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ISOPERIMETRY ON MANIFOLDS WITH RICCI BOUNDED BELOW:

OVERVIEW OF RECENT RESULTS AND METHODS

MARCO POZZETTA

Abstract. We review recent results on the study of the isoperimetric problem on Riemannian manifolds
with Ricci lower bounds.

We focus on the validity of sharp second order differential inequalities satisfied by the isoperimetric
profile of possibly noncompact Riemannian manifolds with Ricci lower bounds. We give a self-contained
overview of the methods employed for the proof of such result, which exploit modern tools and ideas from
nonsmooth geometry. The latter methods are needed for achieving the result even in the smooth setting.

Next, we show applications of the differential inequalities of the isoperimetric profile, providing sim-
plified proofs of: the sharp and rigid isoperimetric inequality on manifolds with nonnegative Ricci and
Euclidean volume growth, existence of isoperimetric sets for large volumes on manifolds with nonnegative
Ricci and Euclidean volume growth, the classical Lévy–Gromov isoperimetric inequality.

On the way, we discuss relations of these results and methods with the existing literature, pointing out
several open problems.
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1. Introduction

Let (M,g) be a possibly noncompact N -dimensional complete Riemannian manifold. For V ∈
(0,HN (M)), the classical isoperimetric problem aims at studying the minimization

inf
{
P (E) : E ⊂ M, HN (E) = V

}
,

where P (E) denotes the perimeter of E, which, roughly speaking, measures the (N − 1)-dimensional
volume of the boundary of E. The previous infimum as a function of the volume V is called isoperimetric
profile and denoted by IM (V ). A minimizer is called isoperimetric set.
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There is a classical connection between the isoperimetric problem on manifolds and lower bounds on
the Ricci curvature, going back to the Lévy–Gromov isoperimetric inequality at least, see [Gro80] and
subsection 4.4 below. In this work, we aim at discussing this connection by reviewing recent results from
[AFP21; ANP22; Ant+22a; APP22; Ant+22c; Ant+22b] in a self-contained exposition.

A celebrated result coming from the seminal works [BP86; Gal88] states that the isoperimetric profile
of a compact manifold satisfies a second order differential inequality depending on the lower bound
on the Ricci curvature and on the dimension. These differential inequalities are classically derived by
computing the second variation of the perimeter of an isoperimetric set, hence they rely on existence of
minimizers, which is possibly false on general noncompact manifolds with Ricci lower bounds [Rit01a;
CR08; AFP21]. Nonetheless, in the recent [Ant+22c], the validity of these differential inequalities is
generalized to noncompact manifolds, yielding the next result, on which we shall focus our attention for
the rest of the work.

Theorem 1.1 (Sharp differential inequalities of the isoperimetric profile [Ant+22c, Theorem 1.1], cf.
Theorem 3.1). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, and let K ∈ R. Let (M,g) be an N -dimensional complete
Riemannian manifold with Ric ≥ K. Assume that there exists v0 > 0 such that HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0 for any

x ∈ M . Let ψ := I
N

N−1

M . Then ψ solves

ψ′′ ≤ − KN

N − 1
ψ

2−N
N ,

in the sense of distributions on (0,HN (M)), equivalently in the viscosity sense1 on (0,HN (M)), equiva-
lently D

2
ψ(V ) ≤ − K N

N−1ψ
2−N

N (V ) for any V ∈ (0,HN (M)), where D
2

is the upper second derivative, see
(3.1).

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on several preliminary results which exploit tools and methods from
nonsmooth geometry, especially from the theory of RCD spaces, which we regard here as a generalization
of the concept of Riemannian manifold with Ricci bounded below. Note that the proof of Theorem 1.1
that we shall outline cannot avoid the use of such methods at the moment.
In order to overcome the possible nonexistence of isoperimetric sets on noncompact manifolds, in [AFP21;
ANP22] after [Lio84; Nar14; RR04], it has been set up an approach by direct method to identify gen-
eralized isoperimetric sets under the sole assumptions of Theorem 1.1. Such result will be recalled in
Theorem 3.3 and it exploits the natural precompactness of sequences of spaces with lower Ricci bounds.
In particular, the mentioned generalized isoperimetric sets are contained in (the union of) possibly non-
smooth spaces different from the starting ambient manifold. Hence, in order to derive the desired
differential inequalities, it is not possible to perform the classical argument by second variation of the
area, as the same computation is out of reach in the nonsmooth realm at the moment. Instead, by prov-
ing topological regularity of isoperimetric sets - Theorem 2.12 - and existence of a weak notion of barrier
on the mean curvature - Theorem 3.7 - it is possible to give a sharp estimate on the second variation of
the perimeter, sufficient to deduce Theorem 1.1. Note that this argument completely avoids any deeper
regularity theory about boundaries of isoperimetric sets.

To show how powerful Theorem 1.1 is, we shall explicitly exploit the differential inequalities of the
profile to provide proofs of:

(1) the sharp and rigid isoperimetric inequality on manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature and
Euclidean volume growth [AFM20; Bre21; BK21; Ant+22b; CM22a], see Theorem 4.4;

(2) a general existence result of isoperimetric sets for large volumes on manifolds with nonnegative
Ricci curvature and Euclidean volume growth [Ant+22a], see Theorem 4.7;

(3) the Lévy–Gromov isoperimetric inequality [Gro80; Gro07], see Theorem 4.13.
Proofs of results (1) and (2) above bring simplifications to previous proofs from [Ant+22b] and

[Ant+22a]. The proof of (3) above is essentially a review of the argument from [Bay03], with a sim-
plification of the rigidity part.

Results below are stated and proved in the context of RCD spaces. However, all the necessary pre-
liminaries are briefly recalled in section 2 and gradually stated when needed, aiming at a self-contained
presentation.

We shall also discuss history and literature related to each result in the course of the note, as well as
important open problems on the topic.

1For the precise definitions we refer to the beginning of subsection 3.1.
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Organization. In section 2 we collect fundamental definitions and facts on RCD spaces, convergence,
sets of finite perimeter and isoperimetric problem. In section 3 we review the main tools needed for
the proof of the differential inequalities of the profile, namely the asymptotic mass decomposition
Theorem 3.3 and the existence of mean curvature barriers Theorem 3.7; then we outline the proof of
Theorem 1.1. In section 4 we collect the above mentioned applications of Theorem 1.1 to the isoperi-
metric problem on spaces with nonnegative curvature. Finally, Appendix A is devoted to basic facts on
concave functions and ODE comparison.

Acknowledgements. I am partially supported by the INdAM - GNAMPA Project 2022 CUP _
E55F22000270001 “Isoperimetric problems: variational and geometric aspects”. I would like to warmly
thank Gioacchino Antonelli, Elia Bruè, Mattia Fogagnolo, Stefano Nardulli, Enrico Pasqualetto, Daniele
Semola and Ivan Yuri Violo for countless inspiring discussions on the isoperimetric problem and related
topics. I also thank Valentina Franceschi, Alessandra Pluda and Giorgio Saracco for having organized
the very nice workshop “Anisotropic Isoperimetric Problems & Related Topics” and for the opportunity
to write this work for the conference proceedings of the event.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we briefly recall the concept of RCD space as a generalization of the notion of Riemannian
manifold with Ricci bounded below, together with basic definitions and facts on sets of finite perimeter
and on the isoperimetric problem in this framework. We want to stress how the smooth theory naturally
extends to this setting, discussing some examples as well.

2.1. RCD spaces, examples and Gromov–Hausdorff convergence. For the sake of simplicity, we
will say that a triple (X, d,m) is a metric measure space, shortly m.m.s., if (X, d) is a locally compact
separable metric space and m is a nonnegative Radon measure on X such that sptm = X.

The Cheeger energy on a metric measure space (X, d,m) is defined as the L2-relaxation of the functional
f 7→ 1

2

´

lip 2f dm, see [AGS14a] after [Che99], where the slope lip f of a locally Lipschitz function f is
defined by

lip f(x) := lim sup
y→x

|f(y) − f(x)|
d(x, y)

,

if x ∈ X is not isolated, while lip f(x) = 0 is x is isolated. Hence, for any function f ∈ L2(X) we define

Ch(f) := inf
{

lim inf
i

1
2

ˆ

lip 2fi dm : fi ∈ Lipc(X), fi → f in L2(X)
}
.

The Sobolev space H1,2(X) is defined as the finiteness domain {f ∈ L2(X) : Ch(f) < +∞} of the
Cheeger energy, thus naturally extending the usual definition of smooth manifolds.
The restriction of the Cheeger energy to the Sobolev space admits the integral representation Ch(f) =
1
2

´

|∇f |2 dm, for a uniquely determined function |∇f | ∈ L2(X) that is called the minimal weak upper
gradient of f ∈ H1,2(X). The linear space H1,2(X) is a Banach space if endowed with the Sobolev norm

‖f‖H1,2(X) :=
√

‖f‖2
L2(X) + 2Ch(f) =

√
‖f‖2

L2(X) + ‖|∇f |‖2
L2(X), for every f ∈ H1,2(X) .

Following [Gig15], when H1,2(X) is a Hilbert space (or equivalently Ch is a quadratic form) we say that
the metric measure space (X, d,m) is infinitesimally Hilbertian.
We further define the mapping H1,2(X) ×H1,2(X) ∋ (f, g) 7→ ∇f · ∇g ∈ L1(X) as

∇f · ∇g :=
|∇(f + g)|2 − |∇f |2 − |∇g|2

2
, for every f, g ∈ H1,2(X) .

We define the Laplacian as follows: we define D(∆) ⊂ H1,2(X) as the space of all functions f ∈ H1,2(X)
for which there exists (a uniquely determined) ∆f ∈ L2(m) such that

ˆ

∇f · ∇g dm = −
ˆ

g∆f dm, for every g ∈ H1,2(X),

Let us mention that it is possible to derive an effective generalized first order calculus on infinitesimally
Hilbertian spaces following [Gig15; Gig18], generalizing the usual calculus of the smooth setting.

With the above terminology, we can introduce the definition of the so-called RCD condition. For
more on the topic, we refer the interested reader to the survey [Amb] and references therein. Let
us just mention that, after the introduction in the seminal independent works [Stu06a; Stu06b] and
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[LV09] of the curvature dimension condition CD(K,N), encoding in a synthetic way the notion of Ricci
curvature bounded from below by K ∈ R and dimension bounded above by N ∈ [1,+∞), the definition
of Riemannian curvature dimension condition RCD(K,N) for a metric measure space was first proposed
in [Gig15] and then studied in [Gig13; EKS15; AMS19]. See [CM21; Li22] for the equivalence between
the RCD

∗(K,N) and the RCD(K,N) condition. The infinite dimensional counterpart of this notion has
been previously investigated in [AGS14b; Amb+15].

Definition 2.1 (RCD(K,N) space). Let (X, d,m) be a metric measure space. Then (X, d,m) is an
RCD(K,N) space, for some K ∈ R and N ∈ [1,∞), provided the following conditions hold:

• There exist C > 0 and x̄ ∈ X such that m(Br(x̄)) ≤ eCr2

for every r > 0.
• Sobolev-to-Lipschitz property. If f ∈ H1,2(X) satisfies |∇f | ∈ L∞(m), then f admits a

Lipschitz representative f̄ : X → R such that Lip(f̄) =
∥∥|∇f |

∥∥
L∞(m)

.
• (X, d,m) is infinitesimally Hilbertian.
• Bochner inequality. It holds that

1
2

ˆ

|∇f |2∆g dm ≥
ˆ

g

(
(∆f)2

N
+ ∇f · ∇∆f +K|∇f |2

)
dm,

for every f ∈ D(∆) with ∆f ∈ H1,2(X) and g ∈ D(∆) ∩ L∞(m) nonnegative with ∆g ∈ L∞(m).

