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A NOTE ON SPECTRAL VOLUME COMPARISON FOR

MANIFOLDS WITH WEAKLY CONVEX BOUNDARY

JIA LI

Abstract. We establish a new boundary version of spectral volume comparison
theorem in this paper. Let (Mn, g)(n ≥ 3) be a connected, smooth compact n-
dimensional manifold with weakly convex boundary. If there exist a positive function
w ∈ C∞(M) that satisfies:

{

−n−1

n−2
∆w +Ricw ≥ (n− 1)w,

∂w
∂η

= 0.

then Vol(M) ≤ Vol(Sn
+), and equality holds if and only if Mn is isometric to the unit

round hemisphere S
n
+ = {x ∈ R

n+1 : |x| = 1, xn+1 ≥ 0} ⊂ R
n+1.

1. Introduction

A classical Bonnet-Myers theorem states that if a complete n-dimensional Riemann-
ian manifold M has Ricci curvature RicM at least (n − 1)K, then the diameter of M
is at most π√

K
, moreover, it follows from Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem

that for a fixed p ∈ M , the ratio Vol(Br(p))
Vol(BK (r))

is nonincreasing for any r ∈ (0,∞). When

K > 0, the equality holds if and only if M is isometric to S
n( 1√

K
). S. Y. Cheng in [2]

proved a rigidity theorem which states that if the diameter is equal to π√
K
, then M is

isometric to the n-sphere with constant sectional curvature K. Recently, G. Antonelli
and K. Xu [1] prove a sharp and rigid spectral generalization of both Bonnet-Myers
theorem and classical Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem, which is precisely
stated as follows.

Theorem 1 ([1]). Let Mn, n ≥ 3, be an n-dimensional compact smooth manifold
with n ≥ 3, and let 0 ≤ θ ≤ n−1

n−2 , λ > 0. Let Ric(x) := infυ∈TpM,|υ|=1Ricx(υ, υ)
be the smallest eigenvalue of the Ricci tensor. Assume there is a positive function
w ∈ C∞(M) such that:

θ∆Mw ≤ Ricw − (n− 1)λw,

Let M̃ be the universal cover of M , endowed with the pull-back metric. Then:

• A diameter bound

diam(M) ≤ π√
λ
(
maxw

minw
)
n−3

n−1
θ,

in particular, π1(M) is finite.
• A sharp volume bound

Vol(M̃) ≤ λ−n
2 Vol(Sn).

1
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Moreover, if equality holds, then every function w is constant, and M̃ is iso-

metric to the round sphere of radius λ− 1

2 .

This theorem is intimately connected with stable Bernstein problem. In order to
address the stable Bernstein problem in R

5, C. Chodosh, C. Li, P. Minter and D.
Stryker [5] established a volume comparison theorem via weighted isoperimetric profile,
but their method works only for 3-dimensional µ-bubbles. It is remarkable that the
weakness has been overcome by the unequally weighted isoperimetric profile in [1],
which pave the way to study the stable Bernstein problem. Soon, combing the strategy
of [5] with the Theorem 1, L. Mazet successfully solved the stable Bernstein problem
in R

6. Additionallly, the spectral volume comparison theorem is also a useful tool in
other aspects such as the structure of manifolds.

For compact manifold with boundary and positive Ricci curvature, F. Hang and X.
Wang [8] proved a boundary rigidity result as follows:

Theorem 2. Let (Mn, g)(n ≥ 2) be a compact manifold with nonempty boundary
Σ = ∂M . Suppose

• Ric ≥ (n− 1)g,
• (Σ, g|Σ) is isometric to the standard sphere S

n−1 ⊂ R
n,

• Σ is weakly convex in the sense that its second fundamental form A is nonneg-
ative.

Then (Mn, g) is isometric to the hemisphere.

It is natural to investigate whether the theorem 1 can be extended to compact man-
ifolds with boundary. Based on the method in [1], the author in [9] has obtained the
spectral diameter estimate of 3-dimensional compact manifold with convex boundary,
in order to prove the non-existence of weakly stable free boundary CMC hypersurfaces
in 5-manifolds. For general n-dimensional manifold, we establish a spectral general-
ization of Bonnet-Myers and Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem for compact
manifold with weakly convex boundary.

Theorem 3. Let Mn, n ≥ 3, be a compact connected manifold with weakly convex
boundary ∂M , and let 0 ≤ θ ≤ n−1

n−2 , λ > 0. We denote by Ric(x) := infυ∈TpM,|υ|=1Ricx(υ, υ)
the smallest eigenvalue of the Ricci tensor. Assume there is a positive function w ∈
C∞(M) satisfying Neumann boundary condition ∂w

∂η
=

〈

∇Mw, η
〉

= 0, and the follow-

ing inequality holds:

θ∆Mw ≤ Ricw − (n− 1)λw,

then we have the diameter estimate:

diam(M) ≤ π√
λ
(
maxw

minw
)
n−3

n−1
θ,

and the volume estimate:

VolM ≤ λ−n
2 Vol(Sn+).

