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EMBEDDED MINIMAL DISKS

TOBIAS H. COLDING AND WILLIAM P. MINICOZZI 11

Part I. The limit foliation and the singular curve
Let us start off this survey with some examples of embedded minimal disks in R?:

Example 1: Graphs of functions v : @ — R where Q C R? is simply connected and u
satisfies the minimal surface equation

div (\/%) = 0. (L0.1)

Example 2: (Helicoid). The minimal surface in R?® parametrized by (scost, ssint,t) where
s, t € R.

One of our main theorems is that every embedded minimal disk can either be modelled by
a minimal graph or by a piece of the helicoid depending on whether the curvature is small
or not; see Theorem below.

To be able to discuss the helicoid some more, we will need the notion of a multi-valued
graph. Let D, be the disk in the plane centered at the origin and of radius r and let P be the
universal cover of the punctured plane C\ {0} with global polar coordinates (p, ) so p > 0
and 0 € R. An N-valued graph of a function u on the annulus D, \ D, is a single valued
graph over {(p,0)|r < p < s, || < Nx}. The multi-valued graphs that we will consider
will never close up; in fact they will all be embedded. Note that embedded corresponds to
that the separation never vanishes. Here the separation is the function given by

w(p,8) =u(p,0+2m) —u(p,0). (1.0.2)

If ¥ is the helicoid, then ¥ \ x5 — axis = 3; U 3y, where ¥, 3y are oo-valued graphs. ¥ is
the graph of the function u = 6 and X35 is the graph of the function u = 8+ 7. In either case
the separation w = 2 7. A multi-valued minimal graph is a multi-valued graph of a function
u satisfying the minimal surface equation ([.0.1)).

Using this notion of multi-valued graphs one of our main theorems can now be stated:

Theorem 1.0.3. (Theorem 0.1 in [CM@]). Let X; C Bg, C R? be a sequence of embedded
minimal disks with 0%; C 0Bg, where R; — oo. If supg, 5, |A|* = 00, then there exists a
subsequence, 3, and (after a rotation of R?) a Lipschitz curve § : R — R? with z3(S(t)) = ¢
so for any o < 1 the sequence X;\S are multi-valued graphs and converges in the C*-topology
to the foliation, F = {x3 = t};, of R®. Moreover, for all r > 0, ¢, then supp, (5,5, |A|* — oc.
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Here that ¥; \ S are multi-valued graphs and converges to F means that for each compact
subset K C R*\ S and j sufficiently large K NY; consists of multi-valued graphs over (part
of) {z3 = 0} and K NY; - K NF. In addition in Theorem [.0.3, for j sufficiently large,
¥, consists of exactly two multi-valued graphs away from S. Note that, by Theorem [[.0.3,
the curve S is a (Lipschitz) graph over the zs-axis (so it intersects the planes {x3 = t}
transversely). We will give a (uniform) bound for the Lipschitz constant of S.

Theorem (as many of the other results discussed below) is modelled by the helicoid
and its rescalings. Take a sequence ¥; = a; ¥ of rescaled helicoids where a; — 0. The
curvatures of this sequence are blowing up along the vertical axis. The sequence converges
(away from the vertical axis) to a foliation by flat parallel planes. The singular set S (the
axis) then consists of removable singularities.

Of the many different paths that one could choose through our results about embedded
minimal disks, we have chosen here one which discusses some of our more elementary results
in greater detail and then only gives a very rough overview of some of our key results which
are more difficult. Our hope is that by doing so this survey can serve as a reading guide for
our papers where the reader is eased into the subject and then is shown the anatomy of the
proof of our main theorem.

Let x1, T2, 3 be the standard coordinates on R3. For y € ¥ € R? and s > 0, the extrinsic
and intrinsic balls are B(y), Bs(y). Ky the sectional curvature of a smooth compact surface
Y and when X is immersed Ay, will be its second fundamental form (so when ¥ is minimal,
then |A|*> = —2Ky). When ¥ is oriented, ny is the unit normal.

Using Theorems [.0.3, [.3.3, W. Meeks and H. Rosenberg proved that the plane and helicoid
are the only complete properly embedded simply-connected minimal surfaces in R3, [MeRd].

I.1. MULTI-VALUED MINIMAL GRAPHS

We will later see that, just like the helicoid, general embedded minimal disks with large
curvature at some interior point can be built out of multi-valued graphs. This will be par-
ticularly useful once we have a good understanding of general multi-valued minimal graphs.
So let us first discuss some results about such graphs.

In [CM3] we showed (essentially by a gradient estimate) that the separation between the
sheets grows sublinearly (in Theorem [.I.3 below we will discuss an improvement of this
when the number of sheets grows sufficiently fast). Precisely, in proposition 11.2.12 of [CM3]
we showed that given a > 0, there exists N, so if ¥ is an Ny -valued minimal graph over
Dong g \ Dy-ng g of uw and w < 0, then

p|Hess,| + p|Vw|/|lw] <aon{l <p<Rand |0 <r7}. (L.1.1)

In particular, by integrating, the separation grows at most like p®. Thus, choosing o < 1, it
follows that the growth is sublinear.

Using that the Gauss map is conformal, we showed in corollary 2.3 of [CMY| that the
curvature of a 2-valued embedded minimal graph decays faster than quadratically, i.e., we
showed that

|A|? < Cr275/6 (1.1.2)

for embedded 2-valued minimal graphs whose separation grows sublinearly; cf. ([.1.1)). (Note
that by [[CM3], there exists N, so this applies to any N,-valued embedded minimal graph.)
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The important point for the applications in [CM§] is that the faster than linear decay on
the Hessian of u that ([.L1.2) implies together with the form of ([L0.I]) gives that |A u| decays
faster than quadratically; see equation (3.6) in [[CMJ].

