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FAT EQUATOR EFFECT AND MINIMALITY IN
IMMERSIONS AND SUBMERSIONS OF THE SPHERE

VICENT GIMENO I GARCIA AND VICENTE PALMER

ABSTRACT. Inspired by the equatorial concentration of measure phe-
nomenon in the sphere, a result which is deduced from the general, (and
intrinsic), concentration of measure in S™(1), we describe in this paper
an equatorial concentration of measure satisfied by the closed, (compact
without boundary), isometric and minimal immersions z : ¥™ — S"(1),
(m < n), and by the minimal Riemannian submersions 7 : ¥ — S™(1),
(m >mn).

1. INTRODUCTION

The deep connection between the notions of measure of sets, (in its mean-
ing of Riemannian volume), distance between points and dimension in a Rie-
mannian manifold is illustrated by the concentration of (intrinsic) measure
phenomenon in the sphere S”(1), (that we consider in this paper equipped
with a metric of constant sectional curvature 1), as we can find it in the
lecture notes [6], (see Theorem |A|in this Introduction).

From this concentration of measure it can be deduced a particular result,
namely, an intrinsic equatorial measure concentration property satisfied by
the strips around the equators of the sphere, also known as “fat equator
effect”, which can be roughly described by saying that for “very large”
dimension, almost all measure in the sphere concentrates in these strips
surrounding its equators, independently of its width, (see Theorems |C| and
Theorem in this Section).

Now, an interesting question that can be raised from this last result ap-
pears when considering it from an extrinsic point of view, that is, from the
point of view of the submanifold theory. We introduce at this point the
concept of “extrinsic equatorial measure concentration” for submanifolds in
the sphere: we shall study then the relative volume of the intersection of a
closed and minimal submanifold with the above mentioned strips around the
equators of the ambient sphere, concluding, as in the intrinsic case, that for
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“very large” dimension, almost all measure in the submanifold concentrates
in their intersection with the strips of any width surrounding these equators,
(see Theorem in this Introduction).

On the other hand, there is a concentration of measure in the dual geomet-
ric setting with respect the isometric immersions given by the Riemmanian
submersions. Namely, we shall prove a concentration of measure satisfied
by the compact manifolds which admits a Riemannian submersion onto the
sphere with minimal fibers. In this vein, such compact manifolds accumu-
lates almost the whole measure on the points which project to the strips of
any width surrounding the equator of the sphere (see Theorem [1.5)).

In the lecture notes by V. Milman and G. Schechtman [6] we can find the
following theorem:

Theorem A (Corollary 2.2 in [6]).
If A C S*(1) is a domain with vol(A) > ivol(S™(1)) then, for alle € [0, 3],
the e-fattening of A satisfies the inequality

VOI(AE) ™ —€e2(n—1)/2
> VO o T
(1) L2 Sy =1 \/;e

and hence, for all € € [0, 7],

vol(A,)

@) oo vol(SP(1))

Remark 1.1. Here, the e-fattening of A is defined, using the intrinsic distance
in the sphere S™(1), as

Ac = {:U e S™(1) : dists" W (z, 4) < 6}

Theorem [A]is a consequence of the Levy’s isoperimetric inequality in the
sphere, (see [6]). To see the idea behind the proof of assertions and ,

let us consider a domain A with vol(A) = a > 1vol(S"(1)) and let us fix
€ € [0,5]. Then, applying Levy’s isoperimetric inequality, and having into
account that, fixed € € [0, ], the e-fattening of a geodesic ball BM s the

ball (B!, = ijrle, for all r € [0,7/2 — €), we have the inequality

n,1 T e
vol (A¢) - vol <B7r/2+6> _ f02+ sin” tdt
vol (S*(1)) = wol(S*(1)) [, sin™tdt
- fg+€SlI1 tdt
Jo sin™ tdt

(3)

=1

To obtain equality (2) from this point, we remark that , given € € [0, 7],
s

in the intervals [0, 5 + €] C [0, 7], the function sint attains its maximum of

lin t = 7, so, when n — oo, the function sin™ ¢ has a “peak” at 7 and is
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FIGURE 1. The e-strip of S?(1) is the e-fattening of the equa-
tor of S2(1)

negligible out of this value. Hence, we have that

Jx,  sin"™tdt
@ lim 22— =0
n—00 f() sin® tdt
and
(5) s g YOLAD L (sing)ndt

Now, we are going to focus on a particular concentration of measure
phenomenon in the sphere, that we call equatorial, what happens in this
case around any totally geodesic equator S"~1(1) of the sphere S*(1), and
which can be deduced from the general concentration of measure described
above. We will take it as a starting point for our definition of the extrinsic
concentration of measure of an immersed submanifold in the sphere.

In order to describe it and to give an idea of its proof, we are going to
consider the particular case constituted by the equator

E = {(a:l, .. ,xn+1) S Sn(l) D Ipyl = O}

together the domain Q. C S™(1), (called e-strip around the equator E, see
also figure (1)), given by

Qe :={(x1,...,2p41) € S"(1) : —sin(e) < xpy1 < sin(e)}

where € € [0, 7]

We must remark at this point that any equator in the sphere can be
placed in the position of E using the accurated rotation, (an isometry which
preserves volume and distances), so the argument we are going to show
applies in fact for any equator.

