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The relative volume function and the capacity of sphere on
asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds

Xiaoshang Jin

Abstract

Following the work of Li-Shi-Qing, we propose the definition of the relative volume function for
an AH manifold. It is not a constant function in general and we study the regularity of this func-
tion. We use this function to give an accurate characterization of the height of the geodesic defining
function for the AH manifold with a given boundary metric. It is also proved that such functions
are uniformly bounded from below at infinity and the bound only depends on the dimension. As an
application, we use this function to research the capacity of balls in AH manifold and provide some
limit results.

1 Introduction

Let X be an n+ 1 dimensional smooth manifold with boundary. We use X and X to denote the interior
and the boundary of X. A complete noncompact metric g+ on X is called conformally compact if there
exists a smooth defining function p on X such that the conformal metric ¢ = p?¢g™ can be continuously
extended to X . The defining function satisfies that

p>0in X, p=0on 0X, dp#0 on 0X. (1.1)

We say that (X, g7) is C™ (W*P  smoothly) conformally compact if g = p?gT is O™ (WkP,
smooth) on X. Here m,k € N, € [0,1) and p > 1. The restriction of g on the boundary § = g|sx is
called the boundary metric. It is well known that g™ induces a conformal class (09X, [§]) on the boundary,
called the conformal infinity of g*. If g7 is C? conformally compact, then a straightforward calculation
yields that the curvature of (X, g7) is of the following from [[7]:

Riualg™] = Idpl; (995 — gif 95) + O(p™) (12)

near OX. Here O(p~3) denotes the (0,4) tensors and takes norm with respect to metric g. Readers can
see [[1]] for the conformal transformation law of curvatures. Hence the sectional curvature K[g"] =
—|d,o|f] + O(p) is uniformly approaching to —|d,o|f] (see [13]).

Thus if g7 is at least C? conformally compact and ]dp\?]\aX = 1, we say (X, g") is an asymptot-
ically hyperbolic manifold or AH manifold for short. Given an AH manifold (X, g*) and a boundary
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representative § € [g], Graham and Lee proved that there exists a unique defining function x such that
\dw\fﬁg + = 1 in a neighborhood of the boundary 90X x [0,d) for some small J in [6]. We call z the
geodesic defining function of (X, g™) associated with g. However, the new geodesic compactification
may not be as smooth as the initial one. In fact, if g = p?g™ is a C"“ compactification with m > 2 and
a > 0, then the geodesic compactification § = x:2¢g™ with the same boundary metric is, at least O™~ 1<,
see [LL1] or [3]].

Let 6 > 0 be the supremum where the geodesic defining function is well defined as above. One
interesting problem is: how big (small) is §7 It seems that § is dependent on g+ and §, can we give a
mathematical expression between them? We answer the problems in this paper.

If in addition, the AH manifold (X, g™) also satisfies the Einstein equation,

Riclg™] = —ng™
then we call g+ a conformally compact Einstein metric or Poincaré-Einstein metric. In recent years it has
become the main theme in the study of conformal geometry as it plays an important role in the proposal
of AdS/CFT correspondence [13] in theoretic physics.
In this paper, we mainly research the AH manifold of order 2, i.e. the sectional curvature satisfies
that
Klg*]+1=0(p%) (1.3)

We emphasize that a conformally compact Einstein metric g7 satisfies the curvature condition (L.3)), (one
can see section 2 in [10]] or lemma 1.4 in [12]], or lemma 3.1 in [3] for more information). Therefore we
also call g* an asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein (or AHE for short) metric.

The motivation for this paper is mainly from the work of Li-Shi-Qing when they study the gap
phenomena and curvature estimates for AH manifolds. They proved that:

Lemma 1.1. /2] Let (X", gT) be an n + 1— dimensional AH manifold with a C* conformally
Vol(0B + (p;t))
sinh™ ¢

compactification g = p*g™, if the sectional curvature satisfies (I.3), then for any p € X,
is convergent as t tends to infinity.

