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MINIMAL SURFACES IN THE THREE-SPHERE
BY DOUBLING THE CLIFFORD TORUS

NIKOLAOS KAPOULEAS AND SEONG-DEOG YANG

ABSTRACT. We construct embedded closed minimal surfaces in the round three-sphere S*(1),
resembling two parallel copies of the Clifford torus, joined by m? small catenoidal bridges
symmetrically arranged along a square lattice of points on the torus.

1. INTRODUCTION

Historical background and the general idea.

An interesting general construction for minimal surfaces is motivated by examples of min-
imal surfaces which resemble two copies of a minimal surface joined together with many
catenoidal bridges. Karcher, Pinkall, and Sterling have constructed [13] minimal surfaces
resembling roughly an equatorial sphere in S3(1) which has been “doubled”, and the two
sheets have been connected by necks arranged at the vertices of a Platonic solid, with the
corresponding symmetry imposed. The examples constructed this way are finitely many,
because the Platonic solids are finitely many and the size of the neck is determined by the
neck configuration (their number and positions). Pitts and Rubinstein have discussed [18]
constructions for families of minimal surfaces, where the size of the catenoidal bridges used
can be arbitrarily small and the genus then tends to infinity, while the surfaces tend to a
limit varifold. These constructions are highly symmetrical. Some of the constructions have
a limit varifold which is a minimal surface counted with multiplicity two.

We call such constructions “doubling constructions” as suggested in [12]. The ingredients
for such a construction would be a minimal surface 3 in a Riemannian three-manifold, two
nearby copies of X, ¥1 and Yo, and a set of points L C X. X7 and Xs can be thought of
as the graphs of two functions ¢; and ¢9 on . ¢ and ¢o are assumed to be small and
with small derivatives. The minimal surface constructed would consist of a region My, which
approximates 1 and Yo minus small discs, and a collection of regions which approximate
small truncated catenoids. The discs removed are centered at the points on i and o
corresponding to the points of L. The catenoidal regions serve as bridges connecting to My,
at the boundaries of the removed discs. We call directions perpendicular to ¥ “vertical”, and
directions along ¥ “horizontal”. The axes of the catenoidal regions would be approximately
vertical.

Since a Riemannian manifold at small scale is approximately Euclidean, we can use hori-
zontal and vertical (approximate) translations to find balancing obstructions to the existence
of such surfaces. More precisely we can consider the force F' exerted by the region close to ¥
to a catenoidal bridge, and the force F, exerted through the waist of the bridge to the part
of the catenoidal bridge closer to X1, by the other part. The vertical component of F is ap-
proximately equal to the length of its waist. (Balancing for minimal surfaces is based simply
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on the first variation formula [16,20]. For a general discussion see [12].) If F' is intercepted
at a suitable curve which can be approximated by a curve on ¥ enclosing a domain €2 C 3,
then the vertical component F' can be approximated by the integral of the mean curvature
of 31 on ). Because of the smallness assumptions for ¢, we can ignore the nonlinear terms
and the derivatives, and then the mean curvature is approximated by (|A|? + Ric(v,v))¢1,
and the vertical component of F' by the area of ) times the value of (|A|?> + Ric(v,v))¢; at
the corresponding point of L.

The above heuristic argument suggests that a necessary condition for a doubling construc-
tion is that the mean curvature of the parallel surfaces to ¥ points away from 3, which in
general amounts to

(1.1) |A|*> + Ric(v,v) > 0 on X.

This condition then ensures that the vertical components of F' and F,. point in opposite
directions. Moreover, vertical component balancing considerations as above, relate the size
of ¢1 and ¢o with the size of the catenoidal bridge and the area of 2. Since the matching of
the catenoidal bridge to X1 and Yo gives further relations between ¢1, ¢2, and the size of the
bridge, and the area of €2 can be guessed from L, it would appear that L determines completely
the construction. Horizontal force considerations should further restrict the possible neck
configurations L and the sizes of the catenoidal bridges.

Developing in detail such a general construction is beyond the scope of this paper. Instead
we present a particular doubling construction where ¥ = T, the Clifford torus in the unit
three-sphere, and the neck configuration L is a square lattice of points on T. Because of
the high symmetry involved the construction simplifies significantly, in particular we do not
need to consider horizontal forces. This construction has been outlined in [12]. The method
used is a gluing Partial Differential Equations method. The particular kind of methods used
relates most closely to the methods developed in [4,19], especially as they evolved and were
systematized in [8]. We refer the reader to [12] for a general discussion.

Another motivation for the construction in this paper is that it is nontrivial to obtain new
examples of minimal surfaces in the round three-sphere, and the list of known examples is
limited [13-15,17]. Moreover, desingularization methods can be used to combine the new
surfaces produced here, to construct a more varied class of further examples [12, Theorem
G]. The desingularization constructions will appear elsewhere.

Outline of the construction.

It is convenient that there is a simple coordinate system which is well adjusted to our
purposes. We study this coordinate system in appendix A. We call the corresponding coor-
dinates (x,y,z). The surface {z = 0} in S*(1) is the Clifford torus T on which the doubling
construction is based. The surfaces parallel to T are the surfaces of constant z.

In section 2 we construct the initial surfaces M. The construction is based on a square
lattice L C T (see 2.2) which consists of m? points. The construction of the minimal surfaces
in the main theorem works when m is large. The surfaces constructed have genus m? + 1
because they amount to two tori connected by m? handles. The size of the catenoidal bridges 7
can not be predicted precisely, but up to a factor which is uniformly controlled independently
of m is given by 7 := m~Le—m*/4n (see 2.4). This formula can be guessed from balancing
considerations as outlined above (or see [12]). It allows us to prove that we can choose 7 so
that the construction works (see 4.3 and the proof of the main theorem 4.4).

The construction of M is carried out in parallel with a similar construction of a surface

M which would give a doubling of the plane in three-dimensional Euclidean space. By the
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maximum principle, M can not be perturbed to minimality, in contrast with M which by
the main theorem of the paper 4.4 can (for a certain 7). This is consistent with 1.1, since
|A]2+ Ric(v,v) = 4 > 0 on T, while |A|> + Ric(v,v) = 0 on the plane and the mean curvature
vanishes on iﬁs\ parallel surfaces which are planes themselves. Actually the conormal on
a perturbed M on the vertical planes of reflectional symmetry (that is on 8]]5, see 2.1) is
horizgrltal, so the force F' in the discussion above vanishes providing an alternative proof
that M can not be corrected.

As it is often the case in such constructions [3-12,21,22], it is convenient to define two
more metrics on the initial surfaces M, h and y, besides the induced metric g. h and x
are conformal to g. h allows us to write the linearized equation with uniformly bounded
coefficients. Moreover, it allows us to understand the spectrum and the approximate kernel.
In the usual terminology M modulo the symmetries has two standard regions, which when
viewed with respect to h tend to a planar square and a unit sphere. The square corresponds
to a fundamental domain of T and the unit sphere to the catenoidal bridge. There is only
one (modulo the symmetries) transition region A connecting the standard regions. (A, )
is approximately isometric to a standard cylinder of length m? /47 up to lower order terms.
The geometric quantities of M are discussed in 2.13. These estimates are important because
they allow us to ensure that we can perturb to minimality with an appropriately small
perturbation. Finally in 2.20 we quantify the limiting behavior of the standard regions in the
h metric as m — oo.

