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NEW SPECTRAL BISHOP–GROMOV AND BONNET–MYERS

THEOREMS AND APPLICATIONS TO ISOPERIMETRY

GIOACCHINO ANTONELLI AND KAI XU

Abstract. We show a sharp and rigid spectral generalization of the classical Bishop–
Gromov volume comparison theorem: if a closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimen-
sion n > 3 satisfies

λ1

(
−n− 1

n− 2
∆+ Ric

)
> n− 1,

then vol(M) 6 vol(Sn), and π1(M) is finite. Moreover, the constant n−1

n−2
cannot be

improved, and if vol(M) = vol(Sn) holds, then M ∼= S
n. A sharp generalization of the

Bonnet–Myers theorem is also shown under the same spectral condition.
The proofs involve the use of a new unequally weighted isoperimetric problem, and

unequally warped µ-bubbles. As an application, in dimensions 3 6 n 6 5, we infer sharp
results on the isoperimetric structure at infinity of complete manifolds with nonnegative
Ricci curvature and uniformly positive spectral biRicci curvature.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Statement of the results. The aim of this paper is to show a spectral generaliza-
tion of both the classical Bishop–Gromov volume comparison theorem and Bonnet–Myers
theorem, and derive some consequences. We stress that in this paper all manifolds M are
without boundary.

Theorem 1. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional compact smooth Riemannian manifold with
n > 3, and let 0 6 γ 6 n−1

n−2
, λ > 0. We denote by Ric(x) := infv∈TxM, |v|=1Ricx(v, v) the

smallest eigenvalue of the Ricci tensor. Assume there is a positive function u ∈ C∞(M)
such that

γ∆u 6 uRic−(n− 1)λu. (1)

Let M̃ be the universal cover of M , endowed with the pull-back metric. Then we have:

(1) A diameter bound

diam(M̃) 6
π√
λ
·
(max(u)

min(u)

)n−3
n−1

γ

, (2)

in particular, π1(M) is finite.
1
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(2) A sharp volume bound

vol(M̃) 6 λ−n/2vol(Sn). (3)

Moreover, if equality holds in (3), then every function u as in (1) is constant, and

M̃ is isometric to the round sphere of radius λ−1/2.

In the shorter range 0 6 γ < 4
n−1

when n > 3, or in the same range 0 6 γ 6 2 when
n = 3, the compactness assumption of M in Theorem 1 is not needed since it is implied
by the spectral condition (1). Moreover diam(M) is bounded from above by a constant
only depending on n, γ. The latter assertions are a consequence of the works [32, 37, 14].
So we have the following result.

Corollary 1. Let (Mn, g) be complete, and let 0 6 γ < 4
n−1

when n > 3, or 0 6 γ 6 2
when n = 3. Assume that there is λ > 0 and a positive u ∈ C∞(M) such that

γ∆u 6 uRic−(n− 1)λu. (4)

ThenM is compact, π1(M) is finite, and the assertions in Item 1, and Item 2 in Theorem 1
hold. In addition, there is a constant C depending only on n, γ, such that diam(M) 6

Cλ−1/2. In particular, diam(M) is bounded above independently of u.

Remark 1 (Smoothing the eigenfunctions). Observe that in Theorem 1, and Corollary 1
the function u is assumed to be smooth. On the other hand, a natural condition that one
usually encounters is the positivity of the Dirichlet energy

∫

M

γ|∇ϕ|2 + Ricϕ2 > (n− 1)λ

∫

M

ϕ2, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞
c (M), (5)

for some γ > 0, λ > 0. Since Ric is only a continuous function, the first eigenfunction
of −γ∆ + Ric need not be smooth. Nevertheless, we remark that all the conclusions of
Theorem 1 and Corollary 1 remain true under the (a prior weaker) condition (5). This is
done by smoothing the first eigenfunction of −γ∆+Ric, see Remark 5 for the proof.
We remark that, for example, the condition (5) is verified in the presence of small

negative curvature wells, or under a Kato condition on Ric: see [20, Proposition 1.2], and
[13], respectively.

