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Lower bound for the first eigenvalue of a

minimally embedded hypersurface in a

Riemannian manifold

Egor Surkov∗

Abstract

We provide a lower bound for the first eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami
operator on a closed orientable hypersurface minimally embedded in an ori-
entable compact Riemannian manifold with Ricci curvature bounded below by
a positive constant.

1 Introduction

LetM be an orientable compact manifold of dimension n+1 without boundary
with a Riemannian metric g, and let Σ be a minimally embedded oriented
closed hypersurface ψ : Σ →֒ M . Consider the metric g = ψ∗g induced on Σ
by the embedding. Then we have the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Σ,

∆Σ
g f = − div grad f = − 1√

|g|
∂

∂xi

(√
|g|gij ∂f

∂xj

)
. (1)

Let us denote the first non-zero eigenvalue of the operator ∆Σ
g by λ1(Σ, g).

An important problem in Spectral Geometry and Geometric Analysis is to
find bounds for the spectrum of Laplace-Beltrami operator in terms of intrinsic
or extrinsic geometry of (sub)manifolds. There are several famous works in
the case of intrinsic geometry, see e.g [Che70] and [Bus82], that give lower and
upper bounds for the first eigenvalue in some geometric terms. In the case
of surfaces a significant progress was achieved in the problem of isoperimetric
inequalities for eigenvalues. Upper bounds depending only on topological data
for normalized eigenvalues were given in the works [YY80], [Kor93], [Kar16]
that were later refined. Hence, it is natural to look for a maximal metric for
a normalized eigenvalue, see [Her70], [LY82], [Nad96], [ESGJ06], [CKM19],
[NS19]. It is important to remark, that this problem was solved completely for
all eigenvalues in the case of S2 and RP

2 in the papers [KNPP21] and [Kar21].
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More about critical metrics for eigenvalues can be found in the reviews [Pen13],
[Pen19].

In this work we are interested in the extrinsic case. In particular, the ques-
tion about the connection between the first eigenvalue of minimally embedded
hypersurfaces and the geometry of the ambient manifold is an old problem.
One of the most famous conjectures is the following Yau conjecture [Yau82].

Yau conjecture. Let M = S
n+1, the unit sphere, and Σ is a minimally em-

bedded oriented closed hypersurface. Then the first non-zero eigenvalue of Σ is
equal to n.

Yau’s conjecture is still open, but there are several papers where the con-
jecture is proven in special cases, see e.g. [CS09], [TY13], [TXY14].

Let us fix notation and conventions. The sectional curvature of the manifold
M is denoted by seccM , the Ricci curvature tensor is denoted by RicM , the
Riemann curvature tensor is denoted by

RX,Y Z = ∇X∇YZ −∇Y∇XZ −∇[X,Y ]Z.

We denote the second fundamental form by B ∈ Γ(Hom(TΣ⊗TΣ, NΣ)). We

also need the mean curvature normal field
−→
HΣ =

n∑
i=1

B(ei, ei), where ei is a

local orthonormal frame in the sections of TΣ. We also define mean curvature
HΣ by a formula

−→
HΣ = HΣν, where ν is a normal field to Σ. We consider M

and Σ with a chosen orientation, this choice becomes clear in Section 3. The
projections of the field X ∈ Γ(TM) onto the tangent and the normal bundles
of the submanifold Σ is denoted by XT and XN , respectively. We need the
Hessian Hessw = ∇dw ∈ Γ(TM ⊗ TM), where w ∈ C∞(M). Differential
operators on Σ have Σ as a superscript, for example, the Laplacian on M will
be written as ∆, and the Laplacian on Σ will be written as ∆Σ.

The formula RicM > k means that for any s ∈ Γ(TM) we have RicM(s, s) >
k · g(s, s).

Approaching the Yau conjecture, Choi and Wang proved the following re-
sult. Let RicM > q > 0. It is shown in the paper [CW83] that in this case one
has

λ1(Σ) >
q

2
. (2)

Remark that in the case of the unite sphere S
n+1 it is known, that the

first eigenvalue of Σ is less or equal to n. And it is clear that the finding a
good lower bound is enough to prove the Yau conjecture. In a case similar to
Choi-Wang setting there are some results concerning an upper bound for the
first eigenvalue, see [Hei88].

In the case when the ambient manifold is the Euclidean space there are
famous Reilly’s results and their various generalizations, see [Rei77b], and in
the case when ambient manifold is a space form, see [Gro02].

