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A CURVATURE ESTIMATE FOR STABLE MARGINALLY
OUTER TRAPPED HYPERSURFACE WITH A FREE
BOUNDARY

XTAOXIANG CHAI

ABSTRACT. A marginally outer trapped hypersurface is a generalization of
minimal hypersurfaces originated from general relativity. We show a curva-
ture estimate for stable marginally outer trapped hypersurfaces up to the free
boundary satisfying a uniform area bound. Our proof is based on an itera-
tion argument. The curvature estimate was previously known via a blowup
argument for stable minimal hypersurfaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M™ be a spacelike submanifold in S"*%! and I* be the two independent
future directed null sections of the normal bundle of M with corresponding null
second fundamental form or shear tensor xy*. The traces of x* are called the null
expansions which we denote them by 6%,

Definition 1. The submanifold M is called marginally outer (inner) trapped if
(1.1) 0% = 0.
We call M a MOTS (MITS) in short.

We will only consider the case when M sits in a spacelike hypersurface N"*+1 c
S™tLL Let 7 be the future timelike normal of N, § be the induced metric on N
and p the second fundamental form of N with respect to 7 in S"*11. The triple
(N™t1 g, p) is usually refered as an initial data set. A rather natural choice of I*
in this situation is v + 7 where v is the outward pointing normal of M in N. We
have the null expansion is given by

(1.2) 0% = H + tras p,

where H is the mean curvature of M in N and trys p is the trace of the projection
of p to M.

The MOTS equation (L)) is then a prescribed mean curvature equation. When
N is a time-symmetric Cauchy hypersurface in S"t! i.e. p =0, then the a MOTS
is simply minimal in V. The concept of stability is central in the theory of MOTS
which extends the stability of stable minimal hypersurfaces.

Definition 2 ([AMS03]). We say that a MOTS M is stable if there is an out-
ward infinitesimal deformation which does not decrease 7. To write the notion
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analytically, there exists a non-zero function f > 0 such that
(1.3) S0 > 0.

The notion of a free boundary (more generally, capillary) MOTS as well as the
stability was introduced by Alaee-Lesourd-Yau [ALY20]. Recall the definition of a
free boundary stable marginally outer trapped hypersurface and its stability.

Definition 3 ([ALY20]). A hypersurface M with OM # 0 is said to be a free
boundary marginally outer trapped hypersurface if 07 = 0 and OM meets ON or-
thogonally. It is said to be stable if there exists a non-zero f > 0 such that

(1.4) 8,07 =0 in M,67,(n,v) =0 on OM,
where 1 be the outward normal of ON in N.

The equation (4] can be written down in terms of inequalities for f as done in
Lemma [3I] The angle forming by the two vector fields n and v is call the contact
angle of OM and ON. Geometrically, the infinitesimal deformation in () fixes
the contact angle of OM and ON.

To simplify, we assume that N lies in a larger manifold N of the same dimension
with boundary such that any point « € ON there exists a geodesic ball B(x,r) C N.
To define the geodesic balls centered at the boundary point is easier than the balls
defined via the Fermi coordinates (see [LZ21 Appendix Al]).

Now we state our main result which is the following curvature estimate for stable
marginally outer trapped hypersurface assuming a volume bound.

Theorem 1.1. Let 2 < n < 5, if M™ is a stable free boundary marginally outer
trapped hypersurface in (N, §,p) satisfying a uniform volume bound

(1.5) vol(B(z,r) N M) < Cpyr",
for all x € M and all 0 < r < ro, then there exists a bound on the curvature
(1.6) |Al(z) < €

with C" depending only on Cir, |plcr, |Rm|co, inj(N,g)~! and |d|cs. Here Rm is

the curvature operator of N, d is the distance function to ON in N and inj(N,g)
is the injective radius of N.

Remark 1.2. The curvature estimate holds as well if we replace the extrinsic balls
with intrinsic balls in (). The dependence on |d|gs is actually dependence on
|blc1 where b is the second fundamental form of the boundary ON in N. We write
in this way because b is simply the Hessian of d.

Guang-Li-Zhou [GLZ20] showed a curvature estimate for stable minimal hyper-
surfaces using blow-up argument. Our approach involves deriving a Simons inequal-
ity for a perturbation of the second fundamental form (see Definition M), combining
with the stability () for the stable free boundary MOTS. It is in spirit closer to
the works Schoen-Simon-Yau [SSY75] and Andersson-Metzger [AM10]. Compared
to the work [GLZ20], the constant in our curvature estimate (L6) explicitly de-
pends on the geometric quantities of N, N and the volume bound. The technical
difference between our work and [AMI0] is that we do not consider shear tensor
Xx*. The reason lies in the presence of the free boundary.