Here we illustrate that the original thought is from Shi and Tian (lemma 2.2 in [17]) where they
studied the rigidity of the ALH manifold with an intrinsic geometric condition. By analyzing the geodesic

sphere of radius p and centered at a fixed pole o, they showed that e=2°g% is uniformly equivalent to the
Vol(0B+ (0,p))

sinh™ p
(0By+ (0, p), sinh ™2 pg™) are also bounded. Then they proved that (0By+ (0, p), sinh ™2 pg™) converges
in the weakly W 2P-topology to a manifold which is conformally equivalent to a sphere and finally gets
arigidity result. Later the research was developed by Dutta and Javaheri in [4] and they assumed that the
conformal infinity of the AH manifold is the standard round sphere metric. They compared the distance
functions ¢ and 7 = —1In 5 of g, and showed that ¢ — 7 has a continuous extension to the boundary

flat metric d;; and hence is uniformly bounded. Furthermore, the curvature and diameter of
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S™ and (X, = {y : r(y) = r},4e 2g") converges in the weak W2 topology to some metric on
the sphere. Finally, by computing the volume of the hypersurface they obtained the rigidity result. A
more general case was studied by Li-Shi-Qing in [12] and they get a relative volume inequality for AHE
manifolds. This inequality also provides a new curvature pinching estimate for AHE manifolds with
conformal infinities having large Yamabe invariants.

It is natural to ask: whether the limit in lemma 1.1 is dependent on the choice of the base point p?
As shown in example the answer is yes, even for hyperbolic manifold. Then it is meaningful to
introduce the following definition:

Definition 1.2. Suppose that (X, g") is an n + 1— dimensional AH manifold of order 2, then for any
p € X, we define
A(p) =2"- lim e ™ Vol(0B,+(p1)) (1.4)

t——+o0

we call A the relative volume function on X.

We remark that condition (1.3) is a sufficient and unnecessary condition for the existence of the limit.
In fact, if Ric[g™] > ng™, then we can still define the relative volume function because of the volume
comparison theorem.

In the first part of this paper, we will study the property of .A. Firstly, we use the triangle inequality
to prove that In A is a Lipschitz continuous function. Then we show that there is a relationship between
A and the ’height’ of the geodesic defining function. More concretely,

Theorem 1.3. Let (X"t g%) be an n + 1— dimensional AH manifold of order 2, then we have the
following:
(1) The functionA is positive on X and In A is Lipschitz continuous on X in the sense that

ldIn Al g+ <n i.e. |[dA[;+ < nA. (1.5)

(2) Let g = 2%g™ be the C? geodesic compactification of g and the boundary metric of g is § = glox.
If |dz|2 = 1 and x is smooth on X5 = 0X x (0,0), then for anyp € X \ X,

A(p) £ G Vol(0X, §) < enomX\Xeah) A(p). (16)

Here diam(X \ X5, g") denotes the diameter of X \ X5 in (X, g™).

We state that (I.6) provides the above and lower bounds of § which is the “height “of geodesic
defining function. On one hand, if Ric[gt] > —ng™, then we have the following estimates of lower
bound in some sense.

Vol(9X, )

Vol(0X, §)
Vol(S", gs)

Al(p)

3=

5. cdim(X\Xs.g%) 5 g ) > 2 ( ) (1.7



If the complement set of X5 has a uniformly bounded diameter, then the height of the geodesic function
0 is bounded from below. This is very useful when we study the compactness problems of AHE metrics.

On the other hand, let’s first recall the classic relative volume inequality in [12]. The authors showed
that the relative volume is uniformly bounded from below by the Yamabe constant of the conformal
infinity. As an application of the relative volume inequality and (L6]), we get the following estimates of
upper bound.

Corollary 1.4. Let (X"*!, g%) be an AH manifold of C* regularity whose conformal infinity (0X, [§])
is of positive Yamabe type. Let p € X" be a fixed point. Assume further that

Riclg™] > —ng' and R[gT]+n(n+1) = o(e™*) (1.8)

for the distance function t from p. Let g = x%g" be a C? geodesic compactification with boundary metric
g and ¢ be the supremum of x where |d3:|§ = 1 and x is smooth on 90X x (0,0). Then we have the upper
bound estimate of § :
Vol(0X, g Y (S™
5<2.( ol( ,9))%. ( ,[9§]))
Vol(S", gs) Y(9X,[4])

The inequalities and (1.9) are sharp. If we consider the hyperbolic space: (Poincaré ball model)

D=

(1.9)

2
Bl g — 2| g2
( » gH (1—’1"2) | 3:| )7
here p = =1%° is defining function. Let s = 217121 th
whnere p = —3 1S denning runction. L.et s = 1+|SE|’ en
4—82 2
gH 23_2(d32+ %gg'n%

where s is the geodesic defining function. Hence the conformal infinity is the standard conformal round
sphere (S™, [gsn]). We find that § = 2 and the equality in and (L.9) holds.

We also consider the asymptotical behavior of the relative volume function and show that A(pg) is
uniformly bounded from below by a constant only depending on the dimension n+1 when pg approaches
to infinity.