The above bound ([.I.7) used the nonlinearity of the minimal surface equation much
like the nonlinearity is needed for proving the Bernstein theorem. In other situations the
nonlinearity seems more to add difficulties than being of any help. In those situations one
tries to model the minimal surface equation by the Laplace equation and use that from ([.1.9)
if v is a multi-valued solution of the minimal surface equation, then |A u| decays faster than
quadratically so that u “become more and more like a harmonic function”. We will now take
advantage of this to discuss some analysis of such multi-valued solutions that we will need
later. This analysis is from [CMJ].

The first such result is the following sharp upper and lower bound for the separation of a
multi-valued graph:

Theorem 1.1.3. (Theorem 1.3 of [[CMY]). Given ¢ > 0, there exists ¢;, ¢z such that if
u satisfies (LO) on {(p,0)]1/2 < p < Rand c|f] < (1 + logp)*?} and w < 0 together
with a slight condition on the growth of u and w (see equation (1.5) in [CMY]), then for
2 < 0 < R1/2

C1 < w(pa O)
logp = w(1,0)

< cologp. (I.1.4)

The idea of the lower bound for the separation, i.e., w(p,0)/w(1,0) > ¢;/logp: If
u is as in Theorem [I.3, then w < 0 is almost harmonic and it can be seen to follow from
(CI2) and the form of ([.0) that so is @(x,y) = w(e,y). Moreover, @ < 0 is defined on
a domain that is conformally close to a half-disk (see lemma 3.2 of [CM§]). Suppose for a
moment that @ was actually harmonic and defined on the half-space {z > —log 2}, then by
the mean value equality and the sign on w

1 1
: 0) = ,0:—/ ~<_/ . I.1.5
w(e ) w(x ) I aDz(m,O)w_ 2rx DmaDz(m,O)w ( )

By the Harnack inequality, it would then follow from ([.I.5) that w(e®,0) = w(x,0) <
¢1 w(0,0)/x; which is the desired lower bound. The upper bound follows similarly or by an
inversion formula; see section 3 of [CM§].

By Theorem [[L1.3, the fastest possible decay for w(p,0)/w(1,0) is ¢;/logp. Hence if
w(r + 1y) = w(e”,y), then the fastest possible decay for w(z,0)/w(0,0) is ¢;/x and as
mentioned above, then using (L.1.J) it can be seen that w is almost harmonic. This decay is

achieved for the harmonic function o(z) = —Re 27! = —z/(2* + y*) < 0 and if
0 o 0 —logpdy
U ,9:/21 Y dy:/vlog Y dy:/—:—arctan ,
(p,0) = | v(p,y) | 9(logp.y) o (ogp)? + 42 ogr’ (116)

then the graph of u is an embedded oco-valued harmonic graph lying in a slab, i.e., |u| < /2,
and hence in particular is not proper. Note also that if w is given by ([.1.G), then uy = v
and w/v is uniformly bounded above and below. We next want to rule out not only this
as an example of one half of an embedded minimal disk, but more generally any oo-valued
minimal graph in a half-space.
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[.2. TOWARDS REMOVABLILITY OF SINGULARITIES

As mentioned above, we next want to rule out that any oo-valued graph which lies in a
half-space can be one half of an embedded minimal disk. This is done in Theorem [.2.1] below
where the short curves oy in the minimal disk will connect two multi-valued sub-graphs and
thus each sub-graph is essentially one half of the disk. These curves are needed to conclude
properness since, as mentioned above, just having one oo-valued minimal graph in a slab is
not in itself a contradiction.

Let us illustrate in an example how these curves o could be chosen. If ¥ is the helicoid
(here, to be consistent with [CM§], we use the helicoid which spirals downward so w < 0),
ie., ¥ = (s cost,s sint,—t) where s, t € R, then ¥\ {s = 0} consists of two oo-valued
graphs Y1, ¥y and the curves oy = ¥ N {x3 = t} are short curves connecting the two halves.

Theorem I.2.1. (See corollary 1.2 in [CM§] for the precise statement). Let 3; be a sequence
as in Theorem and suppose that ¥;, X, o are multi-valued graphs in ¥, that spiral
together (one inside the other). We claim that if ¥;,, ¥; 2 can be connected by short curves
in ¥;, then they cannot spiral into a plane. That is, they cannot accumulate in finite height.

The idea of the proof of Theorem [.2.1]: Let ¥, X5 be two oo-valued graphs of u, uy
that spiral together, are part of an embedded minimal disk, and can be connected by short
curves in the disk. We claim that the two graphs must grow out of any half-space. Suppose
that they are contained in the half-space u; > 0 and that they spiral downward, i.e., w; < 0;
we will get a contradiction.

