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LIMIT SETS FOR COMPLETE MINIMAL IMMERSIONS
ANTONIO ALARCON AND NIKOLAI NADIRASHVILI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the behaviour of the limit set of cogtglproper
compact minimal immersions in a domaih ¢ R? with the boundarnpG c C?%. We
prove that the second fundamental form of the sur@Geis nonnegatively defined at
every point of the limit set of such immersions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let ' : M — R? be a complete conformal minimal immersion. After the disagv
in 1996 by the second author [Nal] that the surface can bedsalyn. e., the image of
F can be in a ball ofR?, it was done a lot of work studying the topology and limit sets
of bounded complete minimal immersions (see for instan8&\I, [MM2] and [AEM]).

In [MM1] it was proven that as a surface can be taken a disk. From now on, we will
assume that/ is the unite disk ofC.

Denote byy the limit set of the surfacé&' (M), i. e.,y C R? is the limit set of F'(2) for
2z — OM. It was proven[[MM3] that for any bounded convex dom@&irc R3 there exists
a complete minimal surface such that its limit set 0G. On the other hand, in [MMN]
was shown the existence of a domainc R? for which there is no complete properly
immersed inG minimal surfaces.

If we assume that the minimal surface is in addition compaa,, the mapF' has a
continuous extension to the map: M — R3, then~ can not be a subset of the boundary
of a cube inR3 [Na2]. Unfortunately in the paper [Na2] the condition of goactness
of the minimal surface was missed in the statement of theréimeohowever was used
in the proof. Notice that for compact minimal immersions lingt set v coincides with
the setF'(0M). In [MN] it was proven that there are compact complete bourdedmal
immersions such that is a Jordan curve of Hausdorff dimension 1. It is easy to sae th
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for complete minimal surfacegcan not be a rectifiable curve.

In this paper we prove the following results:

Theorem 1. Let G C R? be a domain with the boundafyG c C?. LetF : M — G be
a proper compact complete minimal immersion. TREAM ) C JG and ifz € F(OM)
then the second fundamental form of the surf@Geat x is nonnegatively defined.

Theorem 2. There is no properly immersed compact complete minimalidiakpolyhe-
dron P C R norinR3\ P.

2. PRELIMINARIES
As a previous step to prove the above results we are goingrtmunce some notation.

Definition 1. ConsiderG c R?® a domain with the boundar§G c C?, and a point
p € 0G. Then, we say that is a concave point of/ if the principal curvatures oG
associated to the inward pointing unit normal are not pe®iton a neighbourhood @f

From this definition, we obtain the following two resultsasgshtforwardly:

Remark 1. LetG C R? be a domain with the boundad¢z ¢ C?, andp € G a concave
point of G. Then, there exists a neighbourhobdf p in G so thatq is a concave point
of Gforall ¢ € U.

Remark 2. Notice that given a such domad# of R* and a concave point of G, then
the tangent plané),(0G) satisfiep € T,,(0G) and there exists a neighbourhoodoin
T,(dG) contained inG.

Besides these two immediate results, the only tools that iveise in the proof of the
main theorems are the following deep result of Bourgain [@u] a technical lemma:

Theorem 3(Bourgain) Consideru : M — R a bounded harmonic function. Then, there
exists an open dense sé€bn [0, 27 so that the integral

/ |Vu(re®)| dr

Lemma 1. Letu : M — R be a harmonic function having a continuous extension to
u : M — R. Consider3 € R satisfying the following two properties:
e There exists an open interval C R such thatg € I andu, > 0, whereo =
{e*|a e I}.
e There exists an arg € M such that'’ € v andu, = 0.

is convergent for altv € A.
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Then, )
/ |Vu(re®)| dr < oo .
0

Lemma1 will be proved in Sectidg 5.

3. PROOF OFTHEOREM[I]
Theorend L is a trivial consequence of the following one:

Theorem 4. LetG C R3 be a domain with the boundafyG c C*andX : M — G a
proper compact complete minimal immersion. Then, the ketitof X does not contain
concave points aofs.

Proof. We will suppose that there exists a concave poirt af the limit set of X and we
will lead us to a contradiction.
Assume the existence of such a pginSincep belongs to the limit set, exists € R
so thatp = X (e!*). X is proper and compact, hence, since Rerfiirk 1 we can find an open
interval I C R so thate € T and X (¢!?) is a concave point of/ for all 3 € I. Up to a
rigid motion, we can assume that

(31) Tp(ﬁG) = {(Jfl,l’g,ﬂfg) S R3 ‘ Ty = 1} .

