of vR̄ touches the graph of uT at an interior point, leading us to a
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Figure 1: Maximum principle

contradiction with the maximum principle (see Figure 1). More precisely,
the inequality T > π/4 implies that the touching point cannot be in the
cylinder over Γm, and it also cannot be over ∂Ω because it would contradict
sup∂Ω |graduT | ≤ s.

In order to find the function um = uh(m), we prove next that h(m) ∈ Tm.
First, we observe that our choice of R1 guarantees that, for all m, if t ∈ Tm,
|gradut| ≤ s/2 in Γm. This is again a consequence of the maximum principle,
which implies that vR0−(vR0(Rm)+t) ≤ ut ≤ t in Ωm. Hence, we have upper
(constant t) and lower (vR0− (vR0(Rm)+ t)) barriers to estimate the gradient
of ut on Γm and therefore for t ∈ Tm, sup∂Ωm |gradut| ≤ s.

To see that h(m) ∈ Tm, let (xn) be a sequence in Tm with xn → h(m). Let
un = uxn and observe that from the maximum principle 0 ≤ un ≤ h(m) in
Ωm. Besides, |gradun| is bounded by s on ∂Ωm. Hence, from Lemma 2.4, there
is a constant C = C(h(m), s,Ωm), such that |un|1,Ωm ≤ C. Now standard
PDE theory implies that the sequence (un) has a convergent subsequence in
the C2 norm on Ω and, for w being the limit of the sequence, it holds that
w = uh(m) so that h(m) ∈ Tm.

To prove that sup∂Ω |graduh(m)| = s, we follow the same idea of [ESR],
which consists in showing that sup∂Ω |graduh(m)| < s would contradict the
fact that h(m) is the supremum of Tm. Intuitively, if the strict inequality
held, we could raise a little more the boundary data h(m) and still have the
gradient bounded by s. To be precise, fix any function ϕ ∈ C∞(Ωm) such
that ϕ vanishes on ∂Ωm and ϕ ≡ h(m) on Γm and then define an operator
T : [0, 2]×C∞(Ωm)→ C∞(Ωm) by T (t, w) =M0(w+ tϕ). Notice that T is a
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C1 operator, T (1, uh(m)−ϕ) = 0 and ∂2T (t, uh(m)−ϕ) is an isomormorphism.
So, the Implicit Function Theorem in Banach spaces states that there is δ > 0
and a continuous function i : (1− δ, 1 + δ)→ C∞(Ωm), with i(1) = uh(m)−ϕ
and such that T (t, i(t)) = 0. So, there must be a t0 > 1, with |grad i(t0)| < s
on ∂Ω. This contradicts the definition of h(m) since t0h(m) would belong to
Tm. By taking um = uh(m), the claim is demonstrated.

Now consider the sequence of functions um ∈ C∞(Ωm). For any Ωk ⊂ Ω
compact, there is a constant c(k), such that |um|1,Ωk ≤ c(k) for all m > k.
Once again, standard PDE theory implies the existence of a subsequence of
{um} converning, in the C2 norm on Ωk, to a solution vk ∈ C∞(Ωk) ofM0 = 0
in Ωk satisfying vk = 0 on ∂Ω and sup∂Ω |grad vk| = s. To obtain a solution
in Ω, we iterate this process of taking subsequences: The first subsequence
is taken to converge in Ω1, then, for Ω2, we take a subsequence from the one
we already know that converges in Ω1 and so on. By the diagonal method,
we obtain the existence of a solution u ≥ 0 of M0 = 0 in Ω satisfying u = 0
on the boundary and sup∂Ω |gradu| = s. Since each element of the sequence
is bounded by π/4, so is the limit.

For the general case of Ω being a C0 domain we approximate it by C∞

domains (Uj) such that Ω ⊂ Uj+1 ⊂ Uj and Ω = ∩jUj. For each j ∈ N, let
uj ∈ C∞(Uj) be the solution that exists by the case proved above, that is
M0(uj) = 0, uj|∂Uj = 0, sup∂Ω |graduj| = s ≤ |uj|1 ≤ C(s).

From the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem we obtain that (uj) converges uniformly,
on compact subsets of Ω, to a function us ∈ C0(Ω) such that us|∂Ω = 0.
Besides, regularity theory implies us ∈ C∞(Ω). By the diagonal method,
we obtain the existence of a subsequence (uj) converging to a solution us ∈
C∞(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) of the minimal surface equation.