Let us comment more thoroughly on the range of γ.
(i) The range 0 6 γ 6 n−1

n−2
in Theorem 1 is sharp, in the sense that for γ > n−1

n−2
none

of the results there continue to hold. See Remark 4 for a counterexample when M
is topologically S

1 × S
n−1.

(ii) When n > 3, the range 0 6 γ < 4
n−1

is optimal to get a universal (i.e., only
depending on n, γ) diameter bound from (1). In fact, in every dimension n > 3,
and for every γ ∈

(
4

n−1
, n−1
n−2

]
, there is a compactMn that satisfies λ1(−γ∆+Ric) >

(n− 1), but has arbitrarily large diameter. See Remark 2 for the construction.
(iii) Let us emphasize the difference between Theorem 1 and Corollary 1: when n > 3

and for the values γ ∈
[

4
n−1

, n−1
n−2

]
, the manifold M satisfying the main spectral

condition (1) may not be compact (counterexamples include, for example, hyper-
bolic spaces). However, assuming that M is compact, we have the volume and
diameter bound, and the finiteness of π1(M), as a consequence of Theorem 1.

On the other hand, the following conclusion can be drawn from the proof of
Theorem 1: if the manifold M in Theorem 1 is assumed to be only complete,
but the function u in (1) is uniformly bounded below and above, then M must
be compact as well, see Lemma 1. Indeed, for the known noncompact examples
of manifolds satisfying (1) with n > 3, and γ ∈

[
4

n−1
, n−1
n−2

]
, the function u either
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decays at infinity (e.g., hyperbolic spaces) or grows unboundedly at infinity (e.g.,
the examples in [37, Subsection 3.3]).

Let us make the following connections and comparisons with the existing results.
(i) For the case γ = 0: the volume bound in Theorem 1 reduces to the Bishop–

Gromov volume comparison theorem, and, in this case, our proof reduces to the
isoperimetric comparison argument due to Bray [9, 10]. The diameter bound in
Theorem 1 reduces to the Bonnet–Myers theorem, for which our proof provides
(up to our knowledge) a new alternative µ-bubble approach.

(ii) Item 1 in Theorem 1 immediately implies the same upper bound for diam(M).
Analogously, Item 2 in Theorem 1 implies the same (rigid) upper bound for vol(M).

(iii) Item 1 becomes diam(M̃) 6 π/
√
λ in dimension n = 3, thus being a strict spectral

generalization of the Bonnet–Myers theorem. The same diameter bound when
n = 3 has appeared with a different proof in [32, Corollary 1].

In dimension n = 3, Item 2 in Theorem 1 appeared in [18, Theorem 5.1], and
it has been relevant for the proof of the stable Bernstein Theorem in R

5. The
generalization to arbitrary dimensions requires a nontrivial change in the proof:
see Section 1.2 for additional details.

(iv) Based on a Bochner formula, the following vanishing theorem is proved in [8]: if
(1) holds with γ = n−1

n−2
and λ = 0, then we have either b1(M) = 0, or M splits as

a warped product (M, g) = (S1 ×N, dr2 + η(r)2h), where h is a metric on N with
Rich > 0. By inspecting the computations in [8, p.107] we can also obtain that:
for the positive case λ > 0 the only possibility is b1(M) = 0, and for sub-critical
values γ < n−1

n−2
(with λ = 0), the result strengthens to that either b1(M) = 0, or

M splits as a direct product (S1 ×N, dr2 + h).
(v) In the shorter range 0 6 γ 6 1/(n−2), the conclusion about π1(M) being finite in

Theorem 1 has appeared in [13, Theorem A(ii)]. The proof given here is different,
and the result in Theorem 1 shows that that threshold 0 6 γ 6 1/(n− 2) was not
sharp, as already guessed by the authors in [13]. As already discussed above, the
example in Remark 4 shows that, in Theorem 1, 0 6 γ 6 n−1

n−2
is the sharp range

to get that π1(M) is finite.
(vi) In dimension 2 (which the present paper did not cover), the volume bound follows

directly from Gauss–Bonnet formula. A uniform diameter bound is proved in [38,
Theorem 1.4], see also [30]. The parameter β in [38] corresponds to 1/γ, therefore,
the generalized Bonnet–Myers theorem holds for γ < 4 in dimension n = 2.

