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A stability condition on weighted manifolds

A. C. Bezerra∗, T. Castro Silva†, F. Manfio‡

Abstract

We will present an estimate for the first eigenvalue of the Dirichlet
and Neumann problems in terms of the Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature
for a compact weighted manifold. As an application we will establish
a stability condition for a h-minimal hypersurface.
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1 Introduction

Manifolds with density have long appeared in mathematics, with more
recent attention to differential geometry, where in many situations it is natu-
ral to consider a weighted measure of the form e−hdv on a Riemannian man-
ifold (Mn, g). Here, h is a smooth function on M , referred to as the weight

function. A weighted manifold (Mn, g, e−hdv), also knwon as a manifold

with density, is defined as an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (Mn, g)
equipped with a weighted volume form e−hdv, where dv is the volume ele-
ment induced by the metric g.

The study of weighted manifolds was initiated by Bakry-Émery [4], pro-
viding an extension of Riemannian geometry where many classical ques-
tions are being analyzed in recent years (see [14, 15, 18–21, 23]). Grigori
Perelman [16] introduced a functional that involves integrating the scalar
curvature with respect to a weighted measure. The Ricci flow is, conse-
quently, a gradient flow of such a functional. Motivated by this concept and
supported by Perelman’s work and the theory of optimal transport [20], Ma
and Du [13] extended the Reilly formula for the drifting Laplacian operator,
associated with the weighted measure and Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor, on a
compact Riemannian manifold with boundary. As an application, they de-
rived estimates for the first eigenvalue of the drifting Laplacian on manifolds
with boundary.
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A powerful tool in the study of weighted manifolds is the ∞-Bakry-
Émery Ricci curvature tensor (Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature, for simplicity),
which is defined as

Rich := Ric+∇2h, (1.1)

where ∇2h is the Hessian of h on M . If h is constant, Rich reduces to the
Ricci curvature, making the Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature a generalization of
the Ricci curvature. A Riemannian manifold (M,g) is called a gradient Ricci
soliton if Rich = cg for some constant c. Thus, gradient Ricci solitons can
be viewed as weighted manifolds, representing a generalization of Einstein
manifolds.

Over the last years, there has been an active research in the study of
smooth manifolds with Bakry–Émery curvature bounded below. Much re-
search has focused on establishing results analogous to those in the case of
Ricci curvature bounded below, particularly those that link geometric condi-
tions on the Ricci curvature with eigenvalue estimates for certain operators.
One notable example is the following well-known result.

Theorem (Lichnerowicz-Obata). If the Ricci curvature of a compact

Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) satisfies Ric ≥ a > 0, then the first eigenvalue

λ1 of the Laplacian operator satisfies λ1 ≥
na

n− 1
, with the equality holding

if and only if M is isometric to the unit n-dimensional sphere.

The Lichnerowicz-Obata’s theorem was extended by Reilly [17] for the
Dirichlet problem on a compact Riemannian manifold with smooth bound-
ary, under the condition that the mean curvature of the boundary is non-
negative. More recently, Ma and Du [13] extended this result for a compact
weighted manifold with smooth boundary, addressing both the Dirichlet and
Neumann problems (see equation (1.3)), provided that the weighted mean
curvature of the boundary is nonnegative or if the boundary is convex, re-
spectively.

Concerning to the weighted measure, the corresponding weighted Dirich-
let energy functional is given by

Eh(f) =

∫

M

|∇f |2e−hdv.

Just as the Laplacian operator △ is associated with the Dirichlet energy,
the Euler-Lagrange operator of Eh(f) is known as the weighted Laplacian

(also called the drifting Laplacian) △h, which is given by

△hf := △f − 〈∇h,∇f〉. (1.2)

Note that it is a second-order self-adjoint operator on L2(e−hdv), the space
of square integrable functions on M with respect to the measure e−hdv.
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Its fundamental importance arises from its relationship between fundamen-
tal gaps in the classical Laplacian operator on manifolds. We define the
eigenvalue problems (D) and (N), which correspond to the Dirichlet and
Neumann boundary conditions, respectively,

(D)

{

△hf = −λf in M,

f = 0 on ∂M.
(N)

{

△hf = −λf in M,
∂f
∂η

= 0 on ∂M.
(1.3)

It is a well-known fact that the spectrum of problems (D) and (N) behaves
like a non-decreasing sequence of real numbers in the following way:

0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · → +∞.

