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SYSTOLIC INEQUALITIES AND THE HOROWITZ-MYERS
CONJECTURE

SIMON BRENDLE AND PEI-KEN HUNG

ABSTRACT. Let 3 < n < 7, and let g be a Riemannian metric on
B? x T™? with scalar curvature at least —n(n —1). We establish an in-
equality relating the systole of the boundary to the infimum of the mean
curvature on the boundary. As a consequence, we confirm a conjecture
of Horowitz and Myers.

1. INTRODUCTION

Our goal in this paper is to prove the following geometric inequality for
two-dimensional surfaces.

Theorem 1.1. Let us fix an integer n > 3. Let ¥ be a compact, connected,
orientable surface with boundary 0% # (), and let g be a Riemannian metric
on Y. We denote by K the Gaussian curvature of X, by k the geodesic
curvature of the boundary 9%, and by n the outward-pointing unit normal
vector field to 0X. Let ¢ be a smooth function on ¥ such that

n

-1
—2AY — 2|V1/)|2+n(n—1)+2K20

n [e—
at each point in X. If ¥ is diffeomorphic to B2, then

21051 inf (V) + 5 — (n— 1) < ()"

If ¥ is not diffeomorphic to B2, then
inf((Ve,n) + £ — (n 1)) <0.

The proof of Theorem [L.1] consists of two parts. If ¥ is diffeomorphic
to B2, the proof relies on a monotonicity formula (see Corollary 210 be-
low). This argument shares some common features with the proof of the
fill radius estimate in the groundbreaking work of Gromov and Lawson (see
[10], Section 10). If ¥ is not diffeomorphic to B?, we minimize a weighted
length functional and apply the stability inequality. The latter argument is
inspired by work of Schoen and Yau [16].
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In higher dimensions, we prove the following estimate.

Theorem 1.2. Let3 < n < 7. Let us consider the manifold M = B2xT"2,
Let Z denote the pull-back of the volume form on S' under the projection

OM =St x T2 5 S (€,61,...,0, 2) &

Note that 2 is a closed one-form on OM. Let g be a Riemannian metric on
M with scalar curvature at least —n(n — 1). Then

(Hou — (n—1) < ()",

20" inf
oM

where o denotes the length of the shortest closed curve v in (OM, g) satisfying
[LE#0.
(0%

To deduce Theorem [[.2] from Theorem [[LT], we construct a minimal slicing
with free boundary. The minimal slicing technique was pioneered in the
fundamental work of Schoen and Yau [I5]. This argument is closely related
to the torical symmetrization procedure described in Section 12 of Gromov
and Lawson’s paper [10] (see also [7] and [9]).

As a consequence of Theorem [[L.2] we obtain the following result, which
confirms a conjecture of Horowitz and Myers [13].

Theorem 1.3. Let 3 < n < 7. Let us fir a flat metric v on the torus
Sl x T"=2. Let = denote the pull-back of the volume form on S under the
projection
Stx 12 Sl, (&,01,...,0h_2) — &.
Note that = is a closed one-form on S' x T" 2. Let Q be a symmetric
(0,2)-tensor on S* x T""2. We fiz a real number ro > 0 and consider the
hyperbolic metric
Gg=r2dredr+r’y
on (rg,00) x SYx T2, Let M = R?xT"2. We identify (ro,00)x St x T2
with a subset of M wvia the embedding
(7"0, OO) X Sl X Tn_2 — M, (r,&, 91, . ,Hn_g) — (7"5, 01, . ,Hn_2).

Let g be a Riemannian metric on M with scalar curvature at least —n(n—1).
Moreover, suppose that g satisfies

lg—g—r*""Qlg < o(r ™)
and
ID(g—g—1*"Q)lg < o(r™")
as r — co. Then

/51><Tn2 (ntm(@) + <i_7;>n) dvol, > 0,

where o denotes the length of the shortest closed curve o in (S' x T" 2, ~)
satisfying fa = #£0.
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The inequality in Theorem [[.3] is sharp for the Horowitz-Myers metrics.
For a discussion of the background of the Horowitz-Myers conjecture, we
refer to [1], [3], [4], [8], [13], [14], and [20].

Remark 1.4. The proof of Theorem [[.3] does not actually use the assump-
tion that v is flat. If v is a non-flat metric on S' x 7" ~2, then, by the solution
of Geroch’s conjecture, there exists a point on S' x T2 where the scalar
curvature of v is strictly negative. The scalar curvature of the metric g is
related to the scalar curvature of 7y by the formula R; = —n(n—1)+r"2 R,,.
Hence, if v is a non-flat metric on S* x T2, then there are points where
the scalar curvature of g is strictly less than —n(n — 1).

2. PrROOF OF THEOREM [[LTI] - THE CASE WHEN X IS DIFFEOMORPHIC TO
B2
In this section, we prove Theorem [L.I] in the special case when ¥ is dif-
feomorphic to B2. We define a function u : ¥ — [0,00) by u(z) = d(z,0%)
for x € . Moreover, we define a function p : 9% — (0, 00) by
p(z) =sup{t > 0 : exp,(—tn(z)) is defined and u(exp,(—tn(x))) =t}
for each point x € 0%. Let
D = {(z,t) € 0¥ x [0,00) : t € [0, p(x)]}
and
D° = {(z,t) € 9L x [0,00) : t € [0, p(z))}.
Clearly, D is a compact subset of 9¥ X [0,00). Moreover, it is well known
that D is a relatively open subset of 9% x [0,00). Putting these facts
together, it follows that p is a continuous function (see also [18], Proposition

4.2.1).
We define a map @ : D — ¥ by

®(z,t) = exp,(—tn(z)).
Note that @ is surjective. Moreover, the restriction ®|po is injective. Indeed,
if (z,t) € D° and (%,1) € D satisfy ®(x,t) = ®(,t), then (z,t) = (&,1).
Finally, with a suitable choice of orientation, we have det(D®), ) > 0 for
each point (z,t) € DV.
Let | = supyexy u(y). For each s € (0,1), we denote by A(s) the area of
the tubular neighborhood {y € ¥ : u(y) < s}. We may write

min{p(z),s}
A(s) = / (/ det D®(x,t) dt> dvol(x)
oz \Jo

for each s € (0,1). Moreover, we define

L(s) = / Lip(z)>sy det D@(z, s) dvol(x)
0% -

for each s € (0,1). Note that the function s + L(s) is not necessarily
continuous.
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Lemma 2.1. We can find a large constant C' such that the function s —
A(s) — Cs is monotone decreasing for s € (0,1). Moreover, |X| — A(s) <
C (Il —s) for each s € (0,1).

Proof. Let us fix a large constant C' such that det(D®)q,, < C for
each point x € 9% and each ¢t € [0, p(x)]. This implies that the function
s+ A(s) — C'|0%| s is monotone decreasing for s € (0,1). Moreover, using

the identity
p(z)
|2 :/ </ det D®(x,t) dt) dvol(z),
ox 0
we obtain

p(z)
|X| — A(s) = / </ det D®(z,t) dt> dvol(x)
1) min{p(z),s}

for each s € (0,1). Since p(z) < for all z € 9%, it follows that |X| — A(s) <
C'|0%| (I — s) for each s € (0,1). This completes the proof of Lemma 2]

Lemma 2.2. The function s — L(s) is uniformly bounded from above for
€ (0,1). Moreover, we can find a large constant C' such that the function
s — L(s) — C's is monotone decreasing for s € (0,1).