(vii) Diameter bounds in presence of spectral conditions as the one in (1) have appeared
in [32, Corollary 1], and [13, Theorem A(i)]. See [14, Theorem 1.1] for another
Bonnet–Myers type theorem involving both spectral and Bakry–Emery Ricci lower
bounds.

Theorem 1 has consequences on the isoperimetric structure of spaces with nonnegative
Ricci curvature and uniformly positive spectral biRicci curvature. Let us recall that, given
orthonormal vectors u, v ∈ TpM ,

biRic(u, v) := Ric(u) + Ric(v)− Sect(u ∧ v).

In dimension 3, note that the biRicci curvature is half of the scalar curvature.
The biRicci curvature was first introduced and studied by Shen–Ye [31]. There it was

shown that in ambient dimensions up to 5, stable minimal hypersurfaces in manifolds with
biRic > n − 2 enjoy a uniform diameter bound. This was motivated by and generalizes
the 3-dimensional result of Schoen–Yau [30]. The underlying idea of [31] is that the stable
minimal surface in question satisfies the spectral control (5) with γ = 1, and a positive λ >
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0. Recently, the study of manifolds with biRicci (and more general intermediate-Ricci)
curvature lower bounds has found applications in the solution of the stable Bernstein
problem [18], and in the study of a generalization of Geroch conjecture [11].
Before stating Theorem 2, recall that a Riemannian manifold (M, g) has linear volume

growth if there is one p ∈M (and hence it is true for every p ∈M) such that

lim sup
r→+∞

vol(Br(p))

r
< +∞.

We define the isoperimetric profile of M by

IM(v) := inf
{
|∂∗E| : E ⊂⊂ M, vol(E) = v

}
, v ∈ [0, vol(M)), (6)

where ∂∗E denotes the reduced boundary of E. Let us denote

biRic(x) := inf
v,w∈TxM orthonormal

biRicx(v, w),

and let us say that, for constants γ > 0, λ > 0, a manifold satisfies λ1(−γ∆+ biRic) > λ
outside a compact set, if there is a compact set K ⊂M such that

∫
γ|∇ϕ|2 + biRicϕ2 > λ

∫
ϕ2, ∀ϕ ∈ C∞

c (M \K).

Theorem 2. Let (Mn, g) be a smooth complete noncompact Riemannian manifold with
3 6 n 6 5, and let 0 6 γ < 6− n (or 0 6 γ 6 2 when n = 4). Assume that Ric > 0 and
λ1(−γ∆ + biRic) > n − 2 outside a compact set. Assume further that M has one end.1

Then the following hold.

(1) M has linear volume growth.
(2) The isoperimetric profile IM satisfies a sharp bound

IM(v) 6 vol(Sn−1), ∀v > 0. (7)

Moreover, equality of (7) holds for some v > 0 if and only if there is a bounded
open set Ω ⊂M such that M \ Ω is isometric to S

n−1 × [0,+∞).

We make the following observations on Theorem 2.
(i) When n = 3, observe that biRic = Scal/2. Thus, when n = 3 and γ = 0,

Theorem 2 extends to the noncompact case a former result of Eichmair [19].
(ii) In dimension n = 3, the structure of manifolds with Ric > 0 and Scal > 2 has

been recently investigated in [39, 27, 17, 34], and very recently in [35, 36] while
we were completing this manuscript.

In particular, when n = 3 and γ = 0, Item 1 of Theorem 2 has been obtained in
[27, Theorem 5.6], and generalized (with a different proof) in [17, Theorem 1.1].
See also the recent [35] for an effective version.

On the contrary, Item 2 of Theorem 2, which can be interpreted as the sharp
isoperimetric control at infinity on the space, is new even when n = 3 and γ = 0.
Up to the authors’ knowledge, Item 1 of Theorem 2 is new when n ∈ {4, 5}, even
when γ = 0. For a question related to dimension n > 6, see Question 1.

