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SOBOLEV AND ISOPERIMETRIC INEQUALITIES FOR
SUBMANIFOLDS IN WEIGHTED AMBIENT SPACES

M. BATISTA AND H. MIRANDOLA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove Sobolev and isoperimetric inequal-
ities for submanifold in weighted manifold. Our results generalize the
Hoffman-Spruck’s inequalities [HS].

1. INTRODUCTION

A lot of topics in the geometric analysis, such as, Ricci flow, mean cur-
vature flow, anisotropic mean curvature and optimal transportation the-
ory, are related to submanifolds in weighted manifolds, see for instance [E],
[CMZ], IMWT], [MW?2], [WW], [M] and references therein. We recall that
a weighted manifold (M, g,dji) is a Riemannian manifold (M, g) endowed
with a weighted volume form dfi = e fdM, where dM is the volume ele-
ment induced by the metric ¢ and f is a real-valued smooth function on
M, sometimes called the density of M. In this paper, following the pa-
pers of Hoffman and Spruck [HS] and Michael and Simon [MS], we will
study Sobolev and isoperimetric inequalities to immersed submanifolds in
weighted ambient spaces. The value of such inequalities is well known in the
theory of the partial differential equations.

Let  : M — M be an isometric immersion of a complete manifold with
(possibly nonempty) boundary OM in the weighted manifold (M, g,dJ).
Following Gromov [G], some authors have introduced the extrinsic object
associate to the immersion z, called by weighted mean curvature vector field
Hy, given by

Hy=H+Vf+
where H is the mean curvature vector of the submanifold and - denote
the orthogonal projection onto the normal bundle 7M. In this context, it
is natural to consider the first and second variations for the weighted area
functional,

Volf(Q):/d,u,
Q

where dy = e /@ dM and Q is a bounded domain. In 2003, Bayle (B,
obtain the first variational formulae

d
<l <Q>=/<H,v>du,
ar = Volr () = | {H;
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where V is variational field. Thus the f-mean curvature vector appears
naturally from a variational context.

Example 1.1. Consider the weighted Euclidean space (R", dji = e~l2l*/ 4dr),
where |-| denotes the Euclidean norm and dz the Euclidean volume element.
We recall that an isometric immersion F' : M — R" is be a self-shrinker if
its mean curvature vector satisfies 2H = —F1. It is simple to show this
definition is equivalent to say that F is (|z|?/4)-minimal.

To state our main theorem, we need some definitions and notations. Let
K : R — [0,00) be a non-negative even continuous and h the solution of the
following Cauchy Problem:

h' +Kh=0
(1) { h(0) = 0, (0) = 1.

Let rog = 19(KC) > 0 and s¢g = so(K) > 0 be defined as follows: (0,rp) is an
interval where h is increasing and (0, s9) = h(0,70). Assume that the radial
curvatures of M with base point £ satisfy

(2) (Krad)e < K(re),
for all £ € M, where r¢ = dj;(-,€) is the distance in M from ¢. Our main
theorem says the following.

Theorem 1.1. Under the notations above, we assume that M satisfies (2)
and that f* = sup,; f < +oo. Let ¢ be a compactly supported nonnegative
C¢ function on M that vanishes along the boundary OM. Then there ex-
ists a positive constant S, depending only m and K such that the following
inequality holds:

m—p
_mp_ m ﬁ _
</ W"”dﬂ> SSM/ (IVel +elHp = V£ dp,
M M
for all 1 < p < m, provided that there exists k € (0,1) satisfying:

m

= wilel”
J = ( 1m - volf(supp(gp))> < s0;

(3)
h~1(J) < 2Inj,,

where wy, is the volume of the unit ball in R™ and Inj,, is the minimum of
the injectivity radius of M restricted to the points of supp . Furthermore,
the constant S is given by

1

(4) g = 2Mm r0<w;bl>m.

k(m—1)so \1—x

Remark 1. Tt is simple to see that if M is a Hadamard manifold then Reo =
+o00 and we can take IC = 0, hence any solution h of () is given by h(t) =t
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defined on any positive interval (0,7y). Thus condition (B]) is always satisfied
and 79/sg = 1. In this case, we can choose S = Sy by

2 (m 4 1) =
®) So= min S=— 13 Wi

If M is the sphere S™(1/b) C R™*! of radius 1/b > 0 then we can take K = b2.
In this case, h(t) = b~!sin(th) defined on the interval (0,7/(2b)). Hence
ro/so = m/2. Thus we see that Theorem [[I] improve Hoffman-Spruck’s
inequality [HS] even when f = 0. The question on the optimal constant
S in Theorem [Tl remains open, even for f = 0 and M being a minimal
surfaces in R3. To more details about this problem see [Cal, [Ch].

