arXiv:2109.12715v1 [math.DG] 26 Sep 2021

URYSON WIDTH OF THREE DIMENSIONAL MEAN CONVEX DOMAIN
WITH NON-NEGATIVE RICCI CURVATURE
ZHICHAO WANG AND BO ZHU
Abstract. We prove that for every three dimensional manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature and strictly mean convex boundary, there exists a Morse function so that each connected
component of its level sets has a uniform diameter bound, which depends only on the lower
bound of mean curvature. This gives an upper bound of Uryson 1-width for those three manifolds with boundary.

1. Introduction
In [6], Gromov proposed the following conjecture:
Conjecture 1.1 (Gromov [6] ). Suppose that X ⊂ Rn is a smooth domain such that H∂X ≥ n−1.
Then there exists a continuous self-map R : X → X such that
• the image R(X) ⊂ X has topological dimension n − 2;
• dist(x, R(x)) ≤ cn for all x ∈ X, with the best expected cn = 1.
Recall that the Uryson k-width widthk (M ) of a Riemannian manifold M is the infimum of the
real numbers d ≥ 0, such that there exist a k-dimensional polyhedral space P k and a continuous
map f : M → P k with
diamM f −1 (p) ≤ d,

for all p ∈ P k ,

where diam(·) denotes the diameter of the subset of M . Clearly, Conjecture 1.1 implies that the
Uryson (n − 2)-widths of mean convex domains in Euclidean spaces are bounded from above
by a constant relying on their mean curvature lower bounds. In this paper, we we give a direct
proof of such an upper bound. More generally, our result holds for all three-dimensional mean
convex domains with non-negative Ricci curvature.
Theorem 1.2. Suppose that (M, ∂M, g) is a complete (possibly non-compact) three dimensional
Riemannian manifold with Ric(g) ≥ 0 and H∂M ≥ 1. Then there exists a smooth Morse function
f : M → R such that for any t and x, y in the same connected component of f −1 (t),
distM (x, y) < 117.
In particular, if M is a smooth domain in R3 with H∂M ≥ 1, then the upper bound can be
improved to be 49.
We remark that the condition of non-negative Ricci curvature can not be relaxed to nonnegative scalar curvature due to the following example.
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Example 1.3. Let BR (x) be the Euclidean ball in R3 centered at x with radius R. Then
(R3 \ B1/3 (0), g) is a Riemannian manifold with positive scalar curvature, where
4
gij = (4 + )4 δij , r > 0.
r
Here r is the distance function to the origin with respect to the Euclidean metric δ. Moreover,
its boundary ∂B1/3 (0) has mean curvature H = 3 > 1 with respect to the outward normal vector
field. However, outside a sufficiently large ball, the manifold is close to the Euclidean spaces,
which has infinite Uryson 1-width.
Constructing a singular foliation by surfaces of controlled size has been successfully used to
understand the structure of three dimensional manifolds with positive scalar curvature. GromovLawson [5] obtained an upper bound of Uryson 1-width for simply connected Riemannian manifolds by considering the level sets of distance function to a fixed point. For closed manifolds with
nonnegative Ricci and positive scalar curvature, Marques-Neves [13] proved a sharp bound on
the area of the maximal leaves. In a recent work [11], Liokumovich-Maximo proved that every
closed three manifold with positive scalar curvature admits singular foliations so that each leave
has controlled diameter, area and genus. In [7, §3.10, Property A], Gromov proved the Uryson
1-width upper bound for three dimensional complete (possibly non-compact) Riemannian manifolds with positive scalar curvature. Our main result in this paper is an analog of Gromov’s
result for compact manifolds with non-negative Ricci and strictly mean convex boundary, which
also implies a new proof for [7, §3.10, Property A].
Challenges and ideas. The main challenge in our paper is to decompose the manifold into
geometrically prime regions, i.e. those regions where each closed curve bounds a surface relative
to a connected boundary component. The idea is to cut the manifold along two-sided stable free
boundary minimal surfaces. Unlike the argument in [11], we don’t have a bumpy metric theorem
for non-compact manifold with the non-negative Ricci curvature preserved. Nevertheless, we can
find countably many stable free boundary minimal surfaces so that after cutting along them,
each connected component contains only “trivial” two-sided stable ones which are isotopic to one
of the boundary components. Then for those connected components that are not geometrically
prime, we are going to apply min-max theory in the “core region” (see [17] by A. Song) to
find a index one free boundary minimal surfaces that subdivides the the components into two
geometrically prime regions.
However, this “core region” could be non-compact and there is no general min-max theory
for such manifolds. In this paper, to deal with non-compact manifolds, we take a sequence
of compact domains that exhaust the manifold; c.f. [17, §3.2]. We perturb the metric in the
neighborhood of the new boundary so that the new boundary component becomes a stable free
boundary minimal surface. However, the perturbation will also produce more stable free boundary minimal surfaces. More importantly, the diameter bounds for stable/index one surfaces can
not be preserved anymore since the Ricci curvature will not be non-negative with respect to the
new metric. Fortunately, as these compact domains exhausting the non-compact manifold, the
new stable free boundary minimal surfaces are far away from a fixed compact domain. Then by
cutting along those surfaces with small area in a suitable order, one can obtain a sequence of compact “core regions” converging to the non-compact domain in the sense of Gromov-Hausdorff.
Moreover, these “core regions” satisfy a weak Frankel property, which is directly from cutting
process. By applying the min-max theory to these compact “core regions”, one can construct
a sequence of two-sided free boundary minimal surfaces with index one. By the weak Frankel
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property, these min-max surfaces should intersect a given domain, which implies the limit of this
sequence of surfaces is non-empty. Hence such a sequence of surfaces are actually free boundary
minimal surfaces with respect to the original metric. This gives the desired surfaces.
The remaining issue is to adapt Gromov-Lawson’ trick to each geometrically prime region.
Then we require a uniform diameter bound for the two-sided stable/index one free boundary
surfaces that we have cut. Recall that the length of boundaries of these surfaces have been
bounded by Ambrozio-Buzano-Carlotto-Sharp [1, Lemma 48], which is still far from the diameter
bound. In this paper, we obtain a general radius bound (i.e. distance bound from interiors to
boundaries) for any smooth surfaces with bounded mean curvature. Suppose on the contrary
that there exists a surface-with-boundary that has large radius. Then regarding such a surface
as a barrier, by a minimizing process in some relative homology class, there is a stable constant
mean curvature surface with mean curvature 1, whose possible boundaries are far away from a
interior point. By applying Schoen-Yau’s trick [16] here, such a cmc surface has a uniform radius
bound, which implies that it is closed. Clearly, in Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci
curvature, there is no closed stable cmc surface. Such a contradiction gives the radius bound for
any surface-with-boundary. Combining with the length bound of boundaries of free boundary
minimal surfaces with index one, we then obtain the diameter upper bounds for these surfaces.
Outline. This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove a “radius” bound for each
embedded surface with bounded mean curvature. Then combining the length estimates in [1, 2],
we obtain a diameter upper bound for two-sided free boundary minimal surface with index less
than or equal to 1. In the second part of this section, we state the diameter estimates for
the level sets of distance functions in geometrically prime regions. In Section 3, we decompose
three dimensional manifolds with nonnegative Ricci and strictly positive mean curvature into
countably many geometrically prime regions. The most technical part is Proposition 3.1, where
we will use the min-max theory to produce free boundary minimal surfaces of index one. Finally,
in Section 4, we construct the desired function in each geometrically prime region and then glue
them together to get the desired function. For the sake of completeness, we adapt GromovLawson’s trick in Appendix A, which is parallel to [11, Lemma 4.1].
Acknowledgement. We would like to thank Professors Yevgeny Liokumovich and Xin Zhou
for many helpful discussions. Z.W. would like to thank Professors Ailana Fraser and Jingyi Chen
for their interests. B.Z. would like to express his deep gratitude to his advisor Jiaping Wang for
his expert guidance and encouragement.
2. Preliminaries
2.1. Stable free boundary minimal surfaces. In this subsection, we will prove a diameter
upper bound for stable minimal surfaces in a complete, three dimensional manifold (M, ∂M, g)
with nonnegative Ricci curvature and strictly mean convex boundary. Note that by [1, Lemma
48; 2, Proposition 1.8], the length of boundary of a two-sided stable free boundary minimal
surface is bounded even if M is non-compact. Therefore, the diameter upper bound of these
surfaces would follow from an upper bound on the distance to their boundaries for all interiors.
Recall that Schoen-Yau [16] proved a diameter upper bound for stable minimal surfaces in
three dimensional manifolds with strictly positive scalar curvature. By adapting their arguments,
one can obtain a diameter upper bound for stable constant mean curvature (cmc) surfaces in
three dimensional manifolds with non-negative scalar curvature. We state the result here and
refer to [12, Proposition 2.2] for more details.
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Proposition 2.1. Let (M 3 , ∂M, g) be a three dimensional Riemannian manifold with nonempty
boundary and scalar curvature RM ≥ 0 and Σ be a connected, embedded, compact stable cmc
surface with mean curvature H > 0. Then for any x ∈ Σ,
4π
.
3H
Observe that each surface with mean curvature bounded by 1 can be a one-sided barrier for
constant mean curvature surface with H = 1. Thus we can construct a stable cmc surface by a
minimizing process if there is a “large” surface-with-boundary having bounded mean curvature.
Then Proposition 2.1 implies the closeness of such a minimizer which contradicts the nonnegative Ricci curvature.
distΣ (x, ∂Σ) ≤