(iii) Item 2 of Theorem 2 is linked to the sharp volume growth at infinity of the man-
ifold, see Remark 7 for further details.

1If not, then M = R×X , with λ1(−γ∆+RicX) > n− 2. Thus X is compact, and vol(X) 6 vol(Sn−1)
by Corollary 1. Hence M has linear volume growth, and IM (v) 6 2 vol(X), with equality for all v large
enough.
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1.2. Strategy of the proof. Our proof of the volume bound follows the idea of isoperi-
metric comparison, due to Bray [10]. In [7, 10], generalizing the seminal contribution
of [5], the authors show that in a compact manifold Mn satisfying Ric > (n − 1)λ with
λ ∈ R, the isoperimetric profile defined in (6) satisfies

I ′′MIM 6 −(I ′M )2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ, (8)

in the viscosity sense. When λ > 0, an ODE comparison can be applied to (8) to obtain
a sharp upper bound on the existence interval of IM , and therefore an upper bound on
vol(M). In [18] this argument is generalized to the spectral case in dimension 3: given a
function u satisfying (1), one considers the weighted isoperimetric profile

I(v) := inf

{∫

∂∗E

uγ : E ⊂⊂ M,

∫

E

uγ = v

}
.

The same sharp inequality I ′′I 6 −1
2
(I ′)2 − 2λ is shown in [18], which eventually leads

to a sharp volume bound. In dimensions other than 3, however, the inequality obtained
through this argument requires the narrower condition γ < 4

n−1
, and is not sharp.

The main novelty of our approach is to consider the unequally weighted isoperimetric
profile

I(v) := inf

{∫

∂∗E

uγ : E ⊂⊂ M,

∫

E

u
2γ

n−1 = v

}
, (9)

which, if (1) is in force, satisfies the sharp inequality

I ′′I 6 − (I ′)2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ, (10)

and leads to the proof of the sharp volume bound (3).

The diameter bound is obtained by employing the idea of µ-bubbles originally due to
Gromov [22]. In [37], the second-named author considered a warped µ-bubble obtained
by minimizing a (suitably defined) energy

E(Ω) =

∫

∂∗Ω

uγ −
∫

Ω

huγ,

where u is the function satisfying (1), and h satisfies a certain differential inequality

|∇h| 6 C(n, γ)h2 + (n− 1)λ.

Within the narrower range 0 6 γ < 4
n−1

, this argument leads to the diameter bound
appearing in Corollary 1. We refer to [37, Theorem 1.10] for more details.
In our case, to obtain Item 1 of Theorem 1 for the full range 0 6 γ 6 n−1

n−2
, we consider

an unequally warped µ-bubble defined by the functional

E(Ω) =

∫

∂∗Ω

uγ −
∫

Ω

hu
2γ

n−1 ,

where now it turns out that h needs to be chosen carefully so that

|∇h|uγ 3−n
n−1 < (n− 1)λ+

h2

n− 1
u2γ

3−n
n−1 .

Under the situation of Theorem 1, especially since u is bounded below and above uni-

formly, the latter argument leads to the diameter bound of M̃ stated in (2). In particular,

this implies M̃ is compact and π1(M) is finite.

We remark that Theorem 1 holds in all dimensions. Often in the literature, results
that are proved through generalized minimal surfaces are stated up to dimension n 6 7,
because of singularity formation in higher dimensions. In Appendix A, we give a detailed
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argument showing that our proofs extend to the singular case n > 8 as well. The core
content is to carry out the stability inequality for variations supported away from the
singular set. We argued along the lines of similar approaches that appeared in [7, 9].