Further, in the case when M = S
n+1, the unit sphere, it is shown in the

work [DSS23], using the methods of the theory of tubular neighborhoods, that
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there exist such constants

an >
(n− 1)n2

3200
, bn 6

5n2

720
, (3)

that the first eigenvalue of the hypersurface Σ is bounded as follows,

λ1(Σ) >
n

2
+

an

Λ6 + bn
, (4)

where Λ = sup
Σ

||B||.
In this paper we step aside from the context of the Yau conjecture and we

generalize the result of [DSS23] to a wider class of manifolds. We assume that
M satisfies the following condition,

c = inf
p∈M

σ∈TpM

seccM(σ) > 0, (5)

where σ is a two-dimensional plane in TpM .
From condition (5) it follows immediately that RicM > cn. Let

b = sup
p∈M

σ∈TpM

seccM(σ). (6)

The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1.1. Let M be a compact oriented Riemannian manifold of di-
mension n+1 without boundary satisfying condition (5), and let Σ be a closed
orientable hypersurface minimally embedded in M . Then there exists such con-
stants

ε ∈
(
0 ,

Λ

2

)
, β > 0, (7)

that for

ε̃ =

(
ε√

b−√
c ε
Λ

)(
1 +

bn

Λ2

)√
c, δ =

c n√
b
arctan

(
ε

n
√
c

)
, (8)

we have

γ =
√
2nc− ε̃− β > 0, (9)

and for constants defined as

an =
(cn− 1)δ3γ

64
, bn =

(cn− 1)δ3

32β
, (10)

the following lower bound holds,

λ1(Σ) >
cn

2
+

an

Λ6 + bn
, (11)
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where Λ = sup
Σ

||B||. In addition, we can choose β and ε in such a way that

the following estimates holds,

an >
3(cn− 1)(c · n)7/2

b3/2 6400
arctan3

(
ε√
c n

)
, (12)

bn 6
5(cn− 1)(c · n)5/2

b3/2 8
arctan3

(
ε√
c n

)
, (13)

where ε =
2(2

√
b−√

c)
√
n

3
√
b bc+1

b

. (14)

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Parallel hypersurfaces

For a hypersurface Σ embedded in M, consider the restriction expNΣ of the
exponential map from TM to NΣ ⊂ TM . We define the following family of
maps

Φt : Σ 7−→M, Φt(p) = expNΣ(p, tνp) ∈M, (15)

where ν is the unit normal field to the surface Σ, induced by the orientation
of the surface. The choice of orientation on Σ and M is described in Section
3.

Let κi be the principal curvatures of the surface Σ. We introduce κmax =
max

p∈Σ, i∈1...n
{κi|p} and κ = 1√

c
arctan(

√
cκ−1

max). Then the general theory of tubu-

lar neighborhoods [Gra04, Lemma 8.20] says that for any t ∈ (−κ,κ) the map
Φt is an immersion.

We denote by κi(t) the i-th principal curvature of the surface Φt(Σ). It is
clear that κi(0) coincides with κi.

Moreover, it is known that for any t1 ∈ [0,κ) the principal curvatures of the
hypersurface Φt1(Σ) at a point Φt1(p) has the following upper bound [Gra04,
Lemma 8.21],

κi(t1)|Φt1(p)
6

√
b · tan(

√
b t1) + κi|p

1− κi|p√
b
· tan(

√
b t1)

. (16)

In order to simplify notation, we denote the image of Φt(Σ) by Σt. Unfortu-
nately, in the general case, it is not true that the mapping Φt is an embedding
for all values of t for which it is defined. However, if we impose restrictions on
the curvature of the surface Σ, then the following lemma holds.

Here mean convexity means that H > 0 and strictly mean convexity means
that H > 0.

Lemma 2.1.1. Let Σ →֒ M be an embedded closed mean-convex oriented
hypersurface and seccM > c > 0, then for any t ∈ (−κ;κ), where κ =
1√
c
arctan(

√
cκ−1

max), the hypersurface Σt is embedded, and for t ∈ (−κ;κ) \ {0}
it is strictly mean-convex.
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Proof. The proof is in three steps and by reductio ad absurdum.
The first step. Let

t∗ = sup{t ∈ [0,κ)| ∀τ ∈ [0, t) the hypersurface Στ is embedded}. (17)

It is known that for small t the surface Σt is embedded [Gra04, Chapter 2], it
implies that t∗ > 0. If the assertion of the lemma is not true, then t∗ < κ and
there exists ε ∈ (0, 1) such that t∗ = 1√

c
arctan(ε

√
cκ−1

max). Since t∗ < κ, it is
clear that Φt∗ is an immersion.

Note that injectivity of an immersion is equivalent to fact that this im-
mersion is an embedding, if we consider the immersions of compact manifolds.
Indeed, a map from a compact space to a Hausdorff space is always closed. A
closed and injective map defines a homeomorphism onto its image. Thus, for
compact manifolds, the injectivity of an immersion is equivalent to fact that
this immersion is an embedding. Hence, if we assume that our immersion is
no more an embedding, then it is no more injective.

It follows from the definition of t∗ and the previous discussion, that there
exists at least one point x ∈ Σt∗ such that for some p, q ∈ Σ we have x =
expNΣ(p, t∗νp) = expNΣ(q, t∗νq).

