arXiv:2311.04593v1 [math.GT] 8 Nov 2023

Quasi Normality of Least Area Incompressible Surfaces in 3-Manifolds

Eli Appleboim eliap@ee.technion.ac.il

Technion, Israel

Abstract

This paper is the first of two in which relations between least area and normal surfaces in 3-manifolds, are established. The two papers focus on surfaces embedded in either Euclidean or hyperbolic 3-manifolds. In this paper we introduce a relaxed version on normal surfaces, termed quasi-normal, and it is shown that under appropriate conditions, every embedded least area surface is quasi-normal with respect to a fine enough triangulation of the manifold. In addition, it is shown that the intersection of such a surface with the tetrahedra of a fine enough triangulation, even when not as simple as in the case of normal surfaces, are also well behaved.

1 Introduction

Let (M, g, T ) be a smooth 3-manifold equipped with a Riemannian metric g and a triangulation T . For surfaces embedded in M there are two notions of area that can be associated. One is the usual notion of area that is given by the metric g. The second version is given by the intersection of the surface with T , and can be considered as a topological version of area. For each area function there is a notion of simplicity of surfaces. In the metric case this is the notion of least area surfaces, where a least area surface minimizes the area in some equivalence class, while in the topological view point it is given by normal surfaces for which their intersection pattern with the triangulation admits some minimality criteria.

This paper is the first one out of two in which some relations between least area and normal surfaces are established for Euclidian and hyperbolic triangulated 3-manifolds. To be more concrete, given the above two notions of area minimizing surfaces the two following questions can be asked.

(QI) Is it possible to subdivide a given triangulation of a 3-manifold arbitrarily fine, so that every least area surface becomes a normal surface with respect to a fine enough triangulation?

(QII)Is every least area surface the limit surface, in some appropriate manner, of a sequence of normal surfaces?

An affirmative answer to the first question gives a topological interpretation of the differential geometric picture, while an affirmative answer to the second question gives an alternative topological proof of many classical existence results of least area incompressible surfaces in 3-manifolds, that were obtained for instance in [MSY], using partial differential equations. Moreover, the use of existing algorithms for finding normal surfaces (such as [JO]) makes this topological counterpart potentially computable.

The motivation for answering these two questions comes in two flavors. One is purely theoretical, as answering these questions significantly extends the analogy between minimal and normal surfaces. The second motivation is of an applied nature. For example, one of the possible ways of dealing with noisy images is by minimal surface theory([MS] and [APT]). However, all existing techniques in this direction use at least second order derivations of the given noisy image, thus induce numerical instabilities that somehow need to be overcome. In contrast, the topological version of minimal and least area surfaces reflected by normal surfaces as proposed in [JR2] does not rely on derivatives hence may overcome numeric issues.

In this paper question (QI) will be addressed. The notion of quasi-normal surface will be defined. Quasi-normal surfaces can be thought of as a relaxed version of a normal surfaces. Given that inj_M, K_M respectively denote the injectivity radius of M, and the global Schoen curvature bound for least area surfaces embedded in M, the main results of this paper are the following two theorems that will be proved in Sections 3 and 4. The first one asserts that a least area surface is quasi normal with respect to fine enough suitable triangulation, and the second asserts that the intersection patterns of a quasinormal surface with the triangulation are well behaved and controlled.

Theorem 1 (Proof in Section3). Let M be a closed, irreducible, orientable, Euclidean or hyperbolic 3-manifold. Let F be a fixed closed, two-sided, incompressible, least area surface in M. Let T be some geodesic least area triangulation of M so that F ∩ T^{(0)} = ∅. Then for every 0 < φ <^π_2 there exists a constant Ψ > 0 that depends only on inj_M, K_M, and φ, such that if T is φ-fat, and the mesh of T , λ(T ), is smaller than Ψ, then F is quasi-normal with respect to T .

Theorem 2 (Proof in Section 4). Let F be an incompressible, 2-sided least area surface in a closed, irreducible, orientable hyperbolic or Euclidean 3- manifold M. Let Ψ be the constant obtained in Theorem 1, and let T be a geodesic, least area, φ-fat triangulation of M so that λ(T ) < Ψ and F quasi normal with respect to T . Then every non normal disk in F ∩ T^{(3)} can be presented as a graph of a function defined on a disk that is contained in a single 2-face of T .

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is devoted to the presentation of all needed background material, covering basic notations, definitions and essential known results on 3-manifold topology, least area surfaces, normal surface theory and fat triangulations. Section 3 begins with the definition of quasi-normal surfaces followed with the proof of Theorem 1. In Section 4 Theorem 2 is proved. Afterwords, in Section 5 Theorems 1 and 2 are proved for least area surfaces in compact 3-manifolds with boundary. Finally, Section 6 is devoted to some concluding remarks.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper we work in the smooth category, i.e. all 3-manifolds surfaces and maps are assumed to be smooth. The notation M will denote a compact Riemannian 3-manifold, the boundary of which, if exists, will be denoted by ∂M. A map f : (F, ∂F) −→ (M, ∂M) between manifolds with boundary is proper if f^{−1}(∂M) = ∂F and the preimage of every compact subset of M is a compact subset of F. Unless otherwise stated all concerned surfaces in M are assumed to be properly embedded. It will be assumed that M is equipped with a triangulation, denoted by T . The i skeleton of T is T^{(i)}, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, i.e.

T^{(i)} = ⋃ {simplices of dimension ≤ i}

Every triangulation of a three-manifold is assumed to be non-singular and proper, where non-singular means that every i-cell, i = 0, ..., 3, is a homeomorphic image of a standard i-cell in R^3 , and proper means that the intersection of two j-cells is either empty or exactly one (j − 1)-cell, j = 1, 2, 3. It is a well known result of Moise that every smooth 3-manifold can be nonsingularly and properly triangulated, see [Mo]. If γ is a curve embedded in M we denote its length with respect to the metric by ℓ(γ), and for an embedded surface F, its area is denoted by A(F). We denote by λ(T ) the mesh of a triangulation T , i.e. the maximal diameter of a 3-simplex of T .

2.1 Basics of 3-Manifold Topology

We give a very short and essential list of definitions and results about 3- manifolds topology that are necessary for the sequel, for details see [He]. Let S : F → M be an embedding of a surface F into M. Abusively, whenever no confusion is expected, we denote the image S(F) by F. Two properly embedded surfaces F and G are isotopic if there exists a homotopy H : I × M → M such that for every time t ∈ I the map H_t : M → M is a homeomorphism, and so that,

H_0(F) = F ,

and, H_1(F) = G .

In other words, there is a continuous map from M to itself, that deforms F continuously at all times, to G.

A 2-sphere embedded in a 3-manifold is essential if it does not bound a 3-ball. A 3-manifold M is irreducible if it does not contain any essential 2-sphere, i.e. every 2-sphere bounds a 3-ball. Let F be a surface embedded in M, of genus > 0. A compressing disk for F is a disk, D, embedded in M, such that ∂D = D ∩ F, and ∂D does not bound a disk in F. A surface F is compressible in M if there exists a compressing disk for F. Otherwise it is incompressible. If F is a 2-sphere then it is incompressible if it is essential.

A compact irreducible orientable 3-manifold that contains a two sided incompressible surface is called Haken manifold. The complement of a link in S^3 is a Haken manifold where each of the boundary torii is an embedded incompressible surface.

