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Anisotropic extrinsic radius pinching for hypersurfaces and
the stability of the Wulff shape

Toshimi Inoue

Abstract

We prove the Hasanis—Koutroufiotis type inequality for the anisotropic extrinsic
radius of hypersurfaces in Euclidean space involving the anisotropic mean curvatures.
We also study the equality case and proved that an almost extremal hypersurface must
be close to the Wulff shape in the sense of the Hausdorff distance.

1 Introduction

Let X : ¥ — R"*! be a closed, isometrically immersed hypersurface. The extrinsic radius
of ¥ is defined as the smallest radius of balls containing ¥. It is well-known that the
extrinsic radius of 3 can be bounded from below in terms of the mean curvature. Namely,
T. Hasanis and D. Koutroufiotis [4] showed that

Rext||Hlloo > 1, (1.1)

where Ryt and H denote the extrinsic radius and the mean curvature of 3 respectively.
For closed hypersurfaces, this inequality can be proved from an L?-estimate of the radius

as follows (see [1]):
</Z\H\2>% (/Z\X—Xo!2>é > Vol(%), (1.2)

where X is the center of mass of ¥ which is defined by Xy = Vd;(z) Js X and Vol(%) is
the volume of . Moreover, the equality holds in (1.2) (hence in (1.1)) if and only if 3 is
the n-dimensional sphere of radius 1/||H || centered at Xo € R™+L.

The aim of this paper is to obtain an anisotropic generalization of the extrinsic radius
estimate (1.2) and quantitative and qualitative stability results proved in [1, 2, 12] for the
isotropic setting.

To state our main results, we need some notations. Let « : S” — Rs¢ be a smooth,
positive function satisfying the convexity condition

A, = (Hessin +~1), >0, (1.3)
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for any v € S™. Here, I denotes the identity operator on T,,S™ and > 0 means the positivity
of self-adjoint operators. We consider the map given by

g " — R
vo— W)+ V().

The image W, = £(S") is called the Wulff shape with respect to 7. Note that W, is a
convex hypersurface in R"*! by the convexity consition (1.3).

The Wulff shape W, can be seen as the "round sphere” for an anisotropic norm on
R+ Namely, if we introduce the Minkowski norm v* : R*1 — R>q by

v (z)= sup (z,2), (1.4)
()<

then W, can be represented as W, = {y* = 1} (see [15] for details). For a positive s > 0,
we call the set sW,, = {v* = s} the Wulff shape of radius s. We now define the anisotropic
extrinsic radius R, for a closed, isometrically immersed hypersurface X : ¥ — R"*! by

ext
Y
Rext -

inf (X (p) — . 1.5
ot PV (X (P) — 20) ()

We note that R, is a natural anisotropic generalization of Rey. Indeed, we have that

R] inf{s > 0|2 C Int(sW,) + 2o for some zy € R"*'}

ext —

Throughout of this paper, we let X € R"*! denote a point at which minimizes the right
hand side of (1.5).

The anisotropic shape operator S, of ¥ is defined be S, = A, o S, where S denotes
the usual shape operator of ¥. We define the anisotropic mean curvature H, by H, =
(=1/n)trS,. It is known that the Wulff shape W, is a stable constant anisotropic mean
curvature hypersurface with H, = 1, like a round sphere in the isotropic setting (see for
example [7, 10]).

Finally, we define the LP norm of a function f on 3 by

171l = (ﬁ JNREY) g

where F,(X) = [ v(N) is the anisotropic surface energy of ¥ and N is the unit normal
vector field along 3.
Our first result is the following anisotropic version of the extrinsic radius estimate.

Theorem 1.1. Let X : X" — R™"! be a closed, isometrically immersed hypersurface. Let
~v:S™ — Rsg be a smooth positive function satisfying the convezity condition (1.3). Then,
it follows that

[ Hy [l2[7*(X = Xo)l2 > 1. (1.6)



In particular, the anisotropic extrinsic radius of 3 satisfies

12y llooRoxy > 1. (1.7)
Moreover, equality occurs in (1.6) or (1.7) if and only if ¥ is the Wulff shape with respect
to v of radius RY, up to translations.

