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CULL.RECTIFIABILITY AND HEINTZE-KARCHER INEQUALITY ON S7t!
XUWEN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, by isometrically embedding (S™*!, ggn+1) into R"2, and using non-
linear analysis on the codimension-2 graphs, we will show that the level-sets of the distance
function from the boundary of any open set in sphere, are C*1-rectifiable. As a by-product, we
establish a Heintze-Karcher inequality on sphere.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The isoperimetric theorem, a fundamental but important topic in the calculus of variations,
has attached well attention of many mathematicians. From the perspective of the modern
calculus of variations, sets of finite perimeter are believed to be the natural competition class in
which the isoperimetric theorem shall be formulated.

Starting from De Giorgi [De 54; De 55], who managed to show by using Steiner symmetriza-
tion and the compactness theorem of sets of finite perimeter that Euclidean balls are the only
isoperimetric sets (global minimizers) among sets of finite perimeter, mathematicians have been
working in various context of minimizers to study the isoperimetric problem for decades. Such
problem is already found to be very subtle in the context of local minimizers, due to the lack of
regularity in the higher dimensional situation (and hence the classical moving plane method fails
to be applicable), see [SZ18] for an example of local volume-constrained perimeter minimizer
admitting singularities. Despite these obstacles, very recently, Delgadino-Maggi [DM19] solved
the very important open problem: the characterization of critical points of the Euclidean isoperi-
metric problem among sets of finite perimeter. In the weakest assumption (critical points of Eu-
clidean isoperimetric problem), they obtained the following (see also [DKS20] for the anisotropic
version, which is solved by using a completely different method with [DM19]).

Theorem 1.1 ([DM19, Theorem 1]). Among sets of finite perimeter and finite volume, finite
unions of balls with equal radii are the unique critical points of the Euclidean isoperimetric
problem.

Their advanced techniques to approach this problem are two-fold: 1. By using subtle nonlinear
analysis and geometric measure theory, they established the following C!'!-rectifiability result of
the level sets of the distance function from the boundary of any bounded sets of finite perimeter
in R

Proposition 1.2 ([DM19, Lemma 7]). If Q is an open set with finite perimeter and finite volume
in R then Qs = {y € Q: u(y) > s} is an open set of finite perimeter with H"(0Qs \T) =0
for a.e. s >0, here u(y) = dist(y, 0R) is the distance function from 02, defined for everyy € €,
IF = UL, where T is defined as

I = {y €0 :y=(1- ;)l’ + ;z for some z € O, x € 89} . (1.1)
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Moreover, for every s > 0, 'S can be covered by countably many graphs of CY'-functions from
R" to R

The Cbl-rectifiability of I't allows them to define the principal curvatures a.e. on I'J, which
are bounded from above and by below due to the definition of T';. As a by-product, they followed
the proof of [Brel3] and derived a Heintze-Karcher inequality for sets of finite perimeter ([DM19,
Theorem 8]). We note that although Proposition 1.2 is stated in the context of sets of finite
perimeter, the statement remains valid when {2 is only a bounded open set, we refer to the
details of the proof in [DM19, Stepl, 2, 3].

2. They exploited the Schéttzle’s strong maximum principle for the codimension-1 integer
rectifiable varifolds [Sch04, Theorem 6.2] and showed that the flow method used by Montiel-Ros
in [MR91, Theorem 3] to prove the Heintze-Karcher inequality for C2-closed hypersurfaces can
be modified to apply in the context of sets of finite perimeter, thus proved their main theorem
Theorem 1.1.

It is worth mentioning that aforementioned works on the isoperimetric problems are contex-
tualized in the Euclidean space. In view of [Rei80; Ros87; MR91], a natural question arises:
is there any characterization of geodesic balls as the only critical points in the isoperimetric
problem that is brought up in space forms?

Motivated by this natural question and the celebrated work [DM19], in this note, we follow the
subtle nonlinear analysis carried out by Delgadino-Maggi and prove a C!!-rectifiability result
in (S"*!, ggnt1). On the other hand, we manage to prove a Heintze-Karcher type inequality for
any open set that is contained in a hemisphere, enlightened by Brendle’s monotonicity approach
[Brel3]. To introduce our main results, let us first fix some notations.

Let (S""! ggnt1) be the space form with sectional curvature which is identically 1, for sim-
plicity, we abbreviate it by S"*1 in the rest of this paper. Let dist, denote the distance function
of S+,

For any nonempty open set Q C S™"! we define u(y) = dist,(y,0Q) to be the distance
function with respect to 92 on S™*!. For s > 0, we define the super level-set and the level-set
of w in Q by

Qs={yeQ:uly) >s}, 0s={yeQ:uly) =s} (1.2)

As a parallel version of the Euclidean one in [DM19], we introduce the following definitions.
Definition 1.3 (T and I'J"). For any nonempty open set  C S*™! and for every 0 < s < t < 7,
define T', to be the set of points of Q such that: for y € €, there holds

(1) disty(y,00) = s,

(2) there exists a unit-speed geodesic v, : [s—t, s] — S"T! with y(0) = y and dist(y(r), 9) =

s —r for every r € [s — t, 5].

Moreover, for every 0 < s < m, let

rf= J .

s<t<m

1.1. Main results. The main purpose of this paper is to establish the following C'!:!-rectifiability
result, which extends Proposition 1.2 to S"*1.

Theorem 1.4. For any nonempty open set Q C S and for every 0 < s <t < 7, there exists
a countable collection {U;}j>1 of compact subsets of Ty such that H™ (T \ U;2, U;) = 0, with

each U; contained in a CYl-hypersurface. Moreover, denoting by N the gradient of the distance
function with respect to u(-) = disty(-,09Q), then N |y, is Lipschitz for every j > 1.
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With the C!-rectifiability in force, the principal curvatures (x%); of I'Y, the viscosity boundary
0" of 2, and the viscosity mean curvature H of € are thus naturally defined in Proposition 5.1,
Definition 5.3 and Definition 5.5, see also [DM19, Lemma 7] for the Euclidean version.

Consequently, following Brendle’s monotonicity approach [Brel3, Section 3|, we prove the
following Heintze-Karcher type inequality on S™*1.

Theorem 1.5 (Heintze-Karcher inequality on Sphere). If Q C S™*! is an open set lying com-
pletely in a hemisphere, which is mean convex in the viscosity sense as in Definition 5.5, then
for every 0 < s < 7,

2 n oS s
" < ", .
/s cos rH" (09, )dr < 1 /Fj Ho, dH (1.3)

Moreover, as s — 0T, the limit of the right-hand side of (1.3) always exists in (0, 00].

