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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

Let M be an orientable compact manifold of dimension n—+1 without boundary
with a Riemannian metric g, and let > be a minimally embedded oriented
closed hypersurface ¢ : ¥ < M. Consider the metric ¢ = ¥*g induced on X
by the embedding. Then we have the Laplace-Beltrami operator on ¥,
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Let us denote the first non-zero eigenvalue of the operator A? by A (2, 9).
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], [Karl6]

that were later refined. Hence, it is natural to look for a maximal metric for

a normalized eigenvalue, see [Her70], [LY82], [Nad96], [ESGJ06], [CKMI9],

[NS19]. Tt is important to remark, that this problem was solved completely for
all eigenvalues in the case of S?> and RP?* in the papers [KNPP21] and [Kar21].
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More about critical metrics for eigenvalues can be found in the reviews [Pen13],
[Pend].

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"', the unit sphere, and X is a minimally em-
bedded oriented closed hypersurface. Then the first non-zero eigenvalue of X 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 secc,s, the Ricci curvature tensor is denoted by Ricy,, the
Riemann curvature tensor is denoted by

RX,yZ = VXVyZ — VYVXZ — V[X,y}Z.

We denote the second fundamental form by B € I'(Hom(TX @ TX, NX)). We
H n

also need the mean curvature normal field Hy, = ) B(e;, e;), where ¢; is a
i=1

local orthonormal frame in the sections of T3. We also define mean curvature
Hy, by a formula Hy, = Hsv, where v is a normal field to ¥. We consider M
and ¥ with a chosen orientation, this choice becomes clear in Section 3. The
projections of the field X € I'(T'M) onto the tangent and the normal bundles
of the submanifold Y is denoted by X7 and X%, respectively. We need the
Hessian Hessw = Vdw € I'(TM ® TM), where w € C*(M). Differential
operators on ¥ have Y as a superscript, for example, the Laplacian on M will
be written as A, and the Laplacian on ¥ will be written as A*.

The formula Ricy; > &k means that for any s € I'(T'M) we have Ricy (s, s) >
k-q(s,s).

Approaching the Yau conjecture, Choi and Wang proved the following re-
sult. Let Ricy; = g > 0. Tt is shown in the paper [CW83] that in this case one
has

(D) = g (2)

Remark that in the case of the unite sphere S*! it is known, that the
first eigenvalue of X 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 [Hei8g].

In the case when the ambient manifold is the Euclidean space there are
famous Reilly’s results and their various generalizations, see [Rei77h], and in
the case when ambient manifold is a space form, see [Gro(2).

Further, in the case when M = S"*! the unit sphere, it is shown in the
work [DSS23], using the methods of the theory of tubular neighborhoods, that



there exist such constants

(n — 1)n? 5n?
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that the first eigenvalue of the hypersurface ¥ is bounded as follows,
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where A = sup || B||.
s

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 seccp(o) >0, (5)
peEM
ocTp M
where o is a two-dimensional plane in T, M.
From condition (@) it follows immediately that Ricy, > cn. Let

b= sup seccy (o). (6)
peEM
o€y M

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 ([B), and let X be a closed
orientable hypersurface minimally embedded in M. Then there exists such con-
stants

ee(O,%), 5 >0, (7)
that for
- € bn cn €
€ = <m) (]. + p) \/E, 0= % arctan (n—\/z) s (8)
we have

y=V2nc—&— >0, (9)

and for constants defined as

(en —1)6%y (en —1)8°
=~ b, = ————, 10
the following lower bound holds,
cn ap,
¥) > — 11



where A = sup ||B||. In addition, we can choose 8 and € in such a way that
>

the following estimates holds,

3(en — 1)(c-n)"/? £
U = 7372 6400 arctan® Jen ) (12)

Ben = Dlen)? s (%) (13
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where € =

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Parallel hypersurfaces

For a hypersurface ¥ embedded in M, consider the restriction exp™* of the
exponential map from TM to NX C T'M. We define the following family of
maps

Dy N M, ®&(p) = exp¥(p,tv,) € M, (15)

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

Let s be the principal curvatures of the surface . We introduce 4, =

max {s|,} and 3 = % arctan(~/c 7! ). Then the general theory of tubu-
pe2,icl..n

lar neighborhoods [Gra04, Lemma 8.20] says that for any ¢ € (—s¢, ») the map
®, is an immersion.

