
ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

13
31

1v
3 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 1

3 
Fe

b 
20

25

THE P-WIDTHS OF RP
2

JARED MARX-KUO

Abstract. We compute the p-widths, {ωp}, for the real projective plane with the standard
metric.
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1. Introduction

In [Gro06], Gromov introduced the p-widths, {ωp}, of a Riemannian manifold, (Mn+1, g),
as an analogue of the spectrum of the Laplacian, {λk}, the discrete collection of eigenval-
ues. Intuitively, one replaces the Rayleigh quotient in the definition of eigenvalues with
the area functional in the definition of ωp - see [Gro10] [Gro02] [Gut09] [FNT+20] for
more background. The p-widths have proven to be extremely useful due to the Almgren–
Pitts/Marques–Neves Morse theory program for the area functional (see [Alm65][Pit14][MN14]
[MMN23] [MN15] [MN21] [Alm62] [Zho20]). In [LMN18], Liokumovich–Marques–Neves
demonstrated that {ωp} satisfy a Weyl law, which later led to a resolution of Yau’s con-
jecture [Yau82]: Any closed three-dimensional manifold must contain an infinite number of
immersed minimal surfaces. In some sense, the resolution was stronger than expected:

Theorem 1.1 ([CM20] [Son18] [MNS19] [MN17] [IMN18] [Zho20]). On any closed manifold
(Mn+1, g) with 3 ≤ n+ 1 ≤ 7, there exist infinitely many embedded minimal hypersurfaces.

We refer the reader to the introduction of [MK24] for more information. In theorem 1.1,
the dimension upper bound is due to the existence of singular minimal hypersurfaces when
n + 1 ≥ 8, while the lower bound is due to the fact that min-max on surfaces may only
produce stationary geodesic networks in general (see [Pit74], [MN15, Remark 1.1]).

In a recent breakthrough [CM23], Chodosh–Mantoulidis used the Allen–Cahn equation to
prove that the p-widths can always be achieved by a union of closed geodesics:
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Theorem 1.2 ([CM23], Thm 1.2). Let (M2, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold. For every
p ∈ Z

+, there exists a collection of primitive, closed geodesics {σp,j} such that

(1.1) ωp(M, g) =

N(p)
∑

j=1

mj · Lg(σp,j), mj ∈ Z
+

Here, “primitive” means that the geodesic is connected and transversed with multiplicity one.
The authors posed several questions about index and the number of intersections between
geodesics in equation (1.1) in relation to p, and these were partially answered in [MKSS24,
Thm 1.3]. Chodosh–Mantoulidis also showed:

Theorem 1.3 ([CM23], Thm 1.4). For g0 the unit round metric on S2

∀p ∈ N, ωp(S
2, g0) = 2π⌊√p⌋

Notably, theorem 1.3 was the first example of a manifold, (M, g), for which {ωp(M, g)} was
explicitly known for all p. The authors also computed explicit sweepouts which saturate ωp.
In [MK24], the author showed that a connected component of Zoll metrics on S2 have the
same values of {ωp}:
Theorem 1.4. Let g be any Zoll metric on S2 which lies in the connected component of g0
in the space of Zoll metrics on S2. Then ωp(g) = ωp(g0) = 2π⌊√p⌋ for all p.

Zoll metrics on S2 are those for which all geodesics (with multiplicity one) are simple and
of length 2π (note this choice of length, as opposed to any constant c, agrees with [Gui76]).
Such metrics were first constructed by Zoll [Zol01], and we refer the reader to [Gui76] [Fun11]
[GG81] [Bes12] for a by no means complete list of background sources.

In related work, Ambrozio–Marques–Neves [AMN21]constructed Zoll families of metrics
on Sn, i.e. metrics which admit n-parameter families of (n−1)-hypersurfaces as the canonical
family of equators. In [AMN24], the same authors show that (RP2, gstd) is p-width spectrally
rigid, i.e.

Theorem 1.5 (Thm A, [AMN24]). Let (Mn+1, g) a compact riemannian manifold. If

ωp(M, g) = ωp(RP
2, gstd)

for all p ∈ N
+, then (M, g) is isometric to (RP2, gstd).

