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Abstract. We follow the method of ABP estimate in [Bre21] and apply it to

spacelike submanifolds in Rn,1. We then obtain Michael-Simon type inequalities.

Surprisingly, our investigation leads to a Sobolev inequality without a mean cur-

vature term, provided the hypersurface is mean convex.

1. Introduction

In this paper we are mainly concerned with a specific type of Sobolev inequality for

spacelike submanifolds in Minkowski space. Associated to a spacelike submanifold

Σm ↪→ Rn,1, we define the maximal slope by

τ(Σ) = sup{|ν0(x)| : x ∈ Σ, ν(x) is a unit normal to Σ at x}.

See Definition 2.1 for details. The main results are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose Σn ⊆ Rn,1 is a smooth, compact and spacelike hypersurface.

Assume that Σ is mean convex and that f is any smooth and positive function defined

on Σ. Then

(1.1)

∫
Σ

|∇f |+
∫
∂Σ

f ≥ Cn,τ

(∫
Σ

f
n

n−1

)n−1
n

,

where the constant Cn,τ = nω
1
n
n (n+ 1)−

1
n τ−

1
n (τ +

√
τ 2 − 1)−1.

Under the condition of mean convexity, there is no mean curvature term involved,

which, to our knowledge, is new, Without the assumption of mean convexity, similar

result holds with a curvature term involved.
1

ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

03
47

8v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 7

 A
pr

 2
02

3



2 LIANG XU

Theorem 1.2. Suppose Σn ⊆ Rn,1 is a smooth, compact and spacelike hypersurface.

Assume that f is any smooth and positive function defined on Σ. Then

(1.2)

∫
Σ

√
|∇f |2 + f 2‖H‖2 +

∫
∂Σ

f ≥ Cn,τ

(∫
Σ

f
n

n−1

)n−1
n

,

with Cn,τ = 2−1nω
1
n
n (n+ 1)−

1
n τ−

1
n (τ +

√
τ 2 − 1)−1.

Here ‖H‖2 = −|H|2 ≥ 0; see Section 2 for details. Next we establish the same

Sobolev inequality for submanifold Σm ⊆ Rn,1 of higher codimension n − m + 1,

with 0 < m < n. Let ν be a normal vector field of Σ with |ν|2 = −1. We then

write T⊥x Σ = T⊥,1x Σ ⊕ T⊥,2x Σ, where T⊥,2x Σ = Span{ν(x)}. Accordingly, the mean

curvature vector is decomposed into H⊥,1 +H⊥,2.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose Σm ⊆ Rn,1 is a smooth, compact and spacelike submanifold.

Let ν be any normal vector field of Σ with |ν|2 = −1 and f any smooth and positive

function defined on Σ. Then

(1.3)

∫
Σ

√
|∇f |2 + f 2(|H⊥,1|2 + ‖H⊥,2‖2) +

∫
∂Σ

f ≥ Cn,m,τ

(∫
Σ

f
m

m−1

)m−1
m

,

where the constant Cn,m,τ = m2−
n
m (n+ 1)−

1
mω

1
m
n τ−

1
m (τ +

√
τ 2 − 1)−

n
m .

At the end of this work, we discovered that in [TW22] similar results were established.

Nevertheless, compared to the results therein, our construction yields a Sobolev in-

equality without curvature terms for a mean convex hypersurface. The history of

geometric inequalities probably dates back to ancient Greece. The classical isoperi-

metric inequality asserts that for a domain Σ ⊆ Rn with sufficiently well-behaved

boundary, there holds

(1.4) |∂Σ| ≥ nω
1
n
n |Σ|

n−1
n .

It is known that such an isoperimetric inequality is essentially equivalent to the W 1,1

Sobolev inequality for domains in Euclidean space:

(1.5)

∫
Σ

|∇f |+
∫
∂Σ

f ≥ nω
1
n
n

(∫
Σ

f
n

n−1

)n−1
n

.
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Intensive work has been established to extend Eq. (1.4) or Eq. (1.5) to more general

settings. It has long been conjectured that the same inequality Eq. (1.4) holds in

Cartan-Hadamard manifolds [Aub76]. Partial results include [Wei26; BR33; Cro84;

Kle92]. See also [GS21] for a recent attempt to resolve the conjecture. It is also

possible to replace areas and volumes in Eq. (1.4) by more general quermassinte-

grals. The resulting isoperimetric inequality is proved for hypersurfaces with certain

convexity in Euclidean space. See [Gua] for details.