Using that the curvature of a multi-valued embedded minimal graph decays faster than
quadratically will allow us (as in Theorem [.I.3) to model the graphs 3, 35 by graphs of
harmonic functions. So suppose for a moment that both u; and us are harmonic. We will
show, using a flux argument, that if the separation is large compared with the initial height,
then the fact that the two graphs are part of an embedded minimal disk will eventually
force the graphs to grow out of the half-space that they are assumed to lie in. Namely, set
i(z,y) = ui(e”,y) (e, p=e” and 0 = y) and let @) be the quarter-space {(x,y)|z,y > 0}
and D, = {(z,y)| 2> + 3> < 7%}. To see that each of the two graphs would grow out of the
half-space, set

1 i
Avi(r) = = /8[) e (1.2.2)

r

The claim follows once we show that there are constants C; and C5 depending on the ratio
of the initial height with the initial separation so that for r» > 2

AVl(’f’) + AVQ(T) — AVl(l) — AV2(1) < —Cl 10g2 T+ Cg lOgT . (123)

Namely, note that if ([2.3) holds, then the left hand side of ([.2.3) goes to negative infinity.
To see ([.2.3), note that when wu; is harmonic, then so is @; and by Stokes’ theorem

oy L di; 1 7 0u; 1 0
Avi(r) = T /aDmQ dn 7 /o dy (5,0) ds + r/o ox (0, 5)ds. (L1.2.4)
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Using that the separation is roughly equal to 27 (u;)s we get by combining ([.2.4) with the
lower bound for the separation from Theorem [[.L1.3 that (more or less)

Cl log T 1 /7 8&,

2r + r /o Ox
Adding Av) and Av) and using that the two spiralling curves (i.e., § — (0,u;(1,6)) for
i =1,2) together with the two short curves that are assumed to exist bounds a disk we get
by Stokes’ theorem (see lemma 5.1 of [CMJ]) that

AV)(r) + Avy(r) < ~1%8T L &

Integrating ([.2.9) gives ([.2.3).
In the general case where u; satisfies the minimal surface equation there are a number of
difficulties that have to be dealt with; see lemma 4.1 of [CM§].

Now this was a little analysis of multi-valued solutions of the minimal surface equation
and can all be found in [CMg]. It illustrates that once we show existence of multi-valued
minimal graphs in embedded minimal disks and know that such graphs extend as graphs
with a sufficiently rapidly growing number of sheets, then we get a removable singularity
theorem.

AVi(r) < — (0,s)ds. (I.2.5)

(1.2.6)

2r T

[.3. EXISTENCE OF MULTI-VALUED GRAPHS AND THE ONE-SIDED CURVATURE ESTIMATE

We now come to our key results for embedded minimal disks. The first says that if the
curvature of such a disk ¥ is large at some point x € 3, then nearby = a multi-valued graph
forms (in ¥) and this extends (in ) almost all the way to the boundary. Precisely this is:

Theorem 1.3.1. (Theorem 0.2 in [CM4)}). Given N € Z,, € > 0, there exist Cy, Cy > 0 so:
Let 0 € ¥ C Br C R? be an embedded minimal disk, 9% C 0Bg. If maxp, s |A]* > 4 C} o2
for some R > 1y > 0, then there exists (after a rotation) an N-valued graph 3, C ¥ over
Dgjc, \ Doy, with gradient < e and X, C {z3 < € (2] + 23)}.

As a consequence of Theorem [3.]], one easily gets that if |A[* is blowing up near 0
for a sequence of embedded minimal disks ¥3;, then there is a sequence of 2-valued graphs
Y4 C 3, where the 2-valued graphs start off on a smaller and smaller scale (namely, 7y in
Theorem [.3.1] can be taken to be smaller as the curvature gets larger). Consequently, by
the sublinear separation growth, such 2-valued graphs collapse and, hence, a subsequence
converges to a smooth minimal graph through 0. (Here 0 is a removable singularity for the
limit.) Moreover, if the sequence of such disks is as in Theorem [[.0.3, i.e., if R; — oo, then
the minimal graph in the limit is entire and hence, by Bernstein’s theorem, is a plane.

The second key result is the following curvature estimate for embedded minimal disks in
a half-space:

Theorem 1.3.2. (Theorem 0.2 in [CM@]). There exists € > 0, such that if ¥ C By, N{x3 >
0} € R? is an embedded minimal disk with % C 0Bay,,, then for all components 3’ of
B,, N Y which intersect B,

sup |As|* < rp?. (1.3.3)
E/
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An embedded minimal surface 3> which is as in Theorem is said to satisfy the (e, rg)-
effective one-sided Reifenberg condition; cf. appendix A of [CM(] and the appendix of [[Chd].
We will often refer to Theorem [[3.9 as the one-sided curvature estimate.

Note that the assumption in Theorem [.3.3 that ¥ is simply connected is crucial as can
be seen from the example of a rescaled catenoid. The catenoid is the minimal surface in R?
given by (cosh s cost,cosh s sint, s) where s,¢ € R. Under rescalings this converges (with
multiplicity two) to the flat plane.

An almost immediate consequence of Theorem [.3.7 is:

Corollary 1.3.4. (Corollary 0.4 in [[CM{]). There exist ¢ > 1, ¢ > 0 so: Let ¥y, ¥y C
B.,, C R? be disjoint embedded minimal surfaces with 9%; C dB,,, and B.,, N %; # 0. If
Y1 is a disk, then for all components ¥} of B,, N3, which intersect B,

sup |A|? < 2. (1.3.5)
2/

1

If 6 > 0 and z € R3, then we denote by Cs(z) the (convex) cone with vertex z, cone angle
(m/2 — arctan d), and axis parallel to the x3-axis. That is,

Cs(z) ={r e R*| 23 > (a] +13)} + 2. (1.3.6)

In the proof of Theorem [[.0.3, the following (direct) consequence of Theorem with
Y4 playing the role of the plane is needed:

Corollary 1.3.7. (Corollary 1.1.9 in [CM@]). There exists dp > 0 so: Suppose ¥ C Bag,
9% C OBsyp is an embedded minimal disk containing a 2-valued graph 34 C {23 < 62 (z7 +
x3)} over Dg \ D,, with gradient < §. Then each component of Br/s N X\ (Cs,(0) U Bay,)
is a multi-valued graph with gradient < 1.

