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Abstract. In the paper, we construct, for λ > 0, complete embedded and non-convex
λ-hypersurfaces, which are diffeomorphic to a cylinder. Hence, one can not expect that
λ-hypersurfaces share a common conclusion on the planar domain conjecture even if the
planar domain conjecture of T. Ilmanen for self-shrinkers of mean curvature flow are
solved by Brendle [3] affirmatively. Furthermore, for a fixed λ < 0 which may have small
|λ|, we can construct two compact embedded λ-hypersurfaces which are diffeomorphic
to S1 × Sn−1, but they are not isometric to each other.

1. Introduction

A hypersurface Σn ⊂ Rn+1 is called a λ-hypersurface if it satisfies

(1.1) H + ⟨X, ν⟩ = λ,

where λ is a constant, X, ν and H are the position vector, a unit normal vector and
the mean curvature of the hypersurface Σn ⊂ Rn+1, respectively. Note that the standard
sphere with inward unit normal vector has positive mean curvature in our convention.
The notation of λ-hypersurfaces were first introduced by Cheng and Wei in [7] (also see
[20]). Cheng and Wei [7] proved that λ-hypersurfaces are critical points of the weighted
area functional with respect to weighted volume-preserving variations. λ-hypersurfaces can
also be viewed as stationary solutions to the isoperimetric problem in the Gaussian space.
For more information on λ-hypersurfaces, one can see [7] and [20].
Since an orientable hypersurface has two directions of the unit normal vector, if you change
the direction of the normal vector, the λ will change its sign. In this paper, we choose the
inward unit normal vector.
It is well known that there are several special complete embedded solutions to (1.1):

• hyperplanes with a distance of |λ| from the origin,
• sphere with radius −λ+

√
λ2+4n
2 centered at origin,

• cylinders with an axis through the origin and radius −λ+
√

λ2+4(n−1)

2 .

Remark 1.1. If λ = 0, ⟨X, ν⟩ + H = 0, then X : Σn → Rn+1 is a self-shrinker of
mean curvature flow, that is, self-shrinkers are 0-hypersurfaces. Hence, one knows that λ-
hypersurfaces are a natural generalization of self-shrinkers of mean curvature flow, which
play an important role for study on singularities of the mean curvature flow.

In [8], Cheng and Wei constructed the first nontrivial example of a λ-hypersurface which
is diffeomorphic to Sn−1 × S1. In [21], using a similar method to McGrath [19], Ross
constructed a λ-hypersurface in R2n+2 which is diffeomorphic to Sn×Sn×S1 and exhibits
a SO(n)× SO(n) rotational symmetry.
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The third author was partly supported by NSFC Grant No.12171164.
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In [18], Li and Wei constructed an immersed λ-hypersurface, which is homeomorphic to
Sn. For 0-hypersurfaces (that is, self-shrinkers), Brendle [3] proved that if M2 is a properly
embedded self-shrinker which is diffeomorphic to R× S1, then M is a cylinder. Brendle’s
result confirms the planar domain conjecture of T. Ilmanen [15]. For higher dimensions,
Kleene and Møller [16] obtained that the cylinder is the only complete embedded, rotation-
ally symmetric shrinkers of the topological type R× Sn−1. Kleene and Møller also proved
that a smooth self-shrinkers of revolution, which is generated by rotating an entire graph
around the x-axis must be the round cylinder R× Sn−1.
In this paper, for λ-hypersurface (λ ̸= 0), motivated by [11, 12, 18, 23], we construct
nontrivial embedded λ-hypersurfaces, which are diffeomorphic to R× Sn−1. Hence, the
conclusion on the planar domain conjecture for λ-hypersurfaces can not be expected. The
examples that we construct in the theorem 1.1 are also rotational symmetric. Therefore,
there exist complete embedded cylindrical type λ-hypersurfaces besides the round cylinder.
Moreover, we know from the theorem 1.1 that there also exist entire graph λ-hypersurfaces
besides the round cylinder.

Theorem 1.1. Given an integer n ≥ 2, there is a c1(n) > 0 only depending on n such that,
for 0 < λ < c1(n), there exists a complete embedded non-convex λ-hypersurface Σn ⊂ Rn+1

which is diffeomorphic to R× Sn−1 and is not isometric to the round cylinder.

Remark 1.2. In [14], Heilman proved that, for λ > 0, convex n-dimensional properly
λ-hypersurfaces are isometric to the standard sphere, cylinder, the hyperplane. Heilman’s
theorem generalized the rigidity result of Colding and Minicozzi [5]. We need to notice that
examples constructed in the theorem 1.1 are non-convex.

For 0-hypersurfaces (that is, self-shrinkers), it is conjectured [6, 12, 16, 22] that there are no
embedded rotationally invariant self-shrinkers of topological type S1 × Sn−1 in Rn+1 other
than Angenent’s example constructed in [2]. But for a fixed λ < 0 nearing zero, motivated
by [11, 12, 18, 23], we can construct two λ-hypersurfaces diffeomorphic to S1 × Sn−1, but
they are not isometric to each other. In fact, we prove

Theorem 1.2. Given an integer n ≥ 2, there is a c2(n) > 0 only depending on n such
that, for a fixed λ satisfying −c2(n) < λ < 0, there exists two embedded λ-hypersurfaces
Σn
1 , Σn

2 ⊂ Rn+1 which are diffeomorphic to S1 × Sn−1, but they are not isometric to each
other.