Although this result was inspired in its version for H2 × R, we were not
able to construct barriers depending on the distance to the boundary, so
we changed the definition of the exaustion sets Ωm. For that, we had to
construct the rotational barriers from Section 2 and adapt some steps in the
proof. Therefore we were able to discard the requirement on the existence of
an exterior sphere condition. We remark that the proof of Theorem 1.1 can
be applied in any situation where rotational surfaces are known and therefore
one can also obtain an improvement of Theorem 1 of [ESR].
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Theorem 3.1. Let Ω ⊂ H2 be a C0 exterior domain. Then, given s ≥ 0,
there is u ∈ C∞(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω), such that:

i) the vertical graph of u is a minimal surface in H2 × R,

ii) u ≥ 0 in Ω and u = 0 on ∂Ω,

iii) lim sup
x→∂Ω

|gradu| = s,

iv) sup
Ω
|u| < π

2
.

This result follows the same steps of H3 if one uses the rotational ca-
thenoids

ṽρ,∞,0(r) =

∫ r

0

sinh(ρ)√
sinh2(t+ ρ)− sinh2(ρ)

dt, r > 0 (7)

instead of the functions vρ,∞,0. The expression (7) can be found in [KST].

3.1 The case H ∈ (0, 1)

We conclude this manuscript by considering graphs over EH , which are um-
bilical hypersurfaces of CMC H. Since for H ∈ (0, 1), EH is an entire Killing
graph over H2, graphs over EH are also graphs over H2 and vice versa. Nev-
ertheless, it is natural to assume that our exterior domains are subsets of
EH . This is the case, since the geometric idea of our proof is to consider the
exterior domain Ω as the graph (of the zero function) and lift the boundary
data in order to find non trivial solutions.

This section is organized as follows: We present some facts about graphs
over EH in Proposition 3.2 and a way to take the rotational surfaces from
Section 2 to have boundary on EH in Lemma 3.5. With these tools, Theorem
3.6 can be proved following the same steps as Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.2. Let EH ⊂ H3 be an umbilical hypersurface with CMC H
that is equidistant to H2 and X a hyperbolic Killing field, that is orthogonal
to H2. Consider w : H2 → R the function such that GrX(w) = EH . Then,
given a function u : EH → R we have that ũ : H2 → R defined by ũ(x̃) =
u(ϕw(x̃)x̃) + w(x̃) is such that GrX(ũ) = GrX(u) and

grad ũ(x̃) = 〈gradu(x), X(x)〉xgradw(x̃) +
[
D2ϕw(x̃)(x̃)

]−1
π(gradu(x)),

where π : TxEH → Tx
(
ϕw(x̃)H2

)
is the natural projection and x = ϕw(x̃)(x̃).

9



Figure 2: Relating gradu and grad ũ

Proof. Observe that X−graphs with domain Ω ⊂ EH are well defined by
GrX(u) = {ϕu(x)x | x ∈ Ω}.

First, we show that GrX (ũ) = GrX (u) . Denoting by x = ϕw(x̃)x̃,

GrX (ũ) = {ϕũ(x̃)x̃ | x̃ ∈ H2} = {ϕu(x)+w(x̃)x̃ | x̃ ∈ H2}

= {ϕu(x) ◦ ϕw(x̃)x̃ | x̃ ∈ H2} = {ϕu(x)x | x ∈ EH} = GrX (u) .

For the computation of grad ũ(x̃), we consider a curve α̃ : (−ε, ε) → H2

such that α̃(0) = x̃ and α̃′(0) = ṽ. Thus

ũ(α̃(t)) = u(α(t)) + w(α̃(t)) (8)

where α(t) = ϕw(α̃(t))α̃(t). Using the chain rule we obtain

α′(t) = (w ◦ α̃)′(t)
d

dt
ϕw(α̃(t))α̃(t) +D2ϕw(α̃(t))α̃(t) · α̃′(t)

= (w ◦ α̃)′(t)X(α(t)) +D2ϕw(α̃(t))α̃(t) · α̃′(t)

and for t = 0,

α′(0) = 〈gradw(x̃), ṽ〉x̃X(x) +D2ϕw(x̃)(x̃) · ṽ. (9)

Using (8) and (9) we obtain the following equalities

〈grad ũ(x̃), ṽ〉x̃ = 〈gradu(x), α′(0)〉x + 〈gradw(x̃), α̃′(0)〉x̃
= 〈gradu(x), 〈gradw(x̃), ṽ〉x̃X(x)〉x
+ 〈gradu(x), D2ϕw(x̃)(x̃) · ṽ〉x + 〈gradw(x̃), ṽ〉x̃.