Note that, since ¥ is compact and embedded, the multi-valued graphs given by Corollary
[3.7 spiral through the cone. Namely, if a graph did close up, then the graph containing Y4
would be forced to accumulate into it, contradicting compactness.

It can also be seen from Corollary [.3.7 (see corollary 6.3 of [[CM§]) that if ¥; and X are
as in Corollary [[377, then ¥, extends in ¥\ Cs,(0) to a multi-valued graph with at least
(log p)? many sheets. Thus Theorem [[1.J applies.

[.4. REGULARITY OF THE SINGULAR SET AND THEOREM

Next we will see, by a very general compactness argument, that for any sequence of surfaces
in R? (minimal or not), after possibly going to a subsequence, then there is a well defined
notion of points where the second fundamental form of the sequence blows up.

Lemma 1.4.1. Let ¥; C Bg,, 03, C 0Bpg,, and R; — oo be a sequence of (smooth) compact
surfaces. After passing to a subsequence, 3;, we may assume that for each x € R? either
(a) or (b) holds:

2
(a) supp, (4)ns, [Al* — oo for all r > 0,
(b) sup; supg, (4)ns;, |A]? < oo for some r > 0.
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Proof. For r > 0 and an integer n, define a sequence of functions on R? by

Aipn(w) = minfn, sup [P}, (142)
Br(@)N%;
where we set supp, (s, |A]* = 0 if B,(x) N %; = 0. Set
2k 1
Dirn = ,}1_{{)10 27" mz::(] A (1 ema—5yrn (1.4.3)
then D; ., is continuous and A; o,.,, > D; .y > A; . Let v;,,, be the (bounded) functionals,
Virn(9) = /B 9Dy for ¢ € L*(R?). (1.4.4)

By standard compactness for fixed r, n, after passing to a subsequence, v;, , — v,, weakly.
In fact (since the unit ball in L?(R?3) has a countable basis), by an easy diagonal argument,
after passing to a subsequence, we may assume that for all n,m > 1 fixed vj5-m, —
vo-m , weakly. Note that if z € R? and for all m, n with n > |z| + 1, (identify By-m () with
its characteristic function)

V2—m7n(327m (.fl:)) Z nVOI(BQ—m) s (]:45)
then for each fixed 7 > 0, supp, (;)nx, |A|* = oo. Conversely, if for some n > [z| + 1, m,
(C43) fails at x, then sup; supp, ()5, [A]* < oo for r =27""1. O

Fix § > 0. We will say that a subset S C R3 has the cone property (or the §-cone
property) if S is closed and nonempty and the following holds:
(1) If z € S, then S C C;(z).
(2)Ift € 23(S) and e > 0, then SN{t <axz3 <t+e} #Dand SN{t —e < a3 <t} #0.

Note that (2) just says that each point in S is the limit of points coming from above and
below.

When ¥; C Bg, C R? is a sequence of embedded minimal disks with % C dBg,, R; — 00
and X; is the subsequence given by Lemma [4.] and S is the sets of points where the
curvatures of X; blow up (i.e., where (a) in Lemma [.4.] holds), then we will see below that
S has the cone property (after a rotation of R3). Hence (by the next lemma), S is in this
case a Lipschitz curve which is a graph over the x3-axis. Note that in the case where ; is
a sequence of rescaled helicoids, then S is the x3-axis.

Lemma 1.4.6. If S C R? has the -cone property, then SN {z3 =t} consists of exactly one
point S; for all t € R, and t — &; is a Lipschitz parameterization of S with

|t2 — t1| S |St2 — St1| S v1+ 62 |t2 — t1| . (147)

Proof. Since S is nonempty, we may after translation assume that 0 € S. By (1), it follows
that SN{x3 = t} consists of at most one point for each t € R. Assume that SN{z3 =to} =0
for some t;. Since S C R? is a nonempty closed set and x3 : S C Cs(0) — R is proper,
then z3(S) C R is also closed (and nonempty). Let t; € x3(S) be the closest point in
x3(S) to tg. The desired contradiction now easily follows since either S N {t, < x3 < o} or
SN{ty < x3 < ts} is nonempty by assumption.

It follows that ¢ — S; is a well-defined curve (from R to §). Moreover, since S, C {x3 =
ti+ (ta — 1)} N Cs(Sty) C Byirsziiy—1, (St ), (LAT) follows. O
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Suppose next that ¥; is as in Theorem and X;, S are given by Lemma [.4.]], then S
is closed by definition and nonempty by the assumption of Theorem [.0.3. From Corollary
[:37 (cf. the sketch of the proof of Theorem [.0.3 below), it follows that (1) above holds, so
to see that S has the cone property all we need to see is that (2) holds. This follows from
the next lemma which relies in part on Theorem [.2.1]:

Lemma 1.4.8. (Lemma I.1.10 in [CMG@]). There exists ¢y > 0 so: Let 3; C Bg,, 9%; C OBp,
be a sequence of embedded minimal disks with R; — oo. If ¥;; C ¥, is a sequence of 2-valued
graphs over Dy, o \ D, with ¢, — 0 and Xg; — {z3 = 0} \ {0}, then

sup |A]? — o00. (1.4.9)