In section 3 we develop the linear theory needed. All we need from this section is 3.26 and
3.25. In 3.25 we simply extract from the information we have on the mean curvature from
2.13 the relevant estimate we can use according to the linear theory. In 3.26 we provide a
solution modulo the substitute kernel for the linear problem with appropriate decay estimates.
The construction leading to 3.26 follows the general methodology of [8]. It is simpler than
usual however, because of the small number of standard and transition regions, and the one-
dimensionality of the substitute kernel, which can serve also as extended substitute kernel
(see [12] for a general discussion). The one-dimensionality of the approximate and (hence)
the substitute kernel follows from the fact that the symmetries kill the first harmonics of
the Laplacian on the spherical standard region corresponding to the catenoidal bridge, and
therefore the only eigenfunctions allowed in the kernel in the limiting configuration as m — oo,
are the constants on the square (see 3.13). It turns out that the substitute kernel is enough
for arranging the decay we need (see 3.20 and 3.21), and hence there is no need for extra
“extended substitute kernel”.

Finally in section 4 we prove the main theorem. To do so we first provide in 4.1 an estimate
of the nonlinear terms consistent with the decay estimates we have. This estimate is based
on a general estimate which can be derived from general principles (see B.3) and which we
present in appendix B. Next we calculate in detail the forces in the spirit of the discussion
earlier (see 4.3), and use that information to ensure that there is some initial surface M
which can be perturbed to minimality. This is consistent with the Geometric Principle (see
[8,12]) because effectively creation of substitute kernel is achieved by repositioning the copies
of T used in the construction at varying distances a7 from T. Finally we state and prove the
main theorem 4.4 by using as usual the Schauder fixed point theorem [2, Theorem 11.1] to
minimize the required estimates. We remark that the minimal surfaces we find are consistent
with the description of the surfaces in Example 12 in [18, page 306].



Notation and conventions.
In this paper we use weighted Holder norms. A definition which works for our purposes in
this paper is the following:

. kB
(12 I6: CH(9.g. 1)) = sup 12 0B 0]
e f(l')

where (2 is a domain inside a Riemannian manifold (M, g), f is a weight function on Q, B, is
a geodesic ball centered at x and of radius the minimum of 1 and half the injectivity radius
at .

We will be using extensively cut-off functions and for this reason we adopt the following
notation: We fix a smooth function ¥ : R — [0, 1] with the following properties:
(i). W is nondecreasing.
(ii). ¥ =1on [1,00] and ¥ =0 on (—o0, —1].
(iii). ¥ — 3 is an odd function.
Given then a,b € R with a # b, we define a smooth function ¥[a,b] : R — [0, 1] by

(1.3) Pla,b] = Vo Lap,
where Lgp : R — R is the linear function defined by the requirements L(a) = —3 and
L(b) = 3.

Clearly then v[a,b] has the following properties:
(i). ¢[a,b] is weakly monotone.
(ii). v[a,b] =1 on a neighborhood of b and [a,b] = 0 on a neighborhood of a.
(iii). ¢[a,b] +[b,a] =1 on R.
We will denote the span of vectors ey, ..., e, with coefficients in a field F by (e, ..., ex)p.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank Rick Schoen for his constant inter-
est and support and insightful discussions and suggestions. N.K. would like to thank the
Mathematics Department and the MRC at Stanford University for providing a stimulating
mathematical environment and generous financial support during Fall 2006.

2. THE INITIAL SURFACES

In this section we define and discuss the initial surfaces. The genus and the geometry of
the initial surfaces depend on m € N which we fix now and is assumed to be as large as
needed. The number of catenoidal bridges used to connect the two parallel copies of the
Clifford torus is m? and the genus of the resulting surface m?+ 1. These bridges are arranged
with maximal symmetry at the points of a square lattice. To describe the symmetry involved
we have the following (recall Appendix A):

DeﬁnitionAZ./Z\l. We dinolf\e by § the group of diffeomorphisms of Domg generated by the
reflections X, Xﬂ/\@m, Y, Yﬂ/\@m, and Z. We denote by G the group of isometries of S3(1)

genemted by the reﬂeczzons X, Xﬂ/\@m, Y, XW/\/im’ and Z. We also define D C S3(1) and
D C Domg by D := (D) and

~ T m
D:= 1< (x,v¥,2) € Do x| < ——), < — 5.
{ey0) € Doma s 151 < 2l < 2

The reflections X, Xﬂ IVam i, iw IVam and z generating § are with respect to the planes
{x=0},{y=0}, {x= ﬁ}, {y = ﬁ}, and the line {x = y,z = 0} respectively. Clearly
X\/iﬁ/m’?\/iw/m € § and X\/iw/m’Y\/iw/m € G. D is a fundamental domain for the action of
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the translations in G and is invariant under the action of X, i and Z Similarly (recall A.4)
D is a fundamental domain for the action of the rotations in § and is invariant under the
action of X, Y and Z.

We define square lattices L on the plane {z = 0} and L on T (recall A.4 and A.8) by

(2.2) L :=5(0,0,0), L:=®(L) = 59(0,0,0).
L consists of m? points which will be the centers of the catenoidal bridges we use.

The size of the catenoidal bridges depends on m and on ¢ € R which is a parameter of the
construction. ( is assumed to satisfy

(2.3) K| <c,
where ¢ is a constant which will be chosen later. We define then

(2.4) Ti=m e /AT Ti=e 1.

We define now a constant a > 0, a map X: [~a,a] x S! — ]IA)), and a truncated catenoidal
bridge M_q: of size 7, by the following:

— ~ ~

My := X([—a,a] x S, X(t,0) := (r(t)cos @, r(t)sinb,z(t)),

(2.5) 1
where r(t) :=7tcosht, z(t):=71t, r(a)= pg

Note that the definition of a just given, together with 2.4 and 2.3 (see also 2.8), implies that

2

(2.6) a+C—T—7T—log2 <7

We also define a region of a horizontal plane (corresponding under ® to a parallel surface to
T) together with a gluing region by

7 = 1
Mior = {(X’y’z) €D:z=p(Vx?+y2), — <V +y2} :
(27) Where (p(T) ::(pcat(r) + T/J[m_la 2m_1](7’) (Spcat (m_l) - Spcat(r) )7
r 2
where  pcq(r) ;=T arccosh —=T <1ogr —log 7 + log <1 +4/1— o )) .

Notice that ¢ transits smoothly from being (.. in a neighborhood of » = 1/m, to being the
constant

(2.8) Yeat(1/m) = Ta

for » > 2/m (note that 2 < 7/v/2). Correspondingly M, extends smoothly M,y close to
its inner boundary circle and transits to the plane z = ¢4 (1/m) close to its outer boundary.