The authors also prove a similar classification theorem of Zoll metrics on S3 using a notion
of spherical p-widths ([AMN24, Thm B]).

1.1. Main Result + Ideas. In this paper, we compute the full p-width spectrum for RP2

with the standard metric, gstd, coming from quotienting the unit round metric on S2 by the
antipodal map.

Theorem 1.6. For (RP2, gstd), we have

ωp = 2π ·
⌊1

4

(

1 +
√

1 + 8p
)⌋

∀p ∈ N
+

Moreover, ωp is achieved by sweepouts coming from Z2 invariant polynomials on S2.

The proof is an adapation of the work done by Chodosh–Mantoulidis [CM23] for the p-widths
of S2, with the following modifications:
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(1) Showing that the min-max geodesics must occur with an even total multiplicity, i.e.

ωp =

N
∑

i=1

ai · γi =⇒
N
∑

i=1

ai ≡ 0 mod 2

(see lemma 3.2, part 2)
(2) Considering sweepouts by level sets of polynomials of the form f(x, y) + zg(x, y),

where f is even and g is odd, so that the polynomial is Z2 invariant and descends to
a map on RP

2 (see lemma 3.2, part 1).

In §2, we define the basic notions of Almgren–Pitts min-max theory as relevant to this paper.
In §3, we recall some essential propositions and lemmas from [CM23]. We also construct
the modified sweepouts to attain an upper bound for ωp(RP

2). In §4, we prove the main
theorem using the lemmas and a modified counting argument.

1.2. Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Fernando Marques for suggest-
ing the problem and Christos Mantoulidis and Otis Chodosh for many helpful discussions.

2. Min–Max Background and Notation

We recall the essential notation from the min-max theory of Almgren–Pitts [Alm62] and
Marques–Neves [MN20]. Let M be an (n + 1)-dimensional manifold, let X ⊆ [0, 1]k denote
a cubical subcomplex of the k-dimensional unit cube (cf. [MN20, §2.2]), and let Zn(M ;Z2)
denote the set of n-cycles mod Z2 - informally, a cycle is the boundary of a nice (Caccioppoli)
open set. In [Alm62], Almgren showed that Zn(M ;Z2) is weakly homotopic to RP

∞. We

let λ ∈ H1(Zn(M ;Z2),Z2) ∼= Z2 denote the generator of this group, so that λ
p
generates

Hp(Zn(M ;Z2),Z2) ∼= Z2. For T ∈ Zn(M ;Z2), there is a natural associated varifold to T and
we let ||T || denote the corresponding Radon measure, with ||T ||(U) denoting the integral of
the measure over U . We further let M(T ) = ||T ||(M).

Definition 2.1 ([MN17], Defn 4.1). A map Φ : X → Zn(M ;Z2) is a p-sweepout if it is
continuous (with the standard flat norm topology on Zn(M ;Z2)) and Φ∗(λ

p
) 6= 0 ∈ Hp(X).

Definition 2.2 ([MN17] §3.3). Amap Φ : X → Zn(M ;Z2) is said to have no concentration

of mass if

lim
r→0

sup{‖Φ(x)‖(Br(p)) : x ∈ X, p ∈ M} = 0.

Definition 2.3 ([Gro02], [Gut09]). We define Pp = Pp(M) to be the set of all p-sweepouts,
out of any cubical subcomplex X , with no concentration of mass. The p-width of (M, g) is

ωp(M, g) := inf
Φ∈Pp

sup{M(Φ(x)) : x ∈ domain(Φ)}.

We note that one can work with refined sweepouts to compute ωp, i.e. let

PF

p,m := {Φ ∈ Pp : domain(Φ) ⊂ Im and Φ is F-continuous}
then:

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 2.6, [CM23]). If m = 2p+ 1, then

ωp(M, g) = inf
Φ∈PF

p,m

sup{M(Φ(x)) : x ∈ domain(Φ)}.
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To see the analogy between ωp and λp, consider the following characterization of λp(M) as

λp(M) := inf
V⊆C∞(M)
dimV=p+1

sup
f∈V \{0}

´

M
|∇f |2
´

M
f 2

Note the parallels between the min-max definitions of ωp, λp, with Φ∗(λ
p
) 6= 0 being analogous

to dim(V ) = p + 1.