Theorem 1.5. Let (X"! g%) be an n + 1— dimensional AH manifold of order 2, then

2
lim inf > (5 = Dlw,_1. 1.10
plorgg;(«‘l(po)_(n) (n —1)lwp_1 (1.10)

As an application, the function A is uniformly bounded from below by a positive number.

In the second part of this paper. We do some calculations on some AH manifolds. Firstly, we show
that the relative volume function on hyperbolic space is exactly the volume of the standard sphere w,, and
the inverse conclusion also holds provided the Ricci curvature is bounded from below. More concretely,
we have the following rigidity result:



Theorem 1.6. Let (X, g") be an n + 1— dimensional AH metric and the Ricci curvature satisfies
Riclg"] > —ng™, then A < w, and the equality holds at one point if and only if X is isometric to
a hyperbolic space.

We also calculate the relative volume function on some hyperbolic manifolds and obtain that the
relative volume functions are not constants on these spaces. See example [4.2]

In the third part of paper, we provide an application of the relative volume function. Recall the work
in [2]], where the authors derive an upper bound for the capacity of an asymptotically flat 3-manifold with
nonnegative scalar curvature and also showed a rigidity result, i.e. the upper bound is achieved if and
only if (M3, g) is isometric to a spatial Schwarzschild manifold.

In this paper, we study the capacity of an AH manifold. Since the pivotal of an AH manifold is that
it has a good structure at infinity, i.e. a compactification, then we will study the behavior of the capacity
at infinity. Using the relative volume function, we give an upper bound of the capacity of balls in AH
manifold when its radius goes to infinity. More concretely, it is easy to calculate the capacity of balls in
hyperbolic space, it has the formula ([8]):
capp(Bmu(o,t)) 1, n 1

: _ 1 —
tl}inoo i 2“(p — 1) Wn.- (1.11)

Noticing that w,, is the value of the relative volume function on hyperbolic space. We prove that the right
side of is the upper bound of an AH manifold with bounded Ricci curvature from below and we
also get a rigidity result. Besides, thanks to the work in [9], if the AH manifold satisfies the conditions
of (L8, we could give the accurate expression of the capacity at infinity. That is,

Theorem 1.7. Let (X, g") be an be an n+1— dimensional AH manifold of C*® regularity (o € (0,1)).
If the Ricci curvature satisfies Ric[g™| + ng™ > 0, then for anyp > 1 and q € X,

capp(By+(q,1))
ent

1
lim sup Q—H(%)P—lwn (1.12)

t—+00

IN

The equality holds if and only if (X, g") is isometric to a hyperbolic space.
If in addition, the conformal infinity is of nonnegative Yamabe constant and the scalar curvature satisfies
R[gT] + n(n + 1) = o(z?) where z is a defining function. Then

capp(By+(q;t)) 1~ m
m - - _

_ p—1
- ot = 2n(p —)" Al (1.13)

foranyp > 1landq € X.

Theorem 1.7 is exactly an extension of (L.11)) to an AH manifold.
In the end, we give an estimate of the capacity of balls in a general AH manifold without any other
curvature condition. i.e.



Theorem 1.8. Let (X, g") be an n + 1— dimensional AH manifold of C? regularity, then for any q €
X,p>1,
capy(By+ (g, 1)) = O(e™), t — +o0. (1.14)

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we first review the key steps in [4] and [12] proving
lemma 1.1. and give a method to compute the function A in (2.4). Then with the help of triangle
inequality, we show that In A is Lipschitz continuous.

In order to prove theorem 1.3 (2), we introduce the concept of the relative volume function acting on
a compact set in section 3. Then by studying the relationship between the two functions, we could obtain
the upper and lower estimate of J. In the end, we prove theorem 1.5.

In section 4 we compute the relative volume functions on some AH manifolds. Firstly, we prove that
A = w, on n + 1—dimensional hyperbolic space. Afterwards, we do some calculations on hyperbolic
manifolds and get the expression of .A. In particular, the relative volume function .4 of hyperbolic man-
ifolds A < w,. And then a rigidity result is proved when the Ricci curvature is greater than or equal to
—n. We also prove that the relative volume function A is not a constant function on hyperbolic manifolds
with small A > 0.

In sections 5 and 6, we prove theorem 1.7 and 1.8. The main techniques are classic and are from
Maz’ya’s work.

