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ABSTRACT. We prove that the length of the boundary of a J-
holomorphic curve with Lagrangian boundary conditions is domi-
nated by a constant times its area. The constant depends on the
symplectic form, the almost complex structure, the Lagrangian
boundary conditions and the genus. A similar result holds for
the length of the real part of a real J-holomorphic curve. The
infimum over J of the constant properly normalized gives an in-
variant of Lagrangian submanifolds. We calculate this invariant
to be 27 for the Lagrangian submanifold RP™ C CP™. We apply
our result to prove compactness of moduli of J-holomorphic maps
to non-compact target spaces that are asymptotically exact. In a
different direction, our result implies the adic convergence of the
superpotential.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. A consequence of the Cauchy-Crofton formula. We begin
with a bound on the length of a real algebraic curve in terms of its
degree, which we learned from [I4]. Let v be a one dimensional sub-
manifold of RP". Let h be the round metric on RP" normalized so
the length of a line is 1. Let dV be the volume form on Gr(n,n + 1),
the Grassmanian of hyperplanes in R"*!, that is invariant under the
induced action of the isometry group of h and satisfies

[ -
Gr(n,n+1)

For H € Gr(n,n+1) denote by N(H) the number of intersection points
between H and v,

N(H) = N(H,7v) = {yn H}|.

By transverality, N(H) is finite for generic H. Let {(-y; h) denote the
length of v with respect to h. The Cauchy-Crofton formula [26] eq. 12]
asserts that

(1) /HEG i N(H)dV = {(v; h).

For a quick sanity check, note that when ~ is a straight line, both sides
of equation ([l are equal to 1.

Assume now that ~ is an algebraic curve of degree d. As observed in
[14, p.45], the Cauchy-Crofton formula (IJ) implies

(2) d>l(v;h).

We interpret inequality (2)) as a reverse isoperimetric inequality. The
Fubini-Study metric on CP" normalized so the area of a complex line

is % induces the metric h on RP", so we denote it also by h. Let
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a € Hy(CP™,RP™) ~ Z be the generator that pairs positively with the
Kéhler form of h. Let (3,0%) be a Riemann surface with boundary,
and denote by [X, 0X] € Hy(3, 0X) the relative fundamental class. Let

u: (2,0%) = (CP",RP™)

be a holomorphic map with [u] := w.([3, 0X]) = da. By Wirtinger’s
theorem,

d
A ih) = —.
rea(u; h) o
Schwarz reflection implies that u|sx is real algebraic. So equation (2))
gives the estimate

(3) 2w Area(u; h) > l(ulgs; h).

The present paper extends inequality (B]) to general symplectic mani-
folds M, Lagrangian submanifolds . C M , and .J-holomorphic maps
(3,0%) = (M, L).

1.2. The compact case. In the following let (M,w) be a symplectic
manifold, let L. C M be a Lagrangian submanifold and let J be an
almost complex structure on M for which the form w(-, J-) is positive
definite. Denote by ¢; the symmetrization of the form w(-, J-). For 3 a
Riemann surface with boundary we denote by ¢ the complex double
of 3.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose M is compact. There are constants f; =
fi(J,w, L) and g1 = g1(J,w, L), homogeneous of degrees —% and %
respectively in w, with the following significance. For any Riemann

surface ¥ with boundary, and for any J-holomorphic curve
w: (3,08) = (M, L),

we have

(4) Uulos; gs) < fiArea(u; g5) + grgenus(Xc).

Let (M,L) = (CP",RP™), let w = wpg be the Fubini-Study form
and let J = J be the standard complex structure. By the discussion
in Section [T, we may take

filJs,wrs, L) =27, g1(Ja, wrs, L) = 0.

At this point it is not clear whether the genus dependence in () can be
eliminated in the general case. On the other hand, the monotonicity
inequality [27] gives a lower bound on Area(u;g;). So the constant g;
can be set to zero at the expense of making f; genus dependent.
Recently, real symplectic geometry has attracted considerable atten-

tion. See, for example, [30, 25 [I7, [6]. Theorem [I1] has the following
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parallel in the real-symplectic setting. Recall that a real symplectic
manifold is a triple (M,w, ¢) where (M,w) is a symplectic manifold
and ¢ : M — M is an anti-symplectic involution, that is, ¢*w = —w.
The natural compatibility condition for almost complex structures is
that ¢*J = —J. A real Riemann surface is a pair (X,v), where ¥
is a Riemann surface and ¢ : ¥ — ¥ is an anti-holomorphic involu-
tion. We denote by ¥ the fixed point set of 1. A J-holomorphic curve
u: X — M is called real if pou =wuo1.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose (M,w, ) is a compact real symplectic mani-
fold. There are constants fo = fo(J,w) and go = g2(J,w), homogeneous
of degrees —% and % respectively in w, with the following significance.
For any real Riemann surface (3,1) and any real J-holomorphic curve
w2 — M, we have

(5) Uulsy; 97) < faArea(u; g) + gagenus(X).

We remark that a forward isoperimetric inequality does not hold for
holomorphic curves. Indeed, consider degree 2 curves in (CP? RP?).
For t > 0, let C} be the closure of one of the two connected components
of the non-real solutions of the equation X2+ Y2 —¢ = 0. Then C, has
constant area but arbitrarily small boundary length as ¢ goes to 0.

1.3. The optimal isoperimetric constant. The preceding theorems,
though they involve Riemannian length measurements, lead to a purely
symplectic invariant of Lagrangian submanifolds. For a given J, de-
note by Fj(w,J, L) the optimal value of the constant fi(w,J, L) of
Theorem [T when u ranges over J-holomorphic maps from a surface
of genus 0. Define the constant hy(M, L,w) by

. F1 (w, J, L)
hi(M,L,w) = H}f SDiam(Lig))
where the infimum is over all J tamed by w. Similarly, for (M,w, ¢)
a real symplectic manifold, for given ¢ anti-invariant J, denote by
Fy(w, J) the optimal value of the constant fy(w,J) of Theorem
when u ranges over maps from the surface of genus 0. Define the con-
stant ho(M, ¢, w) by

. F2(w> J)
ho(M = inf
2(M, 6, ) Y 2Diam(Fiz(¢);95)’
where the infimum is over all tame J such that ¢*J = —J.

Clearly, h; and hy are symplectic invariants. Theorems [l and
imply that h;(M, L,w) < oo. As seen in the proof of the following

proposition, lower bounds follow from open Gromov-Witten theory.
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Proposition 1.3. Let M = CP", let L = RP" and let w = wpg
be the Fubini-Study form normalized so the area of a line is % Then
hi(M, L,w) = 2.

For lower bounds on hs, we can use the rapidly developing theory of
Welschinger invariants [30], 17, [6, 16]. In the projective real algebraic
case, the discussion of Section [Tl gives upper bounds on hy. However,
to minimize the discrepancy between upper and lower bounds, it is
necessary understand how to maximize diameter within a deformation
class of projective real algebraic varieties.

There are various ways to generalize h; to higher genus, and it seems
interesting to study the resulting invariants. Also, restricting to u with
non-trivial boundary degree, it could be interesting to consider the ratio
of the isoperimetric constant F} and a version of the 1-systole of L. As
we will see in Section [Tl such a ratio arises naturally in the context
of the Fukaya category. See [I§] for background on systolic geometry.
We leave these problems for future research.

1.4. The general case. We show how Theorems [T and [[.2] general-
ize when M and L are not compact. In the process, we characterize
more precisely the dependence of the isoperimetric constants f; on the
geometry of (M, w, J, L).

Denote by R the curvature of M, by B the second fundamental form
of L and by ¢ the radius of injectivity of M, all with respect to the
metric g;. For a tensor A on M or on L, we denote by ||Al|,,, the C™
norm of A with respect to g;. We say that (M, w, J, L) has K-bounded
geometry if

1
s { Rl 71, 1Bl 1 < &

For any Riemannian manifold X with submanifold ¥ and ¢ > 0, we
say that Y is e-Lipschitz if

dX (l’, y)
mn{Ldy ()} = T YEY
Theorem 1.4. There are functions f; = f1(K) and g1 = ¢1(K), with
the following significance. Theorem [L1 holds upon replacing the as-
sumption that M is compact by the assumption that (M, w,J, L) has
K-bounded geometry as well as one of the following:

(a) L is +-Lipschitz.

(b) Consider the conformal metric on ¥ of constant curvature 0, +1,
of unit area in case of zero curvature, such that 0% is totally
geodesic. Then 9% and each connected component of L are %—
Lipschitz.
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Theorem generalizes to the non-compact case under considerably
weaker assumptions.

Theorem 1.5. There are functions fo(K) and g2(K) such that Theo-
rem [L.2 holds upon replacing the requirement that M be compact with
the requirement that

1
max{nRH, 1] ;} < K.

There is also an a priori estimate on the diameter of J-holomorphic
curves.

Theorem 1.6. There are functions f3 = f3(K) and g3 = g3(K) such

that under the same assumptions as in Theorem[1.4) and denoting b :=
[mo(9%)],

(6)  Diam(u(X);9s) < (b+1)[fsArea(u; g;) + gsgenus(Ec)].

In the case of closed curves, which includes conjugation invariant
curves, as well as in case @ of Theorem [[L4] the diameter estimate
(@), without any genus dependence, was proved by Sikorav [27] using
the monotonicity inequality. However, Sikorav’s technique is image
oriented, so we could not see how it would allow one to utilize the
bounds on the domain necessary in case @ of Theorem [I.4l More
importantly, we could not see how to generalize Sikorav’s technique to
obtain results on boundary length.

1.5. An example. The following example, due to [22], illustrates the
role of conditions and of Theorem [[4l Consider the special
Lagrangian fibration of M = C? discussed in [I5] and [I]. Namely, let
H : C? = R3, be given by

(21,29, 23) = (|21]* = |23]% |22)” — | 23] Im(212223)).

It can be shown that for each ¢ € C? the fiber H!(c) is Lagrangian.
Moreover, letting Jy and wy denote the standard complex and sym-
plectic structures on C3, it can be shown that (M,wy, Jo, H !(c)) has
bounded geometry and that H~'(c) is Lipschitz. Thus the reverse
isoperimetric inequality applies to curves with boundary in H~!(c).
On the other hand, consider a Lagrangian L C C? which is the union
of two or more fibers of H. Then the components of L are arbitrarily
close to each other at infinity. Thus L as a whole is not Lipschitz,
but each component of L is. We construct a counterexample to the
reverse isoperimetric inequality as follows. Let Ly = H~1(0,0,0) and

Ly = HY(-1,-1,0). For any a € R we construct a holomorphic
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annulus with one boundary component in Ly and the other one in L;.
For any a € R let r, be a positive solution of the equation

a’rS +rt —a? =0.

Let ¥, be the annulus in the plane with radii 1 and r,. Consider the
map

(B4, 0%4) — (C*, Lo U Ly)

given by
a
2= laz,az, — ).
( T z2)

Allowing a to approach infinity, the boundary length is unbounded
while the area, being a homological invariant, remains constant. Thus
there is no reverse isoperimetric inequality in this case. Theorem
implies that the Lipschitz constant of 0%, goes to 0 as a approaches
infinity. This can indeed be verified directly by noting that

lim r, =1,
a—r o0

so Mod(%,) =Inr, — 0.

1.6. Application to compactness. We apply Theorem [[.4to deduce
compactness of moduli spaces of J-holomorphic maps in the following
scenario. Our argument can be seen as a quantitative version of the
idea of [I9]. We say that the symplectic form w is asymptotically
exact if for a point p € M there exists a 1-form A such that

I%i—{%o | (w— d)\)|M\BR(p) lco = 0.

Here and below we use the C° norm induced by g;. Similarly, we
say that L is an asymptotically exact Lagrangian submanifold if w is
asymptotically exact and there is a function f : L — R so that

Jim | O = Al llew = 0.
Applying Stokes theorem, the following is immediate.

Corollary 1.7. Let A € Hy(M,L), g € NU{0}, and p € M. As-
sume w and L are asymptotically exact and (M, w, J, L) has K-bounded
geometry. Then there is an R = R(M, L,p, K, A) such that any J-
holomorphic

w:(%,0%) = (M, L)
)

with [u] = A and genus( C that satisfies the conditions of Theo-

<g
rem[1.4) also satisfies u(X) C Br(p).
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Given this corollary, standard Gromov compactness implies com-
pactness of the moduli space of stable maps of degree A and

genus(Xc) < g.

In a paper to appear subsequently, we prove that toric Calabi Yau
manifolds along with the Lagrangian submanifolds of Aganagic Vafa [2]
are asymptotically exact and have bounded geometry. Thus, we apply
the construction of [23] to define open Gromov-Witten invariants for
general toric Calabi Yau 3-folds.

1.7. Application to adic convergence. The linearity in the esti-
mate of Theorem [[T]is important for proving adic convergence results
in the A, -algebra associated with L. As an example of the utility
of Theorem [[.T] in this connection, we give an alternative proof of a
result of [I0, [IT]. For simplicity, we restrict attention to cases where
the moduli space of J-holomorphic disks up to reparametrization is of
dimension zero, such as when M is a compact Calabi-Yau manifold of
dimension three and L a Lagrangian sub-manifold of Maslov index zero.
We limit our discussion to a simplified version of the superpotential.
Nevertheless, the ideas we present are not limited to this simplified
setting.
Let T be a formal variable and write

AO,nov = { Z aiTAi

a; € C, )\Z c RZO, hm{)\Z} = OO} ,
i—00

and

Anov = { Z aiTAi

a; € C, )\7, € R, hm{)\z} = OO} .

Let
val (Z aiT)‘Z) = inf{\;|a; # 0}.

The field A,,, is equipped with a non-Archimedean norm | - | defined
by

|z| = e val@),

To count J-holomorphic disks in (M, L), we use a domain dependent
J as follows. Let J = {J.}.cp2 be a family of almost complex structures

compatible with w. Denote by j the standard complex structure on D?.
Let u: (D? 0D?) — (M, L). We say u is J-holomorphic if

du, + Ju),. odu, o j, =0, z e D2
8



Our theorem applies to such maps via the following graph construction.
Think of D? as the northern hemisphere of S? and denote by j the
standard complex structure on S? as well. Extend the family of almost
complex structures J, arbitrarily to z € S2. Let M = M x S?, let J
be the almost complex structure on M given by Jx 2= Jy.®J,, and
let L = L x dD?. Define @ : (D? 0D?) — (M L) by @ = u x id.
Then wu is J-holomorphic if and only if @ is J holomorphic, and our
theorem applies directly to u. For a generic choice of J, it is shown
in [24] that all J-holomorphic maps u are regular. Imposing appropriate
divisor constraints on w as in [28], we obtain a discrete space. So, for
B € Hy(M,L;Z), we define Ng to be the number of J-holomorphic
disks with boundary in L representing 3. In general, the numbers Ng
depend on the choice of .J.