Remark that there exist neighborhoods Up and Uq of points p and q such
that Φp

t∗ = Φt∗ |Up
and Φq

t∗ = Φt∗ |Uq
satisfy the following properties: 1) the

images of these neighborhoods by the mappings Σp
t∗ and Σq

t∗ have at least
one common point x and 2) Σp

t∗ and Σq
t∗ are graphs over the corresponding

neighborhoods in tangent spaces. The second property means that we can
choose neighborhoods Up and Uq in such a way that there exist neighborhoods

in the tangent spaces Ũp ⊂ TpΣ and Ũq ⊂ TqΣ diffeomorphic by maps expΣp
and expΣq to Up and Uq, and the maps Φp

t∗ and Φq
t∗ can be considered as defined

on the neighborhoods Ũp, Ũq identified with Up and Uq.
For an embedded surface S with a chosen unit normal field we consider the

signed distance function to the surface S. It is well defined in a sufficiently
small neighborhood of S see [Cha06, Chapter III.6]. We denote this function
by ρS(x). Locally the surface is the set of zeros of this function. Note that
for an embedded hypersurface Fermi coordinates are correctly defined on its
sufficiently small neighborhood. It follows that ν = grad ρS|S, for more details
see e.g. [Cha06, Chapter III.6]. Further, for an embedded hypersurface we
consider the normal field ν extended as grad ρS into some neighborhood in M
of the surface S.

The second step. Consider the surfaces Σp
t∗ and Σq

t∗ . We want to prove
that Σp

t∗ and Σq
t∗ touch each other at the point x, and their normal vectors

have opposite directions at the point x.
First, note that M is a complete metric space. There exists a value α > 0

such that the following condition holds: the surfaces Φt∗−α(Up) = Σp
t∗−α and

Φt∗−α(Uq) = Σq
t∗−α lie in a normal neighborhood in M of the point x and in

Fermi neighborhoods of each of the surfaces Σp
t∗−α and Σq

t∗−α. This can be
achieved by choosing sufficiently small α > 0 and reducing if necessary the
neighborhoods Ũp, Ũq, since the condition holds for α = 0 and it is clear that
that it also holds for all positive α sufficiently close to zero.
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Let Φt∗−α(p) = pα and Φt∗−α(q) = qα. By the triangle inequality we have
that

d(Σp
t∗−α,Σ

q
t∗−α) 6 d(pα, qα) 6 d(pα, x) + d(qα, x) = 2α,

where the last equality is satisfied since we work in the normal neighborhood of
x and we already have the geodesics of corresponding lengths, since for α = 0
such geodesics exist and this property depends continuously w.r.t. α.

Suppose that d(Σp
t∗−α,Σ

q
t∗−α) < 2α. We want to obtain a contradiction.

We consider all geodesics as parameterized by their oriented lengths.
Recall that Fermi coordinates are given by a diffeomorphism from a neigh-

borhood of Σq
t∗−α in the normal bundle to a neighborhood U ∈M of Σq

t∗−α in
the manifold,

F q
t∗−α : BrNΣq

t∗−α
exp

NΣ
q
t∗−α

−−−−−−→ U.

Moreover, F q
t∗−α is consistent with ρΣq

t∗−α
, i.e. in the neighborhood U with the

Fermi coordinates, the geodesics generated by the mapping expNΣq
t∗−α coincide

with the gradient trajectories of the function ρΣq
t∗−α

see [Cha06, Chapter III.6].

We can assume that the diffeomorphism F q
t∗−α associates a pair to each point b

in the neighborhood of U . This pair consists of point c on the surface Σq
t∗−α and

the distance from the point b to the surface Σq
t∗−α, furthermore that distance is

equal to d(b, c). Moreover, this distance is realized by the gradient trajectory
of the function ρΣq

t∗−α
, which is a minimal geodesic.

Note that the set A := {a ∈ Σp
t∗−α | d(a,Σq

t∗−α) < 2α} has interior points.
Then, since the surface Σp

t∗−α lies in the Fermi neighborhood of the surface
Σq

t∗−α and F q
t∗−α is open, we can choose an interior point p̄α ∈ A, such that

π
q
t∗−α◦F q

t∗−α
−1
(p̄α) = q̄α ∈ Σq

t∗−α, where π
q
t∗−α is the projection from BrNΣq

t∗−α

onto Σq
t∗−α.

Consider the geodesic γ1 that connects q̄α and p̄α which existence is pro-
vided by the properties of Fermi coordinates described above. This geodesic
minimizes the distance between p̄α and Σq

t∗−α. Then the length of the arc of γ1
between q̄α and p̄α is less than 2α. We consider the geodesic γ1 parametrized
in such a way that γ1(0) = q̄α and γ1(d(q̄α, p̄α)) = p̄α. Note that since γ1 is
the minimizer of distance between p̄α and Σq

t∗−α , and we are working in the
Fermi neighborhood of the surface Σq

t∗−α, then γ̇1(0) is normal to the surface
Σq

t∗−α, see [Cha06, Chapter III.6]. Let |γ1| denote the length arc of the curve

γ1 between q̄α and p̄α, and let e = |γ1|
2
.