10



Since D2ϕw(x̃)(x̃) · ṽ ∈ {X(x)}⊥ = Txϕw(x̃)H2 ⊂ TxH3,

〈gradu(x), D2ϕw(x̃)(x̃) · ṽ〉x = 〈π(gradu(x)), D2ϕw(x̃)(x̃) · ṽ〉x

for π : TxH3 → Txϕw(x̃)H2 the projection π(y) = y− 〈y,X(x)〉x X(x)
|X(x)|2 . More-

over, since X is a Killing vector field, D2ϕw(x̃)(x̃) : Tx̃H2 → Txϕw(x̃)H2 is an
isometry and

〈π(gradu(x)), D2ϕw(x̃)(x̃) · ṽ〉x = 〈[D2ϕw(x̃)(x̃)]−1 · π(gradu(x)), ṽ〉x.

Hence,

〈grad ũ(x̃), ṽ〉x̃ = 〈〈gradu(x), X(x)〉xgradw(x̃), ṽ〉x̃
+ 〈D−1

2 (ϕw(x̃)(x̃))π(gradu(x)), ṽ〉x̃ + 〈gradw(x̃), ṽ〉x̃.

Remark 3.3. We may compute w following the steps from Section 2 adapted
and obtain

w(x̃) = −
∫ ∞
r(x̃)

H(coth(2t)− cosech (2t))

cosh(t)
√

1−H2(coth(2t)− cosech (2t))2
dt

which is a negative increasing function that goes to zero as r(x̃) goes to in-
finity.

Besides, |w(õ)| is an incresing function of H that diverges as H → 1.

Since w is a bounded C∞ function, the following holds

Corollary 3.4. Under the conditions of the above proposition we have:

(i) If r(x̃)→∞, then |grad ũ(x̃)| → 0 if and only if |gradu(x)| → 0

(ii) |grad ũ(x̃)| → +∞ if and only if |gradu(x)| → +∞.

The next Lemma presents the family of functions fR whose graphs are
X−translations of the graphs of vR.

Lemma 3.5. Given R > 0, let DR be the disk of radius R centered at the
origin of EH . Then there is a function fR : EH\DR → R satisfying:

(i) fR vanishes on ∂DR;

11



(ii) fR has cmc H X−graph which is tangent to the X−Killing cylinder
that passes through ∂DR;

(iii) fR is bounded by B(H);

(iv) The gradient of fR at x goes to zero, as x goes to infinity.

(v) fR depends only on the distance to the origin of EH .

Proof. Consider H2 the totally geodesic hypersurface that has the same
asymptotic boundary as EH and let w : H2 → R be the function from
Remark 3.3 such that EH is the X−graph of w. (See Figure 2) We actually
need the ‘inverse’ of w, i. e., let ŵ : EH → R be the function such that H2

is the X−graph of ŵ. It holds that ŵ(x) = −w(x̃) for x = ϕw(x̃)(x̃). Since

w (ŵ) is radial, we may define w(R̃) = w(x̃) (ŵ(R) = ŵ(x)) for any x̃ ∈ H2

(x ∈ EH).
Observe that u : U ⊂ EH → R has cmc H X−graph if and only if ũ : Ũ =

{ϕŵ(x)(x) |x ∈ U} ⊂ H2 → R given by ũ(x̃) = u(ϕw(x̃)(x̃)) + w(x̃) satisfies
MH(ũ) = 0 forMH defined in (1). Besides, given a disk DR(o) ⊂ EH , there
is an associated disk DR̃(õ) ⊂ H2 which is the intersection of the X−Killing
cyllinder though DR(o) with H2.

For any R > 0, consider the function vR̃,∞,H : H2\DR̃ → R from Propo-
sition 2.1 and define fR : EH\DR → R by

fR(x) = vR̃,∞,H(ϕŵ(x)(x))− [ŵ(R)− ŵ(x)].

The graph of fR has cmc H because it is the graph of x ∈ H2\DR 7→
vR̃,∞,H(x)+w(R̃). Its boundary is ∂DR ⊂ EH and it is tangent to the Killing
cyllinder ϕR(DR) because of the second item in Corollary 3.4. Besides, fR
depends only on the distance to o ∈ EH since it is the difference between two
other radial functions: v1 = vR̃,∞,H(ϕŵ(·)(·)) and v2 = ŵ(R)− ŵ(·).

In order to see that |fR| ≤ B(H), it is sufficient to prove that

0 ≤ v1 ≤ B(H) and 0 ≤ v2 ≤ B(H).

The first inequality is demonstrated in Lemma 2.3. For the second one,
notice that r 7→ ŵ(r) is a positive decreasing function. Therefore, ŵ(R) −
ŵ(r) ≤ ŵ(o) and it remains to show that ŵ(o) ≤ B(H), which reads as
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∫ ∞
0

H(coth(2t)− cosech (2t))

cosh(t)
√

1−H2(coth(2t)− cosech (2t))2
dt

≤
∫ +∞

0

H + (1−H)e−2t

cosh(t)
√

1− (H + (1−H)e−2t)2
dt.

