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Abstract

In this paper, we study capillary graphs defined on a domain € of a complete Rieman-
nian manifold, where the graph of u € C? (Q) is said to be capillary if it has constant mean
curvature and locally constant Dirichlet and Neumann conditions on Q. Our main result
is a splitting theorem both for € and for # under mild geometric conditions, in particular,
requiring bounds only on the Ricci curvatures of  and M. As a corollary, we classify all
capillary graphs over domains that are globally Lipschitz epigraphs or slabs in M = N XR,
where N has slow volume growth and non-negative Ricci curvature. The proof hinges on a
new geometric Poincaré formula and on a new gradient estimate for positive CMC graphs
on manifolds with Ricci lower bounds, of independent interest[]
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1 Introduction

The study of capillary hypersurfaces in an ambient manifold with boundary is a classical sub-
ject, [19], that in recent years stimulated a renewed interest from the mathematical community.
A capillary hypersurface ¥ in a Riemannian manifold with boundary M is a constant mean
curvature (CMC) hypersurface with boundary 0X C dM, that meets M at a constant an-
gle. For instance, the class includes free boundary minimal hypersurfaces in M. Capillary
hypersurfaces arise from a variational setup that we now recall, referring to 19, for a more
detailed insight.

Suppose that X is an embedded, connected hypersurface of M, with boundary X c oM
that we assume to be transversal to d M . Fix a connected, relatively compact open set U € M
in such a way that X divides U into two connected components A and B. Note that 0B N U is
the union of a portion of T and, possibly, of a relatively open subset Q C dM. Then, X is a
stationary point for the functional

=nUl-cosylBl.  re (03]
with respect to variations that are compactly supported in U and preserve the volume of B, if
and only if Z is a CMC hypersurface satisfying

(n, 7)) = cosy on dXNU,

where 7j and 5 are, respectively, the outward pointing unit normals to dX < Q and 0X < X.

Rigidity issues for capillary hypersurfaces have been investigated, to our knowledge, mostly
in compact ambient spaces M with a large amount of symmetries. Especially, capillary hyper-
surfaces in the unit ball M = B™*! attracted the attention of researchers, also in view of the
link between free boundary minimal hypersurfaces in B"*! and the Steklov eigenvalue prob-
lem (cf. [21122] and the references therein). For compact X — B™*!, complete classification
results were obtained under the assumptions that ¥ is stable, see [30, 39} 2]] (free boundary
case) and [49]39].

In the present paper, we study the rigidity problem for capillary hypersurfaces that are
globally graphical over Q. More precisely, given a complete Riemannian manifold (M, o)
without boundary, and a connected, open domain with smooth boundary Q C M, we let
M=Qx IR0+, where hereafter

Ry =10, 0), R* := (0, o),
and consider X to be the graph of a function
u: Q- [0, o0)

satisfyingu = 0 on 0Q. Having fixed U € M, we let B denote the subgraph of £ in U. Then, £
is a capillary hypersurface if and only if u satisfies the overdetermined boundary value problem

div L) =H on Q
(\/1+|Du|2 (1)
u=0, 0,7u = —tany on 0Q,

for some constant H € R being the (unnormalized) mean curvature of X. Here, as before, 7 is
the unit exterior normal to dQ2 & Q.



More generally, we consider solutions u € Cz(ﬁ) of the following overdetermined prob-
lem:

div L) =H on Q,
< vV 1+|Dul? (2)
u, dzu locally constant on 0Q

where H € R is a given constant, whose graphs over € we still call capillary graphs. Our goal
is to prove the first classification result for both  and 1 under rather general assumptions on M.
Precisely, we shall deduce from the existence of a solution of (2) both that Q splits as a product
I'X N, for some interval I C R, and that « only depends on the split R-direction. In this respect,
our main result is strongly inspired by the splitting theorems of J.Cheeger and D.Gromoll [§]]
as well as those of P.Li and J.Wang, for manifolds with positive spectrum and for
properly immersed minimal hypersurfaces in manifolds of non-negative sectional curvature
[34]. However, the techniques described below depart in many aspects from those in 8,32, 31].
In particular, the presence of a boundary introduces nontrivial further difficulties.

Capillary graphs as overdetermined problems

The problem of classifying domains Q supporting a solution of an overdetermined problem
has a long history, starting from the semilinear case

Au+ f(u)=0 on Q
u>0 on Q, 3

u=0, dﬁu = const on 0Q

with f € Lip,,.(R). Connected, open sets Q with smooth boundary supporting a bounded,
non-constant solution of (3) are called f-extremal domains. While J.Serrin in [54] showed that
the only bounded f-extremal domain in R™ is the round ball (cf. also [60] for f = 1), in the
past 25 years a major open problem in the field was to characterize unbounded f-extremal do-
mains. In [4], H.Berestycki, L.Caffarelli and L.Nirenberg conjectured that the only f-extremal
domains in R” with connected complement are either the ball, the half-space, the cylinder
B¥ x R™* or their complements. The conjecture turns out to be false in full generality, by
counterexamples in [55] (m > 3) and [47] (m = 2 and Q an exterior region). Surprisingly, in
R?2 the conjecture is true if Q is unbounded and connected [46].

It is natural to wonder whether f-extremal domains can be classified in more general Rie-
mannian manifolds. The BCN conjecture was considered in the hyperbolic plane H? and in
the sphere S?, respectively in [12] and [13]], with different and interesting techniques. From a
perspective more closely related to our work, the classification of solutions of (@) on manifolds
with Ric > 0 was studied in [[16]. Rigidity, in this case, means both that the domain splits as a
product N X [0, 00), and that the solution only depends on the split half-line.

To the best of our knowledge, generalizations of (3 to nonlinear operators have mainly
focused on the p-Laplace equation A ,u + f(u) = 0, with

Au = div (| Du|’">Du) with p> 1,

leaving problems like (Z) mostly unexplored. Taking into account that () alone imposes re-
strictions on the geometry of Q even without overdetermined boundary conditions (cf. [33]
[26]], and the survey in [38])), we could expect more rigidity than in the case of the Lapla-
cian. However, as far as we know there is still no attempt to study the equivalent of the BCN



conjecture for (@), that, we think, is worth investigating. In the present paper, we move some
steps in this direction for constant f.

Assumptions and main results

In the study of (@), it is desirable to allow for unbounded u, at least to include the relevant
example of H = 0, Q being a half-space of R™, and u being an affine function that is constant
on 0Q. Therefore, we shall just assume

infu > —c0. 4
1r£12u I “4)

We tried to keep our curvature requirement on M to a minimum, in particular, avoiding to
bound the sectional curvature of M. This is coherent with the above mentioned splitting theo-
rems in [8] [T6]], all based on Béchner formulas and thus naturally related to Ricci lower
bounds. Precisely, we assume

Ric > —x(1 + %) on M, for some xk € RT,

Ric >0 on Q,

&)

where r is the distance from a fixed origin, and the inequalities are meant in the sense of
quadratic forms. The first condition is technical, and might be removable. On the other hand,
condition Ric > 0 on Q is fundamental at various stages of the proof. We anticipate that it
would be very interesting to obtain a splitting theorem in the spirit of Theorem [L.3] below on
manifolds satisfying

Ric > —(m — 1)x2,

with k > 0 constant. To this aim, the techniques developed in Li-Wang’s should be
quite helpful.
In the generality of @), (@), a major issue is to obtain a gradient bound

sup | Du| < oo.
Q

The main source of difficulty is that the linearization of the mean curvature operator possesses
two eigenvalues that behave quite differently as | Du| — oo, while an assumption on Ric just
controls, via comparison theory, the full trace of the Hessian of the distance function r. There-
fore, r cannot be used in Korevaar’s localization method, customarily exploited to get gradient
estimates for the mean curvature equation under sectional curvature bounds (cf. [11},[5,51,56]],
and the references therein). We shall overcome this problem by using, in place of r, exhaus-
tion functions coming from potential theory, in particular, we use a duality principle recently
discovered in [38][36] [37]], called the AK-duality (Ahlfors-Khasminskii duality). We comment
on this point later, and we suggest to consult [5, Sec. 3] and [[11]] for more details. The global
gradient estimate in Theorem [[.12]is the second main achievement of our work, inspired by
one for minimal graphs in R X M that we recently obtained in to prove Bernstein and
half-space properties on manifolds with Ricci lower bounds, see Section 3] below.

Leaving aside the characterization of cylinders and complements of balls in R™, that relate
to the position vector field, an important step to show the uniqueness of the half-space among
a large class of non-compact, theoretically f-extremal domains Q C R"™, is to prove that u is
monotone in one variable on Q, namely that d,,u > 0. This is generally a hard task, and heavily
depends on the behaviour of f and on Q. For instance, d,,u > 0 follows if f is the derivative
of a bistable nonlinearity, like in the Allen-Cahn equation

Au+u—u3=0,



and if Q is a globally Lipschitz epigraph in the x,,-direction, see [4, Thm. 1.1]. Note that,
since d,,u satisfies the linearized equation Aw + f”/(u)w = 0, its positivity implies that u is a
stable solution. The existence of the parallel field d,, in R™ is replaced, in our setting, by the
assumption that Q supports a bounded Killing field X, and a necessary condition to obtain the
monotonicity (Du, X)) > 0 is given by some form of trasversality of X to dQ, that is coherent
with the sign of d;u on each connected component of 0€2. This last requirement, codified by the
second in (8)) below, is satisfied for instance if Q is a locally Lipschitz epigraph. For constant
f» the method in [4] to prove d,,u > 0 cannot be applied, so we need to devise a different

strategy, of independent interest. To reach the goal, we shall require that (ﬁ, o) is a parabolic
manifold with boundary, according to the following

Definition 1.1. Let N be a smooth manifold with, possibly, non-empty boundary. Then, N is
said to be parabolic if the capacity of every compact set K C N, defined as

cap(K) := inf {/ |Dg|*dx : ¢ € Lip,(N), ¢ > 1 on K},
N

vanishes.

If 0N # @, note that the support of ¢ can intersect 0N . It can be shown that N is parabolic
if and only if the Brownian motion on N, normally reflected on dN if N # @, is recurrent,

cf. [24].