The Fermi coordinates in the neighborhood of Σp
t∗−α are defined by the

open mapping Fp
t∗−α. The mapping Fp

t∗−α is defined in a similar to F q
t∗−α

way. We need the midpoint mγ1 = γ1(e) of the geodesic γ1. The point mγ1 is
an interior point for the domain of the Fermi coordinates with respect to the
surface Σp

t∗−α. Then we obtain the point πp
t∗−α ◦ Fp

t∗−α
−1
(mγ1) = h ∈ Σp

t∗−α,
where πp

t∗−α is defined in a similar to πq
t∗−α way. The same arguments as for

γ1 yield the existence of γ2 which connects h and mγ1 and it is the minimizer
of distance between mγ1 and Σp

t∗−α. We can write d(mγ1 ,Σ
p
t∗−α) = |γ2|, where

|γ2| denotes the arc length of the curve γ2 connecting the points h and mγ1 .
We consider γ2 parametrized as γ2(0) = h and γ2(d(mγ1 , h)) = mγ1 . The

6



same argument as for γ1 implies that γ̇2(0) is the normal vector to the surface
Σp

t∗−α. Since γ2 is the minimizer of distance between mγ1 and Σp
t∗−α and we

can consider a half of γ1 as the arc connecting mγ1 and Σp
t∗−α, we obtain that

|γ2| 6 e < α by the construction.
Consider the mapping Φt∗−(α−e). If |γ2| = e, then we obtain from the

properties of γ1 and γ2 that

Φt∗−(α−e)(Φ
−1
t∗−α(q̄α)) = mγ1 = Φt∗−(α−e)(Φ

−1
t∗−α(h)),

and Φt∗−(α−e) is no more injective, it contradicts the definition of t∗ . Therefore,
we can assume that |γ2| < e. Consider the surfaces Σp

t∗−(α−e) and Σq
t∗−(α−e)

which are the images of the neighborhoods Up and Uq under the mapping
Φt∗−(α−e). Then mγ1 ∈ Σq

t∗−(α−e). Consider the point q̄ = Φt∗−(α−e)(q). Recall
that we consider the signed distances to the hypersurface. Then, from the
definition of the point q we have that ρΣp

t∗−(α−e)
(q̄) > 0. Since γ̇2(0) is the

normal vector to the surface Σp
t∗−α, it follows that γ2 was generated by the

map Φt∗−(α−e). From the previous discussion and from the inequality |γ2| < e,
we finally obtain that ρΣp

t∗−(α−e)
(mγ1) < 0. Take any path Γ on the surface

Σq
t∗−(α−e) connecting the points q̄ and mγ1 . Then there exists a point w such

that ρΣp

t∗−(α−e)
(w) = 0, and hence at this point Φt∗−(α−e) is not injective, this

contradicts the choice of t∗.
Thus, the distance between Σp

t∗−α and Σq
t∗−α is 2α. Recall that it follows

from the definition of the point x that d(pα, x) + d(qα, x) = 2α. We have
a piecewise smooth curve consisting of two geodesics connecting the points
pα, x and the point x, qα, respectively. A piecewise smooth curve that is the
minimizer of distance is the shortest curve, and therefore is a minimal geodesic
and therefore is smooth. We obtain that Σp

t∗ and Σq
t∗ are tangent at the point x,

and their normal vectors have opposite directions. The last statement follows
from the fact that the normal vectors at point x will be the velocity vectors of
one geodesic, parametrized in different directions.

The third step. Now recall [Gra04, Lemma 8.20], which says that the
mean curvature of the surface Στ can be bounded from below in terms of
the principal curvatures of the surface Σ in the following way. There exists
δ ∈ [0; 1) depending on τ such that

HΣτ
>

n∑

i=1

κi +
√
c tan(

√
c τ)

1− 1√
c
tan(

√
c τ)κi

> HΣ +

n∑

i=1

(
√
c+

√
c
−1
κ

2
i ) tan(

√
c τ)

1− δ · ε >

>

n∑

i=1

(
√
c+

√
c
−1
κ

2
i ) tan(

√
c τ)

1− δ · ε =
(
√
cn +

√
c
−1||B||2) tan(√c τ)
1− δ · ε > 0,

(18)
It follows from the Weingarten formula for hypersurfaces and the divergence

formula in an local orthonormal frame that for a hypersurface S embedded in
M and for a point l ∈ S the following formula holds

HS(l) = −
n∑

i=1

〈∇eiν; ei〉 = −
n∑

i=1

〈∇eiν; ei〉 − 〈∇νν; ν〉 = − div ν(l). (19)
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We used here the fact that 〈∇νν; ν〉 = 1
2
ν〈ν; ν〉 = 1

2
ν1 = 0.

Locally one has ν = grad ρS. Hence, formula (19) can be rewritten as

HS(l) = ∆ρS(l). (20)

Consider again our surfaces Σp
t∗ and Σq

t∗ . The mean curvatures of these
surfaces at the point x are positive, which follows from the estimate (18) of
the mean curvature at the point x. It follows immediately, from formula (20)
applied to the surfaces Σp

t∗ and Σq
t∗ , that

−∆ρΣp
t∗
(x) < 0 < ∆ρΣq

t∗
(x). (21)

Then, by continuity, for a sufficiently small geodesic ball B(x) with center at
the point x, the following inequalities hold,

−∆ρΣp
t∗
< 0 < ∆ρΣq

t∗
. (22)

It follows that −∆(ρΣp
t∗
+ ρΣq

t∗
) < 0. In the domain D = B(x)∩{ρΣq

t∗
> 0}

we have ρΣp
t∗
+ ρΣq

t∗
> 0 and ρΣp

t∗
(x) = ρΣq

t∗
(x) = 0. By the Hopf lemma

[Eva98, Lemma 6.4.2], applied at the point x as a boundary point of D, we
obtain that either ρΣp

t∗
+ ρΣq

t∗
= c in D, or νD(ρΣp

t∗
+ ρΣq

t∗
)(x) > 0, where νD

denotes the exterior unit normal field to the boundary of the domain D in M .
Note that at the point x we have that νD(x) = ν(x), there ν indicates the unit
normal field to Σp

t∗ . The first formula given by the Hopf lemma contradicts the
strictness of inequality (22), and the second formula given by the Hopf lemma
contradicts the fact that νρΣp

t∗
(x) = −νρΣq

t∗
(x) = 1. This contradiction proves

Lemma 2.1.1.