For a domain Σ in a two dimensional space form of constant curvature K, there is a

neat result which states that

(1.6) 4π|Σ| ≤ |∂Σ|2 +K|Σ|2.

Please see [Cho05] and references therein. The same inequality Eq. (1.6) is proved

by Choe and Gulliver [CG92b] for minimal surfaces Σ2 with certain topological con-

straints in hyperbolic space Hn. Yau [Yau75], Choe and Gulliver [CG92a] showed

that if Σ is a domain in Hn or a n-dimensional minimal submanifold in Hn+m, then

it satisfies the linear isoperimetric inequality

(n− 1)|Σ| ≤ |∂Σ|.

Another linear inequality for proper minimal submanifolds in Hn is obtained in

[MS14] using Poincaré model.

It is a longstanding conjecture that Eq. (1.4) holds true for minimal hypersurfaces in

Rn+1. Using the method of sliding, Brendle fully settled the problem in a recent work

[Bre21], and later extended his results to Riemannian manifolds with nonnegative

Ricci curvature [Bre20]. The most classical application of the sliding method is

perhaps Aleksandrov’s maximum principle. In [Cab08] Cabré first employed the

sliding method and gave a simple and elegant proof of Eq. (1.4).

We follow Brendle’s method and apply it to submanifolds in the Minkowski space,

and obtain some Michael-Simon-Sobolev type inequalities.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Research Professor Qi-Rui

Li for his instructions and many helpful discussions.
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2. Notations and Preliminaries

Let Rn,1 be the Minkowski space endowed with metric

ḡ = −dx2
0 + dx2

1 + · · ·+ dx2
n.

The usual Euclidean metric of Rn+1 is denoted by δ. The volume element of Rn,1,

dµḡ =
√
− det ḡdX, is just the usual Lebesgue measure. A vector Y is called unit if

|Y |2 = σ(Y ), where σ(Y ) is the signature of Y , i.e. σ(X) = 1,−1, 0 if X is spacelike,

timelike, lightlike, respectively. Finally, we define ‖Y ‖ =
√
σ(Y )|Y |2.

Let (Σn, g) ↪→ (Rn,1, ḡ) be a spacelike hypersuface. We denote by x a point in Σ,

and by X(x) the corresponding position vector in Rn,1. Anything with a ‘bar’ is a

quantity of the ambient space. Then the second fundamental form is defined by

∇̄YZ = ∇YZ − h(Y, Z), ∀Y, Z ∈X (Σ).

Let ν(x) be a normal to Σ at the point x. Clearly ν(x) is also a vector in Rn,1.

Denote by να(x) the α-th coordinate of ν(x) in Rn,1, so that

|ν|2 = −ν2
0 + ν2

1 + · · ·+ ν2
n.

Definition 2.1. Associated to a spacelike submanifold Σm ↪→ Rn,1, the maximal

slope is defined by τ(Σ) = sup{|ν0(x)| : x ∈ Σ, ν(x) ∈ T⊥x Σ, |ν(x)|2 = −1}.

The quantity τ characterizes how ‘lightlike’ Σ is; for instance, τ = 1 if Σn b Rn; and

τ is uniquely determined by the diameter if Σn b Hn.

Lemma 2.2. For any function w on the ambient space, ∇2w = ∇̄2w − 〈h, ∇̄w〉ḡ.

Proof. We assume that TxRn,1 is spanned by orthonormal basis {εα : 0 ≤ α ≤ n},
and TxΣ by {εi : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}, with |εi|2 = 1, |ε0|2 = −1. We then compute

∇̄2
ijw = ∂2

ijw − 〈∇̄εiεj, ∇̄w〉

= ∂2
ijw − 〈Γ̄kijεk + Γ̄2

ijε0, w
`ε` + w0ε0〉

= ∂2
ijw − Γ̄kij∂kw + Γ̄0

ij∂0w.

