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ON GROMOV’S FLAT CORNER DOMINATION CONJECTURE

AND STOKER’S CONJECTURE

JINMIN WANG AND ZHIZHANG XIE

Abstract. In this paper, we prove Gromov’s flat corner domination conjec-
ture in all dimensions. As a consequence, we answer positively the Stoker
conjecture for convex Euclidean polyhedra in all dimensions. By applying the
same techniques, we also prove a rigidity theorem for strictly convex domains
in Euclidean spaces.

1. Introduction

The main purpose of this paper is to solve Gromov’s flat corner domination
conjecture (Conjecture 1.4) in all dimensions (Theorem 1.5). As a consequence,
we answer positively the Stoker conjecture for convex Euclidean polyhedra in all
dimensions (Theorem 1.6). The Stoker conjecture is a question concerning the
rigidity of convex Euclidean polyhedra, which roughly says that the shape of a
convex Euclidean polyhedron is determined by its dihedral angles. See Theorem
1.6 below for the precise statement. The conjecture has attracted a lot of atten-
tion over the past more-than-fifty years since it was proposed by Stoker in 1968
(see the brief discussion after Theorem 1.6). Despite of all the efforts, the conjec-
ture had resisted all previous attempts. Our approach to the Stoker conjecture in
the present paper is to view the conjecture as a special case in the larger context
of comparison problems of scalar curvature, mean curvature and dihedral angles,
where the latter is a program prompted by Gromov [6, 8, 10] and has inspired
a wave of research activity in recent years. By new index theoretic methods, we
answer positively Gromov’s flat corner domination conjecture in all dimensions.
As a consequence, we obtain a positive solution to the Stoker conjecture in all
dimensions.

Gromov’s flat corner domination conjecture (Conjecture 1.4 below) is one of
the fundamental conjectures among the extensive list of conjectures and open
questions on scalar curvature formulated by Gromov [6, 8, 10]. It is closely
related to Gromov’s dihedral extremality and rigidity conjectures (see Conjecture
1.2 and Conjecture 1.3 below). More precisely, Gromov’s flat corner domination
conjecture is a stronger version of Gromov’s dihedral rigidity conjecture. All
three conjectures concern the comparisons of scalar curvature, mean curvature
and dihedral angles for Riemannian metrics on polyhedra. They can be viewed
as scalar curvature analogue of the Alexandrov’s triangle comparisons for spaces
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Figure 1. Dihedral angles.

whose sectional curvature is bounded below [1]. These conjectures of Gromov
have profound implications in geometry and mathematical physics. For example,
it implies the positive mass theorem, a foundational result in general relativity
and differential geometry [18, 19] [24] (cf. [22, Discussion after Theorem 1.7]).

Before we state our main results, let us first recall Gromov’s dihedral extremal-
ity and dihedral rigidity conjectures for convex Euclidean polyhedra. Given a
Riemannian metric g on an oriented manifold M with polyhedral boundary (cf.
Definition 2.1), we shall denote the scalar curvature of g by Sc(g), the mean cur-
vature1 of each face Fi of M by Hg(Fi), and the dihedral angle function of two
adjacent faces Fi and Fj by θij(g). Here the dihedral angle θij(g)x at a point
x ∈ Fi ∩ Fj is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. Write Fij = Fi∩Fj . Let u and v be the unit inner normal vector
of Fij with respect to Fi and Fj at x ∈ Fij , respectively. Let θij(g)x be either the
angle of u and v, or π plus this angle, depending on the vector (u + v)/2 points
inward or outward, respectively. See Figure 1.

Here the angle θij(g)x takes value in (0, π) ∪ (π, 2π). Roughly speaking, if
M is convex at x, then θij(g)x < π; and if M is concave at x, then θij(g)x >
π. Furthermore, our sign convention for the mean curvature is that the mean
curvature of the standard round sphere viewed as the boundary of a Euclidean
ball is positive.

Conjecture 1.2 (Gromov’s dihedral extremality conjecture for convex polyhe-
dra, [7, Section 7]). Let P be a convex polyhedron in R

n and g the Euclidean
metric on P . If g is a smooth Riemannian metric on P such that

(1) Sc(g) ≥ Sc(g) = 0,

(2) Hg(Fi) ≥ Hg(Fi) = 0 for each face Fi of P , and

(3) θij(g) ≤ θij(g) on each Fij = Fi ∩ Fj,

then we have

Sc(g) = 0, Hg(Fi) = 0 and θij(g) = θij(g)

for all i and for all i 6= j.

1Our sign convention for the mean curvature is that the mean curvature of the standard
round sphere viewed as the boundary of a Euclidean ball is positive.
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Conjecture 1.3 (Gromov’s dihedral rigidity conjecture for convex polyhedra, [6,
Section 2.2]). Let P be a convex polyhedron in R

n and g the Euclidean metric on
P . If g is a smooth Riemannian metric on P such that

(1) Sc(g) ≥ Sc(g) = 0,

(2) Hg(Fi) ≥ Hg(Fi) = 0 for each face Fi of P , and

(3) θij(g) ≤ θij(g) on each Fij = Fi ∩ Fj,

then g is also a flat metric.

Gromov’s flat corner domination conjecture is an even stronger conjecture on
convex Euclidean polyhedra [10, Section 3.18].

Conjecture 1.4 (Gromov’s flat corner domination conjecture). Let P be a convex
polyhedron in R

n and g the Euclidean metric on P . If g is a smooth Riemannian
metric on P such that

(1) Sc(g) ≥ Sc(g) = 0,

(2) Hg(Fi) ≥ Hg(Fi) = 0 for each face Fi of P , and

(3) θij(g) ≤ θij(g) on each Fij = Fi ∩ Fj,

then g is flat and all codimension one faces of (P, g) are flat; moreover, at every
point x ∈ P , the manifold (P, g) is locally isometric to (P, g).

We emphasize that Gromov’s flat corner domination conjecture not only de-
termines the geometry of the interior of (P, g) (which has to be flat), but also
determines the geometry of all faces (of any codimension) and all angles (not
necessarily dihedral angles) between faces (of any codimension). The latter im-
plication will be the key step for solving the Stoker conjecture.

Our first main result of the paper is a positive solution to the above flat corner
domination conjecture in all dimensions.

Theorem 1.5. Let P be a convex polyhedron in R
n and g the Euclidean metric

on P . If g is a smooth Riemannian metric on P such that

(1) Sc(g) ≥ Sc(g) = 0,

(2) Hg(Fi) ≥ Hg(Fi) = 0 for each face Fi of P , and

(3) θij(g) ≤ θij(g) on each Fij = Fi ∩ Fj,

then g is flat and all codimension one faces of (P, g) are flat; moreover, at every
point x ∈ P , the manifold (P, g) is locally isometric to (P, g).

In our previous joint paper with Yu [22], the authors completely settled Gro-
mov’s dihedral extremality conjecture for convex polyhedra in all dimensions [22,
Theorem 1.8] by developing a new index theory for manifolds with polyhedral
boundary. Moreover, the same techniques in [22] also imply Gromov’s dihedral
rigidity conjecture for convex polyhedra in dimension three [22, Theorem 1.8].
While the techniques in [22] fell short of proving the dihedral rigidity conjecture
in dimension ≥ 4, we shall apply new index theoretic methods in the present
paper to solve Gromov’s dihedral rigidity conjecture in all dimensions. In fact,
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our methods lead to a positive solution to Gromov’s flat corner domination con-
jecture in all dimensions. More precisely, we prove the general form of Gromov’s
flat corner domination conjecture that actually allows comparisons of possibly
different manifolds [10, Section 3.18]. See Theorem 2.9 below and its variant
Theorem 2.14 for the precise details. We then deduce Theorem 1.5 as a special
case of either Theorem 2.9 or Theorem 2.14.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.5, we answer positively the Stoker conjecture
for convex Euclidean polyhedra in all dimensions [20]. More precisely, we have
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. If P1 and P2 are two convex Euclidean polyhedra of the same
combinatorial type such that all corresponding dihedral angles are equal, then all
corresponding face angles2 are equal.