Schoen-Simon [SS81] generalized the curvature estimate [SSY75] for embeded
stable minimal hypersurfaces to any dimension. However, Schoen-Simon theory
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for high dimensional stable free boundary minimal hypersurfaces is not seen in
literature yet.

We would also like to mention another important problem: the curvature es-
timate for immersed stable minimal or marginally outer trapped surfaces with a
free boundary (see [GLZ20, Conjecture 1.4]) without area bound. This is the free
boundary analog of Schoen’s curvature estimate [Sch83, [CM02]. It is also quite
interesting to seek a curvature estimate for immersed stable capillary surfaces in
an arbitrary manifold with boundary.

The paper is organized as follows:

In Section 2], we collect basics on Simons identity, the perturbation of the second
fundamental form and its boundary derivatives. In Section [3] we derive some
integral estimates only by the stability condition (I4]). In Section[d we calculate a
Simons inequality for the perturbation of the second fundamental form. In Section
Bl via a de Giorgi iteration, we conclude the proof for the pointwise curvature
estimate. In the Appendix [Al we record the Sobolev inequality on free boundary
hypersurfaces.

Acknowledgments I would like to thank Sven Hirsch (Duke), Martin Lesourd
(Harvard) and Martin Li (CUHK) for discussions. My research is supported by the
KIAS research grant under the code MG074402.

2. PRELIMINARIES

First, we fix some notations used in this article. Let K be the Riemann curvature
operator of NV, R be that of M, V be the Levi-Civita connection of (N,§), D be
the induced connection on 0N, and V the induced connection on M.

We collect a few facts which would be used frequently later in the work.

2.1. Simons identity. We recall the Simons’ identity.

Theorem 2.1. For any hypersurface M in N the second fundamental form hy;
satisfies the identity

Ahij
=V;V;H — V;Kpt1 kik — ViKni1,ik
(2.1) — Kyjihi — Kgjsihi — [Ahij + hahj H.

Proof. The identity is due to [Sim68], see also [SSY75, (1.19)-(1.20)]. In these
papers the identity is not in the form that we will need, so we give a quick derivation
for the convenience of the reader. We pick an orthonormal frame {e;}1<i<n on
TM. We use the Einstein summation convention where the summation is done on
repeated indices.

First, by Codazzi equation,

Ahi; = Vi Vihi; = ViVihie + Vi Kk nti,
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By commuting covariant derivatives and the Gauss equation,
ViVjhig

=V;Vihir — Rijihi — Rijriha

=V, Vihir — (Krjiu + hjihi — hjihag)hig — (Krjr + hjrhi — hjihes) ha

=V,;Vihir — (Kijiu + hjihi — hjihae)hig — (Krje + hjrhi — hjiher) ha

=V;Vihit — Kijihi — Kijriha — |A?hi; + hahj H.
Applying the Codazzi equation on V;Vh;, again,

ViVihik = V;Vihgr — ViKigknt1 = V;Vill + Vi Kikg ny1-

Collecting all the above we obtained the desired identity for Ah;;. O

2.2. Perturbed second fundamental form. Next, we collect some facts about
the perturbation we are going to use throughout the paper.

Definition 4 ([Edel6]). Eztend and fiz k and 1 to be defined on all of M. Define
the perturbed second fundamental form A of M to be

hij = hij + Tij := hij + Tiju + Aogi
where T is a 3-tensor define on N by
T(X,Y,2) = b(X, Z)g(Y,n) + b(Y, Z)g(X,n),
and Dy is a constant depending only on |b|co such that
T(X,X,v)+ Ao = 1+ |p|co

for any unit vector X. The perturbed null second fundamental form or shear tensor
is given by

~ The most significant feature of the perturbed second fundamental form is that
h(n, -) vanishes when restricted to M and that the perturbed second fundamental

form h is comparable with the original second fundamental form and with good con-
trol of the boundary derivatives. These are presented in the following two lemmas
and Proposition

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a hypersurface in N not neccessarily a MOTS, T be a
3-tensor on N, and T;j, be the 2-tensor T'(-,-,v) restricted to TM, then

(2.3) IVTij| < ci(1+A]).