2.2 Simons Theory

In this subsection we use the results first appeared in the paper [Sim68], but
we want to use the notation from [Xin03] . In particular, let

B̃ = B ◦B∗ ◦B, (23)

where B∗ ∈ Γ(Hom(NΣ, TΣ⊗TΣ)) is the formal conjugate to B ∈ Γ(Hom(TΣ⊗TΣ, NΣ)),

R̃(X, Y ) =

n∑

i=1

[(∇M
XR

M)Y,eiei + (∇M
ei
RM)X,eiY ]

N , (24)

where X, Y ∈ TΣ and e1...en is a local orthonormal frame in TΣ,

R(X, Y ) =
n∑

i=1

[2RM
Y,ei

B(X, ei) + 2RM
X,ei

B(Y, ei)−B(X,RM
Y,ei

ei
T
)−

−B(Y,RM
X,ei

ei
T
) +RM

B(X,Y ),ei
ei − 2B(ei, R

M
X,ei

Y
T
)]N .

(25)

Let us write the formula [Xin03, formula 1.6.4] in the case of codimension 1,

tr(∇2B) = −B̃ + R̃+R, (26)

8



where

tr(∇2B) =

n∑

i=1

∇ei∇eiB −∇∇ei
eiB,

and e1...en is a local orthonormal frame in TΣ. Let us multiply the equality
(26) by B as an element of Γ(TΣ⊗TΣ, NΣ) using the natural scalar product.
Estimating from below following the works of [Xin03] and [Sim68], we obtain
that

〈tr(∇2B), B〉 > −|B|4 + nc|B|2 + 〈R̃, B〉. (27)

Integrating both parts, we obtain

∫

Σ

〈tr(∇2B), B〉dsg >
∫

Σ

|B|2(nc− |B|2)dsg +
∫

Σ

〈R̃, B〉dsg. (28)

From the definition of R̃ in the case of codimension 1 and from Gauss–Codazzi
equations, it follows that

∫
Σ
〈R̃, B〉dsg > 0, see [Sim68]. This implies that

∫

Σ

〈tr(∇2B), B〉dsg >
∫

Σ

|B|2(nc− |B|2)dsg. (29)

We use the equality
∫
Σ
〈tr(∇2B), B〉dsg = −

∫
Σ
|∇B|2dsg from the book

[Xin03, §1.6], where the norm of RHS is taken with respect to the scalar
product in Γ(Hom(TΣ⊗ TΣ⊗ TΣ, NΣ)). Next, we obtain

0 > −
∫

Σ

|∇(B)|2dsg >
∫

Σ

|B|2(nc− |B|2)dsg. (30)

It follows that either
|B| >

√
nc, (31)

or the hypersurface Σ is totally geodesic. We exclude the case of a totally
geodesic submanifold, since its sectional curvature will be equal to the sectional
curvature of the manifoldM . This follows from the fact that seccΣ(u, v) =
Kexp(u,v), where K is the Gaussian curvature of the surface generated by the
vectors u and v ∈ TpΣ under the exponential map. Since the surfaces are totally
geodesic, the images of the corresponding surfaces coincide, so the Gaussian
curvatures coincide too. Then it is easy to see that RicΣ > c(n − 1). Let us
recall the Lichnerowicz theorem, see [Lic58].

Lichnerowicz’s Theorem. Let V be an orientable compact manifold of di-
mension n without boundary with Ricci curvature bounded below as

RicV > (n− 1)C > 0,

then the first positive eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator is bounded
below,

λV1 > nC.

9



Applying this theorem to Σ, we obtain in the case of a totally geodesic
hypersurface Σ that

λ1 > nc, (32)

which is much better than the estimate we want to obtain.
Therefore, we exclude the case of totally geodesic hypersurfaces. Further

we assume that for the hypersurfaces Σ we have Λ = sup
Σ

‖B‖ >
√
nc.

3 Bounds for eigenvalues

3.1 The result by Choi and Wang

In this section, we recall the proof of the Choi and Wang inequality. In the
following sections we improve this inequality in order to prove our main result
(11).

We need the following formula first obtained in [Rei77a] in order to present
the results of [CW83].