We define then smooth embedded surfaces M C Domg and M., My, M C S3(1) by

o~

(2 9) ]\/4\ = g(ﬁcat U ]/W\tor)a Meqr := (I)(Mcat)7 Mo := q>(]/w\tor),
M = CI)(]\/f\) - 9(Mcat U MtOT’)’

@\H : M — Mis clearly a covering map and M is a closed embedded surface of genus m?+1.
We take M to be our initial surface and we will prove in the Main Theorem that for some
value of ( it can be perturbed to a nearby minimal surface.
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Geometric quantities on the initial surfaces.

We start by discussing some of the metrics we use. We denote by g the standard Euclidean
metric on Domg and by g the standard metric on the round sphere S?(1). Since ® is a covering
map, these metrics induce metrics on the range and the domain of ® respectively, which we
denote by slight abuse of notation/b\y the same symbols. We also use the same symbols to
denote the metrics induced on M, M and (by using X) on the cylinder S! x [—a, a]. We also
define cylindrical coordinates (r,6,t) on D and D by

(2.10) (x,y,2) = (rcos@,rsinf, t).

We define a smooth function p on M (or M ) by requiring it is invariant under the action of
G (or §) and on DN M (or DN M) it satisfies

(2.11) p= % +apim = 2m Y (r) <3 — 1) .

m T

We define then smooth metrics y and X on our surfaces by
(2.12) X:=p"g, X:=0"7

We denote by v the unit normal which satisfies (v,0,) > 0 on ]\Zor, A the second funda-
mental form induced by g, by |A|? its square length, and by H the mean curvature. We use
a hat to denote the corresponding geometric quantities induced by g. Note that z is constant
on M, close to 9D N IM;,,, and so we will consider it extended to M as a smooth function,
by requesting invariance under the action of §. We have the following:

Lemma 2.13. Assuming that m is large enough in terms of k € N the following hold:
(i). [p*": C¥(M, %, p=)|| < C(k).
(ii). |l CH(M, %] + 1) < C (k). B
(iii). ||x — X : CF(M, X, |z| + 7)|| < C(k). On Mey; we have X = dt* + df>.
(iv). o2 H : C*(M, x. (t + p~*)(lz| +7))I| < C(k). - -
(v). I|A]> —272p* : CF (M, x, 1 +1p%)|| < C(k). Moreover on M.y we have |A|2 = 27%p*.
Proof. We first check these estimates on My,,. My, is the graph of ¢ (recall 2.7) and by the
definition of ¢ and 2.8 we have
(a). [|o — Ta: CF (M, m?(dx? + dy?))|| < C(k) .
By 2.6 we conclude
(b). Ta < m?r.
By 2.11 we conclude that
(). |pTt s CF(Myor, m?(dx® + dy?))| < C(k) m*1.
By straightforward calculation we have
G — (dx? + dy?) =p2dx* + 20, ydxdy + gD?,dyQ,
g — § =sin 2y (dx* — dy?).

(a), (b), and (c) imply then (i), (ii), (iii), and also
(). [lg = (dx* + dy?) : C*(Mior, X, [2])]| < C (k).

Using A.7 and calculating further we conclude

1A — (T} dx® + T3ydy?) : CF(Migr, m*(dx® + dy?) )| <
Cll(#as py) : O (Mior, m® (dx® + dy?) ),



which by (a), (b) and A.7 implies that
(e). |A+dx? —dy? : C*(Myor, m?(dx? + dy?))|| < C(k)T.
(d) and (e) imply then (iv) and (v).

It remains to check that the estimates hold on M_.,;. For convenience we adopt the notation
O(f) to denote a function (or tensor field) which satisfies for each disc D C M4 of radius 1
with respect to the X metric the inequality

lO(f) : C*(D, )|l < C (k) || CHD, Q).
By a straightforward calculation we have then

X’t =7(sinh t cos #,sinh¢sin 6, 1),
X@ =7 cosht(—sinf,cosh, 1),

which implies

(f). g =1r2(dt* + dh?) and g = r?(dt* + d6? + O(z) ).

Using (f) and the definitions, (i), (ii), and (iii) follow. Using A.7 and calculating further we
find that o

(g). A=7(—dt? +dh?*), and A= A+ A+ O((7 +1r?)z), where

A =12 (cos 20 (—dt? + df?) + 2sin 20 dt df) ).

Using (f) and (g) it is straightforward to check (iv) and (v) and complete the proof (notice
also that 72z < C'772). O

Standard and transition regions.

We proceed to define carefully the various regions on the initial surface M in the usual
fashion of [3-12]. Modulo the symmetries imposed, there are only two standard regions which
we denote by S[0] (corresponding to the catenoidal bridge) and S[1] (corresponding to the
torus), and only one transition region we denote by A. The extended standard regions S [0]
and S [1] are the standard regions augmented by the transition region.

In order to ensure uniformity with respect to different values of the parameter ¢, we define
and use a variant t of the parameter ¢t by

a
2.14 t=—t

(214) =21,

where a is defined as in 2.5 for the current value of ¢ and a is defined in the same way when
¢ = 0 and hence 7 = 7 (recall 2.4). This way the range of values of t on M4 is [—a,a] and

it does not depend on ¢ or 7. Note also that by 2.6 we have

(2.15) It —t| < Cc on S[0], ‘%—1‘ < Cem™2.

We use a constant b to control the exact size of the standard and transition regions. b will
be determined later so that the linearized equation and its spectrum behave appropriately.
We use subscripts z and y to modify the usual sizes and boundary circles. In particular each
Sz[n] is a neighborhood of S[n], while S,[n] is S[n| with an appropriate neighborhood of its
boundary excised.



Definition 2.16. We define the following:

(2.17a) Sz[0]:=MNDN{te[-b—=x,b+ x|},

(2.17b) Syl =MnNDN{t>a—b—z},

(2.17¢) S0 :=MNDN{te[-a+b+za—b—az]}
(2.17d) Sl :==MnDN{t>b+az},

(2.17e) Apy=MnNDN{teb+z,a—0b—yl},
(2.171) Cy[0]:=MNDN{t=>b+ x|},

(2.17g) Coll]:=MnDnNn{t=a—0b— =z},

(2.17h) Cy := 0D N OMypy

where b > 5 is a constant chosen finally in the proof of 3.21 independently of m, and 0 <
T,y < %a —b. When x =y = 0 we drop the subscripts. We also write A, for Ay .

The limiting behavior of the standard regions, and the linearized operator on them, as
m — 00, is best understood in the h metric which is defined on our surfaces by

A 2 2
(2.18) h = H%g
We define the map w : D — R? by
m
(219) W(X, ) Z) = E(X’ Y)

The following lemma describes the limiting behavior as m — oo:

Lemma 2.20. If m is large enough in terms of b+ x, then the following hold:

(i). ||h—0*g : C°(S.[0],7*g)|| < C(b+ )T, where U*g is the pullback of the standard metric
of the unit sphere S*(1) by U and satisfies U*g = %|A/|\2§ = 72r74G = 72r72%. Moreover
0(S:0]) = {(x,y,2) € S*(1) : x> + y? > R2}, where R, = 1/ cosh[(b + x)a/a].