Then, we can prove the following
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Theorem B. Given the e-strip 2. around the equator E,

vol (£2¢) T _2n-1
o w213

and hence, for 0 < e < § we have

vol (£2¢)

(7) A ol (1)

This property comes from the concentration of measure stated in Theorem
in the following way: let us denote as S™* the half sphere centered at the
north pole and as S™~ the half sphere centered at the south pole. Then,
the e-strip around the equator can be expressed, in terms of the e-fattenings
SP* and S as the intersection,

Qe =Sit NSk

Now, inequality @ follows applying Theoremto the e-fattenings S?* and
S?~ and using the fact that vol(S”*) = vol(S?~).The conclusion is that for
“very large” dimension, almost all measure in the Sphere is concentrated
surrounding the equator.

This equatorial concentration of measure just described above is also
known as “fat equator effect” (see [I]) and can be alternatively deduced
by using another concentration of measure, namely, the concentration of
measure around the mean/averaged value of a Lipschitz function defined on
the sphere S™(1), as it is stated in Corollary V.2 of [6]:

Theorem C (Corollary V.2 in [6]). Let f : S"(1) — R be a Lipschitz
function, with Lipschitz constant o. Then there exists an absolute constant
0 such that

vol({z € 8"(1)/|f(x) — &1 > O}
vol(S”) -

_sC2ntl
de 6C >

(8)

We must remark that Theorem [C]is deduced from a previous result due
to B. Maurey and G. Pisier, (see Theorem V.1 in [6]). In this theorem it is
proved a concentration of measure of a multivariate and Lipschitz function
which depends on several independent Gaussian variables and it is stated and
proved using probabilistic arguments. The particularization of this result to
functions defined on the sphere S"(1) is equivalent to the concentration of
measure of the values of any continuous function defined on this sphere S"(1)
around its Levy mean, (see Lemma 2.3 in [6]), which in its turn is a corollary
deduced from Theorem [Al

Then, using the cosinus of the distance function to a fixed point in the
sphere as our Lipschitz function and applying Theorem [C] we obtain:

Theorem 1.2. Given the e-strip Qe around the equator E, (e € (0,7/2)),
there exists an absolute constant, (in the sense that do not depends on n),
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FiGureE 2. Two orthogonal equatorial bands which inter-
sects in two small antipodal squares

6 > 0 such that

vol (Qe) _5e2
V) sy €% (n+1)
) vol(Sr(1)) = °°
where € = sin(e) € (0,1) and hence,
vol (£2¢)

(10) =1.

im ———————
n—o0 vol (S"(1))

As the statement of our main result is directly inspired in Theorem
and for the sake of completeness we will prove this theorem in the Appendix

Bl

Remark 1.3. We would like to draw attention to the following observation,
which only apparently constitutes a paradox that would refute the last prop-
erty: let us consider small € > 0. Then, by virtue of the limit , as the
dimension increases, the equatorial band occupies more and more area of the
sphere, so that the two complementary big caps to the band have a small
volume compared to the total volume of the sphere.

Let us now consider a rotation of the equatorial strip, (an isometry of
the sphere acting on the strip), in such a way that the image due to this
rotation of the strip is a domain in the sphere that cuts the two previous
big caps. Since the image by the isometry of the band is a domain with
the same area as the band and it occupies a large amount of area of the
sphere, all this area will be concentrated outside the intersection with the
caps, (which have small area). The conclusion is that the entire area of the
band will be concentrated in two small squares, antipodal and disconnected,
which are the result of intersecting the old band prior to the rotation with
the new one, (see picture below).

This fact not only does not contradict the corollary, but we must observe
that, if we take, within one of these small squares, a spherical cap centered
on it and circumscribed in it, we have that, when the dimension tends to
infinity, the volume of this cap tends to zero while the area of the square
tends to infinity.
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As we have mentioned before, we use the equatorial concentration of
measure or “fat equator effect”, as it has been described in Theorem to
introduce the notion of extrinsic equatorial concentration of measure of a
submanifold in the sphere. Let us consider = : ¥ — S"(1) be a complete
isometric immersion of the m-dimensional manifold ¥™ in the sphere S™(1).
Any totally geodesic equator S"~1(1) on a sphere S"(1) can be described in
terms of the intrinsic distance of its points to a given fixed point p, (and, in
this sense, the equator F that has served above to exemplify the phenomenon
of concentration of the equatorial measure, is the set of points that are
distant from the north pole by a distance equal to %). This description is
given in the following way: given a point p € S"(1), the equator of S™(1)
with respect to p is defined as

E(p) = {33’ = (1‘1, e awnJrl) € Sn(l) : diStSn(l)(pv QS‘) = g} ’
where
dist>" M (p, 2) = Z(p, ) = arccos(p - z)
denotes the intrinsic distance in S™(1) between the points p and z. Then,
the strip around the equator E(p) is defined as the set:

Up.c) = {z€8"(1) : § e <dist® O(p2) = Lp.x) < G +c]

=12eS"(1) : cos (dist>" M (p,z)) € (—sine,sine) | .
{ ( ) j

Note that the strip around the equator E, €., used in the estimations @
and @, is the strip Q(py, €) where py is the north pole of the sphere S™(1).

Our main result can be summarized asserting that there is an extrinsic
equatorial concentration of measure when we consider minimal and compact
submanifolds X" of any co-dimension in the Sphere S"(1) and it is stated
as follows:

Theorem 1.4. Let x : ¥™ — S™(1) be an isometric and minimal immersion
of the closed m-dimensional manifold ¥ in the sphere S™(1). Then, for any
point p € S™(1) , any € € (0,7/2) and any absolute § € |0, %), (in the sense
that do not depends on n), we have

(11) 1> vol (:E;:l(gj()]?, 6)) >1- \/Ee(;g(mﬂ)

where € = sine € (0,1). Hence, for each € € (0,7/2),

vol (xfl(Q(p, e)))
m—500 vol(X)

(12) =1.