An RCD(K,N) space (X, d,HN ) is said to be noncollapsed2. Instead, we will refer to any RCD(K,N)
space (X, d,m) endowed with reference measure different from HN as to a collapsed space.

We want to stress the similarities of these spaces with the classical Riemannian manifolds with Ricci
bounded below.
First, Definition 2.1 is clearly consistent with the smooth setting, i.e., if (M,g) is a completeN -dimensional
Riemannian manifold with Riemannian distance d, then (M, d,HN ) is RCD(K,N) if and only if Ric ≥ K.
In fact, observe that the Bochner inequality among the axioms of RCD(K,N) spaces is nothing but the
natural weak integral formulation of the standard Bochner inequality on manifolds, the latter being the
inequality derived from the Bochner identity [Pet16] estimating from below the terms involving the norm
of the Hessian and the Ricci tensor.
Concerning the first three axioms in Definition 2.1, as already commented above, the reader may think
that they ensure a well-established first order calculus that extends the classical one [Gig15]. Actually,
the definition of RCD(K,N) space is sufficient to recover a variety of classical result in Riemannian Geom-
etry in this generalized setting. Some of these results are recalled below and in subsection 4.1, and allow
to perform a powerful Geometric Analysis in this setting. We just mention here that the RCD(K,N)
condition as in Definition 2.1 on a m.m.s. (X, d,m) implies that m is uniformly locally doubling, hence
the space is proper, and moreover that (X, d) is geodesic, i.e., any two points are joined by a curve of
length equal to their distance, in particular the space is path-connected.

Obviously, considering problems in Geometric Analysis in the framework of RCD spaces (as we shall do)
is not just for the mathematical quest of the greatest generality. Instead, one benefits of new properties
enjoyed by the RCD class, such as the fundamental precompactness with respect to Gromov–Hausdorff
topology recalled in the next subsubsection 2.1.2, which will be essential in the study of the isoperimetric
problem and in the proof of the main result on the differential properties of the isoperimetric profile,
Theorem 1.1.

2.1.1. Examples. Before continuing with preliminaries, we discuss a few examples needed in the se-
quel. Apart from complete Riemannian manifolds with lower Ricci bounds, prototypical examples of
RCD(K,N) spaces are given by weighted manifolds: if (M,g) is an m-dimensional complete Riemannian
manifold with geodesic distance d and V ∈ C∞(M), then (M, d, e−V Hm) is RCD(K,N) for N ≥ m if
and only if the generalized N -Ricci curvature

RicN := Ric +HessV − ∇V ⊗ ∇V
N −m

,

is bounded below by K, where V is assumed to be constant and the last term is defined to be zero if
N = m. Moreover, (possibly weighted) complete Riemannian manifolds with (generalized) Ricci lower

2By the rectifiability results [MN14; KM18; GP21; BPS21b], it follows that for a noncollapsed RCD(K, N) space, the
number N is necessarily integer. See also [CC96; CC97a] for the first contributions to the study of noncollapsed spaces
arising as limits of manifolds, and the recent [Bre+23] for the equivalence with the notion of weakly noncollapsedness.
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bounds with convex boundary belong to the RCD class [Han20], where here convex means that the second
fundamental form of the boundary with respect the inner normal is nonnegative.

In the sequel, we shall mostly focus on noncollapsed RCD(K,N) spaces (X, d,HN ) of dimension N ≥ 2,
referring to extensions to the collapsed case when possible. Also, whenever we write a triple (X, d,HN ), it
is tacitly understood that N -dimensional Hausdorff measure is computed with respect to the distance in
the triple. Within the class of noncollapsed RCD(K,N) spaces we also find Euclidean convex bodies, i.e.,
closures of open convex sets in Euclidean spaces, as well as boundaries of convex sets in R

N (endowed with
corresponding intrinsic distance and (N − 1)-Hausdorff measure). Convex bodies and their boundaries
actually belong to the more restrictive class of Alexandrov spaces with nonnegative curvature, we refer
to [BBI01] for a definition; in fact, any N -dimensional Alexandrov space with curvature bounded below
by k ∈ R endowed with N -dimensional Hausdorff measure is in particular RCD((N − 1)k,N), see [Pet11;
ZZ10; GKO13].

We will be particularly interested in two specific constructions, namely cones and spherical suspensions,
that we define here in the noncollapsed setting (see [Ket15] for the general case).

Definition 2.2. Let (X, dX) be a compact metric space with diam(X) ≤ π. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2.

• The (Euclidean metric) cone over X is the metric space
(
C(X), dC

)
where C(X) := [0,+∞) ×

X/{0}×X and

dC((t, x), (s, y)) :=
(
t2 + s2 − 2ts cos(dX(x, y))

) 1

2 .

There holds that (X, dX ,HN−1) is RCD(N −2, N −1) if and only if (C(X), dC ,HN ) is RCD(0, N)
[Ket15].
Denoting by ō the point {0} × X in the quotient C(X), any point o ∈ C(X) such that there
exists an isometry j : C(X) → C(X) such that j(ō) = o is called a tip, or vertex, of the cone.

• The spherical suspension over X is the metric space
(
S(X), dS

)
where S(X) := [0, π]×X/{0,π}×X

and
dS((t, x), (s, y)) := cos−1 ( cos(t) cos(s) + sin(t) sin(s) cos(dX(x, y))

)
.

There holds that (X, dX ,HN−1) is RCD(N − 2, N − 1) if and only if (S(X), dC ,HN ) is RCD(N −
1, N) [Ket15].
Points {0} ×X, {π} ×X in the quotient S(X) are called poles.

Observe that closed convex cones contained in the Euclidean space are RCD(0, N) cones in the sense
of Definition 2.2.

If (X, dX ) in Definition 2.2 is a smooth Riemannian manifold (X, gX ), then the cone over X coincides
with the (smooth out of set of tips) manifold given by the warped product

(
[0,+∞) ×X,dt2 + t2 gX

)
,

while the spherical suspension over X coincides with the (smooth out of set {0, π}×X ⊂ S(X)) manifold
given by the warped product (

[0, π] ×X,dt2 + sin2(t) gX

)
.

In particular, C(X) (resp. S(X)) is a smooth manifold if and only if X is the standard sphere S
N−1, in

which case C(X) = R
N (resp. S(X) = S

N ).
We shall regard RCD(0, N) cones as prototypical examples of noncompact spaces with nonnegative

Ricci curvature and large volume growth. Analogously, RCD(N − 1, N) spherical suspensions are seen
as reference examples of compact spaces with positive Ricci curvature and diameter equal to π. In
terms of the isoperimetric problem, we will see that this picture shall be confirmed by the fundamental
isoperimetric inequalities we will prove in Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 4.13. Analogously, cones and
spherical suspensions represent the rigidity cases in the generalized Bishop–Gromov Theorem 4.1 and in
the generalized Bonnet–Myers Theorem 4.2 we shall recall below.

2.1.2. Gromov–Hausdorff convergence. A fundamental advantage of working in the RCD(K,N) class
is the natural precompactness with respect to pointed measure Gromov–Hausdorff convergence. The
following definition is taken from the introductory exposition of [ABS19], see also [BBI01; GMS15].

Definition 2.3 (pGH and pmGH convergence). A sequence {(Xi, di, xi)}i∈N of pointed metric spaces
is said to converge in the pointed Gromov–Hausdorff topology, shortly pGH, to a pointed metric space



6 MARCO POZZETTA

(Y, dY , y) if there exist a complete separable metric space (Z, dZ) and isometric embeddings

Ψi : (Xi, di) → (Z, dZ), ∀ i ∈ N ,

Ψ : (Y, dY ) → (Z, dZ) ,

such that for any ε,R > 0 there is i0(ε,R) ∈ N such that

Ψi(B
Xi

R (xi)) ⊂
[
Ψ(BY

R (y))
]

ε
, Ψ(BY

R (y)) ⊂
[
Ψi(B

Xi

R (xi))
]

ε
,

for any i ≥ i0, where [A]ε := {z ∈ Z : dZ(z,A) ≤ ε} for any A ⊂ Z. In other words, for any R > 0,
Ψi(B

Xi

R (xi)) converges to Ψ(BY
R (y)) with respect to Hausdorff distance in (Z, dZ).

Let mi and µ be measures such that (Xi, di,mi, xi) and (Y, dY , µ, y) are metric measure spaces. If
in addition to the previous requirements we also have (Ψi)♯mi ⇀ Ψ♯µ with respect to duality with
continuous bounded functions on Z with bounded support, then the convergence is said to hold in the
pointed measure Gromov–Hausdorff topology, shortly pmGH.

The previous notions of convergence can be regarded as a generalization of the convergence in Hausdorff
distance of compact sets in the Euclidean space. In particular, if Xi in Definition 2.3 is a sequence of
smooth manifolds, the pGH (or pmGH) limit of Xi is not a smooth manifold in general.

On the other hand, the RCD condition is naturally stable with respect pmGH convergence, yielding
the above mentioned precompactness property that we now state specialized to the noncollapsed case.

Theorem 2.4 (Precompactness). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, let K ∈ R, and let v0 > 0. Let (Xi, di,HN , xi)
be a sequence of RCD(K,N) spaces such that infi HN (B1(xi)) ≥ v0. Then, up to subsequence, (Xi, di,HN , xi)
pmGH converges to an RCD(K,N) space (X, dX ,HN , x).

In Theorem 2.4 and in the sequel, assumptions like infx HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0 > 0 are regarded as non-
collapsing hypotheses, as they guarantee the pmGH limit to be endowed with Hausdorff measure, in
accordance with Definition 2.1.

Theorem 2.4 follows from the fact that: (i) the class of RCD(K,N) spaces is closed with respect
to pmGH convergence [LV09; Stu06a; Stu06b; AGS14b; Gig15; GMS15], (ii) the reference measure on
an RCD(K,N) space is locally uniformly doubling (this follows, for instance, from Theorem 4.1 below)
and thus Gromov precompactness applies (see [Gro07, Sect. 5.A] or [Pet16]), and (iii) the stability of
noncollapsedness [DG18, Theorem 1.2] (see also [Col97; CC97b]).

In the following, we shall very often consider pointed sequences of the form (X, d,HN , xi) for a fixed
RCD(K,N) space X and for a diverging sequence of points xi ∈ X, i.e., such that lim supi d(o, xi) = +∞
for any o ∈ X. In this case, any pGH limit of such a sequence is called a limit at infinity of X.

A celebrated result concerning a sequence of spaces as in Theorem 2.4 is that the volume of balls
centered at points xi converges along the sequence, only requiring convergence in pGH sense.

Theorem 2.5 (Volume convergence, [DG18, Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3] after [Col97; CC97a]). Let N ∈
N with N ≥ 2, let K ∈ R, and let v0 > 0. Let (Xi, di,HN , xi) be a sequence of RCD(K,N) spaces such that
infi HN (B1(xi)) ≥ v0. Assume that (Xi, di, xi) converges in pGH sense to a metric space (X, dX , x). Then
(X, dX ,HN , x) is RCD(K,N), convergence holds in pmGH sense, and limi HN (BR(xi)) = HN (BR(x))
for any R > 0.

Comparing with Theorem 2.4, roughly speaking, the previous Theorem 2.5 tells that, assuming pGH-
convergence, then pmGH-convergence to the limit space endowed with Hausdorff measure is equivalent
to the convergence of the volume of balls.

2.2. Sets of finite perimeter. There is a well-established theory of functions of bounded variations on
metric measure spaces [Amb02; Mir03; Di 14], allowing the treatment of sets of finite perimeter in this
generalized setting.