Remark 1.3. The λ-hypersurfaces we construct in theorem 1.2 are rotationally invariant.
So one can not expect that λ-hypersurfaces with λ < 0 share the common features with
self-shrinkers.
But for λ > 0, by numerical evidence, we propose that there are no embedded rotationally
invariant λ-hypersurfaces of topological type S1 × Sn−1 in Rn+1 other than the examples
were constructed by Cheng and Wei in [8].
Moreover, it is worth note that a non-rotationally, embedded, genus one self-shrinker in R3

was constructed by Chu and Sun in [6].
In [9], Cheng, Lai and Wei proved that, for n ≥ 2 and − 2√

n+2
< λ < 0, there exists

an embedded convex λ-hypersurface Σn ⊂ Rn+1 which is diffeomorphic to Sn and is not
isometric to the standard sphere.

2. Preliminaries

Let H =
{
(x, r) ∈ R2 : x ∈ R, r > 0

}
and SO(n) denote the special orthogonal group

and act on Rn+1 = {(x, y) : x ∈ R, y ∈ Rn} in the usual way. We can identify the space
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of orbits Rn+1/SO(n) with the half plane H =
{
(x, r) ∈ R2 : x ∈ R, r ≥ 0

}
under the

projection(see [21])
Π(x, y) = (x, |y|) = (x, r).

If a hypersurface Σ is invariant under the action SO(n), then the projection Π(Σ) will give
us a profile curve in the half plane, which can be parametrized by Euclidean arc length and
write as γ(s) = (x(s), r(s)). Conversely, if we have a curve γ(s) = (x(s), r(s)), s ∈ (a, b)
parametrized by Euclidean arc length in the half plane, we can reconstruct the hypersurface
by

(2.1)
X : (a, b)× Sn−1(1) → Rn+1,

(s, α) 7→ (x(s), r(s)α).

Let

(2.2) ν = (−ṙ, ẋ α),

where the dot denotes the derivative with respect to arc length s. A direct calculation
shows that ν is a unit normal vector for the hypersurface. Then we can calculate that the
principal curvatures of the hypersurface (see [8, 10]):

(2.3)
κi = − ẋ

r
, i = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1,

κn = ẋ r̈ − ẍ ṙ.

Hence the mean curvature H satisfies

(2.4) H = ẋ r̈ − ẍ ṙ − (n− 1)
ẋ

r

and by (2.1), (2.2) and (2.4), equation (1.1) reduces to (see also [8, 12, 21])

(2.5) ẋ r̈ − ẍ ṙ = (
n− 1

r
− r)ẋ+ x ṙ + λ,

where (ẋ)2 + (ṙ)2 = 1.
Let θ(s) denote the angle between the tangent vector of the profile curve and x-axis. (2.5)
can be written as the following system of differential equation:

(2.6)


ẋ = cos θ,

ṙ = sin θ,

θ̇ = (
n− 1

r
− r) cos θ + x sin θ + λ.

Let P denote the projection from H × R to H. Obviously, the curve P (Γ(s)) generates a
λ-hypersurface via (2.1) provided Γ(s) is a solution of (2.6).
Letting (x0, r0, θ0) be a point in H×R, by the existence and uniqueness theorem of the solu-
tions for first order ordinary differential equations, there is a unique solution Γ(x0, r0, θ0)(s)
to (2.6) satisfying initial conditions Γ(x0, r0, θ0)(0) = (x0, r0, θ0). Moreover, the solution
depends smoothly on the initial conditions. For the convenience, we henceforth denote
Γ(0, δ, 0)(s) by Γδ(s), P (Γδ(s)) by γδ(s) and assume Γδ(s) = (xδ(s), rδ(s), θδ(s)). If the
curve γδ(s) is simple and exits the upper-half plane through infinity, then the curve γδ(s)
will generate a cylindrical embedded λ-hypersurface via (2.1). Similarly, a smooth simple
closed profile curve in H generates an embedded λ-hypersurface which is diffeomorphic to
S1 × Sn−1. This paper’s main purpose is to find such curves.
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When the profile curve can be written in the form (x, u(x)), by (2.6), the function u(x)
satisfies the differential equation

(2.7)
u′′

1 + (u′)2
= xu′ − u+

n− 1

u
+ λ

√
1 + (u′)2.

It is obvious that u =
λ+

√
λ2+4(n−1)

2 is a solution of (2.7). We will denote λ+
√

λ2+4(n−1)

2
by Rλ.
When the profile curve can be written in the form (f(r), r), by (2.6), the function f(r)
satisfies the differential equation

(2.8)
f ′′

1 + (f ′)2
= (r − n− 1

r
)f ′ − f − λ

√
1 + (f ′)2.

Differentiating the above equation with respect to r, we obtain

(2.9)
f ′′′

1 + (f ′)2
=

2f ′(f ′′)2

(1 + (f ′)2)2
+ (r − n− 1

r
)f ′′ +

n− 1

r2
f ′ − λf ′f ′′√

1 + (f ′)2
.

Note that (2.8) has a solution f = −λ, which corresponds to hyperplane, we will refer
this constant solution as the plane. We conclude this section with a lemma about the
solutions of (2.8), which can be obtained easily by (2.8), (2.9) and the uniqueness theorem
for equation (2.8).

Lemma 2.1. Let f : (a, b) → R be a solution of (2.8), c ∈ (a, b) with f ′′(c) = 0. If
f ′(c) = 0 or f ′′′(c) = 0, then f = −λ. Moreover, f ′(c)f ′′′(c) > 0 provided f is not the
plane.

3. A classification of δ in (0, Rλ)

In this section, we will give some descriptions of the behavior of the curve γδ for 0 < δ < Rλ,
and a classification of δ. We begin by studying the behavior of general solutions for the
equation (2.8).