(i3). ||h — w*g : C°(S.[0],w*g)|| < C(b+ x)/m?, where w*g is the pullback of the standard
Buclidean metric on R? by w (restricted to Sy[1]). Moreover there is R, such that

IR, — 2712~ (0t2)e/a) < - and w(S,[1]) = {(X,5) e R?: K] < I, [§] < T, 22 + 32 > R2}.

Proof. Since the catenoid is a minimal surface it follows from standard theory that v*g =
%|A|2§, and the expressions in terms of r follow from 2.13.v and the definitions. This implies

that the length of U(C,[0]) is 277 /r(t) = 27/ cosh[(b+ x)a/a], which implies that 7(S,[0]) is
as stated. Since
he 57 = S (AR +m? = 27%%) o + 7P (- )
we conclude by using 2.13 that
Ih =g : C°(S:[0], Y| < C (m*r* +7) < Cr.

This implies the desired estimate and completes the proof of (i). N
The second part of (ii) follows easily from the definitions and the observation that R, =
(m/v2)r(a — (b+x)a/a). By writing
| A|2 + m2
2

2
(9 (@ +dy) + Dy
8

h—w'g=



using 2.13.i to establish the analogue of (c) in the proof of 2.13, estimating g — (dx® + dy?)
as for (d) in the proof of 2.13, and estimating |A|? by 2.13.v, we conclude the proof. O

3. THE LINEARIZED EQUATION

Introduction.
In this section we study the linearized equation on M which can be stated in any of the
following equivalent formulations,

2p?
2
(31) ﬁxu == E, or Lu = P E, or Ehu == mE,
where the corresponding linear operators are given by

A2 +2

Lom At p (AR +2), L= Ay 42 A2
(3.2) |A]2 +m
A2 +m?
L:=Ay+ AP +2=pL, = Lzh.

2

The linearized equation on the transition region.

In this subsection we consider the linearized equation on the transition region A, , defined
as in 2.17e, where we assume that x,y € [0,4]. For simplicity in this subsection we will
denote the neck under consideration by A, and its boundary circles C,[0] and Cy[1] by C and
C respectively. We next define z,%,Z : A — R to measure the t-coordinate distance from C,
C, and OA = C U C respectively:

(3.3) b+z+xz=t, a—b—y—T=t, T := min(z, T).

Note that we can use ® o X to identify A with the cylinder [(b+ z)a/a,a — (b+y)a/a] x S.
We define £ to be the t-coordinate length of the cylinder and ¢ to be the t-coordinate length
of the cylinder, so that

(3.4) {=a—2b—x—1y, {=a—(2b+x+y)a/a.

Using 2.6 and our assumption that z,y € [0, 4], we estimate

m

Our understanding of the linear equations on the transition region is based on the com-
parison with A, which is based on the following lemma:

Lemma 3.6. The following hold on A:
(i) Ix—X: P, Q)| < Cm?r._
(ii). 2| A, m?) : C3(A, y, e /2)]| < C /2,

Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of 2.13, 2.6, and the various definitions. O

Proposition 3.7. If m is large enough then the lowest eigenvalue of the Dirichlet problem
for Ly, on A is > Cl72.

Proof. The proof is similar to the arguments leading to Proposition 2.28 in [8]. It is easy to
prove that for ¢ € L2(A) with L? derivatives and ¢ = 0 on A we have

[ emrear<c [ vopa
A A
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which together with 3.6 implies
_ 2 _ ~
[ wekax— [ o 20aR + 200 > G - ce ) [ Voias.

Using the variational characterization of eigenvalues and assuming b large enough the result
follows since the smallest eigenvalue for Ag is > Cr2. O

Corollary 3.8. (i). The Dirichlet problem for Ly on A for given C?P Dirichlet data has a
unique solution.

(ii). For E € C%P(A) there is a unique ¢ € C*P(A) such that Lo = E on A and p =0 on
ON. Moreover || : C*P(A,x)|| < C(B) 2| E : COP(A,x)].

Proof. (i) follows trivially and (ii) by using standard linear theory. O

All our constructions have to respect the symmetries imposed, in particular we only con-
sider functions on M which are invariant under the action of §. A is not invariant under §
but it is invariant under X and Y. Under the identification of A with a cylinder as discussed
above, X corresponds to § — m—8@, and Y corresponds to 8 — —6. We use the subscript “S” to
specify subspaces of functions on A which are invariant under these symmetries. In the next
Proposition and its Corollary, we study the Dirichlet problem when we are allowed to modify
the lowest harmonic on the boundary data in order to have decay estimates appropriate for
our purposes:

Proposition 3.9. Assuming b large enough in terms of given 3,7 € (0,1), there is a linear
map R : C’g’ﬁ(A) — C’g’ﬁ(A) such that the following hold for E € CS’B(A) and V := Ry E:
(i). L,V =FE on A.

(ii). V is constant on C and vanishes on C.

(iii). |V : C&7 (A, x. e ™) < C(BA)IIE : CS7 (A, x, e 7).

(iv). R depends continuously on T.

The proposition still holds if the roles of C and C are exchanged in (ii) and T is replaced
by x in (iii). Another possibility is to allow V to be constant on each of C and C in (ii),
while T is replaced by T in (iii).

Proof. The proposition follows by standard theory if £, is replaced by Ag. We denote the

corresponding linear map and solution in the A, case by RA and V respectively. Using then
3.6 we have

1L,V : COP(A, R, 7| < C(B,7) (mPT + e )| E: COP(A, R, e 7)),
and the proposition then follows by an iteration where we treat £, and R as small pertur-
bations of Ay and Rj and assuming b and m large enough. O

We will only need the next statement with 1 = 1:

Corollary 3.10. Assuming b large enough in terms of given 3,7 € (0,1) and 1 > 0, there
18 a linear map

Ro: {uc C2(C): / wdb = 0} — C24(A)
C
such that the following hold for uw in the domain of Ry and V := Rau:
(i). L,V =0 on A.
(ii). V —u is constant on C and V vanishes on C.

(iii). |V —u| < ey |lu: CoP(CT,d6?)].
10



(iv). |V : CE7(A, x, )| < C(B8,7) lu: C37(C, d6?)].
(v). Ry depends continuously on 7.
The Proposition still holds if the roles of C and C are exchanged and T is replaced by x.

Proof. By standard theory there is a linear map

such that for u in the domain and V = Rgu the following hold:
(a). AgV =0on A.

(b) —w on C and V vanishes on C.

(0) IV G2 (A, x, e )| < C(B,7) |[u = C57(T, d6?)]|.

The corollary then follows by defining
Rou := ﬁau — Ra £X7€3u,
applying the Proposition, and using 3.6. O
Corollary 3.11. Ifu € Cg’B(A) satisfies Lyu =0 on A, then
lu s C37 (A )| < C(B) flu: C2F(2A, )|

Proof. Because of 3.10 and 3.8 it is enough to prove the Corollary when u is constant on each
boundary circle. Let V' be the solution of

Ag?zOonA, V=1lonC, V=0onC.