The superpotential is amap ¢ : H'(L; C) — Ag 00 defined as follows.
Let {e;}I™, be a basis for the integral lattice in H'(L;C). For a relative
homology class 8 € Hy(M, L;Z), denote by E(/3) the symplectic area
of 3, and denote by (905, ¢;) the integral of e; over the boundary of 5.
For

b= be; € H'(L;C),
i=1
the superpotential is given by

¢<b> = Z Nﬁez?ll bi(aﬁvei)TE(B)'
BEH2(M,L;7)
Let i : <(C><>m — AO,nov be the map
(7) Iz(tl, ceey tm) = Z Nﬁ H tfaB’EZ)TE(/B)

BeH2(M,L;7) =1

Thus, v factors through the exponential map exp : H*(L;C) — (C*)™
via 1. For the intrinsic construction of the SYZ mirror to M as outlined
in [12, 29], it is desirable to extend the domain of ¢ and other similar
power series to an appropriate annulus in (A,,,)". For a a 1-form on
L, let ||a||p~ be the norm given by taking the supremum over the
L> norms associated with the Riemannian metrics g;, for z € D2
For a € H'(L), let ||a|r~ denote the infimum of ||a|/z= over forms
« representing a. The following theorem is proved in [I0, 1] via a
different route.

Theorem 1.8. Let )= é. Then the power series () con-

fimmax ||e;|| Loo

verges for (ti,...,t,m) € A with val(t;) € (—4,0).

nov
9



Proof. A series > x; of elements x; in a non-Archimedean field con-
verges if and only if lim |z;| = 0. See [5] for relevant background. In
the case of A,,,, this just means that for any £ € R there exists a finite
set Ag such that for any index i € Ap and any E’ < F, the coefficient
of T* in x; is 0. For the question at hand, let Ag be the set of classes
B € Hy(M, L;Z) such that Nz # 0 and

(1= mimae {oal(t) lled| o~} ) £(5) < E.

Suppose val(t;) € (—6,0). Then by Gromov compactness, Ag is a finite
set. On the other hand, by Theorem [[.T] we have

(08,e:) < LE(B) el
for any 8 with Ng # 0. In particular, for any 8 & Ap and £’ < E the
coefficient of T2 in Ny [, t77“ITE®) vanishes. O

The proof given in [10, 11] for the same result avoids the heavy
analysis going into the proof of Theorem [[LT. However, it is not clear
how to extend that proof to the A,-algebra of immersed Lagrangians as
defined in [3]. On the other hand, the above proof applies to immersed
Lagrangians if we extend Theorem [[.T] to J-holomorphic maps with
strip-like ends asymptotic to a transverse intersection point. Such an
extension should not be hard. We thank K. Fukaya for this idea.

In the spirit of Section [I.3, Theorem [[.8 suggests we consider the
purely symplectic invariant

hs(M, L,w) = igf Fi(w, J, L) max||e;]| L.

The norm || - ||z~ on cohomology has been studied in the context of
systolic geometry [18]. Norms of integral homology bases have been
studied in [§] for the case of surfaces. An upper bound on the con-
vergence radius of the superpotential would imply a non-trivial lower
bound for hs.

1.8. Idea of the proof. We restrict attention to the case of real J-
holomorphic maps from a real Riemann surface (3, ), which for the
time being, we assume to be a sphere. We assume the fixed point set
Yr of 9 is non-empty and abbreviate v = ¥g. We equip ¥ with a
round metric invariant under v of radius 1. In particular, v is a great
circle.

Let u : ¥ — M be real J-holomorphic. Let f :~v — [0,00) be given
by f(z) := ||du(z)||. Then ¢(u(vy)) is the area of the hypograph of f,

H={(z,t) v >i0[0, oo)|t < f(x)}-



The bubbling phenomenon implies that there is no a priori bound on
the L, norm of f in terms of the energy of u. Thus our argument
relies on a close analysis of the set H.

In the following sketch of our proof, we make the simplifying as-
sumption that f has a unique local maximum on ~. For ¢t € [1,00)
write w, = {x € y|f(z) >t} and let W, C ¥ be the image under the
exponential map of the ball of radius % in the normal bundle of w;. Our
simplifying assumption implies that w; is connected. Note also that if
t' > t, then wy C w;. For any t write

wim |

One of the main ways the fact that w is J-holomorphic enters our
proof is the following energy quantization property. Let p € ¥ with
d = ||du(p)|| > 1, and let B C X be the disk of radius 5 centered at p.
Then it is known [24] Lemma 4.3.1] [ that

®) / ldul2 > 6,

where ¢ is a constant that depends only on the geometry of (M, w, J, L).
From now on, we call a disk B C ¥ satisfying () a dense disk.

Let R; = wsi x [0,3"1] for 0 < i < loggsupyy. f. Clearly, the rectan-
gles R; cover the area under the graph of f wherever f > 1. Thus to
deduce Theorem [I.2], it suffices to bound the sum

S = Z 37 (ws).

To get such a bound, note that for any ¢« € N, by the energy quanti-
zation property, the set Wai \ Wsir1 contains at least n; disjoint dense
disks, where

1
n; 1= agi — ’V§(a3i+1 + 1)—‘ -1

See Figure[ll The term in the middle of the formula is an upper bound
on the number of disks of radius 37 required to cover Wait1. The —1 in
the formula expresses the fact that an arbitrarily small neighborhood
of each end point of Wsi+1 can knock out a whole dense disk of Wi.
Since area coincides with energy for J-holomorphic maps, estimate ()
implies the bound

Z n < Area((SE; 97) .

1See Remark B4 below.
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FIGURE 1.

Assume momentarily that for each 7 we have
(9) agi Z 4.
Then
1 1
Agi+1 — g(a3i+1 + 1) —1> Zagwl.
So,

1 1| 1.
OUEEINTEEDS bg awgi)J |
But, again using assumption (@), we have
1.
So,

Area(X; gr) 1 4 1 , 1
> > L g i >
sz Y mz sy 3lws) > S,

giving the required bound. The argument breaks down, however, if we
remove assumption (@) as in Figure

TRET)
Ny

FIGURE 2.

N

To deal with this problem, we partition H into the sets

K= {(x,t) GH‘E(wt) > %tz 1},

12



and N = H \ K. These are the thick and thin parts of the hypograph
respectively. Figure 8] shows a possible alternation between thick and
thin. The solid line is the graph of f, and the dashed line is the graph

of the function .

d(x,xg)’

where xg is the point where f obtains its maximum. Conceptually, the
components of the thick part should be thought of as parts of v which
lie on bubbles of u, and those of the thin part as the necks separating
the bubbles. A slight modification of the above argument shows the
same linear lower bound on the area of the thick part. For the thin
part we utilize the bound on the width of the graph and well known
properties of J-holomorphic annuli.

X —

FIGURE 3.

When we consider maps from surfaces with genus greater than 0, we
also have to deal with the fact that the domain has unbounded length.
For values of the derivative which are small relative to the radius of
injectivity, the above argument again breaks down. Integrating a small
number over an unbounded domain gives an unbounded value. This is

again dealt with by utilizing the properties of holomorphic annuli. Our
13



proof thus exhibits a pleasing symmetry between the thin part of the
graph and the thin part of the surface.

The main technical difficulties in the proof arise from the a priori
arbitrary arrangement of the critical points of f. A large part of the
proof is devoted to constructing a partition of the hypograph of f into
a thick part and a thin part in such away that the above arguments
apply.

The paper is organized as follows. Section [2] reviews basic notions
of the conformal geometry of surfaces as well as the thick thin de-
composition for Riemann surfaces with negative Euler characteristic
equipped with a hyperbolic metric. Section [3] presents the concept of
thick thin measures. The measure one should have in mind is the en-
ergy of a J-holomorphic map from the surface. Section [] formulates
Theorem (2] which is a generalization of the theorems in this intro-
duction. It addresses arbitrary conjugation invariant geodesics in the
complex double Y¢. Section [l discusses a partition for hypographs of
continuous functions whose elements form a tree. This partition is the
key to the discussion of the thick thin partition of the next section.
Section [0] presents the thick thin partition of the hypograph relevant
to the proof. It then shows that the number of components of the thin
part is linearly bounded by the energy. Moreover, each component lies
in a suitable annulus. In Section[f]we define a notion of tame geodesics
in holomorphic annuli and discuss their properties. Roughly speaking,
tame geodesics are those that do not wrap around the annulus too
quickly. In Section [§] we prove Theorem In Section [ we deduce
all the theorems of the introduction from Theorem Finally, in
Section [I0] we prove Proposition [L.3

1.9. Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Kenji Fu-
kaya, Asaf Horev, Mikhail Katz, David Kazhdan, Melissa Liu, and Ran
Tessler, for helpful conversations. The authors were partially supported
by Israel Science Foundation grant 1321/2009 and Marie Curie Inter-
national Reintegration Grant No. 239381.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON CONFORMAL GEOMETRY.

Let (I, j) be a compact doubly connected surface with complex struc-
ture j. The modulus of (7, j), denoted by Mod(1,j) or Mod(I) when
the complex structure is clear from the context, is the unique real num-
ber r > 0 such that (I,7) is conformally equivalent to [0,7] x S (see
[9]). Here S' is taken to be a standard circle of length 2. In the
sequel, we denote by hg the unique flat metric on I with respect to

which it has circumference 2.
14



Let (I,h) be doubly connected with Riemannian metric h. We call
global cylindrical coordinates (p, ) on I,

a<p<b, 0<6<2m,
axially symmetric if
(10) h = dp* + hy(p)*db>.

We say h is axially symmetric if [ has axially symmetric coordinates.
In this case, the conformal length of (I, k) is given by

b
1
Mod(I,h) = / ——dp.
a h@ (p)
Definition 2.1. Let I be a doubly connected surface of conformal
length L. Then there is a holomorphic map f : [0, L] x S* — I unique
up to a rotation and a holomorphic reflection. For real numbers a <
be [0, L] with a < L — b, we write

S(a,b; 1) := f([a,b] x S*) C I,

and
C(a,b;I):=S(a,L —b;I).

Note that composing f with a holomorphic reflection of [0, L] x S!
replaces S(a,b) with S(L — b, L — a). The expression C(a,a) is inde-
pendent of the choice of f. A subcylinder of [ is a set of the form
I'=S(a,b;I).

Definition 2.2. Let U be a Riemann surface biholomorphic to the
unit disk D;. Let h be a conformal metric on U and let z € U. Then
there is a biholomorphism ¢ : U — D; with ¢(z) = 0, unique up to
rotation. The conformal radius of U viewed from z is defined to
be

reonf (U, 23 h) := 1/|d(2)]| -

Note that 7conf(U, z; h) is not conformally invariant, since it depends
on the metric at z. However, let 1, denote the volume form of h,

let ;v be an absolutely continuous measure on U and denote by dd“T(}Z)

the Radon-Nikodym derivative. Then the expression dd”T(i)rfonf(z) is
conformally invariant.

The cases of interest for us will be conformal radii of geodesic disks
with metrics of constant curvature K, viewed from their center. In
these cases, the metric can be written in polar coordinates as

(11) h = dp? + 13 (p)de?,
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where
sinh(p), K = —1,
(12) ho(p) = < p, K =0,
sin(p), K =1.
So, the conformal radius of B,(p) viewed from p is given by
Teonf = exp(f(r))
where f is the function defined by

f(r)=log(r) + O(r) as r — 0.

More explicitly,

(13 sy =toxtr)+ [ (=2 ) do

It follows from equation (I3)) that

(14) Teonf > T K=0,1,
and for any  there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
(15) Tconf > cr, K = -1, r < k.

Definition 2.3. For any Riemann surface ¥ = (¥,7), write ¥ :=

(3, —j). The complex double is the Riemann surface
Z(c =XU i,

where the surfaces are glued together along the boundary by the iden-
tity. The complex structure on ¢ is the unique one which coincides
with j and with —j when restricted suitably. ¢ is endowed with a
natural antiholomorphic involution and for any z € ¢ we denote by
Z the image of z under this involution. For more details about these

constructions see [4].

Remark 2.4. Note that for any connected Riemann surface ¥, ¢ is

connected if and only if 9% # ). Also, for any X, 0%¢ = ().

Definition 2.5. Let I C X¢ be doubly connected and conjugation

invariant. If

S (0,%MOCZI; l) =5 (%Mod], Modl, I),

we say the conjugation on [ is latitudinal. If for each a,b € [0, ModI],

S(a,b; 1) = S(a,b; ),

we say the conjugation on [ is longitudinal.
16



Lemma 2.6. Let I C X¢ be doubly connected and conjugation invari-
ant. Then the conjugation on I is either latitudinal or longitudinal.

Proof. The lemma is a consequence of the classification of the holomor-
phic automorphisms of the annulus and the fact that the composition
of two anti-holomorphic automorphisms is holomorphic. O

For later reference we conclude with a statement of the thick thin de-
composition for surfaces of genus g > 1. In the following we assume the

surfaces are endowed with their unique metric h of constant curvature
—1.

Theorem 2.7. [7, 4.1.1] Let S be a compact Riemann surface of genus
g > 2, and let v, ..., Vm be pairwise disjoint simple closed geodesics on
S. Then the following hold:

(a) m < 3g — 3.

(b) There exist simple closed geodesics Ypmi1, ..., Y3g—3, Which, to-

gether with 7y, ..., Ym, decompose S into pairs of pants.
(¢) The collars

C(vi) = {p € Sldist(p,v:) < w(v)}
of widths

w(3;) = sinh~! (1 /sinh (%e(%)))

are pairwise disjoint fori=1,...,3g — 3.
(d) Each C(v;) is isometric to the cylinder [—w(~;), w(v;)] x ST with
the Riemannian metric
dp® + (*(v) cosh®(p) d62.
472
Denote by InjRad(S;h,p) the radius of injectivity of S at p € 5,

i.e. the supremum of all r such that B,(p) is an embedded disk. If h
or S is clear from the context, we may omit it from the notation.

Theorem 2.8. [7, 4.1.6] Let f1, ..., Bx be the set of all simple closed
geodesics of length < sinh™' 1 on S. Then k < 3g—3 and the following
hold.

(a) The geodesics Py, ..., By are pairwise disjoint.
(b) InjRad(S;p) > sinh ™ 1 for allp € S — (C(B1) U ... UC(B)).
(c) If p € C(B;),and d = dist(p, OC(p;)), then

(16) sinh(/njRad(S;p)) = cosh %ﬁ(ﬁi) cosh d — sinh d.

17



3. THICK THIN MEASURE

For the rest of the discussion, fix constants ¢y, o, c3, 01, 09 > 0. With-
out loss of generality we will assume that c¢3 < 1 and that 6, < ;. Given
a metric h on a measured Riemann surface (X, j, 1) we denote by 57‘2

the Radon Nikodym derivative of u with respect to v, the volume form
induced by h.

Definition 3.1. Let ¥ be a Riemann surface. A subset S C ¥¢ is said
to be clean if either S =S or SN S = 0.

Definition 3.2. Let (X, ;) be a Riemann surface, possibly bordered.
Let 1 be a finite measure on X and extend p to a measure on ¢ by
reflection i.e.

w(U) = p(U),
for U C ¥ a measurable set. u will be called thick thin if it satisfies
the following conditions:

(a) p is absolutely continuous and has a continuous density jT’fL,
where h is any Riemannian metric on Y.

(b) Gradient inequality. Let U C 3¢ be a simply connected
domain and let z € U. Then for any conformal metric h on

(X, 9),
wU)

2 )
conf

d_“(z) < ¢

)
plU)<é = an .

where 7ot = Teons(U, 25 h).

(¢) Cylinder inequality. Let I C Y¢ be a doubly connected
domain so that Mod(I) > 2¢, and satisfying either I C ¥ or
I =1. Then

p{l} <0y = p{C(t, t; 1)} < e™'u{I},
Vt € (co, %Mod([)).