2.2 Least Area Surfaces

2.2.1 Plateau Problem

The Plateau problem was first set by Lagrange although named after Joseph Plateau who was interested in soap films. The statement of the problem is as follows:

Given a closed piecewise smooth curve Γ in a 3-manifold, does there always exist a surface F so that ∂F = Γ and

A(F) = inf{A(G) ; G is a piecewise C^∞ surface isotopic to F }

A similar question can also be formulated for closed incompressible surfaces. A surface F that admits the above equality is called a least area surface.

2.2.2 Some Riemannain Geometry

Let F : Σ → M be an embedding of a smooth surface Σ into M. Let (u, v) ∈ Ω ⊂ R^2 denote the parametrization domain of Σ. The area of F, with respect to an area element dA = dudv that is induced by the embedding, is given by A(F) = ∫ Ω |F_u × F_v|dudv . (1) Let II denote the second fundamental form of F, and let K, H respectively denote the Gaussian and mean curvatures of F.

2.2.3 First Variation of Area

Let F + tμ be a smooth variation of F in the direction of the normal vector N. We then have that the derivative of the area with respect to the variation vector μ is given by, dA(F + tμ) dt |_{t=0} = ∫ F μH (2)

Definition 2.1. We will say that F is a minimal surface in the manifold M if it is a stationary point of the area variation above. Following the definition F is minimal if and only if it satisfies,

H ≡ 0 . (3)

2.2.4 Second Variation and Stability

The term “minimal” can be misleading, since, not every minimal surface is a least area surface. Figure 1 reflects this in one dimension lower showing curves on a 2-sphere. The curves, α and β shown in the figure, are both geodesic curves. A small variation of α may have shorter length than α itself, while in contrast, any variation of β is longer than β. In such a case we say that β is a stable geodesic and α is unstable.

α β

Figure 1: stable geodesic and non stable geodesic

Let |II|^2 denote the squared norm of II, and let Ric_M(N) denotes the Ricci curvature of M in the direction of N. A minimal surface in a 3-manifold is stable if it satisfies the following inequality, see [MSY]: ∫ F (|II|^2 + Ric_M(N)) ≤ 0 , (4)

In [MSY] it is shown that a least area surface is a stable minimal surface.

2.2.5 Examples and Existence Results

A surface F spans the simple closed curve Γ, in M, if ∂F = Γ.

The case of R^3

1. Obviously a plane is an example of a stable minimal surface in R^3 .

2. If F : Ω → R^3 is a C^2 function defined on a domain Ω ⊂ R^2 that satisfies the minimal surface equation 3 then it is a least area surface amongst all surfaces given as functions from Ω × R to R, and that coincide with F on ∂Ω.

The existence of solutions to the Plateau problem was established by Douglas [Dou] and Rado [Rad], in the case where the manifold M is R^3 and F is a disk.

Least Area Surfaces in General 3-manifolds A generalization of the existence of solutions to the Plateau problem for disk type surfaces in general 3-manifolds was given by Morrey in [Mor]. For more general surfaces we have the following:

Theorem 2.2. ([MSY]) Let M be a compact irreducible 3-manifold and let F be an embedded incompressible surface in M. Then F is isotopic to a least area surface. Moreover, the least area representative in the isotopy class of F is a stable minimal surface.

Using the stability condition, given in Equation 4 Meeks-Simon-Yau deduced the following:

Theorem 2.3. ([MSY]) if M is a compact orientable 3-manifold with everywhere strictly positive Ricci curvature, and with (possibly empty) boundary of non negative mean curvature (with respect to the outward normal), then M does not contain any compact orientable embedded least area surface of positive genus.

The following two lemmas will be of crucial importance later as they will be used in Section 3.

Lemma 2.4 ([HS]). Let M be a closed Riemannian 3-manifold. There exists ϵ > 0 such that for any point x ∈ M, the ball B_M(x, ϵ) satisfies that if Γ ⊂ ∂B_M(x, ϵ) is a simple closed curve and if D is a least area disk in M spanning Γ, then D is properly embedded in B_M(x, ϵ).

Lemma 2.5 ([HS]). Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold. There exists r > 0 such that if ε < r and Γ is a closed curve of length less than ε contained in B(x, ε), then any least area disk D spanning Γ lies in the ball B(x, ε).

under appropriate conditions the two lemmas above hold also for 3-manifolds with boundary. This will be referred to in more details in Section 4.

2.2.6 Curvature Bounds

For a compact 3-manifold M let K_M and inj_M respectively denote the maximal sectional curvature and the injectivity radius of M. Another result that will be of extensive use later is the following theorem proved by Schoen.

Theorem 2.6. ([Sch]) Let F be an immersed stable minimal surface in a compact 3-manifold M, and let K_F denote the maximal Gaussian curvature along F. Then there exists a constant C that depends only on K_M and on inj_M so that |K_F | < C . 2.3 Normal Surface Theory

Many of the classical results in the study of minimal and least area surfaces are based on methods of partial differential equations. These techniques although powerful, sometimes pose difficulties when trying to deduce topological information. Hence, it is desirable to have topological methods and techniques to deal with minimal and least area surfaces. For instance, it may be beneficial to analyse the way least area surfaces intersect with the tetrahedra of some given triangulation of the ambient manifold.

An example of such a topological viewpoint is the theory of normal surfaces. Normal surfaces were first introduced in the 1930‘s by Kneser ( [Kne]), and further developed by Haken in the 1960‘s ( [Hak]). This theory studies the ways surfaces intersect with a given triangulation of a 3-manifold.

In this section we will give some preliminary definitions and notations from normal surface theory that will be used later in this work. Most material in this section relies on [JR1], [JR2].

2.3.1 Normal Surfaces

Let F be a surface properly embedded in a 3-manifold M, and let T be a given triangulation of M.

Definition 2.7. An isotopy H : M × I :→ M is a normal isotopy with respect to T , if H_x(σ) = σ for every x ∈ I and for all simplices σ ∈ T . Two submanifolds of M are normally isotopic if there exists a normal isotopy which carries one to the other.

Definition 2.8. Let t ∈ T denote a tetrahedron, and let f denote a face of t. A normal arc in f, is an arc properly embedded in f, such that its end points are on two different edges of f. A normal curve in T^{(2)}, is a curve properly embedded in T^{(2)}, transverse to the edges of T , so that its intersection with each 2-face consists of a possibly empty collection of normal arcs. A normal disk is a disk D, properly embedded in a tetrahedron t such that ∂D = D∩∂t, is a simple closed normal curve in ∂t. An elementary disk is a normal disk so that its boundary is either a triangle that separates one vertex on ∂t, from all other three vertices of ∂t, or a quadrilateral (quad for short) that partitions the vertices of the tetrahedron into two separated pairs.

Elementary disks are illustrated in Figure 2, and they come in seven different types corresponding to seven possibilities to partition the set of vertices of a tetrahedron into subsets according to the definition. In the following we will sometimes refer to the boundary of an elementary disk as a 3-gon or 4-gon according to its being a triangle or a quad, and for a general normal disk we may refer to its boundary as an n-gon.

Definition 2.9. A surface G properly embedded in M is normal with respect to T if it is transverse to the skeleta of T , and if its intersections with any of the tetrahedra of T is a (possibly empty) collection of disjoint elementary disks.

