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A SHARP QUANTITATIVE VERSION OF ALEXANDROV’S THEOREM
VIA THE METHOD OF MOVING PLANES

GIULIO CIRAOLO, LUIGI VEZZONI

ABSTRACT. We prove the following quantitative version of the celebrated Soap Bubble Theorem
of Alexandrov. Let S be a C? closed embedded hypersurface of R"*', n > 1, and denote by
osc(H) the oscillation of its mean curvature. We prove that there exists a positive €, depending
on n and upper bounds on the area and the C%-regularity of S, such that if osc(H) < e then
there exist two concentric balls B,, and B, such that S C ETE \ By, and 7. — r; < Cosc(H),
with C' depending only on n and upper bounds on the surface area of S and the C? regularity
of S. Our approach is based on a quantitative study of the method of moving planes and the
quantitative estimate on r. — r; we obtain is optimal.

As a consequence of this theorem, we also prove that if osc(H) is small then S is diffeomorphic
to a sphere and give a quantitative bound which implies that S is C'-close to a sphere.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Soap Bubble Theorem proved by Alexandrov in [3] has been the object of many investi-
gations. In its simplest form it states that

The n-dimensional sphere is the only compact connected embedded hypersurface of R™+1
with constant mean curvature.

As it is well-known, the embeddedness condition is necessary, as implied by the celebrated
counterexamples by Hsiang-Teng-Yu [28] and Wente [48]. There have been several extensions
of the rigidity result of Alexandrov to more general settings. Alexandrov proved this Theorem
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in a more general setting; in particular, the Euclidean space can be replaced by any space of
constant curvature (see also [4] where he discussed several possible generalizations). Montiel and
Ros [41] and Korevaar [30] studied the case of hypersurfaces with constant higher order mean
curvatures embedded in space forms. Alexandrov Theorem has been studied also for warped
product manifolds by Montiel [39], Brendle [10] and Brendle and Eichmair [11]. There are many
other related results; the interested reader can refer to [12, [16] 15l 24], 29, 42, 43, [44] [49] and
references therein.

To prove the Soap Bubble Theorem, Alexandrov introduced the method of moving planes, a
very powerful technique which has been the source of many insights in analysis and differential
geometry. Serrin understood that the method can be applied to Partial Differential Equations.
Indeed, in his seminal paper [45] he obtained a symmetry result for the torsion problem which
gave rise to a huge amount of results for overdetermined problems (the interest reader can
refer to the references in [18]). In [25] Gidas, Ni and Nirenberg refined Serrin’s argument
to obtain several symmetry results for positive solutions of second order elliptic equations in
bounded and unbounded domains (see also [36] and [37]). The method was further employed by
Caffarelli, Gidas and Spruck [I3] to prove asymptotic radial symmetry of positive solutions for
the conformal scalar curvature equation and others semilinear elliptic equations (see also [34]).
The moving planes were also used to obtain several celebrated results in differential geometry:
Schoen [47] characterized the catenoid, Meeks [38] and Korevaar, Kusner and Solomon [33]
showed that a complete connected properly embedded constant mean curvature surface in the
Fuclidean space with two annuli ends is rotationally symmetric. There is a large amount of
other interesting papers on these topics which are not mentioned here.

Alexandrov’s proof in the Euclidean space works as follows: (i) show that for any direction
w there exists a critical hyperplane orthogonal to w which is of symmetry for the surface S; (ii)
since the center of mass O of S lies on each hyperplane of symmetry, then every hyperplane
passing through O is of reflection symmetry for S; (iii) since any rotation about O can be written
as a composition of n + 1 reflections, then S is rotationally invariant, which implies that S is
the n-dimensional sphere. The crucial step in this proof is (i), which is obtained by applying
the method of moving planes and using maximum principle (see Theorem A in Subsection .

In this paper we study a quantitative version of the Soap Bubble Theorem, that is we assume
that the oscillation of the mean curvature osc(H) is small and we prove that S is close to a
sphere. More precisely, let S be an n-dimensional, C2-regular, connected, closed hypersurface
embedded in R""! and denote by |S| the area of S. Since S is C? regular, then it satisfies a
uniform touching sphere condition of (optimal) radius p. We orientate S according to the inner
normal. Given p € S, we denote by H(p) the mean curvature of S at p, and we let

osc(H) = max H(p) — min H (p).

Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let S be an n-dimensional, C%-reqular, connected, closed hypersurface embedded
in R"TL. There exist constants €, C > 0 such that if

(1) osc(H) <e¢,
then there are two concentric balls B,, and B,, such that
(2) S c By, \ By,
and

(3) re —1i < Cosc(H).
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The constants ¢ and C depend only on n and upper bounds on p~' and |S|.

Under the assumption that S bounds a convex domain, there exist some results in the spirit
of Theorem which are available in literature. In particular, when the domain is an ovaloid,
the problem was studied by Koutroufiotis [32], Lang [35] and Moore [40]. Other stability results
can be found in Schneider [47] and Arnold [7]. These results were improved by Kohlmann in
[31] where he proved an explicit Holder type stability in . In Theorem we do not consider
any convexity assumption and we obtain the optimal rate of stability in, as can be proven
by a simple calculation for ellipsoids.

Theorem has a quite interesting consequence which we explain in the following. It is
well-known (see for instance [27]) that if every principal curvature ; of S is pinched between
two positive numbers, i.e.

1 1
7§I€i§(1+(5>*, ’L':].,...,n,
r r

then S is close to a sphere of radius r. Following Gromov [27, Remark (c), p.67-68], one can
ask what happens when only the mean curvature is pinched. We have the following result.

Corollary 1.2. Let pg, Ay > 0 and n € N be fized. There exists a positive constant €, depending
onn, py and Agy, such that if S is a connected closed C? hypersurface embedded in R™ 1 with
|S| < Ao, p > po, whose mean curvature H satisfies

osc(H) < e,

then S is diffeomorphic to a sphere.
Moreover S is C'-close to a sphere, i.e. there exists a Cl-map F = Id+ Vv : dB,, — S such
that

1
(4) [¥llcram,,) < Closc(H))z,
where C depends only on n and upper bounds on p~—' and |S|.

Before explaining the argument of the proof of Theorem we give a couple of remarks on
the bounds on p and |S| in Theorem and its Corollary he upper bound on p~! controls
the C? regularity of the hypersurface, which is a crucial condition for obtaining an estimate like
. Indeed, if we assume that p is not bounded from below, it is possible to construct a family
of closed surfaces embedded in R3, not diffeomorphic to a sphere, with osc(H) arbitrarly small
and such that fails (see Remark and [I7]). The upper bound on |S| is a control on the
constants € and C, which clearly change under dilatations.

We remark that Corollary [1.2]can be obtained by a compactness argument by using the theory
of varifolds by Allard [5] and Almgren [6]. Indeed, by Allard’s compactness theorem every
sequence of closed hypersurfaces satisfying (uniformly) the assumptions of Corollary admits
a subsequence which, up to translations, converges to a hypersurface which satisfies a touching
ball condition and hence is C1! regular. By standard regularity theory, the hypersurface is
smooth and is a sphere by the classical Alexandrov theorem. We think that also the stability
estimates in Theorem can be obtained by using Allard’s regularity theorem.

There are other possible strategies to obtain quantitative estimates for almost constant mean
curvature hypersurfaces and give results as in the spirit of Theorem Indeed, as we already
mentioned, there are several proofs of the rigidity result of Alexandrov (i.e. when H is constant).
Beside the method of moving planes (which will be our approach), one could try to quantitavely
study the proofs in [41], [42] and [44], which are based on integral identities. For instance,
the approach in [I7] starts form [44] and finds quantitative estimates on the closedness of the
hypersurface to a compound of tangent balls. As explained in [I7, Appendix A], another possible
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approach would be to start from the proof in [41] and then study almost umbilical hypersurfaces,
in the same spirit as [22] and [23]. However, these approaches based on integral identities do
not seem to lead to optimal estimates as in our Theorem [1.1] (see [I7] for a detailed discussion).

Our approach, instead, is based on a quantitative analysis of the method of moving planes and
uses arguments from elliptic PDEs theory. Since the proof of symmetry is based on maximum
principle, our proof of the stability result will make use of Harnack’s and Carleson’s (or bound-
ary Harnack’s) inequalities and the Hopf Lemma, which can be considered as the quantitative
counterpart of the strong and boundary maximum principles. We emphasize that the stability
estimate is optimal and that our proof permits to compute the constants explicitly.