Example 1.2. From the very definitions, if M is a parabolic manifold without boundary, cf.
[24]], then every smooth open subset Q C M is such that Qis parabolic (hereafter, we say that
Q has a parabolic closure). Notice also that, in dimension 2, the parabolicity of Q is invariant
by conformal deformations of the metric. By [26], a sufficient condition for the parabolicity of

Q is the validity of
/ © ds
_ % _ e
|QNoB,|

for balls B, centered at some fixed origin o € M. An application of Holder inequality (cf. [43]
Prop. 1.3]), shows that the condition is implied by

/oo sds
— = — o,
|QN Byl

that is satisfied, for instance, if the volume of geodesic balls in £ grow at most quadratically.
Examples include any smooth domain in the Euclidean plane R?, as well as any smooth domain
contained between two parallel planes in R3. Also, by Bishop-Gromov comparison theorem,
any smooth domain in a surface with non-negative sectional curvature has a parabolic closure.

We are ready to state our main result:

Theorem 1.3. Let (M™, o) be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension m > 2, and let
Q C M be a connected open set with smooth boundary such that Q is parabolic. Assume that

Ric>-«x(1+r%)  on M,
Ric >0 on Q,

for some constant k > 0, where r is the distance from a fixed origin. Split 0€2 into its connected
components {0;Q}, 1 < j < jo, possibly with j, = oo. Letu € C%(Q) be a non-constant



solution of the capillarity problem

div (L) =H on Q,

uzbj, 0,-]u=cj on de, 1 <j <o

infou > —o0,

where ij is the unit exterior normal to 0Q < Q, H,c;,b; € R, {c;} is a bounded sequence if

Jo = o0, and with the agreement by < by < ... < b; . Assume that either

log|0Q N B,|
— < ®

u is constant on 0€2 or lim inf 5 (7)
r—oo r
If there exists a Killing vector field X on Q with the following properties:
¢;(X,n) 20 ond;Q, forevery j,
sup | X| < oo, (®)
Q ¢;(X,m) #0 ond;Q, for some j.

Then:

(i) Q = (0,T)x N with the product metric, for some T < oo and some complete, bound-
aryless, parabolic N with Ricy > 0,

(ii) the product (X, 0,) is a positive constant, and (Du, X)) > 0 on Q.
(iii) the solution u(t, x) only depends on the variable t € [0, T].
In particular, setting 0,2 = {0} X N,
- if H =0, then c; < 0and
u(t) =b; —cyt on Q, )
and in case 02 is connected this is the only possible conclusion;

- if H#0, thenc; <0 (withc; <0incase H <0)and

2
c
u(t)=b1+i S S P [ P (10)
H 2 2
1 +¢j L+¢
As a consequence, T < oo and
1 (4] . 1 leql .
T<—=|1+ if H>0, T<— if H<O.

H \/1+c12 |H|\/1+cl2

Remark 1.4. Evidently, in the case T' < oo, @) and (IQ) relate the constants b,, ¢, describing
the boundary data on 0,Q2 = {T'} X N to by, c;. Furthermore, if u is assumed to be constant
on 09, then 0Q = 9, = {0} X N and the only possible conclusionis T' = co, H = 0.



Remark 1.5. The splitting of Q as in the conclusion of Theorem [L3] forces 0Q to consist of
one or two copies of a connected, complete manifold of non-negative Ricci curvature. Hence,
the second condition in (@) is satisfied a posteriori. In fact, by Bishop’s theorem we have
|0Q N B,(0)] < Cyr™! for some C;y > 0.

Remark 1.6. The second in (8) is a mild transversality assumption, that can be rephrased as
(Du, X) > 0 and # 0 on 0Q. Clearly, it is satisfied a posteriori if Q splits as indicated in the
above theorem.

Remark 1.7. Theorem [[3lis also related to the celebrated Schiffer’s conjecture. The latter
asks whether a domain Q supporting a non-constant solution of

Au+Au=0 on Q,
u==nb, aﬁu=c on 09,

for some constants A, b, ¢ € R, is necessarily a ball. The problem in unbounded domains has
been considered in [18]].

As a direct corollary, we obtain the following complete classification result for domains
that are globally Lipschitz epigraphs or slabs over manifolds with Ric > 0 and small volume
growth.

Corollary 1.8 (Lipschitz epigraphs and slabs). Givenm > 2, let N be a complete, connected,
boundaryless Riemannian manifold of dimension m — 1. If m > 3, assume further that

. . |BN|
Ric > 0, lim sup < 00. (1
r—oo Flogr

with Bﬁv the ball of radius r in N centered at a fixed origin. Define M = R X N, and let
@1, Py € C®(N) be globally Lipschitz functions with ¢ < @, on N.

(i) If the epigraph
Q= {(T,X)EM : T>(p1(x)}

supports a non-constant solution of

div __Du =H on Q,
V1 + |Dul?

u=b,6ﬁu=c;é0 on 09,
infou > —o0,
for some constants H,b,c € R, then H = 0, ¢ < 0 and one of the following cases

occurs:

- @ is constant (up to translation, @, =0) and u(t,x) = b — cz;

- N splits as a Riemannian product N = R X N for some compact, boundaryless
Ny and by denoting x = (s,&) € R X Ny we have

(t —apgs — ay)

c
@1(s,8) =aps + ay, u(z,s,&)=b—
,/1+a(2)

for some constants ay, a; € R, with ay # 0.



(ii) If the slab
Q= {(T,x)EM : qol(x)<r<q02(x)}

supports a non-constant solution of

-

div( —2“ _)-g on Q,
V1 + |Dul?

4 =by. du=1c¢; <0 on {t=¢;(x)}
u=bhy, dju=c,20 on {t = @,(x)}
ianU>_oo9

L

for some constant H, by, b,,c;,cy € R with (cy,¢c,) # (0,0), then one of the following
cases OCCUrs:

- @) = a; and @, = a, are constant; if H = 0 then ¢ < 0 and
uz, x) = by —ci(r —ay),

otherwise u has the shape in (IQ), with = — a, in place of t;

- N splits as a Riemannian product N = R X N for some compact, boundaryless
Ng and denoting x = (s,§) € R X Ny we have @;(s,&) = ays + a;, for some
constants ay, a, a, € R with ay # 0; if H = 0 then

c(t —aps —ay)

u(r,s, &) =by — ———,
otherwise
2
u(r,s,f):b1+L _r |- H(T—aos_al)_

9
H 2 / 2 / 2R
1+c1 1+a0 1+c1

Furthermore, if @, and @, are a-priori globally bounded, then conclusion (ii) holds with the
second in () replaced by the weaker

BN

lim sup —— < oo. (12)
r—eo rlogr

In this case, @; and @, are constant.

Remark 1.9. Observe that the above corollary applies, for instance, to all globally Lipschitz
epigraphs and slabs in R2, and to globally Lipschitz, bounded slabs in R3.

The proof of Theorem [[3] hinges on two main results, of independent interest. The first
is a geometric Poincaré inequality. To state it, let us fix some notation. For u € C%(Q), we
denote by (%, g) its graph over Q

Z={(ux),x) : x€Q}CRXM



endowed with the metric g induced from the ambient product metric d y2+oonRx M, with y
the canonical coordinate on R. We let V, || ||, dx, be the Levi-Civita connection, vector norm
and volume measure induced by g. For any point x € X where du # 0, the level set {u = u(x)}
is a regular embedded hypersurface of X in a suitable neighbourhood of x. We let A be its
second fundamental form in (%, g), and for any v : £ - R we let

Vu Vu
V+v :=Vv—-( Vo,
! < ||Vu||> V]

be the component of Vo tangent to {u = u(x)}. Then, along {# = u(x)} the remainder in the
classical Kato inequality is made explicit by the following identity from [57]:

IV2ull> = IVIVallll> = VIVl + [ Vall LAl 13)
Note that || Vu|| is C! in the set {du # 0}.

Proposition 1.10. Let (M, o) be a complete Riemannian manifold, Q C M an open connected
set and letu € Cz(ﬁ) satisfy @) for some constant H € R. Assume that u is strictly monotone
in the direction of a Killing field X on Q, that is, b 1= (Du, X) > 0 on Q. Then, for every
@ € Lip,(Q)

Ric(Du, Du)
2 2 2 2 2
/Z[W IV IVullll + [Vull Al )+T](p dx,+

+/ﬁ_2 V((/)IIVftIIW>
s W2 v

where W = \/1 + |Du|?> = 1/7/1 — || Vul2.

i (14)
dx, < / IVulPIVeldx,.
>

Remark 1.11. The key point is that the support of the function ¢ is allowed to meet 0€2.
Indeed, the overdetermined conditions force the boundary terms to cancel out.

Geometric Poincaré formulas of the type in (I4) are not new for boundaryless manifolds.
For instance, R.Schoen and S.T.Yau [53]] and later P.Li and J.Wang [33]] used an inequality
similar to (I4) to prove the rigidity of certain minimal hypersurfaces properly immersed into
manifolds with non-negative sectional curvature. Related inequalities also appeared in [31,32],
to split manifolds with Ric > —(m — 1)x*> and whose Laplacian has a sufficiently large first
eigenvalue.

From a different point of view, formulas like (I4) were independently introduced by A.Farina
in his habilitation thesis [14]] and by Farina, B.Sciunzi and E.Valdinoci in [17], to study Gib-
bons and De Giorgi type conjectures for stable solutions of quasilinear equations of the type

div <fp(IDu|)
| Du|

Du> + fw)=0 on R™,

with rather general ¢ (cf. Thm. 2.5]). Their goal is to prove the 1D-symmetry of u,
that is, that u only depends on one variable up to rotation. For the mean curvature operator

@(t) = t/V1 + 12, the inequality reads

D1 Dul 12 A2 Dul? Du|*| Dg|?
/ l |DrIDul®  |AP| Dyl (pzs/ DulIDol” g e Lip, ™), (15)
Rm R

(L+[Du32 /T | Duf? \/1+ |Dul?




where, at a point x such that Du(x) # 0, D+ and A are the gradient and second fundamental
form of the level set {u = u(x)} in R™. We refer the reader, in particular, to Theorems 1.1, 1.2
and 1.4 in [17).

Regarding overdetermined boundary value problems, Farina and Valdinoci in [I8]] made
the remarkable discovery that the identity corresponding to (I3) for Au + f(u) = 0, meaning

/[lDT|Du||2+|A|2|Du|2] ¢2s/|Du|2|D¢|2, (16)
Q Q

still holds even if the support of ¢ contains a portion of 0Q, provided that u satisfies (3) and
0, > 0. In other words, the contributions of boundary terms to (I6) on 0Q N spte vanish
identically if both u and d;u are constant on dQ. This opened the way to use (16D to charac-
terize domains supporting a non-constant solution of (3), a point of view further developed in
[T6] to obtain splitting theorems for domains with Ric > 0 provided that the solution of () is
monotone in the direction of a Killing field. In our paper, a key point to get (I4) is to show that
the “magic cancelation” in 18] still holds for capillary graphs. We give a simpler proof of this
identity, emphasizing its geometrical meaning.