The constant ¢; > 0 depends only on |T|c1. And for any 2-tensor p on N,
(2.4) V| < c2(1 +]A4)),

The constant ca > 0 depends on |p|c:.

Proof. The computations are tensorial, we may assume the simplifications that
there is an orthonormal frame such that V;e; = 0 at some point x € M, and hence
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?Z—ej = —h;;v and Vv = hije; at x. With these simplications, we have
(ViT)(es €5, v)
=Vi(T'(ei,ej,v))
=Vi(T (e, €5, v))
=(ViT)(ei, ej,v) + T(Viei, ej,v) + T(ei, Viej,v) + T(ei, ej, Viv)
=(ViT)(ei, ej,v) — hixTyj — hjrTivw + hieTyje.

So [23) follows with ¢; depending on |T'|c1. Similar calculation gives
(Vip)(ei, e5) = (Vip)(ei €j) = hiwpjy — hjkpiv-
The bound on |Vp| then easily follows. O

Remark 2.3. See also [Edel6, Proposition 5.1] for the computation of V2T};, in
R™.
Lemma 2.4. For a marginally outer trapped hypersurface M,

(2.5) [A] > 1Al < e1 + AL [VA] < e2([VA] + |A]).

Here the constant ¢; > 0 depends only on |blco andn|co, and cz2 depends on |b|cr
and |n|c1.

Proof. First by (@),

H>H+n+n|plco=2n

So |4 > > 1,
Al < A +|T| < Al + e

and
|VA| < |VA| + |[VT| < |[VA| +¢(1 + |A]) < c2(|VA| + |A]).

The dependence of constants ¢; and cy are easy to track. (|

2.3. Boundary derivatives. Let 0; and 0; are coordinate vector fields on M such
that n = 01 along OM. We calculate a few important boundary derivatives of the
second fundamental form namely Vihi; and Vih;; where 4,5 > 2.

Proposition 2.5. Let X and Y be tangent vector fields to OM, then

(2.6) h(n, X) = -b(v, X).
The normal derivatives of h satisfies
(2.7) (Voh)(n,m) = Vo H = traar(Vyh)(-,-))-
Let D be the induced connection on ON, then
(Vyh)(X,Y)
(28) :_K(T]aYaXaV)_K(vaXvn)

— h(Dyn, X) = b(Dxv,Y) — (V,0)(X,Y)
+0(X,Y)hyy + A(X,Y )by,
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Proof. By definitions of h, k and the free boundary condition on M,
h(n, X) = (Vxv,n) = —(Vxn,v) = =B(v, X).
This proves (2.6). Note that H vanishes identically, so
Vol = (9" = n'n’ +0'n’ ) Vyhij,

and we get ([2.7)). We calculate now the two terms Vy (h(n, X)) and Vy (k(v, X)).
First,

Vy (h(n, X))
:(VYh)(na X) + h(van X) + h(77= VXY)
=(V,h)(X,Y)+ K(n,Y,X,v)+h(Vyn, X) + h(n, VxY).

where in the last line we used the Codazzi equation. Similarly,

Vy (b(v,Y)) = Dy (b(v,Y))
=(Dyb)(v,Y) +b(v, DxY) + b(Dxv,Y)
=(D,b)(X,Y)+ K(v,Y,X,n) +b(v,DxY) + b(Dxv,Y).

We see that

VxY =(VxY)?™ +(VxY,n)n
=(VxY)'M™ —p(X, V).

and similarly DxY = (VxY)?M — A(X,Y)v. By (20) relation, we have
(2.9) h(n,VxY)+b(v,DxY) = —b(X,Y)hy, — A(X,Y)b,,.
So

(Vph)(X,Y)
=—KnY,X,v) = hVyn, X) = h(n,VxY)
- (D)(X,Y) - K(v,Y,X,n) —b(v,VxY) —b(Dxv,Y).

Using (29), we can drop the terms containing VxY, and we obtain (2.8) for
(V,h)(X,Y). O

Remark 2.6. See [Edel6l Lemma 6.1] for the case in R™, [LST6] for a special case
where ON is the sphere, and [HL20] for a 5-parameter perturbation.