Let us mention briefly some of the previous work on the Stoker conjecture.
There have been many attempts to solve the Stoker conjecture in the past fifty
years. The conjecture was verified in some special cases. For example, Karcher
verified the Stoker conjecture for a class of 3-dimensional convex polyhedra with
5 vertices and 6 faces [13]. There is also an analogous conjecture for convex
hyperbolic polyhedra, which has also been known in some special cases. For
example, Andreev [2] proved the hyperbolic Stoker conjecture for convex hyper-
bolic polyhedra with all dihedral angles less than π/2. Mazzeo and Montcouquiol
proved a weaker version (an infinitesimal version) of the Stoker conjecture [16,
Theorem 1]. We refer the reader to [16, Theorem 1] for the precise statement of
this infinitesimal version of the Stoker conjecture. We should also mention that
the analogue of Stoker’s conjecture for convex spherical polyhedra is false, due
to counterexamples of Schlenker [17].

So far, we have been mainly concerned with convex polyhedra in Euclidean
spaces. In fact, we can apply the same methods of the present paper to prove
similar rigidity results for manifolds with smooth boundary. For example, we have
the following rigidity theorem for strictly convex domains with smooth boundary
in Euclidean spaces.

Theorem 1.7. Let (M, g) be a strictly convex domain with smooth boundary
in R

n (n ≥ 2). Let (N, g) be a spin Riemannian manifold with boundary and
f : N → M be a spin map. If

(1) Sc(g)x ≥ Sc(g)f(x) = 0 for all x ∈ N ,

(2) Hg(∂N)y ≥ Hg(∂M)f(y) for all y ∈ ∂N ,

(3) f is distance-non-increasing on N ,

(4) the degree of f is nonzero,

then f is an isometry.

Here f : N → M is said to be distance-non-increasing at x ∈ N if ‖df‖x ≤ 1,
where df : TN → TM is the tangent map. As a special case of the above theorem,

2Here the face angles refer to the dihedral angles of each codimension one face (thought of
as a polyhedron itself).
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we see that, given a strictly convex domain with smooth boundary in R
n, one

cannot increase the metric, the scalar curvature and the mean curvature of its
boundary simultaneously. If we relax the condition “f is distance-non-increasing
on N” to “f is distance-non-increasing on ∂N”, then one can still conclude that
(N, g) is isometric to (M, g) as smooth manifolds with boundary (cf. Theorem
3.2 below). However, under such a weaker assumption, f itself may not be an
isometry. To obtain the stronger conclusion that f is itself an isometry, one
generally needs to require f to be distance-non-increasing on the whole N . In
fact, as elementary examples show (cf. the discussion before the proof of Theorem
1.7 in Section 3), there exists a degree one map f : (B2, gst) → (B2, gst) such that
f is area-non-increasing3 on B

2 and f equals the identity map on ∂B2, but f is
not an isometry. Here B

2 is the standard unit Euclidean ball equipped with the
standard Euclidean metric gst.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a notion of
manifolds with polyhedral boundary, which is a class of manifolds that includes
for example all polyhedra. We prove the general form of Gromov’s flat cor-
ner domination conjecture for all flat manifolds with polyhedral boundary in all
dimensions. As a special case, we answer positively Gromov’s flat corner dom-
ination conjecture for convex Euclidean polyhedra in all dimensions (Theorem
1.5). Consequently, we obtain a positive solution to the Stoker conjecture for
convex Euclidean polyhedra (Theorem 1.6). In Section 3, we prove a scalar-mean
rigidity theorem for strictly convex Euclidean domains (Theorem 1.7).

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Tian Yang and Bo Zhu for
helpful comments.

2. Dihedral Rigidity of flat manifolds

In this section, we prove Gromov’s flat corner domination conjecture for con-
vex Euclidean polyhedra (Theorem 1.5) and the Stoker conjecture for convex
Euclidean polyhedra (Theorem 1.6).

2.1. Manifolds with polyhedral boundary. In this subsection, we introduce
a notion of manifolds with polyhedral boundary. We also review the index theory
on manifolds with polyhedral boundary developed in [22].

Recall that n-dimensional smooth manifolds with corners are locally modeled
on [0,∞)k×R

n−k with 0 ≤ k ≤ n. More precisely, let M be a Hausdorff space. A
chart (U, ϕ) (possibly with corners) for M is a homeomorphism ϕ from an open
subset U of M to an open subset of [0,∞)k × R

n−k for some 0 ≤ k ≤ n. Two
charts (U1, ϕ1) and (U2, ϕ2) are C

∞-related if either U1 ∩U2 is empty or the map

ϕ2 ◦ ϕ
−1
1 : ϕ1(U1 ∩ U2) → ϕ2(U1 ∩ U2)

3Here f : N → M is said to be area-non-increasing at x ∈ N if ‖ ∧2 df‖x ≤ 1, where

∧2df :
∧2

TN →
∧2

TM is the map on two forms.
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is a diffeomorphism (of open subsets in [0,∞)k1 ×R
n−k1 and [0,∞)k2 ×R

n−k2). A
system of pairwise C∞-related charts of M that covers M is called an atlas of M .
A smooth manifold with corners is a Hausdorff space equipped with a maximal
atlas of charts.

Similarly, we introduce the following notion of manifolds with polyhedral bound-
ary, which are locally modeled on n-dimensional polyhedra in R

n. For a given
Hausdorff space X , a polytope chart (U, ϕ) for X is a homeomorphism ϕ from
an open subset U of M to an open subset of an n-dimensional polyhedron in
R

n. Two polytope charts (U1, ϕ1) and (U2, ϕ2) are C∞-related if either U1 ∩ U2

is empty or the map

ϕ2 ◦ ϕ
−1
1 : ϕ1(U1 ∩ U2) → ϕ2(U1 ∩ U2)

is a diffeomorphism (of open subsets of n-dimensional polyhedra). Again, a sys-
tem of pairwise C∞-related charts of X that covers X is called an atlas of X .

Definition 2.1. A smooth manifold with polyhedral boundary is a Hausdorff
space equipped with a maximal atlas of polytope charts.

A Riemannian manifold with polyhedral boundary is a smooth manifold with
polyhedral boundary equipped with a smooth Riemannian metric. A main differ-
ence between manifolds with corners and manifolds with polyhedral boundary is
the following: for an n-dimensional manifold with corners, there can be at most
n codimension one faces meeting at a given point; while there may be more than
n codimension one faces meeting at a given point in an n-dimensional manifold
with polyhedral boundary.

Definition 2.2. Let N be an n-dimensional manifold with polyhedral boundary.
We define the codimension k stratum of N to be the set of interior points of all
codimension k faces of N .

For each point x in the codimension k stratum of N , it admits a small neigh-
borhood U of the form:

R
n−k × P

such that P is a polyhedral corner in R
k enclosed by hyperplanes passing through

the origin of R
k and x is the origin of R

n. In this case, we call the partial
derivatives along R

n−k the base directions of the neighborhood U of x.

Definition 2.3. A map f : (N, g) → (M, g) between Riemannian manifolds with
polyhedral boundary is called a polytope map if

(1) f is Lipschitz4,

(2) f is smooth away from the codimension three faces of N ,

(3) f maps the codimension k stratum of N to the codimension k stratum of
M , and

4Here f : (N, g) → (M, g) is said to be Lipschitz if there exists C > 0 such that
dM (f(x), f(y)) ≤ C · dN (x, y) for all points in x, y ∈ N .
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(4) every point x in N has a small open neighborhood U such that f is smooth
with respect to the base directions on U .

Remark 2.4. Condition (4) in the above definition of polytope maps is mainly
added for technical reasons. It can certainly be weakened without affecting all
the main results in the present paper. However, imposing condition (4) makes
some of the proofs of this paper a little more transparent. In any case, condition
(4) is always satisfied in the main geometric applications that we are concerned
with.

We emphasize that a polytope map f : N → M is not required to be smooth
at the codimension three faces of N . Such a flexibility will be important when we
consider n-dimensional polyhedral corners that have more than n codimension
one faces meeting at their vertices (e.g. when we prove the Stoker conjecture
in Theorem 1.6). For example, let N and M be two convex polyhedra in R

n

with the same combinatorial type. Then there is always a smooth polytope map
f : N → M . One can construct f smoothly near each codimension 2 edge of N ,
and inductively extend f radially towards higher codimension vertices.

Consider the vector bundle f ∗TM over N , which is equipped with the pull-back
connection f ∗∇M of the Levi–Civita connection on M . The smooth structure of
f ∗TM is defined everywhere away from faces of codimension ≥ 2. In particular,
it makes sense to talk about the space of smooth sections of f ∗TM that vanishes
near codimension two faces, which will be denoted by C∞

0 (N, f ∗TM). Moreover,
the connection f ∗∇M is well-defined away from codimension two faces.