A natural question related to the equality case in (1.6) is the following: If the equality
almost holds in (1.6) (or (1.7)), is ¥ close to a rescaled Wulff shape || H,||3 W, in a certain
sense? More precisely, we consider the following pinching condition for p > 2 and € > 0:

HHA llp[l7" (X = Xo)lla <1 +e. (Pp.e)

In recent years, many authors study generalizations of classical pinching results for
geometric invariants of hypersurfaces to the anisotropic case. In [3], De Rosa and Gioffre
studied the nisotropic almost totally umbilical hypersurfaces and proved the stability of
the Wulff shapes. More precisely, they proved that if the LP norm of the trace-free part of
the anisotropic second fundamental form of a hypersurface ¥ is sufficiently small, then X
must be close to the Wulff shape in the Sobolev W?2P sense. Roth [13] used their results to
prove that a convex hypersurface with almost constant anisotropic mean curvatures of the
first and the second order must be close to the Wulff shape. Recently, Scheuer and Zhang
[14] studied the quantitative stability of Wulff shape for the anisotropic Heintze-Karcher
inequality and the anisotropic Alexandrov theorem.

Our next result shows that, when ||S,||; is bounded for some ¢ > n, the pinching
condition (P, .) implies that ¥ is close to W, with respect to the Hausdorff distance.

Theorem 1.2. Let X : X" — R™" be o closed, isometrically immersed hypersurface. Let
v : S™ = Rsg be a smooth positive function satisfying the convezity condition. Let ¢ > n,
p > 2, and A > 0 be some real constants. Assume that the anisotropic shape operator
satisfies F (2)/"]|S, ||, < A. Then there exists some positive constants C = C(n,p,q, A,7)
and a = a(n, q) such that if ¥ satisfies (Pp ), then we have

1 1
Y(X — X)) — ——|| <Ce&* , (1.8)
[Hxyll2 || o [ Hy |2
and for any r € [1,p) there exists some positive D = D(n,p,q,r, A,v) such that
a(p—r)
[ Hy — | Hyll2[lr < Dem®=D |[H, |2 (1.9)

Moreover, giveneg > 0, there exist a positive € = e(n,p,q, A, 7, | Hy||oo, €0) such that the
pinching condition (P,.) implies dy (3, | H, |3 *W5) < o, where dy denotes the Hausdorff
distance.



This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some necessary background
on anisotropic geometry and prove Theorem 1.1. In the following sections, we consider the
hypersurfaces satisfying the condition (P, ). We prove the inequalities (1.8) and (1.9) in
Section 3. In Section 4, we give a proof of the Hausdorff closeness of ¥ to the rescaled
Wulff shape.

2 Preliminaries

Let X : " — R"*! be a closed, isometrically immersed hypersurface and let N be the
unit normal vector field along ¥. Let (-,-) and V denote the canonical Riemannian metric
and the connection on R™*! respectively. Let V> be the connection on ¥ with respect the
induced Riemannian metric from (-,-). The shape operator S of ¥ is a (1,1)-tensor on ¥
defined by Sv = V,N.

Let v : S — R+ be a smooth positive function on S™ satisfying the convexity condition
(1.3). We define the anisotropic shape operator S, by Sy = A, o S. The anisotropic mean
curvature H, is given by H, = —(1/n)trS,.

In [5], He and Li proved that the anisotropic mean curvature satisfies the Hsiung—
Minkowski type formula [6] given by

[0 + 1, (x.3) =0 (2.1)

Such an integral formula plays an important role in the rigidity results involving anisotropic
mean curvatures (see [5, 7, 10] for example).