(2.1)

Theorem 2.2. Let (M 3 , ∂M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with nonempty boundary.
Suppose that Ric ≥ 0 and H∂M ≥ 1. Let Σ be an embedded surface with |HΣ | ≤ 1. Then
sup distM (x, ∂Σ) ≤
x∈Σ

4π
+ 2.
3

In particular, Σ is compact if and only if its boundary is compact.
Proof. Suppose not, then there exist p ∈ Σ and ǫ > 0 such that
distM (p, ∂Σ) >

4π
+ 2 + 2ǫ.
3

Let M1 = M ∩ B(p, 4π
3 + 2 + 2ǫ) and T denotes the closure of ∂M1 ∩ IntM . Here we may assume
that T is transverse to ∂M .
Now we cut M1 along Σ and denote by M2 the metric completion of M1 \ Σ. So long as Σ
separates M1 , we choose one of the connected components of M1 \ Σ, still denoted by M2 . Then
we set Σ′ = ∂M2 \ ∂M1 , which belongs to one of the following:
• Σ′ is a double cover of Σ;
• Σ′ is diffeomorphic to Σ;
• Σ′ has two connected components and each component is diffeomorphic to Σ.
In each case, there exists a point (still denoted by p) so that
4π
+ 2 + 2ǫ.
3
Note that by Ricci comparison theorem [15, Chapter 9, Proposition 39], distM (p, ∂M ) ≤ 2 since
M has nonnegative Ricci curvature. Then there exists a smooth curve γ : [0, 1] → M2 with
(2.2)

(2.3)

distM2 (p, T ∩ M2 ) >

γ(0) = p, γ(1) ∈ M2 ∩ ∂M

and Length(γ) ≤ 2 + ǫ.

Let t0 ∈ [0, 1] so that γ(t0 ) ∈ Σ′ and γ ∈
/ Σ′ for all t ∈ (t0 , 1). It follows that γ ′ = γ|[t0 ,1]
′
intersects Σ with algebraic intersection number 1. Now we consider the minimizing problem of
the following functional
A1 (Ω′ ) := H2 (∂Ω′ \ (Σ′ ∪ T )) − H3 (Ω′ )
among all domains Ω′ ⊂ M2 that contain Σ′ . Let Ω be a minimizer of A1 . Then by [14, Corollary
3.8], ∂Ω \ T is a smooth, embedded, stable cmc surface because H∂M ≥ 1 and |HΣ | ≤ 1. Note
that ∂Ω intersects γ ′ with algebraic intersection number 1. Let Γ be a connected component of
∂Ω \ T that intersects γ ′ . It follows that ∂Γ ⊂ T .
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Now we take q ∈ γ ′ ∩ Γ. By (2.2) and (2.3), together with triangle inequalities,
4π
+ ǫ.
3
Then applying Proposition 2.1, ∂Γ = ∅ since Γ is stable. Thus we conclude that Γ is a closed
embedded stable cmc surface and then it contradicts Ric ≥ 0. Hence, this completes the proof
of Theorem 2.2.