We define H1(N, f ∗TM) to be the completion of C∞
0 (N, f ∗TM) with respect

to the the following Sobolev H1-norm:

‖s‖1 :=
(
‖s‖2 + ‖∇̃s‖2

)1/2
(2.1)

for s ∈ C∞
0 (N, f ∗TM), where ∇̃ = f ∗∇M .

Lemma 2.5. The space H1(N, f ∗TM) is independent (up to bounded isomor-
phisms of Hilbert spaces) of the metric on TM , and coincides with the usual
H1-space if f is smooth.

Proof. Let {Uα} be an open cover of N consisting of polytope charts such that
TN is trivial on Uα and TM is trivial on f(Uα). Let {φα} be a smooth partition
of unity subordinate to {Uα}. Set m = dimM . For each s ∈ C∞

0 (N, f ∗TM), we
may view sα := ϕαs with a smooth function fromN to Rm after we identify f ∗TM
with a trivial bundle over N . More precisely, we choose a smooth orthonormal
basis {ei} of TM over f(Uα). Then sα is uniquely written as

sα =

n∑

i=1

siαei

where siα’s are smooth functions vanishes near codimension two faces.
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Let Γk
ij be the Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita connection on TM , that

is,

∇M
ei
ej =

n∑

k=1

Γk
ijek.

Let {X1, · · · , Xn} be a orthonormal basis of TN over Uα. Then we may write

f∗Xi =

n∑

j=1

xj
iej,

where xj
i ’s are bounded functions over M (since f is Lipschitz) and smooth in

the interior of M (since f is smooth away from codimension two faces). It follows
that

∇̃Xi
sα =

n∑

j=1

Xi(s
j
α) · ej +

n∑

j,k=1

xj
iΓ

k
jiek.

Since xj
i and Γk

ji are uniformly bounded over Uα, it is not difficult to see that the

Sobolev H1 norm from line (2.1) is equivalent to the following norm:

‖sα‖
2
new :=

n∑

i=1

‖siα‖
2 +

n∑

i=1

‖grad(siα)‖
2,

where the latter is independent of the choice of the metric on M . Together with
the partition of unity {φα} subordinate to {Uα}, it follows that H1(N, f ∗TM)
is independent of the metric on TM , up to bounded isomorphisms of Hilbert
spaces.

Now assume f is smooth. Then f ∗TM is a smooth vector bundle over the
entire N . Recall that removing a subspace of codimension ≥ 2 does not affect
the definition of Sobolev H1 spaces. In particular, the space of smooth sections
that vanish near codimension two faces of N is dense in the usual H1-space, where
the usual H1-space is the completion of all smooth sections over N (that do not
necessarily vanish near codimension two faces of N). This finishes the proof. �

The proof of Lemma 2.5 shows that locally theH1-norm from (2.1) is equivalent
to the usual H1-norm of vector-valued functions. In particular, it follows that
the inclusion H1(N, f ∗TM) → L2(N, f ∗TM) is an compact operator. Moreover,
there is a bounded trace map H1(N, f ∗TM) → H1/2(N, f ∗TM).

As we will work with Dirac type operators, let us recall the following definition
of spin maps.

Definition 2.6. A map f : N → M is said to be a spin map if the second
Stiefel–Whitney classes of TM and TN are related by

w2(TN) = f ∗(w2(TM)).

Equivalently, f : N → M is a spin map if TN ⊕ f ∗TM admits a spin structure.
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Now we assume that both N and M are even dimensional Riemannian mani-
folds with polyhedral boundary and f : N → M is a spin polytope map. The odd
dimensional case is completely similar, or alternatively may be reduced to the
even dimensional case by taking the direct product with the unit interval. The
Riemannian metric on TM pulls back to a (continuous) Riemannian metric on
f ∗TM over N . In particular, the bundle TN ⊗ f ∗TM over N admits a natural
Riemannian metric. Let SN ⊗ f ∗SM be the spinor bundle of TN ⊗ f ∗TM , which
exists as f is a spin map. Let ∇ be the associated Riemannian spinor connection
on SN⊗f ∗SM , which is well-defined at least away from the codimension two faces
of N . More precisely, away from codimension two faces of N , we have

∇ = ∇SN ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ f ∗(∇SM ),

where ∇SN and ∇SM are the Levi–Civita connection on SN and SM , respectively.
Let D be the Dirac operator on SN ⊗ f ∗SM given by

D =

n∑

i=1

c(ei)∇ei ,

where {ei} is a local orthonormal frame of TN . Clearly, D is well-defined away
from the codimension two faces of N . Note that a small open neighborhood of a
point x in the interior of a codimension k face is homeomorphic to a fiber bundle
W ×F, where F is some Euclidean polyhedral corner. Since f is a polytope map,
we see that D is fiberwise asymptotically conical, that is, the fiberwise Dirac
operator DF along each fiber Fy is asymptotically conical, cf. [22, Section 3].
Also see [5, RS4] and [4, Section 1].

Note that∇ on SN⊗f ∗SM is the spinorial connection induced by the connection
∇M ⊕ f ∗(∇M) on TN ⊕ f ∗TM . By Lemma 2.5, the associated H1-space is also
well-defined and (up to bounded isomorphisms) independent of the metric on M .

Let ǫ and ǫ are the grading operators of SN and f ∗SM respectively. Let B be
the boundary condition on SN ⊗ f ∗SM over each codimension one face F i of N
given by

(ǫ⊗ ǫ)(c(en)⊗ c(en))ϕ = −ϕ (2.2)

for all smooth sections ϕ of SN ⊗f ∗SM over N , where en is the unit inner normal
vector of F i in N and en is the unit inner normal vector of the corresponding
face Fi in M .

Definition 2.7.

(1) Let C∞
0 (N, SN ⊗f ∗SM ;B) be the collection of smooth sections that satis-

fies the boundary condition B at each codimension one face and vanishes
near all faces with codimension ≥ 2.

(2) Let H1(N, SN ⊗ f ∗SM ;B) be the completion of C∞
0 (N, SN ⊗ f ∗SM ;B)

with respect to the H1-norm

‖ϕ‖1 := (‖ϕ‖2 + ‖∇ϕ‖2)1/2.

One of the main results of [22] is the following theorem.
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Theorem 2.8 ([22, Theorem 1.6]). Suppose (M, g) is a compact oriented n-
dimensional submanifold with polyhedral boundary such that

(a) M has nonzero Euler characteristic,

(b) the curvature form of M is non negative, and each of its codimension one
face has non-negative second fundamental form, and

(c) all of its dihedral angles are < π.

Let (N, g) be a compact oriented n-dimensional spin manifold with polyhedral
boundary. If f : (N, g) → (M, g) is a spin polytope map such that

(1) f is area-non-increasing on N and distance-non-increasing on ∂N ,

(2) the degree of f is nonzero,

(3) Sc(g)x ≥ Sc(g)f(x) for all x ∈ N ,

(4) Hg(F i)y ≥ Hg(Fi)f(y) for all y in each codimension one face5 F i of N ,
and

(5) θij(g)z ≤ θij(g)f(z) for all F i, F j and all z ∈ F i ∩ F j,

then we have

(1) Sc(g)x = Sc(g)f(x) = 0 for all x ∈ N ,

(2) Hg(F i)y = Hg(Fi)f(y) for all y in each codimension one face F i of N ,

(3) θij(g)z = θij(g)f(z) for all F i, F j and all z ∈ F i ∩ F j.

Furthermore,6 there exists a non-zero parallel section ϕ ∈ H1(N, SN ⊗ f ∗SM ;B),
i.e., ∇ϕ = 0.

2.2. Gromov’s flat corner domination conjecture. In this subsection, we
prove the following theorem, which answers positively Gromov’s flat corner dom-
ination conjecture [10, Section 3.18].

Theorem 2.9. Suppose M is a compact oriented n-dimensional flat submanifold
with polyhedral boundary in R

n with the flat metric g such that

(a) M has nonzero Euler characteristic,

(b) each of its codimension one face is convex, that is, its second fundamental
form is non-negative,

(c) all of its dihedral angles are < π,

Let (N, g) be a compact oriented n-dimensional spin manifold with polyhedral
boundary. If f : (N, g) → (M, g) is a polytope map such that

(1) f is distance-non-increasing on ∂N ,

(2) the degree of f is nonzero,

(3) Sc(g)x ≥ Sc(g)f(x) = 0 for all x ∈ N ,

(4) Hg(F i)y ≥ Hg(Fi)f(y) for all y in each codimension one face F i of N ,

(5) θij(g)z ≤ θij(g)f(z) for all F i, F j and all z ∈ F i ∩ F j,

5The notation F i and Fi means that the map f takes the face F i of N to the face Fi of M .
6For the last conclusion, see Claim 7.1 in the proof of [22, Theorem 1.7].
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then

(1) Sc(g)x = Sc(g)f(x) = 0 for all x ∈ N ,

(2) Hg(F i)y = Hg(Fi)f(y) for all y in each codimension one face F i of N ,

(3) θij(g)z = θij(g)f(z) for all F i, F j and all z ∈ F i ∩ F j,

and (N, g) is also flat. Furthermore, the following hold.