Moreover, if equality holds, then every function w is constant, and M̃ is isometric to

the round hemisphere of radius λ− 1

2 .
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1.1. organization. In section 2, we give some basic definitions and properties about
isoperimetric profiles. In section 3, we will use free boundary µ-bubbles to obtain the
diameter estimate of n-dimensional compact manifold with weakly convex boundary,
which is the generalization of Theorem 32 in [9]. In section 4, we establish the unequally
weighted free boundary isoperimetric profile, get a differential inequality in the barrier
sense, finally we obtain the volume bound.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank his advisor, Professor Chao Xia,
for introducing this problem and for his continuous guidance, support, and invaluable
insights throughout this research. His encouragement and expertise have been instru-
mental in the completion of this work.

2. PRELIMINARIES

First, we assume all manifolds are complete in this paper. We now introduce the
notions of µ-bubbles and isoperimetric profile of a Riemannian manifold. It’s remark-
able that it can be defined in any space with suitable notions of volume and perimeter
as in metric measure spaces.

2.1. free boundary unequally warped µ-bubbles.

Definition 4. We say that a manifold (Mn, ∂M) has weakly convex boundary if and
only if A ≥ 0, where A is the second fundamental form of ∂M with respect to η, and
η is the co-normal of ∂M in M .

Given a compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (Nn, g) with weakly convex
boundary ∂N = ∂0N∪∂−N∪∂+N (∂iN is nonempty for i ∈ {0,−,+}), where ∂−N and
∂+N are disjoint and each of them intersect with ∂0N at angles no more than π

8 inside
M . We fix a smooth function w > 0 on N and a smooth function h on N\(∂−N∪∂+N),
with h → ±∞ on ∂±N . We pick a regular value c0 of h on N \ (∂−N ∪ ∂+N) and take
Ω0 = h−1((c0,∞)) as the reference set, and consider the following area functional:

A(Ω) :=

∫

∂∗Ω
wθdHn−1 −

∫

N

(χΩ − χΩ0
)hwαdHn,

for all Caccioppoli sets Ω with Ω∆Ω0 ⋐ N̊ and k ∈ N, where θ, α ≥ 0, and the reference
set Ω0 with smooth boundary satisfies

∂Ω0 ⊂ N̊ , ∂+N ⊂ Ω0.

If there exist Ω can minimizes A in this class, we call it a free boundary unequally
warped µ-bubble.

About the existence and regularity of a minimizer of A among all Caccioppoli sets,
we refer to [3, 7, 13, 14] for more details. We only elaborate the conclusions and omit
the detailed proof.

Proposition 5. There exists a smooth minimizer Ω for A such that Ω∆Ω0 is compactly
contained in N̊ ∪ ∂0N . The minimizer has smooth boundary which intersect with ∂0N
orthogonally.
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Let υΣ denote by the unit normal of Σ, and let φ ∈ C∞(N). For an arbitrary

variation {Ωt}t∈(−ǫ,ǫ) with Ω0 = Ω and the variational vector field Ḟt = φνΣ at t = 0,
we assume that Σ = ∂Ω is a critical point of the area functional and calculate its first
variation and the second variation.

Lemma 6. If Ωt is a smooth 1-parameter family of regions with Ω0 = Ω and the normal
variational vector field Ḟt at t = 0 is φνΣ, then

d

dt

∣

∣

t=0
A(Ωt) =

∫

∂Ωt

θwθ−1
〈

∇Mw, νΣt

〉

φ+ wθHφ− hwαφ+

∫

∂Σt

wθ
〈

Ḟt, ν∂Σt

〉

=

∫

Σ
(HΣ + θw−1

〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

− hwα−θ)wθφ

where νΣ is the outward pointing unit normal vector field and H is the mean curvature
of ∂Ωt. In particular, a µ-bubble Ω with ∂Ω = Σ satisfies

HΣ = hwα−θ − θw−1
〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

, Ḟ0 ⊥ ν∂Σ for x ∈ ∂Σ ⊂ ∂0N.

Lemma 7. Assume Ω is a minimizer of A in the settings above, then we can have the
following the second variational formula:

d2

dt2
∣

∣

t=0

(

A(Ωt))

=

∫

Σ
[−∆Σφ− | IIΣ |2φ− RicM (νΣ, νΣ)φ− θw−2

〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉2

φ

+ θw−1φ(∆Mw −∆Σw −HΣ

〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

− θw−1
〈

∇Σw,∇Σφ
〉

− φ
〈

∇Mh, υΣ
〉

wα−θ + (θ − α)wα−θ−1hφ
〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

]wθφ+

∫

∂Σ
wθφ

∂φ

∂ν∂Σ
−A∂Σ(νΣ, υΣ)φ

2wθ

2.2. free boundary unequally warped isoperimetric profile.