3. Fundamental Lemmas

3.1. A good metric on RP
2. Much of this section is analogous to [CM23, §6]: Consider

the ellipsoids

(3.1) E(a1, a2, a3) := {(x1, x2, x3) ∈ R
3 : a1x

2
1 + a2x

2
2 + a3x

2
3 = 1} ⊂ R

3

and the three geodesics

γi(a1, a2, a3) := E(a1, a2, a3) ∩ {xi = 0}, i = 1, 2, 3

on them. It is shown in [Mor34, Theorems IX 3.3, 4.1] that for every Λ > 2π, if a1 < a2 < a3
are sufficiently close to 1 (depending on Λ), then every closed connected immersed geodesic
γ ⊂ E(a1, a2, a3) (coverings allowed) satisfies:

(3.2) γ has no nontrivial normal Jacobi fields if length(γ) < 2Λ,

and

(3.3) γ is an iterate of one of γi(a1, a2, a3), i = 1, 2, 3, if length(γ) < 2Λ.

By quotienting by (x1, x2, x3) ∼ (−x1,−x2,−x3) the above ellipsoids descend to metrics on
RP

2 such that equations 3.2 3.3 hold by simply lifting the jacobi fields and geodesics to S2.
For (a1, a2, a3) ∈ R

3, consider the vector ~ℓ(a1, a2, a3) ∈ R
3 whose i-th component, i =

1, 2, 3, is
[

~ℓ(a1, a2, a3)
]

i
:= length(γi(a1, a2, a3)).

It is easy to see that (a1, a2, a3) 7→ ~ℓ(a1, a2, a3) is smooth near (1, 1, 1), and

D~ℓ(1, 1, 1) =





0 π π
π 0 π
π π 0



 .

Then, by the inverse function theorem there are smooth functions µ 7→ ai(µ), ai(0) = 1,
i = 1, 2, 3, so that, for µ near 0,

~ℓ(a1(µ), a2(µ), a3(µ)) = (2π, 2π + 2µ, 2π + 4µ).

Thus, for sufficiently small µ,

(3.4) length(γi(a1, a2, a3)) = 2π + (i− 1)2µ.

Moreover, these metrics again descend to RP
2, producing geodesics of length π, π+µ, π+2µ.

We now recreate the following theorem, which is a direct analogue of [CM23, Thm 6.1]

Theorem 3.1. Let Λ > 0 and U be any neighborhood, in the C∞ topology, of the standard
metric gstd ∈ Met(RP2). There is a µ0 = µ0(Λ, U) > 0, so that for all µ ∈ (0, µ0), there
exists gµ ∈ U with all these properties:
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(1) There are simple closed geodesics γ1, γ2, γ3 ⊂ (RP2, gµ) so that lengthgµ
(γi) = π +

(i− 1)µ.
(2) If a closed connected geodesic in (RP2, gµ) has lengthgµ

< Λ, then it is an iterate of
γi, i = 1, 2, 3.

(3) There are no not-everywhere-tangential stationary varifold Jacobi fields along any
S ∈ SΛ(gµ).

Moreover, gµ → gstd as µ → 0 in the C∞ topology.

Proof. We choose µ0 small enough that gEµ ∈ U for all µ ∈ (0, µ0), where gEµ is the induced
metric of E(a1(µ), a2(µ), a3(µ))/{x ∼ −x}.

