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EXTRINSIC ISOPERIMETRY AND COMPACTIFICATION OF MINIMAL
SURFACES IN EUCLIDEAN AND HYPERBOLIC SPACES

VICENT GIMENO# AND VICENTE PALMER*

ABSTRACT. We study the topology of (properly) immersed complete madi surfaces
P2 in Hyperbolic and Euclidean spaces which have finite totriresic curvature

Jp IIBY||2do < oo, using some isoperimetric inequalities satisfied by theresit balls
in these surfaces, (see [22]). Based on estimates on thatatedecay of complete mini-
mal surfaces with finite total extrinsic curvature in Euebeh and Hyperbolic spaces proved
by Anderson and De Oliveira inl[1] and [21] respectively, weegan alternative proof to
the fact that these surfaces are diffeomorphic to a compaéice punctured at a finite
number of points. Using this last result and the isoperimetnalysis above alluded, we
present a unified proof of the Chern-Osserman inequalifgfiat by these minimal sur-
faces. Finally, we show a Chern-Osserman type equalitynattaby complete minimal
surfaces in the Hyperbolic space with finite total extringicvature.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the paper[11], A. Huber proved that, whéxis a complete, connected and oriented
surface with finite total curvature theh is homeomorphic, (in fact, conformally equiva-
lent), to a compact surface punctured at a finite number oftedl \ {p1, ..., p, }-

On the other hand, S.S. Chern and R. Osserman provéd in [4ig(basically tech-
niques from complex analysis) the following estimate fa Huler characterisitig(P) of
complete and minimal immersed surfades C R, (cmi for short), with finite total cur-
vature, in terms of its total curvature and its number of ekdJ his formula is nowadays
known as theChern-Osserman Inequalijtgnd can be stated as

1
(1.1) —x(P) < —%/PKCZU —k

being K the Gauss curvature @1.

This inequality is in fact an equality for cmi surfac& C R” of finite total scalar
curvature when we repladeby the (finite) supremum of the volume growth function, (see
[1]), so we have

B 1 P Vol(P? N BY)™)
» R e N L e

IN

. BP2 _ P
4W/Pn |2do — K(P)

and therefore, in this case we get a better estimate of ther Eéracteristic of the surface
using the volume growth of the extrinsic domaids = P2 N B%"™ whereB%" denotes the
geodesic-ball in the simply connected real space foK#(b), (seel[T]). These domains
D, are known as thextrinsic balls

When we deal with the same question but considering comfiete-compact) mini-
mal surfaces”? immersed in the hyperbolic spa&*(b), the first consideration is that,
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by the Gauss equation, the total Gaussian curvature of aufaces is infinite. How-

ever, it is possible to consider surfacB$ C H"(b) with finite total extrinsic curvature
Jp |BY||?do < oo. Note that to have finite total scalar (extrinsic) curvatisrequivalent

to the finiteness of the total Gaussian curvature, when taciis minimal and immersed
in R™.

In view of these considerations, it is natural to wonder iisipossible to stablish a
Chern-Osserman inequality for complete minimal surfadés fimite total extrinsic curva-
ture (properly) immersed in the hyperbolic space. This tioe$as been addressed by Q.
Chen and Y. Cheng in the papers [5] and [6]. They proved, famaptete minimal surface
P? (properly) immersed iffl" (b) and such thaf,, || B”||do < oo, the following version
of the Chern-Osserman Inequality, in terms of the volumevtit@f the extrinsic balls:

Vol(P? N B;- 1)

Sup,.
PV (B, ?)

< oo and
1.3)
1P2 B 1,n

< [ 187 o —sup, UL DB 1)
Vo 1(B )

The proofs of these authors encompasses elaborated cdiopsiighich depends heav-
ily on the properties of the hyperbolic functions, far frome ttcomplex analysis techniques
above alluded, used in the Euclidean case.

On the other hand and following in the footsteps of Andersampublished paper|[1],
G. De Oliveira adressed in the paperl[21] the objective tagedstimate for the curvature
decay wherP is a complete minimal surface " (b) with finite total extrinsic curvature.
Although this estimate was not given explicitly, (a fact @efed in the Euclidean context
in [1]), it was proved that| B¥||(p) goes to0 as the extrinsic distance(p) to a fixed
point goes to infinity, and then, as in Anderson’s paper, @ascluded the properness of
the immersion and that the extrinsic distance to a fixed pibéfined in the submanifold
P, r, has no critical points outside a compact/m Hence it is possible to construct a
diffeomorphism among@ and a compact surface punctured at a finite number of points.