Throughout this paper, we will denote an n-dimensional weighted man-
ifold (Mn, g, e−hdv) by Mh, the weighted mean curvature of the boundary
(which will be defined later) by H

∂Mh

h , and the first eigenvalues of (D) and
(N) by λ1,D and λ1,N , respectively. Ma-Du’s theorem can be stated as
follows.

Theorem (Ma-Du). Let Mh be an n-dimensional weighted compact Rie-

mannian manifold with smooth boundary ∂Mh, and suppose that

Rich ≥
| ∇h |2

m− n
+ a, (1.4)

for some constants a > 0 and m > n. The following statements hold:

(1) If the weighted mean curvature of the boundary satisfies H
∂Mh

h ≥ 0,

then λ1,D ≥
ma

m− n
.

(2) If ∂Mh is convex, that is, the second fundamental form is non-negative,

then λ1,N ≥
ma

m− n
.

Li and Wei [11] proved that this result is sharp, in the sense that the
equality for λ1,D and λ1,N in Ma-Du’s Theorem is achieved if and only if
Mh is isometric to a Euclidean hemisphere. Therefore, the results of Ma-
Du and Li-Wei extend the rigidity theorems of Reilly [17] and Escobar [10].
Other authors such as Cheeger [5, 6], Aubin [1], Cheng [7] and Yau [22]
obtained estimates for the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian related with ge-
ometric quantities such as volume, radius of injectivity, diameter and scalar
curvature.

Our first result provides a lower bound for the first eigenvalues λ1,D and

λ1,N in terms of the Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature.
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Theorem 1. Let Mh be an n-dimensional weighted compact Riemannian

manifold with nonempty smooth boundary ∂Mh. Suppose that Rich > 0 and

there exists a constant c satisfying

Rich > c | ∇h |2 . (1.5)

The following statements hold:

(1) If the weighted mean curvature of the boundary satisfies H∂M
h ≥ 0,

then λ1,D > Rich − c | ∇h |2.

(2) If ∂Mh is convex, that is, the second fundamental form is non-negative,

then λ1,N > Rich − c | ∇h |2.

Since the estimates in λ1,D and λ1,N are strictly larger, an interesting
question areises: what would be the optimal inequality involving the Bakry-
Émery Ricci curvature and the weight function? In Theorem 1, if Rich
satisfies (1.4) for an appropriate constant c, then the estimates from Ma-Du’s
Theorem for λ1,D and λ1,N are obtainded. Therefore, the above theorem
generalizes the result of Ma-Du. In particular if h is constant, in (1.2) we
have △h = △, the eingenvalue problems in (1.3) can be considered for the
Laplacian operator △ in the Dirichlet and Neumann problems, leading to
the following corollary.

Corollary 1.1. Let M be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold

with smooth boundary ∂M and Ric > 0. The following statements hold:

(1) If the mean curvature of the boundary satisfies H ≥ 0, then λ1,D > Ric.

(2) If ∂M is convex, that is, the second fundamental form is non-negative,

then λ1,N > Ric.

A important concept associated with a weighted manifold is that of sta-
bility (see [2], [8], [9], [12], among others), which will be described in Section
2.2. As an application of Theorem 1, we obtain a stability result for a
compact h-minimal hypersurface with smooth boundary and nonnegative
weighted mean curvature of the boundary, under a condition on the weight
function and Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature being bounded from below. We
will denote A as the second fundamental of the immersion.

Theorem 2. Let Mh be an n-dimensional compact h-minimal hypersurface

with mean curvature H 6= 0 isometrically immersed in a weighted manifold

Mh. Suppose that the Hessian of weight function h is a parallel tensor on

Mh, that is, ∇(∇
2
h) ≡ 0. If the mean curvature H

∂Mh

h ≥ 0 and there exists

a positive constant c satisfying

Rich ≥ 2

[

|A|2 + c|∇h|2 +
1

H2

(

|∇
2
h|2 + |∇H|2

)

]

, (1.6)

then Mh is Lh-stable.
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In condition (1.6) we see how the Ricci Bakry-Émery curvature and the
mean curvature are related to ensure its Lh-stability.

2 Preliminaries and Proof of the Main Results

In this section we recall some basic definitions and results that are used
in order to prove the results. We denote by ∇ and Ric the Levi-Civita con-
nection and the Ricci curvature tensor of (Mn, g), respectively. Moreover,
we denote dvh = e−hdv.