It is easy then to see the following.
Corollary 1. If M is a free boundary MOTS, then
—clA] < au|A] < |4,

where ¢ > 0 depends only on |b|cr.
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Proof. We know that |A| > 0. So

on|AP?
= 2hi;Vihi;
i1
=2h11Vihi1 + 2 Z hi;jVihij + 2 Zﬁlivlﬁu
0,52 i>2
:2B11V1B11 +2 Z Bijvlhij.
0522

where in the last line we have used hi; = 0 along OM. By the MOTS equation
(C2) and ()
Vo H| < |VH| = |Vtrap| < c|A] < cl4].

So from (Z71) and 28], we get
|Vihi1| + |Vihi| < (1 + |A]).
So due to (23], we see |01 A|| < c|Al. O

The paper [AMI10] estimate the size of the shear | x|, at a first glance, it is naturual
trying to estimate the perturbed shear tensor || defined in (2:2). However, when
computing 01]x|, the term >7;-, X¥1:V1X1; is not favorable due to non-vanishing
X1i- The boundary derivative V1¥1; then essentially requires an estimate on Vihy;
in terms of |A| and its estimate seems difficult to do. This is the reason that we
consider directly the perturbed second fundamental form A.

3. STABILITY INEQUALITY

The work of [GS06] observed that the stability of a closed MOTS and the domi-
nant energy condition implies some topological properties of the MOTS. The stabil-
ity of [GS06] used the Schoen-Yau’s rewrite of the stability and contains the scalar
curvature of the MOTS. Hence, the stability (3] is not well suited for curvature
estimates. We will consider the less famililar form. To this end we recall the first
variation of the null expansion 6% (see [AEMI0]) and the variation of the contact
angle [Sta96, [ALY20].

Lemma 3.1. Let M be a free boundary MOTS, then the first variation of the null
expansion 07 is given by

S0 | = Lf = —Af+2S(Vf) — |APf + fdivS — (h,p)as + [X

where X = — Ric(v) + V,(try p) — divy p(v) + Hp,, and S is the 1-form k(v,-)
restricted to M. Along the boundary OM, the variation of {n,v) is given by

dpv(n,v) = Bf := =V, f + fo(v,v).
Remark 3.2. Note that |X| < C with C' depending on |Ric|co and |p|c:.
We have an integral estimate for |A| following from the stability.

Lemma 3.3. If M is a stable MOTS with a free boundary, the for all e > 0 and
¢ € CX(M), the following inequality

(3.1) /M P2AI2 < (1 +¢) /M |Vo|* + [cl /M * + c2 /aM (;52}
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holds where the constant ¢1 depends on 1/¢, |Ric|co, |p|cr and co depends on 1/e,
|plcr and |b|co.

Proof. We reorder the terms in Lemma [B.1] as in [GS06], we see
v vrl?
0< fLLf = div (s_ Tf) - ‘S— Tf\ 1S — |A]2 = (h,phas + X
Multiplying the above with ¢? and integration by parts,

/ G5 — FIV + (AP
M

<[ o (s=Fa)+ [ 18P - s+ 206 -2(5- S Vo)
| (s=Sta)+ [ 18P = s+ X? —2(s - 5£.Vo)
Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
(s %56y
and the boundary stability condition in (I4]),
O f =0bv,v)f,

2
<|s- Tt 6+ v,

we obtain
[ o< [ 19ep+le - tupie? e [ 6
M M oM
where ¢; depends on |Ric|co, |p|cr and ¢o depends on |p|c: and |b|co. Using
(32) (R, )| < el AP + 52 lpl?,

we get
2142 < (1 Vo2 [ 2 2]_
/¢| | ( +5)/| o° + Cl/¢+02/ ¢

Since h;; = hij + Tiju, we do the same as in (3.2) and we obtain the desired
inequality for [ ¢?|AJ* (with renaming of ¢). O

Now we use a common trick to get rid of the boundary terms in (B.1).

Corollary 2. If M is a stable MOTS with a free boundary, the for all € > 0 and
¢ € CX(M), the following inequality

(5:3) | #ar<are [ [wopra [ @

holds where the constant ¢1 depends on 1/¢, |Ric|co, |p|cr and co depends on 1/e,
plos and [bloo.