Remark 3.3. Let p be a thick thin measure on ¥, and let h be a confor-
mal metric of constant curvature KX = 0, =1 on 3¢. By inequalities (I4))
and (IH]), there is a constant ¢| depending linearly on ¢; such that for
any z € ¥ and r € (0, min(sinh~'(1), InjRad(%; h, 2))),

(Br(2;h))

dp ) 1
(17) M(Br(za h)) < 51 :>d—l/h(2) < G r2

Remark 3.4. Let X, and h be as in Remark We will apply the

gradient inequality in the following way. For any point z € Y¢, let
18



d =4 (2) and let

dvy,
c, (51
18 =1/ =
(18) ra 7
Suppose
rq € (0, min(sinh™'(1), InjRad(X; h, 2))).
Then

(B, (1) = b,
Moreover, we have

ity < BB

dv r2 ’ T= T
h

To simplify our formulas, we always scale p so that ¢}é; = 1.

We denote by M = M(cy, ¢, c3,01, 02) the family of measured Rie-
mann surfaces (2, 7, u) such that p is thick-thin.

Lemma 3.5. There is a constant a with the following significance. Let
(3,7,1) € M. Let I C ¢ be clean and doubly connected, and let
h = hg. Suppose p(I) < d9. Let z € Ccg+m,co+m; 1) be a point with
cylindrical coordinates

1 1
(s,t) € —iMod(I) +e+ o, iMod(I) —cy— 7| x Sh.
Then,
dp —c3(3 Mod(I)—|s))
(19) —(2) < ae”®'2 w(l).

dl/h

Proof. Combining the gradient inequality and the cylinder inequality,

d
(20) ()< (s —ms ] x 5)
C
< (=I5l = mls] + 7] x %)
< ﬂe_cg(%Mod(l)—W—|SDM(]),

2
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4. A PRIORI BOUND

Definition 4.1. Let (M, h) be a Riemannian manifold, let N be a
totally geodesic submanifold possibly with boundary, and let Ay be
the induced metric on N. Let p € N. Define the segment width by

SegWidth(N,p;h) =
= sup{s > 0|B,(p; (M,h)) "N = B,.(p; (N, hy)) for all r < s}.

In the following, an embedded geodesic is a one-dimensional to-
tally geodesic submanifold possibly with boundary. Let (M,h) be a
Riemannian manifold. For v an embedded geodesic, we denote by d¢j
the line element, or volume form, of the induced metric on ~. Now,
consider the special case when M is a Riemann surface >. Let p be a
measure and h a conformal metric on . Define

dp

l, =/~

an dty,.

It easy to see that df, is independent of h. If v is compact, define

60) = [ dt

Let 3 be a Riemann surface possibly with boundary. For the rest of
the paper, denote by h.,, the unique conformal metric on ¢ satisfying
the following conditions. If x(X¢) # 0, then h.q, has constant curvature
+1. If x(X¢) = 0, then he, has constant curvature 0 and vy, (2) = 1.

Theorem 4.2. There are constants by and by with the following signif-
icance. Let (X, 1) € M, let v C ¢ be a compact embedded conjugation
invariant geodesic, and let k > 1 be a constant such that for any x € v,

(21) SegWidth(~, x; hean) > %]anad(E(c; Rean, ).
Then
(22) C,(y) < K*H{biu(Ec) + bagenus(Se)}

For the rest of this discussion up to and including the proof of The-
orem 2] we fix v and k.

Remark 4.3. Recall the definition of ¢} from Remark[3.3 In the proof of
Theorem (1.2, without loss of generality, we may assume the constants
i, 01, pertaining to the definition of thick-thin satisfy ¢jd; = 1. This is
true for two reasons. First, for ¢; > ¢; and 61 < 6y, we have

M(cy, €9, 3,01, 05) C M(Gy,ca, 3,01, 05).
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Such ¢4, 51, can always be chosen so that 5’151 = 1. However, this will
not yield the optimal constant ¢ for a given ¢y, d;. To obtain the optimal
value of ¢, it is useful to note that for A > 0, the map

M(Cl7 Co, C3, 617 62) — M(Cl7 Co, C3, >\617 )\52>

given by (X, 7, 1) — (X, 7, Au) scales the constants b; for i = 1,2, by
bl — bl/\/x and b2 — \/ng

For any metric n on v, denote by d/,, the line element. By definition,

dal
0(y) = / Lo 40, (2).
! ey de”

We derive Theorem by studying the graph of the function

dl
g = md—f: :y — (—00,00)
for a convenient choice of the metric n. We define n as follows. For

any x € v, let
r(z) := min(sinh ™" (1), Inj Rad(%; hean, 7))

It turns out that for dealing with higher genus, where there is no a
priori bound on the radius of injectivity of ¥, it is convenient to use
the metric n = %hcmh.

We use the normalized metric n only on 7. On X¢ we continue to use
the standard metric h..,. To translate from estimates in terms of the
one to estimates in terms of the other metric, we will use the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let x1,x9 € 7y such that d.(x1, T2; hean) < 7(21)/2. Then
Qdy(xlu T2, hcan) 2d'y(x17 €2, hcan)

2 < : <

( 3) 37’(1'1) = d-y(l'l,flf27 hN) = ’f’([lfl)

Lemma 4.5. For all t such that r(y(t)) is differentiable,
dr(v(t))

24 — 2 <.

(24) a  —

Proof. If heu, has curvature —1, inequality (&3] follows from Theo-

rem 2§(b)| and If hean has non-negative curvature, then W E
0.

Proof of Lemmal[f.3 Write Az = d.(x1, x2; hean). Parameterize v by

hean-length so that y(0) = z; and v(Az) = z5. It is easy to see that
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r((t)) is piecewise smooth and thus differentiable almost everywhere
with respect to t. Applying Lemma we calculate

Az 1
/o "
Az

~inficpaq (v(1))
Ax

r(m) — Axess SUP¢e[0,Ax]
- 2Ax
=~ r(xy)’

For the last inequality we have used (LH). The upper bound of esti-
mate (23] follows. A similar argument gives the lower bound. O

Definition 4.6. Denote

D :={(z,t) € v x [In2k,00)|In2k <t < g(x)}.
For any (x,t) € D, denote B(x,t) := Be-tp(2)(2; X, hean)-
Lemma 4.7. For (z,t) € D, we have u(B(x,t)) > 01.

Proof. Since k > 1, we have t > 0. Therefore, B(x,t) is an embedded
disk. By Remark B.4] p(B(z,t)) > 05. O

Lemma 4.8. Let (x;,t;) € D fori=1,2. Suppose
dy (1, w25 hyy) > 2(e” " 4 e72).
Then B(xy1,t1) N B(xg, ty) = 0.
Proof. By Lemma [.4] we have
do (21, 295 hean) = € r(ay) + €721 (2y).
Since t; > In 2k, the assumption of Theorem implies that
SegWidth(7y, x5 hean) > 2¢7 11 (2;).

The claim now follows. ]

(25) d-y(l’l, T, hn) =

<

dr(y(t))

dt

5. PARTITIONS OF HYPOGRAPHS

Let v be a 1-dimensional manifold, let f : v — [0, c0) be a continuous
function, and let E be the hypograph of f. That is, F is the set of
points under the graph of f in v x [0, c0). In this section we introduce a
binary relation on subsets of F, which should be thought of intuitively
as the relation of lying above. We prove two basic theorems about

this order relation. Theorem .7 states that for any partition P of E
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into connected subsets by intersecting £ with horizontal segments, the
binary relation on the elements of P is a tree-like partial order. See
Figured Theorem [B.21]states that there is a particular such partition,
denoted 7Tg, such that the branchings in the tree associated with Tg
correspond to local minima in the graph of f. See Figure After
proving these theorems, we show that continuity of f allows us two
control the number of elements of 7z by the number of its maximal
elements. Note that in general Tz might be infinite, and if f is not
continuous, there might not be any maximal elements.

FIGURE 4.

5.1. A binary relation. Let v be a compact 1-dimensional manifold
with or without boundary. Let & € R, write X = v x [{,00), and
denote by p; : X — v and ps : X — [, 00) the canonical projections.
Denote X; :=« x {t}. For any subset S C X denote S; := X; N S. If
pa(S) C [€,00) is bounded, denote

Ty(S) == sup{p2(5)},
T:(S) := inf{p2(9)},
and T'(S) :=T¢(S) — T;(S).
Let f : v — [£,00) be a continuous function. Denote the region
under the graph of f by

E:={y € X|p2(y) < f(11(y))}

For a topological space Y, denote by m(Y") the set of path-connected

components. An F-segment is an element of Ute[g,oo)WO(Et)- For any
23



FIGURE 5.

t > &, and for any = € py(E;) we denote by e(x,t) the E-segment
containing (z,t).

Remark 5.1. Tt follows from the continuity of f that E is a closed set.
So, all F-segments are closed. It also follows from the continuity of f
that if e is an F-segment, = is not a boundary point of 7, and (x,t) is
a boundary point of e, then f(z) = t.

We define a relation on the power set P(F) as follows. Let Sy, 5, C
E. We say that Sl Sl Sg if pl(SQ) Q p1(51> We say that Sl Sg Sg if
for any t € py(Ss) there is a ¢’ € py(S1) such that ¢' < ¢. Finally we say
that Sl S SQ is Sl Sl SQ and Sl SQ Sg.

The following properties of < are obvious and are stated without
proof.

Lemma 5.2. (a) The relation < is reflexive and transitive.
(b) Let I1 C P(E) be the collection of subsets of the form

S1 X {t},
where s C 7y, t € [£,00). The restriction of < to Il is antisym-
metric. 11 contains the singletons of E and the E-segments.
(c) For any two sets S1, Sy € P(E), S1 < Sy if and only if for any
(LL’,T,) S Sg, S < {(S(Z,t)}

Lemma 5.3. Let £ <t <ty,ty, let x € p1(Ey), x; € pr(Ey,) fori=1,2
and denote e; = e(x;,1;).

(a) For any t' € [€,t], e(x,t) is well defined.
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(b) If e(xy1,t) = e(xo,t) then for any t' € [€,t], e(x1,t') = e(xa,1).
(c) For any t' € [€,1], e(z,t') < e(x,t).

(d) €1 S €9 Zf and OTLly thl S tg and 6(:172,t1) = €.

(e) If e1 and ey are incomparable with respect to <, then

d(pi(e1),pi(e2)) > 0.

(f) [f 6(1’1,t1) S 6(I2,t2), then fOT’ any t e [tl,tg], 6(1’1,t1) S
6(1’2,t).

Proof. (a) We have ¢ <t < f(x), so (z,t') € E.

(b) Let S = pi(e(xq,t)) then S is a segment which by assumption
contains x; and xp. Since S x {t} C Ej, for all ¢’ € [, 1],
and all z € S, t' < f(x). Therefore, S x {t'} C Ey. S x {t'}
is connected and contains (x;,t') for ¢ = 1,2. In particular
€($1,t,) = 6(1’2,t,).

(c) It is clear that e(x,t') <5 e(xz,t). If 2’ € pi(e(x,t)), then
e(2',t) = e(x,t). By [b) e(z',t') = e(z,t'). In particular,
' € pi(e(x,t')). Thus e(x,t') <; e(z,t).

(d) Assume first that e; < ey. Then t; < t5 by definition. Further,
x9 € pi(er), so e(xa,t;) C e;. But e is an E-segment, so
e(x1,ty) = e as required. Assume now that e(zs,t;) = e, and
tl S t2. Then by €1 S 6(I2,t2).

(e) Assume without loss of generality that ¢; <t and denote e}, =
e(xq,t1). By Remark Bl £y, is closed. So, since €}, and e; are
both connected components of E;,, we have that either e, = e;
or d(pi(e),pr(er)) > 0. Thus, by [(d)} d(pi(eh),pr(er)) > 0.
By [(c)] e, < es. In particular, pi(es) C pi(€h), so

d(pi(e1),pi(ez)) > d(pi(eh), pi(er)) > 0.

(f) Using@twice, e(xy,t1) < e(wq, ty) implies e(xq, t1) = e(xq, 1),
which implies e(x1,t1) < e(xa,1).
Ol

5.2. Tree-like partial order.

Definition 5.4. Let S C E. S is said to be E-saturated if S is a
union of E-segments.

Remark 5.5. Clearly, any union or intersection of E-saturated sets is
FE-saturated. Moreover, a connected component of an F-saturated set
and the complement in E of an E-saturated set are E-saturated.

Definition 5.6. Let S be a set. A tree-like order relation on S is a
partial order relation < which satisfies for any v, vy, v, € S,

vy <vand vy, <v = v <wvyor vy < vy,
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Theorem 5.7. Let P be a collection of pairwise disjoint E-saturated
connected sets. Then the restriction of < to P is a tree-like order
relation.

For the proof of Theorem [5.7, we first prove a few lemmas.

Lemma 5.8. Let S C E be connected. For any compact set K C .S
there exists a point (x,t) € S such that e(x,t) < K.

Proof. Using the compactness of K, choose (z1,t;) € K such that t; =
T;(K). Let L C py(S) be a connected compact subset containing p; ().
Using the continuity of f, choose x5 € L such that

flz2) = ;gf(y)

Since xo2 € pi(S), and S C E, there exists to < f(z2) such that
(x9,t9) € S. Choose ¢ such that t; = min(t,t2) and set (x,t) = (x;, ;).
Clearly, (x,t) € S. Since t < ty, we have

Lx{t} CE.
So, since L x {t} is connected and contains (z,t), we have
L x {t} C e(z,t).

Therefore, since py(K) C L and t < t;, we have e(z,t) < K.
U

Lemma 5.9. Let S| C E be E-saturated and let So C E be connected
such that S; N Sy = (). Suppose there exist x € v and t; < ty € [§,00)
such that (x,t;) € S; fori=1,2. Then S; < Ss.

Proof. Let e = e(x,t1). Since S is E-saturated, we have e C S;. So,

(26) en Sy = 0.

Let x1,x2 € v be the boundary points of p;(e). By Remark 5]
(27) flz;) =ty for i € {1,2} such that z; ¢ 0.
Define

= Jlzid x (t,00), @i ¢ Oy
' @ X; € 07

By equation (27), the rays r; are disjoint from E. In particular,
(28) Sonri=0, i=1,2
Define disjoint open sets U; and U, by
Uy ={(z,s) € X|x € (x1,22) U (OyN{w1,22}) and s > t1},
U= X\U..
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Clearly,
U1UU2 :X\(€U7’1U’f’2).

So, by equations (26]) and (28], Sy C U;UU,. Since (x,t3) € S C E, we
have f(x) >ty > t;. Thus by equation ([27), we have x ¢ {z1, 25} \ 0.
So, by definition of U,, we have (x,ty) € Us. Therefore, Sy N Us #
(). Since Sy is connected, it follows that Sy C U,. So, Uy < S,. By
definition of U,, we have e < U,. Since e C Si, we have S; < e.
Combining the foregoing inequalities, we have

SlSQSUQSSQ,

which proves the lemma. U

s

.

Ui

FIGURE 6.

Lemma 5.10. Let S C E be E-saturated and connected.
(a) Let e1,e5 C S be E-segments. If ez is an E-segment such that
e1 <e3< ey, thenes CS.
(b) For any t; <ty € pa(5), Sy, < S, .

Proof. (a) Suppose that e3 ¢ S. Since S is E-saturated it follows
that

(29) €3 ns = @
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Take S; = e3 and Sy = S. Set tg = pa(e1),t1 = pa(e3) and ty =
pa(es). Since e, ey C S, by equation ([29)) we have ty < t; < ts.
Choose x € py(ez). Then Sy, Ss, x,t1, ty satisfy the hypotheses
of Lemma 5.9 We conclude that e3 < S. So,

pa(er) = to <ty = pa(es) < Ti(5)

contradicting the assumption that e; C S.