distM2 (q, T ) ≥ distM2 (p, T ∩ M2 ) − distM (p, q) >

Observe that [1, Lemma 48] gives an upper bound of length of boundary for two-sided, free
boundary minimal surfaces with index 1. Moreover, the number of connected components is
also uniformly bounded. Together with Theorem 2.2, we obtain a diameter upper bound for
free boundary minimal surface with index less than or equal to 1.
Lemma 2.3 (c.f. [1, Lemma 48; 2, Proposition 1.8]). Let (M 3 , ∂M, g) be a complete Riemannian
manifold with non-empty smooth boundary and Ric(g) ≥ 0, H∂M ≥ 1. Let Σ be a two-sided,
embedded free boundary minimal surface in M .
(1) If Σ is stable, then Σ is a disk and
8
sup distΣ (x, y) ≤ π + .
3
x,y∈Σ
(2) If Σ has index one, then
sup distM (x, y) ≤

x,y∈Σ

59π
+ 28.
3

Proof. The statement (1) is given by Carlotto-Franz [2, Proposition 1.8]. Therefore, it suffices
to prove statement (2) as follows.
Since Σ has index one, then by [1, Lemma 48],
|∂Σ| ≤ 2(8 − r)π,
where r ≥ 1 is the number of the connected components of ∂Σ. Denote by C1 , · · · , Cr the
connected components of ∂Σ. Then by Theorem 2.2, for each Ci , there exists Cj 6= Ci , so that
distM (Ci , Cj ) ≤

8π
+ 4.
3

Note that Theorem 2.2 gives that for any x ∈ Σ,
distM (x, ∂Σ) ≤

4π
+ 2.
3

Thus for any x, y ∈ Σ,
1
4π
8π
+ 4) + |∂Σ| ≤ 2r(
+ 2) + (8 − r)π.
3
2
3
Since ∂Σ is non-empty, we obtain that r ≤ 7. It follows that
distM (x, y) ≤ r(

distM (x, y) ≤
The statement (2) is proved.

59π
+ 28.
3
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2.2. Geometrically prime regions. In this part, we will introduce a class of manifolds obtained from manifolds by cutting along properly embedded free boundary minimal surfaces,
which will be used in the next sections. The new boundary components generated from cutting
process are called portions. Precisely, we introduce the following definition.
Definition 2.4. (N, ∂r N, T, g) is said to be a Riemannian manifold with relative boundary ∂r N
and portion T if
(1) ∂r N ∪ T is exactly the topological boundary of N and (N, ∂r N ∪ T, g) is a Riemannian
manifold with piecewise smooth boundary;
(2) ∂r N and T are smooth hypersurfaces;
(3) ∂r N ∩ Int(T ) = ∅ and ∂r N is transverse to T .
Recall that (Σ, ∂Σ) ⊂ (N, ∂r N ) always denotes a surface in N with boundary ∂Σ ⊂ ∂r N .
Let (Σ, ∂Σ) ⊂ (N, ∂r N, T, g) be an embedded free boundary minimal surface and N ′ the metric
completion of N \ Σ. Conventionally, we always let
∂r N ′ = ∂N ∩ N ′

and T ′ = ∂N ′ \ ∂r N.

Clearly, (N ′ , ∂r N ′ , T ′ , g) is a Riemannian manifold with relative boundary and portion.
For Riemannian manifolds with relative boundary and portion, we generalize the concept of
geometrically prime manifolds given by Liokumovich-Maximo [11, Definition 2.4].
Definition 2.5. Let (N 3 , ∂r N, T, g) be a Riemannian manifold with relative boundary ∂r N
and portion T . Denote by T0 the union of connected components of T that are unstable free
boundary minimal surfaces. Then N is said to be geometrically prime if
(1) T0 is a connected free boundary minimal surface of Morse index 1 unless T0 = ∅;
(2) every closed curve γ bounds a surface Γ in N relative to T , i.e. ∂Γ \ T = γ.
For geometrically prime Riemannian manifolds with non-empty boundary and portion, we
adapt Gromov-Lawson’s trick [5] to bound the diameter of level sets of the distance functions.
We state the results here and will defer the details in Appendix A for the sake of completeness.
Proposition 2.6. Let (N 3 , ∂r N, T, g) be a three dimensional geometrically prime Riemannian
manifold with non-empty relative boundary ∂r N . Suppose
• Ric(g) ≥ 0, H∂r N ≥ 1;
• T0 6= ∅ and d is the distance function to T0 .
Then for any continuous curve γ : [0, 1] → N with
d(γ(0)) = d(γ(1)) ≤ d(γ(t))

for all t ∈ [0, 1],

we have
distN (γ(0), γ(1)) ≤ 25π + 36.
Moreover, if T is stable, the upper bound can be improved by the following proposition. The
proof is parallel to Proposition 2.6.
Proposition 2.7. Let (N 3 , ∂r N, T, g) be a three dimensional geometrically prime Riemannian
manifold with non-empty relative boundary ∂r N . Suppose that
• Ric(g) ≥ 0, H∂r N ≥ 1;
• T is stable;
• p ∈ N is a fixed point and d is a distance function from p.
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Then for any continuous curve γ : [0, 1] → N with
d(γ(0)) = d(γ(1)) ≤ d(γ(t))

for all t ∈ [0, 1],

we have
distN (γ(0), γ(1)) ≤ 8π + 12.
3. Decomposing manifolds into geometrically prime regions
3.1. Free boundary minimal surfaces with index one. In this subsection, we will consider
(N, ∂r N, T, g) a Riemannian manifold with relative boundary and portion that satisfies the
following assumptions:
(A) Each connected component of T is a stable free boundary minimal surface;
(B) Each compact, two-sided, properly embedded surface in (N \ T, ∂r N, g) separates N ;
(C) For each two-sided, embedded, stable free boundary minimal surface Γ, N \ Γ has a
connected component whose metric completion is diffeomorphic to Γ × [0, 1];
(D) Each one-sided, embedded free boundary minimal surface has an unstable double cover;
(E) Any two one-sided, embedded free boundary minimal surfaces intersect each other.
Our aim is to construct a two-sided, index one, free boundary minimal surface that separates
the manifolds into two geometrically prime regions.
Let (N, ∂r N, T, g) be a Riemannian manifold with relative boundary and portion. Denote by
UΛ (N ) the collection of one-sided, stable free boundary minimal surfaces whose double covers
are stable and have area less than or equal to Λ.
Now we introduce a (U , Λ)-process to remove the elements in UΛ (N ): Let p ∈ N be a fixed
point. Then we take a sequence of disjoint surfaces {Σj } ⊂ UΛ (N ) satisfying
distN (Σj , p) = inf{distN (Σ′ , p); Σ′ ∈ UΛ (N ) does not intersect Σi for all i ≤ j − 1}.
The existence of Σj is guaranteed by the compactness of UΛ (N ). It suffices to prove that
distN (p, Σj ) → ∞ provided that {Σj } has infinitely many elements. Suppose not, Σj smoothly
converges to some S ∈ UΛ (N ) by the compactness of stable free boundary minimal surfaces with
bounded area; c.f. [8]. Since Σj does not intersect Σi for i 6= j, then Σj does not intersect S.
Then in the metric completion of N \ S, Σj smoothly converges to the double cover of S, which
contradicts that Sj are one-sided.
Denote by N ′ be the metric completion of N \ ∪j Σj . By convention, ∂r N ′ = ∂r N ∩ N ′ and
′
T = ∂N ′ \ ∂r N ′ . Note that each connected component of T ′ \ T is a double cover of some Σj .
Furthermore, (N ′ , ∂r N ′ , T ′ , g) does not contain any elements in UΛ (N ). From the construction,
it is also clear that {Σj } contains only finitely many elements provided that N is compact.
Proposition 3.1. Let (N, ∂r N, T, g) be a Riemannian manifold with relative boundary and
portion satisfying Assumptions (A)–(E) and Ric(N ) ≥ 0, H∂r N ≥ 1. If N is not geometrically
prime, then there exists a compact, two-sided, embedded free boundary minimal surface S such
that
(1) S has index 1;
(2) each connected component of the metric completion of N \ S is geometrically prime.
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Proof. The proof is divided into five steps.
Step I: Construct (N̂ , ∂r N̂ , T̂ , g) which does not contain any two-sided, stable free boundary
minimal surfaces and satisfies Assumptions (A)–(E).
Denote by {Γj } the union of the connected components of T . For Γ1 , we define B1 as
the collection of two-sided, stable free boundary minimal surfaces that are homologous to Γ1 .
We suppose that B1 is non-empty; otherwise, we skip this step for Γ1 and then consider Γ2 .
By Assumption (C), for each Γ′ ∈ B1 , the connected component of N \ Γ′ containing Γ1 is
diffeomorphic to Γ′ × [0, 1).
Claim 1. There exists Γ̂1 ∈ B1 so that
distN (Γ1 , Γ̂1 ) = sup distN (Γ1 , Γ′ ).
Γ′ ∈B1