The second result is a gradient estimate for non-negative solutions of the CMC equation,
holding under just a lower bound on the Ricci curvature of (M, ¢) in Q and, in some cases,
a mild control on the volume growth of dQ. This improves on [[11]], that considers the case
H =0.

Theorem 1.12. Let (M, 0) be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension m > 2, and let
Q C M be an open subset. Assume that

Ric > —K(1 + r?) on M,

(17)

Ric > —(m — 1)x?2 on Q,

for some constants K > 0, k > 0, and where r is the distance from a fixed origin o € M. Let
ue CiQ) satisfy

div(L)zH, u>0 on Q

V1+1Dul?

for some constant H € R. Assume that at least one of the following conditions is satisfied
-Q=M
-u€ C(ﬁ) and ul g is constant

- Q has locally finite perimeter and

log |02 N B
liminf 281920 BOI

r—o0o 72

Let C > 0 be such that

2
sz(m—l)xz—i if H<0,
m
(13)
2 _ 2_22 .
C*>m-Dx if H>0,
m

10



and choose A > 1 to satisfy

2 2 _
i_£+(cz_(m_1);(2)t I >0  foreveryt> A.
m t 12
Then
V1 + |Dul? V1+ | Du(x)|?
sup V1+|Dul® <max < A,limsup Vit | Duol® , (19)
s eCu 00 eCu(x)

and in case & = M this yields

V1+|Dul?2 < Ae“*  in M.

A systematic discussion of values of A, C satisfying the requirements of Theorem [L.12
for various ¥k > 0, H € R is carried out in Section 8l In particular, for H < 0 we can

choose A =1, C = \/m — 1k and we recover the gradient bound for positive minimal graphic
functions obtained in [11]],

1+ |Dul? { V1 + |Du(x)? }
sup ——— < max _ .

1, lim sup

Q eV m—1ku x—0Q e m—1xku(x)

When k = 0, the choice A = 1, C = 0 is admissible for each H € R, so for any CMC-graphic
function u > 0 from (I9) we have

sup | Du| = lim sup | Du|(x) if Q# M,
Q

x—0Q

Du=0 if Q=M.

Remark 1.13. Although the conclusion of Theorem[I.12]is localized on an open subset Q C
M, a global curvature bound on M like the first in (I7) is crucial in a technical step of the
proof. The existence of extensions M of Q satisfying the first in (IZ) is not automatic: indeed,
an example constructed in [44] shows that a smooth, complete manifold with boundary Q
satisfying Ric > —x? (k € R) may not be isometrically embeddable into a complete manifold
without boundary (M, o) of the same dimension, if we require that the Ricci curvature of M
is bounded from below by some other, possibly different, constant. Arguing similarly, one
may be able to find an example of Q with Ric > —«? that is not embeddable into a complete,
boundaryless manifold (M, o) of the same dimension whose Ricci curvature satisfies the first

in (T7).

Remark 1.14. The conditions in (I8)) relate to classical obstructions for the existence of entire
CMC graphs over M (with no a priori bound). Indeed, extending previous results by E.Heinz
[23]], S.-S.Chern [9]] and H.Flanders [20] in the Euclidean setting, I.Salavessa [52]] showed that
a complete manifold M with

Ric > —(m — 1)«

does not support any entire solution of

div <L) —H (20)
\/1+ |Du|?

whenever | H| > (m—1)k, while entire non-negative solutions of (20)) exist on the m-dimensional
hyperbolic space with sectional curvature —k for each value of 0 < H < (m — 1)k.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 CMC graphs

Let (M, o) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m, with volume measure dx and induced
(m — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure dZ"~!. The metric ¢ will also be denoted with (, ).
We let | - | and D denote, respectively, the norm and Levi-Civita connection of ¢. Give co-
ordinates (y, x) on M = R X M, and let D denote the Levi-Civita connection of the product
metric {, ) = dy* + ¢ on M.

Let Q C M be an open subset and u : Q — R a twice differentiable function. We let

Z={(ux),x) : x€Q}CRXM

be the graph of u over Q, and we denote by g the graph metric induced on X from (, ), and by
I -1l V, A, the induced norm, connection and Laplace operator on (Z, g).
The graph map
f:Q—>M:x— ukx)),x)

is a diffeomorphism onto the image f(2) = X, whose inverse 7 : £ — Q is the restriction to
X of the canonical projection R X M — M. We use these maps to identify the graph X with
the base domain Q. In particular, the pulled-back metric f*g on Q will still be denoted by g,
and || - ||, V, A, will also denote the norm, connection and Laplace operator of the resulting
manifold (€2, g).

Let {0 ; } be alocal coordinate frame on (M, ¢), with o = ¢; j dx’ ® dx/. We write the graph
metric g on X as

8ij =0y +uu;,

where du = u;dx’. Defining &/ = ¢/, and W? = 1 + |Du|?> = 1 + u,u’, the components of
the inverse g/ are

and the Riemannian volume and hypersurface measures of g write as
dx, =Wdx,  dzp~' =wdrm .

For any function ¢ € C'(Q), we write dp = ¢;dx’ and Dp = ¢'9; with ¢' = 6'*¢,. Then,
V¢ is given in local components by

. (D¢, Du)
Vo = glkd)ka[ = D¢ — —2Du
In particular, note that
_ Du 2 _ Lij _Lpz—l -2 _ 2
Vu w2’ IVull =g Uy = ———>— w2 W= =1—|Vul". (21

With the agreements of the Introduction, the normal vectors to X and M, pointing outward
from the subgraph of u, are respectively

3 dy—uf()j

S 7 v

=0
I
|

Q

(22)

Thus,
L 1
(n,11) = (n,n)——W,
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and the angle condition (#, 7) = cosy rewrites as | Du| = tany. Requiring u = 0 on 0Q yields
0zu = —|Du| and we deduce (.

A differentiation gives that the second fundamental form IIy and the unnormalized mean
curvature H in the n direction have components

U

i . (Du
. H =gl = div <W> (23)
with div the divergence in o. Moreover, from the identity

k k i

i =i T T2
relating the Christoffel symbols Ffj and yi’; of, respectively, g and o, forevery ¢ : M — R
the components of the graph Hessian V2¢ and of A, ¢ can be written as

Uu. .
Vi =y -t —

o W (24)
A =89, = bl

In particular,

u. . 1I..

2, = 0 _ U -

Viu= oW Agu= W (25)
From now on we assume that H is constant. For every Killing field X defined in a neigh-

bourhood U C M of the graph X, the angle function ® ¢ := (n, X) solves Jacobi equation

0= /305 := 4,0 + (Illly] + Ricon,m ) O, (26)

with Ric the Ricci curvature of M. This is the case, for instance, of the angle function ®0y =

(n,0,) = W~ associated to the Killing field d,. As a consequence W satisfies

— VW ||?
AW = <||IIE||2+R1(:(n,n))W+2” W” . 27)

If X is a Killing field in (Q, o) then we can extend it by parallel transport on the cylinder
R x Q C M to aKilling field X satisfying (d,, X) = 0, with corresponding angle function
Oy = (n, X) = W~!(Du, X). Since (Z8) holds for both ®ay and O ¢, the quotient

b =05/, =(Du,X)

is a solution of

ao-2(S ) =0, (28)
By introducing the operator
Lo = Wrdiv (W2Vp) = A, -2 (% v¢> , (29)
equations (27) and (28) can be rewritten as
Ly =0 (30)

13



and
Ly W = (||112||2 + Ric(n, n)) w. 31)

Considering the weighted measures
_ -2 m—1 _ -2 m—1
dxy, = W™dx,, Az, =W d%g ,
we note that &), is symmetric with respect to dxy,. For a given C € R, we compute

—Cu _ -C 2 —C 2_ -C 2 » CH
Age™C = —Ce™CuA u+ C2e~CH||Vul = e "(c (IVul| —7)

s

so the function

satisfies

Q?Wz = WAge_Cu + e_C”c.?WW

_ (32)
- <||IIZ||2 Sl Ricmn)+ C2||Vu||2> z.
w
We observe that if
Ric > —(m — «?, (33)
for some x > 0, then, using 1)),
_ 2 _
Ric(n, n) = Ric (% %) > —(m— 1)K2W721 = —m—DA|Vul>. (34)
By Cauchy inequality we also have
1 2 H?
Ig))? > — (t Iy))” = —, 35
g 1* > — (trace,(Ily))” = — (35)
and therefore, under assumption (33), (32) gives
H*> CH 2 » W21
$WZZ<7—W+(C —(m—1)x°) ) Z. (36)

We conclude this section by proving an analogous differential inequality for a modification
of the function z. Let yy, be a positive function satisfying

Agwo < Ay

for some 4 € R*. Let # > 0 be given and set

Then,

Yo
—f—1 —p-2
Ay = =Py Agwy + B+ By IV
_ Ao  1+4 IVl
=y |—-p + )
Yo bw

1+ IIVWII2>‘

>y =pa
_w<ﬁ+ By

14



We now compute
Ag(y/e_c“) = e_C“Agy/ + y/Ag(e_C“) —2e~C(CVu, V)

1 Vy||? \%
> yeCu (—ﬂ/1+ LIV | coywu? - 2<CVu, —"’> - ﬂ)
By v W

that, by Young’s inequality

1 2
—2<CVu,V—W>2— ANV B oy,
v B w? 1+p

leads to ) )
_ —cu [ ClIVul| CH
A Cu > Cu (= W¥= i 1=
dwe ™) > ye < Y B W
For 6 > 0, we let
n=we -5, zZ=Wn.

Then, a direct computation gives
LwzZ=WAn+nLy W

2, Ric s\ (cvu . _cH\), GD
2<||Hzll +Rlc(n,n)+<1+n>< 115 pA W))z

in the set {# > 0}. Using again (34) and (33), and the definition of Z, under assumption (33),
we obtain

(38)

5 c? w?-1 CHS\ .
+<1+5><1+ﬁ w2 _M>_ z )Z on {n>0}.