(b) By Lemma with K = S;, U S,,, there exists (z,t) € S
such that e(z,t) < S, for i = 1,2. Since S is F-saturated,
e(x,t) C S. Lety € p1(Sy,). Since S is E-saturated, e(y,ty) C S.
In particular, e(x,t) < e(y,t2). So, by Lemma B ()] e(z,t) <
e(y,t1). By LemmaB3(c)] e(y, t1) < e(y, t2). Therefore, by
we have e(y, t1) C S. Since y € p1(St,) was arbitrary, it follows
that Stl S St2.

0

Corollary 5.11. Let F' be a collection of pairwise disjoint connected
E-saturated sets. Then the restriction of the relation < to F' is anti-
symmetric.

Proof. Let S1,Ss € F and let = € py(S1). Assume S; < Sy and Sy < 5.
Then in particular, p;(S1) = p1(S2) so that x € p;(S2). Therefore,
there are t1,ts € po(S1) such that (x,t1) € Sy and (x,t) € So. Assume
without loss of generality that t; < t5. Since Sy <5 S; there is a
t € po(Se) with t < t;. Since Sy is connected, py(Sy) is connected
and so [t,15] C p2(S2). In particular ¢; € pa(S2). By Lemma EIT(D)]
Sot, < Saty, 80 (x,t1) € Sy Thus Sy N Sy is nonempty, and by the
assumption on F, S; = Ss. U

Lemma 5.12. Let S1,5, C E. Suppose that Sy is E-saturated and
connected, that Sy is connected and that S; <o Sy. Then either S; < Ss
or

p1(S1) Np1(S2) = 0.

Proof. Suppose that there is a point x; € p;(S1) N p1(S2). Then there
is a t; € po(Sz) such that (x1,t1) € Sy. Let (x9,t3) € S3. By Lemma
B8 with K = (x1,t1) U (w9,t3), there is an (x3,t3) € Sy such that
e(ws, t3) < (x;,t;) for ¢ = 1,2. In particular,

pi(e(xs, ts)) N pi(S1) # 0.

Let t € po(S1) such that ¢ < min(¢y,%3). Such a t exists by the as-

sumption S; <y Sy. By Lemma [(3(e) and the fact that ¢ < 3,
e(ry,t) < e(xs, t3). By Lemma BEI0(b)| and the fact that ¢ < t;, we
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have S; < S;,. In particular, (x1,t) € S;. Since S; is F-saturated,
e(x1,t) C Sy. Therefore,

Si <e(w1,t) < e, tz) < {(w2,t2)}.
But (x9,ty) was an arbitrary point of S, so the claim follows. O

Lemma 5.13. Let Sy, 5, C E be connected and let S; be E-saturated.
Suppose S1 <o So. If there is a nonempty set S C E such that S; < S
fori=1,2, then S; < .5;.

Proof. By assumption, p1(S1) Np1(Sz) # (0. Therefore, by Lemma [5.12]
S; < S,

O
Proof of Theorem [5.7. By Cor. G.11] < is an order relation when
restricted to P. By Lemma [5.13] this order is tree-like. U

5.3. Equivalence relation.

Definition 5.14. A branching point is a point (z,t) € OF that is
contained in an open segment s C e(x,t) such that ds C E°. Here, E°
denotes the interior of F.

Definition 5.15. Let (x;,t;) € E for i = 1,2. If t; < t9, we say that
(x1,t1) ~ (9, 1s) if the following two conditions hold:

(a) 6(1’1,t1) S 6(I2,t2).
(b) The rectangle R = py(e(x1,t1)) X [t1,t2) contains no branching
points.

If t5 < t1, we reverse the roles of ¢; and .
Lemma 5.16. ~ is an equivalence relation.

Before proving Lemma [(.16] we prove the following preparatory
lemma.

Lemma 5.17. Let t; > & and to > t1. Let x € p(Ey,). Let R =
pile(z,t1)) x [t1,t2) and R = pi(e(z,t1)) x [ti,t2]. Assume that R
contains no branching points.
(a) (RN E),, is connected.
(b) The order < on the set of E-segments contained in R is linear.
(c)
(p1(e(z,t)) X [ta,00)) N E = (p1(e(x,t1)) X [t2,00)) N E

Proof. (a) We prove this by contradiction. Choose an orientation
on 7 so that intervals between points on v are well defined. Let

e; and ey be distinct connected components of (RN E),,. Let
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(b)

(x1,t2) and (9, t5) be boundary points of e; and ey respectively
such that the segment (z,75) x {2} is contained in R and is
disjoint from both e; and ey. By continuity of f, choose x3 €
(21, x5] where f|iz, 2, obtains its minimum and let t3 = f(x3).
Since

3 € |21, 22] C p1(R) = pi(e(z, t1)),
it follows that t3 = f(z3) > ;. Since

[l’l,LEQ] X t2 N (X\E)t2 # (Z),

there is an 2’ € (1, 22) such that f(z’) < ta, which implies that
ty < ty. For each 2’ € [xy, 29, f(2') > t3. Therefore,

(21, 22] x {t3} Ce(x,t3) C E.

On the other hand, since f(xz;) =ty > t3 for i = 1,2, we have
that x3 € (x1, z2). Furthermore, by continuity of f and the fact
that t3 > t; > &, we have (z1,t3), (z2,t3) € E°. Thus (z3,t3) is
a branching point. Since ty > t3 > t1, (x3,t3) is contained in R
contradicting the assumption.

Let e, = e(x1,t)) and ey = e(xo,ty) for (x1,t)), (12,t,) € R.
Suppose without loss of generality that ¢} < ¢, then by Lemma
it suffices to show that e(zy,t,) = e(xs,t;). Since ¢; € R,
it follows that e(x,t1) < e(x;,t}) for i = 1,2. So, e(x;,t}) are
connected components of (RN E)y. The claim now follows
immediately from |(a)}

We show the less obvious inclusion. Let

(2',t') € (pr(e(z, 1)) X [t2,00)) N E.

By|@§|7

In particular,

e(a' ty) = e(x, ta).

' € pi(e(z, t)).
O

Remark 5.18. Tt is immediate from the definition of a branching point
that the converse tois also true. Namely, if there is at € (t1,15)
for which R; contains a branching point, then there is a t’ > ¢ with
t' € po(R N E) such that Ry has at least two components. It is clear
that ¢/

can be taken arbitrarily close to t.

Proof of Lemma [5.186. Suppose (z1,t1) ~ (x2,t2) and (zg,t) ~
(x3,t3). We wish to prove that (z1,t1) ~ (x3,t3). Without loss of
generality we assume t; < t3. For i = 1,2,3, denote e; = e(zy,t;),
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¢; = p1(e;) and let R = ¢; X [t1,t3). We need to prove that e; < e3 and
that R contains no branching points.

We distinguish between the three possibilities for the order of 1, t5
and t3. We start with the case to < t; < t3. Then R C ¢y X [to,3)
and thus R contains no branching points. By Lemma e; and
e3 are comparable, and since t; < t3, we have e; < e3.

If t; <ty < t3, then by Lemma EIq(c)]

RNE C pl(el) X [tl,tg) Up1(62) X [tg,tg),
and thus R contains no branching points. Furthermore,
er < ey < ez

by assumption.

If t7 < t3 < ty, then R C ¢; X [t1,t3). So, there are no branching
points in R. By Lemma , e; and e3 are comparable. Since
t; < tg, it follows that e; < e3. O

5.4. Tree-like partition.

Definition 5.19. A subset S C X is closed from above if for any
x € v the intersection {x} x [§,00) N S is closed from the right.

Remark 5.20. Any finite union, intersection and relatively closed subset
of sets that are closed from above is closed from above.

Let Tg denote the partition of E into ~ equivalence classes.

Theorem 5.21. Each ¢ € Tg satisfies the following properties.

(a) c is E-saturated and connected.

(b) For any c¢; # ¢ € Tg such that ¢ < ¢y, there exists a co € Tg
that is incomparable to ¢, and such that ¢ < c5.

(c) Let ¢ C ¢ be E-saturated, connected and closed from above. Let
S C E be disjoint from . Then

C, S S = C/Tf(cl) S S.

In Figure [ the shaded and white parts correspond to different el-
ements in a partition of E. The right side of the figure shows what
part of Theorem [B.2]] rules out. The left side shows what is ruled

out by part .

Corollary 5.22. The restriction of < to Tg is a tree-like order relation.

Proof. The corollary follows from Theorem and Theorem [B.7]
O

Lemma 5.23. Let ¢ C E be an equivalence class under ~. Then c is

closed from above.
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Proof. Let z € py1(c). Choose t > £ such that (z,t) € c. Let

t = Sup{s < [57 OO)|('T7 8) < C}'
Since E is closed and ¢ C E, we have (x,t;) € E. It suffices to show
that (x,t;) € c¢. Suppose it is not. By Lemma B3 (c)| e(z,t) < e(x,t1).
So, the rectangle R = py(e(z,t)) x[t,t;) must contain a branching point

(x1,t2). But then for any t3 € (t2,t1), (x,t3) is not contained in ¢. This
contradicts the definition of #;. O

Lemma 5.24. Let S C E be E-saturated and contained in a single ~
equivalence class. Then Sy is a single E-segment for all t € py(S).

Proof. Since S is FE-saturated, S; is union of E-segments. Suppose
e(xy,t),e(xa,t) C S;. By assumption, (xq,t) ~ (22,t), so by definition
of ~, we have e(x,t) < e(zy,t) and e(xq,t) < e(xy,t). Thus e(z,t) =
e(x2,t) by Lemma E(b)} Therefore, S; is a single E-segment. O

Lemma 5.25. Let S C F be E-saturated, connected, closed from above
and contained in a single ~ equivalence class. Then T(S) € pa(9).

Proof. By Lemma[E.24] S, is a single E-segment for each t € ps(.5). So,
by Remark 511 p1(S;) is closed. Since v is compact, so is p1(S;). By
LemmalBI0(b)| p1(Sy) C pi(Sy) for all ' > t. So py(Sy) for t € po(S) is
a nested family of compact non-empty sets. Therefore, we may choose

T € m pl(St).
tepa(S)
So,
{a} x p2(5) = (g} x [§,00)) NS



Therefore, since S is closed from above, (x,T¢(S)) € S, and T(S) €
p2(S). O

Lemma 5.26. Let S C E be E-saturated, connected, closed from above
and contained in a single ~ equivalence class. Then for any T C E\S,

S<T = STf(S) <T.

Proof. Let (x,t) € T. We show first that t > T4(S). By assumption
there is a t; € po(S) such that (z,t1) € S and a ty € po(S) such that
to < min{t, 1 }. By BIUD)] (z,t2) € S. Assume now that ¢ < Ty(S).
Then we have that

R = pi(e(r,t2)) x [t2, 1) € pa(5) x (T3(5), Ty (),
and thus R contains no branching point. By Lemma [5.25] there is an
x’ € 7y such that (', T¢(5)) € S. By LemmaB.I0(b)| e(2’,¢) C S. Thus
by LemmalB.24] e(2/,t) = e(x,t). In particular, (z,t) € S contradicting
the assumption that 7" C E\S. Thus t > T4(S), so e(z,T¢(S)) is well

defined. By Lemma [5.24) e(x,T7(S)) = St,(s), so by Lemma G.F(d))
Stys) < e(w,t) < (x,t). Since (v,t) € T was arbitrary, the lemma

follows. O
Lemma 5.27. Let ¢ € Tg, and let ty,ty € pa(c) satisfy t1 < to. Let
xo € p1(cry). Then {xa} X [t1, 2] C c.

Proof. Let z1 € pi(cy). Then (z1,t1) ~ (2,t3). By definition of ~,
e(x1,t1) < e(wa, te). Let t € [t1,2]. Then by Lemmasand ,
e(xy,t1) < e(wg,t) < e(xq,ts).

Let R = pyi(e(xa,t)) X [t,t2). Then R C py(e(x1,t1)) X [t1,t2). Therefore

R contains no branching points. Thus (z9,%) ~ (z9,%2). The lemma
follows. [

Lemma 5.28. Let ¢ € Tg, and (z;,t;) € ¢ fori = 1,2. Suppose t; < ts.
There exists a path p C ¢ connecting (x1,t1) and (xe,t2) such that

p2(p) C [t1,ta].
Proof. Let p' = {x3} x [t1,ts]. By Lemma B.27 p' C ¢. By definition
of ~, e(x1,t1) < e(xq,ty). Thus p' connects the path connected sets
e(x1,t1) and e(xo,ty). So, choose
p C €(l’1,t1) U p, U 6(252, tg)

connecting (z1,t1) to (xq,t2). By definition of ~, ¢ is E-saturated, so
e(x;,t;) C ce. Thus p C ¢. Since

pale(wy, t1) Up' Ue(aa, ta)) C [t ta],

we have py(p) C [ty, ta]. O
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Proof of Theorem [5.21]. Any ¢ € Tg is E-saturated by definition.
Such ¢ is connected (in fact, path connected) by Lemma 528 Thus
Tr satisfies @ That it satisfies follows from the definition of ~
and Remark Condition |(c)| follows from Lemma O

Corollary 5.29. Let s € Tg.

(a) s is closed from above.

(b) For any t € ps(s), s; is connected.
Proof. By definition, s is a ~-equivalence class. We rely on this in the
following.

(a) The claim is Lemma 523
(b) The claim is Lemma .24

O
Corollary 5.30. Let s € Tg and let s C s be E-saturated. Then for

any a C po(s’), we have

py (@) Ns=py'(a)ns’
Proof. Let t € a. Since s’ is E-saturated, s, is an F-segment. So,
Corollary B.29(b)| implies s} = s;. O

Corollary 5.31. Let s € Tg and let s C s be E-saturated. Suppose
po(s’) is connected. Then s’ is connected.

Proof. Let (x;,t;) € ' for i = 1,2. Suppose t; < ty. Since po(s) is
connected, for any t € [t1,ts], s, # 0. By Corollary 530 with a = [t1, to],
we have

py ([t ta]) Ns = p3 ([t 1)) N &'
So, by Lemma we can connect (z1,t1) to (z2,%2) by a path in &
Since (x;,t;) € s’ were arbitrary, s is (path) connected. O

Lemma 5.32. Let ¢ € Tg. Let P be a collection of disjoint connected
E-saturated subsets of c. The relation < induces a linear order on P.

Proof. First, we prove that for P C P we have
(30) P < ;-
Indeed, for ¢ € po(P) since P is E-saturated, Lemma implies
that P, = ¢;. By Lemma , we have ¢; < cr, (). So,
P <P =c <crye

as desired.
Suppose P, P, € P. Without loss of generality, we may assume
P, <y P5. So, by relation (B0) and Lemma (I3, we have Py < P,

which implies the lemma. 0
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Lemma 5.33. For each s € Tg there exists a mazximal element m € Tg
such that s < m.

Proof. Let x € pi(s) be the point where f obtains its maximum. Then

f(x) > Ty(s). If f( ) = T¢(s) then s itself is maximal. If f(x) > T(s)

we claim that s < {(z, ( ))}. Assume by contradiction otherwise.

Then z & pl(sTf(s ). By Lemma St,(s) 18 a single E-segment,.