Lemma 3.1. Let f : (a, b) → R be a solution of (2.8), c ∈ (a, b), we have the following
assertions:

(1). If f ′(c)f ′′(c) < 0, then f ′(r)f ′′(r) < 0 for all r ∈ (a, c],
(2). If f ′(c)f ′′(c) > 0, then f ′(r)f ′′(r) > 0 for all r ∈ [c, b).

Proof. We only prove the first part of the lemma. The second part can be proved similarly.
If f ′(c) > 0 and f ′′(c) < 0, by the continuity of f ′′(r), we know that f ′′(r) < 0 when r near
c. Hence, if f ′′(r) ≥ 0 for some r ∈ (a, c], then there must be a point c̄ ∈ (a, c) such that
f ′′(c̄) = 0 and f ′′(r) < 0 for all r ∈ (c̄, c]. The choice of c̄ implies that f ′(c̄) > f ′(c) > 0 and
f ′′′(c̄) ≤ 0, which contradicts lemma 2.1. Hence, we conclude f ′′(r) < 0 for all r ∈ (a, c]
which yields that f ′(r) > 0 and f ′(r)f ′′(r) < 0 for all r ∈ (a, c]. If f ′(c) < 0 and f ′′(c) > 0,
the proof is similar to the above. □

This lemma together with lemma 2.1 show the following two corollaries.

Corollary 3.1. Let f be a solution of (2.8), which is not the plane. If f ′ = 0 at a point,
then f is either strictly convex or strictly concave.

Corollary 3.2. Let f : (a, b) → R be a solution of (2.8), which is not the plane and at
some point c ∈ (a, b), f ′′(c) = 0. If f ′(c) > 0, then f ′′(r) < 0 for r ∈ (a, c), f ′′(r) > 0 for
r ∈ (c, b); if f ′(c) < 0, then f ′′(r) > 0 for r ∈ (a, c), f ′′(r) < 0 for r ∈ (c, b). Hence, there
exists at most one point in (a, b) such that f ′′ = 0.
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We also need the following lemma in order to fix some interval, as we shall see in the proof
of proposition 4.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let f : (a, b) → R be a right maximally extended solution of (2.8). If f ′ > 0
and f ′′ > 0 on (a, b), then b > Rλ. If f ′ < 0 and f ′′ < 0 on (a, b), then b > R−λ.

Proof. We only consider the case of λ < 0, the proof of the case of λ ≥ 0 is similar. Suppose
f ′ > 0, f ′′ > 0 on (a, b) and b ≤ Rλ. We have limr→b f(r) = ∞ or limr→b f

′(r) = ∞ since
f is a right maximally extended solution, that is, f blows-up at b. If b < Rλ, by (2.8) we
have

f ′′

1 + (f ′)2
= (r − n− 1

r
)f ′ − f − λ

√
1 + (f ′)2

< (r − n− 1

r
)f ′ − f − λ(1 + f ′)

= (r − n− 1

r
− λ)f ′ − f − λ,

which implies that f ′′ < 0 as r → b. This contradicts f ′′ > 0 on (a, b).
If b = Rλ, the above inequality implies that

f < (r − n− 1

r
− λ)f ′ − f ′′

1 + (f ′)2
− λ < −λ

for r ∈ (a, b). Therefore there exists x∗ ≤ −λ such that limr→b f(r) = x∗. Near the point
(x∗, b), we write the curve (f(r), r) as (x, u(x)), where u satisfies the differential equation
(2.7). Now, u(x∗) = Rλ and u′(x∗) = 0, and by the uniqueness of solutions for equation
(2.7), u must be the constant function u(x) = Rλ. This contradicts that (f(r), r) agrees
with (x, u(x)) near (x∗, b). Hence, we obtain b > Rλ. The second part of the lemma can
be proved similarly. □

Now we come back to consider the profile curves γδ(s) = P (Γδ(s)). We indicate some
simple facts on Γδ(s):

• Since θδ(0) = 0, we have θδ ̸= π/2, π in a small neighborhood of s = 0.
• From θ̇δ(0) = −(δ2 − λ δ − (n − 1))/δ, we know θ̇δ(0) ̸= 0 and θ̇δ ̸= 0 in a

small neighborhood of s = 0 provided δ ̸= Rλ. In particular, θ̇δ > 0 in a small
neighborhood of s = 0 provided 0 < δ < Rλ.

• If δ ̸= Rλ, then θδ ̸= 0 in a chosen neighborhood of s = 0 by the above item. In
particular, θδ(s) > 0 for small s > 0 provided 0 < δ < Rλ.

• Because of xδ(0) = 0 and ẋδ(0) = cos(θδ(0)) = 1, we have xδ ̸= 0 in a chosen
neighborhood of s = 0. In particular, xδ(s) > 0 for small s > 0.

Hence in the case of δ ̸= Rλ, the following definitions of S(δ), s1(δ), s2(δ), s3(δ) and s4(δ)
are reasonable (see [2, 8]). Henceforth we assume 0 < δ < Rλ.

Definition 3.1. For 0 < δ < Rλ, we define:

(1). Let S(δ) > 0 be the real number such that Γδ(s) : [0, S(δ)) → H × R is the right
maximally extended solution of the system (2.6).

(2). Let s1(δ) > 0 be the arc length of the first time, if any, at which either θδ = 0 or
θδ = π. If these never happen, we take s1(δ) = S(δ).

(3). Let s2(δ) > 0 be the arc length of the first time, if any, at which θ̇δ = 0. If this never
happen, we take s2(δ) = S(δ).

(4). Let s3(δ) > 0 be the arc length of the first time, if any, at which either θδ = 0 or
θδ = π/2. If these never happen, we take s3(δ) = S(δ).
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(5). Let s4(δ) > 0 be the arc length of the first time, if any, at which xδ = 0 . If this never
happen, we take s4(δ) = S(δ).