Definition 8. Let (Mn, g) be a Riemannian manifold. The isoperimetric profile of M
is the function IM that assigns, to each υ ∈ (0, |M |), the value

IM (υ) = inf{P (E) : E is measurable, |E| = υ}.
The isoperimetric profile of M will be often denoted by I.

Definition 9. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold. We say that a set E ⊂ M is
isoperimetric or that is an isoperimetric region if

P (E) = IM (|E|).
If |E| = υ, then we say that E is an isoperimetric region of volume υ.

We notice that the isoperimetric profile can be understood as an optimal isoperi-
metric inequality in M , since for any subset F ⊂ M of volume 0 < |F | < |M |,
P (F ) ≥ IM (|F |), with equality precisely for isoperimetric sets.

Regularity results for sets minimizing perimeter under a volume constraint were
obtained by F. Morgan, who proved in Corollary 3.7 and 3.8 of [6] in the following:
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Theorem 10 ([6]). Let E be a measurable set of finite volume minimizing perimeter
under a volume constraint in a smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold M . There
are two kinds of conclusions depended on dimension:

• If n ≤ 7, then the boundary S of E is a smooth hypersurface.
• If n > 7, then the boundary S of E is the union of a smooth hypersurface S and a
closed singular set S0 of Hausdorff dimension at most n−8 (i.e.,Hn−8+γ(S0) =
0 for all γ > 0).

When trying to get geometric informationon the boundary of a set minimizing
perimeter under a volume constraint, the following technical result proved by Sternberg
and Zumbrum in Lemma 2.4 of [12] allows us to focus just on the regular part S of the
boundary.

Lemma 11 ([12]). Let E ⊂ M be a bounded minimizer of perimeter under a volume
constraint in a smooth Riemannian manifold M . Let S be the regular part of the
boundary of E and S0 its singular part.

Then for every ǫ > 0, there exist open sets U ′ ⋐ S ⊂ M with S0 ⊂ U ′, U ⊂ M
contained in an open tubular neighborhood in M of S0 of radius ǫ, and a smooth function
ϕǫ : M → R such that 0 ≤ ϕǫ ≤ 1,

ϕǫ(x) = 0 in U ′, ϕǫ(x) = 1 in M\U,

and
∫

S

|∇Sϕǫ|2dS ≤ Cǫ,

for some constant C > 0 depending on E but independent of ǫ.

Given an open set Ω ⊂ M , we may consider the minimization problem

inf{P (E) : E ⊂ Ω̄, |E| = υ}.

We emphasize that the perimeter here is the one in M . There is a regularity result
about this restricted profile, which can be found in [11].

Theorem 12. Let (M,g) be a complete Riemannian manifold and Ω ⊂ M be an open
subset with C2 boundary. Then for any 0 < υ < |Ω|, there exist an isoperimetric region
E of volume υ in Ω. Moreover, the boundary of E satisfies the following properties:

• ∂E is of class C1,1 near ∂Ω.
• ∂E ∩Ω in the union of a smooth hypersurface S with constant mean curvature
H and a closed singular set S0 of Hausdorff dimension at most n− 8.

3. diameter estimates for manifolds with convex bundary

For now on, we always assume that n ≥ 3 throughout the paper. We first consider
n-dimensional compact manifold with weakly convex boundary, then we can give the
diameter estimates in the sense of spectrum condition and weakly convex boundary
condition.
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3.1. for case 3 ≤ n ≤ 7.

Theorem 13. Let Mn, n ≥ 3, be a compact connected manifold with weakly convex
boundary ∂M , and let 0 ≤ θ ≤ n−1

n−2 , λ > 0. We denote by Ric(x) := infυ∈TpM,|υ|=1Ricx(υ, υ)
the smallest eigenvalue of the Ricci tensor. If there exist a positive function w ∈
C∞(M) that satisfies:

{

θ∆Mw ≤ Ricw − (n− 1)λw,
∂w
∂η

= 0.

then we have the diameter estimate: diam(M) ≤ π√
λ
(maxw
minw

)
n−3

n−1
θ.