Our strategy for proving the main rectifiability theorem follows largely from [DM19] and is as
follows: by isometrically embedding S"*! into R"*2, our goal becomes: to show that the afore-
mentioned T is a n-rectifiable set in R"™2. Using the Hinge version of Topogonov theorem, we
obtain an estimation of [N (y)-(y' —v)|, where ¢/, y € T', and N (y) is the derivative of the distance
function at y, which will be proved to be well-defined everywhere on I'} in Proposition 3.5, both
y,y', and N(y) are considered as vectors in R"2, / denotes the standard Euclidean inner prod-
uct. By virtue of this basic estimation, we can use the C''-Whitney extension theorem and the
C'-implicit function theorem to show that I'} is C'-rectifiable. To prove the C!l-rectifiability,
in the Euclidean case, Delgadino-Maggi’s proof of Cl:l-rectifiability is built on the fact that I'%
can be written as a codimension-1, C'-graph in R®*!. In our situation, the main obstacle to
prove the Cll-rectifiability is that, the analysis of codimension-2 graph in R"*? seems more
subtle. Regarding this, our approach can be viewed as a codimension-2 counterpart of the one
presented in [DM19, Theoreml, stepl].

In view of the classical rigidity result of C?, CMC hypersurfaces in S"*! [MR91, part C)],
and the Alexandrov theorem for critical points of isoperimeteric problem among sets of finite
perimeter Theorem 1.1 (see in particular [DM19, Theoreml, step4]), it is interesting to see
whether one can establish an Alexandrov theorem on S™t! among sets of finite perimeter, we
hope that our rectifiability result can serve as a fundamental step for solving this interesting
open problem. On the other hand, we believe our codimension-2 analysis can be used in a wider
range of problems that deal with graphs on S™*!.

As pointed out to us by a referee, our rectifiability theorem can be deduced quite easily from
the corollary of [MS19, Theorem 4.12], which asserts that if S is a closed subset of R"*1 and
S* is the set of v € S such that there exists an open ball B, with B, NS = () and x € OB,
then S* can be H™-almost covered by the union of countable collection of C?-hypersurfaces. This
theorem readily implies that (using local charts) all the level-sets of the distance function from
an arbitrary closed set in a complete (n+1)-dimensional Riemannian manifold can be H"-almost
covered by the union of embedded C?-hypersurfaces. This fact, together with the applications of
a few standard tools in Geometric Measure Theory, yields Theorem 1.4 even when the standard
sphere (S™*! ggn+1) is replaced by an arbitrary complete Riemannian manifold and for all
0 < s <t < oo. In this regard, our proof of Theorem 1.4 serves as an alternative approach by
using the nonlinear analysis arguments.

1.2. Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we collect some background material from
geometric measure theory. In Section 3 we study the fine properties of I',. In Section 4 we prove
the main rectifiability result Theorem 1.4. In Section 5, we define the viscosity mean curvature
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and boundary of any open set in S"*! and we establish a Heintze-Karcher type inequality
Theorem 1.5.

1.3. Acknowledgements. I would like to express my deep gratitude to my advisor Chao Xia
for many helpful discussions, constant encouragement, and for bringing [DM19] to my attention.
I would wish to thank Wenshuai Jiang, Liangjun Weng, and Xiaohan Jia for several helpful
discussions. I would also like to thank Mario Santilli for the enlightening discussions and for
informing the related works on the C'™!-rectifiability theorem and the Heintze-Karcher inequality
and to thank the anonymous referee for reading the manuscript and providing useful comments
which help improve the exposition of this paper.

2. RECTIFIABLE SETS

The main purpose of this note is to establish the rectifiability result, here we list some funda-
mental concepts and tools that are needed in the sequel, and we refer to [Sim83; De 08; Mag12]
for more details. We must point out that, by virtue of the embedding S”*! < R"*2, in most of
this paper, we will be working in R"*2, and we use H* to denote the k-dimensional Hausdorff
measure in R"2.

2.1. Rectifiable set.

Definition 2.1 (n-rectifiable set, [DM19, Section 2.1]). A Borel set N C R"2 is a locally
H"™-rectifiable set if N can be covered, up to a H"-negligible set, by countably many Lipschitz
images of R™ to R"*2, and if H"LN is locally finite on R"*2. N is called H"-rectifiable if in
addition, H"(N) < oc.

2.2. Area formula and Coarea formula.

Proposition 2.2 (Area formula for k-rectifiable sets, [Magl2, Theorem 11.6],[Sim83, (12.4)]).
For1<k<m, if ACR" is a HF-rectifiable set and f : R® — R™ is a Lipschitz map, then

HO (AN {f = y)) dHA (y) = / AT (2)dH" (2), (2.1)
Rm™ A

where {f =y} = {x € R": f(x) =y}, JAf(x) is the Jacobian of f with respect to A at x(see
for example [Sim83, (12.3)] and [Mag12, (11.1)]), which exists for H*-a.e. x € A.

Proposition 2.3 (Coarea formula for k-rectifiable set, [Sim83, (12.6)]). For k > m, if A C R"
is a HF-rectifiable set and f : R™ — R™ is a Lipschitz map, then

HEm(A A f () AR (y) = / JAF(2)dH* (x). (2.2)
R™ A

The following proposition is also needed in our codimension-2 argument, which amounts to
be a simple modification of [DM19, Section 2.1(iv)]. The proof follows exactly from [DM19] and
hence is omitted here.

Lemma 2.4. Let M C R™"2 be a locally H"-rectifiable set and f : M — R"*2 is a Lipschitz
map defined on M, then for any Lipschitz functions F,G : R"™2 — R"*2 such that F = G = f
on M, we have

VME =VvMG H™-a.e. on M. (2.3)

In particular, if ¥ : R® — R"2 is a Lipschitz map and E C R" is a Borel set, then T,M =
(Vi) y—1(2)[R"] for H"-a.e. x € M NY(E), with

(VM) [r] = V(F o) -1 (V) 7] V7 € TuM. (2.4)
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We note that VM F(z) denotes the tangential differential of F' with respect to M at x, which
exists for H"-a.e. x € M by virtue of the Rademacher-type theorem [Magl12, Theroem 11.4].

To close this section, we list some well-known facts about the space form S™*!, which will be
needed in our proof. Note that part of them are already mentioned in the introduction.

2.3. Geometry of (S"*! ggni1). In this paper, we consider the unit sphere S"*! c R"*2
endowed with the Riemannian metric ggn+1 that is induced from the isometrically embedding
St ey (R"2 goue), and we have the following basic facts:
(1) S"*! is a smooth, complete, compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, having
constant sectional curvature which is identically 1.
(2) The injective radius of S"*! is 7, i.e., inj(S"*!) = 7.
(3) The only geodesics on S"*! are great circles.
(4) For ¢ # z € S™"! with dist,(z,2) < m, there exists a unique minimizing unit-speed
geodesic joining x and z.
(5) The geodesic ball of radius r centered at some x € S"*!, denoted by B,(z), is umbilical
in 8”1 with constant principal curvatures cot r.

3. FINE PROPERTIES OF I'

In this section, we explore the fine properties of I'. For any nonempty open set 2 C S"*1, we
define I' and T'} as in Definition 1.3. Recall that for any y € Q, we define u(y) = dist,(y, 9Q)
to be the distance function from 9. Following [Fed59], we define the unique point projection
mapping on S"T! see [Fed59, Definition 4.1] for the Euclidean version.