Finally, the proof of Theorem 2 exploits Theorem 1 and results and idea presented in
[17, 41, 37, 18]. Roughly speaking, within the range of dimension 3 6 n 6 5, and when
0 6 γ < 6 − n (or 0 6 γ 6 2 when n = 4), the assumption λ1(−γ∆ + biRic) > n − 2
implies that for every ε > 0, one can find a stable warped µ-bubble Ω such that

Bε−1(o) ⊂ Ω, − 4

4 − γ
∆∂Ω + Ric∂Ω − (n− 2− ε) > 0. (11)

Since Ric > 0 (thus b1(M) < +∞) and M has one end, the construction can be made
such that ∂Ω is connected. Hence (11), together with the volume bound in Theorem 1,
implies that |∂Ω| 6 vol(Sn−1)+oε(1). The conclusion about Ω, coupled with the fact that
IM is nondecreasing (since Ric > 0), essentially implies (7).
In higher dimensions n > 6, the present µ-bubble argument does not provide hypersur-

faces satisfying the spectral condition (11). Thus, we conclude the introduction by asking
the following question about Theorem 2.

Question 1. Let n > 6 be a natural number. Is it possible to construct a smooth complete
noncompact Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) such that Ric > 0 everywhere, biRic > n − 2
outside a compact set, and

• either M doesn’t have linear volume growth;
• or limv→+∞ IM(v) > vol(Sn−1)?

Added notes. Besides the application discussed in Theorem 2, we expect the results of
this paper to be useful to deal with a variety of geometric problems. After this paper was
made public, the main result Theorem 1, together with the strategy devised in [18], has
been exploited by L. Mazet to settle the stable Bernstein problem in R

6 [25]. Theorem 1
could pave the way to study the stable Bernstein problem in the remaining dimension R

7.
In addition, it would be interesting to understand the implications of our results to the
study of the structure of manifolds (or limits of manifolds) with uniform Kato bounds on
the Ricci curvature: see, e.g., [12].

1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we prove Item 1 of Theorem 1. The main
tool is Lemma 1, which uses unequally warped µ-bubbles. Then in Remark 2, we discuss
the possibility of improving (2) in the range γ ∈

[
4

n−1
, n−1
n−2

]
. In Section 3 we prove Item 2

of Theorem 1. First, in Lemma 2 we derive the viscosity ODE (10) for the isoperimetric
profile (9). Then the main result is proved by ODE comparison (see Lemma 4). We

also discuss the possibility of direct isoperimetry comparison on M̃ (see Remark 3), the
supercritical case γ > n−1

n−2
(see Remark 4), and we prove Remark 1 in Remark 5.

Then in Section 4 we prove Theorem 2. We first produce large sets with small boundary
areas by means of Lemma 5, and then we prove the main ancillary Lemma 6, from
which the proof of Theorem 2 follows. We also discuss the implications of the results in
Theorem 2 to sharp linear volume growth of the manifold at infinity in Remark 7.
Finally, in Appendix A we present the proofs in the singular case n > 8.

1.4. Notations. All the manifolds in this paper are assumed to be smooth, complete,
and without boundary. We will often omit the volume measure dvol and the area measure
dHn−1 in the integrals. We say that A ⊂⊂ B if the closure of A is relatively compact
in B. For the theory of finite perimeter sets, we refer the reader to [24]. For a set E of
locally finite perimeter, we use ∂∗E to denote the reduced boundary of E. In dimensions
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7 or below, all the minimizers obtained in this paper through Geometric Measure Theory
techniques are actually smooth, so the reader may assume ∂∗E = ∂E.

1.5. Acknowledgments. G.A. acknowledges the financial support of the Courant In-
stitute, and the AMS-Simons Travel grant. K.X. would like to thank the hospitality of
the Courant Institute, where part of this work was done during his visit. The authors
are grateful to Chao Li, Xian-Tao Huang, Marco Pozzetta, and Alberto Roncoroni for
interesting discussions and suggestions on the topic of the paper. The authors are grate-
ful to Otis Chodosh for comments that led to the improvement of a previous version of
Theorem 2, and to Jintian Zhu for comments that led to Remark 2.
The authors discussed Theorem 2, which motivated the present paper, when they were

participating in the workshop “Recent Advances in Comparison Geometry” in Hangzhou.
They thank the Banff International Research Station and the Institute of Advanced Stud-
ies in Mathematics for this enriching opportunity.