A consequence of Theorem [[T]is the following isoperimetric inequality.

Theorem 1.2. Under the notations above we assume that M satisfies (3)
and that M is compact with possibly nonempty boundary. Then it holds

< Setr <v01f(8M) —I—/ |Hf — Vf|d,u> ,
M

provided that there exists k € (0,1) satisfying:

1
wtel* m
= < 1—x VOlf(M)) < S0,

m—1
m

(6) vol (M)

<

(7)
h=Y(J) < 2Inj,,,

where f* = supy, f, Injy, s the minimum of the injectivity radius of M
restricted to the points of M, and S is the constant as given in ().

By Theorem [[.2] it is simple to show that if M™ is a closed self-shrinkers
contained in a Euclidean ball B C R™ of radius R then it holds that
/AR > 2/5; and V01(|m|2/4)(M)1/m > 2 R*/4/(SyR), where Sy is the
positive constant as in (B)). Since the round spheres S™(v/2m) C R™*!
of radius v/2m are examples of (|z|?/4)-minimal hypersurfaces, the term
“|Hy — Vf|” that appears in Theorems [Tl and cannot be replaced by
“|Hy¢|”. We can also see that the hypothesis “f* < 00” is essential in The-
orems [[.1] and Consider a weighted Euclidean space (R?, e~/dz). If we
take the function f(x) = |2|?/2 then the plane P = R? C R3 has finite f-
volume, Hy = 0 and Vf = x, hence |H ¥ —Vf| has finite Li-norm. However,
if f € CY(R3) satisfies f* < oo and supp |V f| < oo then, by Theorem .2
and coarea formula, we can show that that P has infinite f-volume. More
generally, we have the following

Theorem 1.3. Let M be a complete weighted manifold (M, dy = e~ dM)
with injectivity radius bounded from below by a positive constant and radial
sectional curvatures satisfying (3), for some even function 0 < K € C°(R).
Let M™ be a complete noncompact manifold isometrically immersed in M.
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Assume that f* < oo and |Hf —V f| € LE,(M), for some m < p < co. Then
each end of M has infinite f-volume.

Theorem [[3] for the case that M has bounded geometry, was proved by:
(i) Frensel [FR] and by do Carmo, Wang and Xia [CWX] for the case that
the mean curvature vector field is bounded in norm (the case p = 00); (ii)
Fu and Xu [EX] for the case that the total mean curvature is finite (the
case p = m); and Cheung and (iii) Leung [CL] for the case that the mean
curvature vector has finite LP-norm for some p > m.

We were informed of an independent manuscript of Debora Impera and
Michele Rimoldi [IR] which proves a similar version of Theorem [[T] for the
case that M is a hypersurface in a weighted manifold M with nonpositive
sectional curvature. The authors thank them for useful comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES
We assume the notations in the introduction. Consider the following

Definition 2.1. Let X : M — TM be a C! vector field. The f-divergence
of X is defined by:

DX = eldivy (e XT)
By a direct computations, the following holds.

Proposition 2.1. Let X : M™ — T'M be a C'-vector field and g € C*(M).
Then it holds:
(A) Dy X = divuX + (H - Vf,X) = divyX + (Hf — Vf,X), where
Vf = (V)T is the gradient vector field of the restriction f|pr;
(B) Dy(gX) = gDy X + (X,Vyg).
Fix a point £ € M and consider r¢ = d (-, ) the distance function in M

from &. Assume that the radial curvature of M with basis point ¢ satisfies

(8) (Krad)e < K(re),

where £ : R — [0,00) is a non-negative even continuous function. Let
h:(0,79) — (0,50) be the increasing function as defined in ().

Let B = B,,(£) be the geodesic ball of M with center ¢ and radius 7.
Consider the radial vector field

(9) X¢ = h(re)Vre,

defined on BNV, where V is a normal neighborhood of £ in M and Vre
is the gradient vector field of r¢ in M. By the hessian comparison theorem
(see Theorem 2.3 page 29 of [RSP]), we have that in B the following holds

B (r
(10) Hess,, (v,v) > h((r:))

for all vector field v € TM with |v| = 1.