Therefore py(sr,(s)) is closed. It follows that x has an open neigh-
(s

borhood v C y\p1(s7;(s)). Since x € pi(s) and f is continuous, there
is a point 2’ € pl(s N v close enough to = so that f(x') > Ty(s).
Therefore s < {(2/, f(2'))}. On the other hand, since f(2') > Ty(s),

(o', f(a")) & 5. But since 2’ ¢ pi(s1yc0): s1,(6) % {(a', f(z'))} in con’
tradiction to [5.2

Let m € Tg be the element containing (x, f(x)). Then we have
that s < {(z, f(z))} and m < {(x, f(z))}. Therefore, by Lemma 513
s <m. O

Given a finite collection V' of connected E-saturated sets, we define
a graph Fy as follow. V is the set of vertices of F. We connect the
vertex vy to vy if v1 < vy and there is no v3 € V such that v; < vz < v,.
By virtue of Corollary 5.22] Fy- has no cycles and so is a forest. Again
by Corollary 5.22] each tree T" in Fy, has a unique minimal vertex rr,
which we designate as the root of 7. Thus the leaves of Fy are the
maximal vertices. Denote by R(V') C V the roots of Fy,, by L(V) C V
the leaves, and by I(V) C V the vertices which are neither roots nor
leaves. Denote by E(V') the edges of Fy .

A finite forest F' is called stable if any v € F' which is not a leaf has
at least two direct descendants. The proof of the following lemma is
standard and we omit it.

Lemma 5.34. Let F' be a finite stable forest and let L be the number
of its leaves. Then |F| < 2L.

Lemma 5.35. Let M C Tg be the set of mazimal elements under
<. Tg is finite if and only if M s finite. Moreover, in that case
|Te| < 2|M].

Proof. First, we let S be an anti-chain in 7z and show that |S| < |M]|.
By Lemma [5.33] for each s € S there is at least one m € M such that
s < m. Since the elements of S are pairwise incomparable, and since
by Corollary the order on Tg is tree-like, for any element m € M
there is at most one s € S such that s <m. Thus |S| < |M]|.

It suffices to prove the bound for any finite subset V' C Tg. Given
such V, by Theorem G.21J(c)] we may choose V' C T, such that V C V'

and Fy is stable. The claim now follows from Lemma [5.34]. O
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6. THICK THIN PARTITION

6.1. Thickened hypograph. We now specialize the discussion of the
previous section to the case where 7 is a geodesic in > as in Theorem
Denote the connected components of v by ~;. We will assume
throughout this section that for all ¢ we have

31 e o) < 0,(3),
and
(32) 2k < max e?®).

TEY;

o

Recall Definition[d.6l Here and below, we abbreviate £,,(¢) = £, (p1(c)).
Let s; := {c € mo(X;\D)|ln(c) > 47"}, and let S; be the union of el-
ements of s;. Let B, := X;\S;, and E := U;E; Uy x {In2k}. We will
show that £ is the hypograph of a continuous function. Figure [ gives
a picture of a typical E compared with D.

~—

=
Ir 5%
.

FIGURE 8.

Remark 6.1. By definition D; is 2e'-dense in F;. Let t1,ts > In(2k).
Let S; C Ey,, Sy C Ey,, be segments such that p;(S;) Npi(Se) = 0 and
such that £, (S;) > 8¢~ " for i = 1,2. Then S, contains a point z; € D,
such that d(x;, dS;; h,) > 2e7'. Let B; = B(x;,t;). By Lemma E1]
w(B;) > 6;. Furthermore, by Lemma [1.§

B1 N B2 = @

This observation will play a key role in the following.
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Lemma 6.2. E is closed.

Proof. Let (z,t) € OE. We show that (z,t) € E. If (z,t) € D, we
are done since D C E. Otherwise, let s be the connected component
of X;\D containing (z,t). We show that £,(s) < 4e™*, which implies
that s C E. Assume by contradiction otherwise. Then there is a
compact segment s’ C s such that £, (s") > 4e~* and such that (z,t) €
s". By the closedness of D, compactness of s’, and continuity of the
exponent, there is an € > 0 such that m(s") x (t —e,t+¢) C X\ D and
such that for any ¢ € (t —€,t + ¢), £,(s') > 4e". This implies that
m(s) X (t—e,t+€) C X\E. But m(s") x (t —€,t+€) contains an open
neighborhood of (x,t) in contradiction to the fact that (z,t) € OE. O

Lemma 6.3. Lett € [In2k,00). For all x € pi(E;), {z} x [In2k,t) C
E°.

Proof. First, we prove that for all y € pi(E;),
(33) {y} x [In2k,t) C E.

Let t' € [In2k,t). We show that (y,t') € E. Indeed, if (y,t') € D,
we are done since D C E. If (y,t') € D, then (y,t) ¢ D. Let S and
S’ be the components of X;\D and X\ D containing (y,t) and (y,t')
respectively. Clearly p;(S’) C pi(S). Since (y,t) € E, we have by
definition of F that

0n(S") < £,(S) < 4e™t < 47t

By the same definition, we conclude that (y,t') € E.

To prove the claim, it suffices to show for any ¢’ € [In2k,t) that
(x,t') € E°. If t' < g(x), then (z,t') € D° C E° by continuity of g. If
t" > g(z), then t > g(x). Let S be the component of X;\ D containing
(x,t). By definition of F, we have S C E;. So, invoking inclusion (33])
for each y € m(5), we conclude that the open neighborhood 7 (S) X
[In 2k, t) of (z,t') is contained in F. O

It is clear from the definition that for any = € v, the set
{t € [In 2k, 00)|(x,t) € E}

is bounded from above. It follows from Lemma that E is the hy-
pograph of the function fsg defined by

for(x) = sup{t € [In2k, c0)|(x,t) € E}.

Lemma 6.4. OF is the graph of fsk.
37



Proof. Clearly, the graph of f is contained in OF. So, it suffices to prove
the opposite inclusion. Let (z,t) € OF. Then by Lemma[6.2] (z,t) € F,
so by Lemma {z} x [In2k,t) C E°. On the other hand, we show
that {z} x (t,00) C X\FE. Indeed, if ¢ € (¢t,00) and (x,t') € E, then
by Lemma

(x,t) € {x} x [In2k,t") C E°

contradicting the choice of (x,t). Thus, by definition fyp(z) =t. O
Corollary 6.5. fsg is continuous.

Proof. The graph of fsg is closed being the boundary of E. fsg is
bounded, so its graph is compact. Thus, the projection p; restricted
to the graph of fyg is closed. It follows that fsg is continuous. O

Remark 6.6. It follows from equations (31]) and (32) that
max fyp(r) = max g(z).
ey ey

Lemma 6.7. Let e; and ey be E-segments that are incomparable with
respect to <. Let t; = pa(e;). Then,

d(pi(e1),p1(e2); hy) > 4de” min(t1,t2)

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that ¢; < t5. Let x € py(es)
and denote €, = e(x,t;). Since ¢, and e; are both connected compo-
nents of Fy, we have by the definition of E;, that either e, = e; or
d(p1(€5), pi(er)) > 4e™. By Lemma 53(c)| €, < es. Thus pi(es) C
p1(eh) giving the claim. O

Lemma 6.8. Let 51,5y C E. Suppose Sy is E-saturated and con-
nected, Sy 1s connected and S <o So. Then either S < Sy or

d(p1(S1), pr(S2); b)) > 4TS,

Proof. Suppose S; £ S,. Let (x1,t1) € 51 and (xq,t3) € Sy. Let
e; = e(x;,t;) for i = 1,2. We show that d(zy, ) > 4e~ 750, Suppose
t € pa(Sy) is such that ¢ < t;. Since S is E-saturated and connected,
Lemma implies that (z1,t) € S;. Since S; <y Sy, there is
a at € py(Sy) such that ¢t < t5. We may thus assume without loss
of generality that t; < t5. Furthermore, t; may be assumed to be
arbitrarily close to T;(S7). Since S is E-saturated, e; C S;. By Lemma
B.12 we have p1(S1) Np1(S2) = 0. In particular x5 & pi(ey), so e; £ es.
Since t; < t9, e; and ey are incomparable. Therefore, by Lemma
we have

d(xy,29) > d(pi(er), pi(ez)) > de ™.
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Since t; is arbitrarily close to T;(S7), we have
d(zy, 25) > e~ Ti51),
Since z; were arbitrary points in pi(5;), the claim follows. O

Corollary 6.9. Let Sy, 5 C E be incomparable connected E-saturated
sets. Then

d(p1(S1), p1(S2); hy) > 4e™ min{Ti(51).T3(S2)}

Proof. Without loss of generality 57 <o Sy . The claim thus follows
from Lemma [6.8 O

Corollary 6.10. Tz is finite.

Proof. Let M be the set of maximal elements of 7z. Then the ele-
ments of M are pairwise incomparable under <. Let T' = sup,, g(z).
By Remark we have Tj(c¢) < T for any ¢ € M. It follows from
Corollary [6.9 that
1
M| < 2E70(),

In particular, M is finite. The claim therefore follows from Lemma
.35 O
6.2. Thick thin partition. We now wish to partition £ into a thin
part and a thick part. To this end, let

N = {(x,t) € E|l,(e(x,t)) < 24e7 "},
and let

K = E\N.

Lemma 6.11. N is E-saturated and closed from above.
Proof. Tt is obvious that N is E-saturated. We show that N is closed
from above. Let (z,t) be a right boundary point of {z} x [In 2k, co)NN.
Since E is closed, we have (x,t) € E. Thus we need to show that

Uy (e(z,t)) < 24e”*. Assume by contradiction otherwise. Let € > 0 be
so small that ¢,(e(x,t)) > 24e“". By Lemma [6.3], we have

{z} x[t—¢€t) CE.
On the other hand, for any ¢’ € [t — €,t), by Lemma B.I0(c)|
pi(e(z,t)) C pile(x,t)).
So,
Uo(e(z, 1)) > lo(e(x, 1)) > 2467 > 24e7 .

Therefore, {z} x [t —€,t) C E\N giving a contradiction. O
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Definition 6.12. A thin neck is a connected component of ¢ N N
where ¢ € Tg. Given a thin neck L, we denote by ¢;, the unique ¢ € Tg
such that L C c.

Lemma 6.13. Let L be a thin neck.
(a) L is E-saturated and closed from above.
(b) Let S C E be disjoint from L, then
L<S= LTf(L) <8S.
(c) For any x € py(L)\p1(Lz, (1)),
(ZIZ’, f@E(x)) € L.
(d) For any x € pi(L)\p1(L1, (1)),
9(r) <In24 — Ind(x, p1(Lry(1)); hn)-

Proof. (a) Let ¢ € Tg such that L is a connected component of
cNN.cis B saturated by definition and closed from above by
Corollary B . N is E-saturated and closed from above by
Lemma [6.11] It follows from Remark 5.5 that L is F-saturated.
By Remark m L is closed from above.

(b) L is connected and contained in an equivalence class ¢ € T by
definition. L is F-saturated and closed from above by @ The
claim thus follows from Theorem

(c) Let t > In2k be such that (x,t) € L. Since L C FE, we have
t < fap(x). This means that L < {(x, fop(x))}. Suppose

(z, for(x)) & L.

Then by [(b)l Lz, (1) < {(z, far(x))}. This produces the contra-
diction x € py(Lz, (L ))-
(d) Let 2 € pr(Ly, ). By [(©)} (v, for(2)) € L, 50 for(x) € pa(L).

Thus by we have 2/ € pl(LfaE(x)). Let ¢ € Tg be
such that L C c. By @, L is FE-saturated, so by Corollary

5.29 we have Ly, (2) = Cfop(e) and Ly, (») is connected. Thus
e(z, for(z)) = e(z’, for(x)). But

Uo(e(@, for(x))) < 24e~for@)
SO
(34) d(z, pr(Lry(z)); hn) < d(z,z'; hy)
< ly(e(@, for(2)))
< 94— for (@)
< 24e79),
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The claim follows by taking logarithms in (34]).
0

Lemma 6.14. For i = 1,2, let L; be disjoint thin necks such that
po(L1) U ps(Le) is connected.

(a) CLy 7& CLy-
(b) If Ly < Lo, then Ly 7,1, contains a branching point.

Proof. (a) Suppose the contrary. Then Corollary .31l implies that
L1 U Ly is connected. The definition of thin necks implies the
contradiction L; = Lo.

(b) Let (x,t) € Ly. For any t' € [Tf(Ly),t), denote
R(t') = pi(e(x,t") x [t',1).

Since Ly < Lo, by Lemma (z,Ty(L1)) € Ly. By [(a)
¢, # cr,. Therefore, (x,t) o (x,T¢(L1)). Thus R(T}(Lq))
contains a branching point p. But for any ¢ € (Ty(Ly),t), by
Lemma[B.27 {x} x[t',t] C c,. In particular, (z,t) ~ (z,t"). So,
R(t") contains no branching point. Thus p € e(z, T¢(Lq)). Since

(z,T¢(L1)) € Ly, by Lemma e(x, Ty(L1)) C Lizypy)-
Therefore, p € L1,Tf(L1)-

O

Definition 6.15. Let L be a thin neck. L is exceptional if it satisfies
the following two conditions.

(a)
T(L) <In3.
(b) For any € > 0 there are (z;,t;) € K for i = 1,2, such that
t, € (E(L) — E,E(L)], ty € (Tf(L),Tf(L) + 6), and
6(:171,t1) S L S 6(:172,t2).
Definition 6.16. Let L be a thin neck. We write
NT(L,€) := (p1(L) x [T;(L), Ty(L) +€)) N E,
and
N (L,e) = (p(L) x [Ti(L) — €, Ty (L)) N E.
We say that L is upper interior if there is an ¢ > 0 such that

NT(L,e) € N. Similarly, we say that L is lower interior if there
is an € > 0 such that N~ (L,¢e) C N.

Remark 6.17. By Definition [6I5(b) every non-exceptional thin neck
L such that T'(L) < In 3 is either upper interior or lower interior.

Remark 6.18. Tt is clear that for any € > 0, N"(L,€) and N~ (L, ¢) are

connected.
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Definition 6.19. The thin part A C E is the union of non-exceptional
thin necks. The thick part of F is

C := E\A.
Lemma 6.20. C' is E-saturated.
Proof. This follows from Lemma and Remark [B.5] O

6.3. Energy bound on the number of thin necks. Let H denote
the set of non-exceptional thin necks L such that T'(L) < In3. Let G
denote the set of all non-exceptional thin necks.

Lemma 6.21.
|H| < 2|Tg|.

Proof. We will show that the map H — Tg defined by L — ¢y, is at
most two to one. Let ¢ € Tg. By Remark every L € H is either
upper interior or lower interior. We claim that that there is at most
one lower interior L € H Nmo(N N¢) . Similarly we claim that there is
at most one upper interior L € H Nmy(N Nc).

Indeed, suppose L C c¢ is a lower interior element of H. First, we
show that

(35) Ti(L) = Ti(c).

Since L C ¢, we have T;(c¢) < T;(L). Suppose by contradiction the
inequality is strict. Let € > 0 be such that N~ (L,e) € N. By
Theorem ¢ is connected, so po(c) is an interval. Thus we
may choose t; € pa(c) N [T;(L) — €, T;(L)). Choose (z2,t2) € L. By
Lemma 527 {xo} X [t1,t2] C c. By definition of N~ (L,¢€), we have
{22} X [t1,ta] C N7 (L,e) C N. It follows that (x9,t;) belongs to the
same connected component of cN N as (x9, ty). However t; < T;(L), so
(x1,t1) ¢ L contradicting the definition of L. Equation (B]) follows.