Proposition 3.1.1 (Reilly’s Formula). Let (X, g) be a smooth oriented Rie-
mannian manifold with boundary ∂X and the unit normal field to the boundary
directed inward. Let dvg be the volume form on X, and let dsg be the volume
form on ∂X. Let H∂X be the mean curvature of ∂X consistent with the orien-
tation of ∂X. Then the following formula holds,

∫

X

((∆u)2 − ‖Hessu‖2)dvg =
∫

X

RicX(gradu, gradu)dv
g+

+

∫

∂X

(∆∂Xu−Huν)uνds
g +

∫

∂X

〈grad∂X u, grad∂X uν〉dsg−

−
∫

∂X

B(grad∂X u, grad∂X u)dsg,

(33)

where uν = νu.

Consider again Σ andM from the previous sections. It is important to note
that since RicM > cn, the first Betti number b1(M) = 0, see Bochner [Boc48].
From the Poincaré duality and the fact that H1(M) = Hom(π1(M),Z), see
[Hat02], we can conclude that there is no torsion in the corresponding (co)homology
group of oriented manifolds. Combining the previous two facts we obtain
Hn(M) = 0. Applying the long exact sequence of pair and the excision the-
orem to Σ →֒ M , we obtain that Σ divides M into two domains. Let us
denote them by M1 and M2. Further, we assume that the normal field on Σ
is chosen in such a way that −

∫
Σ
B(gradΣ u, gradΣ u)dsg > 0. Without loss of

generality, we assume that the normal field is directed inward M1.
Let Ψ be an eigenfunction corresponding to the first eigenvalue of the hyper-

surface Σ, normalized by the condition ‖Ψ‖L2(Σ) = 1. We define the harmonic
extension u of the function Ψ to M1, i.e. the unique solution of the Cauchy
problem {

∆u = 0|M1,

u = Ψ|Σ.
(34)
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Substitute u into the Rayleigh formula. We use the minimality of Σ and
the fact that we chose the orientation so that

−
∫

Σ

B(gradΣ u, gradΣ u)dsg > 0,

and we get that

∫

M1

((∆u)2 − ‖Hessu‖2)dvg > cn

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg +
∫

Σ

(∆Σu)uνds
g+

+

∫

Σ

〈gradΣ u, gradΣ uν〉dsg = cn

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg + 2

∫

Σ

(∆Σu)uνds
g =

= nc

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg + 2λ1

∫

Σ

uνuds
g.

(35)

Using Green’s formula and the equation ∆u = 0|M1, we obtain that

∫

Σ

uνuds
g =

∫

M1

−| gradu|2 + u∆udvg = −
∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg. (36)

Substituting this into the previous inequality, we obtain that

2
(
λ1 −

cn

2

)∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg >
∫

M1

‖Hess u‖2dvg > 0. (37)

Finally, we obtain the inequality first proved in [CW83],

λ1(Σ) >
cn

2
.

3.2 Proof of the first auxiliary proposition

We need to introduce several constants. Unlike the work [DSS23], we do not
try to introduce them immediately, but only step by step.

Recall that the hypersurface Σt is embedded for |t| ∈ [0; 1√
c
arctan(

√
cΛ−1)).

Consider a parameter ε ∈ (0; Λ
2
), we will fix its exact value later. Let Dε =

1√
b
arctan(

√
c εΛ−2). Then Dε <

1√
c
arctan(

√
cΛ−1), and for any t ∈ [−Dε;Dε]

the surface Σt is an embedded submanifold.

Lemma 3.2.1 (on the upper bound for the mean curvature). For any t ∈
[−Dε;Dε] the mean curvature of the surface Σt can be estimated as follows,

HΣt
6

(
ε√

b−√
c ε
Λ

)(
1 +

bn

Λ2

)√
c.

Denote the RHS by ε̃.

11



Proof. Taking a sum in formula (16) over all i we get that

HΣt
6

n∑

i=1

κi +
√
b tan(

√
b t)

1− 1√
b
tan(

√
b t)κi

6 HΣ +
n∑

i=1

1√
b
(b+ κ

2
i ) tan(

√
b t)

1− 1√
b
tan(

√
b t)κi

6

6
(bn + Λ2) tan(

√
b t)√

b−√
c ε

Λ

6
1√

b−√
c ε

Λ

· Λ2

(
1 +

bn

Λ2

)
· tan(t

√
b) 6

6

(
ε√

b−√
c ε

Λ

)(
1 +

bn

Λ2

)√
c.

(38)

Denote M t
1 = {p ∈M1|d(p,Σ) > t}. Note that for t ∈ [0;Dε] the boundary

of the domain M t
1 is Σt, i.e. a smooth embedded submanifold in M .

We present the following Lemma without proof, since it is similar to the
proof of [DSS23, Lemma 3.6].

Lemma 3.2.2. Let 0 < ε < Λ
2
, let v be a smooth function defined on M1, and

let β > 0 be a positive number and t ∈ [0;Dε]. Then the following inequality
holds, ∫

Σ

| grad v|2dsg 6
∫

Σt

| grad v|2dsg+

+(ε̃+ β)

∫

M1\M t
1

| grad v|2dvg + β−1

∫

M1\M t
1

|Hess v|2dvg,
(39)

where ε̃ in (39) is defined below Lemma 3.2.1.