For brevity, we will denote s1(δ), s2(δ), s3(δ), s4(δ), S(δ) by s1, s2, s3, s4, S, respectively.
By the definitions, we know

0 < θδ < π in (0, s1),

θ̇δ > 0 in (0, s2),

0 < θδ < π/2 in(0, s3),

xδ > 0 in(0, s4).

Therefore ṙδ = sin θδ > 0 in (0, s1) and lims→s1 rδ(s) > 0 always exists although it might
be ∞. As we shall see in the following proposition 3.1, lims→s1 xδ(s) and lims→s1 θδ(s) also
always exist due to ẋδ(s) and θ̇δ(s) can not be zero for s close to s1 from below.
Since Γδ(s) is continuous on s, we may write lims→s1 xδ(s), lims→s1 rδ(s), lims→s1 θδ(s)
into xδ(s1), rδ(s1), θδ(s1), respectively, without confusion. We may also denote rδ(s1) by
bδ.
In addition, the curve γδ(s), 0 < s < s1 can be written as a graph over r-axis since
ṙδ > 0. We denote this graph by (fδ(r), r) where δ < r < rδ(s1). Thus, the function
fδ(r), δ < r < rδ(s1) is a maximally extended solution of (2.8) by definition of s1.
It is worth noting that, for s0,

(3.1)
θδ(s0) = π/2, 0 < θδ(s0) < π/2, π/2 < θδ(s0) < π,

θ̇δ(s0) = 0, θ̇δ(s0) > 0, θ̇δ(s0) < 0

imply

(3.2)
f ′
δ(rδ(s0)) = 0, f ′

δ(rδ(s0)) > 0, f ′
δ(rδ(s0)) < 0,

f ′′
δ (rδ(s0)) = 0, f ′′

δ (rδ(s0)) < 0, f ′′
δ (rδ(s0)) > 0

respectively, and vice versa. Thus f ′
δ(r) > 0, f ′′

δ (r) < 0 for r close to δ because of θδ(0) = 0

and θ̇δ(0) > 0.
In light of the corollary 3.1 and the corollary 3.2, we have the following proposition 3.1,
which describes the behaviors of the curve γδ for 0 < δ < Rλ and we give definitions of
types on δ in (0, Rλ).

Proposition 3.1. For 0 < δ < Rλ, the following holds.

(1). s1 < S yields θδ(s1) = 0 or θδ(s1) = π, where the former implies s2 < s1 and the
latter implies s3 < s1.

(2). s3 ≤ s4 and s3 = s4 if and only if s1 = s3 = s4 = S.
(3). If s3 < s1, we have s1 ≤ s2, π/2 < θδ(s) < π in (s3, s1) and rδ(s1) > R−λ.

If s3 ≤ s4 < s1, we have xδ(s) < 0 in (s4, s1).
If s3 < s1 ≤ s4, s1 < s2 holds.

(4). If s2 < s1, we have s1 = s3, θ̇δ(s) < 0 in (s2, s1), rδ(s1) > Rλ.
(5). If s3 ≥ s1 and s2 ≥ s1, we conclude s1 = s2 = s3 = s4 = S = ∞ and rδ(s1) = ∞.

Proof. (1). Assume s1 < S, then θδ(s1) = 0 or θδ(s1) = π by the definition. If θδ(s1) = 0,
then θ̇δ(ξ1) = 0 for some ξ1 in (0, s1) because of θδ(0) = 0. Hence, s2 ≤ ξ1 < s1.
If θδ(s1) = π, then θδ(ξ2) = π/2 for some ξ2 in (0, s1) from θδ(0) = 0, which yields
s3 ≤ ξ2 < s1.
(2). By the definition, 0 < θδ < π/2 in (0, s3). xδ(s) =

∫ s
0 cos θδ(ξ)dξ > 0 for s in (0, s3)

and therefore s3 ≤ s4. If s3 = s4, it suffices to prove s3 = S according to s3 ≤ s1. If
s3 = s4 < S, xδ(s4) = 0 yields that ẋδ(s0) = 0 for some s0 in (0, s3) from xδ(0) = 0, which
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contradicts ẋδ = cos θδ > 0 in (0, s3) by the definition.
(3). If s3 < s1, we have θδ(s3) = π/2 by the definition. Hence f ′

δ(rδ(s3)) = 0 and f ′′
δ (r) > 0

or f ′′
δ (r) < 0 for r ∈ (δ, rδ(s1)) by the corollary 3.1. Since f ′′

δ (r) < 0 when r closes to δ, we
have f ′′

δ (r) < 0 in (δ, rδ(s1)). It follows that θ̇δ > 0 in (0, s1), i.e., s1 ≤ s2. By combining
with θδ(s3) = π/2 we get π/2 < θδ(s) < π in (s3, s1). Hence f ′

δ(r) < 0, f ′′
δ (r) < 0 for

r ∈ (rδ(s3), rδ(s1)) and rδ(s1) > R−λ by the lemma 3.2.

If s4 < s1, xδ(s4) = 0 by the definition. Therefore xδ(s) < 0 in (s4, s1) since ẋδ = cos θδ < 0
in (s3, s1) and s3 ≤ s4 from (2).