Proof. Standard results in comparison geometry imply that we can find
a large constant C' with the following property. For each point x € 0%,
the function ¢ — e~ ¢* det(D®), ;) is monotone decreasing for ¢ € [0, p(z)].
Consequently, the function s — e~¢® L(s) is monotone decreasing for s €
(0,1). From this, the assertion follows. This completes the proof of Lemma
2.2

We define a function F : — (0,00) by

/41— "4 dg

for each z € (1,00). Note that F' is smooth and strictly monotone increasing.
We denote by G : (0,00) — (1,00) the inverse of F. Clearly, G is smooth
and strictly monotone increasing. A straightforward calculation gives

£G(s) = Gls) (1 - Gls) ™)
for each s € (0,00). This implies
) 2 (@) = - ) G (1 Gt
and
d iy m n
(2) S (1=G(5)™)2) = 5 G(s)

for each s € (0, 00).
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For each s € (0,1), we define

Qs) ={y € ¥ :uly) > s}.
For each s € (0,1), §2(s) is a non-empty open subset of ¥ with area |X|—A(s).
Finally, we define

I(s):277—(n—l)(l—G(l—s)_”)%L(s)—i-/ (AyY — K)
Q(s)
and

J(s) = G(l — )" 1 I(s)
for each s € (0,1).

Lemma 2.3. The function s+ |I(s)| is uniformly bounded from above for
€ (0,1). Moreover, we can find a large constant C' such that the function
s+ I(s) + Cs is monotone increasing for s € (0,1).

Proof. Note that
[I(s)|<2m+(n—1)L /|A1/) K|

for all s € (0,1). Since the function s + L(s) is uniformly bounded from
above for s € (0,1), it follows that the function s — [I(s)| is uniformly
bounded from above for s € (0,1).

In view of Lemma [Z1] and Lemma 22| we can find a large constant C
such that the functions s — A(s) — Cs and s — L(s) — C's are monotone
decreasing for s € (0,[). Since the function G is monotone increasing, we
obtain

(1—G(l—s50)™%—(1-G(l—s1)"™)2>0
for 0 < sg < s1 < [. This implies

I(s1) — I(s9) = —(n — 1) (1 = G(I — 50)™™)2 (L(s1) — L(s0))

—/ (A — K)

Q(s0)\2(s1)

> —(n—1)(1 -G —s0)™™)2 (L(s1) — L(50))
— sup | A% — K| (A(s1) — A(50))

> —C(n—1)(s1 — so0)

-C s;p\Aw—K](sl —S0)

for 0 < sg < s1 < I. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.3
Lemma 2.4. The function s — |J(s)| is uniformly bounded from above for

€ (0,1). Moreover, we can find a large constant C' such that the function
s+ J(s) + Cs is monotone increasing for s € (0,1).
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Proof. The first statement follows immediately from Lemma 2.3l To
prove the second statement, let us fix a large constant C' such that |[I(s)] < C
for all s € (0,1) and the function s — I(s) + C's is monotone increasing for
s € (0,1). Using (), we obtain

0<GU—s0)" 1 =Gl —5)" < (n=1)GD)" (51 — s0)
for 0 < sg < s1 < [. This implies
J(s1) — J(s0)
= G(l—50)""" (I(s1) = I(50)) = (G(l = 50)" " = G(l = 51)" 1) I (s1)
> —CG(l—s0)" sy —s0) —C(G(l —50)" L —G(l — 51)"})
> —CnG()" ! (s1 — s0)
for 0 < sg < s1 < Il. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.4

The following result was proved by Fiala [0] in the real-analytic case and
by Hartman [12] in the smooth case.

Theorem 2.5 (F. Fiala [0]; P. Hartman [12]). We can find a set € C (0,1)
of measure 0 with the following properties:

(i) Suppose that s € (0,1) \ £. Moreover, suppose that x is a point in
0% with p(x) > s. Then det(D®), 4 # 0.

(i1) Suppose that s € (0,1) \ £. Moreover, suppose that y is a point in
Y with u(y) = s. Then the set {x € IX : p(z) > s and ®(z,s) =y}
consists of at most two elements.

(iii) Suppose that s € (0,1) \ E. Then the set {x € X : p(x) = s} is
finite.

(iv) Suppose that s € (0,1) \ £. Then the domain Q(s) has piecewise
smooth boundary. The length of the boundary 0Q(s) is given by
L(s). Moreover,

lim sup Lis+9) = L(s) < —A(s),
5\0 J

where A(s) denotes the total geodesic curvature of the boundary 9€)(s)
(including angle contributions).

Proof. These statements are proved in [I8], Chapter 4. To be more spe-
cific, let £ denote the set of exceptional values defined in Definition 4.3.1 in
[18]. By Lemma 4.3.6 in [I8], £ is a set of measure zero. Properties (i) and
(ii) follow directly from the definition of the set £. Property (iii) follows
from Lemma 4.4.1 in [I8]. Finally, property (iv) follows from Theorem 4.4.1
in [I8], keeping in mind that tan § > 4 for 6 € [0, 7).

Lemma 2.6. For each s € (0,1)\E, the domain )(s) has Euler characteristic
at least 1.
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Proof. Let us fix a real number s € (0,1) \ £. Since 9% is connected,
the complement ¥\ £(s) is connected. Moreover, ¥\ Q(s) contains a collar
neighborhood of 9¥. Since ¥ is diffeomorphic to B2, it follows that each
connected component of €(s) is simply connected. Thus, the Euler charac-
teristic of €(s) equals the number of connected components of €2(s). This
completes the proof of Lemma

Lemma 2.7. For each s € (0,1) \ €, we have
27 — K < A(s)
Q(s)

and

A < / V.
Q(s) 00(s)

As above, A(s) denotes the total geodesic curvature of the boundary 0S(s)
(including angle contributions).