2 The Lipschitz property of the relative volume function

We will first give a short proof of the existence of the relative volume fnction A(q), where more details
can be found in [4] and [12].
Let p € X and B(t) = B+ (p,t) be the geodesic sphere in (X, g™) centered at p and set

sp(+) = dg+(p, ) 2.1)

be the distance function from p. We state that the symbol V and |.| are the Levi-Civita connection and the
norm with respect to the metric g*. Let g = 22g™ be the geodesic compactification on X5 = 0X x (0, §)
for some small 0. We set r = —Inz, then |Vr| = [V9z|, = 1 on X5, which means that r is a distance
function on (X5, ¢g"). By triangle inequality we obtain that s, — r is bounded on X5. Moreover, if the
curvature satisfies condition sthen |d(r — sp)|, is also bounded when r is large enough and s, is
smooth. (Lemma 4.1 in [12] and lemma 3.1 in [4]]).

Consider the conformal metric

gp — 6_281’9—"_ — ez(r_sp)g (2.2)

on Xy, then ¢ is Lipschitz continuous to the boundary. Let g¥ = ¢gP|5x be the boundary metric of ¢?. If
we regard 0B (t) as a Lipschitz graph over 0.X in (X, g”), we could obtain that

3 D — AP
Jim Vol(9B(t), ¢"lopw) = Vol(9X, §) (2.3)
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Then by the definition,
A(p) =2"- lim e ™Vol(dB(t),g")

t—4o00
_on. 1 p
=2"- lim Vol(9B(t), 9"lon)) (2.4)
— 2" Vol(AX, i)

Hence A(p) > 0 for any p € X.

For any p,q € X, we use s, and s, to denote the distance function from p and ¢ respectively in
(X,g7"). Set
g° 209 and ¢ = e 2%agt (2.5)

=e
Suppose d = dg+ (p, q), then [s,(-) — s4(-)| < d. We could use 2.4) to get that
Alp) = 2" - Vol(OX, §*) = 2" / Vi

0X (2.6)
— 2” / e_n(SP_SfI)dng
0X

e A(g) < Alp) < ™ A(q) 2.7)

Hence

It means that

|In A(p) — In A(q)| <n

2.8
dy (72 a) 28

Therefore In A is Lipschitz continuous.

The proof above uses the property that s, — s, has a continuous extension to the boundary because
the curvature satisfies the condition (I.3]). In the following, we provide another method to show that In A
is still Lipschitz continuous without (L.3)) as long as .A(p) is well defined. The Lipschitz constant is n+ 1
in this case.

Firstly, in X, we have that

det g? = e 2"t Dsp et gt = e 720 HD(p=50) get g9 < 214 det g4 (2.9)
Let B(t) = By+(p,t) and D(t) = By+(q,t), then for any ¢ > 0 big enough,

B(#f)C D(t+d) D(%)CB( +d) (2.10)
Hence ;
Vol(B(t)\ B(L + d), ¢7) = / dV, < el / Vi
2 B()\B(4+d) B()\B(%+d)
= T Vol(B(1) \ B + d).g°) 2.11)
< e Vol(D(t + d) \D(%),gq).



Which implies

t t+d
/ Vol(0B(u), " )du < e("H)d/ Vol(0D(u), g7)du. (2.12)
2

t
+d L

Integral mean value theorem tells us that 3¢; € [% +d,t] and In; € [%,t + d] such that

(5 — ) Vol@B(&), 4") < "D (2 +d) - Vol(dD (), ) 2.13)

Multiply both sides by % and let ¢ tends to infinity, we deduce that

A(p) < ™. A(g) (2.14)

We could also prove that A(q) < e(™*19. A(p) in the same method. Hence In A is Lipschitz continuous
and the Lipschitz constant is n + 1.

3 Estimates of ¢ : the height of the geodesic defining function

In order to get the upper and lower bounds of J, we need to extend the definition of the function A. Let
FE C X be a compact subset, we use sg to denote the distance function of £, i.e.

Vg€ X, sp(q) = dyr(F,q) = inf dgs (3,0) (3.1)

Recall the geodesic compactification g = 22¢g™ with boundary metric § and let 7 = — In « near boundary.
Similar to the beginning of section 2, we set the conformal change g = e~2*2¢* on X and could also
prove that |d(sg — )|, is bounded for sufficiently large r almost everywhere. Hence g% is a Lipschitz
continuous metric on X. Then we can also define the relative volume function of F,

_on . —nt +

A(E) =2 t_l)lgrnooe Vol(0By+(E,t),g9")
_ : E
=2"- lim Vol(9B,+(E,t),9"op , (m.1)) (3.2)

= 2" . Vol(8X, §")

where §7 = g%|sx.
Here is the relationship between A(p) and A(E):

Lemma 3.1. If E is a compact subset of an AH manifold (X", g%, then
Vp € B, A(p) < A(E) < em@am(E97) A(p). (3.3)

