
ar
X

iv
:2

30
3.

09
88

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 1

7 
M

ar
 2

02
3

DIAMETER ESTIMATES FOR SURFACES IN CONFORMALLY

FLAT SPACES

MARCO FLAIM AND CHRISTIAN SCHARRER

Abstract. The aim of this paper is to give an upper bound for the intrinsic
diameter of a surface with boundary immersed in a conformally flat three di-
mensional Riemannian manifold in terms of the integral of the mean curvature
and of the length of its boundary. Of particular interest is the application of
the inequality to minimal surfaces in the three-sphere and in the hyperbolic
space. Here the result implies an a priori estimate for connected solutions of
Plateau’s problem, as well as a necessary condition on the boundary data for
the existence of such solutions. The proof follows a construction of Miura and
uses a diameter bound for closed surfaces obtained by Topping and Wu–Zheng.

1. Introduction

In 1993, Simon [Sim93] obtained an upper bound for the extrinsic diameter
involving the L2-norm of the mean curvature and the L1-norm of the second fun-
damental form for closed surfaces and surfaces with boundary, respectively.

In a similar spirit, Topping [Top08] proved in 2008 an upper bound for the
intrinsic diameter of closed manifolds immersed in R

n. More precisely, he found
that for any closed, connected, m-dimensional manifold M immersed in R

n,

(1) d(M) ≤ C(m)

∫

M

|H |m−1dµ,

where d(M) is the intrinsic diameter, H the mean curvature, µ the volume form
associated to M , and C a constant depending only on m. The result uses the
Michael–Simon inequality (see the original [MS73] from 1973 or a more recent proof
in [BE22]): for m ≥ 2, for any compact, m-dimensional manifold immersed in R

n,
and f ∈ C1(M) non-negative,

(2)

(
∫

M

f
m

m−1 dµ

)

m−1
m

≤ C(m)

(
∫

M

(|∇f |+ f |H |) dµ+

∫

∂M

fdσ

)

with again C only depending on m.
This latter inequality was extended one year later (1974) by Hoffman–Spruck

[HS74, HS75] to the case where M is immersed in a Riemannian manifold. In this
case some additional assumptions on M depending on the sectional curvatures and
on the injectivity radius of the ambient are needed, see Theorem 2.1 for details.
In particular, (2) remains valid for M immersed into a Riemannian manifold with
non-positive sectional curvatures and infinite injectivity radius.

In 2010, Wu–Zheng [WZ11] proved the analogous result of (1) in the general
Riemannian setting, adapting the proof of Topping to the more general framework
and using the Hoffman–Spruck inequality in place of Michael–Simon’s one. They
showed that (1) remains valid under the assumptions of Hoffman–Spruck. Note that
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Hoffman–Spruck’s inequality (as well as Wu–Zheng’s diameter bound) implies in
particular the non-existence of closed minimal submanifolds in a simply connected
complete space with non-positive sectional curvatures (such ambients have infinite
injectivity radius by Cartan–Hadamard’s theorem).

A clever construction was done by Miura in 2020 [Miu22], in order to get a
diameter bound for surfaces with boundary immersed in R

n. The idea is to double
the surface (we sometimes informally refer to it with 2Σ), glue the two copies
together and then apply Topping’s diameter bound to the resulting closed surface.
More precisely, Miura showed that for any connected compact surface Σ immersed
in R

n it holds

(3) d(Σ) ≤ C(2)

(

2

∫

Σ

|H |dµ+ πℓ(∂M)

)

where ℓ(∂M) is the length of the boundary (which may be disconnected) and C(2)
is the constant of (1). This type of estimate implies non-existence of compact
connected solutions to the Plateau problem for certain boundary data (say when
when the boundary is made of two short, distant curves).