2.1 The Ricci Bakry-Émery Curvature and the First Engen-

value

Given an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) and assuming
that f ∈ C∞(M), the well-known Bochner formula provides the following
expression for the Laplacian of f

1

2
△|∇f |2 = |∇2f |2 + 〈∇f,∇△f〉+Ric(∇f,∇f),

where △f , ∇f e ∇2f are the Laplacian, the gradient and the hessian of f
on M , respectively. For a weighted manifold, the Bochner’s formula takes a
following form (cf. [13]):

1

2
△h|∇f |2 = |∇2f |2 + 〈∇f,∇△hf〉+Rich(∇f,∇f). (2.1)

The following result, which follows from (2.1), will be useful in the proof
of Theorem 1.

Proposition 2.1. Let Mh be an n-dimensinal compact weighted manifold

with smooth boundary, and let η be the unit normal vector field on the bound-

ary ∂Mh. Given f ∈ C∞(Mh), we have

1

m

∫

Mh

(△hf)
2dvh +

∫

Mh

〈∇f,∇△hf〉dvh −
1

m− n

∫

Mh

| ∇f |2| ∇h |2 dvh

+

∫

Mh

Rich(∇f,∇f)dvh ≤
1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇|∇f |2, η〉dah,

(2.2)

where m > n is a constant.

Proof. Substituting △h given in (1.2) into (2.1), we obtain

1

2

(

2|∇f |△|∇f |+ 2|∇|∇f ||2 − 〈∇|∇f |2,∇h〉
)

= |∇2f |2 + 〈∇f,∇△hf〉

+Rich(∇f,∇f),
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that is,

|∇|∇f ||2 = |∇2f |2 + 〈∇f,∇△hf〉+Rich(∇f,∇f)− |∇f |△h|∇f |. (2.3)

Integrating (2.3) with respect to the measure dvh, we obtain

∫

Mh

|∇|∇f ||2dvh =

∫

Mh

|∇2f |2dvh +

∫

Mh

〈∇f,∇△hf〉dvh

+

∫

Mh

Rich(∇f,∇f)dvh −

∫

Mh

|∇f |△h|∇f |dvh.

(2.4)

On the other hand, it follows from the divergence theorem applied to the
vector field X = |∇f |∇|∇f | that

∫

Mh

|∇|∇f ||2dvh +

∫

Mh

|∇f |△h|∇f |dvh =
1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇|∇f |2, η〉dah, (2.5)

where dah = e−hda and da is the volume element induced by the metric g

on ∂Mh. Therefore, by (2.4) and (2.5) we get

1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇|∇f |2, η〉dah =

∫

Mh

|∇2f |2dvh +

∫

Mh

〈∇f,∇△hf〉dvh

+

∫

Mh

Rich(∇f,∇f)dvh.

(2.6)

Let us estimate the term |∇2f |2. In fact, taking a constant m > n and using
(1.2), we have

|∇2f |2 ≥
1

n
(△f)2 =

1

n
(△hf + 〈∇f,∇h〉)2 ≥

(△hf)
2

m
−

〈∇f,∇h〉2

m− n
. (2.7)

Substituting (2.7) into (2.6), and using the Cauchy-Schwarz’s formula, we
obtain

1

m

∫

Mh

(△hf)
2dvh −

1

m− n

∫

Mh

| ∇f |2| ∇h |2 dvh +

∫

Mh

〈∇f,∇△hf〉dvh

+

∫

Mh

Rich(∇f,∇f)dvh ≤
1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇|∇f |2, η〉dah,

and this concludes the proof.

Given a hypersurface i : Mn → M
n+1

of a Riemannian manifoldMn into

another Riemannian manifold M
n+1

, the restriction of a smooth function

h ∈ C∞(M
n+1

) on Mn, which will also be denoted by h, defines a weighted
measure e−hdv on Mn, thus yielding an induced smooth metric measure
space (Mn, g, e−hdv). To avoid confusion, we will use a bar to denote the
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geometric objects in the immersion environment, while the same objects
without a bar will refer to the hypersurface.

Given a point p ∈ Mn, recall that the second fundamental form A of Mn

at p, identified with the shape operator at p ∈ Mn, is the linear operator
A : TpM → TpM given by

AX = −∇Xν,

for every X ∈ TpM , where ν is a smooth unit normal vector field along i,
around p. In a local orthonormal frame {e1, . . . , en} of Mn, the components
of A are denoted by

aij = 〈Aei, ej〉 = −〈∇eiν, ej〉,

with 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. The mean curvature H of Mn at p is defined by

H = Tr(A) =

n
∑

i=1

aii.