We present in this paper a unified approach which encompésseompactification
problem and the proof of one version of the Chern-Ossermequiality (in terms of the
volume growth) for complete minimal surfaces with finitealoéxtrinsic curvature im-
mersed in Euclidean or Hyperbolic spaces. We have provetiéo®eni 3.1l the following
Chern-Osserman inequality, which encompasses ineqs[iil) and(1]3):

Theorem A. (Theoreni 3]1) LeP? be an complete minimal surface immersed in a simply
connected real space form with constant sectional curedtut 0, K™(b). Let us suppose
that [, | B”||*do < oc. Then

(1) P has finite topological type.
(2) Sup;so( okl ) < o0

Vol(B??)
" IBP2 .
(3) —x(P) < d21EE —sup,., 2L

wherey (P) is the Euler characteristic oP.

Although with this approach we are not able to state equdlifg) in the Euclidean
setting, we shall prove in Theordm %.1 the following Chess€man type equality for
cmi surfaces in the Hyperbolic space:

Theorem B. (Theoreni4]l) LeP? be a complete immersed minimal surfaceHin(b).
Let us suppose thdft, | B”||?do < co. Then

1 Vol(D;) 1
1.4 —x(P)=— [ |IBY|?do - S Gy(P
(1.4) x(P) 47r/PH [*do — Sup,~q Vol B?) 5-Go(P)
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whereG, (P) is a nonnegative and finite quantity which do not depends erxhaustion
by extrinsic balls{ D; }+~, of P and is given by

(Vol(Dy))
Vol(B!?)

1
+/ <BP(e,e),LPr>dat
oD, [Vor

Our unified approach is based on the divergence Theorem amtetfsian and Laplacian
comparison theory of restricted distance function, (s€ [19] and [12]) which involves
bounds on the mean curvature of the submanifold. We usesrptper a version of this
result for complete minimal submanifolds of real space ®rifsee Theorein 2.2), but
it can be found more general statements of this theorem,hmmcompasses complete
submanifolds not necessarily minimal in ambient spacds settional curvatures bounded
from above or from below (seg [19] and [12]).

Using these more general results and an extrinsic versitreaflassical Huber’s result,
it should be possible to obtain Chern-Osserman inequafitiecomplete and non-minimal
surfaces with finite total extrinsic curvature and propémynersed in Cartan-Hadamard
manifolds which displays an appropriate behavior of thetti®nal curvatures, as it is
being studied in[[B] and_[9], in the line of the results of B. iéhin [27], where it was
presented a version of Chern-Osserman inequality for cetmpind non-minimal surfaces
immersed inR™ with finite total curvature. Other purely intrinsic apprbao this question
was given by K. Shiohama in [26].

Gb(P) = lim <hb(ﬁ) VOI(BS’Q)( )/

(1.5)

1.1. Outline. The oultline of the paper is following. In Sectig? we present the basic
facts about the Hessian comparison theory of restrictadrtie function we are going to
use (see Theorem 2.2 and Proposifion 2.3) obtaining as daryrthe compactification of
cmi surfaces ifk™(b) with finite total extrinsic curvature, (Corollary 2.4) andiaequality
satisfied by the Euler characteristic of the extrinsic bialls cmi surface iK™ (b), (Corol-
lary[2.8). Sectior§.3 is devoted to the unified proof of the Chern-Osserman iakitgjfor
complete minimal surfaces with finite total extrinsic curra immersed in Euclidean and
Hyperbolic spaces (Theordm B.1), and in Secfjghit is proved a Chern-Osserman type
equality satisfied by the cmi surfacestiit (b) (Theoreni4.1L).

2. PRELIMINAIRES

2.1. The extrinsic distance. We assume throughout the paper tRatis a complete, non-
compact, immerse@-dimensional submanifold in a simply connected real spaoa bf
non-positive constant sectional curvatlie(b), (K" (b) = R™ whenb = 0 andK"(b) =
H™(b) whenb < 0) . All the points in these manifolds are poles. Recall thabke|s a
pointo such that the exponential map

exp,: TobN™ — N"
is a diffeomorphism. For every € N™ \ {o} we definer(z) = disty(o,z), and this
distance is realized by the length of a unique geodesic fsdmz, which is theradial
geodesic fronv. We also denote by the restriction|p : P — Ry U {0}. This restriction
is called theextrinsic distance functiofrom o in P™. The gradients of in NV and P are
denoted byv"¥  andV” r, respectively. Let us remark th&t” r(z) is just the tangential
component inP of V¥ r(z), for all z € S. Then we have the following basic relation:

(2.1) VVr =P r + (VN )L,

where(VY r)-(z) = V'r(z) is perpendicular ta, P for all - € P.
On the other hand, we should recall that allimmersed susfBda the real space forms
of non-positive constant sectional curvati¥é = K" (b) which satisfies(,, | B”||*do <
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oo are properly immersed (s€€ [1], [20] andl[21]). Therefore,can omit the hypothesis
about the properness of the immersion when we assum¢ tHe " ||>do < oc.

Definition 2.1. Given a connected and complete surf&Zeproperly immersed in a mani-
fold N with a poleo € N, we denote thextrinsic metric ballof radiust > 0 and center
o € N by D;(0). They are defined as any connected component of the intensect

Bi(o)NP ={z € S: r(z) < t},
whereB, (o) denotes the open geodesic ball of radiusentered at the polein N™.