Let us now consider the Wulff shape W, for 4. Let v* be the dual of v defined by (1.4).
We extend v 1-homogeneously to R"*! by letting

) = ket ()

As an immediate consequence of the definition of v*, we have the Fenchel inequality given
by

(z,y) <" (@2)v(y) (2.2)

for z,y € R™"1. Moreover, since v is the supporting function of W, the equality holds
in (2.2) if and only if x is perpendicular to the tangent plane of W, at %(y) c W,. We

now fix a point x and let v be the unit normal vector to W, at ,Y*L(m) Differentiating the
function G(z) = y(v)y*(z) — (v, z) as in [9], we can obtain the gradient of v* as

Vy*(x) = —. (2.3)



Proof of Theorem 1.1. By the Hsiung—Minkowski formula (2.1) and the Fenchel inequality
(2.2), we have

1=

1 1 . )
() e = o >‘ 5D [ B = Xa () < I, el (X = Xo)

which concludes the inequality.

Assume the equality holds. Set X« = % We have the equality of the Fenchel

inequality (2.2), which implies that the unit normal N is perpendicular to the tangent
space of W, at X,«. Moreover, by (2.3), we have V¥y*(X — Xy) = 0, which implies that
v*(X — Xp) is constant. Therefore, we have ¥ = Hv_lwﬁ, + Xo. O

3 Proof of (1.8) and (1.9)
For hypersurfaces, we have the following Michael-Simon Sobolev inequality [8]:

liG %lsc(n) IVEf+ | HS) (3.1)
b b b

Let {e;} be an orthonormal frame along ¥ which diagonalizes A and set a; = (A e;, €;).
By the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, we have

1 1 » l—
H = EZ(S@,@) = Z(AV Syei, €i) = EZai (Syei, e

7 %

; (Z ) (Z |<Swei,ei>|2>

[NIES

IA

(2

1
< X‘S'Ylu

where X is a positive constant given by

A= min A, (V)u,u).
VGS",uEuL,\M:l( ’Y( ) ’ >

Combining this with (3.1), we have
1Fll 2y < O, ) F (B) 7 (V5 £l + [11851£11)- (3:2)

To obtain the inequality (1.8), we prove the following estimate, which is an anisotropic
version of [1, Theorem 1.6].



Proposition 3.1. Let ¢ > n be a real. There exists a constant C = C(n,q,7v) > 0 such
that for any isometrically immersed hypersurface X : ¥ — R we have

I (X = %) = 3 (X = Kol < RS, 12)° I (X = Xl (1= =50 )

where § = 2(q n)

Proof. Up to translation, we may assume that Xo = 0. We set o = |[7*(X) — ||[7*(X)]]2]-
For a positive a > 0, we have |V>p??| < 2(minvy)~!'¢?*~1 by (2.3). Letting f = ¢?¢ i
(3.2), we have

lopll % 2 < O, NF(E)allelza=t + 115510 [11)
< Cn, 1) F () 2allellze=t + 119l Hcszaq)
< C(n, 1) F () 2allell Tty + 15 lq Hw\ zaq)
qg—1
< C(n,7)F5(2)(2a + (|55 lqllllo) [l 2(«31711)(1- (3.3)
qg—1
We set v = (75 1)) and a = ak —|— L where ag41 = vag + ;45 and ag = —ql Plugging

them into (3.3) gives

k41 -1 oy — .

Il ZaE 2 (a1 ( R
< <O, F (D)7 [ =L 4|5, [£le,
olloo = 1lloc

Since ¢ > n then v and % converges to ag + —" and we have

< (Hso\lao>2 I {renz @ra (1, uq)ﬁ

lell) U

< (Hso\lao>2ﬁ e {ZC(n DEE) ( L s ||q>} =

lellos /2% [ olloc

S|=

n(g—1)

- ctan () {70 (i 1)}

2(‘1*1) n(q—l)