Proof. Let Ω+ ⊂ Ω− ⊂ M be two domains with nonempty boundaries, such that
Ω−\Ω+ is compact. Suppose h(x) ∈ C∞(Ω−\Ω+) satisfies

lim
x→∂Ω+

h(x) = +∞, lim
x→∂Ω−

h(x) = −∞.(1)

For an arbitrary fixed domain Ω0 with Ω+ ⊂⊂ Ω0 ⊂⊂ Ω−, consider the functional

A(Ωt) =

∫

∂∗Ωt

wθ −
∫

Ωt

hwα,

defined on sets of finite perimeter, where ∂∗Ω is the reduced boundary of Ω. According
to the Lemma 6 and Lemma 7, we have the second variation formula in the following:

d2

dt2

∣

∣

t=0
A(Ωt)

=

∫

Σ
[−∆Σφ− | IIΣ |2φ− RicM (νΣ, νΣ)φ− θw−2

〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉2

φ

+ θw−1φ(∆Mw −∆Σw −HΣ

〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

− θw−1
〈

∇Σw,∇Σφ
〉

− φ
〈

∇Mh, υΣ
〉

wα−θ + (θ − α)wα−θ−1hφ
〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

]wθφ+

∫

∂Σ
wθφ

∂φ

∂ν∂Σ
−A∂Σ(νΣ, υΣ)φ

2wθ

We choose φ = w−θ, then we have

∫

Σ
−∆Σφ = θ

∫

∂Σ
w−θ−1

〈

∇Σw, ν∂Σ
〉
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Integrating by parts, we have

− θ

∫

Σ
w−1w−θ∆Σw + w−1

〈

∇Σw,∇Σ(w−θ)
〉

= −θ

∫

Σ
w−θ−1∆Σw + w−1

〈

∇Σw,∇Σ(w−θ)
〉

+
〈

∇Σw,∇Σ(w−1)
〉

w−θ

−
〈

∇Σw,∇Σ(w−1)
〉

w−θ

= −θ

∫

Σ
w−θ−1 +

〈

∇Σw,∇Σ(w−θ−1)
〉

+ θ

∫

Σ

〈

∇Σw,∇Σ(w−1)
〉

w−θ

= −θ

∫

∂Σ

〈

∇Σw, ν∂Σ
〉

w−θ−1 − θ

∫

Σ
|∇Σw|2w−2−θ

≤ −θ

∫

∂Σ

〈

∇Σw, ν∂Σ
〉

w−θ−1.

On the other hand, we have

| IIΣ |2 ≥ 1

n− 1
H2

Σ =
1

n− 1
(h− 4

4− k
w−1

〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

)2,

and
〈

∇Σw, ν∂Σ
〉

=
〈

∇Mw, ν∂Σ
〉

= 0, A ≥ 0 on ∂Σ,

which is guaranteed by the weakly convexity of ∂M . Combining these consequences
with nonnegativity of the second variation, we obtain that

0 ≤
∫

Σ
−| IIΣ |2w−θ − RicM (νΣ, υΣ)w

−θ − θw−2
〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉2

+ θw−1−θ(∆Mw −HΣ

〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

)−
〈

∇Mh, νΣ
〉

wα−2θ + (θ − α)hwα−2θ−1
〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

≤ w−θ
[

− H2
Σ

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ− θ(w−1

〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

)2 − θHΣ(w
−1

〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

) + |∇h|wα−θ

+ (θ − α)hwα−θ(w−1
〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

)
]

Setting X = hwα−θ, Y = w−1
〈

∇Mw, νΣ
〉

, then HΣ = X − θY , we have

0 ≤
∫

Σ
w−θ[− X2

n− 1
+

2θ

n− 1
XY − θ2

n− 1
Y 2 − (n− 1)λ− θY 2 − θ(X − θY )Y + |∇h|wα−θ + (θ − α)XY ]

≤
∫

Σ
w−θ[− X2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ+ |∇h|wα−θ + (

2θ

n− 1
− α)XY + (

n − 2

n − 1
θ2 − θ)Y 2]

If we set α = 2θ
n−1 , for 0 ≤ θ ≤ n−1

n−2 . Additionally, if h satisfies

|∇h|wα−θ <
h2w2α−2θ

n− 1
+ (n− 1)λ,
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then we get a contradiction. Therefore, we are going to construct such h satisfying
above condition. Then we get the estimate of the diameter:

diam(M) ≤ π√
λ
· (sup(w)

inf(w)
)
n−3

n−1
θ.

First, notice that h is a smooth function on M such that

|∇h| < sup(w)2α−2θ

(n− 1) inf(w)α−θ
h2 +

(n− 1)λ

inf(w)α−θ
=: Ch2 +D,(2)

then

|∇h|wα−θ ≤ |∇h| inf(w)α−θ <
h2w2α−2θ

n− 1
+ (n− 1)λ.

Moreover, we notice that

CD = λ · (sup(w)
inf(w)

)
6−2n
n−1

θ.