We denote by ;(t) the i-th principal curvature of the surface ®;(X). It is
clear that »;(0) coincides with ;.

Moreover, it is known that for any t; € [0, 5¢) the principal curvatures of the
hypersurface ®;, () at a point @, (p) has the following upper bound [Gra04,
Lemma 8.21],

. Vb - tan(Vbty) + 5],

2#(t1)] @, () < = .
nr 1— % -tan(vbty)

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

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

(16)

Lemma 2.1.1. Let ¥ — M be an embedded closed mean-convexr oriented
hypersurface and seccyy = ¢ > 0, then for any t € (—s; %), where » =
% arctan(~/c »,L ), the hypersurface ¥y is embedded, and fort € (—s¢; ) \ {0}
it 1s strictly mean-conver.



Proof. The proof is in three steps and by reductio ad absurdum.
The first step. Let

t. = sup{t € [0, )| V7 € [0,¢) the hypersurface ¥, is embedded }. (17)

It is known that for small ¢ the surface ¥; is embedded [Gra04, Chapter 2], it
implies that ¢, > 0. If the assertion of the lemma is not true, then ¢, < s and
there exists € € (0,1) such that ¢, = \% arctan(e/cs,! ). Since t, < ¢, it is
clear that ®,, 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 € ¥, such that for some p,q € ¥ we have z =
exp™*(p, tov,) = exp™N¥(q, tivy).

Remark that there exist neighborhoods U, and U, of points p and ¢ such
that ®] = &y |y, and ®] = &, |y, satisfy the following properties: 1) the
images of these neighborhoods by the mappings 37 and i have at least
one common point = and 2) Xf and X are graphs over the corresponding
neighborhoods in tangent spaces. The second property means that we can
choose neighborhoods U, and U, in such a way that there exist neighborhoods

in the tangent spaces U; C T,> and (7; C T,% diffeomorphic by maps ea:p?
and ea:p? to U, and U,, and the maps ®7. and @f* can be considered as defined
on the neighborhoods U;, U; identified with U, and Uj.

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 [Cha(6, Chapter II1.6]. We denote this function
by ps(z). 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 v = grad pg|g, for more details
see e.g. [Cha06, Chapter II1.6]. Further, for an embedded hypersurface we
consider the normal field v extended as grad ps into some neighborhood in M
of the surface S.

The second step. Consider the surfaces ¥ and Xf . We want to prove
that 37 and X{ touch each other at the point z, and their normal vectors
have opposite directions at the point x.

First, note that M is a complete metric space. There exists a value a > 0
such that the following condition holds: the surfaces ®;,_,(U,) = 37 _, and
;. _o(U,) = X{ _, lie in a normal neighborhood in M of the point = and in
Fermi neighborhoods of each of the surfaces ¥} _, and Xf _,. This can be
achieved by choosing sufficiently small & > 0 and reducing if necessary the
neighborhoods U, U,, since the condition holds for a = 0 and it is clear that
that it also holds for all positive « sufficiently close to zero.



Let @, _o(p) = pa and P4, _,(q) = ¢o. By the triangle inequality we have
that

d(XF, _0r 2, —a) < d(Pa, Ga) < d(Pa; ) + d(ga, v) = 20,

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 a = 0
such geodesics exist and this property depends continuously w.r.t. «.
Suppose that d(X7 _,, %! ) < 2. 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 ¥ _, in the normal bundle to a neighborhood U € M of ¥ _ in

the manifold,
Nxd
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Moreover, F; _, is consistent with psa ., le. in the neighborhood U with the

Fermi coordinates, the geodesics generated by the mapping exp® %o coincide
with the gradient trajectories of the function pss  see [Cha06l Chapter I11.6].
We can assume that the diffeomorphism F/ _, associates a pair to each point b
in the neighborhood of U. This pair consists of point ¢ on the surface X _ and
the distance from the point b to the surface 3y _,, furthermore that distance is
equal to d(b, c). Moreover, this distance is realized by the gradient trajectory
of the function pss s which is a minimal geodesic.

Note that the set A := {a € ¥} __ |d(a,X{ _,) < 2a} has interior points.
Then, since the surface 37 _ lies in the Fermi neighborhood of the surface

¥! _, and F{ _, is open, we can choose an interior point p, € A, such that
ﬂf*_aoﬁi_a_l(ﬁa) = {o € X} _,, where 7} __ is the projection from B, NX{ _,
onto Xf _,,.