Using again thaf{ = (1, =2, x3) iS compact, we obtain that it is bounded. Therefore,
7o : M — R is a bounded harmonic function. Hence, the result of Bouar(jBEeoreni B)
guarantees the existence of a denseisen / so that

1
(3.2) / |Vay(re?)|dr < oo, VB€A.
0

Choose’ € A close enough ter so that

3
Tg(&C) = {(.Tl,l'g,.]}g) € Rg ‘ lexz = 1} ,

=1
wherel; # 0,l5,l3 € R and we have denotegd = X (¢*). This election is possible
because of (311). Now, consider the function

3
U:Zlixi:M%R,
=1
which is continuous on/, harmonic on} and identically equal td on the curve
X~YT,(0G)). Moreovere’ € X~YT,(0G)). Therefore, taking RemafR 2 into account,
Lemmd_l guarantees that the integral

1
/ |Vu(re)| dr < oo .
0
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FIGURE 1. The curveX (T,(9G)).
Therefore, using als@ (3.2) and labelihg I3 /1;, we have
(3.3) /1 |V, (re?) 4+ IVas(re?)| dr < oo .
On the other handX isoa minimal immersion of a Riemannian surface, and so, it is a

conformal map. From this fact it follows thé&fz,)? + (dz2)? + (dz3)? is a conformal
metric onM. Then, working withVx; as complex numbers, we have

(3.4) (Va1)? + (Va)? + (Va)® = 0 .
Vl_)
Vll Vll 3

FIGURE 2. This kind of situation is not a conformal map.
Now, taking into accounf (3.2), (3.3) arid (B.4), we obtaiat th
/1 Vai(re®)| dr < 0o, Vi=1,23.
As a consequence, weohave

1
/ VX (reé?)| dr < oo,
0
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that means that the cun&(re'), 0 < r < 1, has finite length, and hence the minimal
surfaceX (M) is not complete. This contradicts the hypotheses of therémepand so,
finishes the proof. O

As an immediate consequence of Theofém 1, the followindtrean be proved.

Corollary 1. ConsiderGG a convex domain with the boundaty- C C?. There is no
proper compact complete minimal diskii \ G.

4. PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z

The proof is quite similar to the proof of Theorém 4. Therefave will not explain
some of the details. Again, we proceed by contradiction. uAss there exists a such
immersionX = (x,x9, z3). Up to a rigid motion, the compactness.®fguarantees the
existence of an open intervalC R so that

r(e*) =1, Vacl.
Hence,r; is a smooth function in a neighbourhoodiofand so

1
(4.1) / |Vzi(re®)|dr < oo, VYael.
0

On the other hand, sincg is a bounded harmonic function, Theorem 3 giveg us I
so that

(4.2) /1 |Vay(re?)| dr < oo .
On the other sideX is a confgrmal map, thus
(4.3) |Vas| < [V | + [V, .
Finally, combining the inequalities (4.1)), (#.2) and {48 obtain
/1 VX (reé?)| dr < oo,
which proves the theorem. :

5. PROOF OFLEMMA [1]
Define the functions
o1 = sup{0,uon} , and ¢y = inf{0, wor} .
For eachi = 1, 2, considerm; the function solving the problem

AUZ'ZO in M
Vi = ©; in oM .
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Then, we have
(5.1) u=1uv+vy,

andv, <0 < vy in M. Moreover, since,, = 0 we obtain that fixed > 0 there exists a
constant”' > 0 so that

(5.2) —wy(z) < Clz —€P| Vo € Mwith |z —e”| <e.
Therefore, since, is harmonic,
(5.3) |Vug(x)| < C Vo € M with |z — €| < ¢.

Now, for0 < p < 1/2 definez, = (1 — 2p)e'’. Let B, be the ball centered at, and
with radiusp.

FIGURE 3. The curves of Lemnid 1 and the baAl).

Fix Cy > 0 and assume thatyv;(z,) > p. Then, sincevs; > 0 in M, by Harnack’s
Theorem we have a constarit > 0 (which does not depend dr}) so that

C() V1B, > Clp .

On the other hand, sincg > 0 in 9M, we know that there exists another constant
Cy > 0 (again, it does not depend 613) satisfying

Covi(z) > CyG(x,,x) Yo e dB,,
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whereG is the Green function i), having its singularity inc,. Hence,
Covi(z) > CyG(xp,2) Y e M\ B,.
This fact implies the existence of a new const@nt> 0 (not depending od’y) such that
Covy(z) > Cs |z — 7] .

Therefore, taking”, small enough so that; > C,C, whereC' is the constant of (512),
we obtain a contradiction with the fact that, = 0. Thus, there exists a constaiif > 0
such that; < Cyp. Hence, there exists” > 0 satisfying

(5.4) |Voy(z,)] < C".
Finally, we conclude the proof combining (5.1), (5.4) andj}5
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