Proof of Claim 1. Since N is not geometrically prime, then N contains a closed curve that does
not bound a surface relative to T , which implies supΓ′ ∈B1 distN (Γ1 , Γ′ ) < ∞ . Let {Γ′j } ⊂ B1
be a subsequence such that distN (Γ1 , Γ′j ) converges to supΓ′ ∈B1 distN (Γ1 , Γ′ ). Together with
Lemma 2.3, all of {Γ′j } are contained in a compact domain Ω. Recall that by [2, Proposition
1.8], the length of ∂Γ′j are uniformly bounded. Then by [4, Lemma 2.2], the area of Γ′j is bounded
by a constant depending only on Ω. Thus by the compactness theorem [8], a subsequence of
{Γ′j } smoothly converges to a stable free boundary minimal surface Γ̂1 which is either two-sided,
or one-sided with a stable double cover. By Assumption (D), Γ̂1 is two-sided. This completes
the proof of Claim 1.

Denote by N1 the connected component of the metric completion of N \ Γ̂1 that does not
contain Γ1 . Clearly, N1 is diffeomorphic to N and there is no two-sided, stable free boundary
minimal surface in (N1 , ∂r N ∩ N1 , Γ̂1 ∪ T \ Γ1 , g) that is isotopic to Γ̂1 . By the same argument
for each Γj , we obtain a region N̂ ⊂ N such that (N̂ , ∂r N̂ , T̂ ) satisfies Assumptions (A)–(E)
and N̂ \ T̂ does not contain any two-sided, stable free boundary minimal surfaces.
Step II: We approximate N̂ by compact domains that have no one-sided, stable free boundary
minimal surfaces with small area.
Let γ ⊂ N be a closed curve that does not bound a surface relative to T . By the construction
of N̂ , there exists γ̂ ⊂ N̂ which is isotopic to γ in N . It follows that γ̂ does not bound a surface
in N̂ relative to T̂ .
Then we assume that {Bk } is an exhausting sequence of compact domains such that ∂Bk \∂ N̂
is smooth and transverse to ∂ N̂ . Without loss of generality, we assume that ∂Bk \ ∂ N̂ does not
intersect T̂ . We choose a metric gk on Bk such that
• ∂Bk \ ∂ N̂ is a stable free boundary minimal surface with respect to gk ;
• gk = g except in a 1/k neighborhood of ∂Bk \ ∂ N̂ that does not intersect T̂ .
By our convention, let ∂r Bk = ∂r N̂ ∩ Bk and TBk = ∂Bk \ ∂r Bk . Hence (Bk , ∂r Bk , TBk , gk ) is a
compact Riemannian manifold with relative boundary and portion.
Claim 2. γ̂ does not bound a surface in Bk relative to TBk .
Proof of Claim 2. Suppose not, then there exists a surface Γ′ with ∂Γ′ \ TBk = γ̂. Recall that
each connected component of T̂ is a disk. Thus we can take Γ′ satisfying ∂Γ′ \ (TBk \ T̂ ) = γ.
Then there exists a minimizing surface F ⊂ Bk among all of these Γ′ described as above. Recall
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that distN (γ̂, TBk \ T̂ ) is sufficiently large. By Theorem 2.2, F is a compact minimal surface and
does not intersect {g 6= gk }. This contradicts that γ̂ does not bound a surface in N̂ relative to
T̂ .

By Claim 2, for some fixed large k0 , there is a minimizing surface Σ in (Bk0 , ∂r Bk0 , gk )
intersecting γ̂ with algebraic intersection number 1. Note that Σ is also an embedded surface in
(N̂ , ∂r N, T, g).
Now we always take k ≥ k0 . Applying (U , 2Area(Σ, g))-process to (Bk , ∂r Bk , TBk , gk ), we
obtain finitely many disjoint surfaces {Gjk }j such that (B̂k , ∂r B̂k , TB̂k , gk ) does not contain any
one-sided stable free boundary minimal surfaces whose double covers are stable and have area
less than or equal to 2Area(Σ, g). Here B̂k is the metric completion of Bk \ ∪j Gjk and ∂r B̂k =
B̂k ∩ ∂r Bk , TB̂k = ∂ B̂k \ ∂r B̂k . By next claim, we conclude that B̂k converges to N̂ in the sense
of Gromov-Hausdorff.
Claim 3. inf j distgk (Gjk , γ̂) → ∞ as k → ∞.
Proof of Claim 3. Assume that G1k achieves inf j distgk (Gjk , γ̂). Suppose on the contrary that
distgk (G1k , γ̂) remains uniformly bounded. Then by the compactness for stable free boundary
minimal surfaces [8], G1k smoothly converges to a one-sided stable free boundary minimal surface
G ⊂ N̂ whose double cover is stable. This contradicts the construction of N̂ . Therefore, we
conclude that distgk (G1k , γ̂) → ∞ as k → ∞.