By 3.6 we can write ﬁxv = Ei + E3 where ||E; : CS’B(A,X,e_'YT)H < Ce 32 and ||By :
Cg’B(A, X, e 1E)|| < Ce?/2/¢. By applying twice 3.9 and assuming b large enough we
obtain V € Cg’ﬁ such that £,V = 0on A, V is constant on each boundary circle of A,
|V : CZB(A I <CB),|[V—-1<1/90onC, and |V| <1/9 on C. By exchanging C with C

we obtain V instead of V. By considering linear combinations of V and V we complete the
proof. O

The approximate kernel.

We proceed now to discuss the approximate kernel of £, on the extended standard regions,
cf. [8, Prop. 2.22]. By approximate kernel we mean the span of eigenfunctions whose
eigenvalues are close to 0. Since we have to take into account the symmetries imposed, note
that the stabilizer of S[0] with respect to the action of G is generated by the reflections X,
Y, and Z, and the stabilizer of S [1] by X and Y. Therefore we have to restrict our attention
to functions on the extended standard regions which are invariant under the action of these
subgroups. Moreover the functions on S[1] should extend smoothly to GS[1].

Definition 3.12. We call functions which satisfy the above conditions appropriately symmet-
ric and we use the subscript “sym” to denote subspaces of appropriately symmetric functions.

We understand the approximate kernel in the next proposition by comparing it to the kernel
of the operator A+ 2 on the round sphere S*(1), and A on the square [-5, 5] x [~ 5, 5] with
Neumann boundary conditions on the boundary. Because of the symmetries the former is
trivial and the latter one-dimensional:

11



Proposition 3.13. Assuming b large enough in absolute terms, and T small enough (equiv-
alently m large enough) in terms of a given € > 0, the following hold:

(i). Ly acting on appropriately symmetric functions on S [0] with vanishing Dirichlet condi-
tions, has no eigenvalues in [—1,1] and the corresponding approximate kernel is trivial.

(ii). Ly acting on appropriately symmetric functions on g[l] has ezactly one eigenvalue \g
n [—e,¢e], and no other eigenvalues in [—1/2,1/2], and therefore the corresponding approxi-
mate kernel is one-dimensional. Moreover the approximate kernel is spanned by a function
foe sym(S[ 1) which depends continuously on ¢ and satisfies

Ifo—1:C* (S <&, Nfo - C*H(S[U ) < C.

Proof. The proof is based on the results of [4, Appendix B] which are based on basic facts
about eigenvalues and eigenfunctions [1]. Before using those results we remark the following;:
First, the first inequality in [4, B.1.6] should read

1Fi flloo < 201 fll

instead. Second, the spaces of functions can be constrained to satisfy appropriate symmetries,
as indeed was the case in some of the constructions in [4], and will be the case here. Third,
the only use of the Sobolev inequality [4, B.1.5] is to establish supremum bounds for the
eigenfunctions. These in our case can be alternatively established by using the uniformity
of geometry of Ss[n] to obtain interior estimates on Si[n], and then using a variant of 3.11
to obtain estimates on the transition regions. More precisely the eigenvalue equation under
consideration is Lpu + Au = 0, which is equivalent to

|A|? + m?

T

(3.14) Liyyxu=0 where L, )=A,+

2p2
IA| < 9) as p~2(]A|? + 2), we can repeat the arguments leading to 3.11 to establish the same
estimate under the modified assumption that £, yu =0 on A.

For (i) we compare with the following:

N[0] =s2() [ ({1, -1} x D(Ro)) ~ where  D(Fo) = {(%.,5) € R? : ¥ + 7 < R},

Since the modified part of the operator, )\ satisfies the same estimates by 3.6 (assume

where R, was defined in 2.20. The action of X, Y, and Z, on N|[0] should be consistent with
their action on M (recall A.2) and the maps 7 and w: We define for (x,y,z) € S?(1) and

(i,%,5) € {1, -1} x D(Ro)

X(Xv}I’Z) :(_X7Y7Z)7 X(%iv y) :(Z7 _iv y))
(315) X(Xv}I’Z) :(X7 _Y7Z)7 X(%iv y) :(i7§7 _y)y
Z(X7Y7Z) :(Y7X7 _Z)v Z(%iv y) :(_ivyv i)

We consider the Dirichlet problem on N[0] where the operator is A +2 on S%(1), and the
standard Laplacian A on {1, —1} x D(Ry). By standard theory then there are no eigenvalues

n [—1,1] because the symmetries do not allow the first harmonics on S%(1), and Ry is small
enough so that the smallest eigenvalue on the discs is > 2.
For (ii) we compare with the following:

=D J([~7/2,7/2) x [-7/2,7/2)),

where D:{(x,y,z)682():x +y? <R z>0},
12



where Ry = 1/ cosh(ab/a) (recall 2.20). The action of X and Y on N[1] should be consistent
again with their action on M (recall A.2) and the maps v and w: We define for (x,y,z) € D
and (X,y) € [-7/2,7/2] x [-7/2,7/2]

X(X7Y7Z) :(_X7Y7Z)7 X(ia 37) :(_iv ?),
X(Xv Y Z) :(X7 -y, Z)7 X(iv 37) :(327 _37)7

As before the operator on D C S%(1) is A + 2 and on [~7/2,7/2] x [-7/2,7/2] C R?
is the standard Laplacian A. The boundary conditions are the Dirichlet condition on 9D
and the Neumann condition—more precisely extendibility to R? by reflections across the
lines {x = n7n/2} and {x = nn/2} (n € N)—for the boundary of the square [—7/2,7/2] x
[~7/2,7/2] C R%. The smallness of Ry and our knowledge of the eigenvalues on the square
imply the only eigenvalue in [—2/3,2/3] is 0, with corresponding eigenfunctions the functions
which are constant on the square and vanish on D.

To complete the proof we use v, w, and the logarithmic cut-off function ¢[2d,d| o T on A
to define the maps F; and Fy required by [4, B.1.4] as usual. d is taken to be large enough
in terms of €. It is straightforward then to check the required assumptions by using 3.6, and
then the results of [4, Appendix B] apply. We upgrade the L? estimates for fo — 1 to C*5
estimates on Ss[1] by using the uniformity of the geometry of Sg[1] (see 2.20) and standard
linear theory interior estimates. Applying then the variant of 3.11 we discussed earlier, we
estimate fyo on A and complete the proof.

(3.16)

0

The (extended) substitute kernel.

As we have already mentioned in the introduction, the extended substitute kernel in this
case is particularly simple since it is one-dimensional. This reflects the fact that the approx-
imate kernel, and hence the substitute kernel also, are one-dimensional. Moreover decay can
be ensured by using the substitute kernel and so no further extended substitute kernel is re-
quired. Motivated by proposition 3.13 above we define a function w € Cgy,,,(M) by requiring
that on M N'D it satisfies

(3.17) w = Y[m~L 2m ™) (r).

