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SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES IN SPACELIKE SUBMANIFOLDS OF
MINKOWSKI SPACE

LIANG XU

ABSTRACT. We follow the method of ABP estimate in [Bre21] and apply it to
spacelike submanifolds in R™!. 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
Y™ s R™! we define the maximal slope by

7(3) = sup{|w(x)| : € ¥, v(x) is a unit normal to ¥ at x}.

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

Theorem 1.1. Suppose X" C R™! is a smooth, compact and spacelike hypersurface.
Assume that X is mean convex and that f is any smooth and positive function defined
on Y. Then

(1.1) /E|Vf|+/82fzcn,T (/Ef>

1
where the constant C,, ; = nwy; (n+ 1) w1 % (1 + /72 — 1)L

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
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Theorem 1.2. Suppose X" C R™! is a smooth, compact and spacelike hypersurface.
Assume that f is any smooth and positive function defined on Y. Then

2 2 2 P nT_l
(1.2) [ VIV +/82fzcn,f(/2f ) |

1
with Cp» = 27w (n 4 1) a7 (1 + V72 — 1)L,

Here |H||*> = —|H|*> > 0; see Section 2 for details. Next we establish the same
Sobolev inequality for submanifold ™ C R™! of higher codimension n —m + 1,
with 0 < m < n. Let v be a normal vector field of ¥ with |v|> = —1. We then
write T+Y = TS @ T:H2%, where T2 = Span{v(x)}. Accordingly, the mean
curvature vector is decomposed into H-!' + H2.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose ™ C R™! is a smooth, compact and spacelike submanifold.
Let v be any normal vector field of ¥ with |v|*> = —1 and f any smooth and positive
function defined on . Then

m—1
m m

2 2 1,112 1,212 m—1
(13) /Ewww T ESE H)+/82f20n,m,7(/2f ) ,

1 .
where the constant Cry .y = m2 w(n+ 1) mwi 7w (1 4+ /72 — 1) .

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 ¥ C R™ with sufficiently well-behaved
boundary, there holds

1 n—1
1.4 OX| > nwi |X| .
(

It is known that such an isoperimetric inequality is essentially equivalent to the W1!
Sobolev inequality for domains in Euclidean space:

(15) /EWf|+/82fznw$(/Efﬂ)T.
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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 ¥ in a two dimensional space form of constant curvature K, there is a

neat result which states that
(1.6) 4mr|2| < 0% + K|

Please see [Cho05] and references therein. The same inequality Eq. (1.6) is proved
by Choe and Gulliver [CG92b] for minimal surfaces ¥? with certain topological con-
straints in hyperbolic space H". Yau [Yau75|, Choe and Gulliver [CG92a] showed
that if ¥ is a domain in H” or a n-dimensional minimal submanifold in H"™™, then

it satisfies the linear isoperimetric inequality
(n—1)X] < |0%].

Another linear inequality for proper minimal submanifolds in H" is obtained in
[MS14] using Poincaré model.

It is a longstanding conjecture that Eq. (1.4) holds true for minimal hypersurfaces in
R"*!. 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 R™! be the Minkowski space endowed with metric
g = —dri +dri+ - +dr.

The usual Euclidean metric of R™™! is denoted by . The volume element of R™!,
dpg = /—det gdX, is just the usual Lebesgue measure. A vector Y is called unit if
[Y]? = o(Y), where o(Y) is the signature of Y, i.e. o(X) =1,—1,0if X is spacelike,
timelike, lightlike, respectively. Finally, we define ||Y|| = \/o(Y)|Y|%.

Let (X", g) — (R™! g) be a spacelike hypersuface. We denote by x a point in 3,
and by X () the corresponding position vector in R™!. Anything with a ‘bar’ is a
quantity of the ambient space. Then the second fundamental form is defined by

VyvZ =VyZ—-hY,2), VY, Zc X ().

Let v(z) be a normal to X at the point z. Clearly v(x) is also a vector in R™!.
Denote by v,(x) the a-th coordinate of v(x) in R™!, so that

v == + i+ + V2

Definition 2.1. Associated to a spacelike submanifold ¥™ < R™!, the mazimal
slope is defined by 7(X) = sup{|vo(z)| : z € B, v(z) € TEE, |v(z)]? = —1}.

The quantity 7 characterizes how ‘lightlike’ ¥ is; for instance, 7 = 1 if ¥ € R"; and
7 is uniquely determined by the diameter if X" € H".