Consider the geodesic «; that connects ¢, and p, which existence is pro-
vided by the properties of Fermi coordinates described above. This geodesic
minimizes the distance between p, and X{ _,. Then the length of the arc of v,
between ¢, and p, is less than 2a. We consider the geodesic v; parametrized
in such a way that v;(0) = ¢, and ¥1(d(Ga, Pa)) = Da- Note that since 7 is
the minimizer of distance between p, and X _, , and we are working in the
Fermi neighborhood of the surface Xf _,, then +;(0) is normal to the surface
b

see [Cha06l Chapter I11.6]. Let |y;| denote the length arc of the curve

71 between ¢, and p,, and let e = Ié—”

The Fermi coordinates in the neighborhood of X _ are defined by the
open mapping F; _,. The mapping F; _, is defined in a similar to F/ _,
way. We need the midpoint m,, = 7(e) of the geodesic v;. The point m,, is
an interior point for the domain of the Fermi coordinates with respect to the

surface ¥ _. Then we obtain the point 7/ _, o F¥_,~"(my,) =h € ¥V
where 77 _, is defined in a similar to «{ _, way. The same arguments as for
~ yield the existence of v, which connects h and m., and it is the minimizer
of distance between m., and X _,. We can write d(m.,, X} _,) = |y2|, where
|72| denotes the arc length of the curve 7, connecting the points h and m.,.

We consider v, parametrized as 72(0) = h and 72(d(m.,,h)) = m,,. The

—a)



same argument as for v, implies that 72(0) is the normal vector to the surface
Y7 _,. Since 72 is the minimizer of distance between m., and X} _, and we
can consider a half of 7, as the arc connecting m., and 37 __, we obtain that
|72] < e < a by the construction.

Consider the mapping ®;, _(a—¢). If |12| = e, then we obtain from the

properties of v; and 7, that

D, (oo (P11 0 (Ga)) = My = Op (o) (P11 0 (R)),

and @y, _ (4. is no more injective, it contradicts the definition of ¢, . Therefore,
we can assume that |y5| < e. Consider the surfaces X} “(a—e) and 7 ~(a—e)
which are the images of the neighborhoods U, and U under the mappmg
®;, _(a—e). Then m,, € Zq (a—e)" Consider the point ¢ = ®;, _(4—¢)(q). Recall
that we con81der the 81gned distances to the hypersurface. Then, from the
definition of the point ¢ we have that P (@) > 0. Since 75(0) is the
normal vector to the surface Xf _, it follows that v, was generated by the
map ®;, _(q—¢). From the previous discussion and from the inequality |v»| < e,
we finally obtain that SR (m,,) < 0. Take any path I' on the surface
E‘t]r(afe) connecting the points ¢ and m,,. Then there exists a point w such
that P (w) = 0, and hence at this point ®;, _(4—.) is not injective, this
contradicts the choice of t,.

Thus, the distance between Y7 _ and 3} _ is 2. Recall that it follows
from the definition of the point z that d(pas,x) + d(qa,x) = 2a. We have
a piecewise smooth curve consisting of two geodesics connecting the points
Pa, T and the point z,q,, 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 X7 and Xf are tangent at the point z,
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 >, can be bounded from below in terms of
the principal curvatures of the surface ¥ in the following way. There exists
0 € [0;1) depending on 7 such that

HET/Z%,+\/_taH(\/_ > Iy +Z \/_+\/_ »?) tan(y/cT) -

1—1tan(\/57'%l 1—0-¢

>i f+f »;) tan(/c7) (\@H\f* [ BI?) tan(v/c7)

1—9-¢ - 1—9-¢ >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 [ € S the following formula holds

n n

Hg(l) = =Y (Vewie) ==Y (Vevse) — (Voysv) = —dive(l).  (19)

i=1 =1



We used here the fact that (V,v;v) = tv(v;v) = sv1 = 0.