Proof. Since ¢ is compactly supported, (Dd,n) = 1 by the free boundary condition
of M, so by divergence theorem,

¢2

oM

= [ ¢*(Dd,n)
oM

= / divas(¢*Vd)
M

:/ 20(V¢,Vd) + $*(V, Vd, €;).
M
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Note that |H| < ¢ from (L), so by decomposition of Hessian of M,

> Ve, Vd,e;) =Y (D*d)(ei,e;) — H(Dd,v)

i=1 =1

is bounded by a constant depending on |d|c2 and |p|go. So

[ o< c/M ¢2+c/M 64,

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on the second term on the right and combining
with ([B), we have obtained (B.3]). O

Lemma 3.4. Let M be a stable free boundary MOTS, we have for any e > 0 and
q = 2, we have

[ e
M

2

EO<EW+e) [ FATIVAL for [ [0+ [VOPIAR e [ oA
M M oM
The dependence of the constants c; are the same with Lemma[3.3.
Proof. Letting ¢ to be ¢|A|9/? in (B1)), we have
[ am<are [ NOATE e [ @lapse [ @A
M M M oM
We estimate |V (¢|A|7/?)]? as follows:

V(| A|7/2)?
|A|72V ¢ + ¢4 A|7271 V| 4] 2
<L (1+e)?[A[12|VIA|? + (1) V|| Al

Combing the above two inequalities and ajusting the value e, we obtained the
desired inequality. O

We show that integrals [,, ¢*|A|? on the boundary can be transfered to the an
integral in the interior via an application of the divergence theorem. It works for
any hypersurface M.

Lemma 3.5. Let M be any hypersurface, for any q > 0,
(3.5) / |A]7¢? < C/ Pl A (Al + ¢ VIA|| +[Vg)),
oM M

where the constant ¢ only depends on p and |d|c=.
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Proof. Suppose now that ¢ is a function compactly supported, since (Dd,n) = 1
along OM. By the divergence theorem,

[ jame

oM

— [ areod.
oM

:/ diva (|A|2¢* Dd)
M

:/ |A|q¢2divMDd+/ ¢2Dd~V|A|q+2/ |A|7¢Vé - Dd,
M M M

and then the lemma follows similarly as Corollary 21 O

4. SIMONS INEQUALITY

4.1. Simons inequality of A. First, we have a Simons type inequality for A of
a marginally outer trapped hypersurface M. The Simons identity (Theorem [2.])
would be our starting point. We combine it with estimates of the perturbation. We
use A x B to denote linear combinations of contractions of A ® B for convenience.

Lemma 4.1. Let M be a MOTS, then
(4.1) hijAhi; = hx (VK +V2H + AT) — |A|* — ¢(JA]? + |VA]|A]),
where the constant ¢ depends only on |p|c1, |blcr and |K|cgo.

Proof. First, we estimate H and VH. The mean curvature H itself is easy, and an
upper bound follows from the MOTS equation (LTI),

|H| = | — tra p| < nfp|co.
By (24), we have
(42) |V1H| = | -V tl”Mp| = |gjkVipjk| < C(l + |A|)
Then using these estimates in the Simons identity (2I), we have that
> — hij (Vi Kpi pie + ViKni1,ijx) + hiy ViV H — |Al*
—c(1+ A+ |A]? + AP + |[VA||A)]).

Now we consider the perturbation,

=(hij + Tij)(Ahy; + ATy;)

ZhijAhij + TijAhi]‘ + (hij + TU)ATU
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By combining the two inequalities in the above, we see that

hijAhij;

>hij(—ViKni1 kit — ViKni1ik + ViV H) — [A]*
—c(1+ AP + VAl A])
+ T3 (=V; K1 kit — ViKng1,ijk + hij ViV, H)
—c(JA? + |AP) + h x AT

>h* (VK + V2H + AT) — |A|* — (1 + |A]? + |V A||A]).

We use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to absorb |A| and |A[* into |A]?, and note that
h=h+T,so

hijAhi; > hx (VK +V2H + AT) — |A]* — ¢(1 + |A® + |[VA||A]).

After applying (2.5), we obtain our desired inequality. O

The following Kato type inequality for A is standard when applying Schoen-
Simon-Yau’s iterative arguments for curvature estimates. For completeness, we
include the proof. The Kato type inequality asserts a lower bound of |Vih;;|? in
terms of |V|A||2. Our proof is taken from [SSY75).

Lemma 4.2. Let M be a MOTS, then we have

(4.3) D IVihiil? = VAP > m VIAN? — o1 + AP,

ijk

where ¢ > 0 depends on L, |K|co, |p|lcr and |b|or.

e’

Proof. Let T = |[VA|> — |V|A||2. We compute

[APT
=|AP|VAP - 3|VIA]??