(i) If a codimension one face Fi of M is flat, then the corresponding face F i

of N is also flat.

(ii) Suppose that x is a point in the intersection of ℓ codimension one faces
of N whose unit inner normal vectors at x are denoted by ν1, . . . , νℓ. Let
ν1, . . . , νℓ be the unit inner normal vectors at f(x) of the corresponding
faces of M . Then we have

〈νi, νj〉g = 〈νi, νj〉g, ∀i, j = 1, . . . , ℓ. (2.3)

(iii) Suppose that x1, x2 ∈ ∂N and f(x1), f(x2) ∈ ∂M are in the interior
of codimension one faces. Denote their corresponding unit inner normal
vectors by νx1

, νx2, νf(x1) and νf(x2). Then we have

〈ν̃x1
, νx2〉 = 〈ν̃f(x1), νf(x2)〉,

where ν̃x1
is the parallel transport of νx1

from x1 to x2 along any piecewise
smooth path, and ν̃f(x1) is the parallel transport7 of νf(x1) from f(x1) to
f(x2) along any piecewise smooth path.

Remark 2.10. The conclusion in the case of manifolds with polyhedral boundary
carries is geometrically more significant than the case of manifolds with corners.
Let us consider part (ii) of the above theorem for example. For an n-dimensional
manifold Y with corners, each vertex of Y is the intersection of precisely n codi-
mension one faces. These faces pairwise intersect, hence the equalities in line
(2.3) simply become the equalities of corresponding dihedral angles in the case of
manifolds with corners. However, if N is an n-dimensional manifold with poly-
hedral boundary, then it is possible for a point x ∈ N to lie in the intersection of
many more than n codimension one faces of N , where n = dimN . In this case,
the equalities in line (2.3) imply that not only the equalities of corresponding
dihedral angles, but also the equalities of all other corresponding angles between
non-adjacent faces.

Remark 2.11. It will be clear from the proof that the conclusion in part (ii) and
part (iii) of Theorem 2.9 also hold under the assumption of Theorem 2.8.

Remark 2.12. We point out that, for a given codimension one face F of N , if the
corresponding face F of M is flat, then the condition (1) for requiring f to be
distance-non-increasing on F is not needed. This follows from a standard estimate
involving the second fundamental form of F . See for example [22, Lemma 2.3].
Also see the proof of Proposition 3.1 for a similar computation.

7In fact, we have ν̃f(x1) = νf(x1) ∈ R
n, since (M, g) is assumed to be a submanifold of Rn.
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Proof of Theorem 2.9. The odd dimensional case can easily be reduced to the
even dimensional case by considering N × [0, 1] and M × [0, 1] with the obvious
product metrics. Therefore, we can assume without loss of generality that N and
M are even-dimensional.

Let SN and SM be the corresponding spinor bundle overN andM . By Theorem
2.8, there exists a non-zero section ϕ ∈ H1(N, SN ⊗ f ∗SM ;B) such that ∇ϕ = 0.
It follows that ϕ is smooth away from codimension 2 faces. Moreover, ϕ extends
continuously everywhere over N in the following sense. For each x ∈ N on a
face with codimension ≥ 2, consider a local chart near x so that sections of
SN ⊗ f ∗SM near x is identified with a vector in R

2n , cf. Lemma 2.5. Let γ be a
path on N that γ(t) lies in the interior of N except γ(0) = x. Then the parallel
transport of sections along γ gives rise to ordinary differential equations in t,
whose coefficients are uniformly bounded by assumption. In particular, since ϕ
is parallel, it satisfies the differential equations. Therefore ϕ restricted on γ, as
a function with value in R

2n , is Lipschitz continuous for t > 0. Hence ϕ along
γ extends continuously to γ(0) = x, which we will call ϕ(x). The value ϕ(x) is
independent of the choice of γ.

Since (M, g) is a codimension zero flat submanifold of Rn, there exist n parallel
sections of TM , denoted by {v1, v2, . . . , vn}, such that they form an orthonormal
basis of TxM at every point x ∈ M . We also use the same notation to denote
the standard basis in R

n. Let Λ be the collection of all subsets of {1, 2, . . . , n}.
For λ ∈ Λ, we define

ωλ = ∧i∈λvi ∈
∧∗TM

Note that {ωλ}λ∈Λ are parallel sections of
∧∗TM such that they form an or-

thonormal basis of
∧∗TxM at every point x ∈ M .

With the section ϕ of SN ⊗ f ∗SM from above, we define

ϕλ = (1⊗ c(ωλ))ϕ.

Since ωλ is parallel (with respect to the connection ∇), we see that ϕλ is parallel
(with respect to the connection ∇⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ ∇). Note that ∇⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗∇ is a
Hermitian connection that preserves the inner product on SN ⊗f ∗SM . Therefore,
for any pair of elements λ, µ ∈ Λ, the function 〈ϕλ(x), ϕµ(x)〉 (as x varies over N)
is a constant function. In particular, we may assume without loss of generality
that |ϕλ(x)| = 1 for all x ∈ N and all λ ∈ Λ.

Claim. The parallel sections {ϕλ}λ∈Λ are mutually orthogonal.

Note that dim(SN ⊗ f ∗SM) = 2n = |Λ|, where |Λ| is the cardinality of the set
Λ. Thus if the claim holds, then the curvature form of SN ⊗f ∗SM vanishes. Since
M is flat, the curvature form of SN ⊗ f ∗SM is equal to the curvature form RSN

of SN . By [3, Theorem 2.7], we have

RSN
X,Y σ =

1

2
Rg

X,Y · σ, for all σ ∈ Γ(SN) and X, Y ∈ Γ(TN),

where Rg is the curvature form of the Levi-Civita connection on TN with respect
to g. It follows that Rg = 0, that is, g is flat.
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Now we prove the claim. For each λ ∈ Λ and x ∈ M , we denote by Vλ the
subspace in TxM ∼= R

n spanned by {vi}i∈λ.
Let λ and µ be two distinct members of Λ. Without loss of generality, we

assume there exists 1 ≤ k ≤ n such that k ∈ µ and k /∈ λ. Equivalently, we have
vk ∈ V ⊥

λ ∩ Vµ. Consider the linear function L(y) = 〈y, vk〉 on M (viewed as a
subspace of Rn), which attains its minimum at some point x ∈ M , since M is
compact. Note that f : ∂N → ∂M is surjective, since deg(f) 6= 0. In particular,
there is a point x ∈ ∂N such that f(x) = x. Now there are two cases to consider.

Case I. If x is in the interior of a codimension one face Fi, then the unit inner
normal vector u of Fi at x is equal to vk. In this case, let u be the unit inner
normal vector at x of the corresponding face F i of N . Recall that the section ϕ
satisfies the following boundary condition at x:

(ǫ⊗ ǫ)(c(u)⊗ c(u))ϕ(x) = −ϕ(x).

Note that for a vector v ∈ R
n, we have

c(ωλ)c(v) =




(−1)|λ|c(v)c(ωλ), if v ∈ V ⊥

λ ,

(−1)|λ|−1c(v)c(ωλ), if v ∈ Vλ,

where |λ| is the cardinality of the set λ. Therefore ϕλ and ϕµ satisfy the following
equations at x:

(ǫ⊗ ǫ)(c(u)⊗ c(u))ϕλ(x) = −ϕλ(x),

(ǫ⊗ ǫ)(c(u)⊗ c(u))ϕµ(x) = ϕµ(x).