Proof. Let us fix a real number s € (0,1)\ €. By Lemma [2.6] the domain
Q(s) has Euler characteristic at least 1. Hence, the first statement follows
from the Gauss-Bonnet theorem. The second statement follows from the
divergence theorem. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.71

Proposition 2.8. For each s € (0,1) \ £, we have
I §)—1I
Cx1)

Proof. Let us fix a real number s € (0,1) \ £. By Theorem (iv), we
know that

lig inf — 1) (1 -G —s)"™)zI(s) > 0.

lim sup L(s+9) = L(s) < —A(s).
5\O J

Using (2), we obtain

i inf I(s+0)—1I(s) _ n(n—1)
5§\0 1) 2

(n—1)(1 — G(l — s)™™)2 A(s)

/ (—Ap + K).
0(s)

v

Gl —s)™ L(s)

+ o+

By assumption,

n—1 5  n(n—1)
—Aa/)—mww +T+K20‘
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This implies

L d(s+0) —1(s) n(n —1) n
llgn\j(l)lf 5 > — 5 (1-G(I—s)"")L(s)

+(n—1)(1 -Gl —s)™)2A(s)

n—1 / 2
+ [Val*.
2(n —2) Jaa(s)
On the other hand, Lemma [2.7] gives

I(s) < —(n—1) (1= G(l —5)™)2 L(s) + A(s) + /m( | V.
Putting these facts together, we conclude that
. A(s+0)—1(s) |
hgn\}onff —(n—-1)1-G(Il—-s)")21(s)
> 220V a7 )
B L e AN AL

n—1

=— n— - —s) "2 — 2,
= 3 fo, (121~ G )™ V)

The expression on the right hand side is nonnegative. This completes the
proof of Proposition 2.8

Proposition 2.9. For each s € (0,1) \ £, we have
J(s+96) — J(s)
)

Proof. Let us fix a real number s € (0,1) \ £. Using (), we obtain
J(s+0) = J(s) =G(l - 3)“—1 liminf M
o SN0 0
~ (=1 G =" (1= G = 8) )2 I(s),

and the expression on the right hand side is nonnegative by Proposition 2.8
This completes the proof of Proposition [2.91

lim inf > 0.
N0

lim inf
SN0

Corollary 2.10. The function s — J(s) is monotone increasing for s €

0,1).

Proof. It follows from Lemma [2.4] and the monotone differentiation the-
orem that the function s — J(s) is differentiable almost everywhere and

J(Sl) — J(So) > /Sl J/(s) ds

S0
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for all 0 < sg < s1 < I. Moreover, since £ is a set of measure zero, Propo-
sition implies that J'(s) > 0 almost everywhere. Putting these facts
together, we conclude that J(s1) — J(sg) > 0 for 0 < sp < s1 < I. This
completes the proof of Corollary 2.10

Corollary 2.11. We have

(! (— (-1 -G s+ [

ox

(Vy,m) + /4)> < 2.

Proof. Using the Gauss-Bonnet theorem and the divergence theorem, we
obtain

limian(s):27r—(n—1)(1—G(l)_”)%\82\+/EA1/J—/EK

s\0

— (- 1) (1 GO} o8] + /a (Vi + / K.

ox
This gives

lilsn\i(l]lf J(s) =Gt <— (n—=1)(1-G1)™™)2|0%| + /@((vw,oﬁ + H))
On the other hand,

I(s) §27T—|-/

Q(s)
for each s € (0,1). Moreover, Lemma [2.1] implies that |X| — A(s) < C' (I —s)
0,1).

for each s € (0,1). Thus,

Ay — K| < 27T+Slép|A¢ — K[ (%] = A(s))

limsup I(s) < 2.
s N

Since lim, ~n G(I — s) = 1, we conclude that

limsup J(s) < 27.
s M

Hence, the assertion follows from Corollary 210l This completes the proof
of Corollary 2111

Corollary 2.12. We have

2]0%|" 1 /{)E(<v¢,n> +r—(n—1))< (4—”)".

n

Proof. We may assume that

/ (VY,m) + K —(n—1)) >0,
0%

for otherwise the assertion is trivial. Using Corollary 211l we obtain

G(y™? ( —2n— 1) (1 — G(1)™™)2 |93 + /62(2<W’"> n 2,{)) < 4.
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Using the inequality 2 (1 — a)% <2—afor 0 <a<1, we deduce that
G()" 1 ((n -G~ 0% —1—/ (2(V,n) + 2k — 2(n — 1))> < 4.
0%
Using the inequality (n — 1) a™ + b" > na™ b for a,b > 0, we obtain

(n—1)GI)""|0%| + /82(2(V1/1,77> + 2k —2(n—1))

> nG) sl ( [

1)

n

(2(Vy,n) + 2k —2(n — 1))>

Putting these facts together, we conclude that

< A4r.

wlos’s ([ @vin +2n—200-1)
0%
This completes the proof of Corollary
Corollary implies

2005" inf (V) + 5 (0= 1)) < (°7)",

as desired.

3. PrROOF OF THEOREM [[.]] - THE CASE WHEN X IS NOT
DIFFEOMORPHIC TO B2

In this section, we prove Theorem [[LT] in the special case when ¥ is not
diffeomorphic to B2.

Lemma 3.1. The relative homotopy group w1 (X, 0%) is non-trivial.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that m1(X,0Y%) is trivial.
This implies that OF is connected, hence diffeomorphic to S'. We glue
¥ with the disk B? along their common boundary. In this way, we pro-
duce a compact, connected, orientable surface 3 without boundary. Since
m1(X,0%) is trivial, it follows that S is simply connected. Thus, 3 is dif-
feomorphic to S2. Consequently, 3 is diffeomorphic to B2, contrary to our
assumption. This completes the proof of Lemma [3.11

In view of Lemma [B.I, we can find a stable free boundary geodesic I' in
(Z,e* g). In particular, ' C 9% and T’ meets X orthogonally along I
Let v : [0,{] — I be a unit speed parametrization of I'. Let v(s) € T 5,2
denote the unit normal at the point (s) and let H(s) denote the geodesic
curvature at the point y(s). Then H(s) + (Vi|y(s),v(s)) = 0 for each
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s € [0,1]. Applying Theorem [AT] with p = e¥ gives

! l t
() 2 gg / RICIO) K((s)) C(s)? — / e (1(s) H(s)2((s)2
0 0 0

l
n / P 0D (D), o) ((s), v(s)) C(5)?

— 0O 1 (7(0)) ¢(0) — ¥ k(y(1)) ¢(1)* > 0

for every test function ¢ € C*°([0,1]). We next consider the first eigenfunc-
tion of the stability operator. This gives a positive function v € C*°([0,1])
such that

—0"(s) = K(y(s)) v(s) — H(s)* v(s)
(3) (D2 (0(5),1(5)) 0(s) — (Tl (057 () ¥/ (5) = Aw(s)
for each s € [0,!] with Neumann boundary conditions

—v'(0) = £(7(0)) v(0)

o

and
V(1) = k(v (1)) v (D).
Here, A is a nonnegative constant. We next define
w(s) = ¢((s)) +log v(s)

for each s € [0,1].

Lemma 3.2. The function w satisfies

2n—1) "

_w//(s) _

for each s € [0,1].
Proof. Note that

2
(4) _%1/,(7(3)) — H(5) (Vbly(s), v(5)) + (DE) () (Y (5),7'(5)) = 0

for each s € [0,1]. Using B) and (d]) together with the identity H(s) +
(Vly(s), v(s)) = 0, we obtain
n 1(a)2
s
n

= —Au((9) + KO) = 5 (V.7 ()’

_ w//(s) _

1 v / 5 1 2 \
+ ( 2)( ) (< w’«/(s)a’}’ (3)> — (TL — )'U(S) v (S)) +
for each s € [0,!]. By assumption,
n- n(n —1)
_M_W|W|2+ ;K20
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at each point in X. Moreover, A\ is nonnegative. Putting these facts together,
the assertion follows. This completes the proof of Lemma

Lemma 3.3. We have min{—w'(0),w' (1)} <n — 1.