= Z (Biijhm[) — Z(Z Bijvkhij)z

,3,k,l,m k

i Vihij)?.

I
N[
=i
&

<
o
>
el

|

>

(4.4) hij = M\ii;.
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Using ([@.4]), we have

Z (R Vihmi — hi Vihij)?

3,7,k l,m
= > (i Vihmi — bt Vihii)* + O h2) > [Vihig)?

i,m,lk m,l i#£j,k
>R D VihP + QDR Y [Vihisl

i m#l,k m,l i#£j.k
=2 Zﬁfnl Z Vihi;|?
m,l i#],k
2l 3 [Vihisl2.
i,k

Hence,
T = VAP = VAP > Y [Vihi.
i#),k
Observe that the proof of the above inequality only uses symmetry properties of
hij. We estimate >, , |Vihij|? as follows:

D Vb P 2 [ Vihi P+ [V ki =2 [Vahi|*.
7k i+ it

Since

DoIVihal? < Y IViki = Vihal? + [ [Vihil?,
i#] i#] i#]

and by Codazzi equation and the definition of A on the first term on the right hand
side, we have

Do IVihi2 = Y Vhil = Y (Kuvvgi + Vil = ViTi)?.
i#j i#] i#]
With the bound on K by |K|co and (2.3) in the above, we obtain

D IVihig2 = Y0V hil? = (1 + | A]).
i) i#£]

By invoking the elementary fact that the inequality +/a > Vb — \/c implies a >

b c
e = we have

> Vihigl?
i£4.k
=2 " |Vihy
oy
21_15 Z [Vhi® — £(1+ |A])>.
oy
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We then try to bound >, . |V;hii| using |V|A||. By @4),
VAl

=|4|~* ;(Z hijVihi;)*
i
:(Z hie) ™! Z(Z hiiVihii)®
<Z |V ihii| l
—Z Vihii|® + Z Vihii|?

i#k
= [Vihal* + Z Vihii + ViTil*.
i#k
Because of H = )", hj;, the bounds ([@2) and (23],
vA]]*
="\ Vihii* + > 1Y =Vihy; + ViH + VT
i£k i g
= VRhil? 31 = Vihys + Vil + ViH + VT
i#k i g
=Y Vrhal? + Y (O Vihyy)? + | VA[A| + | AP + ¢|VA| + ¢
i#k i g
<n Z |Vihj;|? + c|VA||A| + ¢|A]? + ¢|VA| +c.
i#]
Therefore,
> IVihyl? = [VIA]P?
ijk
> [ Vihi)?
i#5,k
> IV hal? — £(1+ |A])?
i#]

1+8)n IVIA|]> = £(1 +|A])? = (c|VA||A] + c|A]* + ¢|VA| + ¢).

By absorbing |A] into |A|?, [VA] to the left, and (23], we obtained the desired
inequality. (Il

Corollary 3. Let M be a MOTS, then

_ _ 1
4. AP = |VIAIP > ——
@5) VAP~ VAP > o

with ¢ depending on the same constants as in Lemma[{.2

(VAP +[VIA[?) = e(1 + |A]%),

5. CURVATURE ESTIMATES

5.1. L? curvature estimate.
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Proposition 5.1. Let M be a stable free boundary MOTS, we have that for q €
2.2+,/2),
| #aTwIAlR < [ @+ vop)Ar,
M M
and
6.1) [z < [ 1apivep + ),
M
where the constant ¢ > 0 depends only on |K|co, |p|ct, |blct, |nlcr and |d|c=.
Proof. We have respectively
AJA? = 2| A|A|A] + 2|VIA|P?,
and
A|A? = 2h;;Ahj + 2|V A%
Subtracting the above two equations give
—|A|AJA] + VAP = |V|A]]? = ~hijAhg;.
Recall the Simons inequality ([@I), we have that
— [AJAA] + VAP - V] A]]?
(VK +V2H + AT) x h+c(1+ |A]® + |[VA||A]) + |A*.

Multiply this equation by ¢?|A|? and integrate. This yield
/M —¢*| AT AA] + ¢* AT ([VAP = [VIA|P)
< [ A o1+ AP + [T AY A A
+ /M ¢*|A|7*(VK + V?H + AT) * h.

