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Estimates for the first eigenvalue of the drifting Laplacian

on embedded hypersurfaces
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Abstract. For an (n — 1)-dimensional compact orientable smooth metric measure
space (M7 g, e_fdvg) embedded in an n-dimensional compact orientable Riemannian
manifold N, we successfully give a lower bound for the first nonzero eigenvalue of the
drifting Laplacian on M, provided the Ricci curvature of N is bounded from below
by a positive constant and the weighted function f on M satisfies two constraints.
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1. Introduction

Suppose that N is an n-dimensional (n > 2) compact orientable Rieman-
nian manifold with Ricci curvature bounded from below by some positive
constant k. For a compact orientable hypersurface M minimally embedded
in N, Choi and Wang [1] proved A\ > k/2, where \; is the first nonzero
eigenvalue of the Laplacian A on M.

A smooth metric measure space (also known as the weighted mea-
sure space) is actually a Riemannian manifold equipped with some measure
which is conformal to the usual Riemannian measure. More precisely, for a
given complete Riemannian manifold (.#,g) with the metric g, the triple
(M, g,ef dvg) is called a smooth metric measure space, where f is a smooth
real-valued function on .# and dv, is the Riemannian volume element as-
sociated with g (sometimes, we also call dv, the volume density). On a
smooth metric measure space (#,g,e~f dvg), we can define the so-called
drifting Laplacian (also called weighted Laplacian) Ly as follows

Ly:= A — (%f, 6->g,

where (-, ), is the inner product induced by the metric g, V is the gradient
operator on ., and, as before, A is the corresponding Laplace operator.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification : 35P15, 53C42.



626 J. Mao and N. Xiang

Denote by Ric and Hess the Ricci tensor and the Hessian operator, respec-
tively. On (4, g,e~/dv,), we can also define the so-called co-Bakry-Emery
Ricci tensor Ricy given by

Ricy = Ric + Hess f,

which is also called the weighted Ricci curvature. Clearly, the weighted
Laplacian and the weighted Ricci curvature are natural generalizations of
the classical Laplacian and Ricci curvature in the Riemannian geometry.

Maybe people would have an illusion that smooth metric measure spaces
are not necessary to be studied since they are simply obtained from cor-
responding Riemannian manifolds by adding a conformal measure to the
Riemannian measure. However, the truth is not like this, and they do have
many differences. For instance, when Ricy is bounded from below, the
Myers’ theorem, Bishop-Gromov’s volume comparison, Cheeger-Gromoll’s
splitting theorem and Abresch-Gromoll excess estimate cannot hold as the
Riemannian case. However, we know some generalizations. For example,
Cheeger-Gromoll’s splitting theorem was generalized by Lichnerowicz [4]
and Fang-Li-Zhang [3] under Ricy > 0 and sup f < oo, and some volume
comparison results are included in Wei-Wylie [8]. Here, for the purpose of
comprehension, we would like to repeat an example given in [8, Example 2.1].
That is, for the smooth metric measure space (R”, ggn, e~/ dvgy. ), Where ggn
and dvg,, are the usual Euclidean metric and the Euclidean volume density
related to ggn respectively, if f(z) = (\/2)|z|? for z € R™, then we have
Hessf = Agr» and Ricy = Agrn. Therefore, from this example, we know
that unlike in the case of Ricci curvature bounded from below uniformly by
some positive constant, a metric measure space is not necessarily compact
provided Ricy > X and A > 0. So, it is interesting to know whether a clas-
sical result in the Riemannian geometry could be extended to the weighted
case or not. The first author here has been walking on this way and some
interesting results have also been obtained (see, e.g., [2], [5], [6])-

In this paper, we also work along this direction, and successfully prove
the following main theorem.

Theorem 1.1  Assume that (M, g,e~dv,) is an (n—1)-dimensional com-
pact orientable smooth metric measure space embedded in an n-dimensional
(n = 2) compact orientable Riemannian manifold N, and the weight func-
tion f satisfies the following conditions:
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e the norm of the gradient of f is bounded by some nonnegative constant
C1, that is, Wf\ < Oy, where V is the gradient operator on M;

o the absolute value of each element of the Hessian matrix of [ is
bounded by some nonnegative constant Co, that is, for any x € M
and a local orthonormal frame {e1,...,€,-1} at x, |(l~)2f)(a-,5j)| =
lei(e; f) — (Ve €;) fl = |fij| < Co for any i,j =1,2,...,n—1, where
D? is the Hessian tensor on M, and %gi'evj is the covariant derivative
associated with the Levi-Civita connection on M.