We are going to finish this Introduction presenting a concentration of
measure result of the fiber bundle projecting on the strip Q(p, €) of a com-
pact without boundary Riemannian submersion 7 : ¥ — S™(1) when this
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submersion is minimal, namely, when the (compact) fibers 771(¢q) C X with
g € S™(1) are minimally immersed in 3. This result, which can be considered
a dual property of the extrinsic equatorial concentration of measure given by
Theorem comes from both the structural duality of the equations that
govern the geometry of the submersion with respect to the corresponding
equations of the immersions and from the fact that the projection m com-
mutes with the Laplacians A and AS"()) when the fibers of 7 : X — S*(1)
are minimal submanifolds of .

Theorem 1.5. Let m : ¥™ — S™(1) be a Riemannian submersion with
minimal fibers of the closed m-dimensional manifold ¥ on to the sphere
S™(1). Then, for any point p € S™(1) , any € € (0,7/2) and any absolute
5 €[0,%) we have

vol (x~1(2p. ) _ vol (p, ) T _nn
13) 1z T lEa) 2 \/; .
Hence, for each e € (0,7/2),

(14) i vol (71'_1 (Q(p, e)))

=1.
n—o0 vol(X)

We shall finish this Introduction with some general observations concern-
ing the statements of Theorems and

Remark 1.6.

(1) In contrast to the intrinsic approach, in the extrinsic case given

by Theorem the proof of inequality and equality is
based on the divergence theorem, rather than on the isoperimetric

inequality, (as it is the case of the proof of inequality @ and equality
in Theorem proved as a corollary of Theorem or rather than
on probabilistic arguments using the Gaussian distribution, (as it is
done in Theorem deduced as a direct application of Theorem
C).

(2) We can recover the intrinsic equality in Theorem [1.2|as a corol-
lary of the extrinsic equality in Theorem, taking ¥ = S"(1).
In fact, if ¥ = S™(1), then we can use = as the identity map and
hence,

27 (Qp, €)) = 2(2) NQp, €) = Qp, €)
so, from equality , we obtain
1(z=H(Q
ol (NQw9) vl (2(p.0)
n—00 vol(X) n—oo vol(S(1))
But it is important to remark that inequality @ in Theorem is
not the same nor it is a consequence of inequality in Theorem|1.4

=1



VICENT GIMENO I GARCIA AND VICENTE PALMER

nor, on the other hand, does inequality @ can be derived directly
from @ Note that the constants § are not the same in Theorem

[[4] and Theorem [I.2

When we consider ¥ = S"”(1) in Theorem |1.4] we can compare in-
equality with inequality @D in Theore To do this com-
parison, we must have into account that the constants § are not the
same in both theorems, (which, on the other hand, limits the scope
of this comparison), and, moreover, that while § is a fixed constant
in Theorem [I.2] in Theorem [I.4] the values of the constant § ranges

over the interval [0, %) If we start our comparison considering the
bound @D in Theorem namely, the bound

vol (€2¢) > 1 — 4e—0€(n+1)
vol (S*(1)) —
we can to choose the accurate value of 6 = §y in Theorem in
order to have the bound 1 — 171250 e~ (n+1) — 1 _ fe=00&(n+1)

This value is §y = % and inequality will be

vol (m‘l(Q(p, e)))

15 -2
> 1 — 4e 3¢ (n-‘rl)‘
volsr(1)) =

It should rest open to obtain, using our techniques, the statement
of an intrinsic concentration of measure for compact and minimal
submanifolds of the sphere, namely, if A C ¥ is a domain with
vol(A) > 1vol(¥), then the e-fattening of A in ¥ satisfies the in-

equality
> vol(A¢) S1- \/?6_62(771_1)/2
vol(¥) 8

and hence, for all € € [0, T],

vol(Ae)

myeo vol(X)

Here, the e-fattening of A in ¥ should be defined as
Ac:={zex: dist®(z, A) < €}.

In fact, there is a result in this vein given as a Corollary of Theo-
rem 6.9 in [6], where an intrinsic concentration of measure in the line
of Theorem [A]is stated in terms of the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of
a compact and connected Riemannian manifold. In this sense, and
if we consider a compact and minimal submanifold in the sphere
x: 3™ — S™(1) as a manifold in itself, then, applying Theorem 6.9

we obtain, for any domain A C ¥ with %Egg = a, the following
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concentration of measure
vol (A¢)
vol(X)

where A\ () is the first (non-zero) eigenvalue for the Laplacian of ¥.

>1— (1 _ (12)6_5 A1 (2) In(1+4a)

I

We should note at this point that the concentration of measure
is not related, a priori, with the dimension of the submanifold, so
we can’t conclude the description of the behaviour at infinity of the
volume of the fattenings or the strips around the equators given by
equalities , @, and . However, looking again to inequal-
ity , the things should change if we could obtain estimations for
A1(X) in terms of the dimension of the submanifold. In this vein, in
problem 100 of [13], S.T Yau conjectured that the first eigenvalue of
a compact minimal embedded hypersurface ¥ C S™ is given by the
dimension of ¥, namely

AM(X)=n—-1

If Yau’s conjecture is true it would imply, by using inequality
that for any domain A C ¥ C S” of a minimal n — 1-dimensional
hypersurface, with Xgigg; > % there will be two constants ¢, co € Rxg

such that

vol (A¢)
vol(X) =

so we should have an intrinsic concentration of measure for 3 which
could be considered a Wirtinger’s type inequality for compact and
minimal embedded hypersurfaces of the sphere, (see [4]).