Let (X, d,m) be a metric measure space. The definition of BV function is then given by relaxation
by approximation with locally Lipschitz functions, thus extending the classical notion from Euclidean
spaces or Riemannian manifolds [AFP00].

Definition 2.6 (BV functions and perimeter on m.m.s.). Let (X, d,m) be a metric measure space. Given
f ∈ L1

loc(X,m) we define

|Df |(A) := inf
{

lim inf
i

ˆ

A
lip fi dm : fi ∈ Liploc(A), fi → f in L1

loc(A,m)
}
,
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for any open set A ⊂ X. A function f ∈ L1
loc(X,m) is of local bounded variation, briefly f ∈ BVloc(X),

if |Df |(A) < +∞ for every A ⊂ X open bounded. A function f ∈ L1(X,m) belongs to the space of
functions of bounded variation BV(X) = BV(X, d,m) if |Df |(X) < +∞.

If E ⊂ X is a Borel set and A ⊂ X is open, we define the perimeter Per(E,A) of E in A by

Per(E,A) := inf
{

lim inf
i

ˆ

A
lipui dm : ui ∈ Liploc(A), ui → χE in L1

loc(A,m)
}
,

in other words Per(E,A) := |DχE |(A). We say that E has locally finite perimeter if Per(E,A) < +∞
for every open bounded set A. We say that E has finite perimeter if Per(E,X) < +∞, and we denote
Per(E) := Per(E,X).

Let us remark that when f ∈ BVloc(X, d,m) or E is a set with locally finite perimeter, the set functions
|Df |,Per(E, ·) above are restrictions to open sets of Borel measures that we still denote by |Df |,Per(E, ·),
see [AD14; Mir03].

Recalling Definition 2.3, it is naturally possible to speak of convergence of sets along sequences of
converging spaces.

Definition 2.7 (L1-strong and L1
loc convergence). Let {(Xi, di,mi, xi)}i∈N be a sequence of pointed

metric measure spaces converging in the pmGH sense to a pointed metric measure space (Y, dY , µ, y) and
let (Z, dZ) be a realization as in Definition 2.3.

We say that a sequence of Borel sets Ei ⊂ Xi such that mi(Ei) < +∞ for any i ∈ N converges in
the L1-strong sense to a Borel set F ⊂ Y with µ(F ) < +∞ if mi(Ei) → µ(F ) and χEi

mi ⇀ χFµ with
respect to the duality with continuous bounded functions with bounded support on Z.

We say that a sequence of Borel sets Ei ⊂ Xi converges in the L1
loc-sense to a Borel set F ⊂ Y if

Ei ∩BR(xi) converges to F ∩BR(y) in L1-strong for every R > 0.

Sets of finite perimeter in the RCD framework enjoy the usual precompactness, approximation, and
lower semicontinuity properties with respect to L1

loc convergence.

Remark 2.8 (Precompactness and lower semicontinuity of finite perimeter sets along pmGH converging se-
quences). Let K ∈ R, N ≥ 1, and {(Xi, di,mi, xi)}i∈N be a sequence of RCD(K,N) metric measure spaces
converging in the pmGH sense to (Y, dY , µ, y). Let (Z, dZ) be a realization of the convergence. Then, the
following hold, compare with [ABS19, Proposition 3.3, Corollary 3.4, Proposition 3.6, Proposition 3.8],
and [AH17].

• For any sequence of Borel sets Ei ⊂ Xi with

sup
i∈N

|DχEi
|(BR(xi)) < +∞, ∀R > 0,

there exists a subsequence ik and a Borel set F ⊂ Y such that Eik
→ F in L1

loc.
• Let F ⊂ Y be a bounded set of finite perimeter. Then there exist a subsequence ik and uniformly

bounded sets of finite perimeter Eik
⊂ Xik

such that Eik
→ F in L1-strong and |DχEik

|(Xik
) →

|DχF |(Y ) as k → +∞.

In the last years, several fine properties of sets of finite perimeter in RCD spaces have been proved
[BPS19; BPS21a; BPS21b], generalizing the Euclidean theory [AFP00]. Given a Borel set E ⊂ X in
a noncollapsed RCD(K,N) space (X, d,HN ) and any t ∈ [0, 1], we denote by E(t) the set of points of
density t of E, namely

E(t) :=
{
x ∈ X

∣∣∣∣ lim
r→0

HN (E ∩Br(x))
HN (Br(x))

= t

}
.

The essential boundary of E is defined as ∂eE := X \ (E(0) ∪E(1)). It is also possible to speak of reduced
boundary FE ⊂ ∂eE of a set of locally finite perimeter E ⊂ X, that is defined as the set of the points of
X where the unique tangent to E, up to isomorphism, is the half-space, see [ABS19, Definition 4.1] for
the precise definition.
It was proved in [BPS19], after [Amb02; ABS19], that the perimeter measure has the representation

Per(E, ·) = HN−1|FE, (2.1)

Moreover, according to [BPS21a, Proposition 4.2],

FE = E(1/2) = ∂eE up to HN−1-null sets , (2.2)
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generalizing De Giorgi’s and Federer’s theorems to the RCD setting, see [AFP00, Theorem 3.59, Theorem
3.61]. Let us mention that the representation of the perimeter measure is today well-understood also in
the case of collapsed RCD spaces, see [BPS21a] and [ABP22, Section 3].

Remark 2.9. Let (X, | · |,HN ) be a convex body in R
N . It readily follows from (2.1) and (2.2) that the

perimeter of a set E ⊂ X is automatically the relative perimeter of E in the interior of X.

2.3. Isoperimetric problem, profile and sets.

Definition 2.10 (Isoperimetric profile and isoperimetric sets). Let (X, d,m) be a metric measure space.
We define the isoperimetric profile

IX(V ) := inf {P (E) : E ⊂ X Borel, m(E) = V }

for any V ∈ (0,m(X)). Set also IX(0) := 0, and IX(m(X)) := 0 if m(X) < +∞.
A Borel set E ⊂ X such that m(E) ∈ (0,m(X)) and P (E) = IX(m(E)) is called isoperimetric set, or

isoperimetric region.

Remark 2.11. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, and let K ∈ R. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(K,N) space. Assume
that there exists v0 > 0 such that HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0 for any x ∈ X. Then the isoperimetric profile
IX : [0,HN (X)) → [0,+∞) is a (1 − 1

N )-Hölder continuous real valued function by [MN19, Theorem 2],
after [Gal88, Lemme 6.2], [Mil09, Lemma 6.9] (see also the related argument in [Bus82, Lemma 3.4]).
In fact, exploiting the main result Theorem 3.1, one can prove interior local Lipschitz regularity, see
Remark 3.13 and Remark 3.4 below.
On the other hand, it is possible to construct complete Riemannian manifolds with discontinuous isoperi-
metric profile for any dimension greater or equal to 2, see [NP18; PS20a].
If HN (X) < +∞, then IX is continuous on the whole interval [0,HN (X)] and, since perimeter is invariant
with respect to complement, IX is symmetric around HN (X)/2.

A fundamental question about isoperimetric sets addresses their regularity. While on a Riemannian
manifold it makes sense to speak about finer regularity properties of isoperimetric sets, in the nonsmooth
setting we can at least investigate their topological regularity.

Theorem 2.12 (Topological regularity, [APP22, Theorem 1.4] & [Ant+23]). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2,
and let K ∈ R. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(K,N) space. Assume that there exists v0 > 0 such that
HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0 for any x ∈ X. Let E ⊂ X be an isoperimetric set.
Then E(1) is open and bounded, ∂eE = ∂E(1), and E(0) is open.

Thanks to the recent [Ant+23], the previous result also holds in the generality of possibly collapsed
RCD(K,N) spaces (X, d,m).

Topological regularity for isoperimetric sets in the Euclidean spaces was firstly proved in [GMT83],
and subsequently generalized in [Xia05]. In the proof of Theorem 2.12, it plays a crucial role the so-called
deformation property which allows to increase or decrease the volume of sets of finite perimeter controlling
the change of perimeter in terms of the change of volume, see [APP22, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 2.35].
Deformation properties, well-known in the smooth context [Mag12, Lemma 17.21], have great importance
in several arguments, see [Alm76, VI.2(3)], [Mor00, Lemma 13.5], [GR13, Lemma 4.5], [Poz21, Lemma
3.6], [CP17; PS20b].

We mention that a version of Theorem 2.12 holds for local volume constrained minimizers of quasi-
perimeters, that is, functionals given by the sum of the perimeter and of a suitable L1-continuous term.
Also, Theorem 2.12 implies further minimality properties on isoperimetric sets, like Λ-minimality, see
[APP22, Theorem 3.24] and [Mag12, Chapter 21], and thus density estimates [APP22, Proposition 3.27]
(see also Remark 3.13 below).

We further observe that exploiting uniform Λ-minimality properties of isoperimetric sets [Ant+22c,
Corollary 4.17], one can adapt arguments from the regularity theory for perimeter minimizers developed
in [MS21] to prove that the Hausdorff dimension of the singular set of the boundary of an isoperimetric
set, i.e., the set of points such that a blowup is not a halfspace in R

N , is no more than N − 3 (see [AP23,
Theorem 2.19]). Differently from the smooth category, such estimate is sharp (cf. [MS21, Remark 1.8]).
In the class of smooth Riemannian manifolds, higher regularity of isoperimetric sets is well-understood
and boundaries of isoperimetric sets are smooth hypersurfaces out of a set of codimension 8 [Mor03]. A
first example of a nonsmooth isoperimetric set has been recently given in [Niu23].
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Taking into account Theorem 2.12, from now on we will always assume that if E is an isoperimetric
set as in the assumptions of Theorem 2.12, then E = E(1); in particular E is open, bounded, P (E, ·) =
HN−1 ∂E and E(0) is the complement of E.

3. Properties of the isoperimetric profile on spaces with Ricci lower bounds

3.1. Sharp differential inequalities of the isoperimetric profile. Let I ⊂ R be an open interval
and let f : I → R, g : Im (f) → R be continuous functions. We denote

D
2
f(x) := lim sup

h→0+

f(x+ h) + f(x− h) − 2f(x)
h2

. (3.1)

Moreover we say that
• f ′′ ≤ g(f) in the viscosity sense on I if for any x ∈ I and any smooth function ϕ defined in a

neighborhood of x such that ϕ− f has a local maximum at x, there holds ϕ′′(x) ≤ g(f(x));
• f ′′ ≤ g(f) in the sense of distributions on I if

ˆ

fϕ′′ dx ≤
ˆ

g(f)ϕdx,

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (I) with ϕ ≥ 0.

We recall that in the definition of viscosity solution it is equivalent to consider for any x ∈ I smooth
functions ϕ defined in a neighborhood of x such that ϕ ≤ f and ϕ(x) = f(x), see, e.g., [ACM18, Remark
5.6].

The next result states the sharp differential inequalities satisfied by the isoperimetric profile.

Theorem 3.1 (Sharp differential inequalities of the isoperimetric profile [Ant+22c, Theorem 1.1]). Let
N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, and let K ∈ R. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(K,N) space. Assume that there exists

v0 > 0 such that HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0 for any x ∈ X. Let ψ := I
N

N−1

X . Then ψ solves

ψ′′ ≤ − KN

N − 1
ψ

2−N
N , (3.2)

in the sense of distributions on (0,HN (X)), equivalently in the viscosity sense on (0,HN (X)), equivalently
D

2
ψ(V ) ≤ − K N

N−1ψ
2−N

N (V ) for any V ∈ (0,HN (X)).

The previous theorem is sharp in the sense that (3.2) is an equality on simply connected manifolds with
constant sectional curvature: spheres, Euclidean and hyperbolic spaces (see (3.5) below for a definition).