(1-— <vr§,v>2),
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Proposition 2.2. Under the notations above, it holds that
(11) DyXe > mhb (re) + h(re) (Hf — V f,Vre).
Proof. Using Proposition [2.1] we have

(12) Dy X¢ = h(re)DyVre + I (re) | Vre .
Furthermore, using (0], we obtain

’Dfﬁrg = diVMng + <Hf - ?f, vT§>

h'(re) 2 VaRY
(13) hre) (m—|Vrel?) +(Hy = Vf,Vre).
Combining ([I2]) and (I3]), the result follows. O

Let M be a complete manifold with (possibly nonempty) boundary OM
and let ¢ : M — [0,00) be a compactly supported nonnegative C'* function
such that ¢|sy = 0. Let A € C1(R) be a non-negative and non-decreasing
function satisfying A(¢) = 0, for ¢ < 0. We define the following real-variable
functions:

¢e(R) = ¢epr(R) = [1y MR — re(@))pdp;
Ve(R) = Yepa(R) = [y MR —1¢(2)) (Ve + p(Hy — Vf)ldy;
&S(R) = <275§,¢(R) = anBR(g) pdy;

&&(R) = @é,go(R) = anBR(g)(‘VSD +(Hy — Vf)ldu.
Our first lemma says the following.

Lemma 2.1. It holds that

—% (h(R)™™6¢(R)) < h(R)™"¢(R),

for all 0 < R < Ry = min{Inj,, 7o}

Proof. We denote by r = r¢ and let X = X¢ be defined in Bg,(§). Using
(B)| we obtain that

(14)  DyAMR—-r)pX) = AMR—r)pDrX + (V(AR —1)p), X)
MR —71)¢pD X + MR —1)(Vp, X)
~N(R—-71)p(Vr,X).

Since supp ¢ is compact and ¢|gy; = 0, using Item of Proposition 2.1]
and the divergence theorem, we obtain

(15) /M Dy OMR = r)p X)dp = 0.
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Thus, by (I4]) and (I5]), we obtain
(16) / MR —1)pDsXdpn = / N(R —7r)ph(r)(Vr,Vr)dpu
M M

— / MR = r)h(r) (Ve,Vr) dp.
M

Using that:

(a) the functions A and )\ are nonnegative;

(b) the function h is positive and increasing in (0,7g);

(¢) M(R—r(x)) =XN(R—r(z)) =0 in the subset {x € M | r(z) > R}.
Since h” = —Kh < 0 in (0,79) we have that A’ is non-increasing in (0,7g).
By using [(a)] and Proposition 2.2] we obtain that

/ AR — r)¢D; Xdp = mh (R)$(R) + / AR — r)oh(r) (Hy — T £,57).
M M
Thus, since |Vr| < 1, using (I0), [(a)] and [(c)] we obtain

mH (R)6c(R) < W(R) [ X(R=r)pdy

- /M MR —=r)h(r) (Vo +@(H; =V [),Vr)

FR(R) (A5 0(R) + ve(R))
This implies that
d d N(R
T (R o) = nr) () -y o)

> h(R (928 () (U () 1))

= —h(R)""e(R).
Lemma [2.1] is proved.

Take x € (0,1) and let J = J,; , sy > 0 be the constant defined by

1
wltel” m
(17) J = < T /Mgpd,u> .

Our next lemma is the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Fix £ € M satisfying ¢(§) > 1. Assume that 0 < J < s¢ and
set a = a(k,p) € (0,79) given by h(a) = J. Assume further that ta < Ry,
for some ¢ > 1. Then there exists R € (0, «) such that

(18) GeltR) < 471 G (R).
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Proof. By Lemma [2.1]

(19) — L (R(R) " Ge(R)) < h(R) " (R).

for all 0 < R < Ryp.
Note that 0 < o < Rg = min{Inj,,70}. Given o € (0, ), integrating the
both sides of (I9]) on the interval (o, ) we obtain

(20) h(o) ™ (o) < h(a) ™ de(a /h e (r

Take 0 < € < o and let A : R — [0,1] be a nondecreasing C* function
satisfying:

(21) A(t) =0, for all ¢ <0;

A(t) =1, for all t > €;
0 < A(t) <1, for all ¢t.

Consider this function A in the definitions of ¢¢ = ¢¢ o and e = V¢ , ».
By ([20) and (21]), we obtain

@) o) = [ Mo—roedu= [ IR

> / Ao —re)pdp = / edp
MNBy_c(£) MnNBs—e(§)

= mee(o —e)
Since 0 < A(t) < 1, for all ¢, and A\(R ) =0in {x € M | r¢(z) > R},

re(x
we have that ¢¢(0) < ¢¢(0) and ¢ (o ) 1/; (). Thus, by 20) and [22]), we
obtain the following.