Fix any such µ. By equation (3.2), [CM23, Corollary 5.35] applies at gEµ with 2Λ in place of

Λ and with S0
i , the multiplicity-one varifolds on γi(a1(µ), a2(µ), a3(µ))/{x ∼ −x} for i = 1,

2, 3. As a consequence of the moduli space and generic regularity theory from Corollary
5.35 and Remark 5.34 of [CM23] (both of which apply to any closed surface), there is a
neighborhood V ⊂ U of gEµ inside of which there is a dense set D ⊂ V of metrics satisfying

conclusions (1) and (3) of our theorem; denote the distinguished geodesics by γj(g) ⊆ RP
2,

j = 1, 2, 3.
It remains to show that at least one of the metrics from D satisfies conclusion (2) too and

can be taken arbitrarily close to gEµ . Suppose that were not the case. Take any sequence

{giµ}∞i=1 ⊂ D with giµ → gEµ as i → ∞. Let γi
µ be a closed connected geodesic in (RP2, giµ)

with lengthgiµ
(γi

µ) < Λ that is not an iterate of any of γj(g
i
µ), j = 1, 2, 3. Pass to i → ∞ along

a subsequence (not relabeled) so that γi
µ → γE

µ , a geodesic in (RP2, gEµ ) with lengthgEµ
(γE

µ ) ≤
Λ < 2Λ. By (3.3), γE

µ is an iterate of a γj(g
E
µ ), j = 1, 2, 3. So, γi

µ is o(1)-close (as i → ∞)

to being an iterate of γj(g
i
µ). However, recall that the three γj(gµ) and their iterates with

length < 2Λ are isolated in (RP2, gµ) by equation (3.3). Therefore, the geodesics γj(g
i
µ) and

their iterates with length ≤ Λ are isolated in (RP2, giµ), contradicting the existence of γi
µ

when i is large. This completes the proof. �

3.2. Upper Bound. We recreate the analogous upper bound on the p-widths, by using a
restricted class of sweepouts on RP

2. First, let D(d) = (d+1)(2d+1), and let f : Z+ → Z
+

be such that
f(p) = d+ 1 ⇐⇒ p ∈ {D(d), . . . , D(d+ 1)− 1}

Lemma 3.2. For p ∈ N
∗, there eixsts µ1 > 0 and an open neighborhood U of the unit round

metric on RP
2 depending on p such that for all µ ∈ (0, µ1), gµ ∈ U and

(1) ωp(RP
2, gµ) ≤ 2πf(p) + 1

(2) For any F-homotopy class Π ⊆ PF

p,m (i.e. p-sweepouts coming from domains of
dimension at most m)

LAP (Π, gµ) ∈
(

{n1 · π + n2 · (π + µ) + n3 · (π + 2µ)

: (n1, n2, n3) ∈ N
3}\{0}, n1 + n2 + n3 ≡ 0 mod 2

)

∪ [2πf(p) + 2,∞)

Proof. To verify 1, let

A2d = {f(x, y) + zg(x, y) | f ∈ Re,2d[x, y], g ∈ Ro,2d−1[x, y]}
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Here Re,2d[x, y] denotes the set of all even polynomials in x and y of degree ≤ 2d and Ro,2d−1

the analogous space of odd polynomials of degree ≤ 2d− 1. Note that

dim(A2d) =

(

d
∑

i=0

(2i+ 1)

)

+

(

d
∑

i=1

2i

)

=

[

2
d(d+ 1)

2
+ (d+ 1)

]

+

[

2
d(d+ 1)

2

]

= (d+ 1)2 + d(d+ 1)

= (d+ 1)(2d+ 1) = D(d)

Let {pe,2di } be an enumeration of even polynomials of order ≤ 2d and {po,2d−1
j } the analgoous

for odd polynomials of order ≤ 2d−1. For d ≥ 1, we define a D(d)−1-sweepout of (RP2, gstd)
as follows

Fd : RP
D(d)−1 → Z1(RP

2,Z2)

Fd([a1 : · · · : aD(d)]) =
{

(d+1)2
∑

i=1

aip
e,2d
i (x, y) + z

d(d+1)
∑

j=1

a(d+1)2+jp
o,2d−1
j (x, y) = 0

}

Note the (x, y, z) ∼ (−x,−y,−z) invariance of Fd([a1 : · · · : aD(d)]) so that it produces a well
defined element of Z1(RP

2,Z2). We see that Fd is D(d)− 1-sweepout by checking that it is
a 1-sweepout when restricting to the copy of RP1 realized by 0 = a3 = . . . aD(d) as then

Fd([a1 : a2 : 0 : · · · : 0]) = {a1 + a2x
2 = 0}

where by convention, we assume that pe,2d1 = 1 and pe,2d2 = x2.
We now compute an upper bound on M(F ) using the crofton formula, i.e.