A quantitative study of the method of moving planes was first performed in [I], where the
authors obtained a stability result for Serrin’s overdetermined problem [45], and it has been used
in a series of paper by the first author [19} 20} 21] for studying the stability of radial symmetry
for Serrin’s and other overdetermined problems (see also [9] for an approach based on integral
identities). In this paper, we follow the same approach of [1], but the setting here is complicated
by the fact that we have to deal with manifolds. As we will show, the main goal is to prove an
approximate symmetry result for one (arbitrary) direction. After that, the approximate radial
symmetry is well-established and follows by an argument in [I]. To prove the approximate
symmetry in one direction, we apply the method of moving planes and show that the union of
the maximal cap and of its reflection provides a set that fits well S. This is the main point of
our paper and is achieved by developing the following argument. Assume that the surface and
the reflected cap are tangent at some point pg which is an interior point of the reflected cap,
and write the two surfaces as graphs of function in a neighborhood of py. The difference w of
these two functions satisfies an elliptic equation Lw = f, where |||l is bounded by osc(H).
By applying Harnack’s inequality and interior regularity estimates, we have a bound on the C*
norm of w, which says that the two graphs are close in C'' norm no more than some constant
times osc(H). It is important to observe that this estimate implies that the two surfaces are
close to each other and also that the two corresponding Gauss maps are close (in some sense) in
that neighborhood of py. Then we connect any point p of the reflected cap to pg and we show
that such closeness propagates at p. Since we are dealing with a manifold, we have to change
local parameterization while we are moving from pg to p and we have to prove that the closeness
information is preserved. By using careful estimates and making use of interior and boundary
Harnack’s inequalities, we show that this is possible if we assume that osc(H) is smaller than
some fixed constant.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we prove some preliminary results about
hypersurfaces in R"*!, we recall some results on classical solutions to mean curvature type
equations, and we give a sketch of the proof of the symmetry result of Alexandrov. In Section
we prove some technical lemmas which will be used for proving the stability result. In Sections
and [5] we prove Theorem [I.1] and Corollary respectively.
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2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section we collect some preliminary results which will be useful in the following.
Although some of them are already known, we sketch their proofs for sake of completeness and
in order to explain the notation which it will be adopted in the sequel.

Let S be a C? regular, connected, closed hypersurface embedded in R"*!, n > 1, and let
Q be the relatively compact domain of R"*! bounded by S. We denote by T, »S the tangent
hyperplane to S at p and by v, the inward normal vector. Given a point £ € R"*! and an r > 0,
we denote by B,(£) the ball in R**! of radius r centered at £&. When a ball is centered at the
origin O, we simply write B, instead of B, (O).

Let distg: R — R be the distance function from S, i.e.

dist(€,5), if&eq,

dists(§) = {_ dist(¢,S), if € e R\

it is clear that S = {¢ € R"*!1 : distg(¢) = 0}. Moreover, it is well-known (see e.g. [26]) that
distg is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant 1 and that it is of class C? in an open
neighborhood of S. Therefore the implicit function theorem implies that, given a point p € S,
S can be locally represented as a graph over the tangent hyperplane 7,,S: there exist an open
neighbourhood U, (p) of p in S and a C?-map u: B, N T,S — R such that

(5) U-(p) ={p+z+ulx)y, : e B NT,S}.
Moreover, if ¢ = p + x + u(z)vp, with x € B,(p) N T},S, we have
-V
(6) vy = Vp—u(x)y
V14 |Vu(z)?

where

N

Vu(o) = YO u(w)e:.

i=1

and {e1,...,ey} is an arbitrary orthonormal basis of T,,S. We notice that, according with the

definition above, Vu(z) is a vector in R"*! for every z in the domain of u. Moreover v, - v, > 0
for every ¢ € B, N'T,S and, if |Vu| is uniformly bounded in B, NT},S, then u can be extended
to B NT,S with r' > r.

Since S is C?-regular, then the domain € satisfies a uniform touching ball condition and we
denote by p the optimal radius, that is: for any p € S there exist two balls of radius p centered
at ¢~ € Q and ¢ € R™1\ Q such that B,(c™) C Q, B,(c") c R\ Q, and p € 9B,(cF).
B,(c¢7) and B,(ct) are called, respectively, the interior and exzterior touching balls at p.

In the following Lemma we show that we may assume r = p in the definition of , and we
give some bounds in terms of p which will be useful in the sequel.
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Lemma 2.1. Let p € S. There exists a C? map u : B,NT,5 — R such that
Uy(p) ={p+z+ux)y, : ze€B,NT,S}

is a relative open set of S and

(7) lu(@)] < p—/p* —|z[?,

(8) [Vu(z)| <

for every x € B, NT,S. Moreover

1 x
) vz VETR and -l < V2,
for every q = p+ x + u(x)vy in Uy(p).

Proof. By the implicit function theorem, there exists r > 0, u : B, N7T,S — R and U,.(p) as in
. We may assume that r» < p. The bound in B, NT,S easily follows from the definition of
interior and exterior touching balls at p. We prove that estimate in B, NT,S, which allows
us to enlarge the domain of v up to B, N1},S. Let

g=p+a+u(@),
with |z| < r be an arbitrary point of U, (p) (notice that v, - v, > 0). Since
By(p+ pvp) N By(q = prg) =0,

we have that

P+ pvp — g+ prg| > 2p.
Analogously, B,(p — pvp) N By(q + prg) = 0 gives that

g+ prg —p + prp| = 2p.
By adding the squares of the last two inequalities we obtain that

Ip — C]|2 + 2P2(Vp Vg) > 2P2a

and from (7)) we get (9). From (6)) and (9) we obtain in B, NT),S. Since |Vu| is bounded in

B, NT,S, then we can extend v in a larger ball where is still satisfied. It is clear that we
can choose r = p and f(@ hold. O

Given p,q € S we denote by dg(p, q) their intrinsic distance inside S and, if A is an arbitrary
subset of S, we define

dS(pa A) = inf dS(p7 q)
geEA
We have the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Letp € S, g € U,(p) and let x be the orthogonal projection of g onto the hyperplane
T,S. Then,

]

(10) 2| < ds(p,q) < parcsin—.
p
Proof. The first inequality is trivial. In order to prove the second inequality we consider the
curve v: [0,1] — S joining p with g defined by v(t) = p + tx + u(tz) v, t € [0,1]. Then
i(E) = @ + (Vulta) - ) vy:
since x € T),S and by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we obtain that
Y(0)] < l2[v/1+ [ Vu(tz).
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Therefore inequality in Lemma implies

iols
Since .

ds(p,q) < /0 (0]t
then

1
1
ds(p,q) < |z / ——dl
which gives . O

Let p € S and let u: B,NT,S — S as in Lemma [2.1] It is well-known (see [26]) that w is a
classical solution to

(11) div [ —— ) —pH, W B,NT,S,
V14 [Vul|?
where H is the mean curvature of S regarded as a map on B, NT,S. We notice that Vu € T},S

and the divergence is meant in local coordinates on 7,S: if {ei,...,e,} is an orthonormal basis
of T,S and F = >""" | Fie;, then

Moreover, is uniformly elliptic once u is regarded as a regular map in an open set of R”
and has bounded gradient, since

2 0 Gi . 2\1¢12
(12) €] < %G (W) &g < (L+[CI)IEl

for every € = (&1...,&0), ¢ = (C1y..., () in R™.

2.1. Classical solutions to mean curvature equation. In this subsection we collect some
results about classical solutions to which will be used in the next sections.

Let B, be the ball of R* centered at the origin and having radius r. Given a differentiable
map u : B, — R, we denote by Du the gradient of u in R*:

ou ou
Du=|—,...,— | .
“ (81’1’ ’8xk>

We remark that this notation differs from the one in the rest of the paper, where we use the V
symbol to denote a vector in R™*1.
Let Hy, H; € C°(B,) and ug and u; be two classical solutions of

(13) div (%) — kH;, inB,,
j =0,1. It is well-known that (see [20])

w = u; — U
satisfies a linear elliptic equation of the form

(14) Lw = k(Hy — Hy),
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where
k
0 o Ow
= — L
(15) Lw Z oz, <a (w)axi>,
7,7=1
with
/ 0
o[ 2( )
5 8<] 1+’C‘2 (=Du¢(x)
and

ug(x) = tug(x) + (1 — )up(x), x € By
From , we find that

1
(16) KFSGW@&@SKFA(LHDW@WMt

where we used Einstein summation convention. The following Harnack’s type inequality will be
one of the crucial tools for proving the stability result.