By Gauss formula ∇̄εiεj = ∇εiεj−hijε0 we see that Γ̄kij = Γkij and Γ̄0
ij = −hij. Hence

∇̄2
ijw = ∇2

ijw − hij∂0w = ∇2
ijw + 〈h(εi, εj), ∇̄w〉



SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES IN SPACELIKE SUBMANIFOLDS OF MINKOWSKI SPACE 5

Σ

Rn,1

ξ

−ξ
H

rν

−rξ

rξ

X

Figure 1. An illustration of Λr(x).

By tensorality, the same formula holds in any coordinate systems. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Since Eq. (1.1) is homogeneous in f , by normalization we may assume that

(3.1)

∫
∂Σ

f = n

∫
Σ

f
n

n−1 −
∫

Σ

|∇f |.

Let η be the outward unit normal of ∂Σ. Consider the following PDE

(3.2)

div(f∇u) = nf
n

n−1 − |∇f |, in Σ \ ∂Σ,

〈∇u, η〉ḡ = 1, along ∂Σ.

By our normalization, the equation has a solution u ∈ C2,α. Since Σ is mean convex,

we may assume that the mean curvature vector H is either zero or timelike pointing

to the past. Let ν be the unit normal and timelike vector field pointing to the past.

Now fix r > 0. For any x ∈ Σ we define Ar = ∩x∈ΣΛr(x), where

Λr(x) =
{
p ∈ Rn,1 : |(p−X(x))>|2 < r2,−r ≤ 〈p−X, ‖H‖−1H(x)〉 ≤ 0

}
.(3.3)

Note that when ‖H‖ = 0, the notation ‖H‖−1H(x) simply means the normal ν(x).

We write p−X = sξ+tν, where ξ is a unit tangent vector and ν is a unit normal vector

pointing to the past. The the definition of Λr(x) implies that −r < s < r, 0 ≤ t ≤ r.

Therefore Λr(x) is a parallelogram illustrated as in Fig. 1. We continue and define

U =
{

(x, y) : x ∈ Σ \ ∂Σ, y ∈ T⊥x Σ, |∇u(x)| < 1,−1 ≤ 〈y, ‖H‖−1H(x)〉 ≤ 0
}
,
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ν

ξ

Hn Hn

a

b
c

x0

x1

Figure 2. Left: blowing down Λ(x) to get Λ̃(x), which contains C̃(x),

the shaded area. Right: Ã contains at least C̃, the shaded area.

Br =
{

(x, y) ∈ U : r∇2u(x) + r〈h(x), y〉+ g(x) ≥ 0
}
.

Finally, we take the map Φr : T⊥Σ→ Rn,1,

(3.4) Φr(x, y) = X(x) + r(∇u(x) + y).

Lemma 3.1. We have asymptotic behavior

(3.5) lim inf
r→∞

r−n−1|Ar| ≥ C̃n,τ ,

where |Ar| is the usual Lebesgue measure in Rn+1 and C̃n,τ = ωn

(n+1)τ(τ+
√
τ2−1)n

.

Proof. We blow down Ar by factor r. As r → ∞, the bounded domain Σ collapses

to a single point: the origin, and each Λr(x) converges to a Λ̃(x), specified by

Λ̃(x) = {p̃ ∈ Rn,1 : |p̃>|2 < 1,−1 < 〈p̃, ν(x)〉 < 0},

where ν(x) ∈ −Hn is the unit normal to Σ at x pointing to the past. See the left of

Fig. 2 for an illustration. Clearly Λ̃(x) contains the cone C̃(x) = {p̃ ∈ Rn,1 : |p̃|2 <
0,−1 < 〈p̃, ν(x)〉 < 0}. Therefore Ã = ∩x∈ΣΛ̃(x) contains at least C̃ = ∩x∈ΣC̃(x).