It follows that 〈ϕλ, ϕµ〉 vanishes at x, hence everywhere on N .
Case II. Suppose x lies in the interior of the intersection of m codimension

one faces. Let u1, . . . , um be the set of unit inner normal vectors of these m
codimension one faces. Then in this case, the vector vk from above lies in the
linear span of u1, . . . , um in TxM . Since deg(f) 6= 0, it follows from the definition
of corner maps that there exists x ∈ f−1(x) such that x lies in the intersection
of m codimension one faces of N . Indeed, deg(f) 6= 0 implies that the map
f |∂ : ∂N → ∂M has nonzero degree. Since f maps codimension k faces of N to
codimension k faces of M for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n, it follows by induction that for
each codimension m face Fθ of M , there exists a codimension m face F θ of N
such that f maps F θ to Fθ with nonzero degree. This in particular implies that f
maps F θ surjectively onto Fθ. To summarize, we see that there exists x ∈ f−1(x)
such that x lies in the intersection of m codimension one faces of N . We denote
the corresponding unit inner normal vectors of these faces at x by u1, . . . , um.
Since vk lies in the linear span of u1, . . . , um, we have

vk =

m∑

i=1

aiui

for some numbers a1, . . . , am ∈ R. Accordingly, we define

u :=

m∑

i=1

aiui.
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At the point x, the section ϕ satisfies multiple boundary conditions, that is,

(ǫ⊗ ǫ)(c(ui)⊗ c(ui))ϕ(x) = −ϕ(x), ∀i = 1, . . .m.

Equivalently, we have

(ǫc(ui)⊗ 1)ϕ(x) = −(1⊗ ǫc(ui))ϕ(x), ∀i = 1, . . .m.

Since (ǫc(ui)⊗ 1) commutes with 1⊗ c(ωλ) and 1⊗ c(ωµ), we have

(ǫc(u)⊗ 1)ϕλ(x) = −(1 ⊗ ǫc(vk))ϕλ(x),

and

(ǫc(u)⊗ 1)ϕµ(x) = (1⊗ ǫc(vk))ϕµ(x).

Note that c(u)(−c(u)∗) = c(u)2 = |u|2g and similarly c(vk)(−c(vk)
∗) = |vk|

2
g = 1.

It follows that

|u|2g〈ϕλ(x), ϕµ(x)〉 = −〈ϕλ(x), ϕµ(x)〉.

Since |u|2g ≥ 0, this implies that 〈ϕλ(x), ϕµ(x)〉 = 0, hence 〈ϕλ, ϕµ〉 = 0 every-
where on N . This proves the claim, hence shows that (N, g) is flat.

Now we shall prove part (i), that is, the following claim.

Claim. If a face Fi of M is flat, then the corresponding face F i in N is also flat.

Let {sα}1≤α≤2n/2 be a set of parallel sections of f ∗SM such that they form an
orthonormal basis of (f ∗SM)x for any point x ∈ N . Hence we can write

ϕ =
∑

α

sα ⊗ sα,

where sα are sections of SN . Since ϕ is parallel, each sα is parallel with respect
to ∇.

From the above, we see that

{ϕλ =
∑

α

sα ⊗ ωλsα}λ∈Λ

forms a basis of (SN ⊗ f ∗SM)x at every point x ∈ N . It follows that

{sα}1≤α≤2n/2

forms a basis of (SN)x at every x ∈ N . That is, {sα} is linearly independent at
any point in N .

At the face F i of N , the section ϕ satisfies the boundary condition

(ǫc(en)⊗ 1)ϕ = −(1 ⊗ ǫc(en))ϕ,

where en (resp. en) is the inner unit normal vector field of F i (resp. the corre-
sponding codimension one face Fi in M). Therefore we have

∑

α

ǫc(en)sα ⊗ sα =
∑

α

sα ⊗ ǫc(en)sα.
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Note that en is parallel. Let X be an arbitrary tangent vector field along F i. By
applying (∇X ⊗ 1 + 1⊗∇X) to both sides of the above equality, we obtain

∑

α

ǫc(∇Xen)sα ⊗ sα = 0.

Therefore c(∇Xen)sα = 0 for all α ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2n/2}. It follows that ∇Xen = 0
for all tangent vector fields X along F i, that is, the second fundamental form of
F i vanishes. As we have shown that N is flat, this implies that F i is also flat.

Now let us prove part (ii). By assumption, x is a point in the intersection of
m codimension one faces of N whose unit inner normal vectors at x are denoted
by ν1, . . . , νm. Let ν1, . . . , νm be the unit inner normal vectors at f(x) of the
corresponding faces of M . Again, let ϕ be the parallel section of SN ⊗f ∗SM from
above. By the above discussion, we have

(ǫc(νj)⊗ 1)ϕ(x) = −(1⊗ ǫc(νj))ϕ(x), ∀j = 1, . . .m.

For a = (a1, a2, . . . , am) ∈ R
m, we define

νa :=

m∑

j=1

ajνj and νa :=

m∑

j=1

ajνj.

Clearly, we have
(ǫc(νa)⊗ 1)ϕ(x) = −(1 ⊗ ǫc(νa))ϕ(x).

By taking vector norms of both sides, we obtain

|νa|
2
g · |ϕ(x)|

2 = |νa|
2
g · |ϕ(x)|

2

since c(νa)(−c(νa)
∗) = c(νa)

2 = |νa|
2
g and c(νa)(−c(νa)

∗) = c(νa)
2 = |νa|

2
g. It

follows that |νa|g = |νa|g, since |ϕ(x)| 6= 0.
Consider the two symmetric quadratic forms

Q,Q : Rm × R
m → R

defined by
Q(a, b) := 〈νa, νb〉g and Q(a, b) := 〈νa, νb〉g.

The above discussion shows that

Q(a, a) = Q(a, a), ∀a ∈ R
m.

By the polarization identity, we have

Q(a, b) =
1

4
(Q(a + b, a+ b)−Q(a− b, a− b)),

Q(a, b) =
1

4
(Q(a + b, a+ b)−Q(a− b, a− b)).

Hence Q and Q are identical. In particular, we have

〈νi, νj〉g = 〈νi, νj〉g, ∀i, j = 1, . . . , m.

Now let us prove part (iii). Note that the proof of part (ii) essentially relies
on the fact that the section ϕ satisfies multiple boundary conditions at a singular
point of the boundary. We shall prove part (iii) in a similar way, by applying
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the fact that ϕ satisfies the boundary conditions at any two different points
x1, x2 ∈ ∂N . More precisely, suppose that x1, x2 ∈ ∂N and f(x1), f(x2) ∈ ∂M
are in the interior of codimension one faces. Denote their corresponding unit inner
normal vectors by νx1

, νx2
, νf(x1) and νf(x2). Let γ : [0, 1] → N be a piecewise

smooth path from x1 to x2 in N and fγ be its image in M . Let ν̃ be the parallel
transport of νx1

along γ, that is, ν̃(0) = νx1
and N∇γ̇ ν̃ = 0, where N∇ is the

Levi–Civita connection on N . We define ν̃x1
:= ν̃(1). Similarly, let ν̃f(x1) be the

parallel transport of νf(x1) from f(x1) to f(x2) via the path fγ.
Since ϕ satisfies the boundary condition at x1, we have

(
ǫc(νx1

)⊗ 1
)
ϕ(x1) = −

(
1⊗ ǫc(νf(x1))

)
ϕ(x1).

The parallel transport of both sides with respect to ∇ on SN ⊗ f ∗SM gives the
following equation

(
ǫc(ν̃x1

)⊗ 1
)
ϕ(x2) = −

(
1⊗ ǫc(ν̃f(x1))

)
ϕ(x2)

at x2, since ϕ is parallel. Moreover, ϕ also satisfies the boundary condition at x2(
ǫc(νx2

)⊗ 1
)
ϕ(x2) = −

(
1⊗ ǫc(νf(x2))

)
ϕ(x2).

Now we apply the same argument in the proof of part (ii) by considering linear
combinations of the above two equations at x2. It follows that

〈ν̃x1
, νx2〉 = 〈ν̃f(x1), νf(x2)〉.

This finishes the proof.
�

Observe that in the proof of Theorem 2.9 above, if there is a point x of M such
that the inner normal vectors (of codimension one faces) at x span the whole
tangent space TxM , then we can deduce the flatness of (N, g) by only using these
inner normal vectors. This leads us to the following notion of generalized vertices
in manifolds with polyhedral boundary.

Definition 2.13. Let M be an n-dimensional flat manifold with polyhedral
boundary. For a given x in ∂M , let U be a neighborhood of x in ∂M . We
denote by LU the set of vectors in TxM consisting of parallel transports of inner
normal vectors of ∂M at points y ∈ U . We say the point x is a generalized vertex
if the linear span of LU is TxM .

For example, a usual vertex of any Euclidean polyhedron is clearly a generalized
vertex in the sense of the above definition.

The following theorem generalizes Theorem 2.9 to a class of flat manifolds that
admit generalized vertices.