Remark a. We want to point out that the extrinsic domaifs(o) are precompact sets,
(because we assume in the definition above that the subrithiifis properly immersed),
with smooth boundaryD, (o) being a closed immersed curveih The assumption on
the smoothness @fD;(0) makes no restriction. Indeed, the distance functisgsmooth
in K™(b) \ {o} sinceK"™(b) is assumed to possess a pole K" (b). Hence the restriction
r|p is smooth inP and consequently the radiithat produce smooth boundari@®; (o)
are dense ifR by Sard’s theorem and the Regular Level Set Theorem.

Remark b. When the submanifold considered is totally geodesic, ngmdien P is a
Hyperbolic or an Euclidean subespace of the ambient reaksfoam, the extrinsic balls
become geodesic balls, and its boundary is the distanceespkiée recall here that the
mean curvature of the geodesic sphere in the real spaceKdéi(t), 'pointed inward’ is
(seel22)):

Vbeot Vbt if b>0

ho(t)=4 1/t if b=0
V=bcoth/=bt if b<0

2.2. Hessian comparison analysis of the extrinsic distanceThe 2.nd order analysis of
the restricted distance functier), defined on manifolds with a pole is firstly and foremost
governed by the Hessian comparison Theorem A in [10]. We aieggto give here an
statement of this theorem.

Theorem 2.2(See [10], Theorem A)Let P"*be a complete, non-compact, properly im-
mersed,m-dimensional submanifold in a real space form of non-pesitonstant sec-
tional curvatureK™(b). Then

(i) GivenX e T, P unitary:

(2.2)  Hess"(r)(X,X) = hy(r) (1— < X, VVr >2) +(VVr, BP(X, X))

whereB? is the second fundamental formBfin V.

(i) Tracing equality [2.2) we obtain
(2.3) AP(r) = (m = [V r[hy(r) +m{Vr, Hp)

whereHp denotes the mean curvature vectorfofn N and h,,(r) is the mean curvature
of the geodesie-spheres iK™ (b).

Let us consider now); an extrinsic ball in a complete and properly immersed mitima
surfaceP in the real space forf™(b) with b < 0. We are going to apply Gauss-Bonnet
formula to the curve®D;. To do that, we need to compute its geodesic curvature in the
following

Proposition 2.3. Givend D, the smooth closed curves ity

vir -
(A eyl

hy (1) P
(2.4) koDt — + < BF(e,e)
! (e
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Proof. Let {e,v} C TP be an orthonormal frame along the cut®,, wheree is the unit
tangent vector t&D; andv = % is the unit normal t@ D, in P, pointed outward.

From the definition of geodesic curvature of the extrinsiorimaries) D;, we have

vPyr

—_— >

IV Er|

Then, having on account the definition of Hessian
Hessr(e,e) =< VIV r e >

and the fact that/”’r ande are orthogonal,

(2.5) ki =—< Ve,

2.6 k= ——
(26) 0 = P

Applying at this point equation (2.2) in Theorém2.2

Hess"r(e,e)

(2.7) k! 1

1. pP
= W{hb(r)—i— <V-r,B"(e,e) >}

O
Now, we considef D; };~o an exhaustion of’ by extrinsic balls. Recall than an ex-
haustion of the submanifol® is a sequence of subs€t®; C P}~ such that:
e D, C D,whens >t
o UpnoDy =P
We have the following Corollary
Corollary 2.4. Let P? be an complete minimal surface immersed in a simply condecte
real space form with constant sectional curvatére< 0, K"(b). Let us suppose that

Jp |BY||?do < 0. Then
(i) P is diffeomorphic to a compact surfa¢& punctured at a finite number of points.

(i) For all sufficiently larget > Ry > 0, x(P) = x(D:) and hence, givefiD; }:~( an
exhaustion ofP by extrinsic balls,

x(P) = lim x(Dy)
Proof. Let us considef D; },~o an exhaustion oP by extrinsic balls, centered at the pole
p € P. We apply LemmaZ2]4 to the smooth cunégd;: As
—[IB”| << B (¢,e), V> r >< || BY|
we have, on the points of the curyes 9Dy,
IV7 rli(q) - kgt (a) = ho(rp(a))+ < B (e,e), V1 > (q)
> h(rp(q)) = 1B l(q)

Using now Proposition 2.2 in[1], wheR? is a cmi inR™ or Lemma 3.1 in[[211], whe®?
is a cmi inH"(b), we know that| B ||(¢) goes uniformly td) ast = r,(q) — co. Hence,
for all the pointsy € 9D, and for sufficiently large,

(2.8)

(2.9) VP rl(q) - kP (q) >0

Hence,|| V7 7| > 0in 8D, for all sufficiently larget. Fixing a sufficienty large radius
Ry, we can conclude that the extrinsic distangéias no critical points itP \ Dg,.