Since by assumption ν(x) has minimal height −τ , we may assume that C̃ is the union

of two cones, as illustrated by the right of Fig. 2, with the zeroth coordinate of point

a being −τ .
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We now proceed by computing the volume of C̃. Without loss of generality, we assume

that the points a, b, c lie in the plane Ox0x1. Then a = (−τ,−
√
τ 2 − 1, 0, · · · , 0), and

the tengential ~ac is parallel to ξ = (
√
τ 2 − 1, τ, 0, · · · , 0). From this we readily obtain

b = (−τ−1, 0, · · · , 0) and c = (−τ +
√
τ 2 − 1, τ −

√
τ 2 − 1, 0, · · · , 0). Consequently

|C̃| = ωn(τ −
√
τ 2 − 1)n · τ−1 · (n+ 1)−1 = C̃n,τ

Hence lim infr→∞ r
−n−1|Ar| ≥ |C̃| = C̃n,τ . �

Lemma 3.2. There holds Φr(Br) ⊇ Ar.

Proof. For any given p ∈ Ar, consider the function

F (x) = ru(x) +
1

2
|p−X(x)|2, x ∈ Σ.

By compactness F attains its minimum at some x̄ ∈ Σ. We claim that x̄ /∈ ∂Σ. For

if otherwise x̄ ∈ ∂Σ, then at this point 0 ≥ 〈∇F (x̄), η〉 = r − 〈p − X(x̄), η〉. We

have by definition of Ar that 〈p − X(x̄), η〉 = 〈p − X(x̄)>, η〉 < r, a contradiction.

Hence x̄ ∈ Σ \ ∂Σ and at which ∇F (x̄) = r∇u(x̄)− (p−X(x̄))> = 0. We then find

ȳ ∈ T⊥x̄ Σ such that rȳ = (p−X(x̄))⊥. Obviously r|∇u(x̄)| = |(p−X(x̄))>| < r and

−r‖H‖ ≤ r〈ȳ, H(x̄)〉 = 〈p−X(x̄), H(x̄)〉 ≤ 0. Finally, by Lemma 2.2,

0 ≤ ∇2F (x̄) = r∇2u(x̄) + ∇̄2

(
1

2
|p−X(x̄)|2

)
−
〈
h, ∇̄

(
1

2
|p−X(x̄)|2

)〉
= r∇2u(x̄) + g(x̄)− 〈h,X(x̄)− p〉

= r∇2u(x̄) + g(x̄) + r〈ȳ, h〉,

completing the proof. �

In the Riemannian or Lorentzian setting, in order for the area formula to be true,

the Jacobian of a map should be modified with volume elements; that is,

J(Φr) = | det(DΦr)| ·
√
− det ḡ√
det g

,

where DΦr is the usual tangent map of the coordinate map.

Lemma 3.3. The invariant Jacobian of Φr is given by

J(Φr) = rn+1 det
(
∇i∇ju(x) + 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r

)
.
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Proof. At a fixed point (x, y), we pick an orthonormal basis {ei, ν} that spans

T(x,y)(T
⊥Σ), and a normal coordinate system {xi, y} such that ∂

∂xi
= ei,

∂
∂y

= ν

at (x, y). Then Φr(x, y) = X + r∇u+ ryν. We now compute

〈∂Φr

∂xi
, ej〉 = 〈ei + r∇̄ei∇u+ ry∇̄eiν, ej〉 = δij + ruij − ryhij,

〈∂Φr

∂y
, ej〉 = 〈rν, ej〉 = 0,

〈∂Φ

∂y
, ν〉 = 〈rν, ν〉 = −r.

Note that we have used the fact that 〈∇̄eiej, ν〉 = 〈−hijν, ν〉 = hij and that 〈∇̄eiν, ej〉 =

−〈∇̄eiej, ν〉 = −hij. Thus det(DΦr) = −r det(ruij − ryhij + δij), whence

J(Φr) = rn+1 det(∇i∇ju+ 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r).

By tensorality the same formula holds in any coordinate system. �

Lemma 3.4. We have for any (x, y) ∈ Br

det
(
∇i∇ju(x) + 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r

)
≤
(
f

1
n−1 + 1/r

)n
.