Definition 3.1. For any nonempty open set Q C S™*! let Unp(dQ) be the set of all those
points y €  for which there exists a unique point of 9€) nearest to y, and the map
€ : Unp(092) — 092 (3.1)
associates with y € Unp(d9) the unique x € 02 such that u(y) = dist,(z, y).
Our first observation is that T'Y € Unp(992).

Lemma 3.2. For any nonempty open set @ C S and for every 0 < s <t <, let 'Y, be as in
Definition 1.3. Then, for any y € T'L, it has a unique point projection onto O, which reads as
£(y) = x; in other words, Tt C Unp(0R). Similarly, it has a unique point projection onto 9.
Proof. By definition, for any y € I':, there exists z = ,(s) € 9Q and z = y,(s — t) € 9.
Since y € 0L, if there exists &’ # x € 0 such that disty(z',y) = s, then by the triangle
inequality we have
disty(2/, z) < distg(2',y) + disty(y,2) = s+t —s =1,

contradicts to the fact that z € 9Q;. Therefore, we have showed that z is the unique point of
00 nearest to y; that is, (y) = .

On the other hand, we note that by using the triangle inequality again, it is easy to see that
z is the unique point in 9§ such that disty(y,z) =t — s. O

Now that we have showed that Iy C Unp(92), we can explore the unique point projection
mapping £ on I'. Indeed, we have the following.
Lemma 3.3. For any nonempty open set Q C S"H, the following statements hold:
(1) the function u(-) = disty(+,08) is a Lipschitz function on S™ with Lipschitz constant
at most 1, i.e., for any x,y € S™1,

u(y) = u(z)| < disty(z,y).
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(2) For 0 < s <t<m, & is continuous on T'%.

Proof. For any x,y € S"t!. Since 99 C S"! is compact, we may let a € 9Q such that
u(x) = disty(a,xz). Without loss of generality, assume that u(y) > w(z). By the triangle
inequality, we find

lu(y) — u(z)] = u(y) —u(z) < disty(a,y) — disty(a, z) < distg(z,y),

which proves (1).
For (2), suppose on the contrary that there exists some ¢ > 0 and a sequence of points
Y1,Y2,Y3, - .. € 'L, converges to y € I't, such that disty(£(y;), (y;)) > e fori=1,2,...
By definition, for each ¢, we have, for i large, there holds
distg (§(yi), i) = uly:) = s. (3.2)

Using the triangle inequality and the fact that y; converges to y, we find

disty (&(yi),y) < disty(§(vi), vi) + disty (i, y) = s + disty(yi, y) < s +e.

This means, all the points {{(y;)}; are lying in 99 N Bsye(y), which is a bounded subset of the
compact set 92, and hence by passing to a subsequence, we can assume that {£{(y;)}; converges
to some point z € 9. But then, since u is continuous on S"*!, we have

uly) = lim u(y;) = lim disty(£(yi), yi) = disty(z, y),

which implies that z = £(y) since we have proved that y € T C Unp(dQ) in Lemma 3.2.
However, this contradicts to the assumption that

disty (2, £(y)) = Jim dist, (€(), (1)) =

and hence completes the proof. O

Remark 3.4. When ( is contained in a Euclidean space, similar results are included in [Fed59,
4.8(1), (4)]

With the help of Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, we collect the fine properties of I'; as follows
(see [DM19, Theoreml] for the Euclidean version).

Proposition 3.5. For any nonempty open set Q@ C S"T! and for every 0 < s < t < m, the
following statements hold:

(1) For s <ty <ty <m, T2 CTY. In particular, T} = lim, , . I'.

(2) Tt is a compact set in S™*1.

(3) fory € Tt, T is bounded by two geodesic balls in S™!, mutually tangent at y, i.e.,

Bis(z) C Qs C 8™\ By(a),
{y} = 0B,_s(z) N OB, (x).

(4) the distance function u is differentiable at every y € T%.

Proof. (1) The first part of the statement follows easily from the definition of I'y, while by virtue
of the inclusion, it is apparent that '] = lim,_, .+ T'%.
(2) It suffice to prove that T'% is a closed set in S™*1, i.e., if a sequence of points in I'%, say
{y:}2,, converges to y, then it must be that y € T".

By definition of T, for each y;, there exists corresponding points z; € 99,2 € 9Q;. By
Lemma 3.3, ¢ is continuous on T, and hence we have: {z;}3°; is a Cauchy sequence' in 9.

1By Cauchy sequence we mean, for any € > 0, there exists some positive integer N, such that for any m,n > N,
there holds disty(Zm,zn) < €. This shows that {z;};2; is a bounded sequence in 9.
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Notice that 0€ is closed, hence {z;}°, converges to some x € J€). Similarly, {z;}°; converges
to some 2z € 9);.
By continuity, we have

u(y) = lim u(y;) = s, disty(z,y) = lim disty(ys, § (%)) = s.
1—00 100

Similarly, we deduce that disty(y,0€;) = disty(y,2) = t. By using the triangle inequality, we
find

t =u(z) < disty(z, z) < distg(z,y) + disty(y, 2) = t,

it is easy to see that the geodesic joining z and z must pass through y, and hence y € T'Y by
definition.

(3) can be deduced from the definition of I'%; (4) is a direct consequence of the fact that
y € T'Y € Unp(09Q). O

Remark 3.6. The lemmas and propositions in this section can be extended easily to the case
when (S"*!, ggnt1) is replaced by any complete Riemannian manifold.

4. CHL-RECTIFIABILITY OF I'%

In this section, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.4. As mentioned in the introduction, our
proof is based on the isometrically embedding S"*! < R"*2. We point out that, in the rest
of the paper, we will be working in R"*2. For every 0 < s < t < m, and for any nonempty
open set ) C S"H we define I',, '}, Q4 as in Definition 1.3, (1.2), respectively. By virtue of
Proposition 3.5(4), u is differentiable at y, and we denote by N(y) its gradient, which belongs to
T,S™" L. In all follows, thanks to the embedding, N(y) will be considered as a vector in R"*2.

The following well-known fact motivates our estimation.

Lemma 4.1. For any y € T, let x = v,(s) € 0Q and z = v, (s — t) € O be the corresponding
points that y admits. Then there holds

T 4+ cos sy 1 Cos s
N(y):— . = —— T+ — Y, (4‘1)
sin s sin s sin s
tan (t — s)N
- y + tan ( . )N (y) = cos (t — s)y +sin (t — s)N(y). (4.2)
cos (t—s)

Proof. These are well-known facts and one can check by a direct computation. Notice for
example that y — tan sN(y) = —~x. See Figure 1 for an illustration. O

COs s

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Throughout the proof, | - | will denote the Euclidean norm in R"*2 V¥
will denote the gradient in Euclidean space and “-” will denote the Euclidean inner product in
R"*2. To make a distinction, we use (-,-) to denote the Euclidean inner product in R™. For
any two points x # y € S"! such that disty(z,y) < 7, we use zy to denote the unique image
of the minimizing geodesic on S"*! joining x and v.

Stepl. Cl-rectifiability of I'.