As anticipated in the introduction, the coupling between a Ricci lower bound and an upper bound
on the second derivative of the isoperimetric profile is a classical result, and it eventually relies on the
second variation formula for the perimeter on Riemannian manifolds. In the smooth context, if E ⊂ M
is a smooth isoperimetric set on a Riemannian manifold M , the formula reads

d2

dt2
P (Et)

∣∣∣∣
0

=
ˆ

∂E
H2 − ‖II‖2 − Ric(νE , νE),

where Et denotes the t-tubular neighborhood of E3, H and II are the mean curvature and the second
fundamental form of E, respectively, and Ric(νE , νE) denotes Ricci curvature of M applied to the inner
unit normal νE of E. A lower bound Ric ≥ K on M hence implies the upper bound

d2

dt2
P (Et)

∣∣∣∣
0

≤
(
N − 2
N − 1

H2 −K

)
P (E),

which, differentiating the composition IX ◦HN (Et), readily implies upper bounds on the second derivative
of IX . It is crucial to observe that the previous sketch relies on existence of isoperimetric sets, as well as
on the regularity of the isoperimetric profile and of the boundary of isoperimetric sets.

The previous argument has its roots in [Gal88, Corollaire 6.6] and [BP86, Sect. 7]. The observation
of differentiating the N

N−1 -power of the profile comes from [Kuw03]. Differential inequalities for the
profile have been proved in [SZ99] for the relative isoperimetric problem in bounded convex bodies, later
generalized in [BR05] to manifolds with boundary and Ricci bounded below; in [Bay03; Bay04], after
[MJ00, Sect. 2.1, Proposition 3.3], (3.2) is proved on compact Riemannian manifolds with Ricci bounded

3Et := {x ∈ M : d(x, E) < t} for t > 0, while Et := {x ∈ E : d(x, M \ E) > −t} for t ≤ 0.
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below. In [Mor05; Bay03; Mil09] analogous inequalities hold in the case of compact weighted manifolds.
The derivation of (3.2) in the viscosity sense on compact manifolds also appears in [NW16]. To the
author’s knowledge, the first instances of differential inequalities for the profile of noncompact manifolds
without assuming existence of isoperimetric sets are contained in [MN16, Theorem 3.3], which however
asks strong additional asymptotic conditions on the ambient, in [LRV22] in the setting of Euclidean
convex bodies, and in [Ant+22a, Theorem 1.4], which holds for manifolds satisfying just the assumptions
of Theorem 3.1 but does not recover the sharp inequality (3.2).

In the next sections, we outline the proof of Theorem 3.1. Even in case X in Theorem 3.1 is a smooth
noncompact manifold, the proof necessarily exploits an analysis carried out over isoperimetric sets in
RCD spaces possibly different from X, as existence of minimizers on X is not guaranteed. In fact, the
proof follows the following steps.

(1) The asymptotic mass decomposition result of Theorem 3.3 identifies isoperimetric sets in limits
at infinity along X, whose perimeter and measure are still related to the isoperimetric problem
on the orginal space X.

(2) Recalling the regularity result in Theorem 2.12, it is possible to codify a notion of “constant mean
curvature” for the boundary of an isoperimetric set through Laplacian bounds satisfied by the
distance function from the boundary of such set. This is the content of Theorem 3.7.

(3) The previous Laplacian bounds imply Heintze–Karcher type estimates on volume and perime-
ter of tubular neighborhoods of the isoperimetric sets obtained in (1). These bounds allow to
sharply estimate the upper second derivative of the composition of IX with the volume of tubular
neighborhoods of the isoperimetric sets from (1), allowing to deduce (3.2) in the viscosity sense.

We conclude by mentioning that the validity of Theorem 3.1 is open in the collapsed case.

Question 3.2. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, and let K ∈ R. Let (X, d,m) be a collapsed RCD(K,N) space.
Under which hypotheses does (3.2) hold?

3.2. Asymptotic mass decomposition. The next result describes the general behavior of a minimizing
sequence for the isoperimetric problem on a noncompact RCD(K,N) space (X, d,HN ). The mass of the
sequence splits in finitely many pieces, each of them converging to isoperimetric sets in limits at infinity
of X, except for at most one piece which converge to an isoperimetric set on X. The last set may have
measure strictly lower than the one of the starting minimizing sequence, and possibly equal to zero.

Theorem 3.3 (Asymptotic mass decomposition, [ANP22, Theorem 1.1]). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, and
let K ∈ R. Let (X, d,HN ) be a noncompact RCD(K,N) space. Assume there exists v0 > 0 such that
HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0 for every x ∈ X. Let V > 0. For every minimizing (for the perimeter) sequence of
bounded sets Ωi ⊂ X of volume V , up to passing to a subsequence, there exist a nondecreasing bounded
sequence {Ni}i∈N ⊆ N, disjoint sets of finite perimeter Ωc

i ,Ω
d
i,j ⊂ Ωi, and points pi,j, with 1 ≤ j ≤ Ni for

any i, such that the following claims hold

• limi d(pi,j, pi,ℓ) = limi d(pi,j, o) = +∞, for any j 6= ℓ ≤ N and any o ∈ X, where N := limiNi <
+∞;

• Ωc
i converges to Ω ⊂ X in L1(X) and P (Ωc

i ) →i P (Ω). Moreover Ω is an isoperimetric region in
X;

• for every 0 < j ≤ N , (X, d,HN , pi,j) converges in the pmGH sense to an RCD(K,N) space
(Xj , dj ,HN , pj). Moreover there exist isoperimetric regions Zj ⊂ Xj such that Ωd

i,j →i Zj in
L1-strong and P (Ωd

i,j) →i P (Zj);
• it holds that

IX(V ) = P (Ω) +
N∑

j=1

P (Zj), V = HN (Ω) +
N∑

j=1

HN (Zj). (3.3)

By a standard truncation argument [AFP21, Lemma 2.17], in the setting of Theorem 3.3 it is always
possible to choose a minimizing sequence for the isoperimetric problem made of bounded sets, thus such
assumption on the sequence Ωi is not restrictive.
The proof of Theorem 3.3 follows by combining a concentration-compactness argument, see [Lio84,
Lemma I.1], with the natural precompactness of RCD spaces, see Theorem 2.4, and of sequences of
sets of finite perimeter, see Remark 2.8. Theorem 3.3 is inspired by the theory developed on Riemannian
manifolds in [RR04; Nar14; MN16; MN19; MN20], where additional strong assumptions on the geometry
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at infinity of the space are assumed. Such assumptions where removed in [AFP21]. Finally [ANP22] con-
tains the generalization to the RCD setting and the proof of the fact that N < +∞ in Theorem 3.3, which
relies on the regularity Theorem 2.12. Other recent analogous applications of the method to isoperimet-
ric clusters are [Res21; Nov+22]. The coupling between the concentration-compactness principle and the
precompactness of RCD spaces has been recently exploited also in [NV22] to prove stability results for
Sobolev inequalities.

Remark 3.4 (Nontriviality of the problem). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, let K ∈ R, and v0, V > 0. Then there
exists I > 0 such that if (X, d,HN ) is a noncompact RCD(K,N) space with infx∈X HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0,
then IX(V ) ≥ I .
The claim easily follows by a contradiction argument applying Theorem 3.3 together with the general-
ized compactness result from [ANP22, Theorem 1.2]. Alternatively, the observation follows adapting
arguments from [Cha01, Theorem V.2.6].
We also remark that both a lower bound on the Ricci curvature and the noncollapsing condition given by
infx∈X HN (B1(x)) > 0 are necessary for the isoperimetric problem to make sense, i.e., for the isoperimet-
ric profile to be strictly positive for positive volumes, see [AFP21, Sect. 4.3] and [Ant+22a, Proposition
2.18] and the related [LRV22, Proposition 3.14] in the setting of convex bodies.

3.3. Mean curvature barriers. We need to introduce some notation.

Definition 3.5. For any open set E in a metric space (X, d), the signed distance from E is defined by

d
s
E(p) :=

{
dE(p) if p ∈ X \ E,
−dX\E(p) if p ∈ E.

Let k, λ ∈ R. We define the function

sk,λ(r) := cosk(r) − λ sink(r),

where cosk and sink are the solution to the problems





cos′′
k(r) + k cosk(r) = 0,

cosk(0) = 1,
cos′

k(0) = 0,






sin′′
k(r) + k sink(r) = 0,

sink(0) = 0,
sin′

k(0) = 1.

(3.4)

For given N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, the Riemannian manifold

M
N
k :=

{
([0,+∞) × S

N−1,dr2 + sin2
k(r)gSN−1) if k ≤ 0,

([0, π/
√
k] × S

N−1,dr2 + sin2
k(r)gSN−1) if k > 0,

(3.5)

is the (unique up to isometry) N -dimensional simply connected Riemannian manifold of constant sec-
tional curvature k (see [Pet16]), where gSN−1 is the standard metric on S

N−1. It is an exercise to check
that the map

r 7→ (N − 1)
s′

k,−λ(r)

sk,−λ(r)
(3.6)

yields the mean curvature (with respect to inner normal) of the sphere defined by the points having
signed distance r from a ball whose boundary has mean curvature equal to (N − 1)λ in M

N
k , for any

k, λ, r ∈ R for which (3.6) makes sense.

Before stating the next main result, we need to introduce the following generalized notion of Laplacian,
that we state specialized to the noncollapsed RCD setting.

Definition 3.6 (Measure Laplacian). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, and let K ∈ R. Let (X, d,HN ) be an
RCD(K,N) space. Let Ω ⊂ X be open. Let F : X → R be a locally Lipschitz function. We say that F
has measure Laplacian on Ω if there exists a Radon measure µ on Ω such that for any Lipschitz function
f with compact support on Ω, there holds

ˆ

∇F · ∇f dHN = −
ˆ

f dµ.

In such a case we write ∆F = µ. We say that ∆F ≥ G on Ω, for some G ∈ L1
loc(Ω), if F has measure

Laplacian on Ω and

−
ˆ

∇F · ∇f dHN ≥
ˆ

f GdHN ,

for any nonnegative Lipschitz function f with compact support on Ω.
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Theorem 3.7 (Existence of mean curvature barriers [Ant+22c, Theorem 1.3]). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2,
and let K ∈ R. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(K,N) space. Let E ⊂ X be an isoperimetric region. Then,
denoting by f the signed distance function from E, there exists c ∈ R such that

∆f ≥ −(N − 1)
s′

K
N−1

, c
N−1

◦ (−f)

s K
N−1

, c
N−1

◦ (−f)
on E, ∆f ≤ (N − 1)

s′
K

N−1
,− c

N−1

◦ f

s K
N−1

,− c
N−1

◦ f on X \ E . (3.7)

If K = 0, then c ≥ 0 and (3.7) reads

∆f ≥ c

1 + c
N−1f

on E, ∆f ≤ c

1 + c
N−1f

on X \ E. (3.8)

In the setting of Theorem 3.7, any constant c satisfying (3.7) is said to be a mean curvature barrier
for E. In case X in Theorem 3.7 is a Riemannian manifold, then c is the constant mean curvature of
the (regular part of the) boundary of E; moreover (3.7) is a well-known consequence of the evolution
of the Laplacian of the distance function along geodesics from the boundary, together with the classical
regularity theory for boundaries of isoperimetric sets on smooth manifolds. Such classical argument
seems out of reach in the nonsmooth setting. Instead, Theorem 3.7 follows exploiting the minimality
of the set E in Theorem 3.7 and the equivalence between distributional and viscosity bounds on the
Laplacian from [MS21], recently generalized to the collapsed case in [GMS23]. In [Ant+22c], (3.7) is
proved by contradiction, showing that if the bounds fail there exists a volume fixing perturbation of the
set with strictly smaller perimeter, a contradiction with the isoperimetric condition. The perturbations
are built by sliding simultaneously level sets of distance-like functions with well controlled Laplacian,
obtained by Hopf–Lax duality on test functions given by the absurd assumption that (3.7) does not hold
in the viscosity sense. The method was firstly employed in [MS21] to show Laplacian bounds for the
signed distance function from perimeter minimizers, and it was inspired by [CC93; Pet03].