Lemma 2.2. For any function w on the ambient space, V*w = V?w — (h, vw>g.
Proof. We assume that T,R™! is spanned by orthonormal basis {e, : 0 < a < n},
and T, by {g; : 1 <1i < n}, with |g]* =1, |gg|* = —1. We then compute
?fjw = 0i2jw — <731.€j, V)
= 0jw — (Ter + g0, w'er + w'eo)
= 8fjw - ffjakw + ngaow.
By Gauss formula V. e; = V. — hjjeo we see that T'}; = TV, and T, = —h,;. Hence

v?jw = V?jw — hija()w = VZQJU) + <h(5i7 5j)7 vU}>
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FIGURE 1. An illustration of A, (z).
By tensorality, the same formula holds in any coordinate systems. U

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

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

(3.) | t=n [ [ s

Let 1 be the outward unit normal of 9%. Consider the following PDE

div(fVu) = nf1 — |[Vf|, in X\ 0%,

(3.2)
(Vu,n); =1, along 0.

By our normalization, the equation has a solution u € C*®. Since X is mean convex,
we may assume that the mean curvature vector H is either zero or timelike pointing
to the past. Let v be the unit normal and timelike vector field pointing to the past.
Now fix r > 0. For any x € ¥ we define A, = NyexA,(x), where

(33) Ap(x)={peR™ :|(p—X(2))"]* <r* —r < {p— X [|H|H(x)) < 0}.
Note that when ||H|| = 0, the notation ||H||"'H(x) simply means the normal v(z).

We write p— X = sé+tv, where £ is a unit tangent vector and v is a unit normal vector
pointing to the past. The the definition of A,(x) implies that —r < s <r,0 <t <.
Therefore A, () is a parallelogram illustrated as in Fig. 1. We continue and define

U={(z,y): 2 € B\ 0%,y € T, S, [Vu(w)] < 1,-1 < (y,[|H| T H(x)) < 0},
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FIGURE 2. Left: blowing down A(z) to get A(z), which contains C(z),
the shaded area. Right: A contains at least C, the shaded area.

B, = {(z,y) €U : rV?u(z) + r{h(z),y) + g(x) > 0}.
Finally, we take the map ®, : T+¥ — R™!,
(3.4) @, (2, y) = X(2) + r(Vu(z) +y).
Lemma 3.1. We have asymptotic behavior
(3.5) liminf r "7 A4, > C, .,
r—00

where |A,| is the usual Lebesque measure in R"*! and én,r = (n+1)r(:|11\/r2—1)n'

Proof. We blow down A, by factor . As r — oo, the bounded domain ¥ collapses
to a single point: the origin, and each A,(z) converges to a A(z), specified by

Az)={peR" :[pT? <1,-1 < (p,v(z)) <0},

where v(z) € —H" is the unit normal to ¥ at x pointing to the past. See the left of
Fig. 2 for an illustration. Clearly A(z) contains the cone C(z) = {p € R™! : [p|> <
0,—1 < (p,v(z)) < 0}. Therefore A = NyexA(z) contains at least C = NyexC(z).
Since by assumption v(z) has minimal height —7, we may assume that C is the union
of two cones, as illustrated by the right of Fig. 2, with the zeroth coordinate of point
a being —7.



SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES IN SPACELIKE SUBMANIFOLDS OF MINKOWSKI SPACE 7

We now proceed by computing the volume of C. Without loss of generality, we assume
that the points a, b, ¢ lie in the plane Oz¢z;. Then a = (-7, —v/72 — 1,0,--- ,0), and
the tengential ac¢ is parallel to £ = (v/72 — 1,7,0,---,0). From this we readily obtain

b=(—7"10,---,0)and c = (-7 + V72— 1,7 — /72— 1,0,--- ,0). Consequently
’é’ :wn<7'— 7'2—1)n-7-71.<n+1)71:én’7_

Hence lim inf, o, r~"1|A,| > |C~| = C’mT. O
Lemma 3.2. There holds ®,.(B,) 2 A,.

Proof. For any given p € A,, consider the function
1
F(z) = ru(@) + 5lp = X (@), zeX.