Lemma 2.3. Let uj, j = 0,1, be two classical solutions of , with uy —ug > 0 in B,, and
assume that

(17) [1Dujllcrp,y <M, j=0,1,

for some positive constant M. Then there exists a constant K1, depending only on the dimension
k and M, such that

(18) lur = wollor s, ) < Ki(inf (ur —uo) + || Hy — Holloo(s,))-

7‘/2
Proof. We have already observed that w = u; — ug satisfies in B,. From and , we
find that Lw is uniformly elliptic with continuous bounded coefficients, that is
€17 < aY(2)&&5 < €7 (1+ M?),
and

‘31:] )’ <M,

for some positive M’ depending only on M.
From Theorems 8.17 and 8.18 in [26], we obtain the following Harnack’s inequality

sup w < C’l(]ignf w + |Hy — Hollcos,))-

B'r/2 /2

Then we use Theorem 8.32 in [26] and obtain that

[wleras, ) < Co (Iwleos, ) + 1H = Holloogs, ) )

where | - \01@(37‘/4) is the C1® seminorm in B, 4, with a € (0,1). By combining the last two
inequalities, we obtain at once. O

Another crucial tool for our result is the following boundary Harnack’s type inequality (or
Carleson estimate, see [14]).
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Lemma 2.4. Let E be a domain in R* and let T be an open set of OF which is of class C?.
Let uj € C*(E), j = 0,1, be two solutions of

Du,;
19 div| —2L— | =kH;, inE,
( ) (wl—l—\DujP) !
with j = 0,1, satisfying || Duj||c1(gy < M for some positive M. Let xo € T and r > 0 be such
that By(z9) NOE C T, and assume that
up —ug >0 in Bp(zg) NE, uy —up=0 on B,NOE.

Assume further that ey is the interior normal to E at xog. Then, there exists a constant Ko > 0
such that

.
(20) sup (w1 —uo) < Kz ((ur — o) (w0 + Ser ) + | Hy = Hollowos,))
B,./4($0)QE

where the constant Ko depends only on the dimension k, M and the C? regularity of T.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the one of Lemma where we use Theorem 1.3 in [§] and
Corollary 8.36 in [26] in place of Theorems 8.17, 8.18 and 8.32 in [26]. O

We conclude this subsection with a quantitative version of the Hopf Lemma. We start with
a statement which is valid for a general second order elliptic operator of the form

k k
(21) Lw = Z aiijix‘j + Z biwy,,
i,j=1 i=1
satisfying the ellipticity conditions
(22) aVG¢p > AIC)?, and [V B <A, dj =1,k
for A, A > 0.

Lemma 2.5. Let r > 0 and v > 0 be given. Assume that w € C*(B,) N C%(B,) fulfills the
following conditions
Lw<y and w>0 1inB,,
with L given by .
Then, there exists a positive constant C depending on k, A\, A, and upper bound on -y such that
for any xo € 0B, we have that

(w((l —t/r)x0)

(23) supw < C "

—i—’y), forany 0<t<r/2.
Br/2

Moreover, if w(xg) = 0 then we have that

(24) supw < C <8w(x0) + ’y) ,
B,/ ov

where v denotes the inward normal to 0B,

Proof. In the annulus A = B, \ B, /2, we consider the auxiliary function

—alz|? _ —ar?
o . e e B|m|2 . BTQ
- + 7
v(@) (?:E w) e—a(r/2)? _ g—ar? € €
where Vi
k k)A -1
a:(—;iw), Bz’y[k‘)\—\/EAr—i—\/(k:/\—\/EAr)Q—I—’y)\rQ} .



10 GIULIO CIRAOLO, LUIGI VEZZONI

Here, the constants « and 3 are chosen in such a way that v satisfies

Ly > 7.
We notice that
v((1—t/r)zg) are= o’ . 2
(25) ; > P Y — (%un w) — 20re".

r/2
Since v =0 on 0B, and v < mingp, , w on 0B, 2, we have that the function w — v satisfies the
following conditions

Lw—v)<0, in A,
w—wv >0, on 0A.

Hence, by maximum principle we have that w — v > 0 in A, and from we obtain that
ear?/4 _q <w((1 —t/r)x0)

ar t

(26) minw <
BT‘/2

for 0 <t < r/2. As in the proof of Lemma we use Theorems 8.17 and 8.18 in [26] to get

+ 25reﬁr2> ,

maxw < Cp(minw + 7),

B'r/2 BT‘/Q
and from we obtain and . O

We will use Lemma [2.5]in the following form.
Lemma 2.6. Let E, T, ug, ui, M, and xg be as in Lemma [2.4], with
up —ug >0  in E.

Assume that there exists By(c) C E with o € 0B,(c) NT. Let

CcC— X0
= .
r

Then, there exists a constant Ks such that

(u1 — uo)(wo + t€)
t

@) i wlos, o < s +H: = Hollows oy )

for every t € (0,r/2), and

O(uy — uo)(

(28) llug — U0||cl(BT/4(c)) < K3 < BN zo) + || H1 — HUHCO(BT(C))) )

fort = 0. The constant K3 depends only on the dimension k, on M, and p, and upper bound
on |[H1 — Hollco(B,(c))-

Proof. As we have shown in the proof of Lemma w = uy — ug satisfies (14), which is
uniformly elliptic. Moreover, we notice that, by letting

v = [Hy = Hollco(s, ()

we have that
Lw < 7.

Hence, we can apply Lemma [2.5| and, by using Lemma [2.3] we conclude. a
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2.2. The symmetry result of Alexandrov. In order to make the paper self-contained, we
give a sketch of the proof of the Soap Bubble Theorem by Alexandrov. This will be the occasion
to set up some necessary notation.

Let S be a C? regular, connected, closed hypersurface embedded in R**!, n > 1, and let Q
be the relatively compact domain of R"*! bounded by S. Let w € R"! be a unit vector and
A € R be a parameter. For an arbitrary set A, we define the following objects:

Ty ={6€R"™ :¢£.w =)} ahyperplane orthogonal to w,
AA={pecA:p-w>\ the right-hand cap of A,

(29) P =6-2¢ w—-Nw the reflection of & about ),
Ay ={pe R : p e A)‘} the reflected cap about my,
Ay={ped:p w<A} the portion of A in the left-hand half plane.

Set M = max{p-w : p € S}, the extent of S in the direction w; if A < M is close to M, the
reflected cap €2 is contained in €2. Set

(30) m =inf{u: Q) C Q for all A € (u, M)}.

Then for A = m at least one of the following two cases occurs:

(i) Sy, becomes internally tangent to S at some point p € S\ m,;
(ii) 7, is orthogonal to S at some point p € S N 7p,.

Theorem A (Alexandrov Soup Bubble Theorem). Let S be a C?-reqular, closed, connected
hypersurface embedded in R" 1. If the mean curvature H of S is constant, then S is a sphere.

Proof. Let w be a fixed direction. We apply the method of moving planes in the direction w
and we find a critical position for A = m.

If Case (i) occurs, then we locally write Sy, and S as graphs of function u; and wug, respectively,
over B, N T,S (which coincides with T},S,,), where p is the tangency point. It is clear that
w = u] — ug is non-negative and, since H is constant, we have that w satisfies

Lw=0, in B, NT,S,

for some r > 0, and where L is given by . Since w(0) = 0, by the strong maximum principle
we obtain that w = 0 in B, NT,S, that is S and S,, coincides in an open neighborhood of p.

If Case (ii) occurs, then we locally write S, and S as graphs of function u; and ug, respectively,
over T, N {x -w < m}. As for case (i), we find that there exists » > 0 such that

Lw=0, in B,NT,SN{zx w<m},
w=0, on B,NT,SN{zx -w=m}.

Since Vw(0) = 0 and from the Hopf Lemma (see for instance [20]) we obtain that w = 0 in
B, NT,SN{x -w<m}.

Hence, in both cases (i) and (ii) we have that the set of tangency points (that is those points
for which case (i) or (ii) occur) is open. Since it is also closed and non-empty we must have that
Spy = Sm, that is S is symmetric about the hyperplane m,,. Since w is arbitrary, we find that S
is symmetric in every direction.