The above inequality implies that for this sufficienty lafgesd radiusRy, there is a
diffeomorphism

(I):P\DRO—)(?DROX[O,OO[



6 V. GIMENO AND V. PALMER

In particular,P has only finitely many ends, each of finite topological type.

To proof this we apply Theorem 3.1 in_[16], concluding that,the extrinsic annuli
Ar, r(p) = Dr(p) \ Dr,(p) contains no critical points of the extrinsic distance fimmt
rp : P — R because inequality (2.9), thebr(p) is diffeomorphic toDg, (p) for all
R > Ry.

The above diffeomorfism implies that we can constlidtom Dpr, (R, big enough)
attaching annulis and that P \ D;) = 0 whent > Ry. Then, for allt > Ry,

X(P) = x(Dy U(P\ D)) = x(Dr)

Corollary 2.5. Let P? C K"(b) be a complete minimal surface properly immersed in a

real space form with curvature < 0, let D; be an extrinsic disc irP of radiust > 0 and
let 9D, be its boundary. Then:

=2mx(Dy) + (b + w)%w)t)
(2.10) 2 ¢
)~ 25 [ e < 3RO+ 3 RO

whereR(t) = [, |B”|*do, | B”| is the norm of the second fundamental formPoin
K™(b), x(D;) is the Euler’s characterisc ab; and, givern €]0, 2 ,

fra(t) = ah(t)

Proof. Integrating along)D; equation[(Z4) and using Gauss-Bonnet theorem and co-area
formula, (seel[23]), we obtain

27x(Dy) 7/ KFfdo =
(2.11) P N

1 V—r
hb(t)/ ———doy +/ < Bp(e,e), ——— > doy
op, | V7| oD, IV r|

where we denote a& © the Gauss curvature df.
But, ondD;,

vir
VP

[Vl
IVl

IVl

—|BF
1B <

< [1B7|

BF(e,e)

S0, asfy.(t) > 0V¢ > 0, having into account the inequality among the arithmetitt an
geometric mean and applying co-area formula:
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t

1
21x(Dy) — KPdo =h t/ ———do
o=, "W Jop, T

+/ < BP(e,e) Vor oy >h(t)/ LI
e, e),—s— ot = hy —%——dao
oD, Iver op, | VEr||

1
1
~ / ”BPH||vPr||dat:h,,<t) / . .
oD, |V 7| op, | V77|

2.12 P 1
@12 _ [ B el sy [
D foaOV VP IV op, [ V77|

1/ 1B 1 SR V|
on, fia

_ 2 L=
2 (I V7l 2 Jop, V77

1 1 f2a) | V|2
> h(t doy — R/(t —L/ —  do
z b“/aDt P T et T T o e

Now, we apply the following lemma:

Ot

Lemma 2.6. Let P2 ¢ K"(b) be a surface properly immersed in a real space form with
curvatureb < 0, let D; be an extrinsic disc i? of radiust > 0 and leto D, the extrinsic
circle. Then:

(2.13) / Vol 4, </ 1 hy(t) Vol(Dy)do
' = TT—p. b
op, IVPrll "= Jop, IVPr] v

Proof. Applying divergence theorem and computing the Laplaciah@gxtrinsic distance
in a minimal submanifold of a real space form (see equalfid) {& Theoreni 2]2) we have

[VEr|? / 1 / P 1
doy = —=—do; — [V r||doy = —s—do
/aDt VP Jop, IVPr° Jop, C Jop, VPR
1
(2.14) 7/ APrdJ:/ Tdoﬁ/ 2 — IVPr||)hy(r)do
Dy ap, [IVFrl Dy

1 1
< 7da—/ hbrdag/ ———doy — hy(t) Vol(D
/apt P ot ), de < R dor — hat) Vol(Dy)

Then, using inequality (2.13) in the last member of the iraditjes [2.12)

2mx(Dr) = / KPdo > (hy(t) — f‘ia(t)) /6 L o

N 2 Jon, 19771
L Ral®)
Tt Ot T

Now, applying Gauss equation for minimal surfaces in théspace form&K™ (b), we
have

(2.15)

Vol(Dy)

QWX(Dt)—bVOI(Dt)—i—%R(t) > (h(t) — b’”‘(t))/aD |V13r||dat

2
1 , I3 o ()P ()
RGN

(2.16)

and hence
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i ()l (1)
+ =t

—27tx(Dy) + (b ) Vol(Dy)

(2.17)

+ (hy(t) — fb,;(t))/aDt HV;TH < %R(t) + 72&2,1&(15) R(t)

3. A UNIFIED PROOF OFCHERN-OSSERMAN INEQUALITY IN HYPERBOLIC AND
EUCLIDEAN SPACES

We are going to give a unified proof of the classical Cherne@aan inequality for
minimal surfaces of Euclidean and Hyperbolic spaces. A kaigame for this unified
approach s the isoperimetric inequality stablished ir} fathe extrinsic balls of minimal
submanifolds in Cartan-Hadamard manifolds, as well as aotooicity result which is
derived from it and from co-area formula, (seel[18] &nd [2]).