BinX;n{x3z>co}

Sketch of the proof of Theorem [[.0.3: From all of these results above, we know that if
Y; is a sequence as in Theorem and X;, S are given by Lemma [[4.7), then S has the cone
property and hence, by Lemma [.4.], S is a Lipschitz graph over the z3-axis. As mentioned
above, it also follows from Theorem [.3.0] together with Bernstein’s theorem that, for each
x € § and each j sufficiently large, there is a 2-valued graph in ¥, and that this sequence
of 2-valued graphs converges (after possibly going to a subsequence) to a plane through x.
Since YJ; is embedded, all of these planes coming from different € S must be parallel and
it now follows from the one sided curvature estimate that »; consists of multi-valued graphs
away from & . It is easy to see that there must be at least two such multi-valued graphs in
the complement of §. That there are not more than two follows from a barrier argument;
see proposition I1.1.3 of [CM@]. This is a rough sketch of the proof of Theorem [.0-3.

Part II. The proof of the existence of multi-valued graphs

To describe the existence of multi-valued graphs in embedded minimal disks, we will need
the notion of a blow up point.

Let z € ¥ C B,,(z) C R? be a smooth (compact) surface embedded or just immersed
with 0¥ C 0B,,(x). Here B, (z) is the extrinsic ball of radius ry but could as well have
been an intrinsic ball in which case the notion of a blow up point below would have to be
appropriately changed. Suppose that |A|?(x) > 4 Cry? for some constant C' > 0. We claim
that there is y € B,,(z) N X and s > 0 such that Bs(y) C B,,(z) and

sup |A]P <4Cs? =4|AP(y). (11.0.10)
Bs(y)nE
That is, the curvature at y is large and is almost (up to the constant 4) the maximum
on the ball Bs(y). That there exists such a point y is easy to see; on B, (z) N Y set
F(z) = (ro — r(2))?|A]*(z) where r(2) = |z — z|. Then F(x) > 4Cry? F > 0, and
F|0B,,(z) "X = 0. Let y be where the maximum of F' is achieved and set s = v/C/|A|(y).
One easily checks that y, s have the required properties.

Returning to the existence of multi-valued graphs, then the way we showed Theorem [.3.1]
was by combining a blow up result with J[CMJ]. This blow up result says that if an embedded
minimal disk in a ball has large curvature at a point, then it contains a small (in fact on the
scale of one over the square root of the curvature) almost flat multi-valued graph nearby,
that is:
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Theorem I1.0.11. (Theorem 0.4 in [CM{4]). Given N,w > 1, and € > 0, there exists
C = C(N,w,e) > 0 so: Let 0 € ¥ C Br C R? be an embedded mlnlmal dlsk 0¥ C 0Bg.
If supp. 02|A|2 < 4C%ry? = 4|AJ%(0) for some 0 < ry < R, then there exist R < ry/w

and (after a rotation) an N-valued graph ¥, C X over D,z \ Dy with gradient < ¢, and
distx(0,%,) < 4R.

Note that 0 in Theorem is a blow up point in the above sense.

The result that we needed from [CM3] (combining theorem 0.3 and lemma I1.3.8 there)
is Theorem [1.0.13 below that allows us to extend the (small) multi-valued graphs given by
Theorem [ ahnost out to the boundary of the “big” ball Bg. In this theorem by the
middle sheet (ZQ)M of an N-valued graph ¥, we mean the portion over

{(p,d) ePlri<p<roand 0 <0 <27}. (11.0.12)

Theorem I1.0.13. [CM3]. Given N; and 7 > 0, there exist N,Q,e > 0so: If Qrg <1 <
R/, ¥ C Bp is an embedded minimal disk with 0¥ C 0Bg, and ¥ contains an N-valued
minimal graph X, over D; \ D,, with gradient < ¢ and ¥, C {23 < €*(z} + z3)}, then &
contains a Ny-valued graph X4 over Dp/q \ Dy, with gradient < 7 and (3,) C 2.

II.1. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [[1.0.17]

We will here describe some of the ideas that go into the proof of Theorem [I.0.1T. Roughly,
we use the upper bound on |A|? to bound the area growth of intrinsic balls and, consequently,
get an average curvature bound. We then use this to find large pieces of ¥ with an improved
(quadratic) curvature bound. Using the lower bound on |A|?(0), we show that there are
many such pieces so that two must be close; embeddedness implies that these are disjoint,
hence almost stable, and therefore nearly flat. These large flat pieces then give the desired
N-valued graph.

Throughout this section, ¥ C Bp is an embedded minimal disk with 0¥ C 0Bg.

Area and total curvature. As in corollary 1.7 of [[CM4], integrating the Jacobi equation and
using Ky = —|A|?/2 gives

4 (Area (By) — 7 R?) = 2/0R/0t/5 A2 = /BR A2 (R — )2 (IL.1.1)

The second equality used two integrations by parts (i.e., f;* f(t) ¢"(t) dt with f(t) = J5 [5, |A[*
and g(t) = (R —t)?). We will see that ([I.1.1) leads to area bounds. For example, when Bg
is stable, then using R — r (where r(z) = disty(0, z)) in the stability inequality gives

4 (Area (Bg) — m R?) = / A2 ( 2 < / — Area (Bg) .

(I1.1.2)

Consequently, Area (Br) < 47 R?/3 (this is the starting point in [CMZ]). We will generalize
this argument below to get area bounds for embedded disks with bounded curvature and
later for more general stable domains.