Up to a translation, we can assume that the origin O is the center of mass of S. Since
O belongs to every axis of symmetry and every rotation can be written as a composition of
reflections, we have that .S is invariant under rotations, which implies that S is a sphere. O
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2.3. Curvatures of projected surfaces. Before giving the results of this subsection, we need
to recall some basic facts about hypersurfaces in R”*1, in particular about the interplay between
the normal and the principal curvatures. Let U be an orientable hypersurface of class C?
embedded in R™"*! (which in the proof of Theorem n will be an open set of the surface 5).
The choice of an orientation on U is equivalent to the choice of a Gauss map v: U — S" (in
this general context there is no a canonical orientation). Fixed a point ¢ € U, we denote by
Wy T,U — T,U the shape operator W, = —dv,. W, is a symmetric operator and its eigenvalues
ki(q) are the principal curvatures of U at g. We assume that x1(q) < ka(q) < -+ < kn(q). The
first and the last principal curvature can be obtained as minimum and maximum of the normal
curvature. Here we recall that, given a non-zero vector v € T,U, its normal curvature £(q,v) is
defined as

(0,) = g Walo) v

k(g,v) can be alternatively written in term of curves as

1 .
wla,0) = gy e - 80)

where a: I — U is an arbitrary curve satisfying a(0) = 0, &(0) = v.

In order to perform a quantitive study of the moving planes, we need to handle the following
situation: given a hypersurface U of class C? in R"*!, we consider its intersection U’ with
an affine hyperplane 7; (in the proof of Theorem w1 will be the critical hyperplane in the
direction w). If 7 intersects U transversally, U’ = U N is a hypersurface of class C? of 71 and
we consider its projection U” onto another hyperplane 75 of R"*! (which will be the tangent
hyperplane to the reflected cap at some point which is close to the critical hyperplane). An
example in R3 is shown in Figure [ll The next two propositions allow us to control the principal
curvature of U” in terms of the principal curvature of U and the normal vectors to wq and wo.

/

FIGURE 1. In the figure U is the parabololid z = 22 4 y?, m; is the affine plane
z = 2+ 8y and 7o is the plane z = 0. In this case U’ is the dashed ellipse in 7,
while U” is the circle projected in 7.

Proposition 2.7. Let U be an orientable hypersurface of class C? embedded in R with
principal curvatures kj, j = 1,...,n, and Gauss map v. Let m be an hyperplane of R+
intersecting U transversally and let U' = U Nw. Then U’ is an orientable hypersurface of class
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C? embedded in 7 and, once a Gauss map v': U' — S* ! is fized, its principal curvatures K}
satisfy

1 1

(31) k1(q) < Ki(q) <

ol
Vg Vy

for everyqe U andi=1,...,n—1.

Proof. First of all we observe that U’ is of class C? by the implicit function theorem and it is
orientable since the map v/: U’ — S"~! defined by

(32) vy = —* (x(vg Aw) Aw),

is a Gauss map on U’, where by % we denote the Hodge “star”operator in R**! computed with
respect to the standard metric and the standard orientation.

In order to prove : fix ¢ € U’ and consider an arbitrary unitary vector v € T,U’. Let
k(q,v) be normal curvature of (¢,v) in U. Then

R(q,v) = vy - &(0)

where « is an arbitrary smooth curve in U’ parametrized by arc length and such that «(0) = ¢
and &(0) = v. Since v, is orthogonal to T,U’, it belongs to the plane generated by w and 1/(’] and
we can write

vy = (Vg - w)w+ (V- vy vy

Therefore
k(q,v) = (vg - 6(0)) = (vg - vg)(vg - 8(0)) = (vg - vg)K'(q, v),
where £/(q,v) is the normal curvature of U’ in (¢,v), and the claim follows. O

Note that in Proposition if we chose as Gauss map the one defined as in we have

(Vg -vy) = =% (x(Ug Aw) Aw) - g = — x (Vg Aw) Aw - %y
Now we choose the positive oriented orthonormal basis of R"*1 {eq,... ey, vy} where the first
n-vectors are an othonormal basis of T;U. Then we have
(Vg Aw)=—(w-ep)erN---ANep_1, *vg=e N - Ney,
and
Vg Vy=(w-en)(er1 A= Nep1 Aw)-(e1 A+~ Aep) = (w-en)?=1— (v, -w)?,
i.e.
(33) Vg v =1—(vg-w)>.
Therefore, when v/, is given by (32), reads as
(34 @) € R € el
fori=1,...,n—1.

Proposition 2.8. Let wy and wy be unit vectors in R"1, denote by w1 an hyperplane orthogonal
to wi, and let m be the hyperplane orthogonal to wy passing through the origin of R™T1. Let
U’ be a C? reqular oriented hypersurface of m, such that wy is not tangent to U’ at any point.
Denote by K, fori=1,...,n— 1, the principal curvatures of U’ and denote by v’ the normal
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vector to U'. Then the orthogonal projection U" of U’ onto m is a C?-regular hypersurface of
mo with a canonical orientation. Moreover, for any q € U’ we have

]wl -(,U2|
5 max{|x(q)], |Kn_1(q)[},

[(wl cw9)? + (wg - 1/{])2] 2

for everyi=1,...,n— 1, where pr(q) is the projection of q onto my and {k!'} are the principal
curvature of U".

(35) K7 (pr(q))| <

Proof. If X is a local positive oriented parametrisation of U’, then Y = X — (X - wo)ws is a
local parametrisation of U”, and

VoY i=vers(x(YI AYa A+ AY,_1 Aws))

defines a Gauss map for U”, where Y}, is the k" derivative of Y with respect to the coordinates
of its domain. Therefore U” is a C?-regular hypersurface of 5 oriented by the map .

Now we prove inequalities (35). Fix a point ¢ € U’ and let pr(q) = ¢ — (¢ - w2) we be its
projection onto U”. Let X be a local positive oriented parametrization of U’ around ¢ and
Y = X — (X - we)wz be the induced parametrization of U” around pr(q). Let 8: (—d,9) — U”
be an arbitrary regular curve contained in U” such that 3(0) = pr(q) and let

5(0) L,

RO
Then
9(0) = " (pr(q), v),

where k”(pr(q),v) is the normal curvature of U” at (q,v). The curve § can be seen as the
projection of a regular curve « in U’ passing through p. Since v/, is orthogonal to wy we have

:L &
TP

Note that, since
Yi = Xp — (X - wo)wa,
then we have
VoV =vers(x(X1 AXo A+ AXp_1 Aws))

and
(X @) A A X1 (@) Aws) - d

g=— — — .
B[ X1(a) A - A Xip1(@) A wo)
Now, it is simply to prove that
(*(Xl(d) VANRIVAN anl(d) /\WQ) Sa= (wl . OJQ) * (Xl(&) VANRREIVAY anl(d) /\wl) SQ,

and therefore
w1+ W9 (*(Xl(ONé) VANERRIAN Xn_l(d) VAN wl)) e

Eik 1X1(@) A A X1 (&) Aws)|

g:

which implies

g= (V& . &)wl .- w2 |X1((§é) VANCERWAN Xn—l((%) /\w1| .
|ﬁ’2 |X1(OJ)/\-"/\XR_1(OJ)/\W2|

We may assume that « is parametrised by arc length and so

B =1— (a-w)?,
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which implies
R ]Xl(&)/\---/\Xn_l(d)/\w1]
1— (d . w2)2 |X1(O~é) VANEIVAN Xn—l(d) /\WQ’ .
Moreover a standard computation yields that
’Xl(d)/\---/\Xn_1<d)/\W1’ B 1
[ X1(&) A A X1 (@) Awa| (1 — Jwa — (wa - w)W4 )12

9= (v, )

and hence
w1+ W2 1

90 =0 SO 1y = - BV 1= (@(0) -2

where (g, @(0)) is the normal curvature of U’ at (g, &(0)). Therefore

k" (pr(q),v) = £'(g,(0))

w1+ Wy 1
(1 — w2 = (wa - )12 1= (&(0) - w2)?

In particular

. 1
36 " _ w1 w2 inf ———
(36) r1(pr(q)) = K1(q) (1 — |wa — (w2 - ,/(/1),/&|2)1/2 velélg—l 1— (v-wg)?
and

. 1
37 % _ Wi - w2 _
(37) Fin—1(Pr(q)) = Kr_1(p) (1 — Jwa — (ws - V&)”&P)lﬂ U:gg}il 1— (v-wo)?

where S)71 = {v € T,U’ : |v] =1}. Now if v € S}~!, we have
1—(v-w)?<1—|wy — (ws- V(/I)Vé|2.
Therefore

el < 7 _’“’(Zﬁ',)y, a7 @) (@)1

for every i = 1,...,n — 1. Finally, since R"*" = T,U’ & (w1) @ (), we have

+ (CUQ . l/(ll)2

and the claim follows. O

1—|ws — (w2 - V;)V(;|2 = (w1 - wo)?