Step III: Cut along two-sided stable free boundary minimal surfaces with small area in compact
domains with perturbed metrics.
Let Fk be the collection of two-sided, stable free boundary minimal surfaces
(Γ′ , ∂Γ′ ) ⊂ (B̂k , ∂r B̂k , gk )
with Γ′ ⊂ B̂k \ TB̂k and Area(Γ′ , gk ) ≤ 2Area(Σ, g). Now we assume that Fk is non-empty;
otherwise, we skip this step for B̂k .
Claim 4. There exists Σ1k ∈ Fk so that
distN (Σ1k , γ̂) = inf
distN (Σ′ , γ̂).
′
Σ ∈Fk

Proof of Claim 4. Suppose that {Σ′j } ⊂ Fk and dist(Σ′j , γ̂) converges to inf Σ′ ∈Fk distN (Σ′ , γ̂).
Then by the compactness theorem [8], Σ′j smoothly converges to a stable free boundary minimal
surface Σ1k in (B̂k , ∂r B̂k ). Moreover, Σ1k either is two-sided or have a stable double cover. Note
that (B̂k , ∂r B̂k ) does not contain a stable free boundary minimal surface whose double cover is
stable and has area less than or equal to 2Area(Σ, g). Thus we conclude that Σ1k is two-sided.
This finishes the proof of Claim 4.

By a similar argument as in Claim 3, we also have distN (Σ1k , γ̂) → ∞ as k → ∞. Then for
any large fixed k, let N̂k1 denote the connected component of the metric completion of B̂k \ Σ1k
that contains γ̂. If N̂k1 \ Σ1k contains elements in Fk , then we take Σ2k ∈ Fk that is contained in
N̂k2 \ Σ1k so that

distN (Σ2k , γ̂) = inf distN (Σ′ , γ̂); Σ′ ∈ Fk is contained in N̂k2 \ Σ1k .
9

By continuing this argument, we obtain two sequences {Σjk }j and {N̂kj }j .
Now we are going to prove that this sequence {Σjk }j consists of finitely many surfaces. Suppose
not, By the compactness theorem [8], we have Σjk smoothly converges to a stable free boundary
minimal surface Ck , which either is two-sided or has a stable double cover. Recall that B̂k \ TB̂k
does not contain an embedded one-sided free boundary minimal surface with stable double cover.
Hence Ck is two-sided. Then the stability of Ck gives that Σjk lies in one side of Ck for all large
j. From the construction of N̂kj , γ̂ and Ck lie in the same side of Σjk . It follows that
distN (Σjk , γ̂) < distN (Ck , γ̂)
for all sufficiently large k. This contradicts the choice of Σjk . Thus {Σjk }j is finite.
ek be the connected component of the metric completion
For simplicity, let Σk := ∪j Σjk and N
of B̂k \ Σk that contains γ̂. Note that
ek = ∂r N̂ ∩ N
ek
∂r N

ek \ ∂r N
ek .
and Tek = ∂ N

ek , gk ) converges to (N̂ , g) in
By Claim 3 and the fact that distN (Σk , γ̂) → ∞, we have that (N
e
the sense of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. Hence Nk contains Σ for all large k. Moreover, by
ek \ Tek , ∂r N
ek , gk ) does not contain any stable free boundary minimal
the construction of Σk , (N
surfaces that are
• two-sided with area less than or equal to 2Area(Σ, g);
• one-sided and has stable double cover with area less than or equal to 2Area(Σ, g).
ek satisfies a 2Area(Σ, g)-Frankel property: any two free boundary minimal surFurthermore, N
faces intersect if they are two-sided (or one-sided) and have area less than or equal to Area(Σ, g)
(resp. Area(Σ, g)).
ek , gk ) is bounded by 2Area(Σ, g).
Step IV: The first width of (N

ek contains Σ which intersects γ̂ with algebraic intersection number 1. By a
Recall that N
ek , gk ) with
ek \ Tek , ∂r N
minimizing process, there exists a free boundary minimal surface Ek ⊂ (N
Area(Ek , gk ) ≤ Area(Σ, gk ) = Area(Σ, g).

By Steps II and III, Ek is one-sided and has unstable double cover. Then by a similar argument
ek of Ek that is foliated by free
as in [19, Lemma 2.5], there exists a neighborhood Nk ⊂ N
boundary surfaces with mean curvature vector pointing away from Ek . Let (Ωtk )t denote the
ek \ Nk . Then by [3, Theorem 1.5], each connected
free boundary level set flow starting from N
∞
boundary of ∂Ωk is
• either a two-sided stable free boundary minimal surface with area less than or equal to
2Area(Σ, g);
• or a one-sided stable free boundary minimal surface with area less than or equal to
Area(Σ, g) and its double cover is stable.
ek , there are no such surfaces in N
ek \ Tek . Thus we conclude that
By the construction of N
∞
∂Ωk = Tek . As a corollary, each connected component of Tek has a contracting neighborhood, i.e.
ek that is foliated
for each connected component Γ′ of Tk , there exists a neighborhood of Γ′ in N
′
by free boundary surfaces with mean curvature vector pointing towards Γ . Moreover, the above
ek is bounded from above by 2Area(Σ, g).
argument gives that the first width for N
10

Step V: Apply min-max theory to Nk to find the desired surfaces.
By min-max theory [10] (see [19, Theorem 3.10] for manifolds with relative boundaries and
portions), there exist an integer m and an embedded free boundary minimal surface (Ek , ∂Ek )
ek \ Tek , ∂r N
ek , gk ) such that
in (N
mArea(Ek ; gk ) ≤ 2Area(Σ; g),

and Index(Ek ) ≤ 1.

Moreover, by Catenoid Estimates in [9] (see [18] for a free boundary version), Ek is two-sided.
Recall that (N̂k \ T̂k , ∂r N̂k , gk ) does not contain any two-sided stable free boundary minimal
surfaces with area less than or equal to 2Area(Σ). Thus Ek has index one. Then by the
2Area(Σ, g)-Frankel property, Ek intersects Σ ∪ γ̂ for all large k; otherwise, one can construct a
one-sided free boundary minimal surface that does not intersect Ek and has an unstable double
cover. Letting k → ∞, one can obtain a free boundary minimal surface in N̂ which is
• either two-sided and has index one;
• or one-sided and has a double cover with index less than or equal to one.
In both cases, the limit of Ek is compact by Lemma 2.3. Thus Ek is a free boundary minimal
surface in (N̂ , ∂r N̂ , T̂ , g) for all sufficiently large k.
Now we pick S = Ek and then prove that S is the desired surface. Let W1 and W2 be two
connected components of the metric completion of N \ S. Let Ŵ1 and Ŵ2 be two connected
components of the metric completion of N̂ \ S respectively.
Claim 5. W1 and W2 are both geometrically prime.
Proof of Claim 5. Suppose on the contrary that W1 is not geometrically prime. Then there
exists a one-sided, compact, connected stable free boundary minimal surface V ⊂ W1 . Recall
that N̂ is obtained from by cutting countably many domains which are diffeomorphic to Γ′ ×[0, 1]
for some disk Γ′ . Thus we can take V ⊂ Ŵ1 .
f1 be the metric completion
By Assumption (D), the double cover of V is unstable. Let W
f1 contains two disjoint unstable free boundary minimal surfaces: one is S
of Ŵ1 \ V . Then W
f1 \ T contains
and the other one is the double cover of V . Thus by a minimizing process, W
′
a two-sided stable free boundary minimal surface S , which contradicts the construction of N̂ .
This completes the proof of Claim 5.