We can use the same method derived from [1]. Suppose by contradiction the above
estimate does not hold, then there is a ǫ > 0 such that

diam(M) >
π√
λ
· (sup(w)

inf(w)
)
n−3

n−1
θ · (1 + ǫ)2 + 2ǫ.(3)

Let us fix a point p ∈ ∂M and take Ω+ := Bǫ(p), and let d : M \ Ω+ → R be a
smoothing of d(·, ∂Ω+) such that

d
∣

∣

∂Ω+
= 0,

∣

∣∇d
∣

∣ ≤ 1 + ǫ, d ≥ d(·, ∂Ω+)

1 + ǫ
.

We can define

h(x) :=

√

D

C
cot(

√
CD

1 + ǫ
d(x)),

which satisfies inequality (2). Note we have that

O := {d >
2(1 + ǫ)π√

2ǫ0
} ⊃ {d(·, p) > ǫ+

2(1 + ǫ)2π√
2ǫ0

} 6= ∅,

due to (3.1). Set Ω− := M\Ō, then we have found two domains Ω+ ⊂⊂ Ω− ⊂⊂ M
and h(x) ∈ C∞(Ω−\Ω+) which satisfies (1). Let Ω be an free boundary µ-bubble
minimizing the functional, which has smooth boundary. Since the inequality (2) is in
force, we get a contradiction with the minimizing property of A(Ωt). �

3.2. for case n ≥ 8.

Remark 14. We notice that above proof works for 3 ≤ n ≤ 7 for free boundary
µ-bubble, there will exist singularity formation in higher dimensions, the diameter es-
timate for n ≥ 8 can also be obtained by modifying above argument, we refer readers to
[1, Appendix A].

4. Volume comparison for manifold with weakly convex boundary

4.1. for case 3 ≤ n ≤ 7.
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4.1.1. Unequally weighted isoperimetric profile. Let n ≥ 3, and (Mn, g) be a compact
manifold Riemannian manifold with weakly convex boundary. Let 0 ≤ θ ≤ n−1

n−2 , and
set

α :=
2θ

n− 1
.

For an open set E ⊂ M with smooth boundary, we can define unequally weighted area
and volume functional by

A(E) =

∫

∂∗E

wθ and V (E) =

∫

E

wα,

where w is the smooth positive first eigenfunction of −∆−V in M . Namely, w satisfies

−∆w ≥ θ−1((n − 1)λ− Ric)w, and
〈

∇Mw, η
〉

= 0.

Let V0 :=
∫

M
wα ∈ (0,∞], and define the unequally weighted isoperimetric profile

I(υ) := inf
{

∫

∂∗E

wθ : E ⊂⊂ M has finite perimeter, and

∫

E

wα = υ},(4)

for all υ ∈ [0, V0).

Remark 15. We note that I is continuous. On the one hand, by the compactness
theory for Caccioppoli sets and the lower semi-continuity, we have lim inf

υ→υ0
I(υ) ≥

I(υ0). On the other hand, we will show that there exists a continuous upper barrier
function for I at υ0 for any υ0 ∈ (0, V ), we also have lim sup

υ→υ0

I(υ) ≤ I(υ0).

4.1.2. First variation. We compute the first variation of the functionals A and V . Let
Et be a smooth family of open sets with sooth boundary whose variational vector field
along Γ = ∂E = ∂E0 is ϕν, where ν is the outward pointing unit normal vector field
along ∂E. We can directly compute its first variational formulas.

Proposition 16.

d

dt

∣

∣

t=0
V (Et) =

∫

Γ
wθϕ and

d

dt

∣

∣

t=0
A(Et) =

∫

Γ
wθϕ(H + θw−1

〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

).

4.1.3. Second variation. We proceed to compute the second variation of the functionals
A and V . The process is similar to the free boundary minimal hypersurfaces.

Proposition 17.

d2

dt2

∣

∣

t=0
V (Et) =

∫

Γ
(H + αw−1

〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

)wαϕ2 + wαϕ
〈

∇Mϕ, ν
〉

.

d2

dt2
∣

∣

t=0
A(Et) =

∫

Γ
(−∆Γϕ− Ric(ν, ν)ϕ − | IIΓ |2ϕ− θw−2

〈

∇Mw, ν
〉2

ϕ)wθϕ

+ [θw−1(∆w −∆Γw −H
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

)ϕ− θw−1 〈∇Γw,∇Γϕ〉]wθϕ

+ (θwα−1
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

ϕ+ wαϕ
〈

∇Mϕ, ν
〉

+Hwαϕ2)wθ−α(H + θw−1
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

)

+

∫

∂Γ
wθϕ

〈

∇Mϕ, ν∂Γ
〉

−A∂Γ(ν, ν)ϕ
2wθ
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4.1.4. Differential inequality in the barrier sense. Fix a υ0 ∈ (0, V0). Let E be a
weighted isoperimetric surface with free boundary in M for the problem I(υ0). From
now on, we fix ϕ = w−θ. We notice that V (t) := V (Et) is a smooth function. By the
first variation information, we have