First we estimate |N(y) - (' — y)| in the Euclidean space R"2 for any y, 3y’ € I', satisfying
disty(y’,y) < m. A key observation is that, if we denote by vgn+1 the outwards pointing unit
normal of S"*! in R"*2, then trivially, 4 = vgns1(y), and hence for any y € I'y € S"*!, we have
N(y)-y=0.

By Lemma 3.2, y admits unique z € 98,z € 99Q;. Note that zy,yy’ and the interior angle
between them, say «, form an Hinge in S"*!. Now we consider a hinge in the Euclidean space,
with the same lengths dist,(z,y), disty(y,y") and the interior angle o. Note that a Euclidean
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v+ tan(t — s)N (y)

y—tan()N@) =

FIGURE 1. Relation of z,y,z and N(y)

hinge indeed induces a triangle, and we denote by c the length of the other segment of this
triangle, by the cosine theorem, we have

¢? =dist,y(x,y)? + disty(y,y')* — 2disty (2, y)dist,(y,y’) cos o
=s? + disty(y, y')? — 2s - disty(y,y) cos . (4.3)

Using the hinge version of Toponogov’s comparison theorem, see for example [Pet16, Theorem
12.2.2], we find

dist3($, y)? < (4.4)

By virtue of (4.1), we can compute the interior angle a of xy and yy’ at y, which is given by

cosar = ~N(y) - (~N(w)) = N(y) - Y+ cot (disty (1) )

1
<_ sin (disty(y, y'))
where —N (y) denotes the initial velocity of the geodesic segment yy', which is a tangent vector

at y. Combining this with (4.3) and (4.4), we find

1
 sin (distg(y, y

disté(a:, y') < s+ dis‘cg(y7 y/) — 2s - disty(y, y/)N(y) . < ,))y/ + cot (distg(y, y’)) y) ,

notice that disty(x,y’) > s, N(y) - y = 0, and hence we obtain

dist,(y, ") ,
-2 g\J>» N (] <d t2 /
S sin (disty (y, 7))~ &) W~y < distyly, g,

since disty(y,y") < m, we deduce that

N() - (f = 9) = —5-sin (distyy,47) ity (3. (45)

On the other hand, same computation holds for y, v/, 2 hold, notice that the interior angle in
the geodesic triangle y'yz at y is given by cos 8 = N(y) - (—N(y)), thus we obtain

dist?(z,y") < (t — s)* + dist2(y, y') + 2(t — s) - disty(y, ¥ )N(y) - | -
15 g(zay)—( 8) + dis g(yay)+ ( 8) 1S g(y7y) (y) < Sin(distg(y,y’))

y' + cot (disty(y,y")) y) ,
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notice that disty(y', z) > (t — s), disty(y,y") < 7, we deduce

N) (' —y) <5 s (dist(y, y"))disty(y, y')- (4.6)
By (4.5) and (4.6) we obtain
IN(y) - (¥ — y)| < max {213 2(t1_5)} sin (disty(y, y'))disty(y, y'). (4.7)

Since u is differentiable along '}, we see that NV is continuous on I'. Observe also

lu(y’) —uly) = N(y) - (' — y)|

lim sup{ a 0<|y —yl <o, ¢ yel}
o
1 1 : . / N /
max{ 57—, 35 } sin(disty(y,y')) - disty(y,y')
< lim sup 2i=s) 2 - J J 0< |y —y|<d,y,y et =0,
50+ Y =y

(4.8)

where in the inequality we used the fact that u(y’) = u(y) = s and (4.7), in the equality we used
the fact that as § — 0%, disty(y,v') — |¢' — y| and also sin(disty(y, y")) — v — y|.

For (u,N) € CO(TL; R x R™2), since (4.8) holds, we may use the C'-Whitney’s extension
theorem (see for example [Magl2, Section 15.2]) to see that there exists ¢ € C'(R"*?) such
that (¢, V@) = (u, N) on I'L.

For a fixed y € T, we know that N(y) # 0 by Lemma 4.1. Let {ej,...,en12} be the
coordinate of R™™2 up to a rotation, we may assume that y = (0,...,0,1,0) = vgn+1(y), N(y) =
(0,...,0,0,1). Since I', € ¢~1(s) N S"! we consider the following system

Ji(zy, . mage) =2+ ad iy =1,
fQ(‘Tla"wxn'f’Q) = ¢(y) = S.

Notice that vgn+1(y) = (0,...,0,1,0), N(y) = (0,...,0,0,1), and hence we have

aen+1f1(y) = ]"ae'n+2f1(y) = 0’
aen+1f2(y) = Oaa€n+2f2(y) =1.

Set I : R" x R? = R? by F(2/, 241, Tni2) = (f1(2', Tna1, Tnao), fo(2, 2pi1, Tnao)), then by
the C''-Implicit function theorem, there exists an open set 4/ C R™ and a C'-map ¢ € C1(U; R?)
such that T C (2/,%(x")) near y, i.e., T'% lies in the Cl-image of ¥ : i/ € R™ — R"2, given by
U(z') = (2/,1(2')). In particular, this shows the locally H"-rectifiability of T'.

Step2. Cll-rectifiability of I'}.
Let C(Ny, Na, p) := {z + hiNy + haNy : z € span {N1, No} =, |2| < p, |hi] < p} be the codimension-

2 open cylinder at the origin with axis along N, Ny € TS™H! radius p and height 2p in R"*2.
By the fact that at any y € T, {y} = 0Bi—s(2) N IBs(x), vgnt1(y) = y and I'Y is locally H"-
rectifiable, we have: T'Y admits an approximate tangent plane at H™-a.e. of its points and this

plane is then exactly span {N(y), Vgn+1(y) }J', which is a n-dimensional affine plane in R"*2, i.e.,

T, Tt = span {N(y),y}* for H"a.e. ye T
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By [Magl2, Theorem 10.2] and notice that for any fixed p, there exists 0 < p; < pz such that
B,Ol - C(N(y)a 2/7/)) - Ban we have

p AN (4 C(N (1), 9.0))

p—0t wp p"

=1, for H"ae yecTt

here w,, denotes the volume of n-dimensional unit ball in R™+2.
For a sequence {pj}JO-‘;l such that p; — 0 as j — oo, we set

_HM (AN (Y +C (N (9),y.05))

Wn P;L

fi(y) :

)

then f; — 1 for H"-a.e. y € I'.. By Egoroff’s theorem and [EG15, Lemma 1.1], there exists
a compact set Uy C I'\ such that f; — 1 uniformly on Uy with H™(I', \ U) < $H"(T'). For
I\ U, we may use Egoroff’s theorem again to find a compact set Uy C I', \ Uy such that f; — 1
uniformly on Us and H™ (T4 \ (Uh UUs)) < 5z H"(I). By an inductive argument, we obtain a
sequence of compact sets {L{j};il such that H"(T% \ U;21U;) = 0 with f; — 1 uniformly on
each U;, namely,

H (DL (y+C (N (y), v,
15 (p) = sup |1 — L0+ W @) )| o as ps o, (4.9)
yer Wnp

This shows that I'% can be covered by a countable union of compact sets, up to a H"-negligible
set.