If the Ricci curvature of N is bounded from below by a positive constant k,
then

(1) 2X\1,5 = k — 2C3 provided M is a minimal hypersurface, where Cs :=
max{y/n —1-C2,C1} and A1 s is the first nonzero eigenvalue of the
drifting Laplacian Ly on M;

(2) 2A1,¢ = k—(n—1) maxys |H| provided M is not a minimal hypersurface,
where H is the mean curvature of M.

Especially, if furthermore f is a constant function on M, then equalities
in the above two eigenvalue inequalities cannot hold.

Remark 1.2 If f is a constant function on M, then the drifting Laplacian
L; degenerates into the normal Laplacian Aon M and C; = Cy = 0, which
leads to the facts that C'3 = 0 and Ay ; = A\ with, as before, A\; the first
nonzero eigenvalue of A. Correspondingly, in this situation, our eigenvalue
lower bounds become 2\; > k — (n — 1) maxy, |H|. Clearly, if furthermore
M is minimally embedded in N, then 2\; > k, which is sharper than Choi-
Wang’s lower bound A\; > k/2 shown in [1].

Yau'’s conjecture [9] asserts that the first nonzero eigenvalue of the Lapla-
cian on a compact embedded minimal hypersurface of S™ must be n—1. Choi
and Wang [1] have shown that this first eigenvalue is bounded from below
by (n —1)/2. Therefore, it is meaningful to see what we can get if N = S”
in Theorem 1.1. In fact, we can obtain the following.

Corollary 1.3  If furthermore the ambient Riemannian manifold N in the
assumption of Theorem 1.1 satisfies N = S™, then A1y > (n —1)/2 — Cj
provided M is a minimal hypersurface of S™, and A1,y > (1/2)(n — 1)(1 —
maxyy |H \) provided M is not a minimal hypersurface of S™. FEspecially,
if furthermore f is a constant function on M, then equalities in these two
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etgenvalue inequalities cannot be attained.

2. Proof of main theorem

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Since the Ricci curvature of N is strictly positive,
the first Betti number of N must be zero. Furthermore, together with the
fact that M and N are orientable and considering the exact sequences of
homology groups, one can get the conclusion that M divides N into two
components, say {17 and {29, such that 0Q2; = 90Qs = M.

Let ¢ be the eigenfunction of the first nonzero eigenvalue A; ; of the
drifting Laplacian Iy on M, that is,

Lip+ A 50 =0, in M. (2.1)

Let w be the solution to the following Cauchy problem

{Au:(), in Qq, (2.2)

u=w, ond =M,

where A is the Laplace operator with respect to the Riemannian metric on
Q. Clearly, u is a function defined on €; smooth up to 0.

For any x € €1, one can always set up a local orthonormal frame
{e1,€e2,...,€n_1,€,}, and moreover, if furthermore z € 9, one can re-
quire that at z, {e1,es,...,e,_1} forms an orthonormal basis of the tangent
space T, (0€) and e, is the outward normal vector. Define the second fun-
damental form h as h(v,w) = (Vye,,w), where v, w are vectors tangent
to 02y = M, and V is the gradient operator with respect to the Rieman-
nian metric on §2;. Then the mean curvature H of 02y = M is given by
H = Z?z_ll(h(ei, e:)/(n —1)). To avoid confusion, as before, denote by A
and V the Laplace and the gradient operators with respect to the induced
Riemannian metric on 0Q2; = M respectively. For x € )y and X,Y € T,Q;,
define the Hessian tensor (D?u)(X,Y) = X(Yu) — (VxY)u, where VxY is
the covariant derivative of the Levi-Civita connection on {2;.