Theorem 2.14. Suppose M is a compact oriented n-dimensional flat manifold
with polyhedral boundary such that

(a) M has nonzero Euler characteristic,

(b) each of its codimension one face is convex, that is, its second fundamental
form is non-negative,
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(c) all of its dihedral angles are < π,

(d) M admits a generalized vertex.

Let (N, g) be a compact oriented n-dimensional spin manifold with polyhedral
boundary. If f : (N, g) → (M, g) is conically smooth map such that

(1) f is distance-non-increasing on ∂N ,

(2) the degree of f is nonzero,

(3) Sc(g)x ≥ Sc(g)f(x) = 0 for all x ∈ N ,

(4) Hg(F i)y ≥ Hg(Fi)f(y) for all y in each codimension one face F i of N ,

(5) θij(g)z ≤ θij(g)f(z) for all F i, F j and all z ∈ F i ∩ F j,

then

(1) Sc(g)x = Sc(g)f(x) = 0 for all x ∈ N ,

(2) Hg(F i)y = Hg(Fi)f(y) for all y in each codimension one face F i of N ,

(3) θij(g)z = θij(g)f(z) for all F i, F j and all z ∈ F i ∩ F j,

and (N, g) is also flat. Furthermore, the following hold.

(i) If a codimension one face Fi of M is flat, then the corresponding face F i

of N is also flat.

(ii) Suppose in addition that the preimage f−1(Fi) of each codimension one
face Fi of M is equal to a codimension one face of N . If all codimension
one faces of M are flat, then the manifold (N, g) at each point x ∈ N is
locally isometric to (M, g) at f(x) ∈ M .

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that both N and M are even dimen-
sional. By assumption, we pick n points x1, x2, . . . , xn near the vertex x ∈ ∂M
such that the unit inner normal vectors v1, v2, . . . , vn parallel transports to a span-
ning set of TxM . Note that the parallel transport is independent of path near x
as M is flat.

Let x be a preimage of x in ∂N and xi a preimage of xi such that xi lies in the
interior of a face of N . Let vi be the unit inner normal vector of xi. Fix a choice
of n paths from xi to x and denote by ṽi the parallel transport of vi to x. So far
the vector ṽi in TxN may depend on the choice of the paths.

By the same proof of part (ii) of Theorem 2.9, we have that

〈ṽi, ṽj〉 = 〈vi, vj〉, ∀i, j,

and the parallel solution ϕ in SN ⊗ f ∗SM satisfies

(ǫc(ṽi)⊗ 1)ϕ(x) = −(1⊗ c(vi))ϕ(x).

Since v1, . . . , vn spans TxM , there exists an n × n matrix (aij) such that the
vectors

wi :=

n∑

j=1

aijvj
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form an orthonormal basis for TxM . Therefore,

w̃i :=

n∑

j=1

aij ṽj

also form an orthonormal basis for TxN .
We first assume that M simply connected. In this case, the vectors {wi}

extends to global parallel sections of TM by parallel transport, which we still
denote by {wi}. Now we are able to apply the same proof of Theorem 2.9. Let
Λ be the collection of all subsets of {1, 2, . . . , n}. For λ ∈ Λ, we define

ωλ = ∧i∈λwi,

which are parallel sections of
∧∗TM and form an orthonormal basis of

∧∗TzM
at every point z ∈ M . We define a collection of non-zero parallel sections

ϕλ = (1⊗ ωλ)ϕ, ∀λ ∈ Λ.

Since ϕλ is parallel, we see that 〈ϕλ(x), ϕµ(x)〉 (as x varies over Ñ) is a constant

function Ñ , for any λ, µ ∈ Λ.
Note that ϕ at x satisfies

(ǫc(w̃i)⊗ 1)ϕ(x) = −(1⊗ c(wi))ϕ(x), ∀i = 1, . . . , n

from the argument above. From the same argument in the proof of Theorem 2.9,
we obtain that

〈ϕλ(x), ϕµ(x)〉 = 0, ∀λ, µ ∈ Λ, λ 6= µ.

Therefore {ϕλ}λ∈Λ forms a parallel basis of SÑ ⊗ f̃ ∗SM̃ . It follows that N is flat.

In general, if M is not simply connected, we consider its universal cover M̃ .

The map f lifts to f̃ : Ñ → M̃ , where Ñ is the pullback cover of N . Now the

bundle SN ⊗ f ∗SM lifts to Ñ , the point x ∈ ∂M lifts to a vertex of M̃ , and ϕ

lifts to a parallel section. The same proof as above shows that Ñ is flat, hence
N is flat.

Now suppose a codimension one face Fi of M is flat. The same computation
from the proof of part (i) of Theorem 2.9 shows the corresponding face F i of N
is also flat. This proves part (i).

Now let us prove part (ii). Since now all codimension one faces of M are
assumed to be flat, it follows from part (i) that all codimension one faces of N
are flat. In particular, the local geometry of (N, g) near each codimension k face

F
k
is completely determined by the unit inner normal vectors {v1, · · · , vℓ} of the

codimension one faces that contain F
k
. The same remark also holds for (M, g).

By assumption, the preimage f−1(Fi) of each codimension one face Fi of M is
equal to a codimension one face of N . It follows that f maps each interior point

x of F
k
to an interior point of a codimension k face of M . The same argument

for part (ii) of Theorem 2.9 shows that the relative positions of the above unit
inner normal vectors {v1, · · · , vℓ} coincide with the relative positions of the unit
inner normal vectors of the corresponding faces of (M, g). It follows that (N, g)
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at x is locally isometric to (M, g) at f(x). This proves part (ii), hence finishes
the proof of the theorem. �

It is clear that Theorem 1.5 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.14.
Now let us deduce Theorem 1.6 from either Theorem 2.9 or Theorem 2.14.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let P1 and P2 be two convex polyhedra in R
n. By taking

direct product with the unit interval [0, 1] if necessary, we assume without loss
of generality that n is even.

Since the combinatorial types of P1 and P2 are the same, there is a homeo-
morphism f : P1 → P2 that preserves the combinatorial structures and matches
the dihedral angles. The map f may not be smooth on the entire N , but it can
be chosen to be a polytope map. For example, we may define f first away from
codimension 3 faces, and then inductively extend f radially to faces of higher
codimensions. We identify the spinor bundle SP1

⊗ f ∗SP2
with the bundle of

differential forms
∧∗TRn over P1.

By part (ii) of Theorem 2.9, at any given vertex x ∈ P1, the relative positions of
the unit inner normal vectors of codimension one faces coincide with the relative
positions of the unit inner normal vectors of the corresponding faces of P2. It
follows that the corresponding face angles of P1 and P2 coincide. This finishes
the proof. �

3. Rigidity of flat domains with smooth boundary

In this section, we investigate rigidity results for flat domains with smooth
boundary. More precisely, we prove a scalar-mean rigidity theorem for strictly
convex domains with smooth boundary in Euclidean spaces (Theorem 1.7).

As a preparation, we first prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let (M, g) and (N, g) be two compact n dimensional manifolds
with smooth boundary, and f : N → M a spin map. Suppose

(1) M has nonzero Euler characteristic,

(2) the curvature operator of (M, g) is non-negative,

(3) the second fundamental form of ∂M is strictly positive,

(4) f is area-non-increasing on N and f is distance-non-increasing on ∂N ,

(5) the degree of f is nonzero,

(6) Sc(g)x ≥ Sc(g)f(x) = 0 for all x ∈ N ,

(7) Hg(F i)y ≥ Hg(Fi)f(y) for all y ∈ ∂N .

Then f : ∂N → ∂M is a local isometry.

Proof. The odd dimensional case can easily be reduced to the even dimensional
case by considering N × [0, 1] and M × [0, 1] with the obvious product metrics.
Therefore, we can assume without loss of generality that N and M are even-
dimensional.
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Suppose f(y) = x ∈ ∂M for a given point y ∈ ∂N . We diagonalize the metric
at y and x, and choose an orthonormal basis {ej}1≤j≤n−1 of Ty(∂N) and an
orthonormal basis {ej}1≤j≤n−1 of Tx(∂M) such that

f∗ej = αjej

for some αj ∈ [0, 1], since f is distance-non-increasing on ∂N . We denote by en
(resp. en) the unit inner normal vector of ∂N at y (resp. of ∂M at x).

Let A be the second fundamental form of ∂M . Let c∂ and c∂ be the boundary
Clifford actions, that is, c∂(ej) = c∂(en)c∂(ej) and c∂(ej) = c(en)c(ej).