3 AK-duality and global gradient bounds for CMC graphs

The goal of this section is to prove the following

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, o) be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension m > 2, and let
Q C M an open set such that

Ric>—-(m—- Dk  in Q

for some constant k > 0. Suppose that u € C*(Q) satisfies

div(—2“ _\—H. us0 nQ
V1 + |Dul?

for some H € R, and that for some (hence, any) q €

log | B (q)]
lim inf —21 " P& _

r—00 72

oo, (39)
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where (2, g) is the graph of u over Q. Let C > 0 satisfy

H2

—+CP—(m-Dk*20 if H<ZO, (40)
m
H2
— +C’=-m-Dxk>>0 if H>0 (4D
m

and let A > 1 be such that

2 2 _
i—g+(cz—(m—l)1(2)t > 1 >0  foreveryt> A. (42)
m t
Then,
w <max { A,limsup m on Q. 43)
eCu y—0Q eCu(y)

In particular, in case Q& = M we have

V1 + |Dul? < Ae“H on M.

We postpone the proof to subsection 3.1} while commenting here on sufficient conditions
for the validity of (39) and on admissible choices of the parameters A, C satisfying the above
requirements. As remarked in the Introduction, via a calibration argument (39) is satisfied
under mild assumptions on Q2 and on the Ricci curvature of (M, ¢), made precise by the next
Proposition[3.2] that we draw from Lemma 2 of [[11]]. In particular, (39) holds in case Q = M
and we obtain the subsequent Corollary 3.4l

Proposition 3.2 ([11]). Let M be a complete manifold of dimension m > 2. Let o € M be a
Jfixed origin, set r(x) = dist, (o, x) for x € M and assume that

Ric > —x(1 + %) on M 44)

for some constant k > 0. Let @ C M be an open subset supporting a solution u € C*(Q) of

div(—2“ Vg o
V1 + |Dul?

for some bounded function H : Q — R. Assume that at least one of the following conditions
is satisfied:

-Q=M;
-uecC (5) and u is constant on 0Q2;

- Q has locally finite perimeter and

log [0Q2 N B
liminf 281920 B

r—oo 72

Then, B9) holds for each fixed q € X.

From a direct application of Theorem[3.1]and Proposition[3.2] we readily deduce Theorem
in the Introduction.
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Remark 3.3. Direct inspection of the proof of Lemma 2 in [[T1]] shows that Proposition
remains true if boundedness of H is replaced by the weaker assumption

()

lim sup ——— < 0.
r—oo r2

Corollary 3.4. Let (M, o) be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension m > 2 satisfying
Ric > —(m — l)KszV some k > 0 and let u € C2(M) be a solution of

div(—2“ Vg us0 M
V1 + |Du|?

for some constant H € R. If C > 0 and A > 1 satisfy requirements of Theorem[3 1l then

V1+|Dul?2 < Ae“*  in M.

Remark 3.5. We point out some admissible choices for A and C satisfying the requirements
of Theorem[3.1t

- if xk =0 then A = 1, C = 0 is admissible for every H € R;

-if H=0andx >0then A =1, C = \Vm — 1k is admissible;

- if |[H| > /m(m — 1)k > O then A = 1, C = 0 is admissible;

- thecase x > Oand |H| < \/m;c is covered, amongst others, by the admissible

A=1, C:\/(m—l)Kz—Hz/m for —y/m(m—- 1k < H L0,
H

A=1+_ [|———, C=AVm-lk forevery k >0, H > 0,
vVm—lk
A= 1+%, C=2Vm-lxk forevery k >0, H € R.

In general, under assumptions @0)-(T) it is always possible to find A > 1 satisfying (@2). For
a precise statement we refer to the next Proposition[3.6] whose proof is given the Appendix.

Proposition 3.6. Let H € R, k¥ > 0, C > 0 satisfy @Q)-E1). Then, there exists A > 1
satisfying @2). In particular,

- if H <0 then @2) is true for any A > 1
- if H > 0and C > \/m — 1« then @2)) holds for a given A > 1 if and only if

AZ -1
A2

iz—ﬂ+(c2—(m—1);<2)

>0
m A

- if H > 0 and C < \/m — 1k then @2) holds for a given A > 1 if

H? _CH

+(C*=(m—1x?
m A
CHA+2(C?=(m—-1)x?) 20

A2 -1
Ja——

w2

= Y

17



and these conditions are also necessary, unless

2 -1 2_C22
Ml+%C<Vm—M; H (On = Dx )
m

(m—1y2—<1+§)cf

in which case [@2) is satisfied for any A > 1.

3.1 The proof

The core of the argument depends on a novel way to localize estimates for the constant mean
curvature equation, that we discovered in [11]] and that we refine in the present paper. Precisely,

for a given smooth open subset X' with Y C %, we shall produce a boundaryless manifold
(N, h) with £/ < N isometrically, and an exhaustion y; : N — R solving

for a suitable, positive constant 4, that we exploit in place of the distance function from a fixed
origin of M. Recall that y, is said to be an exhaustion if sublevel sets of y, are relatively
compact in N. In this case, we also write

Yo(x) = +o0 as x — oo.

Recall from [24] that a manifold (N, h) without boundary is said to be stochastically complete
if the minimal Brownian motion 93, on N is non-explosive, that is, if the trajectories of %,
have infinite lifetime almost surely. Various sufficient conditions were shown to be equivalent
to the stochastic completeness of N, among them we emphasize the following two:

(i) [24,[43] for some (equivalently, every) A > 0, the only weak solution0 < u € I/Vlcl)’cz(N n
L®¥(N)of Aju > Auisu = 0;

(if) the weak maximum principle at infinity for the Laplace-Beltrami operator A, holds,
that is, for every ¢ € C%(N) satisfying supy @ < 0o,

inf Ay <0
{o>r}

for each y < supy @.

If (N, h) is geodesically complete, then by the bound

. log|B"|,
liminf ——— < o0
r—oo r
for the growth of the volume of geodesic balls centered at a fixed origin suffices to guarantee
the stochastic completeness of N (see also [24], Thm. 9.1] for a similar condition). Note that
the condition holds if

|B", < Cyexp{Cyr*}  for constants C|,C, > 0,

and is therefore a rather mild assumption. In [38]], the authors realized that each of (i) and (if)
is equivalent (and not only necessary, as in [24, Cor. 6.6]) to the existence, for some (every)
A > 0, of a continuous exhaustion function v, satisfying @3) in the weak sense. Such a
function is named a Khasminskii type potential in [38] [36] [37]. The characterization in [38]]
was refined in 11} Lem. 3] to the following
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Proposition 3.7 ([11]]). Let (N, h) be stochastically complete. Then, for every o € N and
A > 0, there exists yy € C®(N) satisfying

WO(O): 19
wy > 1 on N\ {o},
Yo(x) = +00 as x — oo on N,

(46)

Apwy < Ayy on N.

Remark 3.8. The statement of [I1, Lem.3] is a bit different from that of Proposition 3.7
and it is expressed in terms of an exhaustion 9. However, the statements are easily seen to
be equivalent by setting y,, = e°. Furthermore, the characterization in [38] shows that the
existence of y, satisfying (8) is, indeed, equivalent to the stochastic completeness of (N, h).

Remark 3.9. The characterization of (i), (if) in terms of the existence of y; as above holds
in the more general context of a potential theory for fully nonlinear operators % . Indeed, a
Liouville property for bounded subsolutions of # [u] > 0 is equivalent, for large classes of F,
to the existence of suitable families of exhaustions solving & [y] < 0. This duality principle
was studied in [38][36, 37| and named there the AK-duality (Ahlfors-Khasminskii duality). We
refer to these papers for a detailed account and for applications.

Let (T, g) be the graph of u, and let ¥’ C ¥ be a smooth, connected open subset such that
bounded subsets of ' have compact closure in X. The second auxiliary result that we need

guarantees, under the assumptions of Theorem[3.1] the possibility to embed isometrically >
in a stochastically complete manifold. This will be a consequence of the next Lemma 1 in [T1]:

Proposition 3.10 ([T1]]). Let (N, h;) be a Riemannian manifold and let Uy C N, be a con-
nected open set satisfying the following conditions:

(i) U, is a smooth, embedded submanifold in N,
(ii) every bounded subset of U| has compact closure in N.

Then there exists a connected, complete Riemannian manifold (N, h), an open subset U C N
and a diffeomorphism ¢ : Uy — U with the following properties:

(a) ¢ : (Uy, hy) = (U, h) is an isometry

(b) U is a smooth, embedded submanifoldin N and the map ¢ extends to a diffeomorphism
between the manifolds with boundary (U, 0U) and (U, oU)

(c) forevery p € Uy and for every r = 2dist;, (p,0U;) +2
h
| B/ (¢(p)|s < 21U, N B, (D), + 57

Our last lemma is technical, and we postpone its proof to the Appendix (Proposition|[A.2]).

Lemma 3.11. Letrm > 2,k > 0, H € R, C > 0 satisfy (@Q), @), @2). Then, for any € > 0
there exist A< A| < A+¢, C < Cy, <Cy <C+ € such that

2 C 2 _
inf{H__1_+(C22—(m—l)K2)t 1 :12A1}>0. 47)
m
We are now ready for the
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Proof of Theorem[3.1l Suppose, by contradiction, that (@3) is not satisfied. Then there exists
X € Q such that

m > max { A, lim sup W

eCu(X) y—oa e

and, by continuity, there exists € > 0 such that

M > max {A+e, lim sup W(y)}.

e(CHeu(x) Y00 eCu(y)

Wefix A< A <A+¢, C<C<C <C+eg, gy > 0suchthat

2 CyH 2 _
o o i (@—m-1x) ot 56y forevery 12 4. 48)
m t 2
This is possible by Lemma[Z.11l Set
4
z= C

Since C; < C + ¢ and u > 0, we have z(x) > W (X)e~(C+e)u®)  Then, as A; < A+ &, there
exists a regular value y € R for z satisfying

. w
max {Al,hmsup () } <y <supz.
x—00 eCut) Q
Fix a connected component €, of the non-empty set {x € Q : z(x) >y}, let X, be the graph

of u over Qy, and fix p € Ey. Note that z < We~C¥ since Ciu > Cu, so

W(y)
eCu(y)

lim sup z(y) < lim sup <y
Q

y—0Q y—0!
and then 0Q, C Q, where the boundary is intended with respect to the topology of M. By
continuity of z, we have 0!27 C {x € Q: z(x) = y} and, since Q is connected and Qy * @,
we have 0Q, # @.