Proof. If —w'(0) < n — 1, the assertion is clearly true. Suppose next
that —w’(0) > n — 1. Using Lemma [B:2] and standard ODE arguments, we
conclude that —w'(s) > n — 1 for each s € [0,1]. In particular, w'(l) <
—(n—1) <n —1. This completes the proof of Lemma B3]

Finally, we observe that

—w'(0) = —(V¥l,0),7'(0)) + £(7(0))
and
w'(1) = (VY I, 7 (1) + w(v (1))
Using Lemma B3] we conclude that

min { = (Vel, (0,7 (0)) + K(/(0)), (Tebhyy, 7' () + £(¥(D) } <n = 1.

Thus,

as claimed.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we discuss how Theorem[I.2lcan be deduced from Theorem
[[1l Let n denote the outward-pointing unit normal vector field to M. We
denote by hgps the second fundamental form of OM and by Hyys the mean
curvature of 9M. Throughout this section, we assume that

inf (Hony — (n— 1)) > 0,
for otherwise the assertion is trivial.

For each k € {1,...,n— 2}, we denote by Oy the pull-back of the volume
form on S' under the projection

OM =St x T2 5 S1 (£,01,...,00_2) — 6.
For each k € {1,...,n — 2}, O is a closed one-form on OM.

Proposition 4.1. We can find a collection of compact, connected, orientable
submanifolds Xk, k € {0,...,n — 2}, a collection of positive functions vy, €
C®(Xk), k € {1,...,n — 2}, and a collection of positive functions py €
C®(Xx), k €{0,...,n— 2} with the following properties.
(i) o =M and po = 1.
(ii) For each k € {0,...,n — 2}, we have dim X =n — k.
(iii) For each k € {1,...,n — 2}, ¥ is a compact, connected, embedded,
orientable hypersurface in Xp_1 satisfying 0%y C 0X_1. Moreover,
Y meets 0¥ _1 orthogonally along 0%y.
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(iv) For each k € {1,...,n—2}, the outward-pointing unit normal vector
field to 0% in Xk equals . Moreover, the second fundamental form
of 0% in Xy equals the restriction of hans to T(0Xy).

(v) For each k € {1,...,n — 2}, ¥ is a stable free boundary minimal

2

hypersurface in (Ek_l,pﬁ g5,_,)-
(vi) For each k € {0,...,n — 2}, we have

/ EANOpi1 A ANOp_o #0.
)%

(vii) For each k € {1,...,n — 2}, the function v € C*(Xy) satisfies
— As, v — Rics, . (vs,,vs,) vk — |hs, |* v
+ (D3, log pp—1) (v, vs,) v — (V7 log pr_1, VFug) = Aoy,
on Xy with Neumann boundary condition

(V> v, m) — hon (Vs Vs, ) vk = 0
on 0Xy,. Here, \;, is a nonnegative constant.
viil) For each k € {1,...,n — 2}, the function py € k) is given by
iii) F h k 1 2}, the functi C™®(Xy) is gi b
Pk = Pr—1lx, * V-
(ix) For each k € {1,...,n — 2}, the normal derivative of py satisfies

k
<v2kpk7 T,> - Z haM(VZj ) sz) Pk = 0
j=1
at each point on 0Xy.

2
(x) Foreachk € {1,...,n—2}, the manifold (X, py """ g, ) has bound-
_
ary mean curvature equal to p; " Honr. In particular, the mani-
2
fold (Xy, pp """ gs,.) has strictly mean convex boundary.

Proof. We argue by induction on k. For k = 0, we define ¥y = M
and pg = 1. We now turn to the inductive step. Suppose that k €
{1,...,n — 2}, and that we have constructed submanifolds X, ..., X 1,
positive functions vy € C*(3),...,v5_1 € C*°(Xk_1), and positive func-
tions pg € C°(Xp),...,pr—1 € C(Xk_1) satisfying the conditions (i)—(x)
above. The inductive hypothesis implies

/ EANOA...ANOp_o#0.
0%k—1

By taking the intersection of X;_; with a generic level set of the function
0, : M — S', we obtain a compact, embedded, orientable hypersurface 3
in Y¥j_1 with the property that

/~ EANOpi1A...ANOp_o #0.
o5,
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Note that 3, may be disconnected, but this does not affect the subsequent
arguments.

2
The inductive hypothesis implies that the manifold (3j_1, pﬁ gs,_,) has
strictly mean convex boundary. By Theorem [B.Il we can find a compact,
connected, embedded, orientable hypersurface X in Y;_; with the following
properties:

e The boundary 0%; is contained in 9Xj_;. Moreover, ¥; meets
0%_1 orthogonally along 9%.
e The submanifold X is a stable free boundary minimal hypersurface
2

in (Sko1, pp1 95y)-
e We have fazk EAOpi1A...ANOp_o #0.

In view of the inductive hypothesis, the outward-pointing unit normal vector
field to 0¥p_1 in Xi_1 equals 1. Consequently, the outward-pointing unit
normal vector field to 0¥ in ¥ equals . From this, we deduce that the
second fundamental form of 0% in X equals the restriction of hgps to
T(0%). In particular, the mean curvature of 0% in Xy is given by

k

(5) trox, (hosr) = Hoar — > honr (vs;, vs,).
=1

To summarize, we have shown that properties (ii)—(vi) hold for .
The stability inequality implies that

/ Pk—1|V2’“C|2—/ Pk—lRiCEkl(VEkaVEk)<2_/ pr—1 |hs, [* ¢
+ /z pr—1 (D%, log pr_1)(vs,,vs,) ¢
k

—/ pr—1 hos, (Vs vs,) 2 >0
o

for every test function ¢ € C*°(Xy) (see Theorem [AJlbelow). Here, hoy,
denotes the second fundamental form of 9¥;_; in X;_;. The inductive
hypothesis implies that hpx, , (vs,,vs,) = hom(vs,,vs,). Hence, if we
define vy € C*°(X) to be a first eigenfunction of the stability operator,
then property (vii) holds for vy.

We next define the function p, € C*°(Xg) by pr = pr—1ls, - vk. Then
property (viii) holds for p;. Moreover, the inductive hypothesis implies

N

-1

(V¥ 1pp_1,m) = > hom(vs,,vs,) pr—1 =0
1

<.
Il

at each point on 0X;_1. Since

(VZrup,m) — horr(vs,, sy, ) vk = 0
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at each point on 0%, we conclude that

k
(6) (V¥ pr,n) = > hon(ve,,vs,) pr =0
j=1

at each point on 9. Therefore, property (ix) holds for py.

2

Finally, combining (5]) and (@), we conclude that the manifold (X, p;' " g5, )
has boundary mean curvature

1 k S
P (HE)M =Y hon(vs;, vs;) + (V7 log py, 77>) =p, """ Hom
=1

Thus, property (x) holds for ¥;. This completes the proof of Proposition [4.1]
The following identity plays a central role in the dimension reduction
argument of Schoen and Yau [I5],[17] (see also [10], Section 12).