Note that since the surface is embedded, we can have only one type of 4-gon at each tetrahedron.

2.3.2 Possible Normal Disk Types

The length of a normal curve is the number of normal arcs consisting it. Recall that the boundary of a normal disk is a simple closed normal curve

Two out of the 3 possible types of 4-gons.

4 types of 3-gons Two 4-gons of different types will intersect.

Figure 2: normal disks

on the boundary of a tetrahedron that forms a polygon. A thorough analysis of the possible length such a polygon can have, was done by Thompson and Stocking in [Tho] and [Stoc] respectively. It is summarized as follows. Lemma 2.10. ([Tho], [Stoc]) If D is a normal disk then ∂D is an n-gon where n is either 3, 4 or an even number ≥ 8.

Figure 3 shows an example of a normal disk whose boundary is of length eight.

Figure 3: octagon normal disk

2.3.3 pl Minimal Surfaces From a bird’s-eye view normal surfaces can be considered as a topological version of minimal surfaces. This is illustrated for example by the following theorem that can be viewed as a topological version of 2.2

Theorem 2.11. ([Hak] [JR2]) Let G be a surface properly embedded in a 3-manifold M. Then, for any triangulation T , of M, there is a finite sequence of compressions, ∂-compressions and local isotopies, that deforms G into a(possibly empty) set of surfaces that are normal, w.r.t. T , and another (maybe empty) set of surfaces, each of which is entirely contained in a single tetrahedron of T . In particular, if M is irreducible, and G is incompressible and ∂-incompressible, then it is isotopic to a normal surface.

In [JR2] a more delicate analogy is made between minimal surfaces and normal surfaces. This is done by introducing pℓ-minimal surfaces that are normal surfaces which satisfy some combinatorial minimality constrains. It is shown in [JR2] that pℓ-minimal satisfy the following:

Theorem 2.12. ([JR2]) In the normal homotopy class of any normal surface G, that is not a vertex linking sphere, there exists a pℓ-minimal surface.

In [Ni] an altered definition of pℓ minimal surfaces is given, and in respect to this definition the following is proved.

Theorem 2.13 ([Ni]). There is exactly one pℓ-minimal surface in a normal homotopy class of any normal surface G that is not a vertex linking sphere.

2.4 Fat triangulations

In this section we will give basic definitions notations and quote relevant results about fat triangulations. All details can be found in the relevant cited literature.

2.4.1 Fat Triangulations

Definition 2.14. 1. A triangle in R^2 is called φ-fat iff all its angles are larger than a prescribed value φ > 0.

2. A k-simplex τ ⊂ R^n , 2 ≤ k ≤ n, is φ-fat if there exists φ > 0 such that the ratio^r_R ≥ φ, where r and R, are resp. the radii of the inscribed and circumscribed (k-1)-spheres of τ.

3. A triangulation T = {σ_i}_{i∈I} is fat if all its simplices are φ-fat for some φ > 0. The importance of fat triangulations is stressed by the following example.

2.4.2 Schwartz Lantern

The Schwartz lantern is given by the following:

Example 2.15. Let G be the standard cylinder S^1 × I of hight 1 and radius 1 in R^3 . Let G_n be the “lantern” that is given as the pl triangulated surface so that the vertices of its triangulation are placed on G. Suppose the set of vertices of G_n consists of n^4 points so that n points are evenly placed along the circle S^1 × {1} and n^3 points are placed along the vertical direction as indicated in the following Figure 4.

Figure 4: Schwartz Lantern

Simple computation shows that each of the pl triangles of G_n has base length ≥^1_{2n} and hight ≥^1_{4n} arctan(^π_{2n} ). Following this, the area of the lantern thus satisfies:

A(G_n) ≥ n^4 1 2n 1 4n arctan( π 2n ) . (5)

As n → ∞, arctan(^π_{2n} ) →^π_{2n} >^1_{2n} , hence the following holds: A(G_n) ≥ n 8 , (6) so A(G_n) blows up to ∞ as n goes to ∞. On the other hand, it can be shown that if the n^4 points are places so that the triangles of G_n are fat then A(G_n) → A(G). Theorem 2.16. ([CMS]) There exists a constant c(k) that depends solely upon the dimension k of τ such that 1 c(k) · φ(τ) ≤ min_{σ<τ} ∡(τ, σ) ≤ c(k) · φ(τ) , (7) and φ(τ) ≤ V ol_j(σ) diam^j σ ≤ c(k) · φ(τ) , (8) where φ denotes the fatness of the simplex τ, ∡(τ, σ) denotes the (internal) dihedral angle of the face σ < τ and V ol_j (σ); diam σ stand for the Euclidian j-volume and the diameter of σ respectively. (If dim σ = 0, then V ol_j (σ) = 1, by convention.)

Condition 7 is just the expression of fatness as a function of dihedral angles in all dimensions, while Condition 8 expresses fatness as given by “large area/diameter”.

2.4.3 Existence Results

Existence of fat triangulations of Riemannian manifolds is guaranteed by the studies given in [Ca], [Pel], [Sa1], [Sa2] and [Bre]. These are summarized below.

Theorem 2.17. ([Ca]) Every compact C^2 Riemannian manifold admits a fat triangulation.

Theorem 2.18. ([Pel]) Every open (unbounded) C^∞ Riemannian manifold admits a fat triangulation.

Theorem 2.19. ([Sa2]) Let M^n be an n-dimensional C^1 Riemannian manifold with boundary, having a finite number of compact boundary components. Then, any fat triangulation of ∂M^n can be extended to a fat triangulation of M^n.

Following a thick-thin decomposition theorem for hyperbolic manifolds, W. Breslin ([Bre]) uses the term thick triangulation instead of fat. Theorem 2.20. ([Bre]) Let μ be a Margulis constant for H^n , n ≥ 2. There exists a constant L = L(n, μ) such that every complete hyperbolic n-manifold has a (μ, L) thick triangulation.

3 Quasi-Normality of Least Area Surfaces

In this section we examine the way in which a least area surface meets a triangulation of a 3-manifold. It will be shown that under some considerations such a surface meets the triangulation in a fairly simple way.

3.1 Notations and Definitions

Throughout the rest of this section (M, T ) will denote a smooth triangulated 3-manifold. It will be assumed that M admits either Euclidean or hyperbolic Reimannian structure. Recall the following notations: The injectivity radius of M is denoted by inj_M, the maximal sectional curvature of M by K_M, and the mesh of a triangulation T of M, by λ(T ).

Definition 3.1. A fixed surface F embedded in the triangulated 3-manifold (M, T ), is quasi-normal with respect to T if F ∩ T^{(3)} is a collection of disks, such that every normal disk in this collection is an elementary disk, and for every 2-face f, F ∩ int(f) does not contain any simple closed curve.

Note that the difference between quasi-normal surface and a normal one is that the intersection of a quasi-normal and the 2-skeleton of the triangulation may contain curves having both their end points on the same edge of T^{(1)}. Following Schleimer, [Schl], such a curve will be called a bent curve. It is illustrated in Figure 5 below.