If s1 ≤ s4, we know that xδ > 0 in (0, s1) which follows that xδ(s1) is actually finite by
the monotone bounded convergence theorem. Moreover, θδ(s1) and rδ(s1) are also finite
by the same theorem. We point out that the upper bound for rδ in (0, s1) comes from
s1 ≤ s2 and the lower bound for xδ in (0, s1). Now (xδ(s1), rδ(s1), θδ(s1)) is in H× R and
then s1 < S.
Secondly, we prove s1 < s2 by a contradiction. Supposing s1 = s2 < S, then θ̇δ(s1) = 0 by
the definition and θδ(s1) = π by (1). But according to the existence and uniqueness of the
system (2.6), the solution (−s,R−λ, π) preserves θ̇δ(s) = 0 and θδ(s) = π at both s1 and
s2. This is a contradiction.
(4). From s2 < s1, we have s1 = s3 by (3). Since s2 < s1 then θ̇δ(s2) = 0 by the definition.
Together with s1 = s3, this follows that f ′

δ(rδ(s2)) > 0 and f ′′
δ (rδ(s2)) = 0, which give that

f ′′
δ (r) > 0 in (rδ(s2), rδ(s1)) by the corollary 3.2. Hence θ̇δ(s) < 0 in (s2, s1). s1 = s3 gives

that f ′
δ(r) > 0 in (rδ(s2), rδ(s1)) from (3.1) and (3.2). By combing with f ′′

δ (r) > 0 in the
same interval, we obtain rδ(s1) > Rλ by the lemma 3.2.
(5). If s3 ≥ s1 and s2 ≥ s1 then s1 = s2 = s3 = s4 = S by (1) and (2). Therefore S = ∞
holds by the definition of S. Otherwise, if S < ∞, we have xδ(s1), rδ(s1) > 0 and θδ(s1)
are all finite. The solution can be extended again. This is a contradiction.
For T with 0 < T < s1, we know ṙδ ≥ sin θδ(T ) > 0 in [T, s1) by s1 = s2 = s3. This yields
rδ(s1) = ∞ since s1 = ∞. □

Definition 3.2. For 0 < δ < Rλ,

(1) δ is called type 1 if s3(δ) < s1(δ).
(2) δ is called type 2 if s2(δ) < s1(δ) (see figure 3.1(a)).
(3) δ is called type 3 if s3(δ) = s2(δ) = s1(δ) (see figure 3.1(b)).
(4) δ is called type 1.1 if s3(δ) < s1(δ) and s4(δ) < s1(δ) (see figure 3.1(c)).
(5) δ is called type 1.2 if s3(δ) < s1(δ) and s4(δ) = s1(δ) (see figure 3.1(d)).
(6) δ is called type 1.3 if s3(δ) < s1(δ) and s4(δ) > s1(δ) (see figure 3.1(e)).
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

Figure 3.1 Types of the profile curves.

We conclude this section by noting that if δ is the type 1.2, xδ(s1) = 0 and θδ(s1) = π by
the definitions of s1 and s4. By the symmetry of system (2.6), these two equalities ensure
that γδ(s), 0 ≤ s ≤ 2s1 is a smooth simple closed profile curve, which will generate a λ-
hypersurface diffeomorphic to S1×Sn−1. Also, if δ is the type 3, then γδ(s), −∞ < s < ∞
is simple and exits upper-half plane through infinity. Thus it will generate an embedded
complete λ-hypersurface diffeomorphic to R× Sn−1.

4. Behavior of the curve γδ when perturbing δ

In this section, the behavior of the curve γδ when disturbing δ for each type or δ is near
0 are studied. In particular, for the situations of near 0 and the type 3, the geometric
intuition is useful. We introduce the following variables (see [2, 8]):

ξ(t) =
1

δ
x(δ t),

ρ(t) =
1

δ
(r(δ t)− δ),

α(t) = θ(δ t),

where δ > 0. From (2.6), they satisfy

(4.1)


ξ′ = cosα,

ρ′ = sinα,

α′ =
n− 1

1 + ρ
ξ′ + λ δ + δ2(ξ ρ′ − (1 + ρ)ξ′).

Consider the system (4.1) with initial conditions:

(4.2) ξ(0) = 0, ρ(0) = 0, α(0) = 0.

For δ = 0, this system can be solved explicitly, and one gets that α(t) = arcsin ρ′(t) , where
ρ(t) is the inverse function of

t =

∫ ρ

0

(1 + ρ)n−1√
(1 + ρ)2(n−1) − 1

dρ.

Since the solution of (4.1) depends smoothly on the parameter δ, we may conclude the
following.
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Lemma 4.1. For any m ∈ N∗, there is a Tm > 0 and a δm > 0 such that for all
0 < δ < δm, one has Tm δ < s2(δ), and at s = Tm δ, arctanm < θδ < π/2, xδ = O(δ) and
rδ = δ +O(δ). Where N∗ denotes the set of positive natural numbers.

Remark 4.1. For any fixed m ∈ N∗, one can choose sufficiently small δm > 0 such that
xδ(Tm δ) = O(δ) < 1

m and rδ(Tm δ) = δ +O(δ) < 1 for 0 < δ < δm. Consider the tangent
line lm,δ : r − rδ(Tm δ) = tan θδ(Tm δ)(x − xδ(Tm δ)) of γδ at s = Tm δ. Letting r = 1 in
the equation of lm,δ, we get

x =
1

tan θδ(Tm δ)
(1−O(δ)− δ) +O(δ) <

2

m

for 0 < δ < δm. Therefore, if 0 < δ < δm and the profile curve γδ(s) = (xδ, rδ), s ∈ (0, b]

satisfies ṙδ > 0, rδ ≤ 1 and θ̇δ > 0 on (0, b], one will have xδ ≤ 2
m on (0, b].

Henceforth we choose δm as in the above remark.

Lemma 4.2. For λ < 0, there exists δ̄ > 0 such that, for 0 < δ < δ̄, s1(δ) ≤ s4(δ).

Proof. Suppose that the statement is not true. For all m ∈ N∗, there exist 0 < δ̄m <
min

{
1
m , δm

}
such that s1(δ̄m) > s4(δ̄m). Putting fm(r) = fδ̄m(r) and tm = rδ̄m(s4(δ̄m)).