Therefore, S is the desired free boundary minimal surface and Proposition 3.1 is proved.



3.2. Geometrically prime decomposition. In this subsection, we will decompose a (possibly
non-compact) Riemannian manifold with boundary into geometrically prime regions.
Let OS (resp. US ) be the collection of two-sided (resp. one-sided) stable free boundary
minimal surfaces. Let US1 (resp. US2 ) be the collection of Σ ∈ US whose double cover is stable
(resp. unstable).
Observe that a sequence of surfaces in OS or US1 converges subsequently if they are bounded.
Indeed, Lemma 2.3 gives an upper bound of the length of their boundaries. Together with
[4, Lemma 2.2], their areas are uniformly bounded. Then the convergence of subsequences
would follow from the compactness theorem in [8].
Lemma 3.2. Let (M, ∂M, g) be a three dimensional Riemannian manifold with non-empty
boundary. Suppose that M satisfies that Ric(g) ≥ 0 and H∂M ≥ 1. Then there exist countably
many disjoint free boundary minimal surfaces {Pj }, {Dj } and {Sj } such that
11

(1) {Dj } ⊂ OS , {Pj } ⊂ US1 and {Sj } are two-sided free boundary minimal surfaces of index
1;
(2) Each connected component of the metric completion of M \ D is geometrically prime.
Here
[
D=
(Pi ∪ Dj ∪ Sk ).
i,j,k

Proof. Let p ∈ M is a fixed point.
Step I: There exists a sequence of disjoint surfaces {Pj } ⊂ US1 such that every Γ′ ∈ US1 intersects
Pj for some j ≥ 1.
We will choose these surfaces inductively. Suppose we have chosen {Pj }j≤k . Then we take
Pk+1 that minimizes distM (p, Γ′ ) among all Γ′ satisfying the following:
• Γ′ ∈ US1 ;
• Γ′ does not intersect Pj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k.
To finish Step I, it suffices to prove that distM (p, Pj ) → ∞ provided that {Pj } is an infinite
set. Suppose not, then by the compactness theorem in [8], Pj smoothly converges to an element
P ∈ US1 . Since Pj does not intersect Pi for i 6= j, then Pj does not intersect P . It follows that
Pj smoothly converges to the double cover of P . Hence Pj is two-sided, it contradicts the choice
of Pj . This finishes the proof of Step I.
Let M1 be the metric completion of M \ ∪j Pj . Then by Step I, there is no surface Γ′ ⊂ M1
that belongs to US1 .
Step II: There exists a sequence of disjoint surfaces {Cj } ⊂ OS in M1 such that the metric
completion of M1 \ ∪j Cj satisfies (B).
We use the inductive method again. Suppose we have chosen {Cj }j≤k . Then we take Ck+1
that minimizes distM (Γ′ , p) among all Γ′ satisfying the following:
• Γ′ ∈ OS ;
• Γ′ ⊂ M1 \ ∪j≤k Cj ;
• Γ′ does not separate M1 \ ∪j≤k Cj .
We now prove that distM (p, Cj ) → ∞ provided that {Cj } consists of infinitely many elements.
Suppose not, then by [8], Cj smoothly converges to a stable free boundary minimal surface C
that belongs to OS or US1 . By Step I, (M1 , M1 ∩ ∂M ) does not contain surfaces in US1 . Thus
C ∈ OS . Then by the smooth convergence, Ck is a positive graph over C for all sufficiently large
k, which contradicts that Ck+1 does not separate M1 \ ∪j≤k Cj .
Denote by M2 the metric completion of M1 \ ∪j Cj . Then each compact, two-sided, embedded
surface in M2 with boundary on M2 ∩ ∂M separates M2 . Otherwise, by a minimizing process,
one can find an S ∈ OS that does not separate M2 and distM (p, S) < ∞, which leads to a
contradiction.
Step III: There exists a sequence of disjoint surfaces {Ej } ⊂ OS such that the metric completion
of M2 \ ∪j Ej satisfies (C).
We construct these surfaces inductively. Suppose we have chosen {Ej }j≤k . Then we take
Ek+1 that minimizes distM (Γ′ , p) among all Γ′ satisfying the following:
• Γ′ ∈ OS ;
• Γ′ ⊂ M2 \ ∪j≤k Ej ;
12

• the metric completion of M2 \ ∪j≤k+1 Ej does not have a connected component whose
closure is diffeomorphic to Γ′ × [0, 1].
Now we are going to prove distM (p, Ej ) → ∞ provided that {Ej } consists of infinitely many
elements. Suppose not, Ej smoothly converges to an embedded surface S ∈ OS by the same
argument as that in Step II. Then by the smooth convergence, Ej lies on one side of S for all
sufficiently large j. Then the metric completion of the connected component of M2 \ ∪i≤j+1 Ei
that contains Ej and Ej+1 , is diffeomorphic to Ej × [0, 1] that contradicts the choice of {Ej }.
Now let M3 be the metric completion of M2 \ ∪j Ej . Clearly, M3 satisfies (C).
Step IV: There exists a sequence of two-sided, index one, free boundary minimal surfaces {Sj } ⊂
M3 such that each connected component of the metric completion of M3 \ ∪j Sj is geometrically
prime.
Let N be a connected component of M3 and
∂r N = ∂M ∩ N

and

T = ∂N \ ∂r N.