We mention that an analogous notion of constant mean curvature has been independently considered
in [Ket21], while a different notion of mean curvature is introduced in [Ket20]. See also [Lah+19] for a
further notion of domain with boundary of positive mean curvature in metric measure spaces. We remark
that Theorem 3.7 only shows existence of some mean curvature barrier, leaving the following question
open.

Question 3.8. In the assumptions of Theorem 3.7, if E ⊂ X is isoperimetric, does there exist a unique
number c ∈ R such that (3.7) holds?

A positive answer to Question 3.8 would allow to speak of constant mean curvature for isoperimetric
sets. The answer to Question 3.8 is negative if E is not an isoperimetric set, see [Ant+22c, Remark 3.9].
Clearly, the latter nonuniqueness phenomenon is a feature of the nonsmooth framework.

Integrating (3.7) over tubular neighborhoods of isoperimetric sets and exploiting the Gauss–Green
formula [BPS21a, Theorem 1.6], one readily finds Heintze–Karcher type inequalities on perimeter and
volume of such tubular neighborhoods [HK78]. We state such a consequence in the case K = 0 only.

Corollary 3.9. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(0, N) space. Let E ⊂ X be
an isoperimetric region, let f be the signed distance function from E, and let c ∈ [0,+∞) be a mean
curvature barrier for E. Denoting Et := {x : f(x) < t}, for t ∈ R, there holds

P (Et) ≤ P (E)
(

1 +
c

N − 1
t

)N−1

, |HN (Et) − HN (E)| ≤ P (E)
ˆ |t|

0

(
1 + sgn(t)

c

N − 1
s

)N−1

+
ds,

where (·)+ denotes positive part.

Corollary 3.9 immediately implies the next observation.

Remark 3.10. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(0, N) space and fix o ∈ X. Let E ⊂ X
be an isoperimetric region. If lim infr→+∞ HN (Br(o))/r = +∞, then any mean curvature barrier c for
E is strictly positive.
In fact, if an isoperimetric set has mean curvature barrier equal to zero, it is possible to prove that the
complement of E is made of cylindrical ends, see [Ket21, Theorem 4.11], [KKL23], and [AP23, Theorem
2.18] for a precise statement.
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3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.1 and some consequences.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We give a proof in the case K = 0 only and assuming that X is noncompact.
We shall prove that (3.2) holds in the viscosity sense, equivalence with other formulations follow from
Proposition A.3. Let V ∈ (0,HN (X)) and let ϕ be a smooth function defined in a neighborhood of V
such that ϕ ≤ IX and ϕ(V ) = IX(V ). Let us apply the asymptotic mass decomposition Theorem 3.3
at volume V . Let us assume for simplicity that Theorem 3.3 yields exactly one isoperimetric set E ⊂ Y
with P (E) = IX(HN (E)) of measure V contained in an RCD(0, N) space (Y, dY ,HN ) which either
coincides with X or is a pmGH limit at infinity of X; the general case follows by minor adaptations. By
Theorem 3.7, E has a mean curvature barrier c. For Et as in Corollary 3.9, we estimate

ϕ(HN (Et)) ≤ IX(HN (Et)) ≤ IY (HN (Et)) ≤ P (Et) ≤ P (E)
(

1 +
c

N − 1
t

)N−1

, (3.9)

for t close to zero, where in the second inequality we used the fact that the profile of any limit at infinity of
X is no less than the isoperimetric profile on X, which follows by an immediate approximation argument
(see [ANP22, Proposition 2.19], [AFP21, Proposition 3.2], and recall Remark 2.8). Since equality holds
in (3.9) for t = 0, then there exists the derivative P (Et)′|t=0 = c P (E) and we get that ϕ′(V ) = c. Hence
there exists the second derivative HN(Et)′′|t=0 = c P (E) = c IX(V ), and thus

(ϕ(HN (Et)))′′|t=0 = ϕ′′(V )I2
X(V ) + (ϕ′(V ))2 IX(V ). (3.10)

On the other hand by Corollary 3.9 we estimate

(ϕ(HN (Et)))′′|t=0 = lim
t→0+

ϕ(HN (Et)) + ϕ(HN (E−t)) − 2ϕ(V )
t2

≤ lim sup
t→0+

P (Et) + P (E−t) − 2P (E)
t2

≤ P (E)
d2

d2t

(
1 +

c

N − 1
t

)N−1 ∣∣∣∣
t=0

=
N − 2
N − 1

(ϕ′(V ))2 IX(V ).

(3.11)

Putting together (3.10) and (3.11) we find ϕ′′(V )IX(V ) ≤ −(ϕ′(V ))2/(N −1). This shows that IX solves
I ′′

X IX ≤ −(I ′
X)2/(N − 1) in the viscosity sense on (0,HN (X)). Recalling Remark 3.4, this is readily

checked to be equivalent to the desired (3.2). �

We collect a couple of useful observations following from Theorem 3.1 that we shall use in the following.

Remark 3.11. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, and let K ∈ R. Let (X, d,HN ) be a noncompact RCD(K,N) space.
Assume there exists v0 > 0 such that HN(B1(x)) ≥ v0 for every x ∈ X. Let V > 0 and let Ω, Z1, . . . , ZN

be isoperimetric sets obtained by applying Theorem 3.3 at the volume V . If IX is differentiable at V ,
then any of the sets Ω, Z1, . . . , ZN has a unique mean curvature barrier equal to I ′

X(V ).
The previous claim easily follows differentiating the perimeter of tubular neighborhoods as in the proof
of Theorem 3.1.

Remark 3.12. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (X, d,HN ) be a noncompact RCD(0, N) space. Assume there
exists v0 > 0 such that HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0 for every x ∈ X. Then applying Theorem 3.3 to any perimeter
minimizing sequence on X gives either N = 0 or N = 1, i.e., either all the mass remains in X or all the
mass escapes to a unique limit at infinity.
The previous claim readily follows since in the case of nonnegative curvature, Theorem 3.1 implies that
the isoperimetric profile is strictly subadditive.

In the next remark, we point out further information which can be deduced out of Theorem 3.1 on
regularity properties for the isoperimetric profile and isoperimetric sets.

Remark 3.13 (Improved regularity of isoperimetric profile and sets [Ant+22c]). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2,
and let K ∈ R. Let (X, d,HN ) be a noncompact RCD(K,N) space. Assume there exists v0 > 0 such
that HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0 for every x ∈ X. Then the following holds.

• For any 0 < V1 < V2 there is L = L(K,N, v0, V1, V2) such that IX is L-Lipschitz on [V1, V2].
• Let E ⊂ X be an isoperimetric set. Then E satisfies uniform volume and perimeter density

estimates at boundary points with constant depending only on K,N, v0,HN (E).
We stress that the previous regularity properties are independent of the specific ambient X. This allows
to derive a strong stability result for sequences of isoperimetric sets in a sequence of RCD(K,N) spaces
satisfying a uniform lower bound on the volume of unit balls, see [Ant+22c]. For example, if Ei is
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a sequence of isoperimetric sets of volume 1 in a sequence of unbounded pointed RCD(K,N) spaces
(Xi, di,HN , xi), infx∈Xi

HN (B1(x)) ≥ v0 and Ei ⊂ BR(xi), for some v0, R > 0, then the sequence is
precompact with respect to L1-strong and Hausdorff convergence (in a realization), any limit set is
isoperimetric, and mean curvature barriers of any Ei are uniformly bounded and converge to mean
curvature barriers of limit sets. We mention that a similar stability result for mean curvature barriers
was observed in [Ket21].

We conclude with a final question related to Theorem 3.1. We consider the case K = 0 only.

Question 3.14. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let C be the class of concave functions ψ : [0,+∞) → [0,+∞)
such that ψ(0) = 0 and ψ(V ) > 0 for V > 0. Let R be the class of noncompact RCD(0, N) spaces

(X, d,HN ) such that infx∈X HN (B1(x)) > 0. Let Ψ : R → C be the map Ψ(X) := I
N

N−1

X . Is Ψ injective?
What is the image of Ψ? What is the image of Ψ restricted to smooth manifolds?

The previous question is also related to the investigation of further regularity properties of isoperimetric
profiles, for instance a better understanding of their differentiability.

Obviously, Question 3.14 can be suitably stated for arbitrary Ricci lower bounds and in the setting of
compact spaces.

4. Isoperimetric inequalities and existence results on nonnegatively curved spaces

This section is devoted to the proof of old and new results, making a fundamental use of the differential
inequalities of the profile from Theorem 3.1.

4.1. Geometric analysis on spaces with Ricci lower bounds. We recall some fundamental results
in the theory of the Riemannian Geometry of manifolds with Ricci bounded below which naturally extend
to the context of RCD(K,N) spaces.

Let K ∈ R and N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Recalling (3.4), for r ≥ 0 we denote by

σK,N(r) := NωN sinN−1
K

N−1

(r), vK,N(r) := NωN

ˆ r

0
sinN−1

K
N−1

(t) dt,

the perimeter and the volume volume of a ball of radius r in the simply connected N -dimensional
Riemannian manifold of constant sectional curvature K/(N − 1) (here r ≤ π

√
N − 1/

√
K if K > 0),

where ωN is the volume of the Euclidean unit ball of RN (see [Pet16] and (3.5)).
We can state the RCD version of the Bishop–Gromov monotonicity of volume ratios with rigidity.

Theorem 4.1 (Generalized Bishop–Gromov monotonicity and rigidity, [Oht07, Theorem 5.1] & [Stu06b,
Theorem 2.3] & [DG16, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 4.1]). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2, and K ∈ R. Let (X, d,HN )
be an RCD(K,N) space. Let o ∈ X. Then

(0,+∞) if K ≤ 0,

(0, π
√
N − 1/

√
K] if K > 0

}
∋ r 7→ HN (Br(o))

vK,N(r)
,

is nonincreasing, and
(0,+∞) if K ≤ 0,

(0, π
√
N − 1/

√
K] if K > 0

}
∋ r 7→ P (Br(o))

σK,N(r)
,

is essentially nonincreasing, i.e., P (Br(o))/σK,N (r) ≥ P (BR(o))/σK,N (R) for any R > 0 such that the
ratio is defined, and for a.e. r ∈ (0, R].
Moreover

• if K = 0 and HN (BR(o))/RN = HN (Br(o))/rN for some 0 < r < R, then (BR
2

(o), d) is isometric

to the ball of radius R/2 centered at a tip in the cone C(L) over an RCD(N − 2, N − 1) space
(L, dL,HN−1);

• if K = N − 1 and HN (BR(o))/vN−1,N (R) = HN (Br(o))/vN−1,N (r) for some 0 < r < R, then
(BR

2

(o), d) is isometric to the ball of radius R/2 centered at a pole in the spherical suspension

S(L) over an RCD(N − 2, N − 1) space (L, dL,HN−1).

We remark that the monotonicity part in Theorem 4.1 also holds in the more general frameworks of
CD(K,N) spaces [Stu06b, Theorem 2.3] and of MCP(K,N) spaces [Oht07, Theorem 5.1].

A version of the classical maximal diameter Bonnet–Myers Theorem [Pet16] holds at the level of RCD

spaces.
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Theorem 4.2 (Generalized Bonnet–Myers Theorem, [Oht07, Theorem 4.3] & [Ket15, Theorem 1.4]).
Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(N − 1, N) space. Then diam(X) ≤ π. Moreover
equality holds if and only if X is isometric to the spherical suspension over an RCD(N − 2, N − 1) space.
In particular, if X is a Riemannian manifold, equality holds if and only if X is isometric to S

N .