23) o) " elo =) < ha) " dela) + " h(r) e (r)dr

Since the inequality ([23]) does not depend on A we can take € — 0. Thus we
obtain

(24) oesg)a) (h(a)_mqbg(a)) _qug / h(r T)dT

Now suppose that Lemma is false. Then it holds that

Ge(R) < 5t " Ge(tR),

for all R € (0, ). Multiplying the both sides of this inequality by h(R)™"™
integrating on (0, ) and using the change of variable o = tR we obtain

@) [ awrimar < o [T () o)
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Given 0 < 0 < ta < Ry, using that b’/ = —Kh < 0 we have that h is concave
and increasing on (0, ). Thus we obtain the following.

If 0 € (0,a) then h(t~'o) > t~'h(0), for all t > 1;
(26) If o € (a,ta) then 0 < Z <1 and § = Za,
which implies that h(%) > Zh(a).

— ta

Using (26) we obtain

[ 0y e < o [Ty mao

( ) "o " de(0)do

Since ¢¢(0) < [, ¢du and f o Mdo < “— we obtain

en [ ) e < e /O (o) " b(a)dr

h —m
—i—tma&/ pdu.
m—1 M

It follows from (25 and (21) the following inequality.

2 [« o h(a)™™ 1 [« i

2 / R "G (R)dR < M) / pd+ / h(o) e (0)do
0 M @ Jo

K m—1
h(a)_m —-m 1
(28) < 20 [ s (b))

Using (24]) and (28]) we obtain

g sup (h(a)_m(ﬁg(U)) < g(h(a)—m(ﬁg(a))_Fh(a)_m /M(Pdﬂ

K ¢c(0,a) K m—1

hence we obtain

(20) C-1) sup (h(o) ™ Fe(0)) < > (W) ™ de(a) + 1" | e

K c€(0,a) K m—1

3l

We recall that h(0) =0, A'(0) =1 and h(a) = J = (“7” e/ I gpe_fdM>
Thus we obtain

M) le) M) = T € L= (1
Sup_(h(0) " e(0)) = limsup (h(o) " e(0) = win (e O) = e

ce(0,a)
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Thus, using (29) we obtain

2 2(1 — 1-—
R L TE B

Wm,
K m—1

that is, 1 < =—=% < 1, which is a contradiction. Lemma is proved. O

1—
m—1 —

3. ProoF oF THEOREM [I.1]

Consider the set A = {5 eEM | o) > 1} . Take t > 2 so that ta < Ry =
min{Inj,, 7o} and set 8 € [%,1). Consider the sequence R; = f/a, with
j=0,1,..., and define the collection of subsets

Aj = {{ € A| ¢e(tR) < %tm_li/_)g(R), for some R € [ﬁRj,Rj)} .

By Lemma232] A = L720A;. Consider the sequence of subsets Fy, C A, with
k =0,1,..., defined inductively as follows: (I): Fy = (J; (II): Assume that
Fo,...,F_q is defined, with k£ > 1. For each ¢ > 0, let S¢(§) = M N By(&).
Consider

Dy = A — Uf;ll User; Siar;(§)-
Claim 3.1. There ezists a finite subset Fy, C Dy, satisfying:

(i) F, C Dy, C Uger, Sipr, (§);
(ii) BRk(f) N BRk(f/) = @, for all £ # fl € Fy.

Proof. Note that Dy, is compact, since A is compact and Dy, is closed. Thus,
there exists a finite subset C C Dy, satisfying Dy, C UgceSigr,, (§). Take
& € C. If Dy C Sigr,(&1), we define Fj, = {&1}. Otherwise, take & €
Dy, — Ska(fl). Note that BRk(gl) N BRk(fg) = (), since tBRy, > 2Ry. If
Dy, C Sigr, (&1) U Siar, (§2) then we define Fj, = {&1,&2}. Using that C is a
finite set, following this steps we will obtain a finite subset F} satisfying
and Claim [BJlis proved and the collection F}, with k > 0, is defined. [

Claim 3.2. The collection of subsets Fy, C A, with k = 0,1, ..., satisfies:
(i) Fy is finite and F}, C Dg;

(7’7’) A C U]Oil UﬁGFj StﬁRk (g);
(ii1) the colection Bg, (§), with & € Fy, and k > 1, are pairwise disjoint.