Locally one has v = grad ps. Hence, formula (I9) can be rewritten as
Hs(1) = Aps(l)- (20)

Consider again our surfaces ¥} and 37 . The mean curvatures of these
surfaces at the point z are positive, which follows from the estimate (8] of
the mean curvature at the point z. It follows immediately, from formula (20)
applied to the surfaces ¥} and Xf , that

—Apsp (2) <0 < Apsg (2). (21)

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

~Apsy <0< Apgy . (22)

It follows that —A(psr + pgg ) < 0. In the domain D = B(z) N{pxgz > 0}
we have pyr + pgg = 0 and pyp (r) = psi (r) = 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 psr + psz = cin D, or vp(psr + pse )(x) > 0, where vp
denotes the exterior unit normal field to the boundary of the domain D in M.
Note that at the point x we have that vp(z) = v(x), there v indicates the unit
normal field to 37 . 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 vpsy (2) = —vpss (x) = 1. This contradiction proves
Lemma 2.1.1. O

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

B=BoB 0B, (23)

where B* € I'(Hom(N3, TX®TY.)) is the formal conjugate to B € T'(Hom(TXRT%, NY)),

R(X,Y) = zn:[(vﬁf RY)yeei + (Vo RM)x e, Y]V, (24)

i=1
where X, Y € TY and e;...e, is a local orthonormal frame in T3,

R(X,Y) =Y [2RY, B(X,e;) +2RY, B(Y,e;) — B(X,RM, e/ )~ -
i=1

~B(Y,RY, e ) + R¥ixyy.ei — 2B(e, RY, Y]V,
Let us write the formula [Xin03| formula 1.6.4] in the case of codimension 1,

tr(V?B) = —B+R+R, (26)



where

tr(V’B) = > V.V.B-Vy,.B,
i=1
and ej...e, is a local orthonormal frame in T%. Let us multiply the equality
[6]) by B as an element of ['(T'X ® T3, NX) using the natural scalar product.
Estimating from below following the works of [Xin03] and [Sim68], we obtain
that
(tr(V2B), B) > —|B|* + nc|B]* + (R, B). (27)

Integrating both parts, we obtain
/(tT(VQB),B>ng > / |B|*(nc — |B|2)dsg+/(7€, B)ds?. (28)
) ) )

From the definition of R in the case of codimension 1 and from Gauss—Codazzi
equations, it follows that [ (R, B)ds? > 0, see [Sim68]. This implies that

/E(tT(VQB),BMsg >/E|B|2(nc— |B|*)ds?. (29)

We use the equality [, (tr(V?B), B)ds? = — [ |VB|?ds? from the book
[Xin03l §1.6], where the norm of RHS is taken with respect to the scalar
product in I'(Hom(TX @ TY @ TY, NX)). Next, we obtain

0> —/ IV(B)|ds? > / |B|(nc — | BJ?)ds?. (30)
> >

It follows that either
|B| = vne, (31)

or the hypersurface ¥ 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 manifold M. This follows from the fact that seccy(u,v) =
Kerp(uw), where K is the Gaussian curvature of the surface generated by the
vectors v and v € 7,2 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 Ricy > ¢(n — 1). Let us
recall the Lichnerowicz theorem, see [Lich8].

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

Ricy > (n—1)C >0,

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

A = nC.



Applying this theorem to >, we obtain in the case of a totally geodesic
hypersurface ¥ that
)\1 2 nce, (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 ¥ we have A = sup || B|| > y/nc.
5

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
(Im.

We need the following formula first obtained in [Rei77al in order to present
the results of [CWS&3].

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 dv? be the volume form on X, and let ds? be the volume
form on 0X. Let Hyx be the mean curvature of 0X consistent with the orien-
tation of 0X. Then the following formula holds,

/ ((Au)? — || Hess u||?)dv? = / Ricy (grad u, grad u)dv?+

b be

+/ (A% vy — Huy,)u,ds? + / (grad?™ u, grad®® u,)ds?— (33)
ox ox

—/ B(grad®® u, grad®® u)ds?,
0X

where u, = vu.

Consider again > and M from the previous sections. It is important to note
that since Ricys > cn, the first Betti number by (M) = 0, see Bochner [Boc4§].
From the Poincaré duality and the fact that H'(M) = Hom(m (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
H,(M) = 0. Applying the long exact sequence of pair and the excision the-
orem to X — M, we obtain that ¥ divides M into two domains. Let us
denote them by M; and M,. Further, we assume that the normal field on ¥
is chosen in such a way that — fz B(grad” u, grad” u)ds? > 0. Without loss of
generality, we assume that the normal field is directed inward M;.