The idea of doubling and gluing the surface strongly relies on the Euclidean
structure, but one can observe that the same can be done when the ambient is
(Rn, g), with g a general metric. In particular, we deal with the case when g = e2ϕδ
with δ the Euclidean metric and ϕ ∈ C∞(Rn), which is to say when g is a conformal
change of δ. This choice is motivated by the application of the result to S

3 and H
3,

see Section 3. In Theorem 2.4 we prove that (3) remains valid for Σ immersed in
a conformally flat region of a complete Riemannian manifold provided the surface
satisfies additional smallness assumptions (see (⋆′′), (⋆⋆′′)).

2. Proof of the main result

Let us first fix some notations and conventions used throughout the paper. When
the ambient manifold is not (Rn, δ), we denote it with (N, g). We will mainly use
M ⊂ N for closed immersed manifolds and Σ ⊂ N for immersed manifolds with
boundary, and with g we denote the metric induced by restriction. When we need
to see how some quantities transform under a different metric in R

n, we write
subscript δ to say that it is taken with respect to the Euclidean metric δ (for
example, gδ is the metric induced on M by δ, while g is the one induced by g).
Similarly, we will need to distinguish between D, the Levi-Civita connection of δ
and ∇, the one of g. The volume form dµ is the one induced by g on M or Σ
and |U | is the volume of some U ⊂ M with respect to dµ. The (vector-valued)
second fundamental form is denoted with A and the mean curvature with H , which
is for us the trace of A. With η we denote the unit normal field to the boundary
∂Σ, which is the vector field defined on the boundary tangent to the manifold,
orthogonal to the boundary, pointing outward. When the immersed submanifold is
a curve, we denote its extrinsic curvature with κ. For what concerns the intrinsic
geometry, KN represents the sectional curvatures of N , and we write KN ≤ K in
the sense that at any point any sectional curvature is bounded from above by K.
The injectivity radius of N is denoted by R, and R(A) = infAR for A ⊂ N .

In this section we are going to state more precisely the results of the introduction
and give the proof of the main theorem. We start giving the precise statement of
Hoffman–Spruck’s inequality.
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Theorem 2.1 (Hoffman–Spruck). Let M be a compact connected manifold im-

mersed in a Riemannian manifold (N, g), assume KN ≤ K ∈ R and consider

f ∈ C1(M) non-negative which is zero on the boundary. Define ρ0 = ρ0(α, supp(f))
for α ∈ (0, 1) by

ρ0 =

{

K−1/2 sin−1
[

K1/2(1− α)−1/m(ω−1
m | supp f |)1/m

]

for K > 0

(1 − α)−1/m(ω−1
m | supp f |)1/m for K ≤ 0.

and assume the two following conditions:

(⋆) K(1− α)−2/m(ω−1
m | supp f |)2/m ≤ 1

(⋆⋆) 2ρ0 ≤ R(M).

Then it holds
(
∫

M

f
m

m−1 dµ

)

m−1
m

≤ c(m,α)

∫

M

(|∇f |+ f |H |) dµ

for

c(m,α) =

{

π
2 2

m−2α−1(1− α)−1/m m
m−1ω

−1/m
m for K ≥ 0

2m−2α−1(1− α)−1/m m
m−1ω

−1/m
m for K < 0.

Remark 2.2.

• In the case where N is simply connected, complete, and has non-positive
sectional curvature, by Cartan–Hadamard’s theorem the injectivity radius
is infinite, hence both conditions are trivially satisfied for any α ∈ (0, 1).

• If there exist some α such that the condition is satisfied, we obviously aim to
choose the one which minimises c. If there are no restrictions, the optimal
constant is c(m,α) = c(m, m

m+1 ).

Wu–Zheng [WZ11], after the work of Topping [Top08], proved that the latter
implies the following diameter estimate.