For every j and for any y € U; C 'Y, we know from the Implicit function theorem that ¢; C T'%
is contained in the graph of a Cl-map v;(-) = (1/1]1()71#]2()) : R® — R? in a neighborhood of
y. Thanks to (4.9) and Lemma A.2, we may assume that, up to subdivision, rotation (so that
y=1(0,...,1,0) and N(y) = (0,...,0,1)) of U; and relabeling, there exists

p; > 0,95 € C'(span {N(y), y}"), ¥} (0) = 1,17(0) = 0, V.45(0) = 0,|V.f <1 (4.10)
such that: let V; denote the projection of U on span {N(y),y}= N {|z| < p;}, then

Uin(y+C(NY),y.0) =Tin(y+C(N(Y),y.05) =y+ {z+¢j(2)y + 5 (2)N(y) : Z(G Vj)}
411

here pj,1; depend on the choice of y € U;. Such U; satisfies that: if we set

o) = mx L o) max (Tui( e 0.0 (412)

then u;(p) — 0 as p — 07 by virtue of (4.9) and the continuity of Vzﬁ; (¢ =1,2). In the rest of
the proof, we use C; to denote positive constants that depend only on /.

We want to show that N(y) is Lipschitz on each U}, namely, for some constants C}, it holds
that

|N(y1) — N(y2)| < Cj |y1 — y2| , for all Y1,Y2 € Uj. (4.13)

To have a chance to prove this, let us first point out that it suffice to consider the case when
Y1, Y2 are close enough. Precisely, for r; < p;/3, we may assume that

y1 € y2 +C(N(y2),y2, pj) (4.14)
or otherwise, |y1 — y2| > ¢(n)r; and it is trivial to see that |[N(y1) — N(y2)| <2 < Cjly1 — yal.
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Next, with (4.14), we may further assume, up to a rigid motion as before, that
y2 = (0,1,0) e R" x R2,  N(y) = (0,0,1) € R" x R2 (4.15)
In this way, (4.11) reads as
{(eohihe) €T : o] < pyolhal < p} = {5 L) 02()) s 2 € VY, (416)

with W € C1(V;) satisfying (4.10).
By (4 14) again, y; = (zl,wl(zl) wQ(zl)) for some z; € V; with |z1| < rj. Since ¢;- is C! on
V;, the Taylor theorem gives

Yi(21) = ¢5(0) + o(|za]). (4.17)
In view of this and invoking (4.10), (A.1) thus gives a normal vector field in the form
N(y) = ((=1+ o(lz1]) + (21, Va43)) Va? + o(|21) Vb, 0| 210), 1 = of|z1))

= ((=1+o(|z1]) V295 + o(|21)) Va5, of|z1]), 1 = o(|21])) (4.18)

where |VZ¢J1| < 1 on each V; due to (4.10). In particular, set N(y) = N(y)/|N(y)| and we
readily see that

|N(y1) - (6707 1)|2 < Oj|21|27 (419)
once provided
V43| < Cjlz| on V. (4.20)

Let us verify the validity of (4.20) by Delgadino-Maggi’s approach (see [DM19, proof of (3-25)]
for a detailed codimension-1 argument). First, for any y,yo € y2 + C(N(y2), Y2, p;) as in (4.16),
we set

VY k@) = (o ¥R 20)) (1.21)
1+ |V |2
( V 1) " 2
(Zv¢j( ))’yO = (Z()awj (ZO))‘ (422)

e yvzwf.\?’

Note that similar with (A.2), we may write a normal vector field as

1 2
Niy) = ( z?l)],LO) ) (=V.95,0,1) (4.23)
1+ !Vzw1|2 1+ yvzwf-I?

where a1 (y) = (<z VZ¢2 1/1 + |VZ¢ ,ao(y ( <Z V. > + (2 )) W14+ |qu/)2|2.

Observe that ai(y) = <N2 y") \/1 + [V ]2\/1 +[V.47[2, and from (4.10) we know
that

1
0 1 O ( ija]-ao)

1—|—|V1/)|2’20 _y‘z =0’
z
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by continuity, we may assume that az(y), <( 1/1], ,0),y > are closed to 1, and we have

<N(y))y0> = <N2(y)7y”> <(_vz¢]17 1)0)7 y0> + <N2(y)a ?/6/ (_ <Zu v2¢1> + 1/}1(2:))
=(Na(y), v — ") (= (20, V200 ) + ¥} (20))
+(Na(y), 95 ) (5 (2) = 95 (20) + (20 — 2, Va5 (2))) (4.24)

for the second term, since T'% is trapped between two mutually tangent geodesic balls at y, we
may project I't and the two geodesic balls over the plane TyZ,S"Jrl to find that the projected
graph is punctually second order differentiable at z and

U5 (2) = 95 (20) + (20 — 2, V21}(2)) = of

which is controlled by o(ly — yo0|?). On the other hand, by continuity we may assume that
|N(y)| <2 and hence (4.24) together with (4.7) yields that

Cily —vol* > [(Na(y), y" — o] - (4.25)

We exploit (4.25) in the manner of Delgadino-Maggi, with y = 31 and yo = (20, kY, h9), defined
by

2—20’2),

20 = 21 — |21]eo, h(l] = @Z)Jl'(zo)v h(2) = ¢]2(20)7 (4.26)

2
V4l o a unit vector, determined as in [DM19, (3-30)]. (4.25) then gives

where ey = _WT?(ZI)‘

(V:43(), eo> L )~ 8(e0)

JIHIV2GEP 141903 0P

To proceed, let us note that for all |2| < p; such that (z, Lbj(z),wjz(z)) € I'L, it holds that
07 (2)] < Cjl=P?, (4.28)

Cjlyr — yol* = laz(y1)| (Na(y1), v — v ) = |21 (4.27)

this is a direct consequence of the following fact: near ys = (6, 1,0), at every y € T't, T is
trapped between two mutually tangent geodesic balls. Due to this, we note that we can only
use the estimate (4.28) for those points that lies in T'%.

By definition of zp, we have |29 < 2|21] < 2r; < pj, if yo lies exactly in I', € U;, by (4.28)
and the definition of yg, we find

2
v — yol” = 21 + > _(Wi(z1) — ¥i(20))* < Cjlza (4.29)

P3(21) — ¥3 (20)
1+ V2P
and hence, recalling the definition of eg, (4.27) gives
Cylz* > |21|IV24F (20)], (4.31)

this shows (4.20) when yo € I'.. On the other hand, if yo ¢ T, we let ¢y be the largest ¢ > 0
such that

< 95 (21)] + Y7 (20)| < Cjlzal?, (4.30)

{lz =20l <enV; =02. (4.32)
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Since z1 € Vj and |29 — z1| = |21| by definition, we know that ¢y < |z;|. Moreover, since
|z0] < 2|21| by definition of z, it follows that the n-dimensional ball {|z — zp| < €p} is contained
in {|z| < 3|21} C {|2| < p;} thanks to 3r; < pj. Our definition of €y then assures the existence
of z, € V; with |2, — 29| = € so that

wnlzo — 2" =H"({|z — 20| < e}) < H"({|z] <3|z1]} \ V)
=wn(3lz1])" = H" (Vi N {lz] < 3[z1]}). (4.33)