V ′(0) =
d

dt

∣

∣

t=0
V (Et) =

∫

∂E

wα−θ > 0,

hence V (t) is a stictly monotone in t in a neighborhood of υ0. By the inverse function
theorem, there is some small σ > 0 and a smooth function

t : (υ0 − σ, υ0 + σ) −→ R,

that is the inverse of V (t).
Let u : (υ0−σ, υ0+σ) → R be defined by u(υ) = A(t(υ)). Note that u(υ0) = A(E0) =

I(υ0). Moreover, since V (Et(υ)) = υ, we have A(υ) ≥ I(υ) for all υ ∈ (υ0 − σ, υ0 + σ).
Let primes denote derivatives with respect to υ and dots denote derivatives with respect
to t.

Lemma 18. Let (Mn, ∂M) be a complete, connected compact manifold with weakly
boundary. Assume w ∈ C∞(M) satisfies inf(w) = 1,

〈

∇Mw, η
〉

= 0, and

θ∆w ≤ wRic−(n− 1)λw.(5)

Suppose for fixed υ0 ∈ (0, V0), there exists a bounded set E with finite perimeter, such
that

∫

E
wα = υ0 and

∫

∂∗E
= I(υ0). Then I satisfies

I ′′I ≤ − (I ′)2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ

in the viscosity sense at υ0.

Proof. We first recall the formula for the first and second derivatives of an inverse
function:

t′(υ) =
1

υ̇
(t(υ)) and t′′(υ) = − ϋ(t(υ))

υ̇(t(υ))3
,

then we have

t′(υ0) = (

∫

∂E

wα−θ)−1

and

t′′(υ0) = −(

∫

∂E

wα−θ)−3

∫

∂E

(H + αw−1
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

wαϕ2 + wαϕ
〈

∇Mϕ, ν
〉

)

We note that
d

dυ
A(t(υ)) = Ȧ(t(υ))t′(υ)

and
d2

dυ2
A(t(υ)) = Ä(t(υ))(t′(υ))2 + Ȧ(t(υ))t′′(υ).
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Since E is a volume-constrained minimizer, we can conclude that d
dt
|t=0A(Et) = 0

whenever d
dt
|t=0V (Et) = 0. Therefore A′(υ0) = wθ−α(H+θw−1

〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

) is constant.

By Proposition 16 and 17 with ϕ = w−θ, we have

d2

dt2

∣

∣

t=0
A(Et) =

∫

Γ
(−∆Γ(w

−θ)− Ric(ν, ν)w−θ − | IIΓ |2w−θ − θw−2−θ
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉2

+ θw−θ−1(∆w −∆Γw −H
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

)− θw−1
〈

∇Γw,∇Γ(w
−θ)

〉

+ (Hwα−2θ)wθ−α(H + θw−1
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

)

+

∫

∂Γ

〈

∇M (w−θ), ν∂Γ

〉

−A∂Γ(ν, ν)w
−θ

Using the weakly convexity of ∂M , integrating by parts and rearranging, we obtain
that

d2

dt2

∣

∣

t=0
A(Et) ≤

∫

Γ
−Ric(ν, ν)w−θ − | IIΓ |2w−θ + θw−θ−1∆w − θw−2−θ

〈

∇Mw, ν
〉2

− θHw−θ−1
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

+Hw−θ(H + θw−1
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

)

According to inequality (5) and set X = wα−θA′(υ0), Y = w−1
〈

∇Mw, ν
〉

, thus

H = X − θY , and use the trace inequality | IIΓ |2 ≥ H2/(n − 1), we have

d2

dt2
∣

∣

t=0
A(Et) ≤

∫

Γ
−(n− 1)λw−θ + w−θ(− X2

n− 1
+

2θXY

n− 1
− θ2Y 2

n− 1
− θY 2

− θXY + θ2Y 2 +X2 − θXY ).

Therefore, we obtain

(

∫

Γ
wα−θ)2 ·A′′(υ0) = (Ä(0)(t′(υ0))

2 + Ȧ(0)t′′(υ0))(
∫

Γ
wα−θ)2

≤
∫

Γ
−(n− 1)λw−θ + w−θ(− X2

n− 1
+

2θXY

n− 1
− θ2Y 2

n− 1
− θY 2

− θXY + θ2Y 2 +X2 − θXY )

− (

∫

Γ
wα−θ)−1(

∫

Γ
wα−θA′(υ0)) · (

∫

Γ
(X + αY − 2θY )wα−2θ)

=

∫

Γ
−(n− 1)λw−θ + w−θ

(

− X2

n− 1
+

2θXY

n− 1
− θ2Y 2

n− 1
− θY 2

− θXY + θ2Y 2 +X2 − θXY −X2 − αXY + 2θXY )