SinceA is strictly positive, there is an invertible endomorphism L ∈ End(Tx(∂M))
such that A = L2, that is,

A(ei, ej) = 〈Lei, Lej〉.

Let us write

Lei =
∑

1≤j≤n−1

Lijej

and

Lei =
∑

1≤j≤n−1

〈Lei, f∗ej〉ej =
∑

1≤j≤n−1

Lijαjej .

We have the following inequality (cf. [22, Lemma 2.3])

∑

i,j

A(f∗ei, ej)c∂(ei)⊗ c∂(ej) =
∑

i,j,k

〈L(f∗ei), ek〉M〈L(ej), ek〉Mc∂(ei)⊗ c∂(ej)

=
∑

k

c∂(Lek)⊗ c∂(Lek)

=−
1

2

∑

k

(
c∂(Lek)

2 ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ c∂(Lek)
2 −

(
c∂(Lek)⊗ 1 + 1⊗ c∂(Lek)

)2)

≤−
1

2

∑

k

c∂(Lek)
2 ⊗ 1−

1

2

∑

k

1⊗ c∂(Lek)
2,

where the last inequality follows from the fact the element

(
c∂(Lek)⊗ 1 + 1⊗ c∂(Lek)

)

is skew-symmetric, hence its square is non-positive. Note that

∑

k

c∂(Lek)
2 =

∑

k,j

LkjLkjc∂(ej)
2 +

∑

k

∑

i 6=j

LkiLkjc∂(ei)c∂(ej)

=−
∑

j

Ajj +
∑

i 6=j

Aijc∂(ei)c∂(ej) = −Hg,
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and ∑

k

c∂(Lek)
2 =

∑

k,j

α2
jLkjLkjc∂(ej)

2 +
∑

k

∑

i 6=j

αiαjLkiLkjc∂(ei)c∂(ej)

=−
∑

j

Ajjα
2
j +

∑

i 6=j

αiαjAijc∂(ei)c∂(ej)

=−
∑

j

Ajjα
2
j ≥ −

∑

j

Ajj = −Hg.

To summarize, we have
∑

i,j

A(f∗ei, ej)c∂(ei)⊗ c∂(ej) ≤ f ∗(Hg)

at y ∈ ∂N .
Let ϕ be a parallel section of SN ⊗ f ∗SM as in the proof of Theorem 2.9. The

fact that ϕ satisfies Dϕ = 0 together with the assumptions on comparisons of
scalar curvature and mean curvature show that the above inequality

∑

i,j

A(f∗ei, ej)c∂(ei)⊗ c∂(ej) ≤ f ∗(Hg)

becomes equality at ϕ (cf. [22, Lemma 2.3 & Proposition 2.6]), that is,
(∑

i,j

A(f∗ei, ej)c∂(ei)⊗ c∂(ej)
)
ϕ = f ∗(H(g)) · ϕ. (3.1)

It follows that ∑

j

Ajjα
2
j =

∑

j

Ajj.

Since A is strictly positive, Ajj > 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1. Therefore αj = 1 for
all 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, which shows that f∗ : Ty(∂N) → Tx(∂M) is an isometry. It
follows that f : ∂N → ∂M is a local isometry. This finishes the proof. �

Before we prove Theorem 1.7, we first prove the following variant of Theorem
1.7. Note that the assumption on the map f in Theorem 3.2 below is weaker
than the corresponding assumption on f in Theorem 1.7. On the other hand, the
conclusion of Theorem 3.2 below is also weaker than the conclusion of Theorem
1.7.

Theorem 3.2. Let (M, g) be a strictly convex domain with smooth boundary in
R

n (n ≥ 2). Let (N, g) be an n dimensional spin Riemannian manifold with
boundary and f : N → M be a spin map. If

(1) Sc(g)x ≥ Sc(g)f(x) = 0 for all x ∈ N ,

(2) Hg(∂N)y ≥ Hg(∂M)f(y) for all y ∈ ∂N ,

(3) ∂f := f |∂N : ∂N → ∂M is distance-non-increasing,

(4) the degree of f is nonzero,

then N is also a strictly convex domain in R
n. Moreover, up to an affine isometry

of Rn, N coincides with M and ∂f := f |∂N : ∂N → ∂M becomes the identity map.
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Proof. We assume that n = dimN = dimM is even. The odd dimensional case
reduces to the even dimensional case by considering f×id : N×[0, 1] → M×[0, 1].

In even dimensions, as a special case of Theorem 2.8, the vector bundle SN ⊗
f ∗SM admits a non-zero parallel section ϕ satisfying the boundary B, and we
have

(1) Sc(g)x = Sc(g)f(x) = 0 for all x ∈ N ,

(2) Hg(∂N)y = Hg(∂M)f(y) for all y ∈ ∂N .

We mention that, in the even dimensional case, this also follows from [15, Theo-
rem 1.1]. Moreover, since ∂M is strictly convex, it follows from Proposition 3.1
that f : ∂N → ∂M is a local isometry.

By Theorem 2.9, (N, g) is also flat. We now show that f preserves the sec-
ond fundamental forms of ∂N and ∂M . For any x ∈ ∂N , we choose n points
{x1, . . . , xn} near x in ∂N so that the set {v1, . . . , vn} is linearly independent in
R

n, where vi is the unit inner normal vector of ∂M at f(xi). Such a set of points
always exits since ∂M is strictly convex. Let vi be the inner normal vector of ∂N
at xi. The parallel transport of each vi gives a parallel vector field near x, which
we still denote by vi. By (iii) in Theorem 2.9, we have

〈vi, vj〉 = 〈vi, vj〉, ∀i, j.

In particular, the set of vectors {v1, . . . , vn} is also linearly independent.
Let v (resp. v) be the unit inner normal vector field of ∂N (resp. ∂M) near

x (resp. f(x)). By (iii) in Theorem 2.9 we have that 〈v, vi〉 = 〈v, vi〉 for all
1 ≤ i ≤ n. Therefore, v and v can be written as linear combinations of vi’s
and vi’s with the same coefficients. In other words, there are smooth functions
k1, . . . , kn defined on a neighborhood of x in ∂M such that

v =

n∑

i=1

kivi and v =

n∑

i=1

(f ∗ki)vi.

Let w be an arbitrary vector field tangent to ∂N . Since vi and vi are parallel, we
have

∇M
f∗wv =

n∑

i=1

f∗w(ki) · vi and ∇N
w v =

n∑

i=1

w(f ∗ki) · vi.

Note that w(f ∗ki) = f ∗(f∗w(ki)) by the chain rule. Therefore for any vector
fields w, u tangent to ∂N , we have

〈∇N
w v,∇

N
u v〉 = 〈∇M

f∗wv,∇
M
f∗uv〉.

Let {w1, . . . , wn−1} be a local orthonormal basis of T∂N near x. As f is a local
isometry from ∂N to ∂M , {f∗w1, . . . , f∗wn−1} is also a local orthonormal basis
of T∂M near f(x). Let A = (Ajk) and A = (Ajk) be the second fundamental
forms of ∂M and ∂N , that is,

∇N
wj
v = −

n−1∑

k=1

Ajkwk, and ∇N
f∗wj

v = −

n−1∑

k=1

Ajkf∗wk.



FLAT CORNER DOMINATION CONJECTURE AND STOKER CONJECTURE 23

Since M is strictly convex, we assume without loss of generality that A is a
diagonal matrix with positive diagonal entries.

By rewriting 〈∇N
w v,∇

N
u v〉 = 〈∇M

f∗w
v,∇M

f∗u
v〉 in terms of the above matrix en-

tries, we obtain that

A
2
= A2.

Since A is symmetric, we have that O = AA−1 is an orthogonal matrix. Note
that

tr(A) = tr(OA) =
n−1∑

j=1

OjjAjj ≤
n−1∑

j=1

Ajj = tr(A),

where the second equality is because A is diagonal, and the third inequality is
because |Ojj| ≤ 1, since O is orthogonal. Recall that the mean curvature of N
and M are equal, that is, tr(A) = tr(A). This implies that Ojj = 1 for each
1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1. Therefore, O is the identity matrix. It follows that f preserves
the second fundamental forms.