The rate of decline with respect to the dimension in this result
should be slower than our rate of decrease on the dimension given
by but it should be true for other domains than any extrinsic
fattening of the equator.

The Yau’s conjecture remains unsolved but it is known to be true in
several cases: for instance for homogeneous hypersurfaces (see [7],
[5]) and for certain isoparametric minimal hypersurfaces (see [14]).
On the other hand, Choi and Wang proved in [2] that for compact,
embedded and minimal hypersurfaces ¥ C S"t! there exists the
following lower bound in the first eigenvalue

A(E) > g.

This lower bound is enough to state the concentration of measure
provided by inequality in this particular context, namely, when
we consider compact, embedded and minimal hypersurfaces ¥ C
S™*1. Observe that this concentration phenomena would be attained
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for fattenings of domains of any kind in compact, embedded and min-
imal hypersurfaces of the sphere, in contrast to the results presented
in this paper which would be valid for a specific type of equatorial
domains in the otherwise broader context of minimal and compact
immersions of any codimension in the sphere. Observe moreover
that, as we have noted before, the rate of decline in the concentra-
tion of measure provided by inequality is slower than the rate
of decrease provided by inequality .

(7) Note that, when the case of Riemannian submersions 7 : ¥ — S"(1)
with minimal fibers is considered, and unlike what happens with
minimal and embedded immersions of codimension 1 in the sphere,
(see observation (6) in Remark[L.6), the first eigenvalue of the Lapla-
cian is not bounded from below in general. Let us take for instance
the family of Riemannian manifolds 35 := (S"(1) x Sl,ggn(l) +
52 gst(1)), and the family of Riemannian submersions 75 : 35 — S"(1)
given by

(p,q) — ms(p,q) =p Vo € Ry

All these Riemannian submersions are minimal, indeed totally geo-
desic ones, and, as X5 := (8"(1), gsn(1)) X (81,62ggl(1)) for any 6 € R
we have that

. n . 1
A1 (35) < min{A; (S"(1), gsn1y), M (S, 8°gs1 (1))} = min{n, 521
so, for any a € (0, n] there is a value of ¢ such that
)\1(25) < @.

Thence, in contrast to what happens for minimal hypersurfaces em-
bedded in the sphere, there are no lower bounds for the first eigen-
value of a compact manifold which admits a Riemannian submersion
to the sphere with minimal fibers.

1.1. Outline.

The structure of the paper can be outlined as follows: after this Intro-
duction where the notions related with the intrinsic and extrinsic equatorial
concentration in the sphere has been presented, as well as a first glimpse of
our main results, (Theorems and , we shall follow in the following
Section §.2 with the study of the relative position of the closed and minimal
submanifolds in the sphere with respect the equators of this sphere, proving
a two-piece property which is satisfied by these closed and minimal sub-
manifolds. We have proved, using the same techniques, the corresponding
result which is satisfied by the total space ¥ of a Riemannian submersion.
In Section §.3, we shall state and prove our main results, and we have added
an Appendix I with a proof of Theorem because although we think that
it is a folk result, we have not found a proof of it in the literature of the
field.
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2. A HIGH-DIMENSIONAL TWO-PIECE PROPERTY FOR PARABOLIC AND
MINIMAL SUBMANIFOLDS OF THE SPHERE S"(1)

We start with the definition of the equator with respect a point in the
sphere S™(1), and the strip around an equator .

Definition 2.1. Given a point p € S™(1), the equator of S™(1) with respect
to p is defined as

E(p): = {95 = (z1, -+ ,Tp41) € S"(1) : distS"(l)(p, T) = g}

= {(1‘1, to >$n+1) S Sn(l) Dp1x1 s+ P 1Tt = 0}
In its turn, the strip around an equator is defined as:

Definition 2.2. The strip around the equator E(p) is defined as the set:
Op,e) = {zes"(1) - 5 —e<dist™ V(p,a) = L(p,x) < T+ }
= {x € S"(1) : cos (distgn(l)(p,:c)) € (—sine,sin 6)}
Hence, as € € (0, §), if we put € = sine € (0, 1), then
Q(p,e) = {a: € S"(1) : —€ < cos (distgn(l)(p, m)) < E} .
With these definitions at hand, it is evident that for any point ¢ € E(p),
dist>" M (p, q) = g = dist>" M (—p, ¢)

where —p denotes the antipodal point of p € S"(1). It is also evident that
any equator in the sphere S"(1) is an equator with respect to some p.

Let us consider now x : ¥™ — S"(1) a complete isometric immersion of
the m-dimensional manifold X" in the sphere. A natural question that arises
in this context is to ask ourselves about the position of the submanifold with
respect to the equators of the ambient sphere.

In fact, when ¥ = S!(1) is a great circle isometrically immersed in the
sphere S%(1), it is not hard to show that then ¥ intersects all the equators
of S%(1), (which are the great circles of the 2-dimensional sphere).

When the dimension of the ambient sphere is 3, A. Ros showed in [9] a
Two-piece property, which implies a more general intersection result to that
described above for the two-dimensional case. Namely, every equator of the
3-sphere S3(1) divides each embedded closed (compact, without boundary)
non-totally geodesic minimal surface in exactly two open connected pieces.