Let Z, be the graph of u over Q,. We claim that bounded (with respect to g) subsets of X,
have compact closure in X. Let U C Zy be bounded. Since the projection 7 : (£, g) = (Q,0)

—M

does not increase distances, 7(U) is a bounded (with respect to o) subset of Q,, hence z(U)  is
—M _—M

compact by completeness of M. Wehave z(U) CQ, =€Q,U0dQ, CQ. Sincer : X - Q

—3 —Q —M
is a homeomorphism, U = 7z~ (z(U) ) = #~'(#(U) ) is compact. This proves the claim.
By (39). . )
log|Z, N B (p)] log [ B (p)]
liminf ——————% <liminf ———% < o
rF—00 72 r—oo 72
Observing that ¥, is connected by construction, by Proposition [3.10) there exist a complete,
connected Riemannian manifold (N, A) satisfying
log | B(0)
liminf M <o (49)

r—o0 2

for some point o € N, and an isometry ¢ : £, — U between £, and an open subset U C N
such that ¢(p) = o € U. By (@9), the complete manifold (N, &) is stochastically complete.

Pick
zAf -1
Ae|0.C > . (50)
A

1
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and let y, € C*(N) satisfy [@6) in Proposition3.7 Then, the function y; = yo € C¥(Z,)
satisfies

W1>1 on Zy\{p}7
y(x) = +o0  as rg(x) — 00,

Agllll < A’Wl on 2}/,

where r, is the distance from p in X,. Let § > 0 be such that

c? 5 C? AT-1 Cc? AT-1
>Cs, —fA> 51
1+28 = 2 1+p A% p 1+2p A% D

The first condition holds for any sufficiently small § > 0 as C; > C,, while the second one is
equivalent to
c? AT -1

A<
(I+p/)(1+2p) Af

and by (30) this is true for any sufficiently small # > 0. Hence, it is possible to find g > 0
satisfying (3I). Since R* 3 ¢ ~ (> — 1)/¢* is nondecreasing, (51) implies

)

Cc? c? o 2

1 t7—1 1 to—1 27 —1

m 2 —pA> T2 P > C; 2 >0 forevery t > A;. (52)
The second inequality, together with (8}, gives
2

H? CH C1 2—-1

— - 1+2ﬂ—(m—1)1<2 3 >¢g, forevery t > A;. (53)
Let 6 > 0 be such that

y < W(p)(e €140 — ), C H6 < . (54)

The existence of such ¢ is guaranteed since W (p)e=C1#0) = z(p) > y. We define

w=y ' g=we -5 z=wn

Since Cyu > 0, when r,(x) — oo we infer y(x) — 0 and thus n(x) > —6, so the set {x € Z, :
7(x) > 0} is bounded in (Z, g). Hence,

£ i={x€X, 1 Zx)>r}

is a bounded subset of £, and therefore has compact closure in 2. Moreover, p € f‘.y by (34)
and y(p) = 1. We also observe that

F<W(Ee =8 =z—6W <z-35,

SO

S Cclxez z0>7+06) C{x€X:z(x) 2y +8}CT,,

that is, the boundary of iy is contained in X,. As £, is connected and iy is open, non-empty,
and with closure contained in 2y, it follows that 627 # {J and, by continuity of Z, we have

Z=y on aiy.
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By these observations, Z attains its maximum over the compact set iy at an interior point
Xy € iy. By (38), we have

2
H?> CH SW2 -1 5 ¢ w2-1 C,Hs
Lwi>| —-—-m-1 1+= —pAr) - 4
Wz_<m (m—- 1k — + +’7 Y 3 f Z z

2
H2 CH SW?—1 5 Cr w2-1 C,Hé
- . _ -1 1+ = - -
(m— 1k + +n 57 > B Z >0 (55)

in iy. This would imply that Zy,Z > 0 at the interior maximum point X, thus yielding the
desired contradiction and concluding the proof.
We prove the claim. First, observe that
W >z> A, in ¥ .

By (32), we have

C? wo_ C? w2 C? ywo2_
<1+§>< LW l—ﬁﬁ)z Lwron o Goween

n)\1+5 w2 1+f w2 1+25 w2

Therefore, the LHS of (33) is larger than

2
H_z_%_F( Ci _(m_l)KZ)E_CIHa
w

m w 14+2p 2 Z
and by (53),
> CH C? 2_1 CHS C,Hs
i—1—+ L —m-1)? w——1_ L >¢€9— Sk
m w 1+2p w?2 Z z

If C{Hé < 0 then we conclude

C,Hs -

>e0>0 in > .
z 0 v

&y —
If C;H5 > 0, then we use the fact that Z > A; > 1in £, together with (54) to get

C HS

60 250—C1H5>0 in iy.

In both of the cases, we obtain the claimed validity of (33)) on iy. O

4 Splitting of capillary graphs

4.1 Monotonicity of solutions in presence of Killing vectors

As a first step towards the proof of Theorem[I.3] we prove the following
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Proposition 4.1. Let (M, o) be a complete Riemannian manifold and Q C M a connected
open set with smooth boundary and parabolic closure. Let u € C*(Q) satisfy

sup | Dul < oo, div (L) =H onQ
Q

\/1+ |Du|?

for some constant H € R. If X is a Killing vector field on Q satisfying
supg | X| < o0,
(Du,X)>0  on 0Q,

then
(Du,X)>0 on Q.

Moreover,
(Du, X)>0 on Q if (Du, X)#0 on 0Q,
(Du,X)=0 on Q if (Du, X)=0 on 0Q.

To prove the proposition, we shall recall some facts about the parabolicity of weighted
operators on manifolds with boundary, adapted from [26], which deals with the case of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator. First, given a manifold with boundary (N, k) and f € C!'(N), we
define the weighted Laplacian

Arp i=el div (e7/ Vo) V¢ € C*(N),

and observe that A ; is symmetric if we integrate function with compact support in int N with
respect to the weighted measure e/ dx;. We say that A s 18 parabolic on (N, h) if, for every
compact set K C N with non-empty interior, the capacity

cap(K) = inf {/ |V¢|2e_fdxh : ¢ €Lip,(N), $=>1 on K}
N
By definition, it readily follows thatif N, N’ are smooth manifolds of the same dimension with
boundary, and N’ C N is closed, then for each f € C*®(N) it holds
Ay isparabolicon N = Ay is parabolicon N !

The following characterization is showed in [26, Thm. 1.5 and Thm. 0.10] for A r= A,
but its proof extends verbatim to weighted operators.

Theorem 4.2 ([26]). Let (N, h) be a smooth manifold with boundary, and let f € C'(N).
Then, the following properties are equivalent:

(i) Af is parabolic on (N, h).

(ii) everyv € C(N)N VVkl)’cz(N) solving

AfUZO on int N,

6,11) <0 on ON, (56)
supy U < 00

is constant, where n is the exterior normal of ON < N.
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In particular, if any of (i) or (ii) holds, every solution v € VVklj’Cz(N) NC(N) of

Apwy 20 on N, supy < oo
N
satisfies
supy = supy. (57)
N ON

Remark 4.3. We recall that v is a weak solution of Afv >0on N, anv < 0onoaN if and only
if

/ (Vu,Vele/dx <0 forevery 0 < @ € C°(N).
N

The next Lemma relates the parabolicity of (A on) a boundaryless manifold N with that of
the product N X I, with I C R a closed interval. We recall from the Introduction that a smooth
open set Q C (M, o) has a parabolic closure if the Laplacian A is parabolic on the manifold

with boundary (Q = Q U 0Q, o), according to the above definition.

Lemma 4.4. Let N be a manifold without boundary, and let I C R, I # R be a closed
interval. Then,
I X N is parabolic = N is parabolic.

Proof. Up to translation and reflection, we can assume that either I = [0, c0) or I = [0,T7],
for some T € R*. Furthermore, as we observed before, if [0, 0c0) X N is parabolic, then every
smooth open subset of it has a parabolic closure, in particular [0, T]X N is parabolic. Therefore,
it suffices to consider I = [0, T']. Given a compactset C C N, consider K = [0, T] X C. Since
I X N is parabolic, there exists a sequence {¢;} C Lip.(I X N) such that ¢ > 1 on K and

T /0¢;\>
_ 2 _ J 2
0= lim |Dg;|"dxdt = lim / <—> + [Dyo;|dr | dx
J= JIxN J= N [Jo ot

with D and dx the gradient and volume measure of N. Setting

T
;) = /0 @;(x.0dl € Lip,(N),

note that ¢; > 1 on C and, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

2

T T
|DN¢,»|2=‘/ Dy, sr/ | Dy, Idr.
0 0

Therefore,
T /g, 2 1
0= li —L) +|Dyo;%dr| dx > = li D@, |%dx,
i N[/o (F) + 1w ] w27 i, | 100
so N is parabolic. O

The next lemma shows that if an open subset  C (M, ¢) has a parabolic closure, then for
any given u € C*®(Q) the differential operator £y, defined in (29) is parabolic on the graph
(Z, g) of u. Remarkably, this implication holds also without requiring supg |Du| < oo, and
contrasts with the case of the graph Laplacian A,, which may not inherit parabolicity from the
base domain € if u has unbounded gradient.
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Lemma 4.5. Let (M, 0) be a complete Riemannian manifold and let Q@ C M be a connected
open set with smooth boundary and parabolic closure. Foru € C®(Q), let (X, g) be the graph
of u. Then, for each open subset X' C X with smooth boundary, %y, is parabolic on the graph
(X, g). In particular, for every v € C®(Q) satisfying
ZLyv>0 on Q, sup v < oo,
Q

Then

sup v = lim sup v(x).
Q x—0Q

Proof of Lemma43l Let Q' = n(X') be the projection of the graph X'. For any compact set
K C Q', we define the capacities

cap,(K) = inf {/ |Dg|?dx : @ € Lip,(Q), ¢ > 1 on K},
Q

cap, yy (K) = inf { / IVpIPdxy, : ¢ € Lip (@), ¢ > 1 on K} .
Q

Since dxy, = W=ldx, W > 1 and ||Vg| < |Dg| for every ¢ € C(Q), we deduce
cap, y (K) < cap,(K). The inclusion Q' ¢ Q implies that Q' is parabolic, thus capg y (K) =
0. Hence, (5, g) is parabolic. To conclude, suppose, by contradiction, that there exists v €
C®(Q) satisfying
Zwv>0 in Q, limsup v(x) < supv < oo.
x—0Q Q
Fix a regular value y € R of v such that
lim sup v(x) < y < sup v,
x—0Q Q

and observe that Ey = {x € £ : v(x) > y} has smooth, non-empty boundary and thus it has
parabolic closure. However, v is a non-constant solution of

A fv >0 in Zy,
0,0 <0 on 0%, (58)
supy v < o0,
contradicting Theorem O

Proposition 4. IInow follows at once.