Theorem 2.3 (Wu–Zheng). Let M be a closed connected manifold immersed in a

complete Riemannian manifold (N, g) and assume KN ≤ K ∈ R. For α ∈ (0, 1),
let

ρ0 = ρ0(α,M) =

{

K−1/2 sin−1
[

K1/2(1− α)−1/m(ω−1
m |M |)1/m

]

for K > 0

(1− α)−1/m(ω−1
m |M |)1/m for K ≤ 0

and assume that the following conditions hold

(⋆′) K(1− α)−2/m(ω−1
m |M |)2/m ≤ 1

(⋆⋆′) 2ρ0 ≤ R(M).

Then

d(M) ≤ C(m,α)

∫

M

|H |m−1dµ

where C(m,α) are different constants from the previous theorem and for example

we can take C(2, α) = 576π
α2(1−α) .

We are now in position to state our result.
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Theorem 2.4. Let Σ be a compact connected surface immersed in an open subset U
of a complete Riemannian manifold (N, g) such that (U, g) is isometric to (V, e2ϕδ)
with V ⊂ R

n and ϕ ∈ C∞(V ). Consider KN ≤ K ∈ R, fix α ∈ (0, 1), let

ρ0 = ρ0(2Σ) =

{

K−1/2 sin−1
[

K1/2(1− α)−1/2(ω−1
2 2|Σ|)1/2

]

for K > 0

(1− α)−1/2(ω−1
2 2|Σ|)1/2 for K ≤ 0

and assume

(⋆′′) K(1− α)−1ω−1
2 2|Σ| < 1

(⋆⋆′′) 2ρ0 < R(Σ).

Then

d(Σ) ≤ C(2, α)

[

2

∫

Σ

|H |dµ+ πℓ(∂Σ)

]

where C(2, α) is the best constant of Theorem 2.3.

Remark 2.5. The inequalities in conditions (⋆′′) and (⋆⋆′′) need to be strict (in
contrast with Theorem 2.3), if we want to take the best constant C(2, α) of Theorem
2.3. However, if we choose C(2, α) = 576π

α2(1−α) , by continuity of α 7→ C(2, α), we

can include the equality case in the conditions.

Remark 2.6. Another possibility is to follow the approach of [AdM15], where sim-
ilar results to Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.3 are proved for weighted Riemannian
manifolds of the form (Rn, δ, eψdµδ). In this case, (⋆′) and (⋆⋆′) are replaced by
the condition

∫

Σ

〈x,Dψ(x)〉δe
ψ(x)dµδ(x) ≥ 0.

However, we cannot adapt this result to the three-sphere because the condition is
not satisfied by the weight relative to the stereographic projection.

We now present the proof, starting by describing the construction of Miura
[Miu22] for the Euclidean setting. The new part is to study how the quantities
transform under the conformal change of the ambient metric and adapt the calcu-
lations.

Proof. According to our isometry assumption, we may treat Σ as being immersed
in V ⊂ R

n. We would like to construct a closed surface from it, in order to apply
Theorem 2.3 and get some information on Σ. To do this, Miura doubled Σ and
glued the two copies in a suitable way. The idea is to pay as little as possible in
terms of total mean curvature.

He first considered a "teardrop" curve

z = (x, y) : [0, b] → R
2

immersed, closed (z(0) = z(b)), with |z′| = 1 (here the norm is with respect to δ of
R

2) and such that x′(0) = −x′(b) = 1, y′(0) = y′(b) = 0.
Let also

γ : [0, l] → R
n

be a parametrization of ∂Σ with γ immersed, closed and |γ′|δ = 1. On this curve
consider a smooth orthonormal (with respect to δ) moving frame (e1(t), e2(t), e3(t))
such that e1(t) = γ′(t) and e2(t) = η(t) an outer unit normal vector on ∂Σ (tan-
gential to Σ).
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Now fix ε > 0 and define the surface given by the immersion

Fε : [0, b]× [0, l] → R
n

with Fε(s, t) = γ(t)+ ε(x(s)e2(t)+ y(s)e3(t)). We will denote the image of Fε with
Tε.