γ

Figure 5: a bent curve

Theorem 1. Let M be a closed, irreducible, orientable, Euclidean or hyperbolic 3-manifold. Let F be a fixed closed, two-sided, incompressible, least area surface in M. Let T be some geodesic least area triangulation of M so that F ∩ T^{(0)} = ∅. Then for every 0 < φ <^π_2 there exists a constant Ψ > 0 that depends only on inj_M, K_M, and φ, such that if T is φ-fat, and λ(T ) < Ψ, then F is quasi-normal with respect to T .

Remark 3.2. Recall that according to Theorem 2.11 (see 2.4 of [JR1]), any incompressible surface can be isotoped to a surface that is normal with respect to any given triangulation T . In this context Theorem 1 states that if the surface is also least area and the triangulation is fat with small enough mesh, then the surface is already in a position that, in some sense, is close to normal position.

Remark 3.3. Since least area surfaces have globally bounded curvature, [Sch], it is possible to show that for a given least area incompressible surface one can build a triangulation for M, so that the surface is already in normal position with respect to this triangulation, without the need of any isotopy. Roughly speaking, one starts with a triangulation of the surface and extend it to a tubular neighborhood of the surface so that the intersection of the surface with the extended triangulation is made of normal triangles. One just has to take care that the radius of the tubular neighborhood is small enough with respect to the curvature bound. In this respect, Theorem 1 guarantees quasi normal position in the broader situation, in which T is a triangulation of M, that is not an extension of some nice triangulation of the surface F. We will make use of the following claim:

Claim 3.4. It is enough to prove Theorem 1 for a scaled manifold (M_t, g_t), where g_t =^1_{t2} g is a scaled version of the metric g.

Proof. According to [Por] the scaled manifold M_t is homeomorphic to the original manifold M, and has sectional curvature K_t =^1_t K. In addition, since the scaling factor^1_{t2} is positive we have that a least area surface is mapped isotopically onto a least area surface with respect to the scaled metric g_t inside M_t. Moreover, a φ-fat geodesic least area triangulation T of M is mapped onto a φ-fat geodesic least area triangulation T_t of M_t. As a result, if F_t is quasi normal with respect to T_t then F must be quasi normal with respect to T , as the intersection patterns do not change along the scaling\rescaling process. This proves the claim.

Following Claim 3.4 and the fact that K_t → 0 as t → ∞, we have that the Schoen curvature bound C_t, given in 2.6 also tends to zero. Hence, without loss of generality we will assume that the curvature bound C is smaller than 2φ. This fact will be of major significance for the proof of Theorem 1.

3.2 Essential Lemmas

Theorem 1 will be deduced from the following three Lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. There exists ϵ > 0 such that if T is φ-fat for some positive φ, and λ(T ) < ϵ then the intersection of F with the interior of any of the 2-faces of T does not contain simple closed curves.

Proof. Suppose conversely that γ is a simple closed curve in the interior of some 2-face f. Then γ bounds a disk in f, denoted by E, and since F is incompressible γ must also bound a disk D ⊂ F, for otherwise, E will be a compressing disk for F.

Case I: Assume that the disk D is an innermost disk in F.

D

f γ

Figure 6: γ bounds a disk D ⊂ F

Therefore the interior of D is entirely contained in some tetrahedron τ. In this case S = E ∪D is a 2-sphere embedded in M, and since M is irreducible, S bounds a 3-ball B in M, through which D can be isotoped to E without changing F outside of B. The resulting surface is denoted by F^′, and it is isotopic to F. Moreover, it coincides with F outside of B. Suppose this isotopy does not reduce the area of F. Let f^′ = (f \ E) ∪ D, that is, f^′ is a disk obtained from the 2-face f by gluing D instead of E along their common boundary. Note that both disks f and f^′ span ∂f. According to the assumption one has that A(f^′) ≤ A(f), hence since f is a least area disk f^′ is also a least area disk. Note that the following also holds: int(f^′) ∩ int(f) = int(f) \ E ≠ ∅. (9) According to Theorem 8 of [MY3] if M is a 3-manifold whose boundary is piecewise smooth and the mean curvature of the boundary is non negative, then any two least area disks that span the same simple close curve on the boundary of M, have either distinct or identical interiors. In our case the corresponding 3- manifold is the tetrahedron τ, which has piecewise smooth boundary with non negative mean curvature, since every 2-face is a least area disk. The simple close curve on the boundary of M is the boundary of the 2-face f. Therefore, since f and f^′ are least area disks having the same boundary curve, their interiors either coincide or distinct. This is in contradiction to Equation 9 above. Hence, the isotopy from F onto F^′ does reduce area, which is in contradiction to the assumption that F is a least area surface. This completes the proof of the lemma in case I.

Case II: Suppose now that within the collection of intersection curves of F with the interior of 2-faces, such as the curve γ, there is no curve for which the corresponding disk D is innermost in F. In this case let γ be one of these curves so that the disk E that γ bounds inside the 2-face f is innermost in f. Such γ always exists due to compactness. In particular, it follows from the assumption that int(D) is not entirely contained in a single tetrahedron. The intersection of int(D) with the 2-skeleton of T is a collection of simple closed curves each is the intersection of int(D) with the boundary of some tetrahedron. Again, due to compactness there exists a curve γ for which the number of simple closed curve in D ∩ T^{(2)} is minimal. Then there exists a tetrahedron τ such that the curve γ is on a 2-face of τ and such that the disk D intersects τ in at least one additional curve β. Since ∂τ is a 2-sphere the curve β also bounds a disk in ∂τ, denoted by E^′, and from the minimality condition on γ it follows that E^′ cannot be entirely contained in the interior of a 2-face. Hence, the curve β intersects the set of edges of τ. Let v be any vertex of τ, and let θ_1, θ_2, θ_3 denote the three dihedral angles around v (i.e. along each of the three edges of τ meeting at v). Since T is φ-fat, each of these angles is at least φ, and since the manifold M is non positively curved the sum of these angles does not exceed π putting this together imposes that θ_1 + 2 · φ ≤ θ_1 + θ_2 + θ_3 ≤ π, from which it follows that θ_1 ≤ π − 2 · φ. The same holds for the other two angles and in fact to all dihedral angles of the triangulation T . From Theorem 1.1 of [HR] it follows that the disk E^′ is a strictly convex region of ∂τ. According to Theorem 1 of [MY3] the curve β bounds a least area disk D^{′′} properly embedded inside τ, and since F is incompressible it also bounds a disk D^′ in F which, according to the assumption is not contained in τ. Moreover, according to Lemma 2.4 there exists ϵ > 0 so that if λ(T ) is smaller than ϵ then every least area disk that spans β is properly embedded inside τ. in particular this means that the disk D^′ cannot be a least area disk. Let S = D^{′′} ∪ D^′, then S is a 2-sphere in M which bounds a 3-ball due to the irreducibility of M. If S is embedded in M it gives rise to an isotopy that takes D^′ to D^{′′} thus isotoping F to a surface of smaller area forming a contradiction.