Therefore, a natural question which arises in this context is following:
under what conditions, (topological, analytical, curvature restrictions, etc),
it is guaranteed, (for any dimension of the ambient sphere and any co-
dimension of the immersed submanifold), that the submanifold cuts all the
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equators of the ambient sphere, i.e.,
z(X)NE(p) #0 Vp e S*(1)
and hence, will intersect all the e-strips

2(2) N Qp,e) £ 0, (e, a2 (Qp,e)) £ 0 Vp € S*(1))

Our first result takes the form of a kind of a “high dimensional two-piece
property”, and describes the position of the submanifold with respect the
equators of S™(1) and their strips, when this submanifold is minimal and
parabolic:

Theorem 2.3. Let x : ¥ — S™(1) be a complete, minimal and isometric
immersion, and let p be any point of S™(1). Suppose that ¥ is parabolic.
Then

o Either x(X) C E(p),
e or, x(X)NE(p) #0
and hence, in any case, x(X) N Q(p,€) # 0, (i.e. 27 1(Qp,e)) #0).

Proof. Let K be a connected component of 3. Since ¥ is parabolic, K is a
parabolic manifold as well. Given p € S"(1), the extrinsic distance function
with respect to p is the function given by

i K =R, g ry(q) s = dist™ V(p, a(q))
= Z(p,x(q)) = arccos(p - 2(q))
so, given ¢ € K, with z(q) = (z1, ..., xnt1) € S*(1), we have that
cos(rp(q)) = p-x(q) = prz1 + - + Pp+1Tnt1

and hence, cosor, is smooth on K. We need the following

Lemma 2.4. Let z : K™ — S™(1) be a complete and minimal isometric
immersion, and let p be any point of S™(1). Then, for all q € K,

(17) A cos(rp(q)) = —mcos(rp(q))

Proof. Applying Takahasi’s Lemma, (see [11]), we have, as z is minimal,
that

Afyi=—ma; Vi=1,...,n+1
so we conclude
K _ D )
A COS(TP(Q)) =p1A~xy + - + Pnt1 A% T4
=—m (p171 + - + Pny1ZTnr1) = —mcos(rp(q))
O

To prove the Theorem, first, let us observe that, if the extrinsic distance
function is constant, cosor,(q) = ¢ Vg € X, then

0 = A% cos(rp(q)) = —mcosor,(q) Vg € K,
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so rp(q) = § Vg € ¥ and hence, in this case we have that
z(K) C E(p).

This implies that the extrinsic distance function is a constant function in
K if and only if z(K) C E(p). Now, let us suppose that z(K) Z E(p) and
that z(K) N E(p) = 0. Then cosory, is not constant on K and, moreover,
as K is connected, if z(K) N E(p) = 0 then r,(q) € [0,F) Vg € K or
rp(q) € (5,7 Vg € K. To see this last assertion, let us note that, in case
there are points q1, g2 € K such that r,(q1) € [0,5) and rp(g2) € (3, ], then
we can conclude that there are points ¢i,¢g2 € K such that cos(r,(g1)) > 0
and cos(rp(g2)) < 0, and therefore, K is not connected because K = {q € K :
cos(rp(q)) > 0} U{q € K : cos(rp(q)) < 0}. We can conclude therefore that
cos ory, is a bounded non-constant subharmonic, (superharmonic), function
defined on K, which is a contradiction with the parabolicity of K. Hence, if
z(K) € E(p), then z(K)NE(p) # 0, which implies that z(X)NE(p) # 0. O

Note that, given the compact, (and hence, parabolic), and minimal sub-
manifold 3, we can apply the above theorem to conclude the following
corollary:

Corollary 2.5. Letx : ¥™ — S™(1) be an isometric and minimal immersion
of a closed, (compact without boundary), m-dimensional manifold 3 in the
sphere S™(1), and let p be any point of S"(1). Then

e Either x(X) C E(p),

e or, x(X)NE(p) #0
and hence, in any case, (X) N Q(p,e) # 0, (i.e. 2= H(Qp,€)) #0).

We can show an analogous result for Riemannian submersions on the
sphere, using the fact, alluded in the introduction, that the projection m
commutes with the Laplacians A and AS"() when the fibers of 7 : & —
S™(1) are minimal submanifolds of X.

In this case, the set 77 1(Q(p,€)) = Ugeapem '(g) is the fiber bundle
projecting on the equatorial strip Q(p, €), and we want to know if this set is
not empty for every p € S”(1) and € > 0. To show this fact, we will prove
that the “shadow” of the total manifold ¥ projected by 7 on the sphere cuts
all the equators F(p) in the sphere, namely, that

m(X)NE(p) #0 vp e S"(1)
and hence, will intersect all the e-strips
() N Qp€) £ 0
so we eventually have
T (Qp,€)) #0 Vp e S*(1)
These questions are answered in the following

Theorem 2.6. Let m: X" — S™(1) be a complete, minimal and parabolic
Riemannian submersion, and let p be any point of S™(1). Then
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e FEither m(X) C E(p),
o or, m(X) N E(p) # 0
and hence, in any case, 7(X) N Qp,€) # 0, (i.e. 7 H(Qp,€)) #0).