<cn) (192) T R (Do rish) )
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hence we have

ng
1 1 2(g—n)
16l < Cl, ;) {E(E)n ( s, ||q)} ¢l

[lloo

B 1
We set 8 = gl 1f [|@lloo = 11 lg 77 [l@lly ™, then

el < Clann {7 (= + 1, Hq>}ﬁHsz

e Hoo

1 B __1
< Cla,n,M)(F (D)7 (185 1la el 77 + 1185 11a) 7 el

)
IS, 10715, Iy ™ +H¢H1i6) el
)
)

3=

(
(Fy (2
(

3=

1
154 llg)” (v (X )HzHB + el lellz

1
< Cg,m,7) (F5 (D)7 118511) I (X )\|2+ﬂ||90||27

where we have used 1 < ||H,|2][v*(X)|l2 < 1Sy |l¢/l7*(X)]|2. Since we have

)(F~(
< (g, n, 1) (F5 (
< Clg,n,7)(Fy (2

)(F~(

(

lell3 = 7 (X) = I (X) a3 = 21 (X) ( Hl EQIF)

the desired inequality follows.

If |@lloo < 11S1le 72 l0ll 7 , the result follows immediately from the above expression
of ||¢|l2 and the fact that ||.S, ||q\|7*(X)||2 > 1. O

Proof of (1.8). We may assume that Xy = 0. From the Hsiung—Minkowski formula (2.1),
it follows that 1 < || H,||,||7v*(X)]| _»_. By the Hélder inequality and the pinching condition
=

(Ppc), we have

* * * 1-2 * H
I (X2 <1+ < (U4 e)[Hy [lpll7" (X)) 2. < (L) [Hy [l [ (X[ "7 llz
hence

B AEs] S N RS

Wl =" Gtz b2

Combining this inequality with Proposition 3.1, we obtain

I (X) = 17" (O)llalloe < €, .0 ()1, 10) 177 () 227

1
< C(n,p,q,7)A? AP

1
£2(1+8) ,



Here, we used ||Hy||2||7*(X)|l2 <14 ¢ <2 to get the second inequality.
Letting o = we obtain

1
2(1+8)°

fuw—W%EH SM%@—Wﬁ@Wﬂm+WVMNb—W%dL

a

&
< CAP
| H Hz [ H |2
601
< C(napaq,A,V)m'
AY

O

Proof of (1.9). By the Hsiung-Minkowski formula (2.1) and the Fenchel inequality (2.2),
we have

N).
Using this and (P, ), we have
LLET I IRV 2 1 .
X)) =Xz + = /|H [V (X)v (V)
HHH 3 2 PG HBFE) ST
. 1

< v (X)l3 - (A

vlI2

12\, .,
<(1- 5z ) o

< 3e|ly*(X)]I3,
hence

1S — 11311 < 1 =~ (O Hy 120+ 1 (GO Hy 13 = [HA 131

|H |2 * 2 * 2 1
||Q\ 0| + ooz - L
| e ~ 1 T,
7, |H| 2 |
swuﬁ@ —0)| w00 rearpi oo+
= [T, T EAs

1
<1l (VB e + 04 ) (Rl + )
< C(n,p, q, A, 7)1 H, I3



Therefore, we obtain

[ 2 — |1 H 3]
[[5]]2

IHA| = [ ]l2lr < < Ce®| Hy |2

Moreover, we have
IHy| = [1HAll2]lp < 201 Hyllp < 20 H, |2l (X2 Hy llp < 4l H 2

by (Pp.). Hence, for any r € [1,p), we obtain

p—r p(r—1)

| = 1 2l < 1= T 2l Ny = 2l

a(p—r)
< D(n,p,q,r, A, y)e ™ || H,||z.