Proof. Ttem|(i)|it follows trivially from Claim Bl Ttem follows from the
following facts: Dy = Ay — U?;ll User; Sipr; (&), Dk C Uger,Sipr, (§) and
A C U, A. To prove Item take £ € F; and ¢ € Fy, with j < k. If
j = k then Bg, (§)NBg, (¢') = 0, by Item [(ii)] of Claim Bl If j < k—1 then
since Fy, C Ay, — U;?;ll Ueer; Siar, (§), we obtain that & ¢ Sg(tBR;). This
implies that Br;(£) N Bg, (§') = 0, since t3 > 2 and 0 < R, < R;. Claim
is proved. O
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For each & € Fy, it holds that ¢¢(tR) < %atm_lﬂg(R), for some R €
(BRy, Ry]. This implies that
- - 20 1 7 20 1 7
Pe(tBRE) < Pe(tR) < ——t™ "e(R) < —t "¢ (Ry.).
Thus, since p(§) > 1, for all £ € A, it follows by Claim the following.

volp(A) < / wdp < Z Z de(tBRy) < Z Z =L (Ry)

k=1&€F; k=1&€F},

20

= 2% / Vo + o(Hy — Vf)dp
k Us2 Ueer, Sry, (€)

200 _
(30) < 22t [ 9okt = Ve

Now, for each s > 0, we define the set A® = {5 eM | w(§) > s}, and let
J = J(k,¢) be given by

m

J— (Wlml “ ol (supp (w)))

Assume that 0 < J < sg, for some k € (0,1) and let & € (0,79) be given by
h(a) = J. Assume further that ta < Ry, for some t > 2.
Fix ¢ > 0 and let § = 6(-,¢) : R — [0, 1] be a non-decreasing C'* function
satisfying:
0<d(t) <1, for all t € (—¢,0);
(31) 5(t) =0, for all t € (—oo, —¢];
d(t) =1, for all ¢t € [0, 00).
For all s > € we consider the function n = n(-,€,s) : M — R given by

(&) =6 (p(§) — s).

It is easy to see that

Claim 3.3. The following statements hold:
(i) n € C'(M);
(1) 0 < n(€) <1, for all & € M;
(iii) suppn C supp ;
(iv) (&) =1 if, and only if, p(§) = s
In particular, if suppn # 0 then 0 < J(k,n) < J(k,9) < 70, hence

Lemmas 2.1] and applies (with J = J(k,n) and o = a(k,n)). Thus, by
B0) and Claim B3], we obtain the following.

(32) vol(4%) = vol (¢ | §) = 13) < 20" [ [Vt = V).

We recall that the function h satisfies h(0) = 0, A'(0) = 1 and h : [0,79) —
[0, 50) is increasing and concave. Thus the inverse function ="' : [0, 59) —
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[0,79) is increasing, convex and satisfies h=1(0) = 0 and (h_l)/(O) = 1 hence,
h=Y(1) < soT, for all T € (0, sg), which implies

(33) a=hN<2r=¢ (/ ndu> i
M

50

,_.
-
S

1
where C1 = SO <°1"_LR) e

Note that sm-16(¢ — s) < (¢ +€)m1, for all s > e. Thus, by (32 and
[B3)), we obtain

1
201 m " Y

(34) < ( 90+6mmdu>m / T+ n(Hy — S f)ldp
M

for all s > €, where Cy = %tm_l. Furthermore,

(35) / sﬁvolf(As)ds = / / sﬁd,uds
0 0 Jeem|p©)>s)

sﬁ duds

/{(5 $)EM xR|0<s<p(€) }

e&)
= // sm=Tdsdy

m

= e Ldp.

Using (34) and (B3]), we obtain that

m

feran < S ([, (97
(36) < [T ety - 9 lduds).

Since 0 < §(¢t) < 1, for all ¢, and §(t — s) = 0, for all s >t + ¢, we obtain

/ / nHy —Vflduds = // 5 (¢ —s)|Hf — Vf|dsdp
= [ [ sy v rlasa

(37) < /M¢|Hf S| du

d,u)%x
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Furthermore, since |Vn| = §' (¢ — s) [Vy| = —%5(90 — 5)|Ve|, we obtain
from the fundamental theorem of calculus the following.