On the other hand, the definition of 41, in (4.12) shows that
wn(3]21])" (1 = p(3l21)) < H (T NC(N (y2), 2, 3121])) < wn(Blz)" (1 + ps(3la])).  (4.34)

Moreover, recall that U; is the graph of ¢; = ( ]1-, ¢J2) over Vj, and the Jacobian of the C'-map
Wz (202, 03(2)) is

Ju,(2) = \/det (i}, De¥j)), i (4.35)

where D;¥;(z) = (0,...,1,0...,0, al-@z;}(z), 821#]2(2)) is the directional derivative of ¥; along e;,
with {e1,...,e,} is the standard Euclidean coordinate of R™. We can use the Laplace expansion
for the n x n matrix (< D;¥;, Dy V; >)1<; p<pn to see that

Ju,(2) = \/1 + terms involving (91(2), 92 (2))- (4.36)

In particular, by virtue of (4.10),(4.12) and the continuity of VZ@D;, Vﬂb?, we find: Jy,(0) =1,
Ju;(2) is close to 1 near z = 0, and hence non-vanishing on V;.
Again, by definition of y; in (4.12), we find

Ju. Jvatiai<sian Ju,(2)

W0l < 3l = [ PG Jintsian
vin{lzl<slzly w0 /14 Cn)pi(3[))

_HMTENC(N (y2), 42, 3]21)) S 1 — pj(3[21])

V1+CmuBlal)® 1+ Cn)u;(3lz))™

wn(3|21])",

(4.37)
where we have used (4.12) in the Laplace expansion of Jy,(z) for the first inequality, the area
formula for ¥, in the second equality, and (4.34) for the last inequality.

Putting this estimate back into (4.33), we find
wnlz0 — 2| < Cpj(3|z1))wn (3[21])"; (4.38)
i.e.,

|70 — 2] < Opj(3lza]) /"], (4.39)

It follows that |z.| < |20 + |20 — 24| < Clz1], since we know from the definition of zy that
|z0] < 2|21].
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The definition of z, implies that y, = (z*,¢]1-(z*),¢jz(z*)) € T'l, and hence we may apply
(4.25) with y1,y. to obtain

Cjlyr — yu|* > (Na(y1), v — v)
(T a —n) ) )
VIFIV03GOR I+ Vi)
~Va3(21), 21 - 2
Z< (U (21),21 — 2 >
VIH V)P

= C(laal* + )

z
SV el - Ol ™ L - 0P 5Py, (440)
where we have used (4.28) in the third inequality thanks to the fact that y;,y. € ['%; for the last
. . . Vz¢2(21)
inequality, we first decomposed z; — z, into the sum of z; — zp = |z1]ep = —|z1||vT]2(21)‘ and
=Vj
20 — 2x, then we used (4.39). Notice also
2 . .
g1 — sl |21 — 2| + D [W5(z1) — (=)
i=1
<[z1 = 20l + |20 — 2| + C(|21* + |2[?) < Cla. (4.41)

Thus, by combining (4.40) with (4.41), we have proved (4.20) and hence (4.19). In particular,
(4.19) implies (4.13) immediately, since we have the trivial observation

lyr = y2l* = |a1” + [0 (z0) P + [9F (21) — 12 > |1

Therefore we have showed that N is Lipschitz on each ;. By (4.7) and (4.13), on each U},
we can use the Whitney-Glaser extension theorem (see for example [Le 09]) to find that there
exists ¢ € CHL(R™F2) such that (u, N) = (¢, V¢) on U;. Then, by the C1:1-Implicit function
theorem, for each y € Uj, there exists ¢; = ( ]1, 1,/}]2) € ClY(span {N(y), y}L), which completes
the proof. O

5. THE HEINTZE-KARCHER INEQUALITY ON SPHERE

With the C'l-rectifiability in force, we are going to derive the definitions of the principal
curvature, viscosity mean curvature and boundary in the spirit of Delgadino-Maggi, thus extends
[DM19, Lemma 7 ] from Euclidean space to S™™!. In this section, we continue to use the
notations in Definition 1.3, (1.2) and in the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proposition 5.1. For any nonempty open set Q C S™1, there holds
(1) N is tangentially differentiable along Tt at H"-a.e. y € TL, with

VN (y) = = S (6)i@)mi(y) @ 7ily), (5.1)
—cots < (k');(y) < cot(t — s), '

where {(Kg)l (y)}:; denote the principal curvatures of N along T, at y when they exist,
which are indexed in increasing order.

(2) For a.e. 0 < s <m, H*(T']) =H"(09Q;).
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(3) For every r < s < t, the map g, : I'Y — T''__, given by g,(y) = cosry — sinrN(y) for
y € I't, is a bijection from T to T_ and is Lipschitz when restricted to U;, with

S—r

—sinr + cosr(ks)i(y)
cosr + sinr(ks);(y)

Sgr H cos + sinr(k%); ] v (Rs—r)i(gr(y)) = , (5.2)
1=1

for H"-a.e. y € TL.
Proof. We begin by recalling that in Theorem 1.4, we have constructed a sequence of compact

sets Uj, on which N is Lipschitz (see (4.13)) such that H™(Ty \ U2, U;) = 0.

(1) By virtue of Lemma 2.4, to study the tangential gradient of N on I'}, it suffice to work on
each U;, see (4. 10) and (4. 11) for the construction of U/}, where U; is contained in the graph of

the CM-map (¢} (), %7 (-)).
Now, for a ﬁxed yE Z/lj, we consider a natural Lipschitz extension of N, from U;N(y +C (N (y), y, p;))

to y+C(N(y),y,p;), denoted by N, and defined as
Ni(y+ z+ h1y +haN(y)) = N(y+ 2), Vz € span {N(y),y}L  |zl, b, ha < pj, (5.3)

where N(y + z) is just the normal of the graph (x’,w}(x’),z/}]?(q:’)) at y+ 2z € Uj. Set U;(z) =
y+z+ w}(z)y + w?(z)N(y) for |z| < pj, by (2.4) we have: for H™-a.e. y € U; and for any
T E Ty/Uj,

(V¥IN),, [r] = V(N0 Wj) g1, €],
_ N1 n
where e = (V\I/J)\p;l(y/)m € R".
If v; € C%(span {N(y), y}), then for any z € span {N(y),y}", by definition,

V(N 0 W) [e] = fim MWl H1) = N((2)) _ ) Nly+te) = N(y)
* 1)z t—0+ t 50+ t 5

this shows that
V(NioWj):le] = =5;(¥;(2))[r], (54)
where S;(¥;) denotes the classical shape operator in differential geometry, with respect to the
graph of ¢; = (¥},%7).
Notice that I'Y is trapped between two mutually tangent geodesic balls on S"*! with radius

s and t — s, and hence the principal curvatures of the graph of ¢, is bounded from below by
—cot s and from above by cot (t — s) , i.e.,

—cots < (/1';)1 (y) < (/f';)Hl (y) < cot (t — s). (5.5)

By the chain rule for Lipschitz functions and the fact that VQI/JJ- is a H"-a.e. classical differ-
ential, the above argument holds for H"-a.e. y € U;, which completes the proof of (1).