Proof. By definition, ∇2u+ 〈y, h〉+ g/r ≥ 0 for any (x, y) ∈ Br. Therefore

det
(
∇i∇ju+ 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r

)
≤
(

∆u+ 〈y,H〉
n

+
1

r

)n
≤
(

∆u

n
+

1

r

)n
.

On the other hand, from Eq. (3.2) and the fact that |∇u| < 1, we have

∆u = nf
1

n−1 − f−1 (|∇f |+ 〈∇f,∇u〉) ≤ nf
1

n−1 ,

completing the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By area/coarea formula and previous lemmas, we have

|Ar|
rn+1

≤
∫
Br

(
f

1
n−1 + 1/r

)n
dydµg ≤

∫
Σ

(
f

1
n−1 + 1/r

)n
dµg.

Sending r →∞, we derive

(3.6) C̃n,τ ≤
∫

Σ

f
n

n−1dµg.
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Combining this and Eq. (3.1), we conclude that∫
∂Σ

f +

∫
Σ

|∇f | = n

(∫
Σ

f
n

n−1

) 1
n
(∫

Σ

f
n

n−1

)n−1
n

≥ nC̃
1
n
n,τ

(∫
Σ

f
n

n−1

)n−1
n

.

We finally write Cn,τ = nC̃
1
n
n,τ = nω

1
n
n (n+ 1)−

1
n τ−

1
n (τ +

√
τ 2 − 1)−1. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Without the ‘mean convexity’ assumption, the union Ar = ∩x∈ΣΛr(x), with Λr(x)

defined by Eq. (3.3), might as well be empty. We therefore construct u by

(4.1)

div(f∇u) = nf
n

n−1 −
√
|∇f |2 + f 2‖H‖2, in Σ,

〈∇u, η〉ḡ = 1, along ∂Σ.

Since Eq. (1.2) is homogeneous in f , we may assume

(4.2)

∫
∂Σ

f =

∫
Σ

nf
n

n−1 −
∫

Σ

√
|∇f |2 + f 2‖H‖2,

so that Eq. (4.1) admits a solution. We then modify Eq. (3.3) by

Λr(x) =

{
p ∈ Rn,1 : |(p−X(x))>|2 < r2

4
,−r

2
≤ 〈p−X(x), ‖H‖−1H(x)〉 ≤ r

2

}
and Ar = ∩x∈ΣΛr(x). Accordingly,

U =

{
(x, y) : x ∈ Σ \ ∂Σ, y ∈ T⊥x Σ, |∇u(x)| < 1

2
,−1

2
≤ 〈y, ‖H‖−1H(x)〉 ≤ 1

2

}
,

Br =
{

(x, y) ∈ U : r∇2u(x) + r〈h(x), y〉+ g(x) ≥ 0
}
,

and Φr(x, y) = X(x)+r(∇u(x)+y). Note that when ‖H‖ = 0, the notation ‖H‖−1H

simply means the normal vector ν. Similar as in Section 3, we still have

• The inclusion Φr(Br) ⊇ Ar; and

• The Jacobian J(Φr) = rn+1 det
(
∇i∇ju(x) + 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r

)
.

The proofs are almost identical.

Lemma 4.1. We have asymptotic behavior

(4.3) lim inf
r→∞

r−n−1|Ar| ≥ C̃n,τ ,
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Hn

a
b

c

ν

ξ

Hn

x0

x1

Figure 3. Left: each Λ̃(x) contains two cones, the shaded area; Right:

Λ̃ contains at least C̃, the shaded area.

where C̃n,τ = 2−n(n+ 1)−1ωnτ
−1(τ +

√
τ 2 − 1)−n.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.1, with minor differences. Since

the minimal height of unit normals is −τ , in Fig. 3, a = (− τ
2
,−
√
τ2−1
2

, 0, · · · , 0).