In order to complete the proof, it is still necessary to consider the case in which S is not an embedded sphere. This can happen if the disks D^′ and D^{′′} intersect in their interiors. Since D^′ is not a least area disk, it can be deformed slightly, if necessary, so to ensure that D^′ and D^{′′} intersect transversely, so every component of the intersection is a simple closed curve. Suppose D^′ and D^{′′} are such that the number of components in their intersection is minimal among all such pairs. Let δ ∈ D^′ ∩ D^{′′} be an innermost curve in D^{′′}, and let E^{′′} and E^{′′′} be the disks bounded by δ on D^′ and D^{′′} respectively. Then int(E^{′′}) ∩ int(E^{′′′}) = ∅, hence S^′ = E^{′′} ∪ E^{′′′} is an embedded 2-sphere. Note that δ may not be innermost on E^{′′′}, since the disk D^′ may still intersect int(E^{′′′}) outside E^{′′}, as illustrated in Figure 7.

in the interior of E^{′′′} that may intersect with D^{′′} D^{′′}

Some other part of D^′

E^{′′′}

E^{′′} Figure 7: looking for an embedded 2-sphere

Isotoping E^{′′} through E^{′′′} eliminates δ along with all other possible intersections of D^′ with the interior of E^{′′′}, thus reducing the number of connected components by at least 1. This contradicts the assumption that D^′ and D^{′′} minimize the number of intersections. This completes the proof of the lemma.

The next two lemmas are concerned with the intersection of a least area surface with the interiors of tetrahedra. First, it is necessary to show that this intersection is made of a collection of disks. In general, this may not hold (see [CM2] – [CM5]). However, if the mesh of the triangulation is considered, then the following holds:

Lemma 3.6. There exists ϵ > 0 such that if λ(T ) < ϵ, then the intersection of F with any tetrahedron of T is a (possibly empty) collection of disks.

Proof. Let G = F ∩ τ, for some tetrahedron τ ∈ T^{(3)}, and let S be some connected component of G, properly embedded in τ. Suppose conversely, that S is not a disk. Let {α_1, α_2, ..., α_n} = ∂S = (S ∩ ∂τ). See Figure 8 for an illustration in the case n = 3.

α_1

α_2 α_3

Figure 8: non-disk intersection

Since ∂τ is a 2-sphere, each of the curves α_j bounds a disk in ∂τ, and since F is incompressible each α_j must also bound a disk, D_j in F. If all disks {D_j ; j = 1, ..., n} are contained in the tetrahedron τ, then S is a 2-sphere. In this case S can be shrunk to a point inside τ, thus reducing the area of F. Therefore, there exists some 1 ≤ i ≤ n for which D_i is not entirely contained in τ (See Figure 9 for an illustration).

α_1

α_2 α_3

Figure 9: α bounds a disk outside of τ

Since α_i = ∂D_i is embedded in ∂τ, and since due to Lemma 3.5 α_i cannot be entirely embedded in a 2-face of τ, Theorem 1.1 of [HR] is used again from which it follows that α_i bounds a strictly convex disk E ⊂ ∂τ. Again, according to Meeks-Yau ([MY3], Theorems 1) and to Lemma 2.4, there exists ϵ > 0 so that if λ(T ) < ϵ then α_i bounds a least area disk D^{′′} that is properly embedded in the tetrahedron τ, and D_i cannot be a least area disk. Let S^′ be the 2-sphere D_i ∪ D^{′′}. As in Lemma 3.5 if S^′ is embedded F can be isotoped to a surface F^′ of smaller area, in contradiction to the choice of F. If S^′ is not embedded then the procedure used in Lemma 3.5 is repeated. D^i and D^{′′} are chosen such that the number of components in their intersection is minimal amongst all such pairs. Let γ ∈ D_i ∩D^{′′} be an innermost curve in D_i, and let E and E^{′′} be the disks bounded by γ on D_i and D^{′′} respectively. Then int(E)∩int(E^{′′}) = ∅, hence S^{′′} = E ∪E^{′′} is an embedded 2-sphere. Isotoping E through E^{′′} eliminates γ thus reducing the number of connected components by at least 1. This contradicts the assumption that D_i and D^{′′} minimize the number of intersections. The proof of the lemma is completed.

Recall that a disk D embedded in some tetrahedron τ is normal if its boundary is a collection of normal arcs in ∂τ. Recall also that a normal disk is elementary if its boundary is made of either 3 or 4 normal arcs. By Thompson, ([Tho]) and Stocking ([Stoc]) the following holds:

Lemma 3.7. ([Tho] pp. 615; [Stoc] Claim 1, Claim 2) All possible normal disks are 3-gons, 4-gons and n-gons, where n is even and greater or equal to 8. In the following lemma it is proved that if T is a fat triangulation with small enough mesh, then every normal disk is an elementary disk.

Lemma 3.8. For every 0 < φ <^π_2 there exists ϵ > 0 that depends only on inj_M, K_M and φ, such that if λ(T ) < ϵ, and T is φ-fat, then every normal disk in F ∩ T is either a 3-gon or a 4-gon.

Proof. Suppose there is some tetrahedron τ ∈ T for which F ∩ τ contains some connected component D with at least 8 edges. Using [Tho] and elementary combinatorial argument, one can easily show that there is at least one pair of opposite edges of τ (i.e., edges that do not share a vertex), so that D intersects each of these edges at least twice. Let p and q be a pair of intersection points on one of these edges, and let x and y be a pair of intersection points on the opposite edge. See Figures 10 for an illustration in the case where ∂D is made of eight edges.

x

p q y

Figure 10: octagon again

Let P be the plane embedded in M, which is spanned by p, q and some point v in the interior of the segment xy. Let γ = P ∩ D, see Figure 11. Let d : γ → R^+ be defined by sending each t ∈ γ to its distance from e, where e is the edge containing p and q. Since d(p) = d(q) = 0, d attains its maximum at some internal point of γ, denoted by z.

v

θ p q y

x

θ_2 θ_1

γ

P β

Figure 11: the plane P intersects the octagon

In order to proceed with the proof, the following definition by Banchoff of generalized curvature of a not-necessarily smooth curve, and a theorem by Rataj and Zähle that relates the generalized curvature to the usual curvature of smooth curves, are needed:

Definition 3.9. ([Ban]) Let α be a piecewise smooth curve embedded in a 3-manifold M. Let x ∈ α be a point where α is not smooth, and let t, t^′ be the two tangent vectors to α on the two sides of x respectively. Let η denote the angle between t and t^′. Then the curvature of α at x is given by:

k_α(x) = π − η . (10)

The following theorem is given in [RaZä] for all dimensions and for a large family of Riemannian manifolds. We will restrict it explicitly to curves and surfaces. See also [CMS2], Theorem 6.

Theorem 3.10. ([RaZä], Proposition 6) Let L_1, L_2 be two line segments in R^2 , so that Ł_1 ∩ L_2 is a point x. Let N_ϵ = {y ∈ R^2 ; dist(y, L_1 ∪ L_2) ≤ ϵ} be an ϵ-tubular neighborhood of L_1 ∪ L_2. Let x_ϵ be a point on ∂N_ϵ = {y ∈ R^2 ; dist(y, L_1 ∪ L_2) = ϵ}, so that dist(x, x_ϵ) = ϵ, and let k_ϵ(x_ϵ) be the curvature of ∂N_ϵ at x_ϵ, Then:

lim_{ϵ→0} k_ϵ(x_ϵ) = k_{(L1∪L2)}(x) . (11)

Having the above definition and theorem, it is possible to proceed with the proof of Lemma 3.8. Let β be a curve on F going from x to y that intersects γ in a single point. Let θ be the dihedral angle of τ along the edge e. Recall that since the triangulation T is φ-fat, and M is non positively curved then θ ≤ π − 2φ. As a result, if d(z) → 0 then there is a point on β so that the curvature of β at this point is at least π − (π − 2φ) = 2φ, which, is assumed to be greater than the Schoen curvature bound C. Thus there exists r_0 that depends only on the fatness φ of T and on the Schoen curvature bound C, so that d(z) > r_0.