It is clear that gluing Σ with a copy of itself using this immersion, we get a
C1,1-regular closed immersed surface which we will call Mε. Since |Tε| → 0 and
ρ0(Mε) → ρ0(Σ) as ε→ 0, we infer from (⋆′′) and (⋆⋆′′) that

K(1− α)−1ω−1
m (2|Σ|+ |Tε|) < 1

and

2ρ(Mε) < R(Mε)

for ε small enough. Since these two inequalities are again strict, we can approxi-
mate Mε by smooth surfaces satisfying these inequalities and apply Theorem 2.3
to deduce

(4) d(Mε) ≤ C(2, α)

∫

Mε

|H |dµ = C(2, α)

(

2

∫

Σ

|H |dµ+

∫

Tε

|H |dµ

)

.

The idea is to use the trivial inequality d(Σ) ≤ d(Mε), so that we can estimate the
diameter of Σ with the right-hand side of the previous inequality and ultimately
send ε to zero. In particular we want to study the behaviour of

∫

Tε

|H |dµ.

Our first step is to write H (mean curvature vector with respect to e2ϕδ) in
terms of Hδ (with respect to δ). By a standard formula, the Levi-Civita connection
(recall that ∇ is the one of g = e2ϕδ, D of δ) changes as

∇XY = DXY +X(ϕ)Y + Y (ϕ)X − 〈X,Y 〉δDϕ

so that the second fundamental form becomes

A(X,Y ) =
(

∇XY
)⊥

= (DXY +X(ϕ)Y + Y (ϕ)X − 〈X,Y 〉δDϕ)
⊥

= (DXY − 〈X,Y 〉δDϕ)
⊥

= Aδ(X,Y )− 〈X,Y 〉δ (Dϕ)
⊥

for any X,Y ∈ TΣ. Tracing, we see how the mean curvature vector changes:

H = gijAij

= e−2ϕδij
(

(Aδ)ij − δij (Dϕ)
⊥
)

= e−2ϕ
(

Hδ − 2 (Dϕ)
⊥
)

Since the norm changes as | · | = eϕ| · |δ and the volume form as dµ = e2ϕdµδ,
∫

Tε

|H |dµ =

∫

Tε

∣

∣

∣
Hδ − 2 (Dϕ)⊥

∣

∣

∣

δ
eϕdµδ

≤

∫

Tε

|Hδ|δe
ϕdµδ +

∫

Tε

∣

∣

∣
2 (Dϕ)

⊥
∣

∣

∣

δ
eϕdµδ.(5)
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Now, Σ is compact and immersed in the open set V . Therefore we can choose a
compact set C such that Mε ⊂ C ⊂ V for ε small. It follows

∣

∣

∣
2 (Dϕ)⊥

∣

∣

∣

δ
eϕ ≤ 2 |Dϕ|δ e

ϕ ≤ 2‖Dϕ‖L∞(C)e
‖ϕ‖L∞(C)

and, for ε→ 0, |Tε| → 0 implies
∫

Tε

∣

∣

∣
2 (Dϕ)⊥

∣

∣

∣

δ
eϕdµ −→ 0.

For the first term of (5), Miura computed the integral of the mean curvature of
Tε, showing that |Hδ|δdµδ = |κz(s)|dsdt + O(ε), where κz is the curvature of the
curve z in (R2, δ). Therefore, taking care of the conformal factor, we get:

∫

Tε

|Hδ|δe
ϕdµ =

∫ l

0

∫ b

0

|κz(s)|e
ϕ(F (s,t))dsdt+O(ε).

Moreover,

eϕ(Fε(s,t)) = eϕ(Fε(0,t)) +O(ε) = eϕ(γ(t)) +O(ε).

Thus, abbreviating K(z) =
∫ b

0
|κz(s)|ds,

∫

Tε

|Hδ|δe
ϕdµδ = K(z)

∫ l

0

eϕ(γ(t))dt+O(ε) = K(z)ℓ(γ) +O(ε)

where ℓ(γ) is the length with respect to g because the curve γ was parametrized
with respect to the arclength of δ and

eϕ(γ) = eϕ(γ)|γ′|δ = |γ′|g.