The proof of Theorem follows the lines of the proof of Theorem
when we consider an isometric immersion but now using the function cos(r,)
with 7, := d, o™ and d, the geodesic distance in S"(1) to p € S* . We
take into account in this context that since the fibers of 7 are minimal
submanifolds, then, (see [12], [3])

A(f o m)(g) = ((AS”(”f) o w) @

for any smooth function f : S® — R. Choosing f as the geodesic distance
d, to p € S™"(1) we can state, see Theorem 27 of [§] for instance,

n dy) cos(rp)
AZ _ AE _ AS (1) _ 1 COS( P _ 1 p
p (dpom)=( dp) om = (n )7sin(dp) omr=(n—1) sin(r,)
Hence for any smooth function F : R — R,

AF(ry) = div(F' (1) V7r,) = F () [V 4 (n = 1) o2 )

sin(rp)

By expressing V> in terms an orthonormal basis of the horizontal distri-
bution and then projecting on the base space using the fact that r, = d,om
we conclude that ||[V>7,||> = 1 and hence

cos(rp)

(18) AEF(TP) = F”(Tp) +(n—1) F/(rp)-

sin(rp)
In particular
A% cos(ry) = —ncos(ry),
what is everything needed for the proof of the above theorem.
As in the case of immersions, where we obtain Corollary for the com-
pact case as a direct consequence of Theorem we have the following

corresponding corollary for compact submersions deduced as a direct appli-
cation of Theorem [2.6t

Corollary 2.7. Let w : ¥™ — S"(1) be a complete, minimal and compact
Riemannian submersion, and let p be any point of S™(1). Then

e FEither m(X) C E(p),

e or, m(X) N E(p) #0
and hence, in any case, (X) N Qp,€) # 0, (i.e. 7 H(Qp,€)) #0).

3. MAIN RESULTS

In the above Section, we have proved in Corollaries 2.5 and 2.7] that, when
the immersion z : ¥™ — S™(1) is compact and minimal, (and respectively,
the submersion 7 : ¥ — §™(1) is compact and minimal), then always there
are points of (%), (or (X)), included in any equatorial strip, some in one
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part of the equator, some in the other part. The question now is to estimate
the “amount” of such points (in (%) or m (X)), which are included in these
equatorial strips.

We shall see that, as occurs in the intrinsic case, as the dimension in-
creases, the “greater” the number of points of the sets z(X) or 7(3) within
the equatorial strips. Namely, we observe a measure concentration phenom-
enon satisfied by x : ¥ — S"(1) and 7 : ¥™ — S"(1).

The following first two theorems, (Theorem and Theorem , de-
scribes a “Fat equator effect” in a closed and minimal submanifold in the
sphere, the latter being a refinement of the first with respect to the rate
of measure concentration. Indeed, while in the first theorem this rate is
polynomial, in the second theorem it will be shown that the concentration
of measure grows at an exponential rate, as in Theorem [A] and its corollary
Theorem [B] Although the second theorem improves clearly the first one,
assuming the same hypotheses, we show both in order to make visible the
techniques used in both results.

We shall finish this Section stating and proving in Theorem that, when
the total space ¥ in a minimal Riemannian submersion 7 : ¥ — S™(1) is
compact, almost all measure in ¥ concentrates in the the fiber bundle of the
fibers projecting on the equatorial strips Q(p, €) of any width € in the sphere
S™(1). As we have mentioned in the Introduction, its proof is based in the
same techniques than we have used for the immersions.

Theorem 3.1 (Main I). Let x : ¥™ — S™(1) be an isometric and minimal
immersion of the closed m-dimensional manifold ¥ in the sphere S™(1).
Then, for any point p € S*(1) and any € € (0,7/2) we have

vol (z7H(Q(p, €))) 1
L2 um 2 it )smde

Hence, for each p and e,

i vol (a:_l(Q(p, 6)))

=1.
m—00 vol(X)

Proof.
Given the extrisic distance function 7, : ¥ — R, we know that

div™ (cos(rp(q)) V> cos(rp(q))) =cos(rp(q)) (AZ cos(rp(q)))

(19)
+ IV cos(ry() 1.

Then, since A* cos(rp(q)) = —mcos(r,(q)), and integrating equation
along X, we have, using that ¥ is compact, that cosor), is smooth in ¥ and
the divergence theorem:



16 VICENT GIMENO I GARCIA AND VICENTE PALMER

m/zcosz(rp) :/E V> cos(rp)]|? —/EdivE (cos(ry) V> cos(rp))

(20) = [ sin?()[ 7%,

)

g/ sin?(r,) = vol(X) —/COS2(T‘p).

b )
Then
(21) (m + 1)/ cos?(ry) < vol(%).

b
Which implies, as ¥ — 271 (Q(p,€)) C %,
(22) (m+1) / cos®(rp) < vol(X)
S—z= 1 (Qp.e))

The strip around the equator E(p) is (€ = sine):
Qp,e) = {33 € S"(1) : —€ < cos (distgn(l)(p, x)) < E} )
Since 7,(q) == dist>" W (p, z(q)), the set 271 (Q(p, €)) can be written as

2 (Qpe) ={g €T : —€< cos(ry(q))) < é&}.