=

∫

Γ
w−θ

[

− X2

n− 1
+ (

2θ

n− 1
− α)XY + (

n− 2

n− 1
θ2 − θ)Y 2]− (n − 1)λwθ

≤
∫

Γ
− X2

n− 1
w−θ − (n− 1)λw−θ

=

∫

Γ
−A′(υ0)

n− 1
w2α−3θ − (n− 1)λw−θ ,
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where we used the fact that α = 2θ
n−1 , and 0 ≤ θ ≤ n−1

n−2 . On the one hand, since α ≤ θ,
w ≥ 1. Hence we have

(

∫

Γ
wα−θ)2 · A′′(υ0) ≤ −

(A′2(υ0)
n− 1

+ (n − 1)λ
)

∫

Γ
w2α−3θ.

On the other hand, because A(υ0)
∫

Γw
θ, we can conclude that

(

∫

Γ
wα−θ)2 ≤ A(υ0)

∫

Γ
w2α−3θ.

Putting them together, we have

A′(υ0)A
′′(υ0) ≤ −A′2(υ0)

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ.(6)

Therefore A(υ) is an upper barrier of I(υ) which satisfies the inequality (6). �

We consider a power of I and A to simplify the corresponding differential inequality.

Let F(υ) = I(υ)
n

n−1 , combined with above lemma 18, we have the following result.

Proposition 19. For any υ0 ∈ (0, V ), there is a smooth function U : (υ0−σ, υ0+σ) −→
R satisfying

• U(υ0) = F(υ0),
• U(υ) ≥ F(υ) for all υ ∈ (υ0 − σ, υ0 + σ),

• U ′′(υ0) ≤ −λnU ′′(υ0)
n

n−1 .

Proof. We take U(υ) = A(υ)
n

n−1 as in 18, and compute that

U ′(υ) =
n

n− 1
A(υ)

1

n−1A′(υ)

and

U ′′(υ) =
n

(n− 1)(n − 1)
A

2−n
n−1 (υ)A′2(υ) +

n

n− 1
A

1

n−1 (υ)A′′(υ)

=
n

n− 1
A

2−n
n−1 (υ)(A′(υ)A′′(υ)− (n− 1)λ) +

n

n− 1
A

1

n−1 (υ)A′′(υ)

= −λnU
2−n
n .

�

4.1.5. Volume bound. In this section, we will estimate the volume of manifold in the
spectral sense. First, We begin by establishing an asymptotic volume expansion esti-
mate for a small geodesic ball centered at a boundary point.

Lemma 20. Suppose that Mn is a complete, connected compact manifold with weakly
convex boundary, w ∈ C∞(M) is positive. Assume x ∈ ∂M satisfies w(x) = inf(w) = 1.
Then, if I is defined as in (4), we have

lim sup
υ→0

υ−
n−1

n I(υ) ≤ nVol(Bn
+)

1

n ,(7)

where B
n
+ is the unit half ball in R

n.
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Proof. For a small r0, the functions V (r) =
∫

B(x,r) w
α and A(r) =

∫

∂B(x,r) w
θ are

smooth and increasing in (0, r0), where the geodesic ball of radius r is centered at
x ∈ ∂M . We have the asymptotics

V (r) = Vol(Bn
+)r

n +O(rn+1),

and

A(r) = nVol(Bn
+)r

n−1 +O(rn),

hence the function A◦V −1(v) = nVol(Bn
+)

1

nυ
n−1

n +o(υ
n−1

n ), and I(υ) ≤ A◦V −1(υ). �

Theorem 21. Let V ∈ (0,∞), and let I : [0, V ) → R be a continuous function such
that I(0) = 0, and I(υ) > 0 for every υ ∈ (0, V ). Assume that for some λ > 0 we have

I ′′I ≤ − (I ′)2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ,

and

lim sup
υ→0+

υ−
n−1

n I(υ) ≤ nVol(Bn
+)

1

n .

Then we have V ≤ λ−n
2 Vol(Sn+), where S

n
+ denotes the unit half sphere in R

n+1.

Proof. According to Lemma 18 and Proposition 19, we know that if we set F(υ) =

I(υ)
n

n−1 , then F(υ) satisfies a differential inequality in the barrier sense:

F ′′(υ) ≤ −λnF n−2

n (υ).

We first study solutions to the ODE

f ′′(υ) = −λnf
2−n
n .(8)

Since −λnf
2−n
n is increasing in f , it follows from a standard ODE comparison theorem

that there no solution to (8) can touch F(υ) from below unless they are equal. If f
satisfies (8), then we obtain

(f ′2 + λn2f
2

n )′ = 0.