Let O be a circle in P of curvature C tangent to γ at z, see Figure 12. Since γ is on the outside of O, at z, the points p and q at which γ intersects the edge e, must also be outside O, for otherwise there would be some point on γ at which the curvature of γ is greater than the curvature of O in contradiction to the curvature bound C. Denote by e_{pq} the segment on e from p to q, and by e_p′_q′ the chord in O formed by the intersection points of O with e. If M is a Euclidean manifold then by the Pythagorean theorem the following holds: ℓ(e_{pq}) ≥ ℓ(e_p′_q′ ) = √ ( 1 C 2 ) − ( 1 C − d(z))^2 > √ ( 1 C 2 ) − ( 1 C − r_1)^2 . (12)

In the case where M is hyperbolic manifold O is a circle in the hyperbolic plane P, of hyperbolic radius √ (^1_C^2). By properties of hyperbolic plane

geometry it is also a Euclidean circle of Euclidean radius tanh √ (^1_C^2). Hence, a corresponding lower bound on the hyperbolic distance between p and q is deduced in this case as well.

q^′ p^′ e p

z γ

q

O

Figure 12: a comparison circle

Similar analysis will also hold for the points x and y, while replacing the roles of γ and β, therefore whenever λ(T ) < ℓ(e_{pq}) there cannot be a normal disk with ≥ 8 edges on its boundary. This proves Lemma 3.8.

3.3 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. In order to prove the theorem it is essential to show that under the assumptions, the given least-area surface F satisfies the following:

(1) F ∩ int(T^{(2)}) does not contain simple closed curves.

(2) F ∩ T^{(3)} is a collection of disks.

(3) All normal disks in F ∩ T^{(3)} are elementary disks.

The proof of 1 was given in Lemma 3.5 and the proofs of (2) and of (3) were done in Lemmas 3.6 and 3.8. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.

4 Tameness of Non Normal Disks

This section extends the study of the intersection of a least area surface with a fat triangulation. In particular, it focuses on the intersections of non normal disks, if any exist, with the tetrahedra of the triangulation.

The following theorem shows that when restricted to least area surfaces and to fat triangulations, the local picture is rather simple and controlled.

Theorem 2. Let F be an incompressible, 2-sided least area surface in a closed, irreducible, orientable hyperbolic or Euclidean 3-manifold M. Let Ψ be the constant obtained in Theorem 1, and let T be a geodesic, least area, φ-fat triangulation of M so that λ(T ) < Ψ and F quasi normal with respect to T . Then every non normal disk in F ∩ T^{(3)} can be presented as a graph of a function defined on a disk that is contained in a single 2-face of T .

Proof. Let D be some non normal disk properly embedded in a tetrahedron τ, let f be some 2-face of τ, and let δ ⊂ D ∩ f be a bent curve in D ∩ f having its end points on the same edge e of f. Let p and q be the two points consisting δ ∩ e. See Figure 13 below for an illustration where δ has two components.

δ p

q f

Figure 13: A bent curve in the 2-face f, and its two end points

Let f^+ be the second 2-face of τ that meets f along e. There are three possibilities for the intersection curves of D ∩ f^+ emanating from p and q. Denote these curves by c_1 and c_2. Then these curves either connect each other without going through any other edge of f^+, where in this case D is a graph over f^+, as illustrated in the following Figure 14. In the other two possibilities these two curves may end at a single edge e_1 of f^+ other than e, or on each of the two edges e_1 and e_2 of f^+, that are not e. These two possibilities are illustrated in Figure 15(a) and (b).

p q c_1

c_2 e f

Figure 14: curves c_1 and c_2 connect each other inside f^+

p q c1 c2

q p c1 c2

(a) (b) e e1 e2

e1

Figure 15: c_1 and c_2 ends on edges of f^+ Suppose the situation is as shown in Figure 15(a). Let f^′ be the 2-face of τ that meets f^+ along the edge e_1 , and consider the curves of D ∩ f^′ that emanate from the end points of c_1 and c_2. There are two possibilities. One is that these curves close each other without any further intersection with the edges of f^′, as illustrated in Figure 16(a), and in this case the disk D can be presented as a graph over a disk contained in the 2-face f^+.

p q c1 c2

q p c1 c2

(a) (b) f′

Figure 16: c_1 and c_2 ends at a single edge

The second option is that each of the curves ends at some point on ∂f^′. In this latter case there are a few options, one of which is illustrated in Figure 16(b). All other options are treated similarly. Let p^′ and q^′ be the points at which c_1 and c_2 intersect the edge e_1, and let z be a point on the edge e_3 opposite to e_1, that is, the edge of τ that does not share a vertex with e_1. Let P be the plane spanned by p^′, q^′ and z. Let α be the intersection curve of P and D, and let β to be its co-curve on D, see Figure 17. Note that in this typical case D cannot be given as a graph of a function defined on some sub disk contained in a single 2-face of τ.

β

p q c_2 e_1 α

e c_1 p^′ q^′ z

Figure 17: the curvature of D along β is too large

As in the proof of Lemma 3.8, if the distance between β and the edge e_1 gets arbitrarily small, there will be a point on β with curvature that is arbitrarily close to the generalised curvature defined in Definition 3.9. Recall that this curvature is (π − dihedral angle of τ along e_1), and due to fatness of T this curvature is greater than 2φ. Since it is assumed that the Schoen curvature bound is smaller than 2φ, there exists r_0 > 0 that depends only on C and φ, so that the distance between β and e_1 is greater than r_0. Hence, there exists Ψ > 0 that depends only on C and φ such that the distance between p^′ and q^′ is greater than Ψ. Therefore, if λ(T ) < Ψ there cannot be a non normal disk as in Figure 16(b). Suppose now that we are in the situation shown in Figure 15(b). Again, this case splits to two options. Figure 18(a) shows one of these options, where the two curves c_1 and c_2 finally close each other at a point on the edge e_4, the opposite edge to e. In this case the disk D can be projected into f^+. A typical example of the second option is depicted in Figure 18(b) where the two curves following c_1 and c_2 intersect the two edges of f that are different from e before they close. In this case, let p^′ and q^′ be points on the two edges of f that are not e, and let V be the vertex of f^+ that is opposite to e, as shown in Figure 19 .

e_4

e_4

c_1 c_2 p q (a) (b)

Figure 18: c_1, c_2 go to different edges

V β p^′ q^′

p q e

Figure 19: c_1, c_2 go to different edges

Let P be the plane spanned by the points p^′, q^′ and V , and let β be the intersection curve P ∩ D. Then there exists r_0 > 0 so that the distance between β and the edge e_4 is greater than r_0, since otherwise the curvature of β will exceed 2φ at some point on β, and r_0 depends only on C and φ. As a result, there exists Ψ > 0 that depends only on C and φ, so that the distance between p^′ and q^′ must be larger than Ψ. Again, this imposes that if the mesh of T is smaller than ψ there cannot be a non normal disk of the type shown in Figure 18(b)

This completes the proof of Theorem 2

5 Manifolds with Boundary

This section generalizes Theorems 1 and 2 to compact 3-manifolds with boundary. Doing so requires some modifications in the proofs of those theorems which will be given herein. Before stating the generalized theorem a care need be taken for the mere existence of least area surfaces in manifolds with boundary. For that, the route taken in [HS] will be followed.