(2) In view of (4.2), given r € [—s,t — 5|, we consider the map f, : It — 0Qs,, defined by
fr(y) = cosry +sinrN(y). By definition of I', it is clear that f, is surjective, thus we have

HO0) = W) S [ HO ) ),
using the area formula, we find

H" (0Qs1+) S/f(rt)HO(ffl(Z))dH"(Z)Z/ T7 o (y)dH" (3), (5.6)

Iy
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a direct computation then gives that, for H"-a.e. y € I't,
n
t .
JFSfT(y) = [COS’I“ — sin T(Kg)l] .
i=1
For 0 < r < t — s, we have, cotr > cot(t — s) > (x!);(y) by virtue of (5.5), it follows that
cosr —sinr(kL); > 0 for each i, and hence we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to find
n
Jréfr(y) = H [cosT — sinr(k);] < {[cotr + cot s]sinr}"™.
i=1

It follows from (5.6) that

H™ (00 1) < [ {[cotr + cot s]sinr}" dH™ < {[cotr + cot 5] sinr}" H"(TL). (5.7)
I

On the other hand, by the Coarea formula, for a.e. s > 0, we have

1 €
H"(0Q) = lim — [ H" (004, )dr,

e—0 € 0

combining with (5.6), we obtain
1 € 1 €
/ H" (054 )dr < / {[cot r + cot s]sinr}" H"(T)dr
€Jo €Jo

n FJr €
< H(S)/ [1 -+ sin €| cot s|]" dr
0

€
= [1 +sine| cot s|]" H™(T]).

Notice that I'Y C 9Qy, thus we deduce
HM(TT) < H™(09s) < lin% [1+sine|cot s|]" H™(TT) = H"(TT),
e—

which proves (2).

3) For r € (0, s), consider the bijection g, : I'Y — I'Y_ . defined by g¢,(y) = cosry — sinrN(y),
S S—T

which is Lipschitz on each U;. We claim that, if N is tangential differentiable at y along I,
then N is also tangential differentiable at g, (y) along T _,.
Indeed, by a simple geometric relation on sphere (as illustrated in Figure 2), we have

9r(y) + tan SN (g,(y)) = y — tan TN (y),

which implies

1

N(gr(y)) = — [(cosr -1y — (sinr — tan g) N(y)] . fan’ = sinry + cosrN(y).

Thus
cosTN(y) = —sinry + N(gr(y)) = —sinry + N (cosry — sinrN(y)) .

That is, if y is a point of tangential differentiability of N along I' and 7 € T,T", then 7 € Tgr(y)l“’f9
and

CosT (VFéN) [7] = —sinrT + (VF§*TN>

, [cos rT —sinr (VrgN)y [T]] ,

gr(y)
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FIGURE 2. Relation of y, ¢,(y) and the corresponding normals.

take 7 = 7;(y) to be the eigenvectors of the shape operators S; in (5.4), we obtain

—cos r(=)i(w)7i(y) = —sinrri(y) + (V5 N) | feosrri(y) +sine(s)i(w) ()]

= —sinr7(y) + (COST’ + sinr(/ﬁg)i(y)) (VF§*TN> : [7:(y)],

from this we have

o r_ - _ - sinr + cosr(k )Z(y)
—7ily) (V N)gr(y)[ il cosr +sinr(kt);(y)

Hence {7;(y)}{_, is an orthonormal basis for T, (, I, _,, and the eigenvalues of vl N (g9r(v))
are given by:

—sinr + cos7(k%)i(y)
cosr + sinr(kt)i(y) ’

(Keer)ilgr(y) = (5-8)

which completes the proof of (3). O

Remark 5.2. In view of the rectifiability theorem Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 5.1(2), we have
proved the following: for any nonempty open set Q C S™*!, the level-set 9, of the distance
function u is C1!-rectifiable for a.e. 0 < s < .

Now we are in the position to generalize the viscosity mean curvature defined in [DM19] from
Euclidean space to S™t1.

Definition 5.3 (Principal curvature and second fundamental form on I'}). For every 0 < s < ,
the principal curvatures (ks); of I are defined H™-a.e. on 'l by setting

(ks)i = (K%); on T for each t > s.

s

where (k%); is well-defined on H"-a.e. y € 't by virtue of Proposition 5.1(1). In particular,
we can define the mean curvature and the length of the second fundamental form of 0 with
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respect to vg, at H™-a.e. points of I'l™ as follows:

n n

Ho, =Y (k)i |Aa [ = ()7

i=1 i=1

Lemma 5.4. For every 0 < s # 7/2 < and for H"-a.e. y € T’} where the principal curvatures
are well-defined, let x = gs(y), then the limit

ri(x) = lim (ks—r)i(g:(y)) (5.9)

r—S8—

exists by monotonicity.

Proof. Let y € T'} be the point where the principal curvatures are well-defined, and let x = g,(y).
For 0 <r <ra <s, by (5.8) we have

t t _ —tanr + (85)i(y)  —tanrs + (k5)i(y)
(K )il9rs () = (R )il () = T oS S 1+ta§r2<ﬂt).<y>

_ (tanrg — tanry) - (1+ 2(y))
(1 + tanry (k5); (y)) - (1 +tan?"2 (KL); ()

Notice also that (k%);(y) is a bounded number as in (5.5), and hence (x%_,);(z) is monotone
decreasing on r, it follows that (5.9) exists.

0

Definition 5.5. For any nonempty open set Q in S"*!, the wviscosity boundary of Q is defined

as
0" = J g:(T})

s>0

and the corresponding viscosity mean curvature of € is defined at those z where the limit (5.9)
exists for some s > 0, defined by

Hy =) ki)
i=1

We would like to mention that the viscosity principal curvatures are strictly related to the
principal curvatures defined and investigated in [San20; HS22].

Finally, we can prove a Heintze-Karcher-type inequality in the spirit of Brendle’s monotonicity
approach [Brel3], see also [DM19, Theorem 8| for the Euclidean version.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We define for 0 < s < 7,

coss .
Q(S)_/F;" Ho, dH"™.