Here diam(E, g*) = sup dg+(p, q) denotes the diameter of E.
p,qel



Proof. By the definition of distance function, Vq € X, s,(q) > sg(q). As s,—sg is Lipschitz continuous
to the boundary, (s, — sg)|sx > 0. Noticing that

gp — 6—28pg+ — 6_2(SP_SE)§E, (34)

we obtain

A(p) = 2" / AV, = 2" / e r=5E) gV
0 0xX

X (3.5)
< 2"/ dVye = A(E).
o0X
The second inequality could be proved in the same way with the triangle inequality
sp(q) < sp(q) + diam(E, g"), Vg€ X. (3.6)
O

Suppose that g = 22g™ is the C? geodesic compactification with boundary metric § and |V9x| g=1
on Xs = 0X x [0,6), we need to explain that 90X x {4} may not be homeomorphism to 9.X as it may
degenerate into a lower dimension manifold. However we always have that X x {4’} is homeomorphism
to X for all &’ < §. We are now going to prove that the estimate (I.6)) holds for all &' < 6.

Let E/ = X \ Xy be a compact subset. Hence

Vpe X\ X5 CE, Alp) < AE) < e ¥emB g% A(p) 3.7)

We define function 7 : r(-) = In %) on Xg and 7 = 0 on E’. Then r is continuous on X and smooth
on X . Since E' is compact, for any g € X4, there exists a point ¢’ € IE' = 9X x {40’} such that

dg+ (¢, E") = dg+(q,q") (3.8)

For any smooth curve o : [0,]] = Xy with 0(0) = gand () = ¢/,

l l
Length(a,g+):/0 |d—(t)|dt:/0 7| - 6 (t)|dt
l l
> [l = [ ooy @lar (39)
l
> | /0 (r o o) (#)dt] = [r(¢) — r(q)

(One can see Chapter 5 in [16] for more details.) If we choose o as an integral curve for Vr, then
Length(o,g9") = |r(¢’) — r(q)|. As a consequence,

dg+(g,4") = |r(d") —r(9)] = 7(q) (3.10)
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Then d+ (¢, E') = r(q), which means
r() =sp() on X. (3.11)

With the preparations above, we could compute A(E"). We notice that near the boundary,

2
E' — e—2SE/ + _  —2r 4+ _ T 1 (312)

e

g
/\E, _ 1 A~
Therefore, g& = 29 and

A(E) = 2" - Vol(0X, §¥) = (%)" -Vol(0X, §) (3.13)

Let & — 4 and combine it with (3.7), we get the estimate of § in (I.6). At last, (I7) holds because of
the rigidity result, i.e. theorem 1.6 (or theorem 4.5.)

At the end of this section, we will prove theorem 1.5. Let’s fix a boundary point p € 0.X and select
the boundary metric ¢ satisfying that the height of the geodesic defining function is bigger than 1, i.e.
d > 1. This always can be realized as we can make a scaling of g. Now set £; = X \ X; and make
an estimate of A(pg) where pg = (p, zo) for some zy € (0, 1) small enough. The first thing we need
to do is to control s,,(q) — s, (¢) when g tends to the boundary 0X. Assume that ¢ = (¢, x) for some
g € 0X and z € (0,z¢) and let ¢o = (4, qo), then

Spo (q) — SE; (q) = d (p07 q) - dgJr (q7 El)
d (p07 ) dg+ (q7 qO) - dg+ (q()v El) (314)
< dg+(po, qo) + In zo.

Let o(t) : [0,1] — 0X be the segment connecting p and § on the boundary, i.e. §(5(t),d(t)) = d2( b, q)
for any ¢ € [0, 1]. Then define v(t) = (o(t),z0) : [0,1] — X to be a line connecting py and qo on
X x {zo}. Recall that g™ = 272(d2? + § + O(x?)) near boundary, so

dg+(po,q0) < [ Vg (¥(t),~4(t))dt

< /01 xgl\/g(d(t), a(t))(1 + Ca)dt (3.15)

10



Here (' is a constant depending only on n and Ric[g]. (3.14) and (3.13) imply that

.A(p()) = 2“/ d‘/t@po = 2”/ e—n(SpO—SE1)|axdng1
0X 0X

2 _ ndy ()
> (_)n . e—nclxo/ e 0 dVg
Zo oX

2 _ ndg (P,)
> (_)n . e—nclxo/ e 0 d‘/;}
Zo By (p,R)