Now we verify that (N, ∂r N, T ) satisfies Assumptions (A)–(E). Note that every connected component of T is from one of the following:
• a double cover of Pj ∈ US1 ;
• one of Cj ∈ OS ;
• one of Ej ∈ OS .
Thus N satisfies (A). By Step I and II, (D) and (B) are satisfied respectively and Step III gives
(C) immediately.
Finally, it remains to verify (E). Suppose not, then there exist two disjoint surfaces S1 , S2 ∈ US2
e be the metric completion of N \ (S1 ∪ S2 ). Note that S1 and S2
that are contained in N . Let N
have unstable double covers since N satisfies (D). Let Se1 and Se2 be the unstable free boundary
e arising from cutting along S1 and S2 respectively. By taking an area
minimal surface in N
e , ∂r N
e ; Z) represented by Se1 , we obtain a stable free
minimizer of the homology class in H2 (N
boundary minimal surface Γ ∈ OS . Since N satisfies (B), then Γ separates N . Moreover, S1
and S2 lie in two different connected components of N \ Γ, which contradicts the choice of {Ej }
in Step III. Hence (E) is satisfied.
Let {Nj } be the collection of connected components of M3 . Thus each Nj satisfies Assumptions (A)–(E). By Proposition 3.1, there exists a two-sided free boundary minimal surface Sj
with index 1 such that the metric completion of Nj \ Sj is geometrically prime provided that
Nj is not geometrically prime. This finishes Step IV.
Therefore, Lemma 3.2 follows by relabelling {Cj } ∪ {Ej } as {Dj }.

4. Upper bounds for Uryson 1-width
In this section, we are in a position to prove an upper bound of Uryson 1-width for all three
dimensional Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature and strictly mean convex
boundary. By the definition, it suffices to construct a continuous function such that every
connected component of all the level sets has a uniformly bounded diameter.
In the first part of this section, we construct a function on each geometrically prime region.
By Lawson-Gromov’s tricks, the distance function to the unstable component of the portion is
a good choice. However, for later reason, the desired function on each connected component in
13

the portion is required to have the same value. Hence we modify the distance function near the
portion so that the diameter bound still holds.
Recall that T0 always denotes the unstable component if T is a free boundary minimal surface
by Definition 2.5.
Lemma 4.1. Let (N 3 , ∂r N, T, g) be a three dimensional geometrically prime Riemannian manifold with non-empty relative boundary ∂r N and portion T . Suppose that Ric(g) ≥ 0, H∂r N ≥ 1
and T is a free boundary minimal surface. Then there exists a continuous function f : N →
[0, ∞) satisfying
(1) f (x) = 0 for all x ∈ T0 , where T0 is the union of unstable component of T ;
(2) f (x) = 1 for all x ∈ T \ T0 ;
(3) distN (x, y) < 117 for any t and x, y in the same connected component of f −1 (t).
Moreover, the upper bound in the third statement can be improved to be 49 if T is stable.
Proof. Let {Tj }j≥1 be the collection of the connected components of T \ T0 . Since all Tj l are
compact, then there exist a positive constant ǫ < 100−1 and p ∈ N \ T so that
distN (T \ T0 , T0 ) > 5ǫ if T0 6= ∅ ; distN (T, p) > 5ǫ if T0 = ∅.
and for each Tj , there exists ǫj ∈ (0, ǫ/2j ) such that distN (Tj , T \ Tj ) > 5ǫj . For j ≥ 1, set
Uj := {x ∈ N ; distN (x, Tj ) ≤ 2ǫj };
and for j = 0, set
U0 := {x ∈ N ; distN (x, T0 ) ≤ ǫ} if T0 6= ∅ ; U0 := {x ∈ N ; distN (x, p) ≤ ǫ}

if T0 = ∅.

Let η : [0, ∞) → [0, 1] be a continuous cut-off function such that
t ≥ 2; η(t) = 1 for

η(t) = 0 for
Define h : N → [0, ∞) by
h(x) =

X

t ∈ [0, 1].

η(ǫ−1
j distN (x, Tj )).

j≥1

It follows that
and

η(ǫ−1
j distN (x, Tj ))

= 0 outside Uj . Hence h is well-defined, supported in ∪j Uj

0 ≤ h ≤ 1;

h(x) = 0 for x ∈ N \ ∪j≥1 Uj .

Now we define the desired function.
• If T0 6= ∅, f : N → [0, ∞) is defined by
f (x) := h(x) + ǫ−1 (1 − h(x)) distN (x, T0 ).
• If T0 = ∅, then we take p ∈ N with distN (p, T ) > 5ǫ and define f by
f (x) := h(x) + ǫ−1 (1 − h(x)) distN (x, p).
For x ∈ U0 , it follows that distN (x, Tj ) ≥ 5ǫj for j ≥ 1 and then h(x) = 0. Hence for x ∈ U0 ,
(4.1)

f (x) = ǫ−1 distN (x, T0 ) for

T0 6= ∅; f (x) = ǫ−1 distN (x, p)

for

T0 = ∅.

Thus the first statement is satisfied. Also, for all x ∈ T \ T0 , we have h(x) = 1, it implies that
f (x) = 1. This gives the second statement.
Now let’s verify that f satisfies the third requirement. For t ≥ 0 and any two points y, z in
the same connected component of f −1 (t), there exists a continuous curve γ : [0, 1] → N with
f (γ(s)) = t for all s ∈ [0, 1] and γ(0) = y, γ(1) = z.
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We now consider the case that T0 6= ∅. If distN (γ(s′ ), T0 ) < ǫ for some s′ ∈ [0, 1], then by
(4.1), we conclude that y, z ∈ U0 and
distN (y, z) ≤ distN (y, T0 ) + distN (z, T0 ) +

sup
x1 ,x2 ∈T0

distN (x1 , x2 ) ≤

59π
+ 28 + 2ǫ + 2ǫ < 117.
3

If distN (γ, T0 ) ≥ ǫ, it follows that
f (γ(s)) ≤ ǫ−1 distN (x, T0 ).

(4.2)