Nearby disjoint surfaces with |A|*> < 4 are nearly stable. Recall that the Jacobi equation

Lu = Au + |AJ]?u is the linearization of the minimal graph equation. A domain Q C ¥
is said to be stable if [ ¢ Lo < 0 for every ¢ with compact support in €2; i.e., if the stability
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inequality [ |A]?¢* < [|V¢|* holds. We will say that Q is 1/2-stable if we have the weaker
1/2-stability inequality

/|A|2¢2 <2 /|v¢|2. (I.1.3)

One useful criterion for stability is that if u > 0 and Lu = 0 on §2, then 2 is stable; similarly,
when v > 0 and Lu/u is small, then € is 1/2-stable (cf. section 2 of [CM{]).

Roughly, if two disjoint minimal disks with |A|> < 4 come close at a point, then one can
be written as a graph over the other of a function v > 0 with Lu/u ~ 0 and, consequently,
each is 1/2-stable. This is similar to the case of geodesics. See lemmas 2.6 and 2.11 of [CM4]
for the precise statements.

Area bounds when |A]? < 4. We first decompose an embedded minimal surface with [A|* < 4
into a portion with bounded area and a union of disjoint 1/2-stable domains and in the
process construct a cutoff function y which will be used in the 1/2-stability inequality:

Lemma II.1.4. (Lemma 2.15 in [CM4]). There exists C; so: If 0 € ¥ C Byg, 0¥ C 0Bag,
and |A|? < 4, then there exist disjoint 1/2-stable subdomains ©; C ¥ and a function x < 1
which vanishes on B NX \ U;$2; so that

Area({r € BRNX | x(x) <1}) < 1 R?, (IL.1.5)
/ V|2 < O RE. (I1.1.6)
Br

Proof. (Sketch). Fix p > 0 small. Given z € 3, let £, be the component of B,(z) N X with
xr € ¥, and let B be the component of B,(z) \ £, which n(x) points into. Set

VB = {x € BxnS|BI N\ By ,(z) = 0} (I1.1.7)

and let {Q;} be the components of Bp N X\ VB. It follows that each €, is 1/2-stable.
Moreover, using that the points in VB are isolated, a simple ball counting argument in Bg
gives (II.1.5) and (II.1.6). O

Using the decomposition from Lemma [I.T.4in ([I.1.1)) (as in ([I.1.9)) gives area bounds for
intrinsic balls (Lemma 3.1 in [CM4))): If 0 € & C By, 0% C 0By, and |A|> < 4|A[]*(0) = 4,
then

R gt
/ / / |A|?ds dt = 2(Area(Br) — m R*) <67 R* +20C, R°.
0 /0 /B (I11.1.8)

To see ([LI§), let 4, x, and U;Q; be from Lemma [I.T:4, so x(R — r) vanishes off of
U;€;. Using x(R —r) in ([I.I.), the absorbing inequality and (II.1.6) give

JIABGR =12 <2 [ (@ +20RIVX| + B2 VXP) (I1.1.9)
<6 R? /B IVx|? +3/X2 < 6C, R® + 3 Area(Bg) .
R
We see ([T.T.) by using (I1.1.5) and |A|?> < 4 and substituting this in (IT.1.]) to get

4 (Area (Bg) — 7 R?) = / |A*(R —7)? <10C; R® + 3 Area (Bg) .
(IL.1.10)

Using ([L.I.1) and ([I.1.§), we can find large intrinsic balls with a fixed doubling:
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Corollary II.1.11. (Corollary 3.5 in [CM{]). There exists C5 so that given 3, Ry > 1, we
get R so: If 0 € X C Bp is an embedded minimal disk, % C dBg, |A]*(0) = 1, and |A|* < 4,
then there exists Ry < s < R/(2 ) with

LA+ [ AP < Gy Avea(B,). (I1.1.12)
835 Bgﬁs

Pointwise estimates for disks with bounded total curvature. The following curvature esti-
mate for embedded minimal disks 3 generalizes a result of Schoen and Simon:

Proposition II1.1.13. (Corollary 1.18 in [CM4)]). If [, |A[]* < Cf, thensupy, |A]> < Cps™
where Cp = CP(C[)

By (IL11), bounds on Area(B;)/t*, Length(dB,)/t, or [ |A|* are equivalent (if we are
willing to go to subballs). Therefore, Proposition applies when any one of these three
quantities is bounded. It is important that > is an embedded disk; e.g., the catenoid is
complete, has finite total curvature, and is not flat.

Area and total curvature of stable sectors. Given v C 0B, define the intrinsic (truncated)
sector

S = Sr(7) = {expy(v) | s < |v] < s+ Rand expy(sv/|v]) € 7}
(I1.1.14)

(Here exp, : R* = X is the exponential map at 0.) In lemma II.1.1 of [CMJ], we argue as in
([L1.§) to bound the area of a stable sector S and then, using a different choice of cutoff in
the stability inequality, get a total curvature bound on a subsector. New terms arise since we
must cutoff along v and along the sides of S in the stability inequality. The next lemma is an
easy consequence of lemma II.1.1 and remark 11.1.32 in [CM3] (k, is the geodesic curvature
of the curve 7).