3. TECHNICAL LEMMAS

Let S be a connected closed C? regular hypersurface embedded in R"*! and let p be the
radius of the uniform touching sphere.

Let S,, and 7, be as in and let 05, = S N 7wy, It will be useful to define the following
set

(38) S0, ={p € Sm: ds(p,0Sm) > o},

for 6 > 0.

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 < § < p and set 0 = psin(d/p). Then the following facts hold:
(i) For any p € S2, we have Uy (p) C Sp,.
(ii) For any q € Sm \ S, there exists p € Sy, and x € Bs N T,S such that

q=p+z+u@).
Here w and U are as in .
Proof.
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(i) Let x € B, N1T,S and let ¢ = p+ = + u(z)v,. Since
dS((L 8‘97’71) Z dS(p7 aSm) - dS(p7 q)a
implies
ds(q,05m) > 0 — parcsin M
p

The assumption |z| < ¢ implies the thesis.

(ii) Let p € 05, be such that dg(g,dSn) = ds(p, q), and let = be the orthogonal projection
of ¢ onto T},5. Since |z] < dg(p,q) < 6 and 6 < p, then |z| < p and Lemma [2.1] implies
the statement.

O
In the next lemma we show that any two points in S°, can be joined by a piecewise geodesic
curve and we give a bound on its length. An analogous lemma was proved in [I] in the special
case when Sgl is contained in a hyperplane.
Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < d < p, and set
_Is)2n
Wy

where wy, s volume of the unit ball in R™. Let p,q be in a connected component of 521. Then

(39) L

there exists a piecewise geodesic path + : [0,1] — S0/ satisfying v(0) = p and v(1) = q and with
length bounded by L. Moreover, v can be built by joining N minimal geodesics of length &, with

(40) N <L,
and one minimal geodesic of length less or equal than 0.

Proof. Let p, q be in a connected component of S%,. We can join p and ¢ by a path 7 : [0,1] — S?,
such that 4(0) = p and 4(1) = ¢. Given a point zy € S, we denote by D,(zg) the set of points
on S with intrinsic distance from zg less than r, i.e.

D, (z0) ={z€ S: ds(z,20) <r}.
When r < p, implies

(41) IDo(p)] = war™.
Then we consider the increasing sequence {tg, t1,...,tr} in [0, 1] recursively defined as follows:
tog = 0, and
(42) ti = inf {t€[0,1] 5 Dypn(3(s) N | DapplFlts) =0, Vs € [1,1]
j=0
if

t€[0,1] : Dspa(5(s)) N U Dsa(3(t5)) = 0 Vs € [t,1] p is non-empty,
§=0

and t;11 = tr, otherwise. Therefore {to,t1,...,¢r} is an increasing sequence in [0, 1] satisfying
(43) D&/Q(ry(tl))mD(S/Q(;y(t])):®7 fOI'Z.#j, ’i,j:O,...,I,
and

Dso(7(ti)) C S92 i=o0,...,1.
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We complete the sequence by adding t;4; = 1 as last term. Since
I
U Dspaitta))| < 181,
i=0

from and we obtain that

21’L
(44) I+1<

Wy O™

|5].

From (42)), it is clear that

i—1
Ds o (3(ts)) N Uﬁé/Q(:Y(tj)) # 0,
=0

for every i =1,...,1. Let
o (i) = max{j > i: Dg/o((t:)) N Dsso(7(t;)) # 0} .

Then we set 02(i) = o(a(i)), 02(i) = o(o(a(i))) and so on, and fix 7 € N such that ¢7(0) = I.
We define v, as a minimal geodesic joining p and ’y(tg(o)) such that

Y1 C Dgs2(p) U Dsya(3(to(0)));
for i =2,...,7, we let 7; be a minimal geodesic joining J(t,i(g)) and J(t4i+1(g)) and such that
Vi € Dys2(Y(tsi(0))) U Dsja(3(toi+i(o))-
Moreover, we let 7,41 be a minimal geodesic joining 4(¢7) and ¢ and such that
Yi C Dss2(3(tyi0))) U Dss2(q).

Let v be the piecewise geodesic obtained by the union of v1,...,7v,+1. It is clear that each ;
has length equal to § for i = 1,...,7, and less or equal than ¢ for ¢ = 7 4+ 1. Since 7 < I, from
we obtain that

2n
length(vy) < 1)6 < S
ength(s) < (7 + 1) < —<|5].
which implies and , and the proof is complete. O
It will be useful to define the following two numbers:
1 0
(45) €0 = min <2, 16LL sin 2p> ,
and
1
(46) NO =1 + log(liso) 5 s

where L is given by and [] is the integer part function. We have the following lemma.
Lemma 3.3. Let § € (0,p), € € (0,£0), with gy given by (45), and set

(47) ri=(1- €)ipsin2i),
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fori € N. Let p and q be any two points in a connected component of S% . Then there exist an
integer N < Ny, with Ny given by , and a sequence of points {p1,...,pN} in 5%2 such that

(48) p,q e U Hn/4(pz)a )
=0
(49) Uy (i) C Sy i=0,...,N,
(50) Pi+1 Euri/ll(pi)? iZO,...,N—l,

where Uy, (p;) are defined as in ().

Proof. Let v be a path as in Lemma [3.2] and denote by s its arclength. Set py = p and define
pi =y(ri/4), foreach i =1,...,N — 1, and py = q. Here, N is the largest integer such that

N-1
—+ < L.
— 4 =
=0
Since € < gg, we have
No-1
> ZZ > 2L,
i=0
and hence such N exists and we can assume that N < Ny, where Ny is defined by . Since
v C Sg{ 2, the assertion of the theorem easily follows from . O

For a fixed direction ¢ € S, we denote by ¢+ the orthogonal subspace to 4, i.e.
tt={zeR": 2.0 =0}

Lemma 3.4. Let p € S and u: B, NT,S — R be a C? map as in , with v < p. Let £ € S"
be such that

(51) vp-£>0 and |l —1p| <e,

for some 0 < e < 1. There exists a C? function v : B, == N ¢+ — R such that the set
(52) V={p+y+ov)l: yeB, =Nt}

is contained in U.(p). Moreover, the estimate

(53) [olloo < llufloc + v2er

holds.

Proof. Let ¢ =p+ x + u(z)v, be a point in Uy (p), with

(54) lz] < rv1—e2
By the implicit function theorem, if v, - £ > 0, then S can be locally represented as a graph of
function near ¢ over the hyperplane ¢*. Let A € SO(n + 1) be a special orthogonal matrix such
that

Avy, =1,
and let 3 € ¢+ be such that

y = Ax.
Since A € SO(n + 1) we have |z| = |y| and then

ly] <rv1—g2.
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From triangle and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities we have that
Vg2 vg vp— [l —vp|;

@ and yield that

||

P
which implies that v, - ¢ > 0 on account of . Therefore any point ¢ € V' can be written both
as ¢ =p+x + u(r)v, and as ¢ = p + y + v(y)¢ for some z € T,,S and y € (. In particular

vg -l >

y+v(y)l =+ u(x)y,

and, since y = Az, we have

(I = Az + ulw)v, = v(y)L.
By taking the scalar product with £, we readily obtain
(55) [0(&)] < [I = Alla| + [u(z)].
The matrix A can be choosen such that

11— Al <210 v < V2,

and implies the last part of the statement. O

It will be important to compare the normal vectors to two surfaces which are graphs of
function over the same domain. We have the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let uy,us € C*(B, Ne;t, ) and assume that
|VUQ(1‘0) —Vu (xo)‘ <eg,

for some xg € B, N e#H. Let p; = xg + ui(zo)ént1, i = 1,2. Then

V5

(56) |Vp1 - Vp2| < 757
where
P —Vui(zg) + ent1
" 1+ V()2

1s the inward normal to the graph of u; at p;, i =1, 2.

Proof.  Since the eigenvalues of the Hessian of the function z +— /1 + |z|? are uniformly
bounded by 1, then its gradient is Lipschitz continuous with constant 1 and we have that

Vuy(x Vus(x)
e e v e e
Moreover, we have that
1 1
’\/1+\VU1( 2 I+ Vil |2’ ~ 2
From triangle inequality and from (57)) and we readily obtain . O

(57)

] < |Vur(z) — Vus(z)|-

(58)

HVW )| = [Vua(@)]]-
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

The proof of Theorem relies upon a quantitative study of the method of moving planes
and it consists of several steps, as we sketch in the following.