With the above notations, we have the following

Definition 2.2. The weighted mean curvature Hh of the hypersurface Mh

is defined by
Hh = H − 〈∇h, ν〉, (2.8)

and Mh is called a h-minimal hypersurface if its mean curvature H satisfies
the condition

H = 〈∇h, ν〉.

It is known that Mh is h-minimal if and only if it is a critical point of
the weighted volume functional Vh(M), defined by

Vh(M) :=

∫

M

e−hdv.

Furthermore, Mh being h-minimal in (Mh, g) is equivalent to (M, i∗g̃) being

minimal in (M, g̃), where g̃ is the conformal metric given by g̃ = e−
2h
n g.

From now on, we will assume that Mh is a two-sided hypersurface, mean-
ing there exists a smooth unit normal vector field ν along Mh.

Lemma 2.3. Let i : Mn → M
n+1

be a hypersurface. If f : M → R is a

smooth function, then for each point p ∈ M , the following holds:

△f = △f +Hfν +∇
2
f(ν, ν). (2.9)

The Lemma 2.3 can be found in [3]. The version of (2.9) can be easily
adapted to △hf as follows:

△hf = △hf +Hhfν +∇
2
f(ν, ν). (2.10)
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Since the boundary ∂Mh can be considered as a hypersurface isometri-
cally immersed in Mh, we will use a bar to represent the geometric entities
of Mh to prove the Theorem 1.
Proof of Theorem 1. For the item (1), it follows from (2.2) that

1

m

∫

Mh

(△hf)
2dvh +

∫

Mh

〈∇f,∇△̄hf〉dvh −
1

m− n

∫

Mh

| ∇f |2| ∇h |2 dvh

+

∫

Mh

Rich(∇f,∇f)dvh ≤
1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇|∇f |2, η〉dah.

We assume that f is an eigenfunction associated with the first nonzero eigen-
value λ1,D of the Dirichlet problem (D) in (1.3). Since f |∂M= 0, we have

1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇|∇f |2, η〉dah =

∫

∂Mh

∇
2
f(η,∇f)dah

=

∫

∂Mh

∇
2
f(η,∇f + fηη)dah (2.11)

=

∫

∂Mh

fη∇
2
f(η, η)dah.

Since △hf = −λ1,Df and f |∂Mh
= 0, we have △hf = 0. Regardless of the

assumption that H∂M
h ≥ 0, and taking into account (2.10) and (2.11), we

obtain

1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇|∇f |2, η〉dah =

∫

∂Mh

(fη△hf − fη△hf −H∂M
h f2

η )dah ≤ 0. (2.12)

Consequently, using (2.12), the inequality (2.2) becomes

λ2
1,D

m

∫

Mh

f2dvh −
1

m− n

∫

Mh

| ∇f |2| ∇h |2 dvh

− λ1,D

∫

Mh

| ∇f |2 dvh +

∫

Mh

Rich(∇f,∇f)dvh ≤ 0.

(2.13)

Now, we claim that λ1,D > Rich − c | ∇h |2. In fact, suppose that this
inequality does not hold. That is, suppose that

λ1,D ≤ Rich − c | ∇h |2 .

The inequality (2.13) leads to

λ2
1,D

m

∫

Mh

f2dvh −
1

m− n

∫

Mh

| ∇f |2| ∇h |2 dvh − λ1,D

∫

Mh

| ∇f |2 dvh

+ c

∫

Mh

| ∇h |2| ∇f |2 dvh + λ1,D

∫

Mh

| ∇f |2 dvh ≤ 0.

(2.14)
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Choosing m ∈ R such that m ≥ n+
1

c
, it follows from (2.14) that

λ2
1,D

m

∫

Mh

f2dvh ≤ 0, (2.15)

and this is a contradiction, since λ1,D is always positive. For item (2), we
assume that f is an eigenfunction associated with the first nonzero eigenvalue
λ1,N of the Neumann problem (N) in (1.3). From the hypothesis, we have
fη = 0, and thus ∇f = ∇f . Therefore, from (2.11), we have

1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇|∇f |2, η〉dah =
1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇|∇f |2, η〉dah

=

∫

∂Mh

∇
2
f(η,∇f)dah

=

∫

∂Mh

〈∇∇f∇f, η〉dah

=

∫

∂Mh

(∇f〈∇f, η〉 − 〈∇f,∇∇fη〉)dah.