Let Ñ be the universal cover of N with the lift metric, and π : Ñ → N the

covering map. Fix a point x̃ in Ñ and an orthonormal frame at x̃. The parallel
transport of this orthonormal frame at x̃ defines a set of global orthonormal basis

{e1, . . . , en} of TÑ , where each ei is parallel. For any ỹ ∈ Ñ , choose a smooth
path γ connecting x̃ and ỹ, and define

ỹi :=

∫

γ

〈γ̇, ei〉

where γ̇ is the tangent vector of γ. Since Ñ is simply connected and flat, the above
integral is independent of the choice of γ among all smooth curves connecting x̃
and ỹ. These functions ỹi : Ñ → R together give rise to a map p : Ñ → R

n that
is locally isometric.

Our next step is to show that p : Ñ → p(Ñ) is a Riemannian covering map.
First we show that ∂N has only one connected component. Otherwise, fix a
connected component C of ∂N . The distance from C to ∂N − C is positive,
and is attained by some geodesic γ connecting x ∈ C and y ∈ C ′, where C ′ is a
connected component of ∂N − C. Since the length of γ is the minimum among
all curves connecting C to ∂N − C, it follows that γ is orthogonal to both C
and C ′, and lies in the interior of N except the two end points. Let U be a
small neighborhood of γ. Since N is flat, U embeds isometrically into R

n. Such
an embedding maps γ to a line segment. Now since both C and C ′ are strictly
convex, any line segment from C to C ′ inside U parallel to γ shorten the distance.
This contradicts the minimality of the chosen geodesic γ and proves the claim.

The exact same argument above also shows that ∂Ñ has only one connected
component. Therefore p(∂Ñ) is connected, and p : ∂Ñ → p(∂Ñ) ⊂ R

n is a

Riemannian submersion. For any x ∈ ∂Ñ , let Ux be a small neighborhood near

x in ∂Ñ such that p|Ux is a Riemannian embedding. Then f ◦ π ◦ p−1 is an
isometry from p(Ux) to a small neighborhood Vπ◦f(x) of π ◦ f(x) in ∂M , both
of which are hypersurfaces in R

n, and preserves the second fundamental form.
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In other words, the two hypersurfaces p(Ux) and Vπ◦f(x) in R
n have the same

first and second fundamental forms. Therefore, it follows from the uniqueness of
the solution to the partial differential equations describing the hypersurface that
p(Ux) and Vπ◦f(x) are the same in R

n up to an orthogonal transform. Therefore,

by continuously extend the argument to the whole ∂Ñ , we see that p(∂Ñ) and
∂M in R

n are equal in R
n up to an orthogonal transform. Moreover, p restricted

to ∂Ñ is a Riemannian covering map.

We claim that if p(x) ∈ p(∂Ñ), then x ∈ ∂Ñ . In other words, the map p will

never map an interior point of Ñ to p(∂Ñ ). Assume to the contrary that there

exists x in the interior of Ñ such that p(x) ∈ p(∂Ñ). The distance from x to

∂Ñ is attained by a unique geodesic segment γ from x to a point y ∈ ∂Ñ . Note

that γ is orthogonal to ∂Ñ . As p is a local isometry, p(γ) is a non-trivial line

segment in R
n from p(x) to p(y), which is orthogonal to p(∂Ñ) at p(y). Since ∂Ñ

is convex, the vector in R
n from p(y) to p(x) is pointing inward (with respect to

p(∂Ñ)). Therefor p(γ) lies entirely in the inside8 of p(∂Ñ). Let α : [0, 1] → p(∂Ñ)

be a smooth path in p(∂Ñ) with α(0) = p(y) and α(1) = p(x). Since p is a

covering map on ∂Ñ , α lifts uniquely to a path α̃ such that α̃(0) = y. As p is a
local isometry near y, there is a unique geodesic γt connecting y and α̃(t) for all
sufficiently small t ∈ [0, 1], which is mapped isometrically under the map p to the
line segment connecting p(y) and α(t). Since p is a local isometry everywhere, we
can continue the construction of such geodesics γt for all t ∈ [0, 1] . In particular,
p(γ1) coincides with p(γ). By construction, γ1 and γ have the same length and
point towards the same direction starting from y. It follows that x coincides with

the other end point α̃(1) of γ1, which lies in ∂Ñ by construction. This contradicts

the assumption that x lies in the interior of Ñ . This finishes the proof of the
claim. Note that the same argument also proves that every point in the inside of

p(∂Ñ) admits at least one preimage in Ñ .

The interior Ñ −∂Ñ of Ñ is connected and p(Ñ −∂Ñ ) is disjoint from p(∂Ñ),

so p(Ñ − ∂Ñ) lies entirely in the inside of p(∂Ñ ). To summarize, we see that

p(Ñ) is precisely the region enclosed by the hypersurface p(∂Ñ ) in R
n. As p(∂Ñ)

coincides with ∂M up to an affine isometry, p(Ñ) coincides with M up to an

affine isometry. Without loss of generality, we may assume that p(Ñ) = M .

Now we show that p : Ñ → p(Ñ) = M is a covering map. Indeed, if z is a point
in the interior of M , then its preimage p−1(z) consists of only interior points of

Ñ . Let ε be the distance from z to ∂M . Then the ε-neighborhood of each point
in p−1(z) is mapped isometrically under the map p to the ε-neighborhood of z.

8We have already shown that p(∂Ñ) is strictly convex smooth compact hypersurface in R
n.

It follows that p(∂Ñ) separates Rn into two parts. That is, Rn−p(∂Ñ) consists of two connected
components, exactly one of which is compact. We call the compact connected component of

R
n− p(∂Ñ) the inside of p(∂Ñ), and the noncompact connected component of Rn− p(∂Ñ) the

outside of p(∂Ñ).
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In particular, the (ε/2)-neighborhoods of points in p−1(z) are disjoint in Ñ . The

same holds when z lies in ∂M , as each point in its preimage lies in ∂Ñ .
As M is simply connected, p has to be the trivial covering map, hence an

isometry. In particular, p : ∂Ñ → ∂M is a homeomorphism. Let π : Ñ → N
be the corresponding covering map for the universal cover Ñ of N . Note that

f ◦ π = p on ∂Ñ . Therefore the restriction π on ∂Ñ is injective. It follows that

Ñ = N , π is the identity map and ∂f := f |∂N is an isometry. To summarize, we
have proved that N is a strictly convex domain in R

n such that, up to an affine
isometry, N coincides with M and ∂f becomes the identity map. �

Remark 3.3. Since ∂N is connected, f : ∂N → ∂M is a finite covering map for
n = 2, or an isometry if n ≥ 3. As N is flat and f is distance-non-increasing
and preserves second fundamental form, the mean curvature flow of ∂N inside N
behaves the same as the mean curvature flow of ∂M in R

n. It follows from [12,
Theorem 1.1] that the mean curvature flow is smooth for all time until it converges
to a point. This shows that N is topologically a ball foliated by the hypersurfaces
generated by the mean curvature flow of ∂N , hence simply connected. Now a
similar argument from the above proof shows that N is a strictly convex domain
in R

n such that, up to an affine isometry, N coincides with M and ∂f becomes
the identity map. This gives an alternative proof of Theorem 3.2.

In general, although the map p : N → M we constructed in the proof of Theo-
rem 3.2 is an isometry, the original map f may not be an isometry on the whole
N . For example, if N and M are both the unit disk B

2 in R
2, then any smooth

map f : B2 → B
2 with ∂f = id: ∂B2 → ∂B2 satisfies the assumptions of Theorem

3.2. Even if we further assume that f is area-non-increasing on the whole B
2,

f may still not be an isometry. For example, let f : B2 → B
2 be given in polar

coordinates by

reiθ 7→ rei(θ+ρ(r))

where ρ : [0, 1] → R is any smooth function that vanishes near 0 and 1. Note
that such a map f is always area-preserving and has degree one, but certainly
not an isometry in general. On the other hand, if we furthermore assume f to
be distance non-increasing on the whole B2, then it turns out that f itself has to
be an isometry, which is the content of Theorem 1.7.

Now let us prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. With the same notation as in the proof of Theorem 3.2,
we have an isometry p : N → M such that the map h := f ◦ p−1 : M → N → M
is distance non-increasing, and is equal to the identity map when restricted to
∂M . To prove the theorem, it suffices to show that any such map h has to be
the identity map on M . Let x1 and x2 be two arbitrary points on ∂M . Since M
is strictly convex, there is a unique line segment ℓ connecting x1 and x2 that lies
entirely in M . Then h(ℓ) is a curve in M connecting x1 and x2, hence its length
is at least the length of ℓ. Since h is distance non-increasing, it follows that h
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maps ℓ to itself isometrically. Note that all such line segments cover the whole
M . This completes the proof.

�
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