Let ' € HNmo(N Nc) also be lower interior. Then T;(L') = T;(c) =
T;(L). In particular, po(L)Upe(L') is connected. Therefore, by Lemma
L=1I.

The upper interior case follows similarly. Thus the map L — ¢, is
at most two to one. U

Corollary 6.22. |G| < occ.

Proof. In light of Lemmas [6.2]] and [6.10] we need only bound G \ H.
Again relying on Lemma [6.10, it suffices to bound the set S. defined
for any ¢ € Tg by

S.=(G\ H)Nm(NNec).
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By Remark we have
T(c) <supg(zx) —In2k =: M.

xrey
Lemma implies that py(L1) N pa(Le) = 0 for any two elements
Ly, Ly € S,.. Therefore |S.| < Zfé? < -

Lemma 6.23. Let ¢ € T and let Ly, Ly C ¢ be non-exceptional thin
necks. Let k be a connected component of cNC' satisfying Ly < k < L.
Then k is a connected component of C.

Proof. By Remark and Lemma [6.20, k is E-saturated. Choose
(x,t3) € Lo. Since Ly < k < Lo, there exist t; € py(L;1) and ¢ € po(k)
such that (x,t1) € Ly and (x,t) € k. Since Ly, Ly C A and k C C, we
have

So, by Lemma and Corollary B.11] we deduce that t; < t < t,.

Let k&’ be the connected component of C' containing k. We prove that
k' C ¢, which immediately implies the lemma. Indeed, let

R =pi(e(x,t1)) x [t1,t2).

Since Ly, Ly C ¢, we have (z,t1) ~ (z,t2). So, e(x,t;) < e(x,t3) and R
contains no branch points. Since e(x,t;) < e(z,ty), we have

6(2[‘, tg) C (E N E)tQ.
Since R contains no branched points, by Lemma (.17 we deduce that
(RN E),, is connected. So,

e(z,ty) = (RN E)y,.
Since L; C A does not intersect C,

6(5(7, t2> C Lz
does not intersect C' for ¢+ = 1, 2. Let x1 and x5 be the endpoints of the
interval py(e(z,t1)). By Remark 5.1
({x;} X (t1,00)) N C C ({x;} X (t1,00)) N E = 0.

It follows that ORNC = (. So, O} = C\ﬁ and Cy = C'N R° constitute
a partition of C' into relatively open subsets. Since (x,t) € R° and
(x,t) € k C K, the connectedness of &’ implies that &' C Cy. Therefore,
by the definition of ~, we conclude that k' C ¢ as desired. The lemma
follows. O

Lemma 6.24. Let L be an exceptional thin neck. Then Lry(1y does
not contain a branching point.
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Proof. Let R = p1(Lr; 1)) % (Tf(L),00)NE, and let € > 0. By Definition
there exists t € (Ty(L),T¢(L) + €) and a component k of R,
satisfying k C K. Suppose now that Lz, () contains a branching point.
Then by Remark there exists t' € (Ty(L),t] such that Ry has
at least two components. Therefore, there is at least one component
e of Ry such that e £ k. By Lemma B8 d(pi(e),pi(k)) > 4e .
Furthermore, L) < eUk. So, since k C K,

(36) b1 (L, 1) > Lalpr(€)) + Lulpa(R) + e~
> et + 47"
> 98¢~ (Tr(L)+e)

On the other hand, since L C N, £,(Lz, (1)) < 24e~Ts(L)  This together
with Equation (B0]) implies that
98¢~ Tr(L)+e) ~ 940~ Ts(L)

Since € is arbitrary, we obtain a contradiction. 0

Corollary 6.25. Let L be an exceptional thin neck. Let L' be any thin
neck such that L < L'. Then T;(L') > T¢(L).

Proof. Suppose the contrary. Then by Lemma [6.I4(b)|, Lz, (7 contains
a branching point. This contradicts Lemma [6.24] O

Corollary 6.26. Let L be an exceptional thin neck. There is an € > 0
such that N*(L,e) C C.

Proof. Let S be the set of non-exceptional thin necks L’ such that L <
L. 1t follows from Corollary 6.22] that S is finite. Let t = mingeg T;(s).
By Corollary 620 ¢ > T4(L). Let e =t — T¢(L). Then e satisfies the
requirement. 0

Lemma 6.27. Let t € po(C) and let ¢ be a connected component of
Cy. There is a t' € [t,t +1n3) and a component ¢ of Ky such that
¢ < . Furthermore, ¢ can be taken to belong to the same connected
component of C' as c.

Proof. If ¢ C K, take t' = t. Otherwise, since by Lemma [6.20, ¢ is an
E-segment, and by Remark K is E-saturated, we have ¢cN K = ().
So, ¢ C N NC. Therefore, ¢ is contained in an exceptional thin neck
L. Using Corollary [6.26, choose €; small enough that N *(L,e;) C C.
Let

0<e<min(In3 — (T¢(L) —t),€).

By Definition and Lemma there is a

t' e (Tf(L), Tf(L) + 6)
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and an

X € pl(Kt/)
such that Ly, ) < e(z,t'). By Lemma G.I3(a)] again using the fact
that ¢ is an E-segment, ¢ = L;. So, by Lemma

¢ < Ly < e(x,t).
By the choice of €,
t<t' <TpL)+e<In3+t.

So, we take ¢ = e(z,t'). By Remark GI8 N*(L,€) is a connected
subset of C' that contains both ¢ and ¢ O

Definition 6.28. A subset Z C ¥ is dense if u(Z) > 4;.

Definition 6.29. Let S be a set. An energy partition for S is a map
which assigns to each element e € S a dense subset Z(e) C ¥ in such
a way that if e; #£ ey € S, Z(e1) N Z(ey) = 0.

Remark 6.30. Any set S that carries an energy partition satisfies |S| <
%. Let F' be a finite forest, and denote by Y the set of vertices of F
with at most one child. It is easy to see that |F| < 2|Yp|. So, if Yr
admits an energy partition, then

) < 22
5

Lemma 6.31. |Tz| < 2%.

Proof. Let ¢ € Tg and let t. € ps(c). By definition of £ and Remark[6.6]
we have ¢;, N Dy, # 0. Let x. € ¢;, N D;, and let B. = B(z.,t.). By
Lemma 7 pu{B.} > 61. Let ¢; # ¢2 € Tg be maximal elements. By
Corollary

d(Tey, Tey) > 2(e7 1 4 e7le2),
Thus, by Lemma I8 B., N B., = (). The claim follows from Remark
and Lemma [5.35] O

Lemma 6.32. |ro(C)| < 10422,

Proof. Let P C my(C') be finite. Let @) be the set of vertices of Fp with
at most one child. We partition () into two sets, ()1 and ()5, such that
(1 carries an energy partition, and ()5 is mapped two to one into Tg.
Let Q" C @ be the set of vertices with exactly one child. Let ¢ € @,
let ¢’ be the unique child of ¢, and let (x,t') € ¢’. Since ¢ < ¢, there
exists t € pa(q) such that (z,t) € ¢. By Lemma[.9 we have t < t'. Let

Ly = {a} x [t,?].
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Since ¢ and ¢ are different components of C, and L, is a path con-
necting them, it follows that L, intersects at least one non-exceptional
thin neck. So, for each ¢ € @', choose a non-exceptional thin neck g,
such that g, N L, # (. Denote by Q9 the subset of elements ¢ € @’ for
which g, € H. By Lemmas [6.2] and 63T, |Qs| < 4%.

Denote Q1 = @\ Q2. We define an energy partition for ); as follows.
To each ¢ € @1 we associate a t; € pa(¢q) and a connected segment
sq C qi, in such a way that the following conditions hold:

(a)

ln(s,) > 8e™ta.

(b)
p1(sq) X [tg,00) N (U{q”€Q1|qu”}qH) = 0.

Indeed, suppose ¢ € @1 has no children. By Lemma there is
a ty € pa(q) such that ¢, contains a component of K; . Let s, be a
connected component of K; N g, . Such s, satisfies condition @ by
definition of K and condition because ¢ has no descendants.

Otherwise ¢ € Q). Let ¢/, x,t,t' and g, be as above. By Lemma [6.27]
we may choose t, € pa(q) and a connected component k, C g, N K
such that e(z,t) < k,. In particular, (z,t,) € k,. By choice of g,, there
exists ty, € p2(qq) such that (z,t,,) € Ly Since ¢,¢' C C, we have

(37) ¢Ngg=0=4qng,

In particular, ¢’ > t, > t. It follows from Lemma that
(38) 1<9,<q"

By Lemma we have

(39) (90)75(09) < 4"

We show that

(40) tg, > tg-

Indeed, if t, < t,, then Lemma would imply that g, < ¢, which
in light of equation ([37) and relation (B8], contradicts Corollary E.TTl
Also, t,, # tq by equation ([B7). Inequality (0) follows. Lemma [5.9
and inequality (0) imply that k, < g,. So,

(41) ty < Ti(gq)-

Since ¢ € )1, we have g, € G'\ H, that is T'(g,) > In3. So, by inequal-
ity (@), we have

(42) T(gq) > Ti(gy) + In3 > ¢, +In3.
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By definition of K and N respectively, we have

gn(pl(kq)) > 246_t‘1’ En (pl ((gq)Tf(gq))) S 246_Tf(gQ),
So, by relation ([B9) and inequality ([#2), we conclude that

1) < (01 (90)1y000)) < 246705 < 2 (k)

Therefore, there exists an s, C kq C ¢, such that ,(s,) > 8e~* and
such that pi(¢’) Npi(sq) = 0. By construction s, satisfies condition [(a)]
We show it satisfies condition @ as follows. Since ¢’ is the unique
child of ¢, any ¢" € @1 \ {q} such that ¢ < ¢” must satisfy ¢ <
¢". In particular, p1(¢”) C pi(¢). Thus p1(¢”) N pi(s,) = 0 implying
condition

We claim that if ¢ # ¢’ € @1, then

(43) P1(39) N p1(sg) = 0.

Indeed, if ¢ # ¢’ € Qi are comparable, condition [(b)] implies equa-

tion (3). So, suppose they are incomparable. We may assume without

loss of generality that ¢ <, ¢’. Thus since s, C ¢, equation ([A3]) follows

from Lemma By condition equation (3] and Remark [6.1]

we can associate with each ¢ a dense disk B, such that if ¢ # ¢/, then

B, N By = 0. The assignment ¢ — B, is an energy partition.
Therefore, we have

1Pl < 20Qu] +1Qu]) < 1022

—
Since P was an arbitrary finite subset, it follows that m(C) itself is
finite and thus satisfies the same inequality. O

For ¢ € Tg, let P, denote the partition of ¢ into the connected com-
ponents of ¢ N C' together with the connected components of ¢ N A.
That is, P, is the partition of ¢ into non-exceptional thin necks and the
connected components of their complement.

Lemma 6.33. Let c € Tg.

(a) The set P. is well-ordered under the relation < and finite.
(b) If L € P, is a non-exceptional thin neck that has a successor,
its successor is a component of ¢ N C.

Proof. (a) By Corollary [6.22] the set of non-exceptional thin necks
in P, is finite. We denote them by Ly, ..., L,. Let a; = pa(L;)

fori=1,...,n. Since L; is connected, a; is an interval. Since ¢
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L

(Ly U---ULy) is
k

is connected, po(c) is an interval. So, ps(c) \ (L1
hk<n+1. Let

a finite collection of intervals by, ..., by, wit
M; =py (b)) Ne

for j = 1,...,k. By definition, M; is E-saturated. By Corol-
lary B3], M; is connected. By Corollary (.30,

n k
i=1 j=1

By the construction of the M;, the union is disjoint. Therefore,
Pc: {Ll,...,Ln,Ml,...,Mk}.

In particular, P, is finite. By Lemma [5.32] it is well-ordered.
(b) We continue using the notation of part [(a)] Without loss of
generality, we may assume L; < L;.q for i = 1,....,n — 1.
Let ¢ be such that L = L;. If the successor of L; were not
a component of ¢ N C| it would have to be L;,;. Assume so
by way of contradiction. But the union a; U a;41 cannot be
connected by Lemma . So, there is a j such that a; <
b; < ait1, where < denotes the usual order on R. It follows
that L; <o M; <5 L;i;. By Lemma [5.32 we conclude that
L; < M; < L;1;, contradicting the assumption that L, is the
successor of L;.
O

Lemma 6.34. |G| < 12%12}.

Proof. 1t suffices to define an injective map i : G — mo(C) [[ Te. Let
L € G. If L is maximal in the set of thin necks which are components
of ¢, map L to ¢;. Otherwise, L is not a maximal element of P,, .
By Lemma , P., is well-ordered. So, we let j, € P, be the
successor of L. By Lemma , we have j;, C ¢, NC. Since L is not
a maximal thin-neck in ¢;, Lemma implies that j;, is a connected
component of C. So, we map L to jr.

We prove that i is injective. Indeed, suppose i(L) = ¢, € Tg. By
Lemma maximal thin necks in ¢; are unique. So, there can be
no other thin neck mapped to ¢. On the other hand, suppose i(L) =
jr € mo(C). By construction j, is a subset of a unique ¢ € Tg. It has
a unique predecessor in P., which is L. So, no other thin neck can be
mapped to jr. O

Remark 6.35. It is straightforward to verify that all constructions of
this section, namely F, N, K, C, A and G, are conjugation invariant.
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7. TAME GEODESICS

Definition 7.1. Let £ > 0 and let I be a cylinder. A compact embed-
ded geodesic v C I is said to be k-tame if for any sub-cylinder I’ C I,
we have

U, (yNI') < 2wk max(Modl', 1).

Lemma 7.2. There are constants ay,as such that the following holds.
Let ki, ko > 0 and let (X, j,1u) € M. Let I C X¢ be clean and doubly
connected. Let vy :[0,1] — I be ky-tame. Let p be a thick thin measure

on I and let "
f(z) := min (Wh“t’ l@) :

/ SO At < ks + 1) (ana(D) + az)

Then

Proof. First assume that either 7 N1 = () or the conjugation on I is
longitudinal as in Definition Let e : [0, ModI] — R be given by

e(t) = (S0, 1)).
Let M = L2“(I |, let 0 = ap < oy < ... < ayy be the sequence defined by

e(a;) = z 2 and let a1 = L. By our current assumption, S(a;, a;y1)
is clean. Therefore by Lemma there is a constant K > 1 such that
forany 1 < j € N, any 0 <7¢ < M such that o;11 —a; > 27K and any
x € S+ jK, ;1 — JK; I), we have

fla) <279,
Therefore, we calculate
(44)
[ seoea = Z | PO
1 ((cv,ciigp1)xS1)
| 2L
< Z Akoky K+ Y Awky K x 27
=0 7j=1

M
< Z47T]€1(]€2 + 1)K
i=0
By Lemma it remains only to treat the case where the conju-
gation on I is latitudinal. Denote I, = S(0,4Modl;I) and I, =

S(%Modl,ModI; I). Then ;N I; = () for i = 1,2. So, by what has
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already been proved, the claim of the lemma holds for /; and I sep-
arately. But up to addition of a constant the claim is additive. Thus
the claim holds for I = I, U I5. ]

For the following few lemmas let ¥¢ be a surface with genus(X¢) > 1
equipped with the metric h.,, of constant curvature —1, and let 8 C ¢
be a simple closed geodesic. Recall the notation of Theorem 2.7 Let
I = C(B). Denote by (p,8) the coordinates on I given by Theo-
rem [Z7(d)l Note that p gives the distance from 5. The coordinates
(p,0) are axially symmetric in the sense of equation (I0) with

0(3) cosh p
2r

Lemma 7.3. There is a constant ¢ with the following significance. For
any x € I,

(45) ho(p) =

1 hg(x)
— < — <c
m = InjRad(3c; hean, )

Proof. First we prove the lower bound. Indeed, the non-contractible
loop p = p(x) has heg,-length 2whg(z). So, there is a non-constant
geodesic beginning and ending at x with length less than 27hy(x).
Therefore, Injrad(Xc; hean, ) < why(x) as desired.