By compactness F attains its minimum at some z € . We claim that z ¢ 0%. For
if otherwise z € 0%, then at this point 0 > (VF(z),n) = r — (p — X(Z),n). We
have by definition of A, that (p — X (Z),n) = (p — X(Z)",n) < r, a contradiction.
Hence 7 € X2\ 9% and at which VF(z) = rVu(z) — (p — X (7)) = 0. We then find
y € TEY such that 7 = (p — X (7))*. Obviously 7|Vu(z)| = |(p — X(Z))"| < r and
—r[[H|| <r(y, H(Z)) = (p — X(Z), H(x)) < 0. Finally, by Lemma 2.2,

0 < V2F(z) = rV2u(z) + V2 G\p — X@)F) - <h7 v (%@ - X(f)|2>>
= rV2u(z) + g(z) — (h, X(Z) — p)
= rV?u(Z) + g(&) + (g, h),

completing the proof. O

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,
V—detg

Vdetg

where D®,. is the usual tangent map of the coordinate map.

J(®,) = |det(DP,)| -

Lemma 3.3. The invariant Jacobian of ®,. is given by

J(®,) = r"* det (V. Vu(w) + (y, i) + 61 /r) .
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Proof. At a fixed point (x,y), we pick an orthonormal basis {e;, v} that spans

T(2)(T+X), and a normal coordinate system {z;,y} such that (%_ = 61',8% = v
at (r,y). Then ®,.(z,y) = X + rVu + ryrv. We now compute

0, _ _

<%, €j> = <€Z' + rVeiVu + TyVeiV, €j> = 62']' + ruij — ’f’yhi]’,

0,

<3_y7€j> = (rv,e;) =0,

od

(a—y,l/> = (rv,v) = —r.

Note that we have used the fact that (V,,e;, v) = (—h;jv,v) = h;; and that (V,,v, e;) =
—(Ve,ej,v) = —hy;. Thus det(D®,) = —r det(ru;; — ryhij + d;;), whence

J(®,) = " det(V,Viu + (y, hl) + 67 /r).

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

Lemma 3.4. We have for any (x,y) € B,

det (V,V7u(z) + (y, hl) + 61 /r) < <fﬁ + 1/r>n.

Proof. By definition, V2u + (y, h) + g/r > 0 for any (z,y) € B,. Therefore

n T n T

On the other hand, from Eq. (3.2) and the fact that |Vu| < 1, we have
Au=nfwt — [V +(VF, V) < nf

completing the proof. O

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

lﬁﬂ S/BT <fn11+1/r>ndydlubg§/2<f”ll+1/T>ndl~bg‘

Sending r — oo, we derive

(3.6) Cur < | £
by
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Combining this and Eq. (3.1), we conclude that

Lo fom=n(r=) (fo=r) " =oet ()

1

1
We finally write C,, » = nCp, = nwy (n + ) (r+ V72— 1)L d

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Without the ‘mean convexity’ assumption, the union A, = NyexA, (), with A, (z)
defined by Eq. (3.3), might as well be empty. We therefore construct u by

div(fVu) = nf=1 = /[VfP+ PTHP, i %,

(4.1)
(Vu,n) =1, along 0%.

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

(4.2) [ £= [nre = [ VTSP

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

M) = {p R o= X < -3 < - X(a | H ) < 5

and A, = Ngex A, (). Accordingly,

U= { ()i € T\ 08y € TR IVulo)] < 5.5 < I ) < 3 |

B, = {(z,y) €U :rV?u(w) +7(h(x),y) + g(x) > 0},
and @, (z,y) = X (x)+7(Vu(z)+y). Note that when ||H|| = 0, the notation || H |~ H

simply means the normal vector v. Similar as in Section 3, we still have
e The inclusion ®,.(B,) 2 A,; and
e The Jacobian J(®,) = r"+'det (V,Viu(z) + (y, hl) + 6! /r).

The proofs are almost identical.

Lemma 4.1. We have asymptotic behavior

(4.3) lim inf r 7Y A,| > C,.,,

T—00
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“$U

FIGURE 3. Left: each A(z) contains two cones, the shaded area; Right:
A contains at least C, the shaded area.

where Cpr =27 (n + 1) w,m N7 + V72— 1)

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

the minimal height of unit normals is —7, in Fig. 3, a = (=%, — VT;_I,O,-n ,0).

The vector ac is parallel to £ = (V72 —1,7,0,---,0). From this we derive b =
(—5=,0---,0) and c = (_TJ”ZTLl, T_VQTLl,O--- ,0). Thus C has volume

— 55

N — V2P 1\" 1 1
Cl = wn (;> e ——2=2"n4+ 1) r (T + VT2 - 1),

from which it follows that
lim inf r "7 A,| > |C| > C,..,
T—>00

completing the proof. O

Lemma 4.2. We have for any (x,y) € B,

det (V,V7u(z) + (y, hl) + 01 /r) < (fﬁ + 1/r>n.