We remark that the upper bound on the diameter in Theorem 4.2 actually holds in the greater gener-
ality of MCP(K,N) spaces, see [Oht07, Theorem 4.3].

We mention that two further classical results in Riemannian geometry holding at the level of RCD(K,N)
spaces are given by the Laplacian comparison theorem, see [Gig15, Corollary 5.15], and the Cheeger–
Gromoll splitting theorem [CG72], see [Gig13, Theorem 1.4].

4.2. Sharp and rigid isoperimetric inequality on spaces with nonnegative Ricci and Eu-

clidean volume growth. Exploiting the differential inequalities of the isoperimetric profile, we prove
the sharp isoperimetric inequality on RCD(0, N) spaces (X, d,HN ) with Euclidean volume growth, to-
gether with a proof of its rigidity in this class.

Definition 4.3. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(0, N) space. Let o ∈ X. We define
the asymptotic volume ratio by

AVR(X) := lim
r→+∞

HN (Br(o))
ωNrN

.

The previous definition is clearly independent of the choice of o ∈ X and it is well-posed by Theorem 4.1.
For an RCD(0, N) space (X, d,HN ), Theorem 4.1 and the fact that the volume density x 7→ limrց0 HN (Br(x))/(ωNr

N )
is lower semicontinuous - hence, ≤ 1 - implies that AVR(X) ∈ [0, 1]. Moreover AVR(X) = 1 if and only
if X is isometric to the Euclidean space R

N endowed with Lebesgue measure (see [DG18, Theorem 1.6]
after [Col97]). If AVR(X) > 0 we say that X has Euclidean volume growth.

We are ready for the main result of the section.

Theorem 4.4. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(0, N) space with AVR(X) > 0. Then

IX(V ) ≥ N(AVR(X)ωN )
1

N V
N−1

N , (4.1)

for any V > 0. Moreover if there exists an isoperimetric set E ⊂ X such that

P (E) = N(AVR(X)ωN )
1

N (HN (E))
N−1

N ,

then X is isometric to a cone C over an RCD(N − 2, N − 1) space and E is isometric to a ball centered
at a tip of C. In particular, if X is a Riemannian manifold, such an isoperimetric set exists if and only
if X is isometric to R

N and E is isometric to a Euclidean ball.

Inequality (4.1) has been proved in several recent works at different levels of generality. In [AFM20]
it was proved in the class of 3-dimensional Riemannian manifolds with nonnegative Ricci and AVR > 0,
later extended up to dimension 7 in [FM22], exploiting nonlinear potential theory and the relation
between perimeter and capacities; in [Bre21] the inequality was proved on any Riemannian manifold with
nonnegative Ricci and AVR > 0 by using an ABP-type argument; [Joh21] provides a proof analogous
to the one in [Bre21] in the class of weighted manifolds with nonnegative generalized Ricci curvature
and positive asymptotic volume ratio; in [BK21] (resp., [CM22a]) the inequality is proved in the class
of CD(0, N) (resp., MCP(0, N)) spaces with AVR > 0 exploiting the Brunn–Minkowski inequality (resp.,
1-dimensional localization technique); [Ant+22b] contains a proof for noncollapsed RCD(0, N) spaces
with AVR > 0 and exploits Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.7.
Furthermore, rigidity for the inequality is proved in [AFM20; Bre21; FM22] in the class of smooth sets,
in [CM22b] in CD(0, N) spaces in the class of bounded sets, in [Ant+22b] in the class of noncollapsed
RCD(0, N) spaces for any isoperimetric set. Finally, exploiting [CM22b], the regularity result in [Ant+23]
implies rigidity for the isoperimetric inequality in the whole class of possibly collapsed RCD(0, N) spaces
without restrictions on the isoperimetric set achieving equality.
We mention also that isoperimetric inequalities in the same spirit of Theorem 4.4 are proved in [Han22]
for RCD(0,∞) spaces with finite volume entropy, and in [Man22] for Finsler manifolds. A pioneering
study of isoperimetric inequalities in terms of volume growth was carried out in [CS93].

We remark that (4.1) is sharp on any space X as in the assumptions of Theorem 4.4; in fact, (4.1) is
seen to be sharp for large volumes. Indeed the ratio P (Br(o))/HN (Br(o))

N−1

N tends to N(AVR(X)ωN )
1

N

as r → +∞ by Theorem 4.1.
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A direct corollary of Theorem 4.4 is the solution to the isoperimetric problem on noncollapsed RCD(0, N)
cones, recovering the result from [LP90] on Euclidean convex cones (recall Remark 2.9) and the one from
[MR02] for cones over compact manifolds.

Corollary 4.5. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (C, d,HN ) be an RCD(0, N) cone over an RCD(N−2, N−1)
space. Then

IC(V ) = N(AVR(C)ωN )
1

N V
N−1

N ,

for any V > 0, and balls centered at tips of C are the only isoperimetric sets.

We now provide a proof of Theorem 4.4 which partly simplifies the one from [Ant+22b], exploiting
Theorem 3.1 more directly, as we shall do for the proof of the Lévy–Gromov inequality below.

Proof of Theorem 4.4. Denote θ := AVR(X) for ease of notation. Let f1(V ) := N
N

N−1 (θωN)
1

N−1 V and

f2 := I
N

N−1

X . Suppose by contradiction that there is V0 > 0 such that f1(V0) > f2(V0). Since f2 is concave
by Theorem 3.1 and Lemma A.1, then there exists v1 ∈ (0, V0) such that IX is differentiable at v1 and

f ′
2(v1) < f ′

1 ≡ N
N

N−1 (θωN)
1

N−1 . By Remark 3.4 and concavity, there holds I ′
X(v1) ≥ 0. Let us apply the

mass decomposition Theorem 3.3 at volume v1. By Remark 3.12, we get the existence of an isoperimetric
set E ⊂ Y with P (E) = IX(v1) and measure equal to v1, where (Y, dY ,HN ) either coincides with X
or is a limit at infinity of X. Observe that AVR(Y ) ≥ θ by Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 2.5. Hence
by Remark 3.11 and Remark 3.10, E has mean curvature barrier c = I ′

X(v1) > 0. Thus Corollary 3.9
implies

HN (Et) ≤ HN (E) + P (E)
N − 1
cN

[(
1 +

c

N − 1
t

)N

− 1

]
(4.2)

where Et := {y ∈ Y : dY (y,E) < t} for t > 0. Condition f ′
2(v1) < f ′

1 is rewritten as
(

N

N − 1

)N−1

P (E)cN−1 < NN θωN . (4.3)

Dividing (4.2) by tN , exploiting (4.3), and recalling AVR(Y ) ≥ θ, letting t → +∞ we get the contradic-
tion

θωN ≤ lim sup
t→+∞

HN(Et)
tN

< θωN .

Suppose now that there exists an isoperimetric set E ⊂ X such that P (E) = N(θωN)
1

N (HN (E))
N−1

N .
Denote V := HN (E), hence f1(V ) = f2(V ). Since f2 ≥ f1 by (4.1), f2 is concave, and f1(0) = f2(0) =
0, then f1 ≡ f2. Thus IX is differentiable and E has mean curvature barrier c = I ′

X(HN (E)) =
(N − 1)(θωN )

1

N HN (E)− 1

N = N−1
N

P (E)
HN (E)

. The mean curvature barrier’s equation (3.8) implies that
supx∈E d(x,X \E) ≤ (N − 1)/c, otherwise the inequality degenerates. Hence we use Corollary 3.9 again
to get

HN (E) ≤ P (E)
ˆ

N−1

c

0

(
1 − c

N − 1
s

)N−1

ds = P (E)
N − 1
cN

= HN (E).

Hence some ball BN−1

c

(x0) is contained in E. Since HN (BN−1

c

(x0)) ≤ HN (E) = θωN(N−1
c )N , Bishop–

Gromov Theorem 4.1 implies that E = BN−1

c

(x0), HN (BR(x0)) = θωNR
N for any R ≥ (N − 1)/c and

rigidity follows. �

Carefully reading the previous proof of Theorem 4.4, we notice that, when X is as in the assumptions,
if IX(V ) = N(AVR(X)ωN )

1

N (V )
N−1

N for some V > 0, then IX(V ) = N(AVR(X)ωN )
1

N (V )
N−1

N for any
V just by concavity, without needing the existence of an isoperimetric set. By Theorem 4.4, on such a
space there exists an isoperimetric set if and only if it is a cone.

Question 4.6. Does there exist an RCD(0, N) space (X, d,HN ) with AVR(X) > 0 such that IX(V ) =
N(AVR(X)ωN )

1

N (V )
N−1

N for some V > 0 (hence, for any V ) and X is not a metric cone? Does there
exist such a space X in the class of smooth manifolds?

By Theorem 3.3, a space X as in Question 4.6 has a pmGH limit at infinity isometric to a cone C
with AVR(C) = AVR(X). Also, by Theorem 4.4, in a space X as in Question 4.6 there do not exist
isoperimetric sets.
Notice that Question 4.6 has a negative answer in the class of manifolds with nonnegative sectional
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curvature (or, more generally, Alexandrov spaces with nonnegative curvature, or RCD(0, N) spaces as in
Theorem 4.7 below) by [Ant+22b, Theorem 1.2].

4.3. Existence for large volumes on spaces with nonnegative Ricci and Euclidean volume

growth. In this section we provide some general existence results for large volumes of isoperimetric sets
on nonnegatively curved spaces with Euclidean volume growth.

Here is the key observation. Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 2.5 readily imply that AVR is upper semi-
continuous with respect to pmGH convergence of RCD(0, N) spaces. If we assume that pmGH limits at
infinity of an RCD(0, N) space with AVR(X) > 0 have strictly larger AVR by a fixed gap ε > 0, it is
possible to exploit the sharpness of the isoperimetric inequality (4.1) for large volumes to prove existence
of isoperimetric sets for large volumes. Indeed, applying Theorem 3.3 on a minimizing sequence of suffi-
ciently large volume, this assumption implies that it is not isoperimetrically convenient to lose mass at
infinity. This is the content of the next result.

Theorem 4.7 ([Ant+22a, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2] & [Ant+22b, Theorem 1.2]). Let N ∈ N with
N ≥ 2. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(0, N) space with AVR(X) > 0. Write X = R

k × X ′ for some
k ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}, where X ′ does not contain lines.
Assume that there exists ε > 0 such that the following holds. For any sequence (ti, x′

i) ∈ X with x′
i

diverging along X ′ such that (X, d,HN , (ti, x′
i)) pmGH converges, the pmGH limit (Y, dY ,HN , y) satisfies

AVR(Y ) ≥ AVR(X) + ε.

Then there exists V0 such that for any V ≥ V0 there exists an isoperimetric region of volume V on X.

The main assumption in the previous Theorem 4.7 may appear artificial, though spontaneous, but it
is actually strongly related to the geometry of the asymptotic cones of the space and to the stability of
isoperimetric sets in such cones.

Definition 4.8. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (X, d,HN ) be an RCD(0, N) space with AVR(X) > 0. Fix
o ∈ X and let λi → +∞. Then any pmGH limit, up to subsequence, of (X, d/λi,HN , o) is an asymptotic
cone (or, tangent cone at infinity) of X.

Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 4.1 ensure that the previous definition is well-posed. Moreover, an asymp-
totic cone is, indeed, a metric cone. Observe that the sharp isoperimetric inequality in Theorem 4.4
states that the profile of an RCD(0, N) space X with Euclidean volume growth is bounded below by the
one of any asymptotic cone to X.