The vector ~ac is parallel to ξ = (
√
τ 2 − 1, τ, 0, · · · , 0). From this we derive b =

(− 1
2τ
, 0 · · · , 0) and c = (−τ+

√
τ2−1

2
, τ−

√
τ2−1
2

, 0 · · · , 0). Thus C̃ has volume

|C̃| = ωn

(
τ −
√
τ 2 − 1

2

)n
· 1

2τ
· 1

n+ 1
· 2 = 2−n(n+ 1)−1ωnτ

−1(τ +
√
τ 2 − 1)−n,

from which it follows that

lim inf
r→∞

r−n−1|Ar| ≥ |C̃| ≥ C̃n,τ ,

completing the proof. �

Lemma 4.2. We have for any (x, y) ∈ Br

det
(
∇i∇ju(x) + 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r

)
≤
(
f

1
n−1 + 1/r

)n
.

Proof. By definition, ∇2u+ 〈y, h〉+ g/r ≥ 0 for any (x, y) ∈ Br. Therefore

det
(
∇i∇ju+ 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r

)
≤
(

∆u+ 〈y,H〉
n

+
1

r

)n
.
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Moreover, we have

〈y, fH〉 − 〈∇f,∇u〉 ≤ 1

2
f‖H‖+ |∇f ||∇u| ≤

√
|∇f |2 + f 2‖H‖2

√
|∇u|2 + 1/4

≤
√
|∇f |2 + f 2‖H‖2

√
1/4 + 1/4 ≤

√
|∇f |2 + f 2‖H‖2.

Combined with Eq. (4.1), it follows that

∆u+ 〈y,H〉 = nf
1

n−1 − f−1
(√
|∇f |2 + f 2‖H‖2 + 〈∇f,∇u〉 − 〈y, fH〉

)
≤ nf

1
n−1 ,

giving the assertion. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By area/coarea formula, we have

|Ar|
rn+1

≤
∫
Br

J(Φr)

rn+1
dydµg ≤

∫
Σ

(
f

1
n−1 + 1/r

)n
dµg.

Sending r →∞, we derive
∫

Σ
f

n
n−1 ≥ C̃n,τ . In the view of Eq. (4.2), we compute∫

∂Σ

f +

∫
Σ

√
|∇f |2 + f 2‖H‖2 = n

∫
Σ

f
n

n−1

= n

(∫
Σ

f
n

n−1

)n−1
n
(∫

Σ

f
n

n−1

) 1
n

≥ nC̃
1
n
n,τ

(∫
Σ

f
n

n−1

)n−1
n

.

Finally we write Cn,τ = nC̃
1
n
n,τ = n2−1(n+ 1)−

1
nω

1
n
n τ−

1
n (τ +

√
τ 2 − 1)−1. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3

We fix such a section ν ∈ Γ(T⊥Σ), with |ν|2 = −1; that is, ν is a unit timelike normal

vector field along Σ. At each point x ∈ Σ, we have decompostion

T⊥x Σ = T⊥,1x Σ⊕ T⊥,2x Σ,

where T⊥,2x Σ = Span{ν(x)}. Note that T⊥,1x Σ is a spacelike subspace. Accordingly,

we write a normal vector as y = y⊥,1 + y⊥,2. The equation we consider now is

(5.1)

div(f∇u) = mf
m

m−1 −
√
|∇f |2 + f 2(|H⊥,1|2 + ‖H⊥,2‖2), Σ \ ∂Σ,

〈∇u, η〉 = 1, ∂Σ.

We normalize by

(5.2)

∫
∂Σ

f =

∫
Σ

mf
m

m−1 −
∫

Σ

√
|∇f |2 + f 2(|H⊥,1|2 + ‖H⊥,2‖2)
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so that the PDE has a solution. The domains and codomains are

Λr(x) =

{
p ∈ Rn,1 : |(p−X(x))>|2 + |(p−X(x))⊥,1|2 < r2

4
,−r

2
≤ 〈p−X(x), ν(x)〉 ≤ r

2

}
,

Ar = ∩x∈ΣΛr(x),

U =

{
(x, y) : x ∈ Σ \ ∂Σ, y ∈ T⊥x Σ, |∇u(x)|2 + |y⊥,1|2 < 1

4
,−1

2
≤ 〈y⊥,2, ν〉 ≤ 1

2

}
,

Br = {(x, y) ∈ U : r∇2u(x) + r〈y, h(x) + g(x) ≥ 0〉}.