We turn now to the proof of the upper bound. Denote b = 5¢([3).
Let do(b) = w(P) and for any = € I, let d(x) = w(B) — p(z). By
Theorems 2.7 and 2.8, we need only bound the expression

TN

bcosh p
7 sinh ™! (cosh b cosh d — sinh d)

E(d,b) =

in the region 0 < p < dy(b). We have

bcosh p
7sinh ™! (e=9)
be”
~ 271 sinh ™! (e9)
be”
2m(e~? 4 o(e~9))
bep+d
2m(1+40(1))
hedo ()
" 2n(1+0(1))
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Pick a d’' large enough that

! ! 1
|sinh (™) —e | < 3
A bound
do(b)
(48) <,
T

combined with bound (47]) suffices to give the desired bound on E(d, b)
in the region d > d’. On the other hand, for d < d’ the desired bound
on E(d,b) follows from inequalities (46]) and (8] since p < do(b). To
prove inequality (48)), we use Theorem R.7(c)| to calculate

bedo®) p 1 [ 1 )
or 21 sinhbjL sinh2b+ ’

which is clearly bounded for b € [0, 00). O

Lemma 7.4. Let e < .

(a) Be/2(I; hst) C Behg(w)(x; h’can)~
(b) Let v C I be a embedded 1-manifold possibly with boundary. If
x1, Ty € 7y satisfy d(x1,x2; het) > €/2, then

d’y(xb T2; hcan) Z 6h6(£1)~
Proof. (a) Let 7 be the function on I defined by

p(y)
)=o) = [

So, 7 x 6 is a conformal diffeomorphism of I to the flat cylinder.
In particular,

he = dO* + dr?.
Suppose y € Bej2(x; hyt). First, we show that

(49) lp(y) — p(z)| < ehg(x).

Indeed, assume the contrary. By the formula (@3] for hy, and
the fact from Theorem 27|(c)| that

ol < w(B) = sinh™(1/sinh(¢(5)/2)),
we have
dhyg ¢(B) sinh p

d—p(P)‘ = ‘ o
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So,

-\
p(y)
. /
lo(z)|+€ho(z) d
>/ pfhe( )
()| ho(z) + =2~
€
> a)
-2

which is a contradiction. Inequality ([@9) follows. Combining
inequalities (49) and (B0, we obtain

ho(y) < 2hg(x), Vy € Beja(a; hy).

So, since Mg, = hjhs, on Beja(x; hs) we have the inequal-
ity of bilinear forms hee, < (2hg(x))?hy. Therefore, for y €
Bejo(w; hy), and o an hg geodesic from z to y, we have

Chean (@) < 2hg(2)ln,, () < ho(2)e.

That is, ¥ € Beny(a)(%; hean)-

By way of contradiction, suppose d (1,22 hean) < €hg(x1).
Then the segment a in v between z; and x5 must be contained
in Bepy (1) (21; Pean)- Moreover, by inequality (50) we have

h@(y) S th(l‘l), Vy € Behg(ml)(xl; hcan)-

So hgt < (2hg(21)) ?hean 00 Beny(ey) (215 hean)- 1t follows that
€
Uhy (@) < (2ho(21)) " lh,, (@) < 3
which is a contradiction.

U

Lemma 7.5. There is a constant C' with the following significance. Let
k> 1 and let v be a compact embedded geodesic in I such that

1
SegWZdth(’% x; hcan) Z Eln]Rad(ZCa hcana ZIZ’)

for all x € . Then v is C'k-tame.
Proof. Let I' C I with Mod(I") > 1. Choose a collection of points

., &, € yNI" maximal with respect to the condition that

™

dv(zia xj; hst) Z %a
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In particular,

(51) b (YN 1) < =

By Lemmas and [Z.3] we have
T
d7($i7 Zj; hcan) Z E maX(hG(Ii>7 hg(LU]))
1
> Emax([anad(:Ei),Ianad(atj)).

So, by the assumption on SegWidth,

BI”J'RZILd(xi) (IH hcan) N BIanad(acj) (lﬁ, hcan) — @, Z ?é ]

2k

Thus by Lemma [[.3] we have

Bh%(.a;j) (243 hean) N Brgey) (253 hean) =0, 1 # J.

2ck

It follows by Lemma that

1 1
4ck 4ck

Consider the case Mod(I') > 1. Even if x; € 0I', at least half of

Bﬁ(zi; hs) is contained in I’. So,

Area (Bﬁ(l'i; hst) N F) > 3902k2’

Therefore, by equation (52]) we have

Area(I') = 2rMod(I").

(53) n < 64c2k*Mod(I').

Combining inequalities (5I) and (53]), we deduce the lemma with
C = 32¢%.

On the other hand, suppose Mod(I") < 1. Then

T
Area (Bﬁ(:ﬁi; het) N 1/) > =t Modl'.

So, by equation (52) we have
(54) n < 64c7k>.

Combining inequalities (BI]) and (54]), the lemma follows with the same

value of C. U
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8. PROOF OF THE THEOREM

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 4.2 We use the notation
and terminology of Theorem as well as Sections [{ [6] and [l To
begin, observe that

(55) mw=/6M%Mw

:/ min{eg(w),Qk}dﬁn(:c)jL/ max{e?® — 2k, 0}.
TEY TeY

We denote the first term by Iy and the second by [; and deal with each
term separately.
We first dispense with .

Lemma 8.1. There are constants dy and dy such that
Iy < K*{dip(3c) + dagenus(Xc)}.
Proof. Let
Thick(3c) := {x € Y¢|InjRad(z; hegn) > sinh ™ (1)},
and
Thin(Xc) = Yc\Thick(Xc).

In the following write I' = genus(3c). Note that when I' > 1, Theo-
rem 2.8 implies Thin(X¢) is contained in the union of at most 3I' — 3
clean geodesic cylinders. Cleanness follows from the conjugation in-
variance of heq,. When I' = 1, Thin(X¢) is either empty or all of X¢.
So, Thin(X¢) is contained in the union of at most 2 clean geodesic
cylinders. When I" = 0, Thin(X¢) is always empty. So, we define

-3, I'>2,
Nr =« 2, =1,
0, I'=0.
We calculate
(56)
Iy = / min{ed® 2k}de, (x)
xey

2k
<[ g, [ minge®) 2 @)
Thick(Sc)nry Sinh™ (1) Thin(Se)y
Let x(3¢) denote the Euler characteristic and let

My = max(|x(%c)], 1).
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We claim that
2k 2Kk2 M,
(57) / —— o lhy, < —_1F2
Thick(sc)ny Sinh™ (1) 7(sinh™"(1))

Indeed, let 1, ..., z, € yNThick(X¢) be a collection of points maximal
with respect to the condition that

o1
d'y(xiuxj; hcan) > sinh (1)

In particular,
sinh™*(1)

(58) lhon (YN Thick(Xc)) < 2n ’

By assumption (21), we have
Bsinhfl(l) (xlu hcan) N Bsinhfl(l) (xja h’can) - ®7 7’ % .]
k k

Moreover,

sinh™'(1) ?
Area (Bsinh;l(l) (x;; hmn)> > <T) ,  Area(Xc) = Mr.

So,

- k* My

~ m(sinh~'(1))?

Combining inequalities (B8) and (59) we obtain
kM

msinh ™' (1)

(59)

ghmn (’}/ N ThZC]{Z(E(c)) <

which implies inequality (57) as claimed.
Furthermore, we calculate

(60) / min{e?®, 2k}dl, () <
Thin(Se)Ny
< min eg(x)’gk _hean A7)
N /Thin(Ec)ﬂ'y { }ITL]RQCZ(ZE)
: ho(x)
= min{e?® 2k} ————__d¢, (x
/Thin(EC)ﬂ'y { }ITL]RQCZ(ZE) " ( )

S C]{Z(Qk + 1)(a2Npa1,u(EC))

using Lemmas [7.2] and in the last inequality. Combining in-

equalities (B6]), (57), and (60), we obtain

2k2 M
T+ Ck(2k + 1)(azNp + a1pu(Sc)).
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Note that when I' = 0, the first term in the right hand side of (1)
can be absorbed in the coefficient d;. This is so because the gradient
inequality implies that for any (X, ) € M with genus(X¢) = 0, we
have u(3) > 0;. O

Assumption 8.2. From here until Lemma[8.10, we assume that con-
ditions BI) and [B2) are satisfied. Thus we may use the constructions
and results of Section [@.

The following arguments deal with [; given the preceding assump-
tion.

L= / max{e’® — 2k 0}dl, ()

max{ed(®) 2k}
/ / dydl,(z).
xey J 2k

Change variables to y = e'. Then, using Fubini’s theorem,

62 L= / / )etdt
In2k JxzeDy
= / / x)e tdt + / / x)e tdt
In 2k xEDmC In 2k xeDmA
§/ / dﬁn(a:)etdt+/ / dl,(z)e'dt.
In2k JzxzeCy In2k JxzeDiNA

In the last line, denote the first term, giving the contribution of the
thick part, by I, and the second, giving the contribution of the thin
part, by Is.

Lemma 8.3. There is a constant d3 such that Iy < dzu(3c).

Proof. Discretizing, we have the bound

(63) I < (2In3)(2k) Y 320 {Conn s pman }-
i=0
Write ¢; := C9in3+im2r and denote by c¢;; the components of ¢;. By

Lemma [6.27], for each j choose
tij € [2iln3 4+ 1In2k, (2 + 1) In3 4 In 2k)

and a component k;; C K, such that c¢;; < kj;. In the case that
¢i; C K, we insist upon taking ¢;; = 2¢In3 4 In 2k and k;; = ¢;;. For
each j let T;; C k;; be a segment of length

(64) 0(T) = {%J |

etis 8
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Since k;; C Kjy,;, we have

(65) o (kij) > 24",

So,

(66) 0(T5) = 200 (0y)

Partition 7;; into segments T;;;, such that

(67) 0o (Tijn) = 8™,

Let n;; be the number of segments 7;;,. We claim that
(68) > 20 (cy).

Indeed, suppose first that ¢;; = k;;. Then t;; = 3%2k. So, using inequal-

ity (€d), we have
: 3 3
= 86—1‘4]‘”2,], = gn(ng) > Zen(km) = ign(cw)

On the other hand, suppose ¢;; # k;j. Then ¢;; C N, so £(¢;;) < %
But

elis 3 elii 324
n] 8 ( .7) 4 ;) ( .7) 4 ;)
Since n;; is an integer, we have n;; > 3. Thus
8n; 24
"ij > > g(CZJ>

3%2k — 3%2k —
Inequality (68)) follows. Setting

(69) n; = ZTLU,

inequality (G8]) implies

. > —
322k — 4
To each segment T}, assign a disk Bjj, C X¢ as in Remark 61 So,
if k1 # ko, then Byji, N Byjr, = 0. Let m; denote the number of disks
By with ¢ < i that intersect one of the disks B;;;, but do not intersect
any disk Bjnjmn for i' <" <i. We claim that

(7()) gn (C2iln3+1n 2k> .

3
Indeed, let m} denote the number of intervals 7}/ with 7 < ¢ such that

pi(Tijwr) N p1(Tigr) # O for some j, k, and py(Tyjw) 0 p1(Tivjorwr) = 0
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for i/ < " < i. By Remark we have m; < m/. So inequality ([T])
will follow if we show

(72) m; < —n,.

e~ w

Let mgj denote the number of intervals 7}, with i < i such that
p1(Tijnr) N p1(Tije) # O for some k and

(73) p1(Togne) N pu(Tigor) = 0
for ¢/ <" <i. Then
my <Y .
J
So, by equation (€9) inequalities (72]) and (7)) will follow if we prove

3
(74) mgj < &

for all j. To see this, choose integers a; and 0 < as < 3 such that
n;; = 3a; + az. By equations (64), (63) and (67), we have a; > 1.
Enumerate the intervals Ty by T jr, for [ =1,...,m};. By (Z3) we
conclude the intervals pi(7;,;,x,) are pairwise disjoint. Since 4; < i for
all [, by equation (67) we have ¢,,(T;,jk,) > 30 (Tijx). Therefore it is
easy to verify that mj; is at most a; + 2 when ay # 0, and at most
a1 + 1 when a, = 0. But in the first case,

méj o a; + 2 < 3
N N 3a1+a2 - 4’
and in the second case,
my_amtl_2_3
Nij 30,1 -3 4

Inequalities ([]), ([2) and ([T)) follow.
Combining inequalities (1), (70) and (G3), we obtain

(75) pEe) i o

> 3% (Coitns )

1844
1

>

L.
2561n3 2
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We now deal with the thin part.
Lemma 8.4. There is a constant dy such that I3 < dqu(3c).

Proof. Recall that G denotes the collection of all non-exceptional thin
necks. Let Gy = {v € G|T(v) < In48}. The contribution of the thin
part is

I3 = / / Yeldt
In 2k mGAt ﬂD
/ / x)e Lt
i(v) xEUtﬂD

veG
Ty (v)
<y / 2Adt + Y / / )eldt
veGT veEG\G1 Ti(v) ZBE’UtﬂD
T¢(
< 24 1n4g2H0) EC + > /f / )eldt.
vEG\G1 xEvtﬂD
4

The last transition relies on Lemma [6.34]
To each v € G\G; we associate an annulus as follows. Let z, denote
the midpoint of VT (v) with respect to the metric h.,, and let

1
Ty = ighcan(va(u))'

Let

rh =1, + 2r(z,)e @),
ry = r(a,)e ",
B/]_l} = Br% (xm hcan) C 2((:7 B?J = Br% (Ivu hcan) C E(Cv
and A, := B*\B}.
The following claims justify the definitions of the preceding para-
graph.
Claim 8.5. r} <12 < 5-r(w,) < 5SegWidth(7, Ty; hean).-

Proof. The inequality 7’2 < +r(z,) follows from the fact that 7;(v) >
In2k. The inequality - il () < %SegWidth(%xv;hmn) is a special
case of assumption (IZ[I) By inequality (23]) and the definition of N,

3
ry < € (vr( )) r(z,) < i 24e~ 1@y ().

Therefore, r! < 207"(%) ~T5(), Since

Ty(v) —T;(v) =T (v) > In20,
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the inequality r! < r? follows. O
Claim 8.6. Lett > T;(v) + In48. Then p;(v,) C B2.

Proof. This is immediate from inequality (23)) and the definition of
N. U

Claim 8.7. For any vi,vy € G\ G1, we have
U1 #’Ug :>AU1 ﬂsz = 0.