In general, asymptotic cones are not unique and they depend on the choice of the sequence λi in
Definition 4.8, see [Per97; CN13; CM14]. Moreover, asymptotic cones to Riemannian manifolds can
clearly be nonsmooth RCD(0, N) spaces.
More dramatically, asymptotic cones to a space X may contain lines even X does not, see [KW90, pp.
913-914] and [CN13, Theorem 1.4]. Actually, [CN13, Theorem 1.4] constructs an N -dimensional manifold
with nonnegative Ricci and AVR > 0 having distinct asymptotic cones containing exactly k lines for any
k = 0, . . . , N − 2. On the variational side, recalling Corollary 4.5, if a cone splits a line then balls are
not strictly stable isoperimetric sets.

Let now X be as in Definition 4.8, and assume for simplicity that X does not contain lines. It is not
difficult to show that, roughly speaking, no asymptotic cone of X contains a line if and only if balls
centered at tips of asymptotic cones of X are uniformly strictly stable, i.e., the Jacobi operator on the
cross sections of such cones is uniformly positive definite. Moreover, in the notation of Theorem 4.7, it
is possible to prove that if no asymptotic cone of X ′ contains a line then the hypothesis of Theorem 4.7
holds true [Ant+22a, Lemma 4.2].
This yields another, seemingly more intrinsic, existence result: if X = R

k × X ′ is RCD(0, N) with
AVR(X) > 0 and X ′ does not contain lines, if no asymptotic cone of X ′ contains a line (equivalently,
isoperimetric sets in asymptotic cones to X ′ are uniformly strictly stable), then isoperimetric sets on X
exist for large volumes.

The previous geometric discussion has a significant application to the class of Riemannian manifolds
with nonnegative sectional curvature. Indeed, Toponogov Theorem [Pet16, Theorem 12.2.2] implies that
any such manifold has a unique asymptotic cone, which contains lines if and only if the manifold does, see
[Kas88; GK95; Shi93; MNO05] or [Ant+22a, Theorem 4.6] for a proof in the AVR > 0 case. Therefore
assumptions in Theorem 4.7 are automatically matched in this class and we deduce the following clean
existence result.
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Theorem 4.9 ([Ant+22a, Theorem 1.3]). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (M,g) be a complete N -
dimensional Riemannian manifold with nonnegative sectional curvature and AVR(M) > 04.
Then there exists V0 such that for any V ≥ V0 there exists an isoperimetric region of volume V on X.

We mention that the somehow dual setting with respect to the one in Theorem 4.9 - namely, the one
with minimal volume growth assumption - was recently considered in [AP23], obtaining the same result
of existence for large volumes.

Anyway, the following general question remains open.

Question 4.10. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 35. Let (X, d,HN ) be a noncompact RCD(0, N) space such that
infx∈X HN (B1(x)) > 0. Do isoperimetric sets exist for any volume? Up to the author’s knowledge,
without additional assumptions, the question is also open in the class of manifolds with nonnegative
sectional curvature and even in the one of convex bodies in the Euclidean space.

We stress that, as nonexistence of isoperimetric sets is basically equivalent to the drifting towards
infinity of minimizing sequences for the problem, Question 4.10 asks for a better understanding the
structure at infinity of manifolds with nonnegative curvature.

Exploiting the sharp differential inequalities of the profile, the proof of Theorem 4.7 extremely simpli-
fies as follows. The next straightforward argument was also observed by G. Antonelli, E. Bruè and M.
Fogagnolo.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Assume for simplicity that k = 0. Recalling that (4.1) is sharp for large volumes,
we can choose V0 > 0 such that IX(V ) ≤ N((AVR(X) + ε/2)ωN )

1

N V
N−1

N for any V ≥ V0. Fix V ≥ V0

and assume by contradiction that there does not exist isoperimetric regions of volume V on X. Apply
the asymptotic mass decomposition Theorem 3.3 for such volume V . By Remark 3.12, there is a set
E ⊂ Y with P (E) = IX(HN (E)) and measure V in a pmGH limit at infinity (Y, dY ,HN ) of X. But
then Theorem 4.4 and the assumptions imply

N((AVR(X) + ε)ωN )
1

N V
N−1

N ≤ IY (V ) ≤ P (E) = IX(V ) ≤ N((AVR(X) + ε/2)ωN )
1

N V
N−1

N ,

yielding a contradiction. �

Apart from the problem of existence like the one in Question 4.10, we mention that the characterization
of qualitative properties of isoperimetric sets still is an open problem, at least in the generality considered
in this section. For instance, we record the following question.

Question 4.11. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (M,g) be a noncompact N -dimensional manifold with
nonnegative sectional curvature such that infx∈M HN (B1(x)) > 0. Are isoperimetric sets of sufficiently
large volume convex? What if AVR(M) > 0?

Related to the recent [Niu23], we mention also the following

Question 4.12. Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 8. Is it possible to construct an example of a noncompact N -
dimensional manifold (M,g) with Ric ≥ 0, AVR(M) > 0 and such that there exist isoperimetric sets of
arbitrarily large volumes with nonempty singular set, i.e., such that there exist points in the topological
boundary such that the blowup of the set at such points is a not a halfspace?

4.4. Lévy–Gromov isoperimetric inequality. As a final application of the differential inequalities of
the isoperimetric profile, we present a proof of the classical Lévy–Gromov isoperimetric inequality in the
noncollapsed RCD setting. The fundamental ideas in the proof we include are due to [Bay03, Théorème
2.4.3]. We provide a little simplification concerning the rigidity part, which was, in turn, based on the
rigidity in [Gal88, Théorème 6.14]. The Lévy–Gromov inequality was firstly proved in the RCD setting
in [CM17].

Theorem 4.13 (Lévy–Gromov isoperimetric inequality). Let N ∈ N with N ≥ 2. Let (X, d,HN ) be an
RCD(N − 1, N) space. Then

IX(tHN (X))
HN (X)

≥ ISN (tHN (SN ))
HN (SN )

,

4More generally, the theorem holds for an N-dimensional Alexandrov space with curvature bounded below by zero, that
we do not introduce here, and positive AVR, see [Ant+22b].

5The case N = 2 has a positive answer by [AP23], after [Rit01b].
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for any t ∈ [0, 1]. Moreover equality holds for some t ∈ (0, 1) if and only if X is isometric to the spherical
suspension over an RCD(N − 2, N − 1) space. In particular, if X is a Riemannian manifold, equality
holds for some t ∈ (0, 1) if and only if X is isometric to S

N .

The original proof of the inequality on Riemannian manifolds is contained in [Gro80], see also [MS86,
Appendix I] and [Gro07, Appendix C]. The Lévy–Gromov inequality has been greatly generalized in
[Mil15] to weighted manifolds with a possibly negative lower bound on the generalized Ricci curvature
and an upper bound on the diameter. The previous result was then extended to the RCD setting in
[CM17]. Quantitative versions of the Lévy–Gromov inequality have been obtained in [BBG85], which
was also recovered in [CMS19, Lemma 3.1], and in [CMM19] at the level of CD spaces.

Proof of Theorem 4.13. Let

f1(t) :=
(
ISN (tHN (SN ))/HN (SN )

) N
N−1 , f2(t) :=

(
IX(tHN (X))/HN (X)

) N
N−1 .

By Theorem 3.1, one readily checks that D2
f2(t) ≤ −Nf

2−N
N

2 for any t ∈ (0, 1), while f ′′
1 (t) = −Nf

2−N
N

1

on (0, 1). So we can apply Proposition A.4 with g(y) = −Ny 2−N
N to get that f2 ≥ f1 on [0, 1], which

proves the Lévy–Gromov inequality.
Now suppose there is t0 ∈ (0, 1/2] such that f1(t0) = f2(t0). As in [Bay03, Théorème 2.4.3], if

t0 < 1/2, we want to show that f1(1/2) = f2(1/2) by applying Proposition A.4 to f2 and suitably
defined comparison functions. Let v ∈ (0,HN (SN )/2) and define the auxiliary function ϕv : [0, 1/2] → R

by

ϕv(t) :=
ISN (2vt)

2v
.

The functions ϕv are equivalent to the model functions introduced in [Gal88, p. 72]. Let also denote

fv := ϕ
N

N−1
v . By strict concavity of ISN we have

ϕv(t) = t
ISN (2vt)

2vt
> t

ISN (tHN (SN ))
tHN(SN )

=
ISN (tHN (SN ))

HN (SN )
,

on (0, 1/2], and ϕ′
v(t) = I ′

SN (2vt) > I ′
SN (tHN (SN )) on (0, 1/2]. Hence

fv(t) > f1(t), f ′
v(t) > f ′

1(t),

on (0, 1/2]. By Proposition A.4, since f1(t0) = f2(t0), then there exists the derivative f ′
2(t0) = f ′

1(t0).
Assuming t0 ∈ (0, 1/2), let f3 : [t0, 1/2] → R be defined by

f3(t) := fv(t) − fv(t0) + f2(t0).

It is immediate to check that f ′′
3 (t) = −Nfv(t)

2−N
N ≥ −Nf3(t)

2−N
N for t ∈ (t0, 1/2). Moreover f3(t0) =

f2(t0) and f ′
3(t0) > f ′

1(t0) = f ′
2(t0). Hence there are ti → t+0 such that f3(ti) > f2(ti). Hence item (1) in

Proposition A.4 yields that f3(t) > f2(t) for any t ∈ (t0, 1/2]. Letting v → HN (SN )/2 we deduce

f1(t) ≤ f2(t) ≤ lim
v→HN (SN )/2

fv(t) − fv(t0) + f2(t0) = f1(t) − f1(t0) + f2(t0) = f1(t),

for any t ∈ (t0, 1/2]. In particular f1(1/2) = f2(1/2). Hence Proposition A.4 implies that there exists
the derivative f ′

2(1/2) = f ′
1(1/2), which implies ∃ I ′

X(HN (X)/2) = 0. Let E ⊂ X be an isoperimetric set
of volume HN (E) = HN (X)/2, which exists by direct method and compactness of X, see Theorem 4.2.
By Remark 3.11, E has mean curvature barrier c = 0.
Now the claimed rigidity follows by arguments analogous to ones in the proof of [Gal88, Théorème 6.14],
with a slight simplification which exploits the vanishing of the mean curvature barrier of E. On an
RCD(N − 1, N) space, for an isoperimetric set E with zero mean curvature barrier, analogous Heintze–
Karcher-type estimates as the ones in Corollary 3.9, again obtained by integration and Gauss–Green
[BPS21a, Theorem 1.6], read

|HN (Er) − HN (E)| ≤ P (E)
ˆ |r|

0
(cos s)N−1

+ ds,

where Er := {x : d
s
E(x) < r}, for d

s
E as in Definition 3.5, and (·)+ denotes positive part, for r ∈ R.

Denoting D := diam(X) and d := supx∈E d(x,X \ E), we have that supy∈X\E d(y,E) ≤ D − d; indeed,
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if y ∈ X \ E satisfies d(y,E) = supX\E d(·, E), letting x ∈ E such that d(x,X \ E) = supE d(·,X \ E),
we can take a geodesic γ from x to y, which thus intersects ∂E at some point z, so that

D ≥ d(x, y) = d(x, z) + d(z, y) ≥ d(x,X \ E) + d(y,E) = d+ sup
X\E

d(·, E).

Therefore we can estimate

HN (X)
2

= HN (E) ≤ P (E)
ˆ d

0
(cos s)N−1

+ ds =: P (E)F (d),

HN (X)
2

= HN (X \ E) ≤ P (E)
ˆ D−d

0
(cos s)N−1

+ ds =: P (E)G(d).