Then for all ¢ € ¥ — 27 1(Q(p,€)), we have € < cos?(rp(g)) and by using
inequality we conclude that

(m + 1)& (vol(X) — vol(z ' ((p,€)))) < vol(L),
which finally implies the statement of the Theorem:

vol(z=1(Q(p, €))) 1
vol(X) e

]

Theorem 3.2 (Main II). Let z : ¥™ — S"(1) be an isometric and minimal
immersion of the closed m-dimensional manifold ¥ in the sphere S™(1).
Then, for any point p € S*(1) , any € € (0,7/2) and any § € [0, %) we have

vol (z7H(Q(p, €))) [ 1 _s2(m
(23) 1> ol(®) >1— 55 e (m+1)

where € = sine. Hence, for each p € S"(1) and € > 0,
vol (x_l(Q(p, 6)))

li =1
msoo vol(X)

Proof.
We need the following



FAT EQUATOR EFFECT AND MINIMALITY 17

Lemma 3.3. Let z : ¥™ — S™(1) be an isometric and minimal immersion of
the closed m-dimensional manifold ¥ in the sphere S"(1) and let p € S™(1).
Then

< fsm(1) cos®* ()

(24) /Ecos%(rp)_ Vol (S (1)) vol(%)

where T : S™(1) — S™(1) is a totally geodesic immersion of S™(1) in S™(1),
rp 15 the extrinsic distance function to p given by the immersion x, and 7, is
the extrinsic distance to p on S"(1) given by the totally geodesic immersion
z. As a consequence, we have the following inequality, for a given t > 0:

et cos? 7p

(25) /gtcos2 Tp < me(l) VOl(E)
by

= "Vol(Sm(1))

Proof. Let us apply an inductive argument to prove inequality : we are
going to see first that this inequality is true for £k = 1. From using that
[V>rp|| <1 we conclude inequality (21)):

1
2(r,) < (X
/2COS (rp) < m+1vo( )

Now, if we consider the totally geodesic submanifold z : S™(1) — S"(1), we
conclude the following equality, (in an analogous way to , but using now
that | VS"(D7,|| = 1, because 7 is a totally geodesic immersion),

|
(26) /Sm(l) cos®(rp) =

m—+1
Hence, we have

vol(S™(1)).

cos? (T
(27) /E cos2(ry) < mmm)

and we have proved that the inequality is true for k = 1.
Assuming that it is true for k£ > 1, namely, that

- fgm(l) cos?k(7,)

(28) /Ecos%(rp)_ Vol (1)) vol(X),

we see that it holds for k£ + 1 in the following way: by using lemma [2.4] we
have for any g € ¥ that

i (cos 1 (ry(q)) V™ cos(ry(q) ) = cos ! (r,(q)) A cos(r, ()
+ (2k + 1) cos™ (1 (0)) [V cos(rp(q)) |
— —mcos™*2(r, (q))

+ (2k + 1) cos™ (r(q)) || V7 cos(rp(a)) |-
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Then, integrating the above equation along 3, we have, using that X is
compact and the divergence theorem:

m /E cos? U () =(2k + 1) /Z cos? (r,)[| V* cos(rp) |2
— iv> (cos? 1 (r 2 cos(r
[ i (cos+1 )7 o))
(30) —(2k+ 1) /Z cos (1) sin? (1)) | V2, |2
=2k +1) /2 cos%(rp) (1 - COSQ(TP)) ||VE7";,,H2

<(2k + 1)/ cos?F (1) — (2k + 1)/ cos?* T2 (7).
z by

Thence
2% + 1
[0t D) <2 [ costiny
(31) % + 1 Jomr) cos”(7p)
vol(X)

“m+2k+1 vol(Sm( )

On the other hand, same computations than in (30 , ), but when we consider
the totally geodesic immersion of S™(1) in S™(1) gives the formula

m cos®F T (7)) =(2k + 1) / cos? (7)) — (2k + 1) / cos™ 2 (7,)
§™(1) §™(1) sm(1)
and hence
- 2k +1 -
32 / cos2kt1) (7 y = / cos?k (7
( ) m(1) ( p) m+2k+1 s™ (1) ( p)

Finally, using and we obtain

2k +1
2(k+1) < 2%k
/Ecos (rp) eI T | / cos“(rp)

2k +1 fgm cos® Tp)
“Tm+2k+1 Vol( m(1))
meu) cos® "+ (7))
vol(S™(1))
Now, we are going to prove inequality : given a fixed t > 0, we have,
applying inequality that

(33)

vol(X)

vol(X)

vol(X)

/ tF cos?k fgm 7608; G
> k! VOl(Sm( )
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so, applying dominated convergence theorem and the power series expansion
of the exponential function, we have, for a given ¢ > 0:

/etCOS2 - :i/ t* cos?* (1)
> — Jx k!

t* cos?F (7)) f tcos Tp
Sm

<3 i) = B

Now, as we have seen in the proof of Theorem we have that for all
g €% —a 1 (Qp,e)),
& < cos?(rp(q))

and hence, for every t > 0, and for all ¢ € ¥ — 27 1(Q(p, ¢)),

et€2 < et cos(rp(q))

Therefore, using inequality , we conclude

et€2/ 1 S/ etcoszrp
S—z= 1 (Qpse)) E—z= 1 (Q(pe))

tcos? 7,
</etcosz7'p < me(l)e !
~ s ~ vol(S™(1))

(34)
vol(X)

Then we can state that

vol(z 1 (Q(p.0) _ 2 Jamy et
wl®) = vol(Sm( )

(35) 1-

Now we need the following

Lemma 3.4. For any 0 <t < mTH>

cos? 7,
Jomay @ o [om+1
vol(S™(1)) — Vm+1-2t

Proof. Let us define the function

2~
SCOS T
me(l ?

s~ Fls) ==&y

By the dominated convergence theorem we know that F'(0) = 1 and

2~
me cos? 7pes s T

vol(Sm(l))

F'(s) =
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By using lemma the divergence theorem, and that since the immersion
is totally geodesic || V7,||?> = 1 we have