Theorem C. ([22], [18], [2]]) Let P™ a complete minimal submanifold properly immersed
in a Cartan-Hadamard manifol&™ with sectional curvaturd{y < b < 0. Let D, be an
extrinsict-ball in P™, with center at a poinp which is also a pole in the ambient space
N. Then

Vol(9Dy) Vol(SY™ 1)
Vol(D:) — Vol(B™)

(3.2) forall ¢ >0

Furthermore, the functioif (¢) = % is monotone non-decreasingtn

Moreover, if equality in inequalitﬂﬂl) holds for some @xadiust, then D,, is a
minimal cone in the ambient spa®#*, so if N is the hyperbolic spac&"(b), b < 0,
thenP™ is totally geodesic iK™ (b).

As a consequence of Corolldry R.4, Corollaryi2.5 and The{@ewe obtain the Chern-
Osserman inequality for minimal submanifolds in Euclidead Hyperbolic spaces:

Theorem 3.1. Let P2 be an complete minimal surface immersed in a simply condecte
real space form with constant sectional curvatére< 0, K"(b). Let us suppose that
[pIIBY|]Pdo < oc. Then

(1) P has finite topological type.

(2) Supy o (Gogrsy) < 00
[EE5
4

3) —x(P) < L1210

Vol(D,)
t>0 vo1(BY?)

wherex (P) is the Euler characteristic aP.

— Sup

Remark c. We should note the following technical observation: to grthve result when
the ambient space is the Hyperbolic spdte(b) it is necessary to consider a suitable
exhaustion ofP? C H"(b) by extrinsic balls{D;, }°, such that their radiugt;}$°,
determines a subsequen@%%};’g1 which converges to zero by virtue of the fact that,

in this case,f,, ”ZQ)‘QdJ < 00.

However, when we consider the surfaéemmersed in the Euclidean space, we shall
use the estimate of the curvature decay obtained by Andénqdh which holds for any
monotone increasing sequence of raditi 52, .

Proof. We are going to divide the proof in two cases: @&se | where the ambient space
is the Hyperbolic spacE" (b), and theCase Ilwhere the ambient space is the Euclidean
spaceR™.
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Case |. Let us conside” (properly) immersed ifil™(b). Let {D;};~o be an exhaustion
of P by extrinsic balls. Using co-area formula, we know that

d 1
3.2 — Vol(D;) = ——d
(32) at Vol /aD,, Ve

Hence, applying Corollafy 2.5 we have

—27TX(Dt) + (b+ W)VOI(D”
(3.3) oy Jha®id o L L o
* (o(t) = =50 VolD) < 3RO + 5 B (Y

On the other hand, fro@.% Vol(D;) > Vol(dD;). Therefore, using inequality (3.3)
we obtain

—27x(Dy)

(3.4) voI(Dy) | (b 4 JoaDelt) ‘ia(’;)hb(t)) 4 (h(t) — L i;“))vvogfit))]
< %R(t) + 2fb2,1a(t) R'(t)

Applying isoperimetric inequaliti{31) in Theordmh C, wevba
—2my(Dy)

as VoD b+ IuaOM D), | (1) - Lo )311((;))
< %R(t) + sz?,la(ﬁ)R/(t)

Hence, using the fact that
bVol(BY?) + hy(t) Vol(SP! = 27 Wt > 0

we have
—2mx(Dy)
Vol(D o ()P (2 pall
36 vOcl)(gg—bfz)) o (2) ol - fb’2( ) VOI(S’?’I)]
t
1 1 /
< SR(t) + WR (t)
and therefore
B VOl(Dt) . sza(t) VOI(BfQ)
. 2x (D) + 7\/01(3?72) 2m 27r—2 7\/01(5?,1)
1 1 /
< SR() + WR (t)

Therefore, for alk > 0,
Vol(D;) <1 ~ ahy(t) Vol(B?

) -
(3.8) VO](BS’Q) 2 VOl(Sf’l) ) X(Dy)
R(t) R
Iy dmachy(t)
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ILB"1

|IB”|[?
As )

o < 7=lIBYIIP then [ ||BP|]?do < oo implies [,
by co-area formula:

(3.9) /Om(/jjt%)dt:/ow(ig)dt<oo

Therefore, there is a monotone increasing (sub)sequgnig ; tending to infinity,

(namelyt; — oo wheni — o), such tha% — 0 wheni — oo.

Let us consider the exhaustion Bfby these extrinsic balls, namelyD;. }22,. Then
we have, replacingfor ¢; and taking limits when — oo in inequality [3.8) and applying

CorollaryZ.2 (i),

do < oo. Hence,

Vol(Dy, «
upiﬁ ( - 5) —x(P)
o

(3.10) b Al )

< lim R{t:) = —/ | BY||?do < oo
for all @ such thad < a < 2.