Hence P (E)
HN (E)

≥ (min{F (d), G(d)})−1. Since d 7→ F (d) is nondecreasing and d 7→ G(d) is nonincreasing,

then min{F (d), G(d)} ≤ F (d) where d ∈ (0,D) satisfies F (d) = G(d). If d ≤ D/2, then F (d) ≤
F (D/2). If d > D/2, then G(d) ≤ G(D/2) = F (D/2). Hence in any case min{F (d), G(d)} ≤ F (d) ≤
´ D/2

0 (cos s)N−1
+ ds. Recalling that f1(1/2) = f2(1/2), we have

(
ˆ π

2

0
(cos s)N−1

+ ds

)−1

=
ISN (HN (SN )/2)

HN(SN )/2
=
IX(HN (X)/2)

HN (X)/2
=

P (E)
HN (E)

≥ (min{F (d), G(d)})−1 ≥
(
ˆ D

2

0
(cos s)N−1

+ ds

)−1

.

Recalling the Bonnet–Myers Theorem 4.2, we deduce that D = π, and rigidity follows. �

Appendix A. Concave functions, second order differential inequalities and comparison

For a function f defined in a neighborhood of some x ∈ R we set

D
2
f(x) := lim sup

h→0+

f(x+ h) + f(x− h) − 2f(x)
h2

,

D2f(x) := lim inf
h→0+

f(x+ h) + f(x− h) − 2f(x)
h2

,

and

d2
hf(x) :=

f(x+ h) + f(x− h) − 2f(x)
h2

,

for h > 0, if x+ h, x− h lie in the domain of f . Below we denote by int I the interior of a set I ⊂ R.

Lemma A.1. Let I ⊂ R be an interval and let f : I → R be a continuous function. Then the following
are equivalent.

(1) f is concave.
(2) d2

hf(x) ≤ 0 for any h > 0 and x ∈ I such that x+ h, x− h ∈ I.
(3) D2

f(x) ≤ 0 for any x ∈ int I.
(4) D2f(x) ≤ 0 for any x ∈ int I.

Proof. Implications (2)⇒(3) and (3)⇒(4) are obvious. For the implication (1)⇒(2): by concavity we
have f(x) = f((x + h)/2 + (x − h)/2) ≥ (f(x + h) + f(x − h))/2. Let us now prove that (4)⇒(1).
Suppose by contradiction that there exist a < b in I, η > 0 and λ ∈ (0, 1) such that f((1 − λ)a+ λb) <
(1 − λ)f(a) + λf(b) − η. Hence there is ε > 0 such that fε(x) := f(x) − εx2 satisfies fε((1 − λ)a+ λb) <
(1 −λ)fε(a) +λfε(b). If ℓ : R → R is the function parametrizing the line through (a, fε(a)) and (b, fε(b)),
the function gε := fε − ℓ : [a, b] → R has a minimum at some x0 in the interior (a, b). Hence

−2ε
(4)
≥ D2gε(x0) = lim inf

h→0+

1
h2

(gε(x0 + h) + gε(x0 − h) − 2gε(x0)) ≥ 0,

by minimality at x0, which gives a contradiction. �

The next corollary was observed also in [Bay03, Sect. B.3.1].

Corollary A.2. Let I ⊂ R be an open interval and let f, F : I → R be continuous functions. Then the
following are equivalent.

(1) D
2
f(x) ≤ F (x) for any x ∈ I.
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(2) D2f(x) ≤ F (x) for any x ∈ I.
(3) d2

hf(x) ≤ supy∈[x−h,x+h]F (y) for any x ∈ I and h > 0 such that x+ h, x− h ∈ I.

Proof. Implications (1)⇒(2) and (3)⇒(1) are obvious. Let us prove (2)⇒(3). Fix x0 ∈ I and let
0 < h < h′ such that (x0 − h′, x0 + h′) ⋐ I. Let S := sup[x0−h′,x0+h′] F and fh′(x) := f(x) − Sx2/2.
Hence D2fh′(x) ≤ F (x) − S ≤ 0 for any x ∈ [x0 − h′, x0 + h′]. By Lemma A.1 we deduce that

d2
hf(x0) − sup

[x0−h′,x0+h′]
F = d2

hfh′(x0) ≤ 0.

Letting h′ ց h, (3) follows. �

The next proposition recalls that viscosity, distributional and pointwise formulation of differential
inequalities like the one satisfied by the isoperimetric profile are all equivalent. We include a short proof
for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition A.3. Let I ⊂ R be an open interval and let f : I → R, g : Im (f) → R be continuous
functions. Suppose that f is bounded from below. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) f ′′ ≤ g(f) in the viscosity sense on I, i.e., for any x ∈ I and any smooth function ϕ defined in
a neighborhood of x such that ϕ− f has a local maximum at x, there holds ϕ′′(x) ≤ g(f(x)).

(2) f ′′ ≤ g(f) in the sense of distributions on I, i.e.,
ˆ

fϕ′′ dx ≤
ˆ

g(f)ϕdx,

for every ϕ ∈ C∞
c (I) with ϕ ≥ 0.

(3) D
2
f(x) ≤ g(f(x)) for every x ∈ I.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that f is nonnegative.
(1)⇒(2) Let ϕ ∈ C∞

c (a, b) for some a, b ∈ I with ϕ ≥ 0. Let M := sup[a,b] f . For ε > 0 and x ∈ [a, b]
we define the inf-convolution fε(x) := infy∈[a,b]{f(y) + |x − y|2/ε}. Observe that fε ≤ f , fε is
semiconcave, and fε ր f pointwise on [a, b], hence uniformly by Dini’s monotone convergence.
Let yx ∈ [a, b] be such that fε(x) = f(yx) + |x − yx|2/ε, hence |x − yx| ≤

√
εM since f is

nonnegative.
For ε small, fix x0 ∈ (a +

√
εM, b −

√
εM) such that fε is twice differentiable. Define ψ(x) :=

fε(x0) + f ′
ε(x0)(x− x0) + (f ′′

ε (x0) − η)(x− x0)2/2, for η > 0. Hence ψ ≤ fε in a neighborhood of
x0 and ψ(x0) = fε(x0). Let ψ̃(x) := ψ(x+ x0 − yx0

). It is readily checked that ψ̃ − f has a local
maximum at yx0

∈ (a, b). Hence (1) implies

f ′′
ε (x0) − η = ψ̃′′(yx0

) ≤ g(f(yx0
)),

and letting η → 0 we get

f ′′
ε (x0) ≤ sup

{
g(f) : [x0 −

√
εM, x0 +

√
εM ]

}
∀x0 ∈ (a+

√
εM, b−

√
εM).

For ε small enough we have sptϕ ⊂ (a + 2
√
εM, b − 2

√
εM). Since D2

fε is uniformly bounded
above, we can apply Fatou’s Lemma to get

ˆ

fεϕ
′′ = lim

h→0+

ˆ b

a
fε d2

hϕ = lim
h→0+

ˆ b

a
d2

hfε ϕ ≤
ˆ b

a
D

2
fε ϕ ≤

ˆ b

a
ϕ(x) sup

[x−
√

εM,x+
√

εM ]

g(f(y)) dx

where we used that D2
fε = f ′′

ε almost everywhere. Letting ε → 0, (2) follows.
(2)⇒(3) Let ρε be a nonnegative symmetric mollifier for ε ∈ (0, 1) with spt ρε ⋐ (−ε, ε). Let fε := f ⋆ ρε,

(g(f))ε := (g ◦ f) ⋆ ρε, and fix x0 ∈ I such that (x0 − 2ε0, x0 + 2ε0) ⊂ I for ε0 ∈ (0, 1) small
enough. Let Iε := (x0 − ε, x0 + ε). Since ρε ≥ 0, (2) implies that f ′′

ε ≤ (g(f))ε pointwise on Iε0

for any ε < ε0. Then Corollary A.2 implies that

d2
hfε(x0) ≤ sup

[x0−h,x0+h]
(g(f))ε(y) ∀h ∈ (0, ε0/2).

Letting first ε → 0+ we deduce

d2
hf(x0) ≤ sup

[x0−h,x0+h]
(g(f(y))) ∀h ∈ (0, ε0/2),

then taking lim suph→0+, (3) follows.
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(3)⇒(1) Let x, ϕ be as in (1). Without loss of generality we can assume that ϕ ≤ f and ϕ(x) = f(x).
Hence

ϕ′′(x) = lim sup
h→0+

d2
hϕ(x) ≤ lim sup

h→0+

d2
hf(x)

(3)

≤ g(f(x)).

�

We conclude with an elementary comparison result, whose content is analogous to [Bay03, Lemme
C.2.1].

Proposition A.4. Let a, b ∈ R. Let f1, f2 : [a, b] → [0,+∞), g : (0,+∞) → R be continuous functions.
Suppose that fi|(a,b) > 0 for i = 1, 2, g is nondecreasing, and that

D
2
f1(x) ≥ g(f1(x)), D2f2(x) ≤ g(f2(x)),

for any x ∈ (a, b). Then the following holds.
(1) If f1(a) = f2(a) and there is a′ ∈ (a, b] such that f1(a′) > f2(a′), then f1(x) > f2(x) for any

x ∈ [a′, b].
(2) If f1(b) = f2(b) and there is b′ ∈ [a, b) such that f1(b′) > f2(b′), then f1(x) > f2(x) for any

x ∈ [a, b′].
(3) If f1(a) = f2(a) and f1(b) = f2(b), then f2(x) ≥ f1(x) for any x ∈ [a, b]. Moreover, if f2(x0) =

f1(x0) for some x0 ∈ (a, b), then

d+

dx
f1(x0) =

d+

dx
f2(x0),

d−

dx
f1(x0) =

d−

dx
f2(x0),

where d±

dx fi(x0) denotes right or left derivative of fi at x0
6.

Proof. We prove the items separately.
(1) Let x1 := inf{x ∈ [a, a′] : f1(t) > f2(t) ∀ t ∈ (x, a′]} and x2 := sup{x ∈ [a′, b] : f1(t) >

f2(t) ∀ t ∈ [a′, x)}. Since f1(a) = f2(a) and f1, f2 are continuous, then f1(x1) = f2(x1). Since g
is nondecreasing, the function F := f2 − f1 satisfies D2F (x) ≤ 0 on (x1, x2), hence F is concave
on [x1, x2] by Lemma A.1. Since F ≤ 0 on [x1, x2], F (x1) = 0 and F (a′) < 0, then F (x2) < 0.
By definition of x2 as supremum, this implies x2 = b.

(2) Analogous to item (1).
(3) If f2(a′) < f1(a′) for some a′ ∈ (a, b), then (1) and (2) imply that f2(a) < f1(a) or f2(b) < f1(b),

against the assumptions. Suppose now that f2(x0) = f1(x0) for some x0 ∈ (a, b). Let F := f2−f1.
The function F is nonnegative and has a minimum at x0. By continuity, there exist C, h > 0
such that D2F (x) ≤ g(f2(x)) − g(f1(x)) ≤ C for any x ∈ (x0 − h, x0 + h) ⋐ (a, b). Corollary A.2
and Lemma A.1 imply that G(x) := F (x) − Cx2 is concave on (x0 − h, x0 + h). Hence

d−

dx
F (x0) − 2Cx0 =

d−

dx
G(x0) ≥ d+

dx
G(x0) =

d+

dx
F (x0) − 2Cx0.

Since F has a minimum at x0, the previous estimate implies 0 ≥ d−

dxF (x0) ≥ d+

dxF (x0) ≥ 0. Hence

0 =
d−

dx
F (x0) =

d−

dx
f2(x0) − d−

dx
f1(x0) =

d+

dx
f2(x0) − d+

dx
f1(x0) =

d+

dx
F (x0) = 0.

�
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