2 fo_a
_ (2. gnimo / e =0 - Vol(0By(p, r))dr
o 0

We choose a fixed small R > 0 depending on p such that
Vol(0B;(p,7)) > wp17" "' = Cor™*!

for any » < R and C depends on §. Then

2 R
A(pg) > (Zﬂ_o)n . " "C1%0 / e w0 - (wp_1r" = Cyr™hdr
0

_ (z)n . e—nclxo . (_

ETY x
)n/ 0 e—t(wn_ltn—l o 02(_0)2tn+1)dt
Zo n’ Jo n

Let g — 0, we finally obtain that

2 teo 2
liminf A(pg) > (—)"/ e w1t dt = (Z)"(n — 1)lw,
pPo—p n 0 n

Then we finish the proof of theorem 1.5 since p is arbitrarily selected.

4 Examples and a rigidity result
Example 4.1. The hyperbolic space:

(Hn+17 gH = dt2 + Sinh2 tggn)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

4.1)

where gsn is the standard metric on the n—sphere. Let o be the centre point, then the distance function

from o, s, =t. So

Ao) =27 " 1121 e ™w,, sinh™ t = w,.
— 100

4.2)

Here w,, denotes the volume of the standard unit sphere S™. Since A is an invariant under the isometry
transformation and H" ' is a homogeneous space, we derive that A is a constant function on H" ' and

A= w,.
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Example 4.2. Hyperbolic manifold:
(R™ x SY(\), g™ = dt* + sinh? tggn—1 + cosh? tgsi(n))- 4.3)
Here n > 2, and we use the polar coordinate system R™ = [0, +00) x S"~L. The conformal infinity of
gtis
(8" x S, [ggn-1 + gsi(n)))-

Then we have
Atto) = [ e 0040, _1dO). (44)
Sn—1xS1(A)

Here d©,,_1 and dO ), are the standard metric on the n — 1 sphere S"~! and S'()\). 74 is a geodesic ray
starting at (0, 0) and b, is the buseman function with respect to ..

Proof. Let E = {0,} x S'()\) be a compact set where 0,, is the centre of R”. We know that ¢ is the
distance function from E, i.e. t = sp. Let g¥ = e72'g", then

A 1
9% = g"lomnxsi(n) = 7(9sn1 + gs100)- (4.5)

Now we are going to calculate A(po) for some py = (tg, wo, ) € R™ x S'(N). Firstly we need to
study the distance function from pg. Let y = (¢, w, ) € R™ x S}()\) where t > t. If we use d to denote
the distance function d+, then

d(po,y) = d((to,w,0), (t,wo, Op)) (4.6)

We still use s, (-) and sg(-) to denote the distance function from pg and E. Hence

lim [sp(y) — sp,(y)] = lim [t — d((to, w,0), (t,wo,00))] = by, (to, w,0) 4.7

t——+o0 t—o00

where v () = (t,wo, 0p),t > 0 is a geodesic ray. Then

A(po) = 2“/ d‘/jgpo — 2”/ e_n(Spo_sE”aXdVgE

" i (4.8)

— / enb—y+ (to,w,e)d@n_ld@)\.
Sn=IxSt(A)

By an orthogonal transformation, we find that A(pg) is not depending on (wyp, ), and hence it is a
function of t. O

Lemma 4.3. [fty = 0, then
AT 1
A(po) = 2wn—1 / ————dy. (4.9)
0

cosh™y

12



Proof. Let pg = (09,6p) and y = (t,w,d),t > 0. Choose ¢ = (0,,,6). Then the geodesic line pgq is
perpendicular to gy at g. We also know that

dg+ (y7 q) =t, dg+ (p07 q) = dgl()\) (97 00) = A|0 - 00| (410)
Recall Pythagorean theorem in hyperbolic manifold, i.e.
cosht - cosh(A|) — 6p|) = cosh(dg+ (po,y))- (4.11)

Hence
b’Y+ (0p,0) = lim [SE(y) - Spo(y)]

t—00

= lim [t — cosh™!(cosht - cosh(\|6 — 6p)))] (4.12)

—00

= —Incosh(A|f — 6o)|).

Then
1

A(po) = /
( ) Sn—1xS(A) COShn(Aw - 90|)
Then ([@.9)) is achieved by the variable substitution of multiple integrals.

dO;,,-1dO,. 4.13)

0

Notice that (4.9) can be obtained by partial integration and recursion. Furthermore, we have the

following estimate
1

cosh™ y

+oo
0 < A(0,,00) < 2wn_1/ dy = wy. (4.14)
0

We observe that A((0,,,600)) can take all values in (0,wy,) for A € (0, 400).
Lemma 4.4. If )\ is small enough, then A is not a constant function.