Lemma II.1.15. [CMJ]. Suppose that S is 1/2-stable, [ (1+ |k,|s) < Coms, R > 2s, and
for 2 € S we have supg_ () [A|* < Cos™%. Then for O > 2 and 2s <t < 3R/4

/ A < CyR/s+ Cym/logQ, (I1.1.16)
Sr/a\Bas
/ /ng < Length(dB, N S) < Cy (m + R/s)t. (IL1.17)

Proof. (Sketch). First, argue as in ([I.I.§) to get (II.1.17); the R/s term in (I1.1.17) comes
from the cutoff on the sides. Once we have this quadratic area growth, we then use a
logarithmic cutoff in the radial direction to get (I1.1.16). O

In practice, the bound supg, () [4]* < Cos™? on S in Lemma [ITTH will be given to us
by starting with a slightly larger 1/2-stable sector and then coming in from the boundary
(using a comparison theorem to guarantee that the required intrinsic balls are contained in
the larger sector).

Small total curvature of stable subsectors. Given a 1/2-stable sector S as in Lemma [T.1.13
over a long curve v, we can subdivide 7 into subcurves so that one of the sectors over these
subcurves has small total curvature. To see this, suppose that Length(v) ~ m s for some
m large. If m/log€ is larger than R/s, then (II.1.16) says that the truncated sector has
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small average curvature |, Sie/\Bas A2 < Cm/logQ. If we now subdivide v, it follows that
a subsector has small total curvature.

The N-valued graph. Let S be as in Lemma and S a subsector with small total
curvature [g_ |A]?> < € (¢ can be made small by taking €, m large). It follows that |A]? <

Cer~2on S. Suppose that x is on the inner boundary of S and v, C X is the geodesic
leaving x orthogonally to d8S. Integrating the curvature bound implies that, as a curve in
R3, v, has small total geodesic curvature and is close to a line segment. Similarly, the unit
normal n to % has small oscillation along ~,. As we vary x, the geodesics v, trace out the
N-valued graph ;.

The proof of Theorem [[T.0.1T]: After rescaling by C'/ro, we can assume that supg s, [A]* <
4]A*(0) = 4. The key for proving Theorem [I.0.1] is to find many large intrinsic sectors
with a quadratic curvature bound. To do this, we first use Proposition [I.T.13 to bound
Length(0Bg)/R from below for R > Ry. Corollary [I.T.T] gives R3 > R, and many long
disjoint curves 4; C OBg, so the sectors over ¥; have bounded [ |A[>. Proposition
gives the pointwise curvature bound. Once we have these sectors, two must be close and,
hence, also 1/2-stable. Lemma gives a subsector with small total curvature which
then must contain the N-valued graph X, (this is done in corollary 11.1.34 of [[CM3]).

II.2. THE ESTIMATE BETWEEN THE SHEETS AND THE EXTENSION

In this section, we will give an overview of the proof of Theorem where we extend
the multi-valued graphs almost to the boundary. This result is significantly more subtle
than the local existence result discussed in the previous section. We only give a very rough
outline of the proof and refer to [CMJ] for the full story.

The key component of the proof of the extension theorem is a curvature estimate “between
the sheets” for embedded minimal disks in R?. We will think of an axis for such a disk 3 as
a point or curve away from which the surface locally (in an extrinsic ball) has more than one
component. With this weak notion of an axis, our estimate is that if one component of X
is sandwiched between two others that connect to an axis, then the one that is sandwiched
has curvature estimates; see Theorem [I.2.1. The example to keep in mind is a helicoid and
the components are “consecutive sheets” away from the axis.

Let 7,4 denote the line segment from p to ¢ and Ts(7,,) its s-tubular neighborhood. A
curve 7 is h-almost monotone if given y € ~y, then By, (y) N+ has only one component which
intersects Byp(y). Our curvature estimate “between the sheets” is:

Theorem II.2.1. (Theorem 1.0.8 in [[CM3]). There exist ¢; > 4, 2¢5 < ¢4 < ¢3 < 1 so0:
Let ¥ C B.,,, be an embedded minimal disk with 0¥ C 0B,,,, and y € 0Bs,,. Suppose
Y1, X9, X3 are distinct components of B, (y) N X and v C (B, U Ty, (70y)) N X is a curve
with 0y = {y1, y2} where y; € Be,,,(y) N E; and each component of v\ B,, is ¢ ro-almost
monotone. Then any component ¥} of B, ,,(y) N X3 with y1,y, in distinct components of
Be,ro(y) \ Zj is a graph.

The idea of the proof of Theorem [[I.2.]] is to show that if this were not the case, then we
could find an embedded stable disk that would be almost flat and lie in the complement of
the original disk. In fact, we can choose the stable disk to be sandwiched between the two
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components as well. The flatness would force the stable disk to eventually cross the axis in
the original disk, contradicting that they were disjoint.

The curve 7 in Theorem [I.2.1] which plays the role of an axis and connects ¥; and ¥
can in many instances be extended using the maximum principle once it occurs on a given
small scale; cf. lemma 1.0.11 of [[CM3]. This is used both in the proof of Theorem [I.2.J and
in the applications of it.

Overview of the proof of Theorem [I.0.13: The first step (part I of [CMJ]) is to
show Theorem when the surface is in a slab; i.e., when ¥ C {|z3| < S h}.

The second step (part IT of [[CM3]) is to show that certain stable disks starting off as
multi-valued graphs remain the same. This is needed when we generalize the results of step
one to when the surface is not anymore in a slab.

Two facts go into the proof of the extension of stable disks. First, we show that if an almost
flat multi-valued graph sits inside a stable disk, then the outwardly defined intrinsic sector
from a curve which is a multi-valued graph over a circle has a subsector which is almost flat;
cf. Lemma [[I.T.T] and the paragraph “Small total curvature of stable subsectors” above. As
the initial multi-valued graph becomes flatter and the number of sheets in it goes up, the
subsector becomes flatter. The second fact is that the separation between the sheets grows
sublinearly; ([I.0)).