F/ ) me COS 7" es cos? T‘PA COS ’I”p me(l) le (COS ?‘JpQS cos? ?p V coS ?‘};)
mF'(s vol(S™(1)) = ST
n me(l) <V (COS rpe’ cos® Fp) , V cos ?p>
vol(S™(1))
me(l) Sin2 ’fpes cos2 Fp me sin 'f'pCOSZ 7,.pes cos? ?p
- 2s
vol(S™(1)) T vol(S™ (1))
. me(l) e’ cos? Tp me(l 0052 r,«pes cos? Tp N 2Sme(1) Sin2 7pCOS2 ?pes cos? 7
= vol(Sm(1)) vol(S™(1)) vol(S7 (1))
<F(s) = F'(s) + 25F"(s).
Thence, for s < m+1
F'(s) 1
<

F(s) “m+1-2s
Integrating the above inequality between 0 and ¢ we conclude that

1
In F(t) §ln1/L.
m+1—2t

and the lemma is proved. O

Taking now ¢t = §(m+1) with 0 <4 < %, the above lemma and inequality
we conclude that

vol(z~(Q(p, ) —8€2(m+1) 1
_ < .
(36) ! vol@)  =° V1—2s

and the theorem is proved. U

Finally, we prove that, in a Riemannian submersion of the sphere, the
measure concentrates in the fiber bundles which projects inside its equatorial
strips:

Theorem 3.5. Let w : ¥™ — S"(1) be a Riemannian submersion with
minimal fibers of the closed m-dimensional manifold ¥ on to the sphere
S™(1). Then, for any point p € S™(1) , any € € (0,7/2) and any ¢ € [0, %)
we have

ol (1) vl (@) 7 e
BN 128 T v = \/;"’ '

Hence, for each e,

~ wvol (wil(Q(p, e))) B
(38) nh_)ngo 1) =1.
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Proof. Since m : ¥ — S™(1) is a Riemmanian submersion we have that
IV¥rp(@)] = [VE(dpom)|| =1, zeZ—{r"'(p}u{r'(-p)}

where d,, is the distance function on S™(1) to p. Let us denote by Dpg the
sublevel sets of 7, namely

Dp:={r €Y : ry(z) < R} = 7 ' (Br(p))

where Br(p) is the geodesic ball of radius R of S"(1) centered at p. By the
coarea formula the function t — U(t) = vol(D;) has derivative

1
U'(t) = / —— = vol(OD
0= Jop, T8y~ VoNOP

for any t € (0, 7). Now, we consider the function E : ¥ — R given by

rp(q)
qEZHE(q):/O ! ‘V/,((?)dt

where V(t) = vol(By(p)), and V'(t) = %V(t) = vol(0By(p)). As E = E(rp)
is a radial function, we have, using equation , that

A*E = 1.

Hence by using the divergence theorem we can deduce that

_ V) V@),
U(t) = /D ATE = %0 /aDt |Vrpll = V,(t)U (t).

d (U(t)

Z (22 ) — o

dt \V(t)
for all t € (0, 7). This implies that for any R € (0, 7)

vol(n™!(Br(p))) _ . vol(r~'(Br(p))) _ vol(X)
= lim = .
vol(Br(p)) R—7m  vol(BRr(p)) vol(S”(1))

Finally the theorem follows by using

vol(m 1 (Qp,€)) vol(7 ™! (Bz1c(p))) vol(r~! (Bz_c(p)))

Thence,

vol(X) - vol(X) ; vol(%)
vol(x (B 1. (n))) vol(x (B _.(n)))
vol(BgsP))~armg o~ VOUBs () =arm o
- vol(2) - vol(2)

_vol(Bs(p)  vol(Bs_(p))
T ovol(Sn(1))  wvol(S™(1))
_vol(Q(p, €))
~ vol(Sn(1))

and the Theorem follows by using Theorem [B]
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APPENDIX I: PROOF OF THEOREM [1.2]

Our theorem[1.2]is a consequence of Corollary V.2 in [6] where it is proved
a concentration of measure around the averaged/mean value of a Lipschitz
function defined on the sphere S"(1). To apply this result in our present
context, we shall define, given a point p € S™, the function f, : S"(1) — R
as

g+ fplq) = cos(dy(q)) = (p,q)

where d,(q) := dist>"()(p, q) = arccos((p, g)) is the distance in the sphere
from p to ¢g. The function f, is a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant
1 because given two points ¢, s € S”, we have that

1£o(@) = £o(8)]| = llcos(dy(q)) — cos(dy(s)]| = l[{p, q) — (p,5)]|
= |[(p,q — )| < llg — sl = dist™ " (g, 5) < dist™ (p, q).

Moreover since Agn cos(d,) = —ncos(d,) by using the divergence theorem
we conclude that the mean of f, in S"(1) is
_ Jsn cos(dp)

(fp) = (cos(dp)) : TVol(sh) 0.
Now, let us consider the strip, (putting € := sine€),

Qp,e) ={q € S"(1) : cos(dp(q)) € (—sine,sine)} = {g € S" : |cos(dp(q))| < €}

T vol(Qp,€) = vol({g €5 + [cos(dy(a))] < &)

— vol(8"(1)) — vol({g € §" : | cos(dy(@))| > ¢}
Now, applying corollary V.2 of [6] to the Lipschitz function f, = cosod,
with Lispchitz constant ¢ = 1, we have that

vol({g € 8" : cos(dy(a)| = &) _ , _seruin

vol(S”) -
and hence
vol(Q(p,€)) _ vol(S™(1)) — vol({g € S™ : |cos(dp(q))| > €})
vol(S”) vol(S”)
L vol({g €5 : [cos(dy(a))] = &) s
—1_ oIS )] > 1 — 4e 0 (D)

and the theorem is proved.
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