M(Fd([~a])) =
1

2
M(F̃d([~a])) =

1

2

1

4

ˆ

ξ∈S2

♯(F̃ ([~a]) ∩ ξ⊥)

where F̃d([~a]) ∈ Z1(S
2,Z2) is the preimage of Fd([~a]) under the antipodal map (recall we are

working with the unit round metric still), and ξ⊥ denotes the great circle which lies in the
plane in R

3 normal to ξ. Note that every such plane is given by {αx + βy + γz = 0} for
some (α, β, γ) ∈ R

3. Then

F̃d([~a]) ∩ ξ⊥ = {
(d+1)2
∑

i=1

aip
e,2d
i (x, y) + z

d(d+1)
∑

j=1

a(d+1)2+jp
o,2d−1
j (x, y) = 0} ∩ {x2 + y2 = 1}

∩ {αx+ βy + γz = 0}

By Bezout’s inequality, we have that

♯
(

F̃d([~a]) ∩ ξ⊥
)

≤ 2d · 2 · 1 = 4d
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Thus, we conclude

M(Fd([~a])) ≤
1

2

1

4

ˆ

ξ∈S2

4d

≤ 1

8
· 4π · 4d

= 2π · d
Now notice that if f(p) = d then Fd is a p-sweepout, and so we conclude

ωp(RP
2, gstd) ≤ 2πf(p)

and by continuity of the p-widths (see [IMN18, Lemma 2.1]), we have that if U is a sufficiently
small neighborhood of (RP2, gstd), then for any g ∈ U ,

ωp(RP
2, g) ≤ 2πf(p) + 1

Similarly, given such a neighborhood U , we can apply theorem 3.1 to find gµ ∈ U for all
µ = µ0(2πp+ 2, U) and the above bound will also hold for g = gµ.

To verify part 2, fix the metric gµ as above and choose an F homotopy class with value
LAP (Π) < 2πf(p) + 2. By theorem 1.2, we have that

LAP (Π) =
N
∑

j=1

aj · ℓgµ(σj) aj ∈ Z
>0

where the σj are distinct, simple, and closed geodesics. Since ℓ(σj) < 2πf(p)+2, by theorem
3.1, we conclude that σj = γi for some i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and hence ℓ(σj) ∈ {π, π + µ, π + 2µ}.
This gives

LAP (Π) = (n1 + n2 + n3)π + µ(n2 + 2n3) ni ∈ Z
>0

To see that n1 + n2 + n3 ≡ 0 mod 2, we first rewrite the critical varifold as

LAP (Π) =

3
∑

j=1

bj · ℓgµ(σj)

And it suffices to show that
3
∑

j=1

bj ≡ 0 mod 2

To see this, note that the corresponding cycle mod Z2 must be trivial, i.e.
3
∑

j=1

bj · [[σj ]] ≡ 0 ∈ H1(RP
2,Z2)

This follows since σ =
∑3

j=1 bj · σj ∈ CAP (Pp), where CAP (Pp) denotes the union of the
Almgren–Pitts critical sets of all homotopy classes Π ⊆ Pp. By definition, there exists,
Π ⊆ Pp and Φi ∈ Π such that Φi : Xi → Z1(RP

2,Z2) and xi ∈ Xi such that

lim
i→∞

F(Φi(xi), σ) = 0

Moreover, each Φi(xi) is trivial homologically by definition of being an element of Z1. Con-
vergence in the F norm preserves homology, so we conclude that σ = 0 ∈ H1(RP

2,Z2).
However, note that each individual σj 6= 0 ∈ H1(RP

2,Z2) - one can see this by considering
the diffeomorphism (RP2, gµ) → (RP2, gstd) which maps each σj to one of the corresponding