Proof of Proposition@]] The function & := (Du, X) € C2(Q) satisfies

sup |7] < <sup|Du|> <sup|X|> < 00
Q Q Q

Zwi=0 in Q.
By applying Lemma[4.3]to both functions & and — we deduce

and by (30) we have

inf 0 = inf 7, sup U = sup D.
Q 0Q Q 00

By the strong maximum principle for the elliptic operator Zy,, if & > 0 and does not vanish
identically, then & > 0 on Q. This concludes the proof. (|

In particular, > 0 on Q, and we further have & # 0 on Q if and only if & # 0 on 0Q.
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4.2 Splitting of monotone solutions
The goal of this section is to prove the following

Proposition 4.6. Let (M™,(, )) be a complete Riemannian manifold, let Q C M be a con-
nected open subset with smooth boundary such that Q is parabolic and

Ric >0 on Q.

Split 0 into its connected components {0;Q}, 1 < j < jo, possibly with j, = oo. Let

ue Cz(ﬁ) be a solution of the capillarity problem

div <L) =H on Q,
\/ 1 + |Dl/l|2 (59)

u=bj, aﬁu=cj on 6jQ, 1<j <o

infgu > —oo,
Jfor some set of constants H, c;,b; € R, with the agreement b; < b, < ... < bjo' Suppose that

supgq |Du| < oo,
(Du, X)> 0 on Q, for some Killing field X on Q
Then,

(i) Q = (0,T)x N with the product metric, for some T < oo and some complete, bound-
aryless, parabolic manifold N with Ricy > 0,

(ii) the product (X, 0,) is a positive constant on .
(iii) the solution u(t, x) only depends on the variable t € [0, T].
In particular, setting 0,2 = {0} X N,
- ifH=0,thenc; <0and
u(t) =b; —cyt on Q,
and in case 02 is connected this is the only possible conclusion;

- if H#0, then ¢y <0 (withc; <0incase H <0)and

2
u(t)=b1+% LR P P S
1+c12 \/1+c12
As a consequence, T < oo and
1 (4] . 1 leql .
T<—=|l+———| if H>0, T<—— if H<O.

H \/1+c12 |H| 1+c12
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Combining the above Propositions E.1]and [4.6] we readily deduce our main Theorem[L.3]

Proof of Theorem[I.3] Because of the gradient estimate in Theorem[[.12] each one of the as-
sumptions in (Z) together with the boundedness of {c ;1 guarantees that

sup | Du| < oo.
Q

Furthermore, the second in (8) rewrites as (Du, X) > 0 and # 0 along Q. Therefore, we can
apply Proposition 1] to deduce that (Du, X) > 0 on Q. Proposition[d.6lthen gives the desired
conclusions. 0

Asremarked in the Introduction, the proof of Proposition.6lrelies on a geometric weighted
Poincaré inequality. In its proof, we need the next fundamental identity, inspired by [18] and
by more general computations in [[13].

Lemma 4.7. Let X be the graph of u : Q — R, withu € Cz(ﬁ), and assume that u and | Du|
are locally constant on 0Q2. Let X be a Killing vector field on Q and set 0 = (Du, X). Then

(W || Vull>’VD, Vu) = (6VW,Vu)  on 0Q. (60)

Proof. Let 9,Q be a connected component of 0Q. If du = 0 along 0,Q then (60) holds true. If
du # 0, then 77 = Du/|Du| is a unit vector field perpendicular to 9,Q in M. Recalling that

w?-1

2 _
1vul = ==

and rearranging terms we see that (&0) is equivalent to saying that the function

0 _ (Du, X)
w2 -1 B | Du|

=7, X)

satisfies (D¢, 17) = 0 on 0,Q. Differentiating, we get
(D7) = (Dyi1, X) + (7, Dy X).
By the Killing condition we have (77, D; X) = 0. From the differential identity
d|Du|* = 2D*u(Du, -)

we infer
d|Du| = D*u(#, -),

hence
s X)= (D 1 — L (D2 X) — DPu(r. )G
(Dyit, X) = |Du|(D"Du’X)+ <D4|Du|> (Du, X) Dl (D w(ij, X)— D u(n,n)(n,X)).

Since |Du| is constant on 9;Q, we have (D|Du|,Y) = 0 on 0,Q for any vector Y satisfying
(Y, #) = 0. Hence,

D?u(fj, X) = (D|Dul, X) = (D|Dul, i), X) = D*u(ii, )i, X)

and then (Dﬁﬁ, X) = 0. Therefore, we conclude that (D¢, #) = 0 on 9;Q. O
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Remark 4.8. In the proof we see that, when du # 0, (€0Q) follows from (7, D;X) = 0 and
Dﬁﬁ = 0. The first condition is verified since X is a Killing vector, while the second one
amounts to saying that the integral curves of Du have zero geodesic curvature at points of 0€2,
a consequence of | Du| and u being locally constant on 0Q. The conclusion then parallels the
fact that the angle between a Killing vector field and the tangent vector of a given geodesic
curve remains constant along the curve.

Lemma 4.9 (Geometric Poincaré formula). Leru € Cz(ﬁ) satisfy
. Du
—— | =H Q
div ( m) on Q,
u, aﬁu locally constant on 0.

and assume that u is monotone in the direction of a Killing field X on Q with := (Du,X)>0
on Q. Then, for every @ € Lip,.(Q),

Ric(Du, Du)
/ [W2 (1Y IVallI? + [ Vul? 1 AlP) + —2] PPdx t
> w
) 61)
02 ol Vul| W 2 2
+/ — V(== dx, < / IVl IVl *dx,
z W? v b
Proof. We recall that the positive function 0 = (Du, X) satisfies
thus, for every € > 0,
Ly log(@ + €) = —||V log(d + €)|)°. (62)

We hereafter consider integration with respect to the weighted measures dxy,, and d%ﬁ",‘l,
defined by

dxy =W7dx,, A7y =W,
that we omit to write. Recall that &£, is symmetric with respect to dxy;,. Integrating by parts
on T against ¢2, with ¢ € Lip,(Q), we obtain

Vo
D+¢’

¢>2< >=2/_iqu,Vm—/¢>2||Vlog<v+e)||2,
> v+ € >

where 7 is the exterior normal to 0% in X. Direct computation gives

v <i> = IVoI? - 2=L— (v, Vi) + g1V og(o + I,
U+ €

=) = /anbn2 /(U+e)2 <¢’>

that is a form of Picone’s identity, [41]]. Let ¢ € Lipc(ﬁ) be given. Recall that Z, W = qW,
where we have set for convenience

2
(0 +¢)?

so we deduce
2

¢>2 Vo € Lip,(Q),  (63)

q := ||llg||> + Ric(n, n).
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We multiply both sides of £y, W = gW by @*W 5 /(0 + €) and we integrate by parts to get
2D 2 2 D
w= = w2y W

/ZQ(p U+e¢ /z(p U+¢ w

2 D b
/ @ _—W(VW,n>—2/¢_—W<V¢,VW)
o U+ ¢€ s U+e
—/wz_

=

/ (pz_LW(VW,n)—Z/(pW(V(p,VW)
E)) U+ ¢ >

eV
—/¢2||VW||2—/¢ e V)
z

_ / 2W< eV ,VW>
b3 +¢€)?
(64)

+2/(pw_L<V¢,VW>+/(pz_LMVWn2
> U+ € > U+ €

From (&0), and since n = according to whether ¢ > 0 or ¢ < 0, by Lemmald7 we get

_Vu_
EVal
(W VW ,n) = W2||Vu||*(Vd,n)  on dX.

The same is true if du = 0 along X, since WdW = %sz = %dlDulz. We therefore deduce,
by Picone’s identity (&3) applied with ¢ = W ||Vu/],

/az / @*W?2||Vu ||(_ — 1)
/”V((’)W”V”” ” —/(v+£)2

(e

Plugging into (64), we get

2 D 2 2
g ——w? = ”V((pWHVull)” —2 [ oW (Ve, VW)
) U+ ¢ ) ¥
2 2 2 eV
— [ ¢ ||VW||* - W( ,VW)
) 2 +€)?

(65)
+2/¢W—_6 <V¢,VW>+/¢2—_£ Vw2
) U+ € ) U+ €

—/(13+e)2
>

By the dominated convergence theorem, since o > 0 on X, we get

J

We examine the integral

U+e€

<p||Vu||W H

as € > 0.

20W —S—(Vo, VW) +
U+ ¢

2 eV
, VW
/z(” M oreor >’
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The limit of (I) as € — 0 is easily seen to be zero if spt ¢ N 0Q = @, since in this case 0 has

a positive lower bound. Fix then K C Q compact that meets the boundary 0Q. We claim that
there exists a constant C > 0 such that

[W{(Vo, VW )| < CxD on K. (66)
We first consider points of K N dQ. Since W is constant on 0€2,
W Vo, VW) = W{VD,n){n, VIW)| on 0Q.
If du # 0 on 0Q, we use Lemmal4.7to get

(VW ., n)? _
—2 U
[Vull
WOV Vull,n)*0 < WO||V2u||?6 < Cxd on K NoQ,

WVo, VW)l =

since u € C? up to dQ, where we used the third in (ZI) and Kato inequality ||V||Vu||||?> <
IV2u||%. On the other hand, if du = 0 on dQ then

W (Yo, VW) = %(va,kuw

vanishes on 02, so (&) holds on K N 0. To deduce the validity of (&) on the entire K,
observe that if §(x) = 0 for some x € 0L, then Vi(x) # 0 by Hopf boundary point Lemma.
This observation and the positivity of & on Q imply (66). Concluding, by the compactness of
the support of ¢, there exists C(u, ) such that |W{(Vd, VW')| < C0 on sptg, and by Lebesgue
convergence theorem we get

(T)S/qoz—_ce -0 as € = 0.
b U+ €
ol VullW
v+ e

2
)H < =2 [owo.vwy+ [ [vewiva)|

—/<p2||VW||2.
>

Denote with (III) the right-hand side of (©Z). Using W ||Vu|| = VW?2 — 1, we compute

—/Z(/)<V<p,V<W2—1>>+/Z||V<<p\/W2—1>||2—/2<p2||ku2

Because of Fatou’s Lemma,

v
/52 V((pll ftIIW>
5 19}

so letting € — 0 in (&3) we obtain

\%
/q(p2W2+/172 V(M
z z

D

<11m1nf/(v+ e)? ||V

(67)

(1)
= —/¢(V¢,V(W2—1))+/Z(W2—1)||V(P”2
+ [FITVWETE = 19w 42 [ VW19, vV )
= /(W2—1)||V¢||2+/2¢2[I|V\/m||2—||VW||2]'
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Differentiating the third in @I) we get ||[VW |2 = WO||Vul|?||V||Vul|||?, and therefore

[

vw
IVVW2 =12 = VW2 = S——

= W*||V||Vull|]?
W] (IVIIVullll

Thus
am = / W2 = D)Vl + / WA Vull.
> >

Putting this into (67) we get

2
/¢2W2<q—W2||V||Vu||||2>+/v s/(Wz— DIVel?
> )

=2
z

v ((pIIVZ_tIIW)
U

q = |Is|? + Ric(n, n) = |[II5||*> + W 2Ric(Du, Du)

Since

we can further rewrite

/ @* [W2(IMIg|® = W2V Vul[lI?) + Ric(Du, Du)| +
z
\%
+/52 v ((pll ftIIW>
b 1%
By @25) and (I3),

Mgl = W2V Vulll? W2 (IV2ull® = IV VallI1?)