We may compare the integrands and see that this inequality holds. For
that, since x 7→ x√

1−x2 is an increasing function, we only prove that

H(coth(2t)− cosech (2t)) ≤ H + (1−H)e−2t ∀ t > 0.

The last inequality follows from H(coth(2t) − cosech (2t)) ≤ H which is
equivalent to cosh(2t)− sinh(2t) ≤ 1 that holds for t ≥ 0.

Item (iv) is a consequence of the first claim in Corollary 3.4.

The following theorem has the precise statement for Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 3.6. Let EH ⊂ H3 be an umbilical hypersurface with CMC H ∈
[0, 1). Consider Ω ⊂ EH an exterior domain of class C0 and γ an oriented
geodesic passing orthogonally through EH , where Xis the hyperbolic Killing
field tangent to γ satisfying 〈X, η〉 > 0, where η is the normal vector to EH .
Then, given a real number s ≥ 0 there is a nonnegative bounded function
u ∈ C∞(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) such that the GrX(u) has constant mean curvature H,
u|∂Ω = 0, lim sup

x→∂Ω
|gradu(x)| = s and supΩ u ≤ B(H).

Proof. We start fixing s ≥ 0 and assuming Ω ⊂ EH is a C∞ exterior domain.
Let D0, ..., Dm, ... be a collection of disks in EH centered at the origin o =
γ ∩EH , with radius Rm, satisfying the condition that D0 is the smallest disk
such that EH\Ω ⊂ D0, Di ⊂ Di+1, EH = ∪i∈NDi and R1 is large enough so
that (10) (see below) holds.

As in Theorem 1.1, let Ωm = Dm ∩ Ω, set Γm = ∂Dm and consider the
set

Tm = {t ≥ 0 | ∃ut ∈ C∞(Ωm), ut|∂Ω = 0, ut|Γm = t, lim sup
x→∂Ω

|gradut(x)| ≤ s

and ut has cmc H X−graph}.

Next we prove the following items:
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1) Tm is not empty

2) Tm is bounded

3) h(m) = supTm ∈ Tm

4) lim sup
x→∂Ω

|graduh(m)| = s.

Afterwards we will prove that um = uh(m) ∈ C∞(Ωm) has cmc H X−graph
and sup |gradum| = s. In the end, the fact that Ω = ∪mΩm will allow us to
find the solution us.

The first claim follows from taking u = 0, since EH has cmc H. Therefore
t = 0 belongs to Tm.

For the remaining items we use the functions fR, which play the same
role as the v′Rs did in the proof of Theorem 1.1. They were presented in
Lemma 3.5.

For the second item, consider the family of graphs of {fR}R≤Rm . If j >
B(H) belonged to Tm, the graph of the associated uj would have a first inte-
rior contact point with a member of this family, leading us to a contradiction.
Hence Tm is bounded by B(H).

In order to find the function um = uh(m), we prove next that h(m) ∈ Tm.
First, we exhibit the condition on R1 :

|grad fR0(x)|∂DR ≤ s/2 ∀R ≥ R1, (10)

which is possible since the gradient of fR at x goes to zero, as x goes to
infinity. Observe that our choice of R1 guarantees that, for all m, if t ∈ Tm,
|gradut| ≤ s/2 in Γm. This is again a consequence of the maximum Principle
as in the proof of Theorem 1.1. The functions constant function t, ut and
fR0 − (fR0(Rm) + t) satisfy fR0 − (fR0(Rm) + t) ≤ ut ≤ t in Ωm. Hence

|gradut| ≤ |grad fR0(Rm)| < s/2 on Γm.

Therefore for t ∈ Tm, sup∂Ωm |gradut| ≤ s.
We conclude that h(m) ∈ Tm following the same ideas as in the proof of

Theorem 1.1. We remark that the boundedness for gradut obtained using
Lemma 2.4 also holds here since Proposition 3.2 gives a nice bijection from
functions defined in EH to functions defined in H2.

The fourth property of Tm, lim sup
x→∂Ω

|graduh(m)| = s, also holds by the

argument presented in Theorem 1.1.
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Finally, we consider the sequence um = uh(m) and conclude that, up to a
subsequece, it converges to a function us satisfying the statement.

The general case of C0 domains also holds by the same argument as in
Theorem 1.1.

The authors acknowledge Jaime Ripoll for suggesting the problem and
for some helpful discussions.
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