Let ¥ be an eigenfunction corresponding to the first eigenvalue of the hyper-
surface 3, normalized by the condition ||W||z2(x) = 1. We define the harmonic
extension u of the function W to M, i.e. the unique solution of the Cauchy

problem
Au = O‘MU
fou-0 o

10



Substitute v into the Rayleigh formula. We use the minimality of ¥ and
the fact that we chose the orientation so that

—/ B(grad® u, grad” u)ds? > 0,
>

and we get that

| grad u|*dv? +/(Azu)uydsg+
s

/ ((Au)? — || Hess u*)dv? > cn/
My

My

+/<g1"8bdZ u, grad™ u, )ds? = cn/ | grad u|*dv? + 2/(A2u)uydsg (35)
= My

by

= nc/ | grad u|*dv? + 2, / u,uds?.
M >

Using Green’s formula and the equation Au = 0|y, we obtain that

/uyudsg = / —|grad ul* + uAudv? = —/ | grad u|*dv?. (36)
% My My

Substituting this into the previous inequality, we obtain that

2 ()\1 — %) / | grad u|*dv? > / | Hess u|[*dv? > 0. (37)
M,

My
Finally, we obtain the inequality first proved in [CW8&3],

() > %

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 ¥; is embedded for |t| € [0; % arctan(y/c A71)).
Consider a parameter ¢ € (0; %), we will fix its exact value later. Let D, =

% arctan(y/ce A=2). Then D, < % arctan(/c A™1), and for any ¢ € [—D.; D,]

the surface Y, is an embedded submanifold.

Lemma 3.2.1 (on the upper bound for the mean curvature). For any t €
[—D.; D.] the mean curvature of the surface ¥ can be estimated as follows,

Hy, < <ﬁ> (1 + %) Ve.

Denote the RHS by €.

11



Proof. Taking a sum in formula (I6) over all ¢ we get that

" Z%mL\/_tan (Vbt) < Hyt - %(b+%§)tan(\/5t)<
% S 1——tan(\/_t)%z . P 1—%tan(\/l;t)%i

(bn+A2)tan(\/_t) 1 AW o
< Sy M) e s o

() (o5

Denote M} = {p € M;|d(p,X) > t}. Note that for t € [0; D.] the boundary
of the domain M! is ¥, 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 <e < %, let v be a smooth function defined on M, and

let B > 0 be a positive number and t € [0; D.]. Then the following inequality
holds,

O

/ | grad v|?ds? < | grad v|?ds?+
. - (39)
+(e+0) / | grad v[*dv? + B! | Hess v|*dv?,
M\ M M\ M
where € in (B9) 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 [B4) satisfies the following
inequality,

V2 |gradu|2dv9 / | grad u|*ds?. (40)
Proof. Recall that we consider the first non-constant eigenfunction ¥ on the
surface Y, whose extension to the domain M; is u. Note that we consider ¥
normalized as ||[¥|| ;25 = 1. We denote the unit normal field on X directed

inward M; by v. Using Green’s formula and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we obtain

(f, temariaer) = (] /) (L) (Leos) =
_ [ wdse.

On the other hand, we have the equality

/u?,dsg = / | grad u|*ds? —/ | grad™ u|?ds? = / | grad ul*ds? — Ay, (42)
> > > >

12



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

Substituting equality ([#2) into inequality (@) and applying a* + b* > 2ab,
we obtain that

2
/ | grad u|?ds? > A\ + </ \gradu|2dvg) >
> M

> 24/ M | grad ul*dv? > v/2 \gradu|2dvg
My

(43)

The last inequality in ([A3]) follows from the estimate by Choi and Wang. This
finishes the proof. O

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

(V2nc—e—p )/ | grad u|*dv? < / | grad u|*ds? + 57! | Hess u|*dv?.
My My
(44)
Let v :=V2nc—e— 3,6 := arctan( \[) and T := 325. Let us fix 3 and

e such that v > 0. Then ¢, ¢, 3,7, 5 T are now constants. Remark that at this
moment the choice of f and ¢ 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 [B4), B, and § be constants defined above. Then the following
inequality holds,

202 1
/ | grad u*dv? < =— | grad u|*dv? + —/ | Hess u|*dv?. (45)
M 0y MT\M2T Y-8 Jwm

Proof. First, we remark that the arctangent satisfies the following inequality,
k arctan(y) < arctan(ky),

for y > 0 and for £ < 1. Thus, if A > 4/nc, then the estimate % <

\}Barctan( A{ ) = D. holds. Hence, for any ¢t € [T;2T] formula (4] also
holds. We integrate inequality (@4]) over [T;2T]. Since 3 is an embedded

submanifold, Fubini’s theorem implies that

J
2—/32 . | grad u|*dv? < /1\41T\M12T | grad u|*dv? + W5, | Hess u|*dv?.
(46)
Now inequality (@3] follows immediately .
U
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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
Ricy = en. (47)