oo p(&)+e
[ vuauds = [ [T v dsa
€ M M Je
< // &) — 8) |Vl dsdu

- / 5((€) — )| Vipldu
M

(38) < /M Vel

Therefore, we obtain

N\ C _
@) ([ ) "< 2L (9l s - Vo) da

To finish the proof of Theorem [[I, we apply (B9) to the function ¢?,
where v > 1 is a constant to be defined. By Hélder inequality, we obtain

m—1
</Mcp%du> < O /M @ (|Veol 4+ o(|Hp — V£])) du

a(f w—nf ([ (el + ot - Vf|>>pdu)% |

where C3 = 22 and ¢ = 5. Take 1 < p < m and let v = pm=1) e

m—p

have that T'n”_”’ =q(y—1) = £ and mT_l - % = mm—;f’. Thus, by Q), we

m

(40)

IN

obtain

(41) ( /Mw%’mpdu)m? <G [ Vel + ol = V1) d

We obtain the constant S as in () by taking t — 2 in

1
lim Gy = — 2770 _gmet (Wl \™ & g b
=2 kso(m — 1) 11—k

t>2

Theorem [Tl is proved.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM
Proof. Consider the neighborhood V = {z | dy(x,0M) < €}. Take A > 1
and let ¢ = (-, €) : M — R be a nonnegative C'' function satisfying:
(1) ¢(z) =1, if dy(x,0M) > ¢
(i) 0 < p(x) <1 and |Ve| < Ae™!, if 0 < dys(x,0M) < €
(iii) lonr = 0.
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By Theorem [I.T] we obtain

v/
S < {€lp(©)>¢} )

provided that condition (7)) holds. Using that |Vp| = 1, everywhere in V, it
follows from the coarea formula that

/]ch[du:/ \w\e—fdMgé// e faxm1
M M € Jo Jiglp©)=r}

Since OM = {¢ | dap(€,0M) = 0}, by taking € — 0, we obtain that

/ |Voldu < A/ e TdH™ ! = vol; (OM).
M oM

Therefore, it holds
1 m— —
Evolf(M)TLl < vols(OM) +/ |Hf — V fldp
M

Theorem is proved. O

m—
m

1
< / Voldu + / Hy — Vfldp.
M M

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3l

Let K € C°(R) be a nonnegative even function such that the radial curva-
tures of M satisfy (Kyaa)e < K(re), forall € € M. Let h: (0,79) — (0, s9) be
an increasing solution of ([Il) with (0, sg) = h(0,7¢). Assume by contradiction
that an end E of M has finite f-volume. Let B = B}, () be a geodesic ball
of M of radius Ay and center £. Take )\ sufficiently large so that OF C B
and vol;(F — B) < A, where 0 < A < 1 is a small constant satisfying

1
—1_f* m
= Wy, €
(42) =T A) <so

h=Y(Jp) < 2Inj,,,

for some k € (0,1). Moreover, we take \g sufficiently large satisfying further

(43) 1Hy — ?f”LfL(E—B) <C, ifm <p<oo;
_ 1 .

”Hf — Vf”Loo(E)VOIf(E — B)E <C, if p= o0,
where 2C = (Se%)_l.

Now take A1 > Ao sufficiently large so that dp(OE,z) > 2\, for all
x € E— B,,. For all ¢ € E — Byy, we obtain that the ball By, (q) C E — B.
In particular, by ([@2]), Theorem [[L2] applies for B, (q), for all 0 < r < A;. By
Hoélder inequality, we obtain that
(44)

JBog) s = Vfldp < | Hy =V fll 15— pyvolp(Br(a))
v v 1 m—1
fBr(q) |Hp =V fldu < [|Hy — Vf”L;;o(E)VOlf(E — B)mvolg(Br(q)) ™ .

p—1

pifm < p<oo;
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Furthermore, if m < p < oo then, since vols(B,(q)) < voly(E — B) < 1
-1 —
and =1 > (m—n;l), it holds that volf(Br(q))pT > volf(Br(q))Tl. Thus,

P -
-1

by Theorem [[.2] and using (@3]) and (44]), we obtain Cvolf(Br(q))mv <
vol;(0B,(q)). Thus, by using the coarea formula,

B ol (B, @)% = m~voly(B,(9)'~Fvol (9, () > €.

for all 0 < r < Ay, hence voly(By,(q)) > CA1.

Since M is complete and E is an unbounded connected component of M
we can take g € E — (Bagy, — B(gk_l),\l), for all k = 1,2,.... Note also that
By, (qx) C E — Bay, and By, (qr) N By, (@) = 0, if k # 1. Thus we obtain
volg(E) > Y72 volg(By, (qr)) = > 5y CA1 = 0o, which is a contradiction.
Theorem [I.3]is proved.
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