8 JARED MARX-KUO

3 axial geodesics in (RP2, gstd) (see the defining equation (3.1) and then quotient), corre-
sponding to γj = {xj = 0} ∩ (RP2, gstd) for j = 1, 2, 3. However, each of these geodesics are
homologically non-trivial. Thus, we conclude that

3
∑

j=1

bj · [[σj ]] ≡ 0 ∈ H1(RP
2,Z2) ⇐⇒

3
∑

j=1

bj ≡ 0

�

Having proved lemma 3.2 and theorem 3.1, we note that the below proposition from [CM23]
holds for RP2 instead of S2, with only minor notational changes.

Proposition 3.3 (Prop 6.11, [CM23]). Fix p ∈ N and µ1(p) > 0 as in lemma 3.2. Then

ωp(RP
2, gµ) < ωp+1(RP

2, gµ)

for every µ ∈ (0, µ1).

4. Proof of Main Theorem 1.6

We now compute all of the widths of (RP2, gstd)

Theorem. For (RP2, gstd), we have for any p ∈ N
+,

ωp = 2πf(p) = 2π
⌊1

4

(

1 +
√

1 + 8p
)⌋

Proof. As in the proof of theorem 1.3 from [CM23], we will show that

ωD(d) = ωD(d)+1 = · · · = ωD(d+1)−1 = 2π(d+ 1)

for all d. Let µ1 = µ1(p = D(d + 1) − 1) > 0 as in lemma 3.2 and suppose that 0 < µ <
min(µ1, 1/2(d+ 1)).

As in [CM23, Claim 7.1], we want to prove:

{ωp(RP
2, gµ) : p = 1, . . . , D(d+ 1)− 1} =

(

{n1 · π + n2 · (π + µ) + n3 · (π + 2µ)

: (n1, n2, n3) ∈ N
3}\{0},

n1 + n2 + n3 ≡ 0 mod 2}
)

∩ (0, 2π(d+ 1) + 1]

Denote the set on the left as L and on the right as R. R ⊆ L follows directly from lemma
3.2. For the other containment, we note that by proposition 3.3:

♯{ωp(RP
2, gµ) : p = 1, . . . , D(d+ 1)− 1} = D(d+ 1)− 1 = (d+ 2)(2d+ 3)− 1

= 2d2 + 7d+ 5 = (2d+ 5)(d+ 1)

To compute |R|, we argue as in [CM23, Claim 7.1] and write

n1 · π + n2 · (π + µ) + n3 · (π + 2µ) = π · (n1 + n2 + n3) + µ(n2 + 2n3)

And count the number of values of {µ(n2+2n3) | n1+n2+n3 = 2j} where 0 ≤ 2j ≤ 2(d+1).
However

{µ(n2 + 2n3) | n1 + n2 + n3 = 2j} = {0, µ, 2µ, . . . , 4jµ}
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and so

|R| =
d+1
∑

j=1

♯{µ(n2 + 2n3) | n1 + n2 + n3 = 2j}

=

d+1
∑

j=1

4j + 1

= 4 · (d+ 1)(d+ 2)

2
+ d+ 1

= (d+ 1) · (2d+ 5)

And so necessarily we have L = R.
Now by induction and the fact that the widths are increasing (proposition 3.3), we see

that

∀p ∈ {D(d), D(d) + 1, . . . , D(d+ 1)− 1}
2π · (d+ 1) ≤ ωp(RP

2, gµ) ≤ (2π + 4µ) · (d+ 1)

using continuity of the p-widths in the metrics and nothing gµ
µ→0−−→ gstd, we conclude that

(4.1) p ∈ {D(d), D(d) + 1, . . . , D(d+ 1)− 1} =⇒ ωp(RP
2, gstd) = 2π · (d+ 1) = 2π · f(p)

These values are achieved precisely by the sweepouts defined in 3.2 by the upper bound
computed there and equation (4.1). The fact that f(p) = ⌊1

4

(

1 +
√
1 + 8p

)

⌋ follows from
algebraic manipulation. �
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