The proposition 3.1 implies that δ̄m is of the type 1 and
s2(δ̄m) ≥ s1(δ̄m), xδ̄m(s) > 0 in (0, s4(δ̄m)),

xδ̄m(s) < 0 in (s4(δ̄m), s1(δ̄m)),

π/2 < θδ̄m(s) < π in (s4(δ̄m), s1(δ̄m)), and rδ̄m(s1(δ̄m)) > R−λ >
√
n− 1.

Hence, we conclude
f ′′
m(r) < 0 in (δ̄m, bδ̄m),

fm(r) > 0 in (δ̄m, tm), fm(r) < 0 in (tm, bδ̄m),

f ′
m(r) < 0 in (tm, bδ̄m) and bδ̄m >

√
n− 1.

Next, we prove tm → 0 as m → ∞. In fact, if this is not true, then there exists ϵ̄ > 0
such that for all N > 0, there exists m > N with tm > ϵ̄. Therefore, one can choose
a subsequence {mk} of the natural number sequence such that fmk

(r) > 0 on (δ̄mk
, ϵ̄].

Because of f ′′
mk

(r) < 0 on (δ̄mk
, ϵ̄], from the remark 4.1, we know that

fmk
(r) <

2

mk
→ 0 as k → ∞

on (δ̄mk
,min {1, ϵ̄}]. This implies that fmk

(r) converge to zero uniformly on a compact
interval. One can find a sequence {ξk} in a compact interval such that

lim
k→∞

fmk
(ξk) = 0, lim

k→∞
f ′
mk

(ξk) = 0.

On the other hand, we know that the function fmk
(r) satisfies

f ′′
mk

1 + (f ′
mk

)2
= (r − n− 1

r
)f ′

mk
− fmk

− λ
√

1 + (f ′
mk

)2.

Letting r = ξk, we have
f ′′
mk

(ξk) → −λ > 0 as k → ∞,

which contradicts that f ′′
mk

(r) < 0 on (δ̄mk
, ϵ̄].

Choosing a positive ϵ <
√
n− 1 and large enough m > 0, we have

fm < 0, f ′
m < 0, f ′′

m < 0
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for r ∈ (ϵ,
√
n− 1). Since fm(r) satisfies

f ′′
m

1 + (f ′
m)2

= (r − n− 1

r
)f ′

m − fm − λ
√

1 + (f ′
m)2,

we know that it is impossible. This finishes the proof of the lemma. □

Proposition 4.1. For λ < 0, there exists δ̂ > 0 such that for 0 < δ < δ̂, δ is the type 2,
namely, s2(δ) < s1(δ).

Proof. Suppose that the assertion is not true. We have, for all m ∈ N∗, there exist
0 < δ̄m < min

{
1
m , δm

}
such that s2(δ̄m) ≥ s1(δ̄m). According to the lemma 4.2, we may

assume s4(δ̄m) ≥ s1(δ̄m) without loss of generality. From the proposition 3.1, one obtain
θ̇δ̄m(s) > 0 in (0, s1(δ̄m)), xδ̄m(s) > 0 in (0, s1(δ̄m)) and rδ̄m(s1(δ̄m)) > R−λ > 0. Therefore,
we have f ′′

δ̄m
(r) < 0 in (δ̄m, bδ̄m), fδ̄m(r) > 0 in (δ̄m, bδ̄m) and bδ̄m > R−λ > 0. By the same

assertion as in the proof of the lemma 4.2, we will get a contradiction. □

Next we will describe the behavior of the curve γδ when perturbing δ of the type 3.

Lemma 4.3. Assume λ < 0 and that δ0 ∈ (0, Rλ) is the type 3. We get xδ0(s1) = ∞ and
rδ0(s1) = ∞.

Proof. Since δ0 ∈ (0, Rλ) is the type 3, rδ0(s1) = ∞ has proved in the proposition 3.1.
From s1 = s3, we know that the curve γδ0(s), 0 < s < s1 can be written as a graph
over x-axis. We denote this graph by (x, u(x)) where 0 < x < xδ0(s1). The function
u(x), 0 < x < xδ0(s1) is a right maximally extended solution of (2.7) by the definition of
s3. Furthermore, u′ > 0, u′′ > 0 in (0, xδ0(s1)) since s1 = s2 = s3. Put xδ0(s1) = b. We
also point out that b > −λ. Otherwise θ̇δ0 < 0 as s approaches s1 due to

θ̇δ0 = (
n− 1

rδ0
− rδ0) cos θδ0 + xδ0 sin θδ0 + λ,

rδ0(s1) = ∞ and λ < 0.
If b < ∞, we have limx→b− u′(x) = ∞. For λ̃ with −λ < −λ̃ < b, there exists x1 ∈ (−λ̃, b)

such that (x + λ̃)u′ − u > 0 for x ∈ (x1, b) since limx→b−((x + λ̃)u′(x) − u(x)) = ∞
when limx→b− u′(x) = ∞. Furthermore, there exists x2 ∈ (−λ̃, b) such that

√
1 + u′(x)2 <

λ̃
λu

′(x) for x ∈ (x2, b) due to limx→b− u′(x) = ∞.
Therefore, we have

u′′

1 + (u′)2
= xu′ − u+

n− 1

u
+ λ

√
1 + (u′)2 > xu′ − u+

n− 1

u
+ λ̃u′ >

n− 1

u

for x > max {x1, x2}. From a direct calculation, we obtain

u′′′

1 + (u′)2
=

2u′(u′′)2

(1 + (u′)2)2
− n− 1

u2
u′ + xu′′ + λ

u′u′′√
1 + (u′)2

> 2u′
(n− 1)2

u2
− n− 1

u2
u′ + xu′′ + λ̃

u′u′′√
1 + (u′)2

> (x+ λ̃)u′′

> (max {x1, x2}+ λ̃)u′′

for x > max {x1, x2}. Thus, letting ϕ = u′, one has

ϕ′′ = u′′′ > (max {x1, x2}+ λ̃)ϕ′ϕ2
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for x > max {x1, x2}.
For small ϵ > 0, we consider the function

ϕϵ(x) =
M√

b− ϵ− x
.