2
< / W2 = 1)[[Vel?
)

W2 (IVlIVullll> + IVul* | Al) -

Plugging into (67), rearranging and using dx, = W2dxy, and (W2 = 1)/W? = ||Vul|> we
conclude (&1)). O

We are ready for the

Proof of Propositionl4.6l By the parabolicity of Q, every compact subset K C Q has zero
capacity in the manifold with boundary (L, o), that is,

inf {/Q |Dp|%dx : ¢ € Lip,(Q), ¢ > 1 on K} =0.
In particular, by [26] Thm. 1.5], there exists a sequence {¢ i} C Lipc(ﬁ) satisfying
¢, — 1 in W2, /Q 1D, - 0
as j — oo. For each j > 1, we apply Lemmal4.9]to deduce

(pz.dx +

Ric(Du, Du)
o

W2 (IVIIVullll? + | Vull?| A1) +
/2[ (IVIIVullll* + [ Vull*[|AllI%) W2

P2 @;IVull W
L ()
z W? v
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The assumed boundedness of | Du| guarantees that there exists a constant C such that W < C
on Q. Hence,

/ IVl Ve, Pdx, < / Do, PWdx < G, / | Do, Pdx — 0,
p)) Q Q

thus letting j — oo and using Fatou’s Lemma we deduce

IVull W

IV Vallll + I Vul* | AlI* = 0, v( -

> =0 on X. (68)

From now on, the splitting proceeds similarly to [[16], with a few extra topological ar-
guments. First, from & > 0 we deduce du # O at every point of Q. For x € X, define
v = Vu/||Vu|| and let {e,} be an orthonormal frame tangent to {u = u(x)} in X. Because of
the identities

V2 u
Agy = L,

IVl
with 1 < j < m and A the second fundamental form of the hypersurface {u = u(x)} in Z, the
first in (&8) implies that the only nonzero component of V2u (hence, by (23), of D?u), is the
one in the direction of Du:

Du Du du du
D*u = D? , Q. 69
“ ”<|Du| |Du|> Dul © D] " (69)

(VIIVull,e;) = VZu(v, e)),

A straightforward computation allows us to deduce from (69) that | Du| is locally constant on
level sets of u, that integral curves of Du/|Du| are geodesics in M, and that level sets of u
are totally geodesic both in  and in Q. In the limit, we infer that each component of dQ is
totally geodesic. Let N C Q be a connected component of a level set of u, say of {u = b} with
b & {by,b,,...,b; }. By the implicit function theorem, note that N is properly embedded both
in Q and in M, and is therefore a complete manifold without boundary. We denote with ®(¢, x)
the flow of Du/|Du| starting from N, defined on the connected set

FCRXN, P ={(t,x) : x €N, 1 € (1;(x),15(x)) }

where, for every x € N, t{(x) € [—0,0) and #,(x) € (0, +o0] are the extrema of the largest
open interval I, = (f{(x), #,(x)) such that for every ¢ € I the point ®(z, x) is well defined and
belongs to Q. If 7 (x) > —oo (respectively, if 1,(x) < 4o00) then the curvet — ®(z, x) converges
to a point of dQ as t \, #,(x) (resp., t /' 1,(x)) which we shall denote as x, = ®(t;(x)*, x)
(resp., x* = ®(t5(x)7, x)). The function 7, is upper semi-continuous on N, that is, for every
x € N we have
limsupt(x,) < t;(x)
n—oo

for every sequence {x,} € N converging to x: otherwise, we could find t € (#;(x),0] and a
sequence {x,} converging to x such that 7,(x,) — ¢, yielding 0Q 3 (x,), = ®(t,x) € Q,
absurd. Similarly, the function ¢, is lower semi-continuous on N. Hence, & is openin R X N.
From (69) we deduce

Du
D,— W |)=0 VYV,W eTQ,
<V|Du| )

thus Du/|Du| is a parallel vector field. By standard theory, the induced metric on & by ® is
the product metric df? + o|n- Let ¢y > 0 be the constant value of |Du| on N and let § be the
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maximal solution of the Cauchy problem

ﬁ/ _ H(l +ﬂ2)3/2
3 s
B(b) = cy.

Since u is strictly increasing along the curves t = ®(t, x) and | Du| is locally constant on level
sets of u, for every x € Q there exist a neighbourhood U, € Q and a smooth real function g,
such that

| Du| = p,(u) on U,.

Since Du/|Dul| is parallel, on U, we have

. Du . | Du| Du | Du|
H=div| —— | =div | ——— = DDu/|Du|—
1+ |Duf? \/1+ | Duf? | Du 1+ |Duf?
/

WP ()
= oy | P | @y = A

Ny R ik

that is, f, is a solution of the Cauchy problem

1 213/2
y,=H( +5)

s

yu(x)) = | Du(x)|.

Without loss of generality, let us suppose that f, is the maximal solution of this problem.
For x € N, by uniqueness f, = p, hence for every x;,x, € ®(Z) belonging to the same
curve t — ®(t,x), x € N, it must hold ﬁxl = ﬁx2. Therefore, f, = p for every x € &(9),
equivalently

| Du| = p(u) on O(D).

We claim that ®(2) = Q. The map @ is a diffeomorphism and & is open in R X N, so
D(D) is open in Q. We check that (D) is also closed in €, thus deducing ®(2) = Q by
connectedness of Q.

First, we prove that #; and 7, are constant on N. We show this for 7, the proof for ¢, being

analogous. Let us set
N

do
» Plo)
Observe that by integrating %u(dD) = | Du|(®) = p(u(®)) we get

p(s) = for every s € u(Q).

u(®(1,x)) do
t= / — = p(u(d(t, x))) for every (t,x) € 9.
b B(o)

We show that #; is lower semi-continuous on N. Suppose, by contradiction, that for some
x € N and for some sequence {x,} € N converging to x we have

lim 1,(x,) < 1, (x).
n— o0
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Fix 7 such that
}H{}ol](xn) <t <t(x), t & {p(b), p(by), ... }.

Then, {®(7, x,)} C Q converges to a point X of Q. Along this sequence, u has the constant
value p~!(f), so by continuity it must be u(x) = p~!(7). But p~(7) & {b}, b,, ... } = u(0R) and
we have reached a contradiction. Since we already showed that #; is upper semi-continuous,
we conclude that #; is continuous on N. For every x € N, we either have 7{(x) = —oco or
11(x) € (—00,0). In the second case, the endpoint x,, = lim,_,; (), ®(7, x) belongs to J€2 and
by continuity ¢ (x) = p(u(x,)). So, t{(N) € {p(by), p(b,), ... }U{—0c0}. Since this set contains
no open intervals and ¢, is continuous on the connected set N, we conclude that 7 is constant.
LetT; € [-0,0) and T, € (0, +oo] be the constant values of #; and 7, on N, so that

D =(T,,Ty) x N.

For every f € (T}, T,), the image N; = ®({7} X N) C Q is a connected open subset of the
embedded submanifold {u = p~'(f)} C Q. The restriction @7,y : {{} X N - N;isa
local Riemannian isometry and {7} X N is complete, so @7,y is a Riemannian covering map
and therefore N7; is also complete with respect to its intrisinc geodesic distance, that we shall
denote by d; (see [40, Lemma 5.6.4 and Proposition 5.6.3]).

We prove that ®(9) is closed in Q. Let {p,} C ®(D) be a given sequence converging
to some point p € Q. We have to show that p € ®(D). Set 7 = p(u(p)). For every n we
can find (¢,,x,) € & such that p, = ®(¢,, x,,). By continuity, ¢, = p(u(p,)) = pu(p)) = f,
hence T; < 7 < T,. Both inequalities are strict, otherwise either {(x,),} = {®(T,x,)} or
{(x)") = {dJ(Tz_, x,))} would be a sequence of points of d€2 converging to p € £, absurd.
Setting ¢,, = ®(7, x,,) for every n, we have that {g,,} is a sequence of points of N; converging
to p in M, since d,(p,,q,) < |t —1,] = 0. Hence, {q,} is a Cauchy sequence in M. By
completeness of M, any two points g,, q,, are joined by a minimizing geodesic arc in M.
Since (Ny, d;) is complete and totally geodesic, every geodesic in M joining two points of N;
must lie in N;. So, {g,} is a Cauchy sequence in N; and therefore converges to some point
g € Nj. Since N;is embedded in M, § = p and we conclude p € N; C D(2D), as desired.
This shows that ®(9) is closed in Q.

As already stated, since ®(9) is non-empty and both open and closed in the connected set
Q, we have ®(D) = Q. Thus, @ realizes an isometry between € and the product manifold

(T, T,) X N,

and N is parabolic because of Lemma 4.4l Furthermore, u only depends on the variable ¢
because
w(®(t,x)=p~'(r)  forevery (t,x) € (T}, T,) X N.