Proof. Theorem 1.5 implies that the function A is uniformly bounded from below at infinity and the
lower bound only depends on the dimension. On the other hand, (4.9) tells us that .4(0,,, -) tends to 0 as
A goes to 0. Hence A is not constant as long as A is sufficiently small. O

From (@.J4)we deduce that .A(0,,6p) ,* w, as A tends to infinity when the hyperbolic manifold
(R™ x S'(X), g") is convergent to the hyperbolic space in pointed Cheeger-Gromov topology. In fact,
we have the following rigidity result:

Theorem 4.5 (theorem 1.6). Let (X, g") be an n + 1— dimensional AH metric and the Ricci curvature
satisfies RiclgT| > —ng™, then A < w,, and the equality holds at one point if and only if Xis isometric
to a hyperbolic space.

13



Proof. Noticing that when the Ricci curvature is bounded from below, we can use the Bishop-Gromov

I ison th i, VoUOB (1)) 4 tonically decreasi t and
volume COmparlSOn eorem, 1.€. W 1S monotonica y ecreasmg on v an

Vol(0Bgy+(p,t))
Vol(0Bu(o,1))

<1, Vt>0 (4.15)

The monotonicity guarantees the existence of limit when ¢ — +oo and we derive that A(p) < wy,.
If A(p) = w, for some p € X, then we can use the property of monotonically decreasing to get

Vol(0By+(p,t)) < Vol(0B,+(p,t))

1= 1 =1 4.16
A Vol (0Ba(o. D) = o Vol(@Ba(0.1)) (4.16)
a K . . . .
Hence % =1 for any ¢ > 0, as a consequence, X is isometric to a hyperbolic space. [l

S The capacity on AH manifolds

The concept of capacity plays an important role in researching the isoperimetric inequalities and Sobolev
inequalities in Euclidean space. Many results are extended to some special manifold. Let’s start with the
notion on manifold.

Definition 5.1. Ler (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. Suppose that F© C Q C M where F' is compact
and § is open in M. For each p > 1, the p-Capacity is defined by
capy(F,Q) = inf/ |VulPdV, (5.1)
v M
where the infimum is taken over all Lipschitz functions u satisfying v = 1 on F' and u has compact
support in Q. If Q = M, we write cap,(F, M) as cap,(F').

We study the capacity of balls in manifold, the formulas of which in simply connected space forms
are already known. One can see section 2.2.4 in [14] for the Euclidean case. We can directly get the
capacity of balls in hyperbolic space H"*!, that is [8]:

R 3
capy(By, Br) = wn[/ (sinht) 77 dt]' 7P (5.2)

for p > 1. Let R tends to infinity, we get that

1
capy(By) = Q—H(%)p_lwnem +o(e™), t — 4o0. (5.3)

Let’s first recall some notions in the previous section. Suppose (X, g™) is an AH manifold and
q € X. We denote the geodesic sphere by B(t) = Bg+(q,t) and claim that the symbol V, |.| are with

14



respect to g. We also use A(s) = Vol(0B(s),g") to denote the n-dimensional volume of the geodesic
sphere.

Now we use the classical methods from [5] to get the upper bound of capacity via flux. Let ¢ be a
fixed big number and define a function

filt,+00) = [0,1], f(t) =1, f(+00) = lim f(s) =0 (5.4)

s—+00

Define v = 1 on B(t) and u = f(sy) on X \ B(t) where s, = dy+ (g, ), then

p ! p p e / p
[ wuravy = | PPy, = | reraeas 55

On the other hand,
(5.6)

Thus when o ,
f6) == ean - [amitrar 5)
t t
we have the following equality:

1

+o00 +oo
/t ()P A(s)ds = ( / [A(s)] rds)P (5:8)

With the above preparations, we could prove theorem 1.7.

We first study the capacity of AH manifold in the case the Ricci curvature is bounded from below by
—n, i.e. Ric[gT] > —ng*. By the volume comparison theorem, Siﬁ}(li)s is monotonically decreasing to
A(q) as s — +o0. Hence function A is well-defined.

A(t)

v 0,37 <0, Vt > T, ———
e>0,3T <0,Vt > YEIT

< A(q) +e.

Thus

s

oo 1 oo e 1
([ 1w < [T A oG

1 o0
— () + (| T 59
t

= el Al + et
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Let e — 0, we deduce that

capp(By+ (4, 1)) n

1
ot < w7 AW (5.10)

lim sup
t—+00

Hence the upper bound is achieved. Then the first part of theorem 1.7 holds because of (5.10) and theo-
rem 1.6.