Note that 〈∇f, η〉 = 0 and 〈∇f,∇∇fη〉 = A∂Mh(∇f,∇f), where A∂Mh is
the second fundamental form of ∂Mh. Therefore,

1

2

∫

∂Mh

〈∇̄|∇̄f |2, η〉dah = −

∫

∂Mh

A∂Mh(∇f,∇f)dah ≤ 0.

The remainder of the proof preceeds as in the conclusion of item (1), and
this concludes the proof.

2.2 A stability condition for h-minimal hypersurfaces

Given a hypersurface i : Mn → M
n+1

, the Lh-stability operator of Mh is
given by

Lh := △h + |A|2 +Rich(ν, ν), (2.16)

where |A|2 denotes the square of norm of the second fundamental form of
Mh and ν is an unit normal vector field to Mh.

Definition 2.4. A two-sided h-minimal hypersurface Mh is said to be Lh-
stable if, for any compactly supported smooth function ϕ ∈ C∞

0 (Mh), the
following inequality holds

−

∫

Mh

ϕLhϕe
−hdv ≥ 0.

Equivalently,
∫

Mh

[|ϕ|2 − (|A|2 +Rich(ν, ν))ϕ
2]e−hdv ≥ 0.
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The stability of Mh implies that the second variation of the weighted
volume of an h-minimal hypersurface Mh is nonnegative. The concept of
Lh-stability has has been extensively developed in recent years (see [8], [12]
and references therein) and important results relating to the stability of h-
minimal hypersurfaces with geometric and topological conditions have been
obtained. Analogous to the concept of minimal immersion, it is known that
an h-minimal hypersurface (Mh, g) is Lh-stable if and only if (M, i∗g̃) is
stable as a minimal hypersurface in (M, g̃).

It is convenient to use the following notation. If {e1, . . . , en} is a local
orthonormal frame on Mh and S = (Sk1...ks) is an (s, 0)-tensor on Mh, the
components of the covariant derivative ∇S of S will be denoted by Sk1...ks,l,
that is,

Sk1...ks,l = (∇elS)(ek1 , . . . , eks) = (∇S)(el, ek1 , . . . , eks).

Moreover, we say that S is parallel on M if ∇S ≡ 0.
As an application of Theorem 1, we will see how the stability of a compact

h-minimal hypersurface Mh can be related to its curvature. In order to do
this, we will prove a result regarding the Lh-stability operator applied to
the mean curvature of the hypersurface.

Proposition 2.5. Let (Mh, g) be an h-minimal hypersurface into a smooth
metric measure space Mh. Then, the mean curvature H of Mh satisfies

Lh(fH) = f



2

n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)iνi −

n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)νii + 2

n
∑

i,k=1

aik(∇
2
h)ki





+ 2
n
∑

i=1

ei(H)〈∇f, ei〉+H△hf,

(2.17)

for every f ∈ C∞
0 (Mh), where {e1, . . . , en} is a local orthonormal frame field

on Mh and ν is an unit normal vector field along Mh.

Proof. Choose a local orthonormal frame {e1, . . . , en, en+1} forMh such that
{e1, . . . , en} are tangent toMh and en+1 = ν is normal toMh. For simplicity,
we replace ν for the subscript n+1 in the components of the tensors on Mh;

for instance Rνikj = Rm(ν, ei, ek, ej) and (∇
2
h)ν,i = (∇

2
h)(ν, ei). Since

Mh is an h-minimal hypersurface, multiplying (2.8) by f ∈ C∞
0 (Mh) and

differentiating, we obtain

ei(fH) = ei
(

f〈∇h, ν〉
)

= f(〈∇ei(∇h), ν〉 + 〈∇h,∇eiν〉) +H〈∇f, ei〉

= f(∇
2
h(ei, ν) +

n
∑

k=1

aik〈∇h, ek〉) +Hfi,
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for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, one has

ejei(fH) = ej

(

f

[

∇
2
h(ei, ν) +

n
∑

k=1

aik〈∇h, ek〉

]

+Hfi

)

= f

[

ej(∇
2
h(ei, ν)) +

n
∑

k=1

ej(aik)hk +

n
∑

k=1

aikej(〈∇h, ek〉)

]

+ fj

[

∇
2
h(ei, ν) +

n
∑

k=1

aik〈∇h, ek〉

]

+ ej(H)fi +Hej(〈∇f, ei〉).