By choose a sufficient large M > 0 such that ϕ(max {x1, x2}) ≤
M√

b−max {x1, x2}
and

3

2M2
≤ max {x1, x2}+ λ̃, we have

ϕ′′
ϵ ≤ (max {x1, x2}+ λ̃)ϕ′

ϵϕ
2
ϵ ,

ϕϵ(max {x1, x2}) > ϕ(max {x1, x2}).
If ϕϵ − ϕ is negative at some point in (max {x1, x2} , b − ϵ), from ϕϵ(max {x1, x2}) >
ϕ(max {x1, x2}) and ϕϵ(b− ϵ) = ∞, we know that ϕϵ − ϕ achieves a negative minimum at
some point x0 ∈ (max {x1, x2} , b− ϵ). By computing (ϕϵ − ϕ)′′ at x0, we conclude

0 ≤ (ϕϵ − ϕ)′′ ≤ (max {x1, x2}+ λ̃)ϕ′
ϵ(x0)(ϕϵ(x0)

2 − ϕ(x0)
2) < 0.

This is impossible. Therefore ϕ ≤ ϕϵ. By integrating and taking ϵ → 0, we see that u(b)
is finite, which contradicts rδ0(s1) = ∞. Hence, we get xδ0(s1) = ∞ □

Proposition 4.2. For λ < 0, if δ0 ∈ (0, Rλ) is the type 3, there exists ϵ > 0 such that
s4(δ) ≥ s1(δ) provided δ is the type 1 and δ ∈ (δ0 − ϵ, δ0 + ϵ).

Proof. By the proposition 3.1 and the lemma 4.3, one can choose T : 0 < T < s2 = s3 such
that θ̇δ0(s) > 0 in [0, T ] and

θδ0(T ) < π/2,

xδ0(T ) >
√
2(π + |λ|) + 1,

rδ0(T ) >

√
2(π + |λ|) +

√
2(π + |λ|)2 + 4(n− 1)

2
+ 1.

Since the solution of ordinary equations continuously depend on the initial datas, there
exists ϵ > 0 such that the above three inequalities hold for δ ∈ (δ0 − ϵ, δ0 + ϵ). Therefore
0 < θδ(s) < π/2 in (0, T ] and

T < s3(δ),

xδ(s3(δ)) >
√
2(π + |λ|) + 1,

rδ(s3(δ)) >

√
2(π + |λ|) +

√
2(π + |λ|)2 + 4(n− 1)

2
+ 1.

for δ ∈ (δ0 − ϵ, δ0 + ϵ).
If δ ∈ (δ0 − ϵ, δ0 + ϵ) is the type 1, we can prove s4 ≥ s1. In fact, for simple, we denote
s1(δ) by s1 and so on. Suppose s4 < s1. We know xδ(s4) = 0. Since δ is the type
1, s1 > s3 and θ̇δ(s) > 0 in [0, s1). We further indicate that s4 − s3 > 1. Otherwise
xδ(s3) = |xδ(s4)− xδ(s3)| =

∣∣∣∫ s4
s3

cos θδ(ξ)dξ
∣∣∣ ≤ 1. Hence, (0, s1) ⊃ [s3, s3 + 1], in which

xδ(s) >
√
2(π + |λ|),

rδ(s) >

√
2(π + |λ|) +

√
2(π + |λ|)2 + 4(n− 1)

2
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according to the lower bounds for xδ(s3) and rδ(s3). Thus, the above last inequality implies

n− 1

rδ
− rδ < −

√
2(π + |λ|).

If θδ ̸=
3π

4
in (s3, s3 +

1

2
), we can infer, for s ∈ (s3, s3 +

1

2
),

π

2
≤ θδ(s) ≤

3π

4
,

sin θδ(s) ≥
√
2

2
,

θ̇δ(s) = (
n− 1

rδ
− rδ) cos θδ + xδ sin θδ + λ

>
√
2 (π + |λ|)

√
2

2
+ λ = π.

We obtain

θδ(s3 +
1

2
)− θδ(s3) =

∫ s3+1/2

s3

θ̇δ(s)ds >
π

2
,

which contradicts s3 +
1

2
< s1.

Thus, there exists an s in (s3, s3 +
1

2
) such that θδ =

3π

4
. We have for s ∈ [s3 +

1

2
, s3 + 1],

3π

4
< θδ(s) < π,

cos θδ(s) < −
√
2

2
,

θ̇δ(s) >
√
2 (π + |λ|)

√
2

2
+ λ = π.

We derive

θδ(s3 + 1)− θδ(s3 +
1

2
) =

∫ s3+1

s3+1/2
θ̇δ(s)ds >

π

2
,

which also contradicts s3 + 1 < s1. Hence, we get s4 ≥ s1. □

Lemma 4.4. If δ0 in (0, Rλ) is the type 1, the type 2, the type1.1 or the type 1.3, then
there exists ϵ > 0 such that δ in (δ0 − ϵ, δ0 + ϵ) is the same type.