4 Proof of the Hausdorff closeness

In this section, we prove the Hausdorff closeness in Theorem 1.2. To prove this, we need
an anisotropic version of the lemma due to B. Colbois and J. -F. Grosjean [2, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 4.1. For any R > 0 and p € (0,1), there exists a positive n = n(R, p,n,y) > 0
satisfying the following property: Let zo € RW., and let vy be the outer unit normal vector
to RW, at zg. Let X : ¥ — R be a closed hypersurface isometrically immersed in
(R+ W, \ (R—n)Wy)\ By(20). If there exists a point p € ¥ with (X (p),vp) > 0, then
there exists a point ¢ € ¥ such that |H(q)| > ﬁ

Before proving Lemma 4.1, we prepare some notations. For v € S™ and t > 0, we set
IL(v) = v+ + tv, where v denote the n-dimensional subspace of R™*! which is perpen-
dicular to v. Let zy = R{(v) € RW,,.

We now let to(r) = max{t > 0[I;(v) N (0B,(20) N RW,) # 0}. Note that for every
t € [0,to(v)], the set W (v, t) = RW, N1I;(v) is convex. Considering W (v,t) as a convex
hypersurface in R, we let SW (1) and /{Z-W(V’t) be the shape operator of W (v, t) and the i-th
principal curvature of W (v, t) respectively. Set HE/ () — tr(A,S™#1). Since the function
hY 1 [0,t0(v)] > t = maxyy Hy(y’t) € R is non-decreasing we have h”(ty(v)) =
max h”. We now define

Hy = max h” (to(v)) € (0,00).
vesn

Similarly, we set

Ko = maxmax{/ﬁiW(V’t) ()|t € [0,t0(v)],x € W(r,t),1 <i<mn-—1}.

vesn



Proof of Lemma 4.1. For n € (0, p) and t € [0,to(vp)], consider the family of smooth maps

B,y W, t) xSt — R
(x,0) — x —ncosON(z)+ nsinbyy + tyy,

where N(z) denotes the unit normal vector of W (vy,t) C R™ at x. Let S, ; denote the
image of @, ;.

We calculate the curvature of S, ;. Let {e;}?~]' be the orthonormal frame which diag-
onalize SW(*0:Y) at z. We have

Q; = dP, (e;) = (1 —ncosbk; Wt ))ei,
Py = d®,,+(9p) = n(sin N (x) + cos Ovy).

Note that there exists a posit ive pg € (0, p) such that S, ; is an embeddid hypersurface
for n € (0, po). Since the outer unit normal vector field of S, ; is given by N = —cos N +

sin O, the anisotropic shape operator S,f"’t of S, + can be calculated by
Syte; = —cosBA,SW e, TG, = LA By,

Since (®;, ®;) = 0;; and (P;, Pg) = 0, the anisotropic mean curvature H:,q"'t is given by

1
L L
(87 0p,0p) 15~ (S5"es,en)
TR P n o
_ (A @, Pp) lnz_:l cos (A, SWobe, e
ne|®q|? (1 —ncosbr; Wivo.t ))2
A (’I’L - 1)H0

~ o n(l—nko)?
We now let n = min{ﬁ, m,po}, then

wa > A
2nn
Since there exists a point p € X so that (X(p),vp) by assumption, we can ﬁnd t €

[0,%0(v0)] and a point ¢ € ¥ which is a contact point with S, ;. Therefore |[H,(q)| > 2m7 O

Hausdorff closeness in Theorem 1.2. Let B.(||H,||5 *W.,) denote the e-neighborhood of || F, ||5 *WW,.
Assume a positive g9 > 0 is given. If ¥ satisfies (P, ) for a small > 0, by (1.8), it follows
for a small e € (0,5) that ¥ C B.(| H, |3 W,) € Be(||H, I3 W5).
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Assume % C B.(|H,|l3'W,) \ Bs,(y) occurs for some y € ||H,|;'W,. Choosing e
so small that e < min{n,n/||H,||«}, where n is a positive as in Lemma 4.1, it follows
from Lemma 4.1 that there exists a point ¢ € ¥ such that H,(q) > |[Hy||0/2, which is a

contradiction.
Hence, we have dy (%, | H, |3 W) < eo. O
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