For future reference we record the following:

Lemma 3.18. Given E € ngm(g[ |) there is a unique p € R such that \A|2+ s (E + pw) is
LQ(S[l],h)—orthogonal to fo, where fy is the eigenfunction in 3.13. Moreover

| < C

2p 2 (3
’ ]A\TE Liym(S[1], ) H :
Proof. Using 3.6 and 2.11 we conclude that % < W%g < C on the support of w which
together with 2.20 implies the result. O

To arrange the decay we define v € C2°, (S[1]) by

sym
(3.19) vi= fo +u,

where u is the solution to Lyu = —L, fo + p/w on S[1] with vanishing Dirichlet data on
C[0] C 9S[1], where p' € R is determined by the requirement (recall 3.18) that

2 2

2 2
P (=L fo+ p'w) = Ao fo + 1/ P

E=_—r (- —— W
|A]2 + m? |A]Z + m2
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is L2(S[1], h)-orthogonal to fo. Note that the equation on S[1] is equivalent to Lpu = E,
and hence the orthogonality condition together with 3.18 implies the existence of a unique u.
We record now the properties of v:

Lemma 3.20. v satisfies the following:

(1). Lyv = pyw on S[1] for some p, € R, and therefore Lyv=0 on A.
(ii). v=0 on C[0] C S[1].

(iii). |lv: C*P(S[1],x)| < C.

(). |py| < Ce.

(v). |lv—1:C*P(Cy[1],x) || < C(b)e, where ¢ is as in 3.13.

Proof. (i) and (ii) follow from the definitions. Using 3.13 and 3.18 we have that
‘ 2

2p ~

A e ——w: L*(S,h)|| <

0f0+:u'|A|2+m2w (Sa )H—C€7

which together with interior C*# estimates on Ss[1] allows us to conclude (iii), (iv), and
(v). O

Solving the linearized equation semi-locally.

In this subsection we solve and estimate the linear equation on the extended standard
regions. We can assume the inhomogeneous term E to vanish on A, because in the proof
of 3.26 we use 3.9 to solve for the part of the inhomogeneous term which is supported there.
In the case of S[1] we have nontrivial approximate kernel and therefore we have to adjust
the inhomogeneous term appropriately by using w. w can also be used so that appropriate
exponential decay can be arranged for the solution:

Lemma 3.21. There is a linear map

R§[1] AFE € C’gﬁn(S[l]) : B is supported on Sq[1]} — C’;fn(S[l]) x R,

such that the following hold for E in the domain of R§[1] above and (p, 1) = Rg[ll (E):

(i). Lyp=E + pw on S[.

(ii). o vanishes on C[0] C OS[1] and satisfies appropriate Neumann boundary conditions on
Cy C OS[1] (recall 2.17M).

(i) |ul + (@ - Com(STU, ) < C (b, B) B = Cogm(Si[1], X)]I-

(iv)- ||¢ = Coim (A x, ™) < C(5,8,7) | E : Cogpm(S1[1], )]

(v). Rg[l} depends continuously on C.

Proof. We fix b to be large enough so that 3.13, 3.18, and 3.10 with ¢y = 1 apply. By
applying 3.18 and using that E is supported on S;[1] we have pp such that |u;| < C(b) || E :

Co%P.(S111], x)|| and MI%%(E + pyw) is L?(S[1], h)-orthogonal to fy. There is a unique

solution @1 € C’szyén(g[l]) which is L2(S[1], h)-orthogonal to fo, vanishes on C[0] C 8S[1],
and satisfies £,p1 = E + pjw on S[1]. Using interior estimates on S[1] for ¢1 and applying
3.10 on Ag; with u = v —avgv on C[1] C OAg 1, and once more with u = ¢ —avgp; on
Ci[1] C OAp,1, we determine po such that by taking ¢ := @1 + pov, and p := py + pop, and
using 3.8 and the available estimates from 3.10 and 3.20 we complete the proof. O

The corresponding statement for S [0] is simpler, reflecting the triviality of the approximate

kernel there and that we do not need exponential decay either:
14



Lemma 3.22. There is a linear map

R K {E € C% (S]0]) : E is supported on Sy[0]} — C22 (S]0]),

sym sym

such that the following hold for E in the domain of Rg[ above and ¢ = Rz 3o ]( ):
(i). Lyp = E on S[0).

(ii). @ vanishes on 0S]0].

(iti). |l + Com(S[0], Y)I| < C (b, B) | E : Cogm(S1[0], )]
(iv). R depends continuously on (.

Proof. By 3.13 there are no small eigenvalues and so we can solve and obtain L?(h) estimates
which together with interior estimates on S3[0] and 3.11 imply the result. O

Solving the linearized equation globally.

In order to solve the linearized equation 3.1 globally on M and provide estimates for the
solutions, we paste together the semi-local solutions provided by 3.9, 3.21, and 3.22 to obtain
a global solution in the proof of 3.26. Before we state the Proposition we define appropriate
norms:

Definition 3.23. For k € N and 3,7 € (0,1) we define a norm || . ||x,5,, on C’fyén(M) by
191115 = 19 : Clim (M, x, )l

where the weight function f 1s defined by requesting that it is invariant under the action of

S, f=1onS[], f=e" on A, and f = el@=20)7 = ¢~ W‘C on S[0] (recall 3.4).

Note that f is continuous and its minimum as well the maximum of pf are attained on
S[0], and therefore using 2.6 we have

(3.24) 1%V+%§f and pfﬁzgv_l on M.

Before we proceed to state and prove the main Proposition of this section, we give an
estimate of the inhomogeneous term E = p~2H of the main linearized equation in this paper:

Lemma 3.25. If m is large enough in terms of v we have on M the estimate

HP_2H”2,B/Y <Cr.

Proof. Using 2.6, 2.7, 2.8, 2.11, and 3.24, we easily check that |z| + 7 < m?7, m?72 < fr,
and p~2m?r < Cfr. These imply that (1 + p~2)(|z| + 7) < Cf7, which by 2.13 implies the
result. O
Proposition 3.26. There is a linear map Ry : C’gyg@(M) — ng%(M) x R such that for
E e ngén(M) and (¢, ) = Ry E the following hold:
(i). Ly =E + pw on M.
(1) ul +lell2p, < CO,8:9) [ Ello,6,4-
(7ii). Rar depends continuously on ¢.
Proof. We decompose E = Egjg] + Eg[1) + Ea by requesting that Egp, Egpj, and Ej, are
invariant under § and satisfy

Egpo) :==E¢[1,0] 0

ES[I —ET/)[ ’ ]

Ex =E9[0,1] o,
15



on A, ES[O] = E, ES[I] = O, EA =0 on S[O], and ES[O] = O, Egm = E, EA =0 on S[l]
Using 3.9 we define Vy € C3P,(M) by Vi = 0 on S[0] U S[1] and Vi = [0,1] o ZRa Ej on
A. L, VA — E} is supported on A\ Ay, and can be decomposed as £, V) — Ex = E+ E where
E is supported on {z < 1} and E is supported on {Z < 1}.

Using 3.21 and 3.22 we define Vg € Cszyén(M ) and Vg € ngén(M ) by requesting the

following: Vg = 0 on S[1] and Vgp) = [0, 1] OQVS’M on S[1], where
(Vapys 1) = Rapy (Espy — E).

Vsop = 0 on S[1] and Vgiq) = #[0,1] o ng[O](ES[o] — E) on S[0]. We define then ¢y :=
VA + Vsjo) + Vspy and Ey by Lyp1 + Ey = E + pyw. We iterate with Ey instead of £ and so
on. We define then ¢ := > >, ¢, and p := > " | pu, and complete the proof by using the

estimates and results of 3.9, 3.21, and 3.22, where 3.21 is applied with v/ = “’TH in place of
5. O

4. THE MAIN RESULTS

The nonlinear terms.