Step 1. We fix a direction w, apply the method of moving planes, and find a critical position which
defines a critical hyperplane 7, as described in Subsection[2.2] By using the smallness of
osc(H), we can prove that (up to a connected component) the surface S and the reflected
cap Sp, are close. Hence, the union of the cap and the reflected cap provides a symmetric
set in the direction w which gives information about the approximate symmetry of S
in the direction w. It is important to notice that the estimates do not depend on the
chosen direction.

Step 2. We apply Step 1 in n + 1 orthogonal directions and we obtain a point O as the inter-
section of the corresponding n + 1 critical hyperplanes. Since the estimates in Step 1
do not depend on the direction, the point O can be chosen as an approximate center of
symmetry. Moreover, any critical hyperplane in any other direction is far from O less
than some constant times osc(H).

Step 3. Again by using the estimates in Step 1, we can define two balls centered at O such that
estimate holds.

We notice that once we have the approximate symmetry in one direction, i.e. Step 1, then
the argument for proving Steps 2 and 3 is well-established (see [I, Section 4]). In the following
we will prove Step 1, which is our main result of this section and, for the sake of completeness,
we give a sketch of the proof for Steps 2 and 3.

4.1. Step 1. Approximate symmetry in one direction. We apply the moving plane pro-
cedure as described in Subsection Let w € S™ be a direction in R**! and let S,,, Sy, be
defined as in . Let

po be a tangency point between S, and S

and denote by ¥ and 3 the connected components of S, and Sy, respectively, containing pg or
having pp on their boundary. Let S* be the reflection of S about m,,. For a point p in S (or S*),
we denote by 1, the normal vector to S (or to S*) at p. We will use this notation when it does
not create ambiguity: the choice of the vector normal and of the surface is implied by the point
itself. When p € SN .S* is a point of tangency between S and S*, then the normal vector at p
is the same for both the surfaces, and the notation is coherent. When this notation creates an
ambiguity, i.e. for nontangency points in S N S*, we will specify the dependency on the surface.
For points on 9% (or 9%) we will denote by v the Gauss map on 9% (or d%) which is induced
by the one on S* (or 5).

The main goal of Step 1 is to prove the following result of approximate symmetry in one
direction.

Theorem 4.1. There exists a positive constant € such that if
osc(H) <,
then for any p € ¥ there exists p € S such that
(59) [p— bl + vy — vl < C osc(H),
Here, the constants € and C depend only on n, p, |S| and do not depend on the direction w.

Before giving the proof of Theorem[4.1] we provide two preliminary results about the geometry
of ¥. For t > 0 we set
Y={peX: ds(p,oX) > t}.
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The following two lemmas show some conditions implying that 3! is connected for ¢ small
enough.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that there exists p < % such that

(60) vprw S p
for every p on the boundary of ¥. Then Xt is connected for any 0 < t < to, where
p
to = ——=+/1—2u2.
0=75 NG H

Proof. Let S* be the reflection of S about m,,. We notice that, by construction of the method
of moving planes, ¥ and 7, enclose a bounded simply connected domain of R**!. Moreover,
Vp-w > 0 on 0¥ and equation implies that m,, intersects S* transversally. Hence, the
boundary of ¥ is a manifold of class C2. We prove that the boundary of ¥! lies in a tubular
neighbourhood of the boundary of ¥ in S*. Then, since ¥ is connected, every two points in 3¢
can be joined by a curve in ¥ which can be pushed into X! by using the normal vector field to
the boundary 3.

According to Section we denote the boundary of ¥ by ¥’ and we orient ¥’ by the Gauss
map satisfying

Vp - V= 1— (v w)?
(see formula ([32))). Hence, from ([60)), we have that
2

vp - 1/1/, >1—pu”.
Since the principal curvatures of S are bounded by p~!, from Proposition the principal

curvatures s, of ¥’ satisfy

(61) kil € ——
T op(1 = p?)
From Lemma we can write 5* as a graph of function u : B,N(v))* — R, withr = py/1 — 22
Moreover, (61)) and Lemma yield that ¥’ is locally the graph of u restricted to B, NT,¥".
»)
p

1=1,...,n—1.

Taking into account that (v)+ = T,X' @ (w), we consider the subset of S* given by
Q) ={g=p+&+swtul+swy, : £€BNTY, |s| <to},
which contains a tubular neighborhood of X' N By, (p) of radius at least ¢y. Hence, the set
o= J Q)
peX’

contains a tubular neighborhood of ¥’ in S* of radius at least ¢y and we conclude. O

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < § < p(8y/n)~'. If we suppose that there exists a connected component T
of X9 satisfying

)

0<y, w<

oo =

then, X9 is connected.

Proof. In order to simplify the notation we let g = 1/8. Notice that the interior and exterior
touching balls at every boundary points of I'® intersects 7,,,. By using this argument and after
elementary but tedious calculations, we can prove that any g € ¥\ I'® is such that

ds;(q,T°) < parcsin ((1 + 2u0)i> .
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In particular, for any ¢ € 9% there exists p € 9% such that

ds(q,p) < parcsin <(1 + 2uo)f)> :
and from Lemma 2.1] we obtain that
lvp — vg| < V2arcsin ((1 + 2u0)2> .
By writing v, - w = vy - w — (14 — 1) - w and by triangle inequality we get
Vg - w| < po + V2 arcsin <(1 + 2/,1,0)2) ;
our assumptions on § implies the following (rougher but simpler) bound:
vg -l < 200+ 3.
Now we use Lemma by setting p = 2ug + 1/2 and imposing that § < to, and we conclude.
O

Now, we focus on the proof of Theorem It will be divided in four cases, which we study
in the following subsections. In each case,  will be fixed to be

6 = min ﬁ, _P_ .
267 8\/n
Moreover, the constants € and C can be chosen as
e = min{eg, €1,£2, €3},

and
5
C = ZClKlKQKg’

respectively. Here, ¢ is given by , and €1,€e9,e3 and C7 will be defined in the following.
Moreover, K1, K9, K3 are given by Lemmas respectively, where M is chosen ac-
cordingly to Lemma by assuming that |z| < p/2. Hence, the constants ¢ and C' depend only
on n and upper bounds on p~! and |S].

4.1.1. Case 1. dx(po,0%) > 6 and dx(p,0%) > §. In this first case we assume that py and p
are interior points of ¥, which are far from 0% more than 6. We remark that in this case, pg
is an interior touching point between ¥ and 3, so that case (i) in the method of moving planes
occurs. We first assume that py and p are in the same connected component of ¥; then, Lemma
[4.3] will be used in order to show that 9 is in fact connected.
Let
ro = psin %

Since p and pg are in a connected component of X9, there exist: {p1,...,pn} in the connected
component of ¥9/2 containing po, a chain {U,, (i) }{i=o,...,n} of open sets of ¥ and a sequence of
maps u; : Br0 NT,,Yx—R, i=0,...,N, as in Lemma where r; = (1 — €)'rg. We notice
that ¥ and 3 are tangent at pg and that in particular the two normal vectors to ¥ and ¥ at
po coincide. We stress that 2 c S and that, since ry < p, from Lemma [2.1| we have that S is
locally represented near py as a graph of a map tg: By, N 1},,S — R.
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Lemma implies that |Vug|, |Vig| < M in By, N T},,3, where M is some constant which
depends only on rg, i.e. only on p. Now, we use Lemma since u((0) = 1p(0) and wuy > 1y,

gives

(62) luo — tollcr(m,, sy, 3) < K1 o0sc(H),

where Ki depends only on n and M. We notice that from we have that p; € Zj{ro /4(p0).
Let x1 be the projection of p; onto 7)Y and let

P1:=po + 1+ Uo(x1)vp, € 3.

From we obtain that
|VU0(])1) - Vﬂg(x1)| < Kl OSC(fI)7
and therefore Lemma [3.5] yields

V5
(63) |V;D1 - Vﬁ1| < TKl osc(H).

As already mentioned, we have a local parametrization of ¥ in a neighborhood of p; as a
graph of the C? function uj: By, N T, ¥ — R. Lemma and imply that S can be locally
parameterized by a graph of function 41: B, N1, ¥ — R, being r < rgy/1 — %KI%Q, since
e < g1 with

5 -1
(64) g1 = <1 + 4[(%) :
Moreover, yields that
u1(0) = @1 (0)] < [luo — dollcos,, unmy,s) + V1K osc(H);
from and since u; — 41 > 0 by construction, we find that
0 < u1(0) — @1 (0) < (14 roV5) Ky osc(H).
We use Lemma 2.3 and obtain that
(65) s~ allor 3, ity ) < Kal(1 4+ r0VB)K + 1] osc(H).