Proposition 4.2 (cf. R. Schoen, S.T. Yau [15],[17]). For each k € {0,...,n—
2}, the scalar curvature of Xy, satisfies

Ry, — Ry — 2 Ax, log pr, — [VZ* log py|?

k k k
=D _IV¥logul* =3 lhs,[ =3 A
j=1 j=1 j=1
at each point on Xy.

Proof. We include the details for the convenience of the reader. For
k = 0, the assertion is trivial. Suppose next that & € {1,...,n — 2} and the
assertion is true for £ — 1. In other words,

Ry, , — Ry —2Asx, | logpr_1 — |V log py_1|*

k-1 k-1 k-1
(7) =DV logui P =Y ke [P =N

j=1 j=1 j=1
at each point on X;_;. Using the Gauss equations, we obtain
(8) RZk - REkq + 2R‘iCEk—1(VEk7 VEk) - H%k + ’thF =0

at each point on Y. In view of property (vii) in Proposition Al we know
that

— 2 Ay, logvg — 2|VZ* logvg|* — 2Ricy, | (vs,,vs,) — 2 |hs, |
(9)  +2(D%,  logpr_1)(vs,,vs,) — 2(V7* log pr_1, V¥ logvg) = Ay
at each point on ¥;. Moreover,
2Ay, logpp_1—2(D3,_ logpp_1)(vs,,vs,)
(10) —2Hy, <V2k*1 log pr—1,vs,) —2Asx, logpr—1 =0
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at each point on Y. Finally,
H%k + 2 Hy, (VZ1log pp_1,vs,)
(11) + |V log py 1 [ — [V7* log pr—1 |
= (Hs, + (VE=11og pr_1, ng>)2 =0
at each point on Xj. In the next step, we add () — ([I)). This gives
Rs, — Ry — 2 Ay, log pp—1 — 2 Ay, log vy,
— V¥ log pr-1[* = 2(V** log pi—1, V* log vg) — [V log vy |

k k k
=) IV logu P = s P =)
j=1 Jj=1 J=1

at each point on Y. Since log pr = log pr_1 + log vy at each point on Xy,
we conclude that

Ry, — Rur — 2 Ay, log p, — |V log py|?
k

k k
_ Z |V2j logvj|2 — Z |h2j|2 = Z)\j
j=1

j=1 Jj=1
at each point on ¥;. This completes the proof of Proposition

Corollary 4.3. For each k € {0,...,n — 2}, the scalar curvature of X
satisfies

k+1
Ry, — Ry — 2 Ay, log pi, — 5 ]VZk log,ok\2 >0
at each point on Xy,.

Proof. It follows from properties (i) and (viii) in Proposition 1] that
Pk = H?:l vj at each point on ¥j. This implies

k k
Z |V log v;|? > Z |V>* log v; |2
j=1 j=1

2
: |

k
‘ Z Vk log vj
j=1

= — [V>* log py|?

E NS

at each point on ;. Moreover, Z?Zl Aj > 0. Hence, the assertion follows
from Proposition This completes the proof of Corollary [£.3]

After these preparations, we now complete the proof of Theorem To
that end, we consider the surface ¥ := 3,,_s. Moreover, we define a function
P € C®(X) by 9 := log pp—2. It follows from property (vi) in Proposition
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4.1l that faz = # 0. In the next step, we apply Corollary [3lwith k = n — 2.
Using the inequality Ry; > —n(n — 1), we conclude that

n

-1
2K +n(n—1)—2Ay — 2|v¢|220

n [e—
at each point on . In view of property (iv) in Proposition 4.1l the geodesic
curvature of 9% in ¥ is given by

n—2

(12) k= hoy (7,7) = Hopr — Y honr(ve;, vs,),

j=1
where 7 denotes a unit vector tangential to 0%. By property (ix) in Propo-
sition 1] the normal derivative of 1 is given by

n—2

(13) (Vb,n) =Y hon(vs,;.vs;)

j=1
at each point on 93. Combining (I2)) and (I3)), we obtain

K+ <V¢777> = HaM
at each point on 0X. Applying Theorem [I.I] we conclude that

n - 4\ n
2105[" inf(Hons — (n—1)) < (=)

On the other hand, since [y, Z # 0, it follows that |[9%] > ¢ by definition
of o. This completes the proof of Theorem

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3]

In this section, we explain how Theorem [[.3] follows from Theorem
Let us fix a smooth function u : S* x T7"72 — R and a constant u such that

(14) A+ gtry(Q) +u=0

at each point on S' x T"~2. The function v is unique up to additive con-
stants. We can make u unique by requiring that f g1y pn—2 udvoly = 0.

In the following, we assume that 7 is chosen sufficiently large. We define
M = M\ {r > #+""u}. Note that M is a compact subset of M, and M
is diffeomorphic to B2 x S1.

Lemma 5.1. The mean curvature of the boundary M = {r = # 4+ 3 " u}
with respect to the metric g is given by (n — 1) + 7" u+ o(7~").
Proof. For abbreviation, we define
G=g+r"Q=r2drodr+r’y+r* Q.
Moreover, we consider the vector field V = r? %. Then

Ly (g) —2rg=0
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and
Lr(§) —2rg+nri"Q =0.

Note that |[V|; = 7 and [DV|; = 1 |.%/(g)|5 < O(r). Since |g— g5 < o(r™")
and |D(g — §)|5 < o(r™™), we obtain

L (g—9)g <CIVIz1D(g— )l + C|DVlglg — gl < o(r'™™).
This implies
(15) Ly (9) —2rg+nr® " Qly < o(r'™™).

Let W denote the gradient of the function r with respect to the metric g,
so that W* = ¢g* 0;r. Using the identity d;r = gj vk = Jjk VE, we obtain

Vi W' = g (gx — Gjn) V.
Since |g — glg < o(r™") and |D(g — §)|g < o(r™™), it follows that
[V —Wl3<Clg—ilgIVIg <o(r'™)

and

DV = W)]g

< C|D(g— 9l |Vsl + C1Dglglg — 4l5|Vlg + Clg = 3l |DVg < o(r' ™).
This implies

%7 w(@)ls < CIV = Wiy Dgly + C 1DV = W)y ol < ol

Using (I5), we conclude that
(16) L (g) —2rg+nr’"Qlg < o(r'™™).

We next consider the hypersurface M = {r = # + 73" u}. We denote by
1 denote the outward-pointing unit normal vector field to M with respect
to g and by H,;, the mean curvature of M with respect to g. Then

(17) Hy iy (W) = w5 (DW) = div,yyg, (W),
Using (I6]), we obtain
try (DW)
(18) - %traz\?.r(iﬂw(g))
=(n—1)(F+7"u) - g (7 + 77w "ty 1 (Q) + (™).