Proof. By definition, V2u + (y, h) + g/r > 0 for any (z,y) € B,. Therefore

. . . H) 1\"
det (V;V7u+ (y,h]) + 6/ /r) < <M+T<y> + ;) .
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Moreover, we have

(. H) — (V.50) < L IH| + 19 £19ul < IVTP+ PIEFY/ NP + 1/
< VIVIR+ PIHIPV/A+1/4 < VIV + fPH]|2.
Combined with Eq. (4.1), it follows that
Bu+(y, H) = nf =7 = 1 (VIVIP+ PIHIP + (V£,Vu) = (y, fH) ) < nfT,

giving the assertion. O

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

Al _ [ J(@) N
< < n—1 .
T.n+1 - B, TnJrl d d 5 ('f + 1/7") dﬂ'g

Sending r — oo, we derive [, fr=1 > C,.. In the view of Eq. (4.2), we compute

/ f+/\/|vf|2+f2||H||2=n/ff1
_n</f“> (/f) > it ([ )

1 1
Finally we write C), , = nCy\r = (n+1)" OnT W (7— + VT2 —1)7! 0

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

We fix such a section v € ['(T+Y), with |v|? = —1; that is, v is a unit timelike normal
vector field along ¥. At each point x € 3, we have decompostion

T8 =TH'Y o T,

where T:-?% = Span{v(z)}. Note that T:-Y is a spacelike subspace. Accordingly,

we write a normal vector as y = y! + y-2. The equation we consider now is

div(fVu) = mfn= — [V + PHPP +[[HE2]?), £\ 0%,

(5:1) (Vu,n) =1, 0%.

We normalize by

_ e 2 2 1,12 1.2(2
(5.2) /azf /me /Zx/IVfI T P(ENE [
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so that the PDE has a solution. The domains and codomains are

< {p— X(2),v(x)) <

3

Finally we take @, : T+ — R™! : (2,9) — X (x) + r(Vu(x) +y). As in Section 3,

N3

Mo = e R o - X+ lip - XD < -
Ar = mIL‘GEAT (‘r)a

< (y*v) <

“:{“ﬂ”wezvmwerﬁuvwwﬁ+w“P<

N | =
DO | —

1
Z_l’
B, = {(z,y) €U : rV*u(z) + r{y, h(z) + g(x) > 0)}.

e The inclusion ¢,(B,) 2 A,; and
e The Jacobian J(®,) = r"+'det (V;Viu(x) + (y, hl) + 6! /r).

The proofs are almost identical.

Lemma 5.1. We have asymptotic behavior

(5.3) liminfr—"7'|A4,] > C, .,
r—00
where Cpr =270+ 1) Yw,m N7 + V72— 1)

Proof. We write R*™! = T, X @ T+Y = (T,X @ TH'Y) @ TH2S. If p € A.(x), then
2 2
(0~ X@) P+ - X@)P < and J(p- X(@) 2P <L
If { € T,Y & T,-'S is a unit vector and p — X = s{ + tv, then |s|, [¢t| < %, the shape
of A.(z) and A, would be exactly like those in Fig. 3. Thus the same conclusion
holds as in Lemma 4.1. U

Lemma 5.2. We have for any (z,y) € B,

det (V:Viu(x) + (y, hl) + 6 /r) < (fr + 1/r>m.

Proof. By geometric-arithmetic inequality,

det (V;Vu(x) + (y. h]) + 6] /r) < <M+T@H> * %)m

N3
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Now by Eq. (5.1), we have
Au+(y, H) =mfms — 1 /IVIR+ PIESP + [H2[2) + (V£,Va) - (fH,y)).
On the other hand, by the definition of B,.,
—(Vf,Vu) + (fH,y) = (Vf,Vu) + (FH-Ny =t + (FH, y2)

1
< |VAIVul+ [FH Ny + S FIIH

1
< VIVFF T PIHIP T PIE (9 + |y + )

< VIVER + PHS A+ [LHE2]2).

This implies that Au + (y, H) < mf ﬁ, completing the proof. O

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

Bl [(rea)”
C*n,Tg/fwffl.

Taking Eq. (5.2) into consideration, we derive

it ([ ) n (o) ([ o f

= [ t+ [ VIVIET PRSP T,
0% P

Taking r — oo, we obtain

Finally, we compute Cy, , » = mCyr = m2~m (n+ D) mwyr m(r+yV/rE—1)"m. O
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