Now, we do computations in the above setting. As we know, for any
x € €y, one has

Au = Z:l; Dzu(ei, 61‘) = Zj;u”, (23)
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where u;; = D?u(e;, e;) for any 4,7 = 1,2,...,n. On the other hand, when
x € 00 and ¢ # n, we have V., e; = %eiei + hje;, where h;; = h(e;, e;).
Therefore, combing (2.2) with (2.3), and together with the definition of the
Hessian tensor, we can obtain
N n—1
Au = Upy + Ap + Z hiien(u)

=1
— ttpn + Lo+ (V, Vg + (n — 1) Hen(u) (2.4)

for any x € 021 = M. Furthermore, by (2.1) and (2.4), we have

Unn = A1,pp — (n— 1)Hep(u) — <§fv 680>g (2.5)

for x € 0021 = M.
By the fact that Au = 0 and Bochner’s formula, for x € 21, we have

A\Vu|2 = 2Zu?j + QZRijuiujv

i i

where R;; = Ric(e;, ;). Together with the fact that the Ricci curvature of
N is bounded from below by k, it follows that A|Vu|? > 2|D?u|? + 2k|Vu|?,
which implies that

AlVul* > 2/

|D2u|2+2k/ |Vul?. (2.6)
1951

Ql Ql

Here we drop the volume element in all integrations in (2.6), and for con-
venience, we make an agreement that the volume element will be dropped in
every integration below.

On the other hand, when i # n, u;, = D2u(e;,e,) = ei(e,u) —
(Ve,en)u = e;(u,) — Z;”;ll hiju;. Furthermore, by using Green’s formula,
(2.1), (2.2) and (2.5), one can obtain

n—1
AlVul? = 2/ Ui Uiy + 2/ Up Unm
Q1 d Z a0,

Q=1
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n—1
=2 69@ . %un — 2/ Z hijuiuj + 2/ UpUnn
o0, o 52 o0,

= —2/ unﬁcp — 2/ h(Vu,Vu) + 2/ Uy Unm
691 891 891
= 4/\1’f/ UpP — 4/ un<6f, %<p>g — 2/ h(Vu, Vu)
an 691 891

—2(n—-1) Hu?

a0
n—1
= 4/\1,f/ Upp — 4/ Z U fipi — 2/ h(Vu, Vu)
a0 o1 i1 a0
—2(n—1) Hu?. (2.7)
a0

For the first term of the right hand side (RHS for short) of (2.7), by Green’s
formula and (2.2), we have

4)\1yf/ |Vul? :4)\17f</ uAqu/ uun) :4)\17f/ Unp. (2.8)
Q Q o o0

For the last term of the RHS of (2.7), by (2.2), Green’s formula, and Holder’s
inequality, we can obtain

—2(n—1) Hu?
o

< 2(n —1)max |H| u?
M GIoh

=2(n — 1) max |H| (/ UpAu + Vuy, - Vu)
M Q

1951

<2(n — 1)mﬁx|H|</Ql |Vun]2>1/2</91 |Vu2>1/2. (2.9)

Consider the second term of the RHS of (2.7), by two constraints for the
weight function f in the assumption of Theorem 1.1, (2.2), Green’s formula,
and Holder’s inequality, one can get
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—4 Zunfzﬁoz

8911 1
—1

’/ <Zfzul>Au+/ <§fu>Vu
[ (vt [ (v vus]
4;:1</ i) ([ )
() (o)
s mralf ) e f )
()
e [(f) (o) () e

where, as defined before, C5 = max{y/n—1-Cy,C;}. Since faﬂl h(Vu, Vu)
= [, V@, V) and the outward normal vector of 9y is —e,, we have
Joa, MVu, Vu) = — [, h(Vu, Vu). So, without loss of generality, we can
assume fan h(Vu,Vu) > 0, otherwise, we can work on s rather than
};. Putting (2.8), (2.9), (2.10) into (2.7), and together with the fact that
fan h(Vu,Vu) > 0, it follows that

AlVul?
(951

1/2 1/2
<4A1,f/ \vuy2+2(n_1)maxym</ \Vun\Q) (/ yw\?)
Ql M Ql Q1
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+4037:Z:_;1 [(/Q u§>1/2+ (/Q ]Vui\2>1/2} </Q |Vu|2>1/2. (2.11)

Combining (2.6) and (2.11), we have

@ =0 [ [Tup
(951
1/2 1/2
2/ \D2u|2—(n—1)maX\H\(/ |Vun\2> </ ]Vu|2)
Ql M Ql Q1
n—1 1/2 1/2 1/2
S () Y )
; o Q, o

(2.12)

Now, we divide the rest of the proof into two steps.