Definition 5.1. A Riemannian three manifold M has sufficiently convex boundary if:

1. ∂M is piecewise smooth.

2. Each smooth subsurface of ∂M has non-negative mean curvature with respect to the inward normal.

3. There exists a Riemannian three manifold N such that M is isometric to a submanifold of N , and each smooth subsurface S of ∂M extends to a smooth subsurface S^′ embedded in N such that S^′ ∩ M = S.

Further, the following definition given by Morrey in [Mor] is necessary in order to assure the existence of the curvature and injectivity radius bounds that are used in the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2.

Definition 5.2. A Riemnnian three manifold is homogeneously regular if there exist positive constants k, K so that every point of the manifolds lies in the image of a chart φ with domain the unit ball B(0, 1) in R^3 such that k||ν||^2 ≤ g_{ij}(φ(x))ν_iν_j ≤ K||ν||^2 for all x ∈ B(0, 1), where ν is any tangent vector to x, and g_{ij} are the components of the metric g on M.

In [MY3] existence and uniqueness of least area disks spanned by simple closed curves in the boundary of a three manifold with sufficiently convex boundary are proven, see also [HS], Section 6. In addition, Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 extend to homogeneously regular three manifolds with sufficiently convex boundary, see Section 6 of [HS]. Note that if T is a triangulation of a three-manifold with boundary then T induces a triangulation of ∂M, and according to [HS] if M is homogeneously regular with sufficiently convex boundary then the boundary of small enough 2-face of T that is embedded in ∂M bounds a least area disk in M, that is either properly embedded in M or a subset of ∂M. In the proof of Lemma 3.5 we used the fact that T is a least area triangulation, so every 2-face is a least area disk. This assumption may not hold for three manifolds with boundary, for example in the case where a least area disk bounded by a simple closed curve included in ∂M is properly embedded in M. As a result a proper modification of Theorem 1 needs to be stated. Before stating the appropriate theorem the following definition is required.

Definition 5.3. Let T be a triangulation of a three manifold with boundary. A 2-face of T is called peripheral if it has non empty intersection with ∂M. A 2-face is called boundary 2-face if it is embedded in ∂M. A triangulation is called internally least area if every 2-face that is not a boundary 2-face is a least area disk spanned by its boundary.

In order to simplify the statement of the following theorem the definition of quasi-normal surface is altered.

Definition 5.4. A surface (F, ∂F) properly embedded in a triangulated three manifold (M, ∂M, T ) is internally quasi-normal if its non-normal intersection with T are bent curves, and a (possibly empty) collection of simple closed curves, each is contained in a boundary 2-face of T , and bounds a least area disk properly embedded in a peripheral tetrahedron of T .

With these definitions at hand Theorem 1 is restated as follows:

Theorem 3. Let M be an irreducible, orientable, homogeneously regular Euclidean or hyperbolic three manifold with sufficiently convex boundary. Let F be a two-sided incompressible, ∂-incompressible, least area surface properly embedded in M. Let T be some geodesic internally least area triangulation of M, so that F ∩ T^{(0)} = ∅. Then for every 0 < φ <^π_2 there exists a constant Ψ > 0 that depends only on inj_M, K_M, and φ, such that if T is φ-fat, and λ(T ) < Ψ, then F is internally quasi-normal with respect to T .

In order to prove Theorem 3 Lemma 3.5 becomes the following lemma which in a sense resembles Lemma 6.7 of [HS]:

Lemma 5.2. There exists ϵ > 0 such that if T is φ-fat for some positive φ, and λ(T ) < ϵ then the intersection of F with the interior of any 2-faces of T that is not a boundary 2-face does not contain simple closed curves, and if γ ∈ ∂F is a simple closed curve contained in the interior of a boundary 2-face of T then γ bounds a least area disk that is either contained in ∂M or properly embedded in mcalM

Proof. Let f be a 2-face of T . If f is not a boundary 2-face then all arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.5 hold, so the proof is identical. Suppose f is a boundary 2-face, and that γ ∈ ∂F is a simple closed curve contained in the interior of f. Let N = N (δ, γ, F) be a δ-collar neighborhood of γ in F, for some small enough δ so that N is entirely contained in a tetrahedron τ ∈ T of which f is a 2-face. Let Γ ∈ ∂N be the parallel of γ in the boundary of N . Then Γ is a simple closed curve in F contained in the 3-ball τ, and since F is incompressible Γ bounds a disk D in F. As a result γ is the boundary of a disk E = D ∪N that is contained in F. If the disk D is not entirely contained in τ then the situation is identical to case II of the proof of Lemma 3.5, and the arguments used in this case still hold, so the proof proceeds identically.

If D is contained in τ then the interior of E is contained in τ as well. In addition, γ bounds a disk D^′ in the 2-face f. Since F is embedded in M, the disk D is embedded, and as a result E is embedded as well. Hence, D^′ ∪ E is a 2-sphere embedded in M. Therefore, since M is irreducible the disk E there is an isotopy of F mapping E isotopically to D^′, and which is the identity elsewhere. If this isotopy reduces the area of F then the disk D^′ is a least area disk bounded by γ, otherwise, according to lemma 6.6 of [HS] γ bounds least area disk that is properly embedded in the tetrahedron τ which, by definition, is a peripheral tetrahedron, and the proof of the lemma is completed.

The following two lemmas are the appropriate versions of Lemmas 3.6, and 3.8 for the case M has non-empty boundary.

Lemma 5.3. Let M be homogeneously regular three manifold with sufficiently convex boundary. There exists ϵ > 0 such that if λ(T ) < ϵ, then the intersection of F with any tetrahedron of T is a (possibly empty) collection of disks.

Lemma 5.4. Let M be homogeneously regular three manifold with sufficiently convex boundary. For every 0 < φ <^π_2 there exists ϵ > 0 that depends only on inj_M, K_M and φ, such that if λ(T ) < ϵ, and T is φ-fat, then every normal disk in F ∩ T is either a 3-gon or a 4-gon.

Since the proofs of both Lemmas 3.6, and 3.8 heavily relies on the curvature bound of Schoen, and since, according to [Mor] being homogeneously regular is equivalent to having global bound on the curvature in the case of three manifold with boundary, the proof of Lemma 5.3 remains the same as the proof of Lemma 3.6, and the proof of Lemma 5.4 is identical to that of 3.8. One thing to notice however, is the following:

Remark 5.5. If f is a peripheral 2-face that is not a boundary 2-face, so that f meets ∂M transversally along an edge e, then there cannot be any bent curve in f having both end points on e. This is because the surface F is ∂-incompressible in M, and any such bent curve gives rise to ∂-compression.