If ¢ € C;ym(M ) is appropriately small, we denote by My the perturbation of M by ¢,
defined as I;(M) in the notation of Appendix B, where I : M — S3(1) is the inclusion map
of M. Clearly then M, is invariant under the action of § on the sphere S3(1). Using then
rescaling and Proposition B.3 we prove a global estimate of the nonlinear terms for the mean
curvature of My as follows:

Lemma 4.1. If ¢ € C’szyén(M) satisfies ||||2,8,4 < 11_%, then My is well defined as above
and satisfies

_ _ 3y _
lp™2Hy — p2H — Lydllogy <71 |63 5.

where Hy is the mean curvature of My (pulled back to M by 1y), and H is the mean curvature
of M.

Proof. Let D be a disc of radius 1 and center at some point p € M with respect to the x
metric. If we magnify the metric of the sphere S3(1) by a factor p(p) it is easy to arrange
for the hypothesis B.1 to be satisfied so that we can apply B.3 with some universal ¢; to
conclude

1(o(p)) " (Hy — H — £6) : C*P (D, Y)|| < %umpw 28D, )|

where the factors p(p) correspond to the scaling of the quantities involved. By the multi-
plicative properties of the Holder norms we conclude

lp2(H, — H — L) : C¥3(D, )] < %w . C*3(D, I

By 3.23 we conclude

1, _ p(P)f (D), 2
——||p?(Hy — H — L§) : C*P(D, x)|| < ==—==—6l13 6.
o e den) |2
This implies the result by using 3.24. O
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The vertical force and balancing.
If ¢ € Cslym(M ), My, and Hy are as in the previous subsection we define F by

(4.2) Fi= . H, <y.r€'> dg = /Mwam <ﬁf€'> dg,

where Dy := D N {z > 0}, v the unit normal chosen so that (v,d,) > 0 on ]\Zor, K is the
Killing field defined in A.9, and 7 the outward conormal to O(M,ND, ) = M, N 0D, tangent
to M. Note that the second equality in 4.2 follows from the first variation formula [16, 20].
We have then the following, where we could be using ||¢|[1,0,4 instead of ||¢||2 5, as well:

Lemma 4.3. If |¢|25,, < 7177, then there is a universal constant C' such that

1
FH+<CO+ ;H‘ﬁ”lﬁﬁ)‘

2
‘ 82

Proof. Let d :== 7/ V2 m and decompose
8(M¢ NDy) = My N 0D, =011 UIJ_1 U019 U0_oU 0y,

where 041 C {x =d}, 01 C {x = —d}, 042 C {y = d}, 0_2 C {y = —d}, and 9y C {z = 0}.
We use the big-O notation to denote terms O(A) which satisfy |O(A)] < CA for some
universal constant C'. Using then A.6 and A.10 we calculate that on 011

77 = +(1 + sin 22)~1/24,,
- 1
<ﬁ,K> = —ﬁ\/l + sin 2z cot(z + %) sinv2d cosv?2y,

dg = /1 —sin2z + ¢2 dy.

Combining the above we obtain
,, 1 /e
/ <17,K> dg=———= [ (1—sin2z+0(|z]* + |¢y|*)) sinvV2d cosV2y dy.
diq V2 J 4

Similarly

- 1
/ <77,K> dg = —/ (14 sin2z + O(|2]* + ¢y |*)) cos V2x sinv2d dx.
042 \/5 —d

Combining the above and using that on 041 U d_1 U 049 U 0_o we have z = Ta + ¢, we
conclude that

/ (i1 &) dg = (a7 + O(19]] + a*7)) (2 +O(d*)),
8+1U371U8+2U872

where ||¢|| := [|¢||2,3,y- Similarly
| (7R dg = —2mr(1+ 03 o)
0

Combining and substituting a = "4"”—; — ¢+ O(1) by 2.6 we conclude

82T 1

T+ 00 + 9],

which implies the result. ]
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The main theorem.
We have now all the information we need to state and prove the main theorem of the

paper:

Theorem 4.4. There are absolute constants c¢,C > 0 such that if m is large enough, then
there is (1 € [—c,c] such that on the corresponding initial surface M there is ¢ € C’;?ij(M)
with |||l2.5, < CT (with T defined as in 2.4) such that My is a genus m* + 1 embedded
minimal surface in S3(1) invariant under the action of G.

Proof. We will use a subscript ¢ to specify the initial surface M, which is constructed as in the
discussion preceding 2.9. We also define the map X : [~a,a] x St — M¢ by requesting that
X (t,0) = ®oX(at/a,0) where the X is the one defined for the given value of the parameter
¢, that is X is the parametrization corresponding to coordinates (t,0) for Meqy C M¢. As
in the proof of 2.20 it is easy to check that there is ¢ : [a — 2,a — 1] — [a — 3,a] close to the
identity map, such that for (¢,6) € [a —2,a — 1] x S! we have @ o X(t,0)=wo Xo(t(2),0).

We define now a diffeomorphism Fy : My — My by requiring that it is equivariant under
the action of G, it satisfies @ o F; = @ on Si[1] C M, and that for (¢,0) € [~1,a] x S we
have

Feo Xg(ia 0) = X, (E +la —2,a —1](2) (2@) - 1), 9) :
We define now a map J : B — B where

B :={ue C%5 (Mp) : |lullapr <72} x [, c]

sym c,C

as follows: We assume (u,() € B given. Let ¢ € C2’5(MC) be defined by ¢ := uo F¢ + ¢
where (¢, 1) = RMC(—p2H) as in 3.26. We have then

(a). Ly + p~2H = pwy, or equivalently Lo + H = ppwy.

(b). By 3.26 and 3.25 we have

|l + 18ll2,5 < Cb, B,7) 7.

Applying 3.26 again and using 4.1 we obtain (v, ') := RMC(—(,O_2H¢ — p2H — L,9))
which satisfies the following;:
(¢). Lyv+p 2Hy—p2H — Ly = p'wy.

3y

(@) 111+ ollzpny < 2703 5,

Combining (a) and (c) with the definition of ¢ we obtain
(e). Ly(v—uoF¢)+p2Hy= (u+ p)wp.

This motivates us to define

2

7000 = (ve (F) ™ gy 7 4¢).

where F is defined as in 4.2. By using (b), (d), and 4.3, and by choosing ¢ large enough in
terms of an absolute constant, it is straightforward to check that J(B) C B. B is clearly
a compact convex subset of Cgﬁ;(Mo) x R for 8’ € (0,0), and it is easy to check that [J is
a continuous map in the induced topology. By Schauder’s fixed point theorem [2, Theorem
11.1] then, there is a fixed point of J. Using (e) then we conclude that for the corresponding
¢ and ¢ we have

Hy = (u+ ') p*wo, F=0.