Step 1. If furthermore M is a minimal hypersurface, then H = 0, which
implies that the second term of the RHS of (2.12) vanishes identically. So,
in this setting, we have

(2A\1,5 — k) / Vul?
Q1

n—1 1/2 1/2
> D?ul* - 2C K/ uf) - (/ Vu; 2) ]
/Q ot -aes Y| (f [ 17

i=1
1/2
X (/ |VU12> : (2.13)
Q1
In the following, for convenience, set § := Z?:_ll [( le u?)1/2 +

(le ]Vu,-\z)l/z]. Consider (2.13) into the following two cases:
Case (A). If § < (le |Vu|2)1/2, then from (2.13), one can get

(zALf—k)/ Vul? >/ D2u\2—203/ IVl > —203/ Va2,
Q1 Q1 Q1

Q1

which implies 2A\; y > k — 2C3. This is because the harmonic function u
cannot be constant in ©; (otherwise it contradicts the boundary condition
u = on 0N) and so le |Vul? > 0.
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Case (B). If § > (le |Vu\2)1/2, then we have

1/2
—2C54% < —2C5 - 4 - </ \qu) .
Qq

Together with (2.13), one can obtain
(215 — k)/ |Vul|? 4 2C31% > / |Dul? > 0.
Ql 1
Therefore, we have

(2A15 — k +2C3)82 > (2\1,y — k)/

Vul? +2C58” > / |D?ul* > 0,
Q1

Q1

which implies that 2A; y — k 4 2C3 > 0. This fact holds since in this case
12 > le |Vu|? > 0.

Step 2. If M is not a minimal hypersurface, then there must exist some
point xg € M such that H(zg) # 0, which implies that maxy; |[H| > 0. So,
in this setting, by (2.12) we have

(21 — k) / Vul?
1951

1/2 1/2
>—(n—1)maXyHy</ \vunP) (/ |w2>
M Ql Q1
1/2
—2Cstt</ |Vu|2> +/ | D?u?
Ql Q1

1/2 Yox 1/2
R el K/Ql’v“"'Q) T 1) maar |H|] (/Ql’v“'z)

+/Q | D?ul?. (2.14)
1

For convenience, set b := ( [, \VunP)l/Q +2C58/((n — 1) maxys |H|). As
in Step 1, we consider (2.14) into the following two cases:

Case (C). If b < (le |Vu]2)1/2, then from (2.14) and the fact that
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Jo, IVul* > 0, we have
(2A1, ¢ — k:)/ |Vu|2 > / |D2u]2 — (n—1)max |H| |Vu\2
o o M oN

> —(n— 1)Inax|H|/ |Vul?,
M Q4

which implies 2A; ¢ > k — (n — 1) maxy, |H|.
Case (D). It b > ( [, ]VUP)I/Q, then

1/2
(nl)max|H|-b2<(n1)maX|H|'b</ |Vu|2) .
M M

1951

Together with (2.14), we can obtain
(2A1f — k:)/ |Vul? + (n — 1) max |H| - b* > / |D?ul? > 0.
Ql M Ql

Hence, one has

(ml,f —k+ (n — 1) max |H|) p2

> (20 —k)/

[Vuf? + (n— 1) max [H] -5 > / D2l > 0,
Q1

Q1
which implies that 2A\; f — k + (n — 1) maxys |H| > 0. This inequality holds
since in this case b? > le |Vul? > 0.

Through the above two steps, we have proved two eigenvalue inequalities
involved Ay s in Theorem 1.1. At the end, we would like to give the proof of
the last assertion of Theorem 1.1. In fact, by the argument in Steps 1 and 2,
if equalities in the two eigenvalue inequalities in Theorem 1.1 holds, we must
have [, |D*ul* = 0, which implies that u;; = 0 on Q; for all 1 < i,j < n.
Furthermore, we have ¢;; = 0 on M for all 1 < 4,5 < n — 1, since u is
smooth up to 9Q2; = M and u = ¢ on ;. It follows that ﬁcp =0in M.
This is equivalent to say that Lyp = 0 in M when f is a constant function.
However, this is a contradiction since ¢ is the first eigenfunction of Ly.
Therefore, when f is a constant function, equalities in the two eigenvalue
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inequalities in Theorem 1.1 cannot be achieved.
The proof of Theorem 1.1 is finished. ([

Remark 2.1 For ® € C*°(N), the so-called weighted mean curvature Hg
(see, e.g., [7] for this notion about a generalization of the mean curvature)
can be well-defined on the ambient manifold N. Maybe it is possible to get
analogous estimates for the first nonzero eigenvalue A\; of A on M under
Rice > k on N and some conditions on He.
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