(2.18)

Now, fix a point p ∈ Mh and choose the local orthonormal frame {e1, . . . , en}

so that ∇eiej(p) = ∇
⊤

ei
ej(p) = 0, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Then, at the point p, we

obtain from the Codazzi equation the following relations:

(∇2(fH))(ej , ei) = 〈∇ej∇(fH), ei〉

= ej〈∇(fH), ei〉 − 〈∇(fH),∇ejei〉 (2.19)

= ejei(fH),

ej(∇
2
h(ei, ν)) = (∇

3
h)jνi +

n
∑

k=1

ajk(∇
2
h)ki − aji(∇

2
h)νν , (2.20)

n
∑

k=1

ej(aik)hk =
n
∑

k=1

aij,khk +
n
∑

k=1

Rνikjhk, (2.21)

and
n
∑

k=1

aikej(〈∇h, ek〉) =

n
∑

k=1

aik(∇
2
h)jk −

n
∑

k=1

aikajkhν . (2.22)

On the other hand, the following holds on Mh:

(∇
3
h)iνj = (∇

2
h)νj,i = (∇

2
h)jν,i

= (∇
2
h)ji,ν +

n+1
∑

k=1

hkRkjνi

= (∇
3
h)νji + hνRνiνj +

n
∑

k=1

hkRνikj.

Thus, we have

n
∑

k=1

hkRνikj = (∇
3
h)iνj − (∇

3
h)νji − hνRνiνj . (2.23)
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Substituting (2.19)-(2.23) into (2.18) and taking into account that hν = H,
we have at p and for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

(∇2(fH))(ej , ei) = f

[

(∇
3
h)jνi + (∇

3
h)iνj − (∇

3
h)νji +

n
∑

k=1

ajk(∇
2
h)ki

+

n
∑

k=1

aik(∇
2
h)jk +

n
∑

k=1

aij,khk − aji(∇
2
h)νν −HRiνjν

−
n
∑

k=1

aikajkH

]

+ fj

[

∇
2
h(ei, ν) +

n
∑

k=1

aik〈∇h, ek〉

]

+ej(H)fi +Hej(〈∇f, ei〉).

Taking the trace, we obtain

△(fH) = f



2
n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)iνi −

n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)νii + 2

n
∑

i,k=1

aik(∇
2
h)ki

〈∇h,∇H〉 −Rich(ν, ν)H − |A|2H
]

(2.24)

+

n
∑

i=1

fi

[

∇
2
h(ei, ν) +

n
∑

k=1

aik〈∇h, ek〉

]

+

n
∑

i=1

ei(H)fi +

n
∑

i=1

Hei(〈∇f, ei〉).

Since p ∈ Mh is arbitrary and (2.24) is independent of the choice of the
frame, by the expression of Lh in (2.16) we have

Lh(fH) = f



2
n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)iνi −

n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)νii + 2

n
∑

i,k=1

aik(∇
2
h)ki





+

n
∑

i=1

fi

[

∇
2
h(ei, ν) +

n
∑

k=1

aik〈∇h, ek〉

]

(2.25)

+
n
∑

i=1

ei(H)〈∇f, ei〉+
n
∑

i=1

Hei(〈∇f, ei〉)−H〈∇h,∇f〉.

We will rearrange the last five terms of (2.25). More precisely, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
one has

∇2f(ei, ei) = 〈∇ei∇f, ei〉 = ei(〈∇f, ei〉)− 〈∇f,∇eiei〉

= ei(〈∇f, ei〉).
(2.26)

Since ∇f = ∇f +∇
⊥
f lends to 〈∇f, ei〉 = 〈∇f, ei〉, one has

n
∑

i=1

Hei(〈∇f, ei〉)−H〈∇h,∇f〉 = H△hf. (2.27)
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On the other hand,

n
∑

i=1

fi∇
2
h(ei, ν) +

n
∑

i=1

ei(H)〈∇f, ei〉 = 2
n
∑

i=1

ei(H)〈∇f, ei〉

−

n
∑

i,k=1

fiaik〈∇h, ek〉.

(2.28)

Finally, applying the equations (2.26)-(2.28) into (2.25), we get (2.17), and
this concludes the proof.