Since <1/, K > > 0 on the support of wy in (M), the second equation implies that p+ p/ =

0 and hence (M¢)g is a minimal surface. The smoothness of ¢ follows then by standard
18



regularity theory. The embeddedness of (M), follows from the smallness of ||¢||2 3,4 and the
size (by 2.6) of ar. O

APPENDIX A. A COORDINATE SYSTEM ON S3(1)

The parametrization O.

It is very helpful that there is a coordinate system which is ideally suited to describing
the Clifford torus and its parallel surfaces. We proceed to describe this coordinate system
and the local parametrization which is its inverse. To simplify the notation we identify
R* ~ C2 D S3(1). We define the parametrization ®, which covers the unit sphere with two
orthogonal circles removed, that is S*(1)\ {(z1,22) € C?: z; = 0 or 2z = 0}, by the following:
® : Domg — 83(1) CcR*~C?  where Domg:=R xR x (—z, E) ,

(A1) 4 4
P(x,y,z) = cos(z + ) eV2Vig 4+ sin(z+ §)e Vaxig,

where & = (1,0) and & = (0,1) form the standard basis of C2.

Symmetries of .
To study the symmetries of the parametrization ®, we first define for ¢ € R translations
Xc, YC, and reflections X Y X = XO, X YO, and Z of its domain Domg, by

C(X7 y= Z) = (X + C, Y7 Z)7
c(X7 Y, Z) = (26 - XY, Z)7
Z(X7Y7 Z) = (Y7X7 _Z)‘

We also define corresponding rotations X., Y., and reflections X., Y., X := X, Y := Y,
and Z of S3(1) € C? by

C(X7 Y Z) = (X7y + ¢, Z)7

Y
ic(xv ) Z) = (X7 2¢ — Y, Z)7

%
(A2) %

Xe(z1, 22) = (21, 6\/5”2’2), Ye(21,22) = (6ﬂ6i21,22),
(A3) X(z1,22) = (21,722), Y(z1,22) = (71, 22),
. XC = Xgc 0 Xa Xc =Yy, 0 X,

Z(21,22) = (22,21).
Note that X., Y. and Z are reflections with respect to the 3-planes <é’1,ié’1,e\/§“eg>R,

< ﬂ”el €o, Z€2>R, and the 2-plane {z; = 25} respectively. Z exchanges the two sides of the
Clifford torus and also interchanges its parallels with its meridians. X 5 and Y 5 are the
identity map. We record the symmetries of ¢ in the following lemma:

Lemma A.4. ® is a covering map onto S*(1)\ {(21,22) € C%2: 21 =0 or 2z = 0}. Moreover
the following hold:
(i). The - group of covem’ng transformations is generated by X ;5. and Y g5, in particular

=00 X\f =do Y\f R

(ii). X, 0P = <I>oX , Y. 0od = <I>oY andZoq):@oZ.

(iii). Xeo ® = <I>OXC and Y,o ® = <I>OYC.

Proof. (ii) and (iii) follow from the definitions. (i) follows from (iii) and the observation that

Xz, and Y g are the identity map. O
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The coordinates xyz.
The local inverses of ® provide us with local coordinate systems. We denote the corre-
sponding coordinates by x,y,z. A straightforward calculation shows that

Ox = V2 sin(z + %)ieﬁXiég,
(A.5) Oy = V2 cos(z + %)ieﬁyia,

0, = —sin(z+ %) eV2vig + cos(z + ) eV2xig,.
By calculating further we obtain
(A.6) d*g = (1 + sin 2z) dx? + (1 — sin 2z) dy? + dz?,

where ¢ is the induced metric on the unit sphere S?(1). Moreover the only non-vanishing
Christoffel symbols for the (x,y,z)-coordinate system are given by

pL o cos 2z r2. _ __cos 2z
(A7) B 1 +sin2z’ ®7 1—sin2z’
I3, = — cos 2z, '3, = cos 2z.
The level surface with z = 0 is the Clifford torus
(A.8) T:=®({z=0}) = {(21,22) € S3(1) C C? : |z1| = |2o| = 1/V2}.

The level surfaces ®({z = c}) (z € (=7, 7)) are tori of constant mean curvaure, parallel at
distance ¢ to the Clifford torus T, with J, as their unit normal vector field. Note also that
for ¢ € R we have the level surfaces

(I)({X = C}) = {tlgl + toie] + t3 eﬂCiéé tt1,to € R t3 € R+} N 83(1),
@({y = C}) = {tl eﬂCigl + to€y + tgi€y 1t € R+,t2,t3 S R} N 83(1),

which are equatorial half-two-spheres orthogonal to the parallel tori. These three families of
level surfaces are orthogonal. The intersections of the last two are great semicircles orthogonal
to the tori. Finally a calculation shows that det[®, ®x, @y, ®,] = cos2z > 0.

Killing fields.

Clearly 0y and 0y are Killing fields generating the rotations in the (€5, i€2)p and (€1,i€1)p
planes respectively. However 0, is not a Killing field. For this reason we consider the Killing
field K which agrees with 9, at ®(0,0,0) = 271/2(&, + &) and is defined by

(A.9) K := —Rezy €1 + Rezés.

(Zlvzz)

K generates the rotations in the (€1, )y plane. A straightforward calculation shows that
(A.10) K = —% cot(z + m/4) sin v/2x cos V/2ydy
+ % tan(z + 7/4) cos V2xsin v/2yd, + cos v2x cos v/ 2y,.

APPENDIX B. THE MEAN CURVATURE OF A PERTURBED SURFACE

We assume given an immersion X : D — U, where D is a disc of radius 1 in the Euclidean
plane R?, and U is an open cube in R? equipped with a metric ¢ whose components are
functions g;; : U — R. We assume that the following holds for some ¢; > 0:

(B.1) |0X : C*P(D, go)|| < c1, lgij : C*P (U, g0)| < c1, go < a1 X*g,
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where 0X are the partial derivatives of the coordinates of X, and gy denotes the standard
Euclidean metric on U or D respectively. Note that B.1 can be arranged by first appropriately
magnifying the target (see for example 4.1). We also choose a unit normal v : D — R? for
the immersion X with respect to the g metric. Given a function ¢ : D — R which is small
enough we define X4 : D — U by

(B.2) Xo(p) == expx ) (o(p) v(p)),

where exp is the exponential map with respect to the g metric. We have then the following:

Proposition B.3. There exists a (small) constant €(c1) > 0 such that if X is an immersion
satisfying B.1 and the function ¢ : D — R satisfies

¢ : C*F(D, go)|| < e(ca),
then Xy : D — U is a well-defined immersion by B.2 and satisfies

. 1
|Hy — H — (&g + |A] + Ric(v,v))¢ : C*(D, go)|| < @W : C*2(D, go) |1,
where H = try A is the mean curvature of X, defined as the trace with respect to X*g of
the second fundamental form A, Hy is the mean curvature of Xy, Ay is the Laplacian with

respect to X*g, and Ric is the Ricci curvature of (U, g).

Proof. That the linear terms are as stated is well known and follows by a straightforward
calculation we omit. The nonlinear terms are given by expressions of monomials consisting of
contractions of derivatives of X and derivatives of ¢. This implies both the existence results
and the estimate on the nonlinearity. O
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