For z > 0, let fz(υ) be the solution to 8 satisfying f ′(0) = 0 and f(0) = z
n

n−1 . Then
we have

f ′
z(υ)

2 = λn2z
2

n−1 − λn2fz(υ)
2

n .(9)

Let β(z) > 0 be the maximal real number so that fz(υ) > 0 on (−β(z), β(z)). We see
by (9) that

f ′
z(υ) = −

√

λn2z
2

n−1 − λn2fz(υ)
2

n for υ > 0.
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Therefore, we can integrate the derivative of the inverse of fz to find

β(z) = −
∫ z

n
n−1

0
(f−1

z )′(x)dx

=

∫ z
n

n−1

0

1√
λ

1

n
(z

2

n−1 − x
2

n )−
1

2 dx

=

∫ π
2

0

1√
λ
z sinn−1 rdr

=
z

2
√
λ

√
πΓ(n2 )

Γ(n+1
2 )

=
z

2
√
λ

Vol(Sn)

Vol(Sn−1)
,

where we used the substitution x = z
n

n−1 sinn−1(r).

Assume for the sake of contradiction that V0 =
∫

M
wα > λ−n

2 Vol(Sn+).

Claim. There is a δ > 0, so that for z = ξ + δ, where ξ = λ−n−1

2 Vol(Sn−1
+ ) we have

F(υ) ≥ fz(υ − β(z))(10)

for all υ ∈ (0, λ−n
2 Vol(Sn+)).

Proof. Let δ > 0 and ǫ > 0 be sufficiently small such that 2β(z) + ǫz < V for z ∈
(0, ξ + δ), which is possible since V > λ−n

2 Vol(Bn
+) = 2β(ξ). Consider the graph of

gz(υ) = fz(υ − β(z)− ǫz)

for υ ∈ [ǫz, 2β(z) + ǫz]. Note that

gz(ǫz) = gz(2β(z) + ǫz) = 0 < min{F(ǫz),F(2β(z) + ǫz)}.
Moreover, gz converges uniformly to zero as z → 0. Hence, if gz∗(υ

∗) > F(υ∗) for some
z∗ and υ∗, then there must be some 0 < z ≤ z∗ so that gz touches F from below, which
contradicts Proposition 19. Therefore, we have F ≥ gz for every z ∈ (0, ξ + δ). We
take z to ξ + δ, and conclude the claim since ǫ can be arbitrary small. �

We study the asymptotic behavior of F and fξ+δ(υ − (ξ + δ)) as υ → 0. According
to (9), since fξ+δ(−β(ξ + δ)) = 0, we have

f ′
ξ+δ(−β(ξ + δ)) =

√
λn(λ−n−1

2 Vol(Sn−1
+ ))

1

n−1 ,

Therefore, we have

fξ+δ(υ − β(ξ + δ)) =
√
λn(λ−n−1

2 Vol(Sn−1
+ ) + δ)

1

n−1υ + o(υ), as υ → 0.(11)

On the other hand, by Lemma 20, if we take x0 such that w(x0) = minw = 1, we have
the asymptotics

V (r) = Vol(Bn
+)r

n +O(rn+1),

and

A(r) = nVol(Bn
+)r

n−1 +O(rn),
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hence A ◦ V −1(v) = nVol(Bn
+)

1

nυ
n−1

n + o(υ
n−1

n ), and we can obtain

F(υ) ≤ n
n

n−1 Vol(Bn
+)

1

n−1υ + o(υ)(12)

= nVol(Sn−1
+ )υ + o(υ)(13)

However, combing (10), (11) with (12), we conclude that
√
λn(λ−n−1

2 Vol(Sn−1
+ ) +

δ)
1

n−1 ≤ nVol(Sn−1
+ ), which is a contradiction. Therefore, since we normalized so

that minw = 1, we have

Vol(M) ≤
∫

M

wα = V0 ≤ λ−n
2 Vol(Sn+).

�

4.2. for case n ≥ 8.

Remark 22. Because the minimizer E may have singularity for n ≥ 8 as mentioned
in Theorem 12, the volume estimate for n ≥ 8 can also be obtained by modifying above
argument, we refer readers to [1, Appendix A] for details.

4.3. Rigidity result. Finally, because M has weakly convex boundary, we can also
establish a rigidity result following the method in [1]. We can assume that λ = 1 after
rescaling.

Theorem 23. Let Mn, n ≥ 3, be a compact connected manifold with weakly convex
boundary ∂M , and let 0 ≤ θ ≤ n−1

n−2 . Assume that there exist a positive function

w ∈ C∞(M) satisfies:
{

−θ∆w +Ricw ≥ (n− 1)w,
∂w
∂η

= 0.

If Vol (M) = Vol(Sn+), then w must be constant, and M is isometric to the unit round
hemisphere S

n
+.
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