Hence, as\%ﬁfz)) is a continuous non decreasing functiont pive can conclude that
Vol(Dy)

Sup;~o Vol(BP?) < o0 and—x(P) < oo.
Then, lettinge tend to0 in B.10), we get, for alt > 0:

_ Lp BT

Vol(Dy) (P)
- 4

3.11 Sup,.q ———1-
(3-11) PO NoI(Bl?)

Case Il. Let us considerP immersed inR™. We consider, as in the proof above, an
exhaustion ofP by extrinsic balls{ D;};~0, but now, and followingl[1], these extrinsic
balls will be centered at the origih € R", which we assume, without loss of generality,
that belongs to the surfade. Applying Corollanf2.5 we have

—2my(Dy) + (2%) Vol(D,)

(3.12) 1« 1 1 t
)/6 < SR+ R (1)

TG fop, TP S 2a

Now, as [, [|BY||?doc < oo, we can apply Proposition 2.2 inl[1], so we have, for
a €]0,2],

(3.13) %R/(ﬁ)_ ¢ / HBPH2da< M(ﬁ)/a 1

20 Jop, IVPrIT T 20t Jop, VP71

beingu(t) such thatlim;_, ., (t) = 0 and therefore, froni(3.12),

(0%

— 2mx(Dy) + Vol(D) (555)

(3.14) L
u(t) / 1 1
Z_ = _ Y < Z
6T 2t on, VP20t = R fi)

On the other hand; — & — % > 0ifand only if u(t) < a(2 — «), which it is true

for ¢ big enough, namely, far > ¢, becauséim;_,, u(t) = 0. Hence, as/ol(0D;) <
Jop, ﬁdat, inequality [3.14) becomes, for alb> ¢,
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— 2mx(Dy)
3.15 o o ¢ «
O e [f0 -5 - ST | < SR

and, applying inequality (31) in Theorém C, we have, forall ¢,

—27x(Dy)
(3.16) Vol(Dy) a ut), 7o 1
Vol 50 [2 (1—5—%)+7} < SR()

Then, taking limits whent — oo in inequality [3.16) and applying Corollaky 2.4, we
have thatim;_, . u(t) = 0 andx(P) = lim;—,» x(D:), SO we obtain, for allv such that
O<a<2:

Vol(Dy) (1 o« E)
2 2
(3.17) pio
—27x(P) < — < o0

VolDe). 56 and—y(P) < oo.

Therefore we obtaiSup,-,

Vol(B?)
Then, lettinga tend to0 we obtain, for allt > 0:
Vol(D,) [p IB"]?
3.18 Su — —x(P) < +——
( ) Pt>0 VOl(B?"Q) X( ) > A

O

As a corollary of the Chern-Osserman inequalityRif, we have the following results
about the asymptotic behavior of the-isoperimetric quotient of extrinsic balls. We note
that in the paper [25] it was proved the following asymptbiéhavior (described in equa-
tion (3.19) of Corollary_3R and in equation (1) of Coroll&8) for a family of domains
in H2(b), {C;}+>0, depending upon a parameter RT, which are convex with respect to
horocycles and expands over the whole Hyperbolic plane. &/e,hn this context,

Perimete(C;)  —
he AreaCy) b

Ouir first result, in the Euclidean setting is

Corollary 3.2. Let P? be an complete minimal surface immersedih Let us suppose
that [}, | B”||?do < oo. Then for every exhaustion fwith extrinsic balls:

(3:19) 5 Vol(Dy)

Proof. Now, we consider a minimal surfade properly immersed in the Euclidean space
R”. By inequality [3.14) we can write, a&1(S;"!) = 2nt:

=0

R(t) a Vol(Dy)
(Vol(Dy))' _ “ar_ +x(Dr) = § s
Vol(S)) 1-g - a0

Hence, as we know, on the other hand, that

Vol(Dy) \' _ Vol(S{"!) [ (Vol(Dy))'  Vol(Dy)
(3:20) (Vol(B?’Q)) ~ Vol(BY?) ( )
then

Vol(S2Y)  Vol(BY?)
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R(t)

o Vol(Dy
(321) ( VOl(Dt) )/ < VO](Sthl) I + X(Dt) -7 VOIEB,; B VOI(Dt)
Vol(B}*)) ~ Vol(B}"?) O] Vol(B2)

As, on the other hand,

Vol(Dy) \' _ Vol(D;) [ Vol(dDy)  Vol(S>1)
(322) (Vol(BtO’2)) = Vol(BY?) <V01(Dt) - Vol(BtO’2)> =0

putting all together:

Vol(D;) [ Vol(dD;)  Vol(S{h) Vol(Dy) \'
0< 0,2 Vol(D,) 0,2 < 0,2 <
Vol(B,"*) ol(Dy)  Vol(B;"?) Vol(B;"%)

Vol(sh) [ G+ x(D) ~ §vaEg  Vol(Dy)

VB " 1-g-dd vela

(3.23)

Then taking limitst — oo, and considering that, thanks to Theoffer 3.1,

R(t) a Vol(Dy)
o Vol(sp) [ Tee PO~ S Vol(Dy)
t—o0 VOI(B?Q) 1— % _ % VOl(B?Q)
we conclude:
Vol(0Dy)

5o Vol(Dy)
li
lim (M) —0
t=o0 \ Vol(B*?)