We are now in position to prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Multiplying (2.17) by fH, we obtain

fHLh(fH) = f2H



2

n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)iνi −

n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)νii + 2

n
∑

i,k=1

aik(∇
2
h)ki





+ 2fH

n
∑

i=1

ei(H)〈∇f, ei〉+ fH2△hf.

(2.29)

By the assumption, one has ∇(∇
2
h) ≡ 0, and this implies that

n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)iνi =

n
∑

i=1

(∇
3
h)νii = 0,

which provides us with

fHLh(fH) = 2f2H

n
∑

i,k=1

aik(∇
2
h)ki + 2fH

n
∑

i=1

ei(H)〈∇f, ei〉

+ fH2△hf.

(2.30)

Setting

a := 2f2H

n
∑

i,k=1

aik(∇
2
h)ik, b := 2fH

n
∑

i=1

ei(H)〈∇f, ei〉 c := fH2△hf.

We obtain from Young’s inequality the following estimate

a ≤ 2
n
∑

i,k=1

f2|H||aik||(∇
2
h)ik|

≤ 2

n
∑

i,k=1

(

f2H2a2ik
2

+
f2(∇

2
h)2ik

2

)

= |A|2H2f2 + |∇
2
h|2f2.
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The expression b can be rewritten as

b := 2fH

n
∑

i=1

ei(H)〈∇f, ei〉 = 2fH〈∇H,∇f〉,

and using integration by parts in c, we have

∫

Mh

c dvh =

∫

Mh

H2f△hfdvh = −

∫

Mh

2Hf〈∇H,∇f〉dvh −

∫

Mh

H2|∇f |2dvh.

Finally, using a, b and c, we obtain the following integral inequality for
(2.30):

−

∫

Mh

fHLh(fH)dvh ≥ −

∫

Mh

|A|2H2f2dvh −

∫

Mh

|∇
2
h|2f2dvh

+

∫

Mh

H2|∇f |2dvh.

(2.31)

Now, note that the first eigenvalue λ1,D of D in (1.3) can be characterized
variationally in the following way:

λ1,D

∫

Mh

f2dVh ≤

∫

Mh

|∇f |2dVh, ∀ f ∈ C∞
0 (Mh). (2.32)

Replacing f by fH in (2.32), it follows from Young’s inequality that

λ1,D

∫

Mh

f2H2dVh ≤ 2

(
∫

Mh

f2|∇H|2dVh +

∫

Mh

H2|∇f |2dVh

)

.(2.33)

Joining (2.31) and (2.33), we get

−

∫

Mh

fHLh(fH)dvh ≥ −

∫

Mh

|A|2H2f2dvh −

∫

Mh

|∇
2
h|2f2dvh

+
1

2

∫

Mh

λ1,DH
2f2dvh −

∫

Mh

f2|∇H|2dvh.

Now, applying Theorem 1, we obtain the following inequality

−

∫

Mh

fHLh(fH)dvh ≥

∫

Mh

(

1

2

(

Rich − c | ∇h |2
)

− |A|2

−
1

H2
|∇

2
h|2 −

1

H2
|∇H|2

)

H2f2dvh.

(2.34)

Then, from (1.6), one has

1

2

(

Rich − c | ∇h |2
)

− |A|2 −
1

H2
|∇

2
h|2 −

1

H2
|∇H|2 ≥ 0,
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which allows us to conclude that

−

∫

Mh

fHLh(fH)dvh ≥ 0, ∀ f ∈ C∞
0 (Mh).

Given ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Mh) and since that H 6= 0, taking f =

1

H
ϕ, we have

−

∫

Mh

ϕLh(ϕ)dvh ≥ 0, ∀ ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (Mh),

and according to Definition 2.4, we conclude that Mh is h-stable.
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Universidade de Braśılia for its hospitality while this paper was being pre-
pared. We express our sincere gratitude to Keti Tenenblat for invaluable
suggestions.

References

[1] Aubin, T. Fonction de Green et valeurs propres du laplacien. J. Math.
Pures Appl. (9) 53 (1974), 347–371.

[2] Bezerra, A. C., Manfio, F. Rigidity and stability estimates for minimal

submanifolds in the hyperbolic space. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 495 (2021),
124759.

[3] Cavalcante, M. P., Manfio, F. On the fundamental tone of immersions

and submersions. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 146 (2018), no. 7, 2963–2971.
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