The proof of Theorem 3 follows from Lemmas 5.2, 5.3, and 5.4 exactly the same way as Theorem 1 follows from Lemmas 3.5, 3.6, and 3.8

Theorem 4. Let F be an incompressible, ∂-incompressible, 2-sided least area surface in a homogeneously regular, irreducible, orientable hyperbolic or

Euclidean 3-manifold M, with sufficiently convex boundary. Let Ψ be the constant obtained in Theorem 1, and let T be a geodesic, internally least area, φ-fat triangulation of M so that λ(T ) < Ψ and F quasi normal with respect to T . Then every non normal disk in F ∩ T^{(3)} can be presented as a graph of a function defined on a disk that is contained in a single 2-face of T . Proof. The proof of the theorem is similar to the proof of Theorem 2 which completely relies on the existence of global bound on the curvature of stable minimal surfaces in a closed three manifold. Again, homogeneous regularity of the manifold imposes the existence of such bound. In light of Remark 5.5 the proof is simplified as some possible cases are actually impossible and need not be considered.

6 What’s Next?

In a followup paper we will address Question II proposed in this paper. We will use theorems 1 and 2 in order to prove that every least area surface in a Euclidean or hyperbolic 3-manifold is a limit surface, in some appropriate manner that will be defined in that paper, of a sequence of relatively simple surfaces, termed flat associated surfaces. The starting point will be the quasinormal position of the surface with respect to some triangulation, and we will use the tameness of the surface, with respect to the triangulation, in order to build a sequence of these flat associated surfaces that will be shown to converge to the given least area surface. Along the way we will develop a technique to repeatedly subdivide a triangulation arbitrarily fine, while keeping its fatness fixed. It will be shown that the standard barycentric subdivision in not the one to use, so a different method is needed.

Acknowledgement

Most content of this paper is part of the author’s PhD dissertation, under the advisory of Prof. Yoav Moriah, that was submitted to the Technion-IIT graduate school on 2014. The author would like to express his gratitude to Dr. Emil Saucan and to Prof. Joel Hass for their useful comments while working on early versions of this work.

References

[APT] S. Angenent, E. Pitchon and A. Tannenbaum, Mathematical methods in medical image processing, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 43, 3, 2006.

[Ban] T. F. Banchoff, Critical points and curvature for embedded polyhedral surfaaces, Americam Math, Monthly, 77, 5, 1970.

[Bre] W. Breslin, Thick triangulations of hyperbolic n-manifolds, Pacific Jour. Math., 241, 2, 2009.

[Ca] S. S. Cairns, A simple triangulation method for smooth manifolds, Bull.

Amer. Math. Soc. 67, 4, 1961.

[CMS] J. Cheeger, W. Müller and R. Schrader, On the curvature of piecewise flat spaces, Comm. Math. Phys., 92, 3, 1984.

[CMS2] J. Cheeger, W. Müller and R. Schrader, Kinematic and tubular formulas for piecewise linear spaces, Indiana Univ. Math. Jour., 35, 4, 1986.

[CM] T. H. Colding and W. Minicozzi II, Minimal surfaces, Courant Lec.

Notes, 4, 1999.

[CM2] T. H. Colding and W. Minicozzi II, The space of embedded minimal surfaces of a fixed genus in a 3-manifold I, Ann. Math., 160, 1, 2004.

[CM3] T. H. Colding and W. Minicozzi II, The space of embedded minimal surfaces of a fixed genus in a 3-manifold II, Ann. Math., 160, 1, 2004.

[CM4] T. H. Colding and W. Minicozzi II, The space of embedded minimal surfaces of a fixed genus in a 3-manifold III, Ann. Math., 160, 1, 2004.

[CM5] T. H. Colding and W. Minicozzi II, The space of embedded minimal surfaces of a fixed genus in a 3-manifold IV, Ann. Math., 160, 1, 2004.

[Dou] J. Douglas, Solution of the problem of Plateau, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 34, 1, 1932.

[Hak] W. Haken, Theorie der normalflachen, Acta. Math., 105 1961. [HS] J. Hass and P. Scott, The existence of least area surfaces in 3-manifolds, Trans. AMS., 310, 1, 1988.

[He] J. Hempel, 3-manifolds, Ann. Math. Stud., 56, 1976.

[HR] C. D. Hodgson and I. Rivin, A characterization of compact convex polyhedara in hyperbolic 3-space, Invent. Math. 111, 1, 1993.

[JO] W. Jaco and U. Oertel, An Algorithm to decide if a 3-Manifold is a Haken Manifold, Topology, 23, 2, 1984.

[JR1] W. Jaco and J. H. Rubinstein, PL-Equivariant surgery and invariant decompositions of 3-manifolds, Advances in Mathematics, 73, 2, 1988.

[JR2] W. Jaco and J. H. Rubinstein, PL-Minimal surfaces in 3-manifolds, J. Differntial Geometry, 27, 3, 1988.

[Kne] H. Kneser, Geschlossene flachen in drei-dimesnionalen Mannigfaltigkeiten, Jahresber.Deutsch. Math. Verbein, 1929.

[MS] D. Mumford and J. Shah, em Optimal approximations by piecewise smooth functions and associated variational problems, Commun. Pure. Appl. Math., 42, 5, 1989.

[MY1] W.H. Meeks. III and S.T. Yau, Topology of three dimensional manifolds and the embedding problem in minimal surface theory, Ann. Math., 112, 1980.

[MY2] W.H. Meeks. III and S.T. Yau, The Classical Plateau problem and the topology of three dimensional manifolds , Topology, 21, 4, 1982.

[MY3] W.H. Meeks. III and S.T. Yau, The Existence of embedded minimal surfaces and the problem of uniqueness, Math. Z., 179, 1982.

[MSY] W.H. Meeks. III, L. Simon and S.T. Yau, Embedded minimal surface, exotic spheres and manifolds with positive ricci curvature, Ann. Math., 116, 3, 1982.

[Mor] C. B. Morrey, The problem of Plateau in a Riemannian manifold, Ann.

Math., 49, 4, 1948.

[Mo] E. Moise, Affine stratures in 3-manifolds V. The Triangulation Theorem and Hauptvrmutung, Ann. Math., 56, 1, 1952.

[Ni] Y. Ni, Uniqueness of PL minimal surfaces, Acta. Math. Sinica, 23, 6, 2007.

[Pel] K. Peltonen, On the existence of quasiregular mappings, Ann. Acad.

Sci. Fenn., Series I Math., Dissertationes, 1992.

[Por] J. Porti, Regenerating hyperbolic and spherical cone structures from Euclidean ones, Topology, 37, 2, 1998.

[Rad] T. Rado, On the problem of Plateau, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1933.

[RaZä] J. Rataj and M. Zähle, General normal cycles and Lipschitz manifolds of bounded curvature, Annals Global Anal. Geom., 27, 2005.

[Sa1] E. Saucan, The existence of quasimeromorphic mappings in dimension 3, Conform. Geom. Dyn., 10, 2006.

[Sa2] E. Saucan, Note on a theorem of Munkres, Mediterr. Jour. Math., 2, 2005.

[Sch] R. Schoen, Estimates for stable minimal surfaces in 3-manifolds, Ann.

Math. Stud., 103, 1983.

[Schl] S.Schleimer, The disjoint curve property, Geometry and Toplogy, 8, 2004.

[Stoc] M. Stocking, Almost normal surfaces in 3-manifolds, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 352, 1, 2003.

[Tho] A. Thompson, Thin position and the recognition of S^3, Math. Research Let.,1, 1994.