Now, (65]) is the analogue of (62)) with p; instead of pg, and we can iterate until we obtain two
functions
un,UN : BTN ﬂsz — R,

such that

(66) lun — ﬂNHC'l(BTNMﬂTpE) < Crosc(H).

A choice of p as in the statement of Theorem is then given by
ﬁ:p+ﬂN(0)Vp7

since is implied by and Lemma
We notice that a choice of the constant C' in is given by

(67) Cy = ((1 +roVB) Ky + 1)N°+1

)

where Ny is given by . Hence the constant C; depends only on n, §/p, and an upper bound
on |S].
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Once we have for any p in a connected component of 3%, we have in fact that

<1
Vg * W
4 _87

for any point ¢ at the boundary of such a connected component, as it is implied by the following
Lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let q € ¥ be such that ds(q,0%) < . Assume that the point
Q=q-ay,

is on S and is such that

(68) lvg —v4

with a + 20 < p. Then we have that

<«

)

2«
<v,ow<q85 4+ 2
(69) 0<y; - w< 8p2 + 5

Proof. Let ¢ be the reflection of ¢ about 7, and let

t=v, w.
By construction of the method of moving planes, it is clear that ¢ > 0 and the first inequality
in follows. We denote by vgm the inner normal vector to S at ¢". Since vy -w = —vym - w
and v; — vgm = 2tw, we have that
(70) Vg Ugn = 1 — 2t%

We notice that ¢™ and ¢ both lie in S and [¢" — ¢| < o + 26, which implies that ¢ € U,(¢™)
provided that o + 2§ < p. Hence, @ yields that

2

From and we find that

2
1—2t22\/1—<0‘+25) _a,
P

which gives

2
2 < 1 (a + 20 ) a ,
-2 P 2
and we obtain the second inequality in . O

The conclusion of Case 1 follows from the following argument. From (66)) we know that for

any ¢ on the boundary of the connected component of ¥° containing py there exists ¢ € ¥ such
that

lq — 4| + [vg — v4] < Cyosc(H).
We apply Lemma by letting o = Cy osc(H) and, since ¢ < g9, with

1
< -
2= 2601’

we obtain that 0 < v, -w <1 /8. Hence, from Lemma we have that 39 is connected and we
conclude.
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4.1.2. Case 2: dx(po,0¥X) > & and dx(p,0¥) < 0. Here the idea consists in extending the
estimate in Subsection to the whole . This will be done by using Carleson type esti-
mates given by Lemma [2.4] We remark that its application is not trivial, since we need more
information on how S intersects mp,.

Accordingly to in Subsection for a given point p € ¥ such that ds(p,0%) < 4§, we
denote by p™ the point of S obtained by reflecting p about m,. S can be locally written as a
graph of function u: B, NT,S — R. For 0 < r < p, we define U} (p) as the reflection of U, (p")
about m,,, and we denote by U, (p) the subset of ¥ obtained by

Ur(p) = Ui (p) N{g e R™ : ¢ w <m}.
Moreover, we denote by E, the open subset of B, NT,¥ such that
(71) Urp) ={p+z+ulx)y,: z€E}.
The next result is a consequence of Propositions in Subsection 2.3

Lemma 4.5. Let g € 3 be such that ds;(q,0%) =0 and 0 < vg-w < 1/4. Let U’ = U\*@p/s(q)ﬂﬂm

and U" be the orthogonal projection of U' onto T,%. Then U" is a hypersurface of class C* of
T,% whose principal curvatures are bounded by

40

p
Proof. We notice that since ds(q,0%) = ¢ then U’ # . Let ¢ € U’ be arbitrary. Since the
projection pr(¢) of ¢ on T;X is in B 3,5, from () in Lemma we know that

1
(72 v —vel < 5.

Since v - w = vy - w + (V¢ — 1) - w, we have that
1
(73) ewl < 3,

which implies that 7, intersects U\*ﬁp /8(q) transversally, and so U” is a hypersurface of T,X.

Since the principal curvatures of S are bounded by 1/p, implies that the principal curvatures
of U” satisfy
1 WYy

|7 (pr(¢))| < P|Vc . Vé\ ' [(w- I/q)2 + (uq . Vé)2]3/2 ’

1=1,....,n—1,

where 1/ is the Gauss map of U’ viewed as a hypersurface of 7, satisfying

(74) VC-Vé-Zl—(Vc-w)Z.
Hence,
W, ‘
(75) |7 (pr(C)] < . i=1,...,n—1.

= plve vl lvg P
From and , we obtain that
(76)

~
N
N~
v
A~ w

By writing
vg v = (vg —ve) - ve + v g,
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and using and we get
'2;
and from and we conclude. O

In the next lemma we give a bound which will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 4.6. Let ¢ and o be as in Lemma@ Then, we have that

(77) 0<uw- W<” +7dgq,

for any ¢ € U,(q), where Uy(q) is defined as in (71)

Proof. Let ¢ € U,(q). By construction we have that v -w > 0. Since

v w < vy w kv -,

from @D and we conclude. |
Now we are ready to prove Theorem for Case 2. Let
0
€3 = E

where C is given by . We assume that ds;(pg, 0¥) > ¢ and dx(p, 0¥) < §. By arguing as in
Case 1, we have that X° is connected. Let ¢ € ¥ and p € 9% be such that

dz(p, Q) + dE(p7 82) = 57

and

ds(p, ) = ds(p, O%)
(we notice that our choice of ¢ implies that ¢ and p exist).

Since dx(q,0%) = 0, from Case 1 we have that there exists § € X such that
(78) lg — | + |vg — vg] < Cyosc(H)
(see formula ) From the proof of Case 1, it is clear that ¢ can be chosen as
q=q— oy,

for some 0 < o < Cjosc(H). Let

(79) r=3

We define the sets U,(q) C X, E, C B, NT,%, and the map u : £, — R as in with ¢ in
place of p. Since § € ¥ C S and |, — v4| < Cy osc(H), from Lemma 3.4 we have that S can be
locally written (around §) as a graph of function @ over T;X N Bp J1=C22 and in particular over
T,X N B, (which is justified by our choice of e3).

We notice that Lemma implies that p,p € U,(q). Let OF, be the boundary of E, in T,%
and let T € OF, be the projection of p. Since dx(q,p) = §, from Lemma we have that

(80) psini <l|z| <é.

Let U" = U} (q) N1y, and let U” be the projection of U’ onto T, (as in Lemma [4.5). Notice
that by definition U” is contained in OFE, and, in particular, v = @ on U”. From Lemma
and Lemma we have that the principal curvatures of U” are uniformly bounded by K. We
notice that our choice of § implies that I < %
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FIGURE 2. Case 2 in the proof of Theorem The shadow region is the set
Bs(z) N E;.

Let = be the projection of p over T;3. From we have that Bys(Z) NOFE, C U” and we
can apply Lemma [2.4] and obtain that

(81) sup (u— @) < Ky ((u—a)(y) + osc(H)),
Bs(Z)NE,

with § = Z + 20v%, where v is the interior normal to U” at Z (see Figure [2). We notice that
x € Bs(z) N E, and then from we have that

(82) (u—a)(x) < Kz ((u—a)(y) + osc(H)).
Since 26 < K1, the point § has distance 2§ from the boundary of E, and, from Lemma we
have that the point
q=q+y+u(yr
is such that
dy(gq,0%) > 26.
Hence, from Case 1 (applied to pg and q) we obtain the estimate
(u—a)(y) < Crosc(H),
and from we get
(u—1)(x) < Cr1K0sc(H).

By letting p = ¢ + = + 4(z)vg, and since dx(p,0%) > 0, a standard application of Lemma
and Lemma 3.5 yield the estimate

. VH
‘p _p‘ + ’Vp - Vﬁ| < 701K1K2 OSC(H),
and we complete the proof of Case 2.

4.1.3. Case 3: 0 < dx(po,0%) < 0. Since pg is the tangency point, it is easy to show that the
center of the interior touching sphere of radius p to S at pp lies in the half-space {q € R"*! :
q-w < m} (see for instance [20, Lemma 2.1]). From this, and being

|p0 W — m’ S dE(POaaz) S 57
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Tpy % e

Y

o)
&l

FIGURE 3. Case 3 in the proof of Theorem

from Lemma [4.4] (with o = 0) we have that

Upy *w < 3—.
'Po P

As for Case 2 (with ¢ replaced by pg), we locally write 3 and S as graphs of function u, 4: E, —
R, respectively, where E, C T, % is defined as in the introduction to this subsection, and r is
given by . Moreover, we denote by U” the portion of OFE, which is obtained by projecting
U} (po) N 7, onto T,y X. We remark that v = @ on U” and that the principal curvatures of U”
are bounded by IC.