Proof. Assume that δ0 is the type 1. We can choose T such that s3(δ0) < T < s1(δ0),
π/2 < θδ0(T ) < π and θ̇δ0(s) > 0 in [0, T ] from the proposition 3.1. Since solutions of
ordinary equations continuously depend on the initial datas, there exists ϵ > 0 such that
π/2 < θδ(T ) < π and θ̇δ(s) > 0 in [0, T ] for δ ∈ (δ0 − ϵ, δ0 + ϵ). Therefore 0 < θδ(s) < π
in (0, T ] and T < s1(δ). Moreover for δ ∈ (δ0 − ϵ, δ0 + ϵ), there exists an s in (0, T ) at
which θδ = π/2 from the intermediate value theorem. Thus for δ ∈ (δ0 − ϵ, δ0 + ϵ) one has
s3(δ) < T < s1(δ), namely, δ is the type 1. We actually proved that s3(δ) < T < s1(δ) is
equivalent to π/2 < θδ(T ) < π and θ̇δ(s) > 0 in [0, T ]. For the other cases, we can prove
them in the same way as in the type 1. □
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5. Proof of the theorems

From the proposition 4.1, we know that δ nearing 0 is the type 2 for λ < 0. We need to
show that there exists a δ∗ in (0, Rλ) such that it is not the type 2.

Lemma 5.1. Given 0 < δ∗ <
√
n− 1, there exists λ̄(δ∗) < 0 such that δ∗ is the type 1 for

λ̄(δ∗) < λ ≤ 0. Moreover, one can choose 0 < δ∗1 <
√
n− 1 such that δ∗1 is the type 1.1

for λ̄(δ∗1) < λ ≤ 0. One can also choose δ∗1 < δ∗2 <
√
n− 1 such that δ∗2 is the type 1.3 for

λ̄(δ∗2) < λ ≤ 0.

Proof. If λ = 0, Drugan and Kleene [12] showed that δ∗ is the type 1 for 0 < δ∗ <
√
n− 1.

In particular, δ∗ is the type 1.1 for δ∗ close to 0, δ∗ is the type 1.3 for δ∗ close to
√
n− 1

from below. Since the solution of (2.6) depends smoothly on the parameter λ, the proof
of this lemma is similar to the proof of lemma 4.4. □

Note that λ̄(δ∗) only depends on n and δ∗. Now we can prove the theorem 1.1 and the
theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Given µ in (λ̄(
√
n− 1/2), 0) where λ̄(

√
n− 1/2) is as in the lemma

5.1, we consider the the set

{
δ̃ ∈ (0, Rµ) : ∀δ ∈ (0, δ̃), δ is the type 2

}

which is non-empty by the proposition 4.1. Following the argument in [8] (cf. [2]). We
define δc as the supremum of this set:

δc = sup
{
δ̃ ∈ (0, Rµ) : ∀δ ∈ (0, δ̃), δ is the type 2

}
.

Then δc ≤ Rµ and δc is the largest real number in (0, Rµ] such that δ is the type 2 for all
δ ∈ (0, δc). But the lemma 5.1 shows that δc < Rµ for λ̄(

√
n− 1/2) < µ < 0 and then, by

the definition of δc, we can further utilize the lemma 4.4 to obtain that δc is neither the type
1 nor the type 2. Hence, δc is the type 3 (see the red curve in figure 5.1(a)). Then the profile
curve γδc(s), −∞ < s < ∞ generates an embedded complete µ-hypersurface diffeomorphic
to R× Sn−1. Letting λ = −µ, switching the unit normal vector to its opposite, we obtain
a λ-hypersurface which is non-convex by (2.3). This completes the proof of the theorem
1.1. A λ-cylinder in R3 with λ = 0.4 is shown in figure 5.2.

We should remark why we switch the unit normal vector because of the following reason.
The hypersurface constructed in theorem 1.1 is rotationally invariant, it can be regarded as
a deformation of the standard cylinder. So we may think that the normal vector pointing
to the axis is inward like the case of standard cylinder. From this point of view, the unit
normal vector we choose in (2.2) is outward.
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Figure 5.1 The profile curves of the λ-hypersurfaces. In subfigure (a), n = 2,
λ = 0.4. In subfigure (b), n = 2, λ = −0.24.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Given λ in (max
{
λ̄(δ∗1), λ̄(δ

∗
2)
}
, 0) where λ̄(δ∗1) and λ̄(δ∗2) are as in

lemma 5.1, we consider the the set

{δ ∈ (0, δ∗2) : δ is of type 1.1}

which is non-empty by the lemma 5.1. Define

δt1 = inf {δ ∈ (0, δ∗2) : δ is of type 1.1}

and
δt2 = sup {δ ∈ (0, δ∗2) : δ is of type 1.1} .

The proposition 4.1 shows that δt1 > 0. Therefore we can further utilize the lemma 4.4 and
the proposition 4.2 to obtain that δt1 is neither of type 1.1, type 1.3, type 2 nor of type 3.
In other words, δt1 is of type 1.2 (see the green curve in figure 5.1(b)). Similar argument
will prove that δt2 is of type 1.2 (see the yellow curve in figure 5.1(b)). This completes the
proof of theorem 1.2. Two λ-tori in R3 with λ = −0.24 are shown in figure 5.3.

Remark 5.1. Numerical evidence shows that δ in (0, Rµ1) may all be of type 1 for µ1 > 0,
so the examples in theorem 1.1 may not exist for λ < 0. Numerical evidence also shows
that δ in (0, Rµ2) may all be of type 2 for µ2 < 0 close to −∞, so the examples in theorem
1.1 may not exist for λ > 0 close to ∞, the examples in theorem 1.2 may not exist for
λ < 0 close to −∞.
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Figure 5.2 A λ-cylinder in R3 where λ = 0.4.

(a) (b)

Figure 5.3 Two λ-tori in R3 where λ = −0.24.
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