We next consider the map
©: St x T2 oM,
(01, .. Op2) = (F+ 72" u(€,01,. .., 0p—2),& 01, ... 00 2).
The pull-back of the metric § under the map ¢ is given by
0 (9) = (F+ Py + (F 4+ u)? Q4 (P + 70T w) T2 AT du @ du.
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Since |g — glg < o(r™™), it follows that

0 (g) = (F+ " u)y+x,

where y is a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor on S x T2 satisfying |x|, < O(#*™").
This implies

(19) try (Q) = (7 + 727" u) "2t (Q) + O(F " 2).
Substituting (I9)) into (I8]), we obtain
(20) traM(DW) =(n—1) (7‘+7‘3 "u)— Z (f—l—f?’_" u)l_" tr,(Q)+o(7 Pl ).

Moreover, since r = 7 + #3~" u along OM , we know that
divaM(Wtan) AR,
(21) =P A U
= (F+ 77" u) 2P Aju+ o(F1 ).
Substituting (20) and (21]) into (I7]), we obtain
Hyyy (Win) = (n = 1) (7 47" u) = 2 (7 + 757" w) " t1,(Q)
— (F 4+ u) 2T A+ oA,
In view of ([I4]), we conclude that
(22)  Hypy (W) = (n—1) (F 477" w) + (7 + #7"u) ™"+ o(F 7).
It remains to compute the inner product (W, n). Note that
(23) (WP = [W[E+0(F*") = (F 47" u)® + o(P*).
Moreover, since r = 7 + 73" along M, we obtain
(24) |tan|2 = |V8M 2 = p6-2n |V6Mu|2 = O(74~),
Subtracting ([24) from (23) gives
(W) = (W2 [ = (5 4 557 ) 4 o),

hence
(25) (W,n) = (7 + #37"u) + o(F177).
Combining ([22)) and (25]), we conclude that

HaM:(n—1)+(r+r3 "u)T" o+ o(FTM).

This completes the proof of Lemma [5.11

After these preparations, we now describe the proof of Theorem .3l We
argue by contradiction. Suppose that

47

/Slen2 (ntry(Q) + <E)n) dvol, < 0.
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Let us fix a real number ¢ € (0,1) such that

4T\

_ _n_l - < .
(26) /S s (n tr,(Q) + (1 —¢) (m) ) dvol,, < 0
On the other hand, using (I4)) and the divergence theorem, we obtain
(27) / (ntr4(Q) + 2p) dvol, = 0.

S1xTn—2
Combining (26]) and (27]), we conclude that
4\
_\ntl gn (20

(28) 2(1—¢) 0,u_<n>.

In particular, u is a positive real number. )

If 7 is sufficiently large (depending on €), then the mean curvature of 9M
is bounded from below by (n — 1) + (1 — &) #~" u. Using Theorem [[.2] we
obtain

(29) 2(1— &) 6™ 7" < (%ﬁ)"

where & denotes the length of the shortest closed curve o in (E?M ,g) satis-
fying [ 2 # 0. Combining (28) and (29), we conclude that

sl <(1—¢)o

Since ¢ is independent of #, this leads to a contradiction if 7 is sufficiently
large. This completes the proof of Theorem [L.3]

APPENDIX A. THE SECOND VARIATION FORMULA FOR WEIGHTED AREA

In this section, we derive the stability inequality for free boundary mini-
mal hypersurfaces with respect to a conformally modified metric.

Theorem A.1. Let M be a compact, orientable manifold of dimension n
with boundary OM. Let g be a Riemannian metric on M, and let p be a
smooth positive function on M. Suppose that X is an orientable hypersurface
in M such that 0¥ C OM and ¥ meets OM orthogonally along 0%. If 3 is

a stable free boundary minimal hypersurface in (M, p»=T g), then
/P|V2C|2—/PRiCM(V&Vz)CQ—/P|h2|2C2
by by by
+ [Dhnmre) = [ 57 (9
—/ phon (vs,vs) (2 >0
0%

for every test function ( € C*°(X%).
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2
Proof. We consider the conformal metric § = p=—T g. Let n denote the
outward-pointing unit normal vector field to M with respect to g. The

1
unit normal vector field to M with respect to g is given by 7 = p~ =1 n,
and the second fundamental form of M with respect to g is given by

5 1 1 _
hoa = pr=T (haM +—— " dp(n) g)-

1
The unit normal vector field to X with respect to § is given by Is; = p~ »=1 vy,
and the second fundamental form of ¥ with respect to ¢ is given by

1 1 _
hs = pr-1 (hz +——p! dP(VE)9>~
n—1

Since X is a minimal hypersurface in (M, §), it follows that Hx+p~! dp(vs) =
0. This implies

= 2 1 _
hsfz=p 7 (Ihsf? = — p~2dp(vs)?).
n—1
The Ricci tensor of g is related to the Ricci tensor of g by the formula

1\ _ 1
)p "D’ — ——p " Apyg
n—1 n—1

Ricg = Ric — (1 -

1 _
mﬁ ? ‘dﬂfzg

(see [2], Theorem 1.159). Since X is a stable free boundary minimal hyper-
surface in (M, ), we know that

/E |d¢|2 dvoly — /Z Ricy(7s, 1) ¢ dvol; — /Z |his|2 ¢ dvoly

—i—(l—ﬁ)p‘zdp@dp—k

- ]NIaM(ﬂg,DE) <2dV019 >0
)

1
for every test function ¢ € C*°(X). In the next step, we replace ¢ by p»—1 (.
Moreover, we convert all the geometric quantities back to the metric g. This
gives

/2 PR VS (o )2 - /E pRicas (v, v) ¢ /z plhs 22
n_l)/E(D?MP)(V&VZ)eJrﬁ/EAMPCz
1 1 —1 M 2 2
_(1_n_1_(n_1)2)/2p <V p7VZ>C
1
_m/zp_l‘vMchQ

—/ phon(vs,vs) (2 —
oy

+(1-

1
n—1

/ (VZp,m)¢* >0
)



22 SIMON BRENDLE AND PEI-KEN HUNG

for every test function ¢ € C*°(X). Note that
__2 1
[ vt o
by
2 1
5 -2 S o —1 % 2 2
= R \Y — \Y
Lok 4 2 [0 0 C t [7 I9
for every test function ¢ € C*°(X). Using the divergence theorem, we obtain

VZ 2: A 2 VZ VZ
/82< P ¢ /Zzpc +2/2< p, V()¢

for every test function ¢ € C°°(X). Putting these facts together, we conclude
that

/ pIVECP — / pRicyr(vr, vw) ¢ — / plhsf? (2
) > >

! 1)/E(D%/[P)(VE,VE)gz+ﬁ/E(AMP_AEP)C2

n —

N (1_ nil - (n—11)2>/2p_1 (V¥p,v)? ¢

1
— g L (VR 9 ¢

+(1-

—/ phor(vs,vs) (2 >0
ox

for every test function ¢ € C*°(X). The assertion now follows from the
identities

Apip — Asp = (Dip)(vs,vs) + He (VM p,vs)

= (D) (vs,vs) — p~ (VM p,vs)?
and
’VMIOP _ ‘VEPP — <VM,0, VE>2-
This completes the proof of Theorem [A 1]

APPENDIX B. EXISTENCE AND REGULARITY OF FREE BOUNDARY
MINIMAL HYPERSURFACES

In this section, we recall some well known results concerning the existence
and regularity of free boundary minimal hypersurfaces.