In the chart ®, u = u(¢) is therefore a solution of

/
/

H = div (L) = div <u—0,> = (”—,) .
Integration of the ODE shows that the possibility (—oco, T5) X N is incompatible with the fact
that u is increasing and bounded from below, while the other models lead to the solutions listed
in the theorem, up to reparametrizing t — ¢t — T} and setting T = T, — T;. To check (ii), the
second in (G8) implies

0=cW|Vul on Q,
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for some constant ¢ > 0. Using 1)), the identity rewrites as (X, Du) = c¢|Du|, that is,
(X,0;) =c.
[l

Proof of Corollary[[L.8 Fori = 1,2,1etT; = {(r,x) € M : 7 = @;(x)} be the graph of ¢,
over N. The boundary 0Q is either I'j, in case (i), or I'; U T, in case (ii). The unit outward-
pointing normal 77 on dQ is given by

Do, — 0 9. - D
i=— "% onry, S St NS O (70)

V1+|Dg|? V1+ |Dg,|?

where Dg; is the gradient of ¢; in N. In case (i) we have ¢(d,,7) = —c/+/1 + |Dg;|* on
I'; = 0Q: this quantity is nonzero at every point of I', so for either X = d, or X = —d, we

have ¢(X,7) > 0 on dQ. In case (ii) we have ¢;(d,,7) = —c¢;/y/1+ |D@;|?> > 0 on T’} and

¢(0;,7) = ¢3//1+ |D@,|? > 0 on Ty, and at east one of them does not vanish. Fix oy € N
and let o = (0,05) € RX N = M. We check that Q satisfies

log |0Q N B,| /°° rdr
—_— < 0, — =00
QN B,|

=

lim inf
r—00 r2

(71)

where B, = BrM (0). For every r > 0 we have
{t.x)eB, 1 t=p;(x)} C{{t,x)eRX va(oN) tt=@(x)} for i =1,2.
Since ¢, and @, are globally Lipschitz, there exists C > 0 such that, for every r > 0,
l{(r.x) eRX BN (oy) : 7= @;(x)}| < C|BN (o) for i =1,2.

Hence, [0Q2 N B,| < 2C|BrN(oN)| for every r > 0 and the first condition in (ZI) is satisfied
under the weaker assumption (12)).
Since ¢, and ¢, are Lipschitz, there exist C; > 0, C, > 0 such that

|@;(x)| < C; + Cydn(on,X) forevery x € N, for i =1,2.

IfQ={(r,x) € M : 7 > @;(x)}, then for each r > 0 the inclusion QN B, C (—=C; — C,r,7) X
B rN (o) implies the inequality

QN B,| <(C; +(1+Cy)r)|BY (o).
IfQ={(z,x) € M : ¢;(x) <7 < py(x)} then QN B, C (=C; = C,r, C; + Cor) X BN (0) and
|QN B,| <2(Cy + C,or)| BN (0)].

In both of the cases, if (IT) holds then

_|@nB,|
lim sup ——— < o© (72)
rooo  r2logr

and the second in (Z1)) follows. Furthermore, in the second case if ¢, and ¢, are bounded then
we can choose C, = 0 and we obtain the validity of (Z2) under the weaker condition (I2).
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We are now in position to apply Theorem[L.3l The domain Q splits isometrically as the
Riemannian product
(0,T)xTy,d* +op, )

with T = oo in case (i), or T' € (0, o0) in case (ii). The function u depends on ¢ only. In case
(i), necessarily H = 0, ¢ < O and u = b — ct. In case (ii) we either have H = 0, and then
¢; <0,u=by—cyt,or H# 0andu = u(r) is given by the expression (I0). In both of the
cases, I'| is a totally geodesic graph, and in case (ii) I', is obtained by parallel translation of
I'; in the direction of Du/|Du|. The graph Iy is totally geodesicin M = R X N if and only if
D?>@p, = 0on N. If ¢, is constant, say ¢, = a;, thent = 7 — a;. If @, is not constant, then
D, is a parallel, nowhere vanishing vector field on N, with constant norm a,, := |D¢;| > 0.
Level sets of ¢ in N are totally geodesic and equidistant, so N splits as a Riemannian product
N = R x N, for some complete, boundaryless manifold N, with Ric > 0. The second in (IT))
and a computation similar to the one yielding to (Z2) implies

. 1B
lim sup —— < 0. (73)
r

roco  log

If N were non-compact, an inequality due to E.Calabi and S.T.Yau would ensure that |va0 | >
Cr for r > 1 and some constant C, contradicting (73). Hence, N, must be compact.

Regarding the function ¢, up to a reparametrization s — —s, d,¢; = |D¢@;| = ay. Hence,
for some constant a; € R we have

@1(5,¢) = aps + a; for every (s,&) € R X N.

The coordinate function s on N extends to a smooth function on the product M = R X N.
Regarding M as the product R X R X N, we can denote its generic point by (z, s, ), with
¢ € Ny. OnT'| we have ij = —0,, therefore

agds = Doy = =1/ 1+ a2, +9,.

T—4aps —aq
t=———+C on Q,

\/1+a(2)

for some constant C € R. Since t = 0 and 7 = @; = agys + a; onI'}, we conclude C = 0 and
we obtain the desired expressions for u in terms of (z, s, &). O

Integrating,

A Appendix

Proposition A.1 (Proposition[3.8). Let H € R, k¥ > 0, C > 0 satisfy

2
i+Cz—(m—1);«220 if H<O0, (74)
m
H> 5 2 :
—+C°—(m-Dk">0 if H>DO0. (75)
m
Then, there exists A > 1 such that
2 2 _
H-_ g + (C2 —(m— 1)K2) ! 2 ! >0 forevery t > A. (76)
m

In particular,
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- if H <0 then [@8) is true for any A > 1
- if H > 0and C > \/m — 1k then {ZQ) holds for a given A > 1 if and only if

AZ -1
A2

H*> CH
7—T+(C2—(m—1)1(2)

>0

- if H > 0 and C < \/m — 1k then Q) holds for a given A > 1 if

H? _CH

+(C% = (m - 1k?
m A
CHA+2(C?=(m—-1)x?) >0

A% —1
)T 20

and these conditions are also necessary, unless

2
2 (m— 1)k? — C?
t+2c<Vm-1r, L ( L m
m (m—1);c2—<1+§)c2
in which case Q) is satisfied for any A > 1.

Proof. Set

2
P(s) 1= % —CHs+ (C? = (m—Dx?) (1 - 5% for every s € R.

Note that P(0) > 0 under assumptions (Z4)-(Z3). By substituting s = 1/, for any given A > 1
condition (Z8) is equivalent to requiring that P(s) > 0 forevery 0 < s < 1/A.

- If (74) holds then

2
P> L4 (C?—(m—-1k*) (1-5*)>0  forevery 0<s<1.
m

- If H>0and C > ym — Ik then P'(s) = —CH +2 (C? = (m— 1)x?) s <0 for s > 0,
soif P(1/A) > Othen P(s) > P(1/A) > 0forevery 0 <s < 1/A.

- If H <0and C < v/m — 1k then setting a = (m — D% — C% > 0 we can write

P(s) = as*—CHs + iz —a.
m
P is a quadratic polynomial with positive leading coefficient and P'(s) = —CH — 2as.
Note that P(0) > 0, P’(0) < 0 since we are in case (Z3), so P can attain negative values
only in R*. If P(1/A) > 0 and P'(1/A) < 0 for some A > 0, then P(s) > 0 for
0 < s < 1/A. The polynomial P has discriminant

Ap = C’H? + 4d° —4(112 =4 [a2 - (a— ﬂC2> iz] .
m 4 m
If Ap > 0, then conditions P(1/A) > 0, P'(1/A) < 0 are also necessary to characterize
A > 0 such that (Z6) holds. Otherwise, (Zf) is satisfied for any A > 0 since P > 0 on R.
A necessary condition for A, < 0 is clearly a > mC? /4, and if this holds then A, < 0
if and only if H%/m > a*/(a — mC?/4). Explicitating a, these requests read as (Z7).
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O

Proposition A.2 (Lemma3.11). Letm > 2, x > 0, H € R, C > 0 satisfy ({4), (73), 9.
Then, for any € > 0 there exist A< A < A+¢, C < Cy < Cy <C + ¢ such that

2 CH 2 _
inf{H——1—+(C22—(m—1)K2)t 1 :t2A1}>O. (78)
m t2

Proof. We set

2
P(s) := H _cusy (C*—(m-1DK*)(1-s*  forevery s € R.
m

For any given C;, C, € R, we also set

2
O(s) = QCu»Cz(s) = % - CHs+ (C22 —(m— 1)1(2) (1- sz) for every s € R.

By substituting s = 1/¢, ([Z8) and (Z8)) are respectively equivalent to
(i) inf{P(s): 0<s<1/A} >0, (i) inf{Qc ¢,(s) 1 0<s<1/A;}>0. (79)
Also observe that
O(s)— P(s) = (C—C)Hs+ (C; - C?) (1 —5*)  forevery s €R. (80)
If H <0, then for any C; > C, > C and A, > 1 we have
Oc, c,(9) = P(s) 2 (C; —C*) (1 - 1/47) >0  forevery 0 <s < 1/A,

and then (i) = (ii) in (Z9). Hence, for every € > 0 there exist C;, C,, A, as required in the
statement of the lemma.
We now consider the case H > 0. We claim that for any A; > A we have

inf{P(s) : 0<s<1/A,}>0. (81)

Hence, for every € > 0 we can find A < A; < A + € such that (&) holds. By (80), as C; \, C
the function Q¢ ¢, uniformly convergesto P on (0, 1/A,]. Hence, wecanfindC < C; < C+e¢
such that, for any choice of C < C, < C;, condition (ii) in [Z9) is satisfied.

We prove the claim. Observe that

P'(s)=—CH -2 (C* - (m— Dx?)s.

If C > \/m — 1k, then P is a non-increasing function of s > 0. In particular, we either have
P constant or P strictly decreasing, and in any case P(0) > H?/m > 0. Hence, (8I) holds

forany A; > A. If C < y/m — 1k, then P is a quadratic polynomial with positive leading
coefficient, attaining its global minimum for
s=s, = CH >
2 ((m— 12 - C?)

Since 0 < C < v/m — 1k implies k¥ > 0, we must be in case ([@I)) and then
2
POy =2 42— =12 > 0.
m
If P(s,) > 0, then for any A; > 0 we have 8I). If P(s,) < 0 thenit mustbe 0 < 1/A4 <s,.
Hence, P is strictly decreasing on (0, 1/A] and for any A; > A we have again (8. O
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