Altogether, (4) becomes

d(Σ) ≤ C(2, α)

(

2

∫

Σ

|H |dµ+K(z)ℓ(∂Σ)

)

.

The conclusion follows since by [Miu22, Lemma 2.2], the teardrop curve z can be
chosen in a way that K(z) approaches π. �

Remark 2.7. Some efforts to extend Theorem 2.3 to surfaces with boundary was
already done by Paeng [Pae14] and Wu [Wu22]. While their theorems hold in the
more general setting of Riemannian manifolds, without the assumption of being
conformally flat, they require the surface Σ to be geodesically convex. In particular,
as opposed to our theorem, their results cannot be used to obtain a priori statements
about solutions of Plateau’s problem. Diameter bounds for Euclidean submanifolds
with boundary were obtained in [MS17].

Remark 2.8. Theorem 2.4 can be applied to locally conformally flat (LCF) Rie-
mannian manifolds, provided that Σ is so small that it can be covered by the
domain of a conformally flat chart. The Weyl–Schouten theorem states that an
n-dimensional manifold is LCF if and only if:

• when n = 3, the Schouten tensor S(X,Y ) = Ric(X,Y )− R
4 g(X,Y ) satisfies

∇XS(Y, Z) = ∇Y S(X,Z);
• when n ≥ 4, the Weyl tensor vanishes.
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3. Applications

In this section we want to explore the consequences of the obtained inequality.
Assuming Σ to be a minimal surface satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 2.4,
one gets

(6) d(Σ) ≤ C(2, α)πℓ(∂Σ).

In particular, as already noticed by Miura, this gives a necessary condition for a
given boundary Γ to admit the existence of a connected solution for the Plateau’s
problem. In the Euclidean case, this implies the well known fact that, given two
parallel circles, if we move them far enough apart, there does not exist a con-
nected compact minimal surface spanning the two circles (one can imagine that the
catenoid exists only when the circles are close to each other). When the ambient
is a Riemannian manifold things are a bit more involved because of the additional
conditions and the constant that we obtain is very large, but still we can derive
qualitatively interesting conditions. In our examples we will use the result in the
version of Remark 2.5.

3.1. The hyperbolic space. The hyperbolic space H
3 is conformally flat, as one

can see from the Poincaré disk-model

N = {r ≤ 1} ⊂ R
3, g =

4

(1− r2)2
δ

where r = r(x, y, z) =
√

x2 + y2 + z2, or from the Poincaré half-plane model

N = {z > 0} ⊂ R
3, g =

1

(z2)
δ.

Moreover, the space has constant sectional curvatures K = −1 and unbounded
injectivity radius. Hence the usual conditions (⋆′′) and (⋆⋆′′) are satisfied by any
Σ and any α ∈ (0, 1). As observed by Wu–Zheng, choosing the optimal α = 2/3,
one gets C(2, 2/3) = 3888π. The inequality implies then that for any compact,
connected minimal surface immersed in H

3,

d(Σ) ≤ 3888πℓ(∂Σ).

3.2. The 3-sphere. Via the stereographic projection, we can identify the unit
3-sphere, after removing one point, with

V = R
3 \{0}, g =

4

(1 + r2)2
δ.

We have that K = 1 and R = π at any point, hence condition (⋆′′) becomes

α ≤ 1−
2|Σ|

π

while condition (⋆⋆′′) ρ0 ≤ π/2 is always satisfied. Therefore, when |Σ| ≤ π
6 we

can take C(2, 2/3) = 3888π as above. In the plane, if a minimal surface does not
satisfy (3), then it is disconnected or non-compact (or both). Analogously, in S

3,
a minimal surface contradicting (6) is disconnected or has area bigger than π

6 . For
solutions of Plateau’s problem, one can exclude the case that has |Σ| area bigger
than π

6 , provided there exists a competitor of area smaller than π
6 .
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