For a harmonic function w on M, we have the following inequality
—A| gradw|* > 2| Hess w|* 4 2cn| grad w)?. (48)
Proof. Let us write the Bochner’s formula

—Algradw|* = —2(grad Aw, grad w) + 2| Hess w|?* + 2 Ric(grad w, grad w).
(49)
Then the bound (7)) for the Ricci curvature imply the desired inequality. [

Lemma 3.3.2. Let QQ C M where M is a manifold with Ricci curvature
bounded below, Ricyy = en > 0, and w is a smooth harmonic function in
the domain Q. We denote by QO the set {p € Q|d(p,dQ) > t}. Note that for a
sufficiently small t the set Q' is domain with a smooth boundary. Further, we
suppose that t is small enough for O to be a domain with smooth boundary.
Then the following inequality holds,

1
/ | gradw|’dv? < —— -t_Z/ | Hess w|dv?. (50)
Q2 cn —1 Q

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

1
/,02(| Hess w|? + cn| grad w|?)dv? < —5 / p*A| grad w|*dv? =
Q Q

= — / p(grad p, grad | grad w|?)dv? = —2/ p Hess w(grad w, grad p)dv? <
Q Q

</p2|gradw|2dvg+/|gradp|2|Hessw|2dv9.
Q Q

(51)
This inequality could be rewritten as

(en—1) / p?| grad w|*dv? + /(p2 — | grad p|?)| Hess w|*dv? < 0. (52)
Q Q
This implies
(ecn—1) / p°| grad w|*dv? —/ | grad p|*| Hess w|*dv? < 0. (53)
Q Q

It follows that

1
—1

/ p°| grad w|*dv? < / | grad p|*| Hess w|*dv?. (54)
Q cn Q
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Finally, we choose p such that p = 0|g\qt, p = 1|2 and
|grad(p)| < (1 +¢€)t™!, then

1 2

/ | grad w|?dv? < (1+ 6)1 -t2/ | Hess w|*dv?. (55)

2t cn — Q

Taking the limit as € — 0, we get
1

/ | grad w|?dv? < -t2/ | Hess w|*dv?. (56)

Q2 cn — 1 Q
]

Proposition 3.3.3 (second auxiliary proposition). Let u be a function defined
by equation ([B4), and let 6,y and A be constants defined above. Then the
following estimate of the integral holds,

1 16A2
/ | grad w]?dv? < : / | Hess w|*dv?. (57)
MIT cn—1 52 M,
Proof. We apply Lemma 3.3.2. Take Q = M;,w = u and t = Z(T = 32;),
then by Lemma 3.3.2 we obtain the inequality (&7). O

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 (H), and 3 is a closed
orientable hypersurface minimally embedded in M.

We defined the harmonic extension u of the first eigenfunction ¥ of the
hypersurface ¥ to M; as the unique solution of the problem ([B34]), where M; is
one of the connected components of M \ X.

For the function u, we obtained two estimates ([{H) and (57). Substituting

(E7) into (H), we have

32A\6 1
grad u 2dv9 < <7 + —) / Hess u|?dv?. 58
[ Jemorr < (G 4 ) [ esular 09

This estimate of the Hessian via the gradient permits us to improve Choi-Wang
result as we promised in Subsection 3.1. Substitution of (G8) into ([B7) yields
that

1
2 ()q — %) / | grad u|*dv? > W/ | grad u|*dv?. (59)
M (en—1)5%y " By /M

Dividing both sides by [ | grad ul?dv?, we get
cn 1

)‘1(2) z -+ 646 2
2 oy T

(60)
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To obtain the estimate ([II), we introduce constants

(en —1)6%y (en —1)8°

a, = 1 b, = W, (61)
and fix
202vh— Ja)va Ve
B/ == R b= (©2)

Then v > 31V0756, and our main constants are estimated as follows,

3(en —1)(c-n)"/? s €
ap = 72 6400 arctan Jen ) (63)

5(cn —1)(c-n)®? -
b, < g arctan Jen ) (64)

As a result, we can write the final estimate
cn a
M) > — 4 —— 65
(D) > 5+ (65)
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