Doing an integration by parts involving the Laplacian on the first line and VK +
V2H + AT on the last line, performing some elementary estimates we find

/M<q CD)@ATVIAP + 2IAT2 (VAR - VAP
< / G A2 4 e (1 + | AP + [VA|A])|AJ2
M
- / 26| A17-2(V|4], V) + / 2 A1 10, A|
M oM
+e / GIVAUIA[T + 20| A2V A|| + [V A))
M
+ P AU

oM
Here

(5.2) U:=|K|+|VH| + |VT| < c|A]
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due to [Z3) and ([@2). After applying () to the above, then (3], we obtain,
/M<q — 1)¢2| A7 2|V A2 + @2 A2V AP — V] A1%)
< /M A2 4 cg?(1+ |A] + [V A A])]A]72
- [ 2004y 2914,¢) o [ oA
M M

+ c/M SIVllAI" + 6| A[*" (| V] Al + [V A])

We have the following inequalities for any s < 2 and any small € > 0 which follow
from an application of the Young’s inequality, and we apply them to the above,

|A|97 < e| |92 4 c(e71, 5),
[VAJ|A]71 < e[VAPIA]T2 + e(e71)] A,
UVIA], Vo) < ed?|VIA|]? +c(e™1)|Ve]?,
PVl A7 < e¢?|A|1H2 + c(e7)| Vo[ AL,
IVIA|| + VA < e([VIA|? + [VAP) + e(7)
<e(IVIA|? + |VA?) +e(e7h).

Hence we obtain
/M(q — D)¢*|A[T2V]AJ]? + ¢*| |12 (VAP — [V|A]]%)
<o) [ AT e [ GLATE(VIAIR + [VAP)
M M
+o [ (VoR +at)iar
We use the inequalities B4), (£3) and ([@3), we obtain

. 2 1 2 T1a—219| 712
/M(q Y iven  Tavemer? ATV

<U+e)1+o)T /M G| A|72| VA2 + C/M(|v¢|2 + @241,

Since ¢ € [2,2 +
we can absorb the first term on the right to the left, and we obtain the desired
inequality.

The second inequality which asserts a bound on [ #?| A|972 follows by combining
with Lemma 3.4 O

n

\/E ) ensures that % <q—1+ %, by choosing ¢ sufficiently small,

Theorem 5.2. Let ¢ € [2,2 + \/g), and M be a stable free boundary MOTS
satisfying the volume bound (L3)), then

(5.3) / |A|9H2 L o2,
B(z,r/4)

where the constant ¢ depends on |Ric|co, |p|lct, |blco, |d|c2 and the constant Cyy
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Proof. By letting ¢ = 2 and ¢ be a standard cutoff, that is, ¢ = 0 outside B(z,r),
¢ =11in B(x,r/2), |V¢| < £. So using ¢ in B.3),

(5.4) / |AI* < cr_2/ |AP? < er™ 4t
B(z,r/2) B(x,r)

From the L7 estimate (5.1), we have

/ 4]+ < —/ A7,
B(z,r/4) B(z,r/2)

Note that ¢ < 2+ /2 < 4, so from Hélder inequality and the L* estimate (5.4)),

[
B(z,r/4)

ST
B(z,r/2)

_ q
<z (/ |A|4> |B(a,r/2)]' "1
B(z,r/2)

—2—q+
Ler T,

This is our desired bound. O

TS

Now we prove our main Theorem [T

Proof of Theorem[L1l. We employ the iteration method of De Giorgi. Recall the
Simons inequality ([@I]), we have that

— |AJAJA] + [VA]? — |VIA]?
(VK +V2H + AT) x h+c(1 + |A]? + |[VA||A]) + |A*.

Applying ([2) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to absorb the term |[VA| A|, and
absorbing |A|? into |A]*, we have that

~AJAP? +¢||[VAP? < (VK + V2H + AT) * h + c| A,
Here ¢y is a positive constant. We multiply both sides by ¢, we have that

—/ ¢A|A|2+c1¢|wi|2</ H(VK + V2H + AT) * h + cp|Al*.
M M

We use integration by parts on the first term on the right and the bound (&.2) on
U to obtain a bound on the first term on the right:

/ H(VK +V?H + AT) *h
M

- ¢(K+VH+VT)*B*77—/(K+VH+VT)*(BV¢+¢VB)
oM M

<c [ oldpse [ vollaP+e [ olAvAl
oM M M
Absorbing |V A| using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
AIIVA| < | VAP + 5| A%,
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absorbing |A|? into |A[*, we have
- [ enldP <c [ olAP e [ [VollAP + oAl
M oM M
Let u = |A]?, v = max{u — k,0} and replacing ¢ by ¢>v in the above,
—/ P*vAu < ¢ P ou + c/ |V (¢%0)|u + ¢?vu| A%
M oM M
We can apply divergence theorem on the first term
—/ P*vAu = —/ *vd,v +/ & |Vu|* + 200(V o, V).
M oM M
Note that |0,v| < cu due to (), so
/ & |Vol* + 200(V o, V) +/ c16?v|VAJ?
M M
<c ngUu—l—c/ |V(¢2v)|u + ¢?oul A|?.
M

oM

For the boundary term [, ¢*vu, we use

d*ou
oM
= / div s (p*ouVd)
M

= / 20(Vp, Vdyvu + / #*u(Vv, Vd) + / #*v(Vu, Vd) + ¢p?uv divys Vd
M M M

<C/M ¢|V¢|vu+/M ¢2u|W|+/M ¢2U|Vu|+/M H*uv

<C/M02|v¢|2+C/M¢2u2+a/M¢2|W|2+c(5*1)/M¢2u2
+5/M¢2|Vv|2+c(5’1)/M ¢2u2—|—/M¢2u2

gs/M ¢2|Vv|2+c/MvQ|V¢|2+C/M k2¢2+/M¢2v2.

And the term c¢ [, [V(¢?v)|u is estimated as follows:

| v@o
<2 [ ovolou+ [ 9ol
<c/M|v¢|2u2+/M ¢2u2+€/M ¢2|VU|2+C(5_1)/M »?u?
<5/M % V)2 +c/M v?|V|? +c/M k2¢2+/M 202

And
[owldp < [ @lapan [ goiap<y [ eap ek [ oap
M M M M M

17
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Using a bound on |A| > 1,

/ | Vv|? 4 200v(V ¢, Vv)
M

<25/ ¢2|VU|2+0/ U2|V¢|2+C/ k2|[1|2¢2+/ 2.
M M M M

Letting € = i, then we have that
L[ IV +260(70.70)
M
<c/ v2|V¢|2+c/ k2|/_1|2¢2+c/ 2.
M M M
Since

[V(g0)? = ¢*[Vol* + 2¢60(V,V ) + v*|Ve|?,
and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality 2¢v(V¢, Vv) > —1¢%|Vu|? + 402|V¢|?, so

2 2 2 21 412 42 2 2
/M|v<¢w>| <c/Mv V) +c/Mk AP “/M‘“'

Now the inequality is a good starting point for De Giorgi’s iteration scheme. One
more ingredient we need is the Sobolev inequality (Theorem [AT)). For the details,
we refer to the [HLI1I, Chapter 4]. We obtain therefore an L? mean value inequality
for u,

sup u < crfz/ u?
B(z,r/2) B(z,r)

provided that |A|? € L9 (M) where ¢; > n/2. By the estimate (5.3), |A’'| € L% for
any 4 < ¢ < 4+ \/g. Such ¢; exists only when 4 + \/g > n, that is, n is in any
dimension from 2 to 5. So when 2 < n <5,

sup |A| < &,
B(z,r)

finishing our proof the curvature estimate. Considering (Z5]), we have the bound
(T3] for |A]. O
APPENDIX A. SOBOLEV INEQUALITIES
Recall the following general Sobolev inequality for hypersurfaces.

Theorem A.1 ([HS74]). Assume that M is n-dimensional hypersurface in a man-
ifold N, let h be a nonnegative C* function on M which vanishes on ON. Then

I o <c/ VA + hlH],
Ln—=1 (M) M

provided the measure of the support of h is less than a constant co > 0 which depends
n, the upper bound of the sectional curvature and the injective radius of N. Here ¢
depends only on n.

Going through the same reasoning as in [Edel6, Theorem 2.3], we obtain the
following.
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Theorem A.2. If M meets ON orthogonally and v € C*(M) and the measure of
the support of v is less than co (as in as Theorem[A])), then for any 1 < p < n,

[0l o= (ary < eIVl ary + 1H Loary + [vllzeary),
where ¢ 1s a constant depending only the dimension n, the exponent p, the distance
function to ON, the upper bound of the sectional curvature and the injective radius

of N. The number p* is the critical Sobolev exponent, when n > 2, p* = n"—f;) and
when n =2, p* could be any number greater than 2.
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