Lemma 3.2.3 (on the estimate of the integral over a surface by the integral
over a domain). The function u defined by equation (34) satisfies the following
inequality,

√
2nc

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg 6
∫

Σ

| gradu|2dsg. (40)

Proof. Recall that we consider the first non-constant eigenfunction Ψ on the
surface Σ, whose extension to the domain M1 is u. Note that we consider Ψ
normalized as ‖Ψ‖L2(Σ) = 1. We denote the unit normal field on Σ directed
inward M1 by ν. Using Green’s formula and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we obtain

(∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg
)2

=

(∫

Σ

uνuds
g

)2

6

(∫

Σ

u2νds
g

)(∫

Σ

u2dsg
)

=

=

∫

Σ

u2νds
g.

(41)

On the other hand, we have the equality

∫

Σ

u2νds
g =

∫

Σ

| gradu|2dsg −
∫

Σ

| gradΣ u|2dsg =
∫

Σ

| gradu|2dsg − λ1, (42)

12



where the last equality follows from the variational description of the eigen-
values.

Substituting equality (42) into inequality (41) and applying a2 + b2 > 2ab,
we obtain that

∫

Σ

| gradu|2dsg > λ1 +

(∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg
)2

>

> 2
√
λ1

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg >
√
2nc

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg.
(43)

The last inequality in (43) follows from the estimate by Choi and Wang. This
finishes the proof.

Combining the results of the previous two Lemmas and using the idea that
the integral of a non-negative function only increases as the domain increases,
we obtain that

(
√
2nc− ε̃− β)

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg 6
∫

Σt

| gradu|2dsg + β−1

∫

M1

|Hessu|2dvg.
(44)

Let γ :=
√
2nc− ε̃−β, δ := n c√

b
arctan( ε

n
√
c
) and T := δ

2Λ2 . Let us fix β and

ε such that γ > 0. Then ε, ε̃, β, γ, δ, T are now constants. Remark that at this
moment the choice of β and ε is not unique. Latter in the proof of theorem
1.1.1 we choose some exact value of these constants.

Proposition 3.2.4 (first auxiliary proposition). Let u be a function defined
by equation (34), β, γ and δ be constants defined above. Then the following
inequality holds,

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg 6 2Λ2

δγ

∫

MT
1 \M2T

1

| gradu|2dvg + 1

γ · β

∫

M1

|Hessu|2dvg. (45)

Proof. First, we remark that the arctangent satisfies the following inequality,

k arctan(y) 6 arctan(ky),

for y > 0 and for k 6 1. Thus, if Λ >
√
nc, then the estimate δ

Λ2 6

1√
b
arctan( ε

√
c

Λ2 ) = Dε holds. Hence, for any t ∈ [T ; 2T ] formula (44) also

holds. We integrate inequality (44) over [T ; 2T ]. Since Σt is an embedded
submanifold, Fubini’s theorem implies that

δγ

2Λ2

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg 6
∫

MT
1 \M2T

1

| gradu|2dvg + δ

2Λ2 · β

∫

M1

|Hess u|2dvg.

(46)
Now inequality (45) follows immediately .
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3.3 Proof of the second auxiliary proposition

Lemma 3.3.1. Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold with Ricci curvature
bounded below by

RicM > cn. (47)

For a harmonic function w on M , we have the following inequality

−∆| gradw|2 > 2|Hessw|2 + 2cn| gradw|2. (48)

Proof. Let us write the Bochner’s formula

−∆| gradw|2 = −2〈grad∆w, gradw〉+ 2|Hessw|2 + 2Ric(gradw, gradw).
(49)

Then the bound (47) for the Ricci curvature imply the desired inequality.

Lemma 3.3.2. Let Ω ⊂ M where M is a manifold with Ricci curvature
bounded below, RicM > cn > 0, and w is a smooth harmonic function in
the domain Ω. We denote by Ωt the set {p ∈ Ω|d(p, ∂Ω) > t}. Note that for a
sufficiently small t the set Ωt is domain with a smooth boundary. Further, we
suppose that t is small enough for Ωt to be a domain with smooth boundary.
Then the following inequality holds,

∫

Ω2t

| gradw|2dvg 6 1

cn− 1
· t−2

∫

Ω

|Hessw|2dvg. (50)

Proof. Let us take a smooth non-negative function ρ2. We multiply the in-
equality from Lemma 3.3.1 by ρ2. We integrate it and obtain

∫

Ω

ρ2(|Hessw|2 + cn| gradw|2)dvg 6 −1

2

∫

Ω

ρ2∆| gradw|2dvg =

= −
∫

Ω

ρ〈grad ρ, grad | gradw|2〉dvg = −2

∫

Ω

ρHessw(gradw, grad ρ)dvg 6

6

∫

Ω

ρ2| gradw|2dvg +
∫

Ω

| grad ρ|2|Hessw|2dvg.
(51)

This inequality could be rewritten as

(cn− 1)

∫

Ω

ρ2| gradw|2dvg +
∫

Ω

(ρ2 − | grad ρ|2)|Hessw|2dvg 6 0. (52)

This implies

(cn− 1)

∫

Ω

ρ2| gradw|2dvg −
∫

Ω

| grad ρ|2|Hessw|2dvg 6 0. (53)

It follows that
∫

Ω

ρ2| gradw|2dvg 6 1

cn− 1

∫

Ω

| gradρ|2|Hessw|2dvg. (54)