Theorem B.1 (cf. H. Federer [5]; M. Griiter [11]). Let us fix an integer
3<n<7. Let M be a compact, orientable manifold of dimension n with
boundary OM. Let g be a Riemannian metric on M. We assume that
the mean curvature of OM with respect to g is strictly positive. Let € be
a closed (n — 2)-form on OM. Let Y be a compact, embedded, orientable
hypersurface in M such that X C OM and /. o5 2 # 0. Then we can find a
compact, connected, embedded, orientable hypersurface ¥ with the following
properties:
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e The boundary 0% is contained in OM. Moreover, ¥ meets OM or-
thogonally along 0.
e 3 is a stable free boundary minimal hypersurface.

* JosQ#0.

In the remainder of this section, we explain how Theorem [B.1lfollows from
the results of Federer [5] and Griiter [II]. Let M be a compact manifold
which contains the given manifold M in its interior. We extend the given
Riemannian metric ¢ on M to a Riemannian metric on M. If g > 0 is
sufficiently small, then the set {z € M : d w2, 0M) < go} can be identified
with OM X [—eg,¢e0] via the normal exponential map. For ¢ € (0,e], we
define M, = {x € M : dy(z,M) < e}. If we choose g9 > 0 sufficiently
small, then the boundary OM. is strictly mean convex for each € € (0,&g].
The nearest point projection gives a Lipschitz continuous map f : Mao — M
with f(xz) = z for each point € M. For each € € (0,ep], the restriction
fly iz 1S a volume-decreasing map from OM. to OM.

Lemma B.2. Let z € M., \ M. Then
|dfx(’01) VANPAN dfm(vn_1)| < |U1 VANAN Un_1|
for all tangent vectors vi,...,vn_1 € T, M.

Proof. Let us fix a real number € € (0,&¢], a point = € OM., and tangent
vectors vi,...,Up_1 € TIM. For each 1 < ¢ < n — 1, we denote by w;
the orthogonal projection of v; to the tangent space Tm(ﬁMe). Since the
restriction f| oir. is @ volume-decreasing map from OM, to OM, we know
that

\dfx(wl) VANPRAN dfx(wn_l)\ < ]wl VANPAAN wn_ll.
Since the matrix {(v;, v;) — (w;, w;) }1<i j<n—1 is weakly positive definite, we
obtain

det{ (wi, w;) h1<ij<n—1 < det{(vi, vj) }1<ij<n-1,
hence

|ZU1 VANPIN /\wn_1| < |’U1 VANPIAN /\’Un_1|.

Finally, it follows from the definition of w; that df,(w;) = df,(v;) for 1 <
i1 <n — 1. This implies

|dfm(w1) JARERNA dfm(wn—1)| = |dfac(v1) JARERNA dfm(vn—1)|'
This completes the proof of Lemma [B.2l

By the Nash embedding theorem, the manifold (M , g) can be isometrically
embedded into RV for some large integer N. We recall the definition of an
integer multiplicity rectifiable current from Leon Simon’s notes [19].

Definition B.3 (cf. L. Simon [19], Definition 3.1 in Chapter 6). Let m
be a positive integer, and let T be an m-dimensional current in RY. We
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say that T is an integer multiplicity rectifiable current if there exist a H™-
measurable countably m-rectifiable set A, a locally H™-integrable positive
function 6 : A — Z, and an H™-measurable function & : A — A™(RY) with
the following properties:

e For H™-a.e. point z € A, {(z) can be expressed in the form v A...A

Um, where v1, ..., vy, form an orthonormal basis for the approximate
tangent space T, A.
e We have

Tw) = [ (wla). @) 0la) " (2)
for every smooth m-form w with compact support.

Let § be a positive real number, and let U C RY denote the set of all
points in RV that have distance less than ¢ from M. If § > 0 is chosen
sufficiently small, then the nearest point projection gives a smooth map
m:U— MEO. We define a Lipschitz map F : U - M by F = fo.

Lemma B.4. Szfppose that T is an integer multiplicity rectifiable current
with supp(T) C M, NU. Then M(Fu(T)) < M(T).

Proof. We use the notation of Definition [B.3l Then
M(T) = / 0(z) A" (z).
A

Let J4F denote the Jacobian determinant defined in §2 of Chapter in [19].
It follows from Lemma 3.9 in Chapter 6 of [19] that

M(FAD) < [ NG)aw ()
F(A)
where N(y) is defined by
N(y) = > 0(x)

z€A, F(z)=y, JaF(x)>0
for y € F(A). This implies

M (Fy(T)) < /A JuF (z)0(z) dH" " (2).

The assertion follows now from Lemma [B.2l This completes the proof of

Lemma B4l

In the following, we recall some basic definitions from Federer’s work [5].
Given a positive integer m and a compact set K C RV, let RmK(RN) be
defined as in [5], Section 4.1.24. It follows directly from the definition of
Rk (RY) that supp(T) C K for all T € Ry, x(RY). For each positive
integer m, we define

Rn(RY) = | Rk (RY),
K
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where the union is taken over all compact sets X C RY. In particular, if
T € Ry (RY), then T has compact support.

Proposition B.5 (cf. H. Federer [5]). Let T' be an m-dimensional current
in RN with compact support. Then T € Rp(RN) if and only if T is an
integer multiplcity rectifiable current in the sense of Definition [B.3.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 4.1.28 in [5]. Specifically, we use the
equivalence of statements (1) and (4). This completes the proof of Proposi-
tion

For each positive integer m, the space of m-dimensional flat currents on
RY is defined by

FuRV)={P+0Q: P € Rp(RY), Q € Ryps1(RY)}

(see [5], Section 4.1.24). Note that R,,(RY) C F,,(RY). For each positive
integer m, the space of m-dimensional integral flat cycles is defined by

Zn(M,0M) = {T € Fp,(RN) : supp(T) C M, supp(dT) C M}

(see [5], Section 4.4.1). For each positive integer m, the space of m-dimensional
integral flat boundaries is defined by

B (M, 0M)
={P+0Q: P € Fn(RY), Q € Fruy1 (RY), supp(P) C OM, supp(Q) € M}
(see [5], Section 4.4.1). Note that B,,(M,0M) C Z,,(M,0M).

We now apply Federer’s results to our situation. By assumption, €2 is a
closed (n —2)-form on OM. We may extend Q2 to an (n — 2)-form defined on
RY such that © has compact support and d2 vanishes in an open neighbor-
hood of M. The given hypersurface ¥ defines a current S € Z,_1(M,dM)
such that 8S(Q) # 0. Since dQ vanishes in an open neighborhood of M,
we know that OP(Q) = P(dQ2) = 0 for all currents P € F,_1(RY) with
supp(P) C OM. This implies 0T () = 0 for all currents T' € B,_1(M,0M).