Finally we take Φr : T⊥Σ→ Rn,1 : (x, y) 7→ X(x) + r(∇u(x) + y). As in Section 3,

• The inclusion Φr(Br) ⊇ Ar; and

• The Jacobian J(Φr) = rn+1 det
(
∇i∇ju(x) + 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r

)
.

The proofs are almost identical.

Lemma 5.1. We have asymptotic behavior

(5.3) lim inf
r→∞

r−n−1|Ar| ≥ C̃n,τ ,

where C̃n,τ = 2−n(n+ 1)−1ωnτ
−1(τ +

√
τ 2 − 1)−n.

Proof. We write Rn,1 = TxΣ⊕ T⊥x Σ = (TxΣ⊕ T⊥,1x Σ)⊕ T⊥,2x Σ. If p ∈ Λr(x), then

|(p−X(x))>|2 + |(p−X(x))⊥,1|2 < r2

4
and |(p−X(x))⊥,2|2 ≤ r2

4
.

If ξ ∈ TxΣ⊕ T⊥,1x Σ is a unit vector and p−X = sξ + tν, then |s|, |t| ≤ r
2
, the shape

of Λr(x) and Ar would be exactly like those in Fig. 3. Thus the same conclusion

holds as in Lemma 4.1. �

Lemma 5.2. We have for any (x, y) ∈ Br

det
(
∇i∇ju(x) + 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r

)
≤
(
f

1
m−1 + 1/r

)m
.

Proof. By geometric-arithmetic inequality,

det
(
∇i∇ju(x) + 〈y, hji 〉+ δji /r

)
≤
(

∆u+ 〈y,H〉
m

+
1

r

)m
.
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Now by Eq. (5.1), we have

∆u+ 〈y,H〉 = mf
1

m−1 − f−1(
√
|∇f |2 + f 2(|H⊥,1|2 + ‖H⊥,2‖2) + 〈∇f,∇u〉 − 〈fH, y〉).

On the other hand, by the definition of Br,

−〈∇f,∇u〉+ 〈fH, y〉 = 〈∇f,∇u〉+ 〈fH⊥,1, y⊥,1〉+ 〈fH⊥,2, y⊥,2〉

≤ |∇f ||∇u|+ |fH⊥,1||y⊥,1|+ 1

2
f‖H⊥,2‖

≤
√
|∇f |2 + f 2|H⊥,1|2 + f 2‖H⊥,2‖2

√
|∇u|2 + |y⊥,1|2 +

1

4

≤
√
|∇f |2 + f 2(|H⊥,1|2 + ‖H⊥,2‖2).

This implies that ∆u+ 〈y,H〉 ≤ mf
1

m−1 , completing the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Using area/coarea formula, we have

|Ar|
rn+1

≤
∫

Σ

(
f

1
m−1 + 1/r

)m
.

Taking r →∞, we obtain

C̃n,τ ≤
∫

Σ

f
m

m−1 .

Taking Eq. (5.2) into consideration, we derive

mC̃
1
m
n,τ

(∫
Σ

f
m

m−1

)m−1
m

≤ m

(∫
Σ

f
m

m−1

) 1
m
(∫

Σ

f
m

m−1

)m−1
m

= m

∫
Σ

f
m

m−1

=

∫
∂Σ

f +

∫
Σ

√
|∇f |2 + f 2(|H⊥,1|2 + ‖H⊥,2‖2).

Finally, we compute Cm,n,τ = mC̃
1
m
n,τ = m2−

n
m (n+1)−

1
mω

1
m
n τ−

1
m (τ+

√
τ 2 − 1)−

n
m . �
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normale supérieure 8.4 (1975), pp. 487–507. issn: 0012-9593. doi: 10.

24033/asens.1299.

School of Mathematical Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China

Email address: liang.xu@zju.edu.cn

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02100598
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02100598
https://doi.org/10.1515/crelle-2012-0119
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.2732
https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnaa084
https://doi.org/10.24033/asens.1299
https://doi.org/10.24033/asens.1299

	1. Introduction
	2. Notations and Preliminaries
	3. Proof of thm:11
	4. Proof of thm:1.2new
	5. Proof of thm:13
	References