As a consequence of Remaik c, in the Hyperbolic setting GoydB.2 holds only for a
suitable exhaustion a? by extrinsic balls:

and

O

Corollary 3.3. Let P? be an complete minimal surface (properly) immersed in thedry
bolic spaceH" (b). Let us suppose that, | B”||*do < co. Then, there exist at least one
exhaustion of by extrinsic balls{ D,, }5°, (wheret; — oo wheni — o) such that:

. Vol(0Dy.
(1) limis o0 Soips = V=D

i (VOlDG) g Vel(Dy)

(2) limi oo Vol(s7'T) = Lt —yo0 Vol(B%)
. Vol(8Dy, : Vol(Dy,

(3) limy_, o, \:)1((5211)) = lim; 00 V:I((Bff))

Proof. Let us define
- Yol(Dy)' _ Vol($;™) _ [n <V01(Dt))]/
(3.24) D(t) := Vol(Dy)  Vol(BY?) : Vol(B;)

Itis easy to see by the co-area formula and Thedrem C3igtis a nonnegative function.
Integrating betweety > 0 andt:
VOl(Dt) _ VOl(DtO) eftt[) D(s) ds
VOl(Bt) VOI(BtO)
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But on the other hand by TheorémI3.1 we know that_, . wiPe) — gyp, Y,Ziggfg < 0.

Vol(B:) —
Then:

D(s)ds < o0
to
and hence there is a monotone increasing sequgnkg , tending to infinity, such that:

(3.25) lim D(t;) =0
71— 00
Observe that the above limit implies tiah; (VollD,))' _ v —=b.

100 Vol(Dy,)

Moreover, by TheoremlC:

D) = Vol(By"*) Vo 1(5”1) (Vol(Dy,))"  Vol(Dy,)
(3.26) Vol(Dy,) Vol(By?) \ Vol(S;')  Vol(By?)
' N Vol(B:?) Vol(S 1) Vol(aDt ) Vo) ) .,
~ Vol(Dy,) Vol(BY*) \ Vol(S3)  Vol(BY?) ) ~
then using[(325) and thaim, . Y22 < oo andlim, e % V=b we
have:
/

- (Vol(DZil)) _ lim Vol(DbtiQ)

imoo Vol(Sh1)  imoo Vol(BP?)
(3.27) i ‘

And finally since:
b > YD) _ V)
) Vol(By?)
we obtain, having into acount again (3.25):
1y YolODy,)
i—~oo Vol(Dy,)

3

O

4. A CHERN-OSERMAN TYPE EQUALITY FOR MINIMAL SURFACES INHYPERBOLIC
SPACES

In this section we are going to see that complete minimabsed properly immersed
in Hyperbolic spaces of finite total extrinsic curvaturesfads a Chern-Osserman’s type
equality.

Theorem 4.1. Let P? be a complete immersed minimal surfacélif(b). Let us suppose
that [, | B”||?do < oc. then

Pu2 VOl(Dt) 7i
@) = BT S s 5 a)

whereG(P) is a nonnegative quantity which do not depends on the exahnusb; } ;¢
of P and is given by

(VOI(Dt))
Vol(B>?)

vir
+/ < BFf(e,e), —5— > do,
oD, V7|

Go(P) = Jim (hb@) Vol(BY)( )

(4.2)
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Proof. In Corollary[Z.4, it was obtained a sufficienty large raditss such that the extrinsic

distancer,, has no critical points itP \ Dg, .

Hence for this sufficienty large fixed radili®, there is a diffeomorphism

®: P\Dg, = 0Dpg, x [0,00]

so, in particularP has only finitely many ends, each of finite topological type.
The above diffeomorfism implied that we could constridtom D g, (R, big enough)
attaching annulis and that(P \ D;) = 0 whent > Ry, and hence for alt > Ry,

X(P) = x(Dr).

Let us consider now an exhaustion by extrinsic balls },~o of P such that the extrin-

sic distance-, has no critical points itP \ Dg,.
Applying now Gauss-Bonnet Theorem to the extrinsic bBlls

(4.3) 2wx(P) = Kpdo + / kqydoy
D, oD,

Having in to account equatiopn (2.4) and the Gauss formuldyave, for all sufficiently

large radiug > Ry

2

2y (P) = 1 /D |1 BY||? 4+ b Vol(Dy) + hy(t) (Vol(Dy))’

vir 1
+/ < BP(e,e), —5— > do :——/ | B ||2do
oD, v - 2,

, Vol(By?)

(4.4) Vol(Dy)

Vol(B!*?)