It is well known that the lower estimates for p—capacity could be described via the isoperimetric
function. That is, an isoperimetric function I(7) = the infimum of Vol(02) for all precompact open set
Q C X such that Vol(2) > 7. We now recall Maz’ya’s isocapacitary inequalitiese of (2.2.8) in [14],

n(€2) »
cap,(F, Q) > ( / [I(T)]Trdr)"P (5.11)
w(F)

for p > 1. In our paper, 11(2) is the n + 1 dimensional Riemannian volume of (2.
Recall the Cheeger isoperimetric constant of X

. Vol(09)
Ch(X,g") = 1?2f 7‘/01(9) (5.12)

where the infimum is taken over all the compact (smooth) domains in X. If the Ricci curvature and the
scalar curvature of X satisfies (L8] , then it is shown in [9] that the Cheeger isoperimetric constant

Ch(X,gt) =n < Y(0X,[§]) > 0. (5.13)

Hence under the conditions of theorem 1.7, we derive that the isoperimetric function of X is I(7) = nt
for any 7 > 0. Therefore,

400 » nP
cap (B +(Q7t)) = (/ (nT)ng)l_p = 7_‘/0[(3 +(Q7t)) (5.14)
PR Vol(B,+ (a,1)) (p—1)pt I
Then B Vol(B
t P t
hmlnf Capp( gi(q7 )) Z hmlnf n 0( g*(qv ))
t—+00 en t—o+oo (p— 1)P~1 ent
_ nP lim % [V()Z(Bg+ (q.1))] (5.15)
(p—1)P~1 to5+00 nemt
1 n
— (et
3 (P A)
Finally, (5.10) and (5.15)) imply that
. capp(Bgr (1)) 1 n
A~ w4l (5.16)



6 The capacity of a general AH manifold

In this section, we study the capacity of an AH manifold (X, g™ ). The curvature conditions and
(L8] may not hold, thus the relative volume function .A may not exist. However, we can still estimate
the capacity of balls in X with the property of asymptotically hyperbolic.

Let g = 22g™" be the C'' geodesic compactification on X5 = X x (0,6) for some small § < 1
and set r = — Inz. We know that r is a distance function on (X5, g"). For any ¢ € X, let s4(-) be the
distance of function from ¢. We still have the property that s, — is bounded on X, although |d(s — )],
may be unbounded. Assume that |s, — 7| < D on X.

Recall that B(t) = B,+(q,t). For any ¢ large enough, we have that

B(t) € X.4) C B(t+2D)
and here £(t) = e~(*P)_ Then
capy(B(t)) < capy(Xo 1)) < capy(B(t + 2D)). (6.1)

Hence
cap,(B(t)) = o) & capp(Xa(t)) = O(e"a(t)), t — +oo. (6.2)

We will prove that cap,(X.:) = O(¢™"), € — 0, which would imply that theorem 1.8 holds.

We will use the same method as that in section 5 to prove it. For a small £ > 0, define f : [0,e) —
[0,1], f(0) = 0, f(¢) = 1 and consider the function u(-) = f(z(-)) on X; and u(-) = 1 on X \ X..
Then for any p > 1,

/ V9 uf? Ve = / v A
_ /X PN @) - VI Py, 6.3)
£

= /6 2P " (@) P Vol(S,)da
0

where Vol(X,) denote the n—dimensional volume of the level set ¥, of the geodesic defining function.
Now let T'(z) = 2P~ - Vol(Z,).

1—/ f(x daz—/ f(x Tp ( Ydax
<([ (rar <>d:c>5</0 T (2)do)'
The equality holds if and only if

6.4)



for x € [0, ¢]. Then we infer that

g is a C' geodesic compactification, let § be its boundary metric, hence by Gauss lemma,

g=dz*+ g, = dz’ + §+ O(x)
holds near boundary. Then

det g,
det g

Vol(S,) = [ dv,, = / s 11— Vol(9X, §) + O(a)
pI ox detg

Back to (6.3)), we obtain

= det(§7g,) = det(I,, + O(z)) = 1 + O(x)

Therefore

capy(X;:) < (/083:% -[Vol(0X,9) + O(:E))]ﬁd:ﬂ)l_p

- VOZ(aX,g)(/:x”l—Tu + O(x))dz)

= Vol(9X, g)(}%)p—ls—“ L O(e P

So capp(Xe) = O(e™™), and it is easy to get the upper bound

n

limsupe™ - cap,(X:) < Vol(0X, §)(

P
e—0 p— 1
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