The first application of these two facts is to extend the middle sheet as a multi-valued
graph. This is done by dividing the initial multi-valued graph (or curve in the graph that
is itself a multi-valued graph over the circle) into three parts where the middle sheet is
the second part. The idea is then that the first and third parts have subsectors which are
almost flat multi-valued graphs and the middle part (which has curvature estimates since it
is stable) is sandwiched between the two others. Hence its sector is also almost flat.

A thing that adds some technical complications to the above picture is that in the result
about almost flat subsectors it is important that the ratio between the size of the initial
multi-valued graph and how far one can go out is fixed. This is because the estimate for the
subsector comes from a total curvature estimate which is in terms of this ratio (see (I1.1.16))
and can only be made small by looking at a fixed large number of rotations for the graph.
This forces us to successively extend the multi-valued graph. The issue is then to make
sure that as we move out in the sector and repeat the argument we have essentially not lost
sheets. This is taken care of by using the sublinear growth of the separation between the
sheets together with the Harnack inequality and the maximum principle. (The maximum
principle is used to make sure that as we try to recover sheets after we have moved out then
we don’t hit the boundary of the disk before we have recovered essentially all of the sheets
that we started with.) The last thing which is used is theorem 3.36 in [CMI(]. This is used
to guarantee that, as we patch together these multi-valued graphs coming from different
scales, then the surface that we get is still a multi-valued graph over a fixed plane.

The third step (part III of [CM3]) is to generalize the curvature estimate between the
sheets to the case where the surface is not anymore in a slab. This uses the extension of the
stable graphs from step two.

Finally, using steps one, two, and three we showed Theorem in part IV of [CM].
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Part III. The proof of the one-sided curvature estimate

In appendix A of [CM@] we showed curvature estimates for minimal hyper-surfaces in R”
which on all sufficiently small scales lie on one side of, but come close to, a hyper-plane.
Such a scale invariant version of Theorem [.3.3 can (unlike Theorem [.3.9) be proven quite
easily by a blow up argument using the minimal surface equation. Moreover, such a scale
invariant condition is very similar to the classical Reifenberg property. (After all, a subset
of R™ has the Reifenberg property if it is close on all scales to a hyper-plane.) As explained
in Part | (in particular Corollary [:3:7), the significance of Theorem [3:7 is indeed that it
only requires closeness on one scale. On the other hand, this is what makes it difficult to
prove and requires us to use the results discussed in the previous parts together with results
from [CMF].

Let us briefly outline the proof of the one-sided; i.e., Theorem [3.3. Suppose that X is
an embedded minimal disk in the half-space {x3 > 0}. We prove the curvature estimate by
contradiction; so suppose that ¥ has low points with large curvature. Starting at such a
point, we decompose ¥ into disjoint multi-valued graphs using the existence of nearby points
with large curvature given by corollary I11.3.5 of [CMJ], a blow up argument, and [CM3],
[CM4]. The key point is then to show (see Proposition below) that we can in fact find
such a decomposition where the “next” multi-valued graph starts off a definite amount below
where the previous multi-valued graph started off. In fact, what we show is that this definite
amount is a fixed fraction of the distance between where the two graphs started off. Iterating
this eventually forces ¥ to have points where x3 < 0. This is the desired contradiction.

Proposition II1.0.2. (See proposition I11.2.2 in [[CM§] for the precise statement). There
exists § > 0 such that if (0, s) satisfies ([I1.0.4) and Xy C ¥ is the corresponding (to (0, s))
2-valued graph over Dg \ D,, then we get (y,t) satisfying ([I1.0.4) with y € C5(0) "X\ B2
and where y is below .

To prove this key proposition (Proposition [I1.0.7), we use two decompositions and two
kinds of blow up points. The first decomposition uses the more standard blow up points
given as pairs (y, s) where y € ¥ and s > 0 is such that

sup |A|* < 4|A]*(y) =4CFs72. (I11.0.3)

Bss(y)
The point about such a pair (y, s) is that by [[CMJ], [CM4] (and an argument in section IT.2
of [CM@] which allows us replace extrinsic balls by intrinsic ones), then 3 contains a multi-
valued graph near y starting off on the scale s. (This is assuming that C; is a sufficiently
large constant given by [CMJ], [CM4].) The second kind of blow up points are the ones
where (except for a technical issue) 8 is replaced by some really large constant C i.e.,

sup |A]? < 4|A]P(y) =4CFs72. (I11.0.4)

Bes(y)
The point will then be that we can find blow up points satisfying ([T1.0.4) so that the distance
between them is proportional to the sum of the scales. Moreover, between consecutive blow
up points satisfying ([I1.0.4), we can find a bunch of blow up points satisfying ([I1.0.3). The
advantage is now that if we look between blow up points satisfying ([11.0.4), then the height of
the multi-valued graph given by such a pair grows like a small power of the distance whereas
the separation between the sheets in a multi-valued graph given by ([I1.0.3) decays like a
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small power of the distance. Now thanks to that the number of blow up points satisfying
([IT.0.3) (between two consecutive blow up points satisfying ([I11.0.4)) grows almost linearly
then, even though the height of the graph coming from the blow up point satisfying ([11.0.4)
could move up (and thus work against us), then the sum of the separations of the graphs
coming from the points satisfying ([II.0.3) dominates the other term. Thus the next blow
up point satisfying ([II.0.4) (which lies below all the other graphs) is forced to be a definite
amount lower than the previous blow up point satisfying ([I1.0.4).
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