Notice that by the monotonicity (see Lemma 5.4), the viscosity mean convexity of 2 implies
Hg, > 0 on '} for every s € (0,%). With this observation, for every s < t < 7, we define
Q' : (0,t) — (0,00) by setting

cos s

t — dH™.
Q'(s) v He, H

Observe that by definition,
Q(s) > Q'(s) > Q" (s) forallt>s,e>0, (5.10)
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notice also that H"(I'}) converges monotonically to H™(I'[) as t — sT by virtue of the inclusion
Proposition 3.5(1). This implies

Q(s) = lim Q'(s) =supQ’(s) forall 0 < s < g (5.11)

t—st t>s
For r € (0, s), by Proposition 5.1 (3), we have

cos(s—r) B COS S 1a/m

e Ho,_, re Ho,

_/ { cos(s — ) [T, [cosr + sinr(k!);] Ccos §
Tt

Yo (—sinr + cosr(kl);)/(cosrT +sinr(kl);)  Haq,

}dH”, (5.12)

where

Z(— sinr + cosr(k%);)/(cosr + sinr(kL);)

i=1
" (—sinr + cosr(kh);) H#i(COST + sinr(kt);)
N ; [T, [cosr + sinr(kt);]

_ {cos" rHq, + cos™ ' rsinr (HE — |Aq,|?) — nsinrcos" ' r + O(sin®r) }
B [T [cosT + sinr(kL)] '
Thus (5.12) reads
Q'(s —r) = Q'(s)
_/ { cos(s —r) (T2, [cosT + sinr(ng)i])Q cos s } dH"
I

cos" rHq, + cos" ' rsinr (H3 — |Aq,|?) — nsinrcos"~r+ O(sin®r)  Hq

/ cos(s — r) (cos®™ r + 2sinr cos® ! rHq, + O(sin?r)) Co85 | 4q/m
~ Jrt | cos®rHg, + cos" L rsinr (H3, —|Aq,|?) — nsinrcosn=tr 4 O(sin’r)  Hg '

Notice that
cos(s —r)cosr = coss + sin(s — r)sinr,
and hence we have
Qs —r) = Q'(s)

/ cos® L7 cos s + cos? L rsin (s — ) sinr + 2cos?* 2 rcos ssinrHg, + O(sin?r)  coss dH"
It cos™ rHq, + cos" ' rsinr (H3 — |Aq,|?) — nsinrcos”~1r + O(sin®r) Hq ’

s

where Oy(sin?7)/r — 0 uniformly on T'} as 7 — 0. We thus find Q! is differentiable on (0,¢)
with

@ (5) — tim L= = Q')

r—0 —-Tr

Aq |2 Hq_ si
:_/ COSs s <1+‘}?23| )d’H”—/ ncoss—il;ﬂ 2 Smsd’H“.
It Qs It Qs
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Notice that by (5.1), (x%); > — cot s, which implies Hg_ sins + ncoss > 0 on I',. Also, by the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have HS%S < n|Aq,|?, these facts imply

(@Q"(s) < -2 ! / cos sdH". (5.13)
n Tt

For 0 < 51 < 52 < §, by (5.11), (5.10) and (5.13) respectively, we find
Qs1) = Q(s2) = lm Q™ (s1) = Q" (s2)
hm QT (s1) — Q7 (s2) = Q™ (51) — Q™ (s2)

T e—=0t
1 1 [*%2
>0 </s cos sd?—[”) ds = n; / cos sH™(I'3?)ds, (5.14)
T's S1

in particular, @ is decreasmg on %) and @’ exists for a.e. s by monotonicity. Using area
formula, by virtue of Proposmon 1 (3), we have

/H cosr + sinr(k);| dH",
Tt

s =1

where [cos7 + sin7(k.);] — 1 uniformly on I', as 7 — 0 by virtue of the fact that —cots <
(ks)i < cot (t —s), for each i € {1,...,n}. In particular, this shows H"(T'}) is continuous on
€ (0,t), and the mean value property yields

[ s = (2 - sme e,
S1
for some sgp € (s1, $2).
On the other hand, letting r = ¢ — s in (5.7), we find
H™(0) < {[cot (t — s) + cot s] sin (t — s)}" H™ (%),
and it follows that
H™(0s,) < liminf (cos (s — s) + cot s9 - sin (sg — 8))" H™(['32) < liminf H™(T52).

s—(s2)~ s—(s2)~

From this observation, we deduce

lim inf
814)(82)_ S9 — 81

Thus we conclude from (5.14) that

—-Q'(s) >

Finally, integrating this over (s, §), we obtain the Heintze-Karcher type inequality (1.3). This
completes the proof. O

52
/ cos sH"(I'5?)ds > cos sH" (08s,) for all 0 < sp < g

1
cos sH"(082s) for a.e. s > 0.

Remark 5.6. We are informed by a referee that a general Heintze-Karcher inequality for closed
subsets in a uniformly convex finite dimensional Banach space with a characterization of the
equality case has been recently obtained in [HS22].

It is natural to see if there is a characterization of the equality case in (1.3), which could be
useful for establishing an Alexandrov-type theorem on the standard sphere among sets of finite
perimeter.
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APPENDIX A. CODIMENSION-2 GRAPHS

The purpose of this appendix is to present some fundamental results for codimension-2 graphs
restricted to the unit sphere in R™"2, that is convenient for this paper, since the computation
is not easily found in other literatures.

Let V C R™ be an open set, given functions ¥',4? € C1(V). In all follows we use z to
denote points in R", V, denotes the gradient operator in R". Consider the codimension-2
graph G = {(z, Pl(z), wQ(z)) 1z € V}, we use y € R"*2 to denote the points on this graph, i.e.,
for y € G, there exists z € V such that y = (z,¢'(2),¢*(2)).

Lemma A.1. If the codimension-2, C'-graph G lies in S"t! c R"*2, then
N(y) = ((2, Vo) Vo) = (2, Vo?) Vo + 92Vt =91 Vop?, =% + (2, V.9%) 9! = (2, Vauh))
(A.1)
is a normal vector field along G.
Proof. We begin by noticing that (V,y!, —1,0) and (V.,%?,0,—1) are normal to the graph at
any z € V, since we readily observe that 7;(y) = (0,...,1,0,...,9;9'(2),0%*(2)) € T,G and
{71,..., 7} forms a basis of TG. Thus we can express any normal vector N (y) by
N(y) - al(y>(vzwla -1, 0) + CLQ(y)(dePu 0, _1)7 (AQ)
where a1, as are continuous on G.

Since G C S™!, we know that (2,9 (2),9%(2)) = y = vgns1(y) L N(y) and a direct compu-
tation gives

a1(y) ({2, Va!) = 9'(2") + aa(y) ({2, V20*) —0*(2)) = 0.
In view of this, we may choose
ar(y) = — <Z,Vz¢2> + ¢2(2)7 az(y) = <Z,Vzl/11> - 7/}1(2)7
and it follows that (A.1) is valid. O

Lemma A.2. For the codimension-2 graph G and N as in Lemma A.1, if at z =0, y = (6, 1,0)
and N(y) = (0,0,1), then
YH0) = 1,9*(0) =0, V.4 (0) = V.¢*(0) = 0.

Proof. Using the ~deﬁnition of y and N (y) to verify the condition: at z = 0, it holds that
y = (0,1,0) and N(y) = (0,0, 1), one readily finds,

vH(0) =1,0%(0) =0, V.4*(0)=0. (A.3)
On the other hand, since G C S™*!, we have

212 + 91 (2)* + 97 (2)* = 1.

Thanks to the C'-differentiability of ¢, we can take directional derivative near z = 0 along
€1,...,€, to obtain

2+ 91 (2)0" (2) + 9 (2)0% (2) = 0,
where z; denotes the i-th component of z € R™. In particular, this, together with (A.3), shows
that Vzwl(ﬁ) = 0, which completes the proof. O
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