Then we have the following two cases.
Case 1: h(γ(s)) > 0 for all s ∈ [0, 1].
Note that h is supported on disjoint compact sets ∪j Uj . Thus γ ⊂ Uj for some j ≥ 1. It
follows that
8
distN (z, y) ≤ sup distN (x1 , x2 ) + 2ǫj + 2ǫj ≤ π + + 2ǫ,
3
x1 ,x2 ∈Tj
which is the desired inequality.
Case 2: h(γ(s0 ) = 0 for some s0 ∈ [0, 1].
Let
s1 := inf{s ∈ [0, s0 ]; h(γ(s)) = 0}; s2 := sup{s ∈ [s0 , 1]; h(γ(s)) = 0}.
Then γ|[0,s0 ] (resp. γ|[s1 ,1] ) lies in Uj for some j ≥ 1. Moreover, by the same argument in Case
1,
8
8
distN (y, γ(s1 )) ≤ π + + 4ǫ and distN (z, γ(s2 )) ≤ π + + 4ǫ.
3
3
Next, we bound the distance from γ(s1 ) to γ(s2 ). Indeed, by (4.2), for any s ∈ [s1 , s2 ] and
j ∈ {1, 2},
distN (γ(s), T0 ) ≥ ǫ · f (γ(s)) = ǫ · f (γ(sj )) = distN (γ(sj ), T0 ).
Then by Proposition 2.6,
distN (γ(s1 ), γ(s2 )) ≤ 25π + 36.
Then by the triangle inequality,
distN (y, z) ≤ distN (y, γ(s1 )) + distN (γ(s1 ), γ(s2 )) + distN (γ(s2 ), z)
16
≤ 27π + 26 +
+ 4ǫ < 117.
3
This finishes the proof for T0 6= ∅.
Now it remains to improve the upper bound as T0 = ∅. If distN (γ(s′ ), p) < ǫ for some
s′ ∈ [0, 1], the inequality is trivial. If distN (γ, T0 ) ≥ ǫ, we only consider the Case 2: h(γ(s0 ) = 0
for some s0 ∈ [0, 1]. Then the triangle inequality gives
distN (y, z) ≤ distN (y, γ(s1 )) + distN (γ(s1 ), γ(s2 )) + distN (γ(s2 ), z)
16
+ 4ǫ < 49.
≤ 10π + 12 +
3
This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.1.
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Theorem 4.2. Let (M 3 , ∂M, g) be a three dimensional Riemannian manifold with non-empty
boundary ∂M . Suppose that Ric(g) ≥ 0 and H∂M ≥ 1. Then there exists a continuous function
f : M → [0, ∞) satisfying that
distM (x, y) ≤ 117
for all t ≥ 0 and x, y in the same connected component of f −1 (t). In particular, if M is a
domain in R3 , then the upper bound can be improved to be 49.
Proof. By Lemma 3.2, there exists a sequence of free boundary minimal surfaces {Dj } such that
each connected component of the metric completion of M \ ∪j Dj is geometrically prime.
Let {Nj }j≥1 denote the union of the connected components of the metric completion of
M \ ∪j Dj . Note that ∂r Nj = Nj ∩ ∂M and Tj = ∂Nj \ ∂r Nj . Denote by Tj,0 the unstable
component of Tj . Let {Tj,i }i≥1 denote the union of the connected components of Tj \ Tj,0 . Then
by Lemma 4.1, for any Nj , there exists a continuous function fj : Nj → [0, ∞) such that
• fj (x) = 0 for all x ∈ Tj,0 , where Tj,0 is the union of unstable component of Tj ;
• fj (x) = 1 for all x ∈ T \ Tj,0 ;
• distN (x, y) < 117 if x and y lie in the same connected component of fj−1 (t).
Since fj |Tj,0 = 0 if Tj,0 6= ∅, and f |Tj \Tj,0 = 1, then the gluing of all these functions induces a
continuous function f on M .
It remains to prove the diameter bound. Let K be a connected component of f −1 (t) for any
fixed t > 0.
Case I: There is no Dj intersecting K.
Clearly, K is contained in one of Nj ’s. Then the desired upper bound follows immediately.
Case II: K intersects some Dj .
Then K ⊂ {x ∈ M ; distM (x, Dj ) ≤ 2ǫ}. It follows that for any x, y ∈ K,
8
distM (x, y) ≤ sup distM (x1 , x2 ) + 4ǫ < π + + 4ǫ,
3
x1 ,x2 ∈D
where the second inequality is from Lemma 2.3.
In particular, if M ⊂ R3 , then US = ∅. By Lemma 4.1, every connected component of level
sets of fj has diameter upper bound 49. Therefore, such an f satisfies our requirements and
Theorem 4.2 is proved.

Appendix A. Gromov-Lawson’s tricks
In this section, we give the proof of Proposition 2.6 for T0 6= ∅. The proof for T0 = ∅ is
parallel and we omit the details.
Proof of Proposition 2.6. Since (N, ∂r N, T, g) is geometrically prime, then T0 is connected. By
Lemma 2.3, for any x1 , x2 ∈ T0 ,
59π
+ 28.
distN (x1 , x2 ) ≤
3
For simplicity, let x and y denote γ(0) and γ(1), respectively. Then we have the following two
cases. If d(x) ≤ 8π
3 + 4,
(A.1)

distN (x, y) ≤ distN (x, T0 ) +

59π
+ 28 + distN (y, T0 ) ≤ 25π + 36,
3
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Now we assume that d(x) > 8π
3 + 4 + 2ǫ for some ǫ > 0. Let px and py be the closest points
in T0 to x and y, respectively. Let γx (resp. γy ) be the minimizing curve in N from px to x
(resp. y), i.e.
Length(γx ) = d(x),
and Length(γy ) = d(y).
Let σ denote a curve in T0 connecting px and py . Note that γx γγy −1 σ −1 is a closed curve
(denoted by e
γ ) on N . Since N is geometrically prime, then γ
e bounds a surface Γ′ ⊂ N relative
′
to T0 , i.e. ∂Γ \ T0 = γ
e. Let Γ be an area minimizing surface among all those surfaces bounded
by e
γ relative to T0 . Then Int(Γ) is a smoothly embedded stable minimal surface. By Theorem
2.2, for any x′ ∈ Γ,
4π
+ 2.
(A.2)
distN (x′ , ∂Γ) ≤
3
Next, we take t′ such that
4π
′
(1) d(x) − 4π
3 − 2 − 2ǫ ≤ t ≤ d(x) − 3 − 2 − ǫ;
(2) d−1 (t′ ) is transverse to Γ, γx and γy .
Then there exists a curve α ⊂ d−1 (t′ ) ∩ Γ joining γx and γy . Recall that d(x) = d(y) ≤ d(γ(s)).
This implies that
4π
+ 2 + ǫ.
distN (γ, α) ≥ ′ inf′ {d(x′ ) − d(y ′ )} ≥
x ∈γ,y ∈α
3
Together with (A.2), we can find z ∈ α such that
4π
4π
+ 2, and distΓ (z, γy ) ≤
+ 2.
3
3
Let x1 and y1 be the closest points to z on γx and γy respectively, by triangle inequalities, we
obtain that
4π
4π
d(x1 ) ≥ t′ −
− 2, and d(x2 ) ≥ t′ −
− 2,
3
3
and then
8π
8π
+ 4 + 2ǫ, and distN (y, y1 ) ≤
+ 4 + 2ǫ.
distN (x, x1 ) ≤
3
3
Therefore,
distΓ (z, γx ) ≤

distN (x, y) ≤ distN (x, x1 ) + distN (x1 , z) + distN (z, y1 ) + distN (y1 , y) ≤ 8π + 12 + 4ǫ.
Finally, combining with two cases above, we finish the proof of Proposition 2.6.
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