14



Finally, we choose ρ such that ρ ≡ 0|Ω\Ωt , ρ ≡ 1|Ω2t and
| grad(ρ)| 6 (1 + ǫ)t−1, then

∫

Ω2t

| gradw|2dvg 6 (1 + ǫ)2

cn− 1
· t−2

∫

Ω

|Hessw|2dvg. (55)

Taking the limit as ǫ→ 0, we get

∫

Ω2t

| gradw|2dvg 6 1

cn− 1
· t−2

∫

Ω

|Hessw|2dvg. (56)

Proposition 3.3.3 (second auxiliary proposition). Let u be a function defined
by equation (34), and let δ, γ and Λ be constants defined above. Then the
following estimate of the integral holds,

∫

MT
1

| gradw|2dvg 6 1

cn− 1
· 16Λ

2

δ2

∫

M1

|Hessw|2dvg. (57)

Proof. We apply Lemma 3.3.2. Take Ω = M1, w = u and t = T
2
(T = δ

2Λ2 ),
then by Lemma 3.3.2 we obtain the inequality (57).

3.4 Proof of Theorem 1.1.1

Recall that we consider a compact orientable Riemannian manifold M of di-
mension n + 1 without boundary, M satisfies condition (5), and Σ is a closed
orientable hypersurface minimally embedded in M .

We defined the harmonic extension u of the first eigenfunction Ψ of the
hypersurface Σ to M1 as the unique solution of the problem (34), where M1 is
one of the connected components of M \ Σ.

For the function u, we obtained two estimates (45) and (57). Substituting
(57) into (45), we have

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg 6
(

32Λ6

(cn− 1)δ3γ
+

1

βγ

)∫

M1

|Hessu|2dvg. (58)

This estimate of the Hessian via the gradient permits us to improve Choi-Wang
result as we promised in Subsection 3.1. Substitution of (58) into (37) yields
that

2
(
λ1 −

cn

2

) ∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg > 1
32Λ6

(cn−1)δ3γ
+ 1

βγ

∫

M1

| gradu|2dvg. (59)

Dividing both sides by
∫
M1

| gradu|2dvg, we get

λ1(Σ) >
cn

2
+

1
64Λ6

(cn−1)δ3γ
+ 2

βγ

. (60)
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To obtain the estimate (11), we introduce constants

an =
(cn− 1)δ3γ

64
, bn =

(cn− 1)δ3

32β
, (61)

and fix

ε =
2(2

√
b−√

c)
√
n√

b bc+1
b

3
, β =

√
nc

20
. (62)

Then γ >
3
√
nc

100
, and our main constants are estimated as follows,

an >
3(cn− 1)(c · n)7/2

b3/2 6400
arctan3

(
ε√
c n

)
, (63)

bn 6
5(cn− 1)(c · n)5/2

b3/2 8
arctan3

(
ε√
c n

)
. (64)

As a result, we can write the final estimate

λ1(Σ) >
cn

2
+

an

Λ6 + bn
. (65)
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[Pen19] A. V. Penskŏı. Isoperimetric inequalities for higher eigenvalues of
the Laplace-Beltrami operator on surfaces. Tr. Mat. Inst. Steklova,
305(Algebraicheskaya Topologiya Kombinatorika i Matematich-
eskaya Fizika):291–308, 2019(Russian); translation in Proc. Steklov
Inst. Math.305, no.1, 270–286. 2019.

[Rei77a] Robert C. Reilly. Applications of the Hessian operator in a Rie-
mannian manifold. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 26(3):459–472, 1977.

[Rei77b] Robert C. Reilly. On the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian for com-
pact submanifolds of Euclidean space. Comment. Math. Helv.,
52(4):525–533, 1977.

[Sim68] James Simons. Minimal varieties in riemannian manifolds. Ann. of
Math. (2), 88:62–105, 1968.

[TXY14] Zizhou Tang, Yuquan Xie, and Wenjiao Yan. Isoparametric folia-
tion and Yau conjecture on the first eigenvalue, II. J. Funct. Anal.,
266(10):6174–6199, 2014.

[TY13] Zizhou Tang and Wenjiao Yan. Isoparametric foliation and Yau
conjecture on the first eigenvalue. J. Differential Geom., 94(3):521–
540, 2013.

[Xin03] Yuanlong Xin. Minimal submanifolds and related topics, volume 8
of Nankai Tracts in Mathematics. World Scientific Publishing Co.,
Inc., River Edge, NJ, 2003.

[Yau82] Shing Tung Yau, editor. Seminar on Differential Geometry. An-
nals of Mathematics Studies, No. 102. Princeton University Press,
Princeton, NJ; University of Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1982. Papers
presented at seminars held during the academic year 1979–1980.

18



[YY80] Paul C. Yang and Shing Tung Yau. Eigenvalues of the Laplacian of
compact Riemann surfaces and minimal submanifolds. Ann. Scuola
Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4), 7(1):55–63, 1980.

19


	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Parallel hypersurfaces
	Simons Theory

	Bounds for eigenvalues
	The result by Choi and Wang
	Proof of the first auxiliary proposition
	Proof of the second auxiliary proposition
	Proof of Theorem 1.1.1