Let Z € U” be a point such that

|Z| = min |z|.
er//
Notice that |Z| < dx(pg, %) < §. Let v be the interior normal to U” at Z, and set
y=7T+260)

(see Figure|3|). We notice that the principal curvatures of U” are bounded by K and 2§ < K~! and
the ball Bas(y) NTp, X is contained in E, and tangent to U” at z, with v] = —z/|z|. Hence, the
origin O of T},, 3 (i.e. the projection of py over T X) lies in the annulus (Bas(y) \ Bs(y)) N Ty, 2.
Hence, we can apply in Lemma (there we set: xgp = &, ¢ = y and r = 26§) and, since
u(0) = 4(0), we find that
(83) [ = dllor (B, 1y, ) < K osc(H).
Let

q=po+y+uy)p, and §=po+y+i(y)vp,.
We notice that from and Lemma we have that

. Vb
|4 — al + [vg — vgl < - Kz osc(H).

Since y has distance 2d from OFE,, then dx(q,0%) > 20, and we can apply Cases 1 and 2 to
conclude.
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4.14. Case 4: py € 0X. This case is the limiting case of Case 3 for dx(pg,0%) — 0. Indeed,

in this case we can write ¥ and ¥ as graphs of functions over a half-ball on T,,%. Hence the
argument used in Case 3 can be adapted easily by using instead of .

4.2. Steps 2-3. Approximate radial symmetry and conclusion. We consider n + 1 or-
thogonal directions ey, ...,e,t1, and we denote by 71,...,mT,4+1 the corresponding critical hy-
perplanes. Let

n+1

0= ﬂ i,
i=1

and denote by R(p) the reflection of p in O. We have the following Lemma which extends
Theorem [4.1]

Lemma 4.7. For any point p € S there exists a point ¢ € S such that
IR(p) — ¢l < (n+ 1)Cosc(H).
Proof. We write R as
R=Rnp4y10---0Ry,
where R; is the reflection about 7;, ¢ = 1,..., N + 1. By iterating Theorem [£.1] n + 1 times, we
conclude. O
As in [Il, Proposition 6] we have that, for every direction w, it holds that
(84) dist(O, ) < Cosc(H),

where 7, is the critical hyperplane in the direction w and C is a constant that depends only on
p and diam S, where

diam S = max [p — ¢|.
pgeS

We notice that diam S can be bounded in terms of |S| and p~!. Indeed, let p, g € S be such that
|p — ¢| = diam S. By arguing as in the proof of Lemma we can find a piecewise geodesic
path on S joining p and ¢, and with length bounded by (39) (with 6 = p/2 there), and then
22n
diam S < &
wWpp”

Hence, the constant C' in can be bounded in terms of the dimension n and upper bounds
on p~! and |S|.

Finally, the bound on the difference of the radii of the approximating balls is obtained by
arguing as in [I, Proposition 7]. Indeed, we define

r; =minlp— O], and r.=maxl|p— 0|,
peS peS

assume that the minimum and maximum are attained at p; and p., respectively, we obtain that
re —1i < 2dist(O, 7),
where 7 is the critical hyperplane in the direction
Pe — Di
Ipe — pil
From (84]) we conclude.
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5. PROOF OoF COROLLARY [.2]
Lemma 5.1. Let S be a closed C? hypersurface embedded in R" ! and assume
S C By, \ By,
with re —1; < 2p. Then
;‘Vpg_l‘i‘,[l)(re_Ti)
for every p € S.

Proof. Let p € S and let ¢~ and ¢ be the centers of the interior and the exterior touching
balls of radius p tangent at p, respectively. Then

_ + cf :
¢ 7P| = sup gl <re, |7 —p|= inf q| =
|C | q€By(c™) |C | q€By(cT)
and so
c | 1P,
_ + v 2
© TN e
Therefore
™ PP+ 2ple™| = |eF P+ 20l | <02 -0

Taking into account that
C=p—pvy, ¢ =p+py,

we get,
4pp-vp+2p(|c” |+ |cF]) <vZ -,

and so p—

P c|+c Te + 17

ol ST T e
Since

I+ e = fem +cF =2]pl,

and

re =1i+ (re —1i) < |p| + (re — 14),
we have that )
p re —1i | (re —ri) Te =T
o< -1+ + < -1+ )
ol P 2p 4p? p
as required. O

Now we are ready to prove Corollary
Proof. Step 1: S is diffeomorphic to a sphere. In view of Theorem there exists &€ and C'
such that if osc(H) < &, then and hold. We may assume the concentric balls B,  and
B, centred in the origin. Let

(85) € = min {é,%} .

Hence the assumptions in Lemma are satisfied. We consider the map ¢: S — 0B,,, defined
by

p
e(p) =ri7
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We show that ¢ a diffeomorphism. It is clear that ¢ is smooth. Since B,, is contained in the
bounded domain enclosed by S, then ¢ is surjective. Indeed, if ¢ € 0B,,, then

dlStS(C) <0,
dists((re — 7)) >0,

and, by continuity, there exists a ¢ > 0 such that distg((1 +¢)¢) = 0, i.e. { € ¢(S). Hence,
assumption plays a role only for proving the injectivity of ¢. Let p,q € S and assume by
contradiction that ¢(p) = ¢(¢). Then we may assume that |p| < |g|. Let ¢ = p — pv, be the
center of the exterior touching ball to S at p. Since p/|p| = q/|q|, we have

2

p p
lg—ct]P= ‘(\q! —pD)= +pr®)| = (lal = [p])* + p* + 2p(|q| — !p\)m Vp.

|
From Lemma and since |g| — [p| < re — 7;, we have that

Te — T3
= P < (re = 1% + 9% + 20(re — 13) <—1+ = ) = (re— 1) (2p = 3(re — 7).

The choice of €, as in implies that |¢ — ¢*| < p which gives a contradiction.

Step 2: proof of . We denote by F: 0B,, — S the inverse of the map ¢: S — 0B,
considered in the first step. We can write F'(¢) = ¢ + V(¢ )T% for every ¢ in 0B,, and from Step
1 and Theorem it follows that [|¥[|copp,,) < Cosc(H). In order to prove a quantitative

bound on the CY-norm of the derivatives of ¥, we work in the same fashion as in the proof of
Lemma [3.4
Let ¢ be a fixed point on 9B,, and set p = F({) (i.e. ¢ = mp/|p|). Let Ty and T}, be the
tangent spaces to 0By, at ¢ and to S at p, respectively. We can locally write S around p as
g=pt+z+ul)y,
where x belongs to a small neighborhood of the origin O and u is a C? map satisfying u(O) = 0
and Vu(O) = 0. Without loss of generality, we can assume that ( = r;e,4+1 so that

T<:{$€Rn+1 : :I:n+1:0},

and we locally write 0B,, as ¢’ = ( + z + n(x)v¢, where n(z) = r; — /r? — |z|2.

As in the proof of Lemma we can chose an orthogonal matrix A € SO(n + 1) satisfying
A(¢) = —rivp (we recall that v, = —(/r;), and we can locally write
(86) p+ Az +u(Az)vy, = p+x +v(x)ve ;

furthermore, A is such that

(87) A—T1]<2\/1—-vc 1.
We firstly prove that
1
(88) 0z, 0(0) = —;8%1)(0), k=1,...,n.

]

Indeed, by setting ¢ = ¥ o7, we have
ptz+u(r)ve =) — (@)@,
which implies
P Vn) T T V) + 0@V - Vya) — 0(@) - vy = —¥(2),
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i.e.

pen(a) () + o (o) - 1= b),

K3 2

where we have used that v,y = —n(z)/r;. From n(0) = ¢ and v(0) = 0 we obtain (88).
Now, we give a bound on the derivatives of v at O and in terms of the difference r. — r;. We

notice that implies
v(x) =(A—-1Dx - ve +u(Az)yy - ve,

and, since |Vu(O)| = 0, we obtain that
|02, v(0)| <|A—-1I|, k=1,...,n.
From and Lemma we obtain that

e v(0) <2 /=" k=1 . .n
’ k( ) b ) )
P

and from and we find and we conclude.

|

Remark 5.2. As emphasized in the Introduction, if we assume that p is not bounded from
below, it is possible to construct a family of closed surfaces embedded in R3, not diffeomorphic
to a sphere, with osc(H) arbitrarly small and such that fails. For instance one can consider
the following example, suggested us by A. Ros, done by gluing almost pieces of unduloids.
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