Vol(B?) / » vir
= < B (e,e),—5— >do
Vol(D1) Job, (.e) VP~

(b - Vol(BY?) + hy(t)(Vol(Dy))

But 2 = b - Vol(B!"?) + hy(t) Vol(S!) vt > 0, so, for all sufficiently large radius

t > Ro:

(4.5)
1

2x(P) =~ [ |B"do +
Dy

VOl(Dt)
Vol(B>?)

Vol(B?) / P vir
4t 7 < B (e,e),—=— >doy | =
Vol(Dy) Jop, (e,€) Iy !

Vol(Dy)

Vol(Dy)

(27? — Iy () VOL(S;™) + hy (t) (VoL(Dy))

,Vol(B;?)
VOl(Dt)

1
1 / |B”|?do

Vol(B!?) (Vol(Dy))'

Vo5 (27r + hy(t) Vol(Sph){

Vol(B!"?) / P vir
4t 7 < B'(e,e),—=— >doy | =
Vol(D1) Jop, (e,€) Iy !

7r Vol(D:) + hy(t) Vol(SPH){

Vol(Dy)  Vol(SP)

1
1 / |B”|Pdo
2 D:

(Vol(Dy))  Vol(Dy)

Vol(B>?)

VOl(Dt

2 Vol(B!?)
1

V—r
+/ <BP(e,e),7>dat
dD; | v” all

Vol(SPY)  Vol(BY?)
1 1(D

= f—/ | BT ||Pdo + 2m ———"0— + hy(t) vOl(vaQ)(i(Vo (D))

D, Vol(

<

B (e,e),

Ly

V7>da

IV

t
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The above equation is valid for alb> Ry, so, taking limits whem — oo, we can define

(Vol(Dy))
Vol(B>?)

+[ <Beo) Vs o)
.
oD, [Ivrr =

Using equalitied (4]5), we have that

Gy(P) = lim (hb@ Vol(BL?)( y

(4.6)

Vol(Dy)

1
4.7 Gp(P) = 27 P+—/ BY||?do — 27 Sup, ———~—
(4.7) b(P) X(P) 2/, 1B Pt Vol(B7)

and hence(7,(P) do not depends on the exhaustigl, }:~
O

Remark d. In view of equality [4.11) in Theoref 4.1 and equality {1.2)}le Euclidean
setting, a question that naturally arises is if the quaniifyP) is zero or at least set geo-
metric conditions under whic&,(P) is zero. One consideration in this direction is based
on the assumption of a specific estimate on the curvatureydecami surfaces in the
Hyperbolic space. With this specific curvature decay, waiota simplified expresion for
Gy(P).

Namely, givenP? be a cmi surface in the real space fokifi(b), (b < 0), we say that
the surface haspherical curvature decay K" (b) if and only if

P e(r)
(4.8) Sup 1B™|[(z) < Vol(s5T)

whenr is big enough, wherm, ., €(r) = 0, D, is an extrinsic- ball in P, andS% ! is
the geodesie-sphere inK"™ (b).

With this definition in hand, it is easy to check that, if we simter an exhaustion of a
cmi surfaceP C H"(b) by extrinsic balls{ D, }5°, as in Corollary 3.B we have:

Vol(Bb? -
lim M/ < BFf(e,e), LPT >=
71— 00 VO](Dt ) aDti || v TH

and hence we obtain (remind th@(P) does not depend on the exhaustion):

Py Vol(Dy) vy gy (VD)
-4 [1Bn- 0 Vol5h ) (hb<mv1<Bti >(v01<35f>)>

(4.9)

To proof the assertion (4.9), we use the fact tRatas spherical curvature decay. Hence,
as
e(r)
sup (187 < 0
r€ID,. Vol(Sr’ )
for r big enough, we have, integrating aroun®; for sufficiently largel and using co-area
formula:

—e(t) (Vol(Dy))' Plo vir e(t) (Vol(Dy))'
Vol(SPh) S/@»Dt <Bee). | VE 7| 7= Vol(S2h)

Now, we consider the extrinsic exhaustion given by Corgl&8 and let — oo to have
the proof, having into account thhtn,._, o, €(r) = 0.

We note that Anderson obtained the estimate of the curvaleray of complete min-
imal surfaces inR™ with finite total curvature given by Proposition 2.2 in [1h & is
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easy to see thatll minimal surfaces ifR™ with finite total scalar curvature have spherical
curvature decay. In this case we have, on the other handgtredity

1 P2 VOl(Dt)
Xy = g 187 =Sy
However, whenP is a complete miminal surface immersedHrt (b) with finite total
extrinsic curvature, thefpB” || (p) goes to zero when the extrinsic distancerab a fixed
pole inH"™(b) goes to infinity (see [21]), but it was not given any expligtimate of the
curvature decay in this case.
To finish, we should remark that the complete and embedgédrical catenoidin
H3(—1), (seel[17]), have finite total extrinsic curvature and sjglacurvature decay, (see
[24] and [14]).
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