Proof. Consider first the case that p;(v1)Np;(vs) # 0. By Lemmas [B.12]
and [.I3(b)|, we may assume without loss of generality that

(V1) 75 (0) < V2.
So, we have
(76) A(Toy s Togs hean) < Ty -
Thus by Claim we obtain
A(Ty,, Toy; hean) < 1T(Ty, ).
So, it follows from Lemma that
T(xy,) < 2r(xy,).
Thus we have
7’51 = 1y, )e T2 < o (x,, e TrD),
The preceding inequality and inequality (Z6) together imply
A(Tyy s To; hean) + 7’51 < 1y, + 21 (2, e TV,

It follows that B2 C B, giving the claim.
On the other hand, if p;(v1) N p2(ve) = 0, Corollary implies

d(%l,l’vz; hn) > de~ min{Ti(vl),Ti(vg)}.
But by inequality ([23) and the definition of ng for j = 1,2, we have
the inequality
d(xy,, ang N; hy) < 2e7Ti00),
Therefore, B, N B2, N~ = 0. By definition of SegWidth and by

Claim B3], we conclude B2 N B2 = 0.
U

Claim 8.8. A, is clean.

Proof. Keeping in mind Remark [6.35] by construction Ay = A,. In

particular if v =, then A, is conjugation invariant. If v # v, then by

Claim we have A, N A, = 0. O
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Claim 8.9.
(77) (o(B N y) < 32¢7Tr @),
Proof. We have

(a(By N7) = la(vryw) + Ga( By Ny \ pi(vry ).

Denote the first term by a and the second term by b. The defini-
tion of N implies that a < 24e7r¥). Since T'(v) > In48, we have
2r(z,)e 1) < 1p(x,). So, we use inequality ([23) to verify that
b < 8 Tr(v), O

We return to estimating I3. By the inclusion of Claim B.6] for v €
G\ G, we obtain

Ty (v)
/ / )eldt <
z€p1(viND)
Ty (v)
< 241n48 +/ / dl,(z)e'dt
i(v)+In48 Jzepy (viND)

Ty (v)
< 241n48 +/ / dl,(z)e'dt.
0 x€B2Np1(v¢ND)

By equation ([[7) we have

Ty (v)
/ / dl,(z)eldt <
0 x€B2Np1(v¢ND)

§/ eg(w)dgn($)+/ el e, (z)
TEALNY r€B}
< / IO d, () + 32.

TEALNY

We bound the integral on the domain A, N~ as follows. By Lemma

GI(d)] we have

dt,, oo 24
o — @) « 7
i, () =" < d(z, 70, hn)’

for any x € A, N~. So, by inequality (23)) we deduce that

(78) )t () < o)

In polar coordinates on B2, the metric e, is given by formulas (1))

as
and (I2), and hegn|a, = hghst So, since by Claim B35 we have 72 < 1
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it follows that

dae
(79) “hean (1) = h(2) < 3d(x, Tp; hean), T € A,
dly,,
Using the chain rule to combine inequalities (78) and (79), we obtain
dt,
<1
a0, (x) <108

for x € A, N~. On the other hand, we have

arl
eI de, (z) = / L ey,
/:1,“61411 ( ) Z‘EAU dghst "

It follows from Claim that v N B2 is a radial geodesic, so v N A,
is 1-tame. Thus by Claim we may apply Lemma with &k = 1
and ky = 108 to deduce the bound

/ 9D dl, (z) < 108(ayu(Ay) + as).
TEA,

Collecting the terms, using Claim 87 and invoking Lemma for
the constant terms, we obtain

(80) Z / /xévtﬂD w)eldt <

veG\G1
12
< (5 (241n48 + 108a, +32) + 108a1 ) p(Sc),
1

which completes the proof. O

Lemma 8.10. Let 5 C ~ be the union of the connected components [3;
of v such that

(81) 0,(B;) < de™maxaes; 9(@)
and
(82) In 2k < max g(x).
repP;
We have
€.(B) < 4’M(EC)
01

Proof. Using inequality (8I]) we estimate

(ﬁz) < l,(5:) rmneazf%( ) < 4.
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Choose x; € 3; such that
&,
de,,

Set t; = %(Ii)' By inequality (82), we have (z;,t;) € D. So, Lemmald.T]
implies that pu(B(x;,t;)) > 01, and LemmalL8implies the disks B(z;, t;)

are pairwise disjoint implying the claim. U

e,
) = 0 e,

Proof of Theorem [{.2. By equation (BH), it suffices to bound Iy and
I;. Lemma[R.I] takes care of Iy unconditionally. The components ~; C 7
that violate condition (32)) contribute trivially to I;, so we assume with-
out loss of generality that condition ([B2]) does hold. Then Lemma K10
allows us to disregard the contribution to I; of components v; C ~ that
violate condition (BIl). So, without loss of generality, we impose As-
sumption Then equation (62)), Lemma and Lemma bound
I; implying Theorem [4.21 U

9. APPLICATIONS

We now apply Theorem to prove the theorems stated in the
introduction.

Lemma 9.1. Let X be a closed Riemann surface with an isometric
involution . Suppose p € X is fived under vp. Then for any r > 0,
B (p; hean) 18 ¥ invariant.

Proof. For any ¢ € ¥ we have

d(pv q; hcan) = d(w(p)a w(Q)7 hcan) = d(pv ¢(Q); h’can)-
In particular, ¢ € B,.(p; hean) if and only if ¥(q) € B.(p; hean)- O

Lemma 9.2. Let ¥ be a closed Riemann surface with an isometric
inwvolution . Let vy be either a minimal geodesic connecting two points
or an embedded geodesic fived under an isometric involution . Then

for any p € 7,
SegWidth(~, p; hean) > InjRad(Y; hean, p)-

Proof. If v is a minimal geodesic the claim is obvious. Suppose 7 is
fixed under . For any p € v and r € (0, InjRad(%; hean, p)), write
B = B, (p; hean)- Let ¥y, denote the fixed points of 1. B is conjugation
invariant by Lemma Denote by By the fixed points of ¢|p. It
is clear that By, is a radial geodesic and that By, = ¥, N B. It fol-
lows that B,.(p; hean) N7y is contained in a radial geodesic and so, that

SQQWZdth(’)/,p, hcan) Z r. [l
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Let (M, w) be a symplectic manifold, L C M a Lagrangian subman-
ifold, and J an w-tame almost complex structure.

Definition 9.3. Let S be a family of compact Riemann surfaces, possi-
bly with boundary. We say that the data of S together with (M, w, L, J)
comprise a K-bounded setting if one of the following holds.

(a) M and L are compact.
(b) L = 0 and

1
mox { IR 1§ < K
(¢) Lis %—Lipsehitz and
1
o { Rl 11, 1Bl § } < K.

(d) Each connected component L' of L is s-Lipschitz and

1
o { Rl 1, 1Bl £ } < K.

Furthermore, for each ¥ € S, there is a conformal metric h
of constant curvature 0,+1, and of unit area in case of zero
curvature, such that 0¥ is totally geodesic and %—Lipsehitz.

Let M be a family of J-holomorphic curves in M with boundary
in L, and let S be the family of Riemann surfaces that are domains
of members of M. For each (u,X) € M let u, be the corresponding
energy measure

o (U) ::/ | dul|?dvols,
U

for U C ¥ an open subset. The following is Theorem 2.8 of [13]. In
cases [(a)] and [(b)] of Definition @3] it follows straightforwardly from the
discussion in Chapter 4 of [24].

Theorem 9.4. Suppose S and (M, w, J, L) comprise a K-bounded set-
ting. Then the collection of measured Riemann surfaces

{(5, p)|(u, X) € M}
s uniformly thick thin with constants depending only on K.

Proof of Theorems [1.1, [1.2, and [I.5 Theorems[T], T2 L4
and [[H are immediate from Theorem [£.2] Lemma 0.2 Remark 3] and
Theorem[@.4l Note that Theorem [[LHlis covered by Theorem [@.4lapplied

to case in Definition ]
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To prove Theorem [LL6] we need the following additional definitions
and lemmas.

Definition 9.5. Let ¥ be a Riemann surface with boundary. A bridge
in ¥ is a length minimizing geodesic connecting two components v, #
~v9 of 0¥. An admissible bridge is a bridge ~ such that for any p € v
and any r € %Ianad(E(c; hean, P), we have B.(p; hean) NOX C v1 Us.

In the following Lemmas[0.6to[0.9] we shall consider a Riemann sur-
face X with boundary and its complex double Y¢. All metric quantities
and sets are with respect to the metric h.,, on ¢, so we omit them
from the notation.

Lemma 9.6. Let v be an admissible bridge in Y connecting the com-
ponents v, and o of 0X. Then for any p € v U7 C Y,

1
SegWidth(yU7,p) > gfanad(p).

Proof. Let p € v and r € (0, 3InjRad(p)). Write
B = BT’(p)>

and

B' := Bs.(p).
We need to show that BN (yU7) is a radial geodesic. If BN IYX = ()
then (yU7%)N B =N B is a minimizing geodesic, so the claim follows
from Lemma Otherwise, let g be the point of v N 0% closest to p,
and let

B” = Bgr(q)
Since 7 is admissible, BN OY C 7, U~y. Thus since v minimizes length
between v, and s, we have ¢ € B. The triangle inequality implies that
B ¢ B” C B’. Since h.,y, has constant curvature and B’ is a normal
disk, it follows that B” is a normal disk. By Lemma and the fact
that B” is a normal disk, we have that each of vy N B” and 7N B” lies
on a radial geodesic of B”. Furthermore « and 7 intersect 0% at ¢ in
a right angle. So, B” N (v U7) is a radial geodesic which we denote
by C. Since p € C, again using the fact h.,, has constant curvature,
BN C =Bn(yU#7) is a radial geodesic in B. O

Definition 9.7. Let ¥ be a Riemann surface with boundary and let
v;, for 1 = 1,2, be components of 9%. An admissible chain connecting
~v1 and 7 is a pairwise disjoint sequence

a1 = 71,02, ..., 0y = 72,

of components of 9% with admissible bridges ; connecting «; and a1

foreach 1 <i¢<n-—1.
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Lemma 9.8. Let ¥ be a Riemann surface with boundary and let x;,
fori = 1,2, be components of 0%. There exists an admissible chain
connecting x1 and Xa.

Lemma 9.9. Let 8 be a bridge connecting boundary components
and vo. Suppose there is a boundary component vy3 and a point p € 3
such that

1
d(p,3) < glanad(p).
Let B; fori=1,2, be a bridge connecting 3 with v;. Then
U(B;) < (D).

Proof. Let ¢ be the length minimizing geodesic from p to 3 and let
q = 0Nys. Writer = InjRad(p). Let By = B,(p) and By = B%T(q). By
the triangle inequality, By C B;. Since h.q, has constant curvature and
B is a normal disk, so is By. In particular InjRad(q) > 2InjRad(p).
It follows that

1 1
(83) d(p,q) < 5InjRad(p) < 5InjRad(q).

On the other hand, by Lemma applied to the Riemann surface ¢
with conjugation as the isometric involution we have, for i = 1, 2,

(84) d(q,~;) > InjRad(q).

Denote by p; for i = 1,2, the point where § meets ;. Combining
inequalities (83]), (B4]) and the triangle inequality,

1.
(85)  d(p,ps) = d(g,pi) — d(p,q) = d(g,7) — d(p,q) > 5InjRad(q).
Therefore, since d(p, p1) + d(p, p2) = £(5), we have

1.
(86) d(p, pi) < U(B) — 5 InjRad(q).
Combining inequalities (83) and (86), we conclude
(87) ((B;) < d(pi;a) < d(pi, p) + d(p, q) < {(B).

O

Proof of Lemma[9.8. For any graph I', we denote by E(I') the set of
edges of I'. Let G be the complete graph with vertices the boundary
components of 3. For any e € £(G), denote by £(e) the length of a
corresponding bridge. Let S be the set of spanning trees of G. For
T €S, we write



Let T € S be a tree that minimizes ¢(-). We claim that all bridges
corresponding to an edge of T are admissible. Indeed, suppose the
contrary and let e € £(T) correspond to a non-admissible bridge S
connecting v; and 7. By definition, there is a ~3 such that, using
the notation of Lemma [0.9, the condition of Lemma is satisfied.
For i = 1,2, let e; be the edge of G connecting v3 and ;. Removing
e disconnects T" into two connected components 77 and 75 containing
the vertices v, and v, respectively. Without loss of generality, suppose
the vertex corresponding to 3 is in 75 .Then, connecting 7} and 75
with the edge e; produces a spanning tree 7”. By Lemma we have

UT") = U(T) — £(e) + Ler) < £(T)

contrary to the choice of 7. The claim follows. So, the sequence of
boundary components corresponding to the unique path in 7" connect-
ing y; with yo is an admissible chain. U

Proof of Theorem [1.6. To deduce the diameter estimate of Theo-
rem [[6, let pi,ps € X. If 0¥ = 0, Theorem and Lemma
immediately imply the claim. Otherwise, let ¢;, for ¢ = 1,2, be the
minimal geodesic connecting p; to p;. Clearly, J; is conjugation invari-
ant and intersects a component ~; of 9X. Let («;)i<, be an admissible
chain connecting v, and v, with bridges (; connecting «; and «;; for
1 <i<n-—1. It follows from the definition of an admissible chain that
n < |m(0X)]. We have the estimate

n—1

d(u(pr), u(pe)) < £uls,) + Luls,) + E(ulox) + D lu

i=1

Bi)v

where all the lengths and distances are measured with respect to g;.
So, the claim again follows from Theorem (4.2, Lemmas and [9.6),
and Theorem d

Remark 9.10. The reader may have noted the unequal treatment of the
elements «; and f3; in the admissible chain connecting two boundary
components. For the a; we have an estimate which is independent of
the number of components since Lemma[@.21bounds the segment widths
of the boundary as a whole. For the (;, on the other hand, Lemma
only provides estimates for each component separately. For now
we leave open the question whether or not this may be improved to
eliminate the dependence on the number of boundary components in
Theorem altogether.
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10. CALCULATION OF OPTIMAL ISOPERIMETRIC CONSTANT

Proof of Proposition[1.3. Let M = CP", let L = RP" and let w =
wrs be the Fubini Study form, normalized so the area of line is %
Let J be an w-tame almost complex structure. Let Mgo(M, L, J)
denote the moduli space of degree 1 J-holomorphic disk maps with
two marked points on the boundary modulo reparametrization. Since
the energy of a degree 1 map is minimal, there is no bubbling, and
Moo(M, L, J) is compact. The structure theorem for the image of
J-holomorphic disks [20, 21] implies that minimal energy disks are
somewhere injective. It follows that there is a dense set of regular J.
Recall that for J regular, Mg o(M, L, J) is a manifold. Let

evy . M()’Q(M,L, J) — L2

be the evaluation map. We claim that ev; is surjective for all J. To
see this, note that for J regular ev; is relatively orientable by [28|
Theorem 1]. In particular, it is not hard to check that the standard
complex structure Jy is regular. For J = Jgu, degree 1 disk maps
are equivalent to oriented real lines. So ev;,, is 2 to 1 away from the
diagonal. Using [28, Prop. 5.1], one can check that conjugate disks
contribute with equal sign, so e;,, has degree 2. A routine cobordism
argument then shows ev; has degree 2 for J regular. Finally, Gromov
compactness implies surjectivity for any J.

We deduce that for any smooth almost complex structure J on M,
there is a u : (D? 0D?) — (CP™, RP") such that

Uulop2; g5) > 2Diam(L; g5) = 4nDiam(L; g;5)Area(u; gr).

So, for any w-tame J, we have Fy(M,L,J) > 4nDiam(L;g;), which
implies
hl ((.U) 2 2.

On the other hand, it follows from the discussion of Section [L.I] that

Fi(Jg,w) < 27 and Diam(L;g,,,) = %, which implies that h; < 2.

Combining the two inequalities, we conclude h;(w) = 27. O
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