It follows from results in Section 5.1.6 in [5] that we can find a current
S € R,—1(RY) with the following properties:

e We have S — S € B,_1(M,0M). In particular, S € Z,_1(M,0M).
e The current S is homologically area-minimizing in the sense that
M(S) < M(S + X) for all currents X € B,,_1(M,0M)NR,_1(RY).
By Proposition [B.3l S is an (n — 1)-dimensional integer multiplicity rectifi-
able current. Since S — S € B,,_1(M,dM), it follows that dS(Q) = 9S(Q).
In particular, 9S(Q) # 0.

Lemma B.6. Let p be an arbitrary point in M. Then we can find an open
set O C RY containing p such that M(S) < M(S + X) for all (n — 1)-
dimensional integer multiplicity rectifiable currents X satisfying supp(X) C
M N O and supp(0X) C OMNO.



26 SIMON BRENDLE AND PEI-KEN HUNG

Proof. Since S is homologically area-minimizing, results in Section 5.1.6
in [5] imply that S is locally area-minimizing with respect to (M,90M).
Hence, we can find an open set O C R containing p such that M(S) <
M(S + X) for all currents X € R,_1(RY) satisfying supp(X) € M N O
and supp(0X) € OM N O. On the other hand, by Proposition [B.5 ev-
ery (n— 1)-dimensional integer multiplicity rectifiable current with compact
support belongs to R,,_1(R"™). This completes the proof of Lemma [B.6l

Lemma B.7. Let p be an arbitrary point in M. Then we can find an open
set O C RN containing p such that M(S) < M(S + X) for all (n — 1)-
dimensional integer multiplicity rectifiable currents X satisfying supp(X) C
M., N O and supp(dX) c M N O.

Proof. By Lemma [B.6] we can find an open set O C RY containing p
such that M(S) < M(S+ X) for all (n — 1)-dimensional integer multiplicity
rectifiable currents X satisfying supp(X) € MNO and supp(0X) C OMNO.
We define O =U N F~YO0). Clearly, O c RY is an open set containing p.

We claim that O has the desired property. To see this, suppose that X
is an (n — 1)-dimensional integer multiplicity rectifiable current satisfying
supp(X) € M., N O and supp(dX) ¢ AM N O. Since supp(X) € O C U,
the push-forward Fig(X) is well-defined. The results in Section 4.1.14 in [5]
imply that

supp(Fy (X)) C F(supp(X)) C F(O)c MNO
and
supp(9F (X)) = supp(Fy(0X)) C F(supp(dX)) C F(OM NO) C dMNO.
This implies
M(S) < M(S + Fu(X)).
On the other hand, since supp(S + X) € M., N U, Lemma [B4] gives
M(Fu(S+ X)) < M(S + X).

Finally, since supp(S) € M and the restriction of F' to M is the identity,
it follows that Fx(S) = S (see [5], Section 4.1.15). Putting these facts
together, we conclude that

M(S) < M(S + X).
This completes the proof of Lemma [B.7l

Lemma allows us to apply Griiter’s regularity theorem [II] (which
was stated in Euclidean space, but extends to the manifold setting). Since
n < 7, it follows that the singular set of S is empty. Since 95(£2) # 0, we can
find a connected component of supp(S), denoted by X, such that |, an 1 # 0.
This completes the proof of Theorem [B.1l



(1]

(19]

20]

SYSTOLIC INEQUALITIES AND THE HOROWITZ-MYERS CONJECTURE 27

REFERENCES

H. Barzegar, P.T. Chrusciel, M. Horzinger, M. Maliborski, and L. Nguyen, Remarks
on the energy of asymptotically Horowitz-Myers metrics, Phys. Rev. D 101, 024007
(2020)

A. Besse, Finstein manifolds, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1987

P.T. Chrusciel, E. Delay, and R. Wutte, Hyperbolic energy and Maskit gluing, Adv.
Theor. Math. Phys. (to appear)

P.T. Chrudciel, G.J. Galloway, L. Nguyen, and T.-T. Paetz, On the mass aspect
function and positive energy theorems for asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds, Class.
Quantum Grav. 35, 115015 (2018)

H. Federer, Geometric Measure Theory, Grundlehren Math. Wiss. vol. 153, Springer-
Verlag, New York (1969)

F. Fiala, Le probléme des isopérimétres sur les surfaces ouvertes a courbure positive,
Comm. Math. Helv. 13, 293-346 (1941)

D. Fischer-Colbrie and R. Schoen, The structure of complete stable minimal surfaces
in 3-manifolds of nonnegative scalar curvature, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 33, 199-211
(1980)

G.J. Galloway and E. Woolgar, On static Poincaré-FEinstein metrics, J. High Energy
Phys. 2015, 51 (2015)

M. Gromov, Metric inequalities with scalar curvature, Geom. Funct. Anal. 28, 645—
726 (2018)

M. Gromov and H.B. Lawson, Jr., Positive scalar curvature and the Dirac operator
on complete Riemannian manifolds, Publ. Math. THES 58, 83-196 (1984)

M. Griiter, Optimal regularity for codimension one minimal surfaces with a free
boundary, Manuscripta Math. 58, 295-343 (1987)

P. Hartman, Geodesic parallel coordinates in the large, Amer. J. Math. 86, 705-727
(1964)

G.T. Horowitz and R.C. Myers, AdS-CFT correspondence and a new positive energy
conjecture for general relativity, Phys. Rev. D 59, 026005 (1998)

Z. Liang and X. Zhang, The positive energy conjecture for a class of AHM metrics
on R? x T"2, Sci. China Math. 66, 1041-1052 (2023)

R. Schoen and S.T. Yau, On the structure of manifolds with positive scalar curvature,
Manuscripta Math. 28, 159-183 (1979)

R. Schoen and S.T. Yau, The existence of a black hole due to condensation of matter,
Comm. Math. Phys. 90, 575-579 (1983)

R. Schoen and S.T. Yau, Positive scalar curvature and minimal hypersurface singu-
larities, larXiv:1704.05490

K. Shiohama, T. Shioya, and M. Tanaka, The geometry of total curvature on complete
open surfaces, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics vol. 159, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 2003

L. Simon, Introduction to Geometric Measure Theory, available at

https://math.stanford.edu/ 1lms/ntu-gmt-text.pdf

E. Woolgar, The rigid Horowitz-Myers conjecture, J. High Energy Phys. 2017, 104
(2017)

CoLUuMBIA UNIVERSITY, 2990 BROADWAY, NEW YORK NY 10027, USA

UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS, 1409 W. GREEN STREET, URBANA IL 61801, USA


http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.05490

	1. Introduction
	2. Proof of Theorem 1.1 – The case when  is diffeomorphic to B2
	3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 – The case when  is not diffeomorphic to B2
	4. Proof of Theorem 1.2
	5. Proof of Theorem 1.3
	Appendix A. The second variation formula for weighted area
	Appendix B. Existence and regularity of free boundary minimal hypersurfaces
	References