2. Unequally warped µ-bubbles and diameter bounds

Let n > 3, and let (Mn, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold, not necessarily compact.
Let u ∈ C∞(M) be a positive function. Given a parameter 0 6 γ 6 n−1

n−2
, we fix

α :=
2γ

n− 1
.

Assume that u ∈ C∞(M) is positive and such that

−γ∆u + Ric u > (n− 1)λu. (12)

Let Ω− ⊂ Ω+ ⊂ M be two domains with nonempty boundaries, such that Ω+ \ Ω− is
compact. Suppose h ∈ C∞(Ω+ \ Ω−) satisfies

lim
x→∂Ω−

h(x) = +∞, lim
x→∂Ω+

h(x) = −∞ uniformly. (13)

For an arbitrary fixed domain Ω0 with Ω− ⊂⊂ Ω0 ⊂⊂ Ω+, consider the functional

E(Ω) :=

∫

∂∗Ω

uγ −
∫

(χΩ − χΩ0
)huα, (14)

defined on sets of finite perimeter, where ∂∗Ω is the reduced boundary of Ω. By a slight
variant of [40, Proposition 2.1] there always exists a set of finite perimeter Ω, with Ω− ⊂⊂
Ω ⊂⊂ Ω+, which is a minimizer of the energy E. Assume, for the purpose of the following
computations, that Ω has smooth boundary.
Let ν denote the outer unit normal at ∂Ω, and let ϕ ∈ C∞(M). For an arbitrary

smooth variation {Ωt}t∈(−ε,ε) with Ω0 = Ω and variational field ϕν at t = 0, we compute
the first variation

0 =
d

dt
E(Ωt)

∣∣∣
t=0

=

∫

∂Ω

(
H + γu−1uν − huα−γ

)
uγϕ. (15)

Since ϕ is arbitrary we have H = huα−γ−γu−1uν . Then, computing the second variation,

0 6
d2

dt2
E(Ωt)

∣∣∣
t=0

=

∫

∂Ω

[
−∆∂Ωϕ− |II|2ϕ− Ric(ν, ν)ϕ− γu−2u2νϕ

+ γu−1ϕ
(
∆u−∆∂Ωu−Huν

)
− γu−1〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ωϕ〉

− hνu
α−γϕ+ (γ − α)huα−γ−1uνϕ

]
uγϕ.
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Setting ϕ = u−γ, using our main assumption (12), and integrating by parts, we have

0 6

∫

∂Ω

−|II|2u−γ − Ric(ν, ν)u−γ − γu−2−γu2ν + γu−1−γ∆u− γu−1−γ∆∂Ωu

− γHu−1−γuν − γu−1〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ω(u
−γ)〉 − hνu

α−2γ + (γ − α)huα−2γ−1uν

6

∫

∂Ω

u−γ
[
− H2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ− γ(u−1uν)

2

− γH(u−1uν) + |∇h|uα−γ + (γ − α)huα−γ(u−1uν)
]
.

Setting X = huα−γ and Y = u−1uν (so H = X − γY ), we have

0 6

∫

∂Ω

u−γ
[
− X2

n− 1
+

2γ

n− 1
XY − γ2

n− 1
Y 2 − (n− 1)λ

− γY 2 − γ(X − γY )Y + |∇h|uα−γ + (γ − α)XY
] (16)

6

∫

∂Ω

u−γ
[
− X2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ+ |∇h|uα−γ +

( 2γ

n− 1
− α

)
XY +

(n− 2

n− 1
γ2 − γ

)
Y 2
]
.

Recall that α = 2γ
n−1

and 0 6 γ 6 n−1
n−2

. Therefore, if h satisfies

|∇h|uα−γ <
h2u2α−2γ

n− 1
+ (n− 1)λ, (17)

then we obtain a contradiction. We are thus ready to prove the following.

Lemma 1. Let (Mn, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold with n > 3, and let 0 6 γ 6
n−1
n−2

, λ > 0. Assume there is u ∈ C∞(M) such that inf(u) > 0, sup(u) < +∞, and

−γ∆u + Ric u > (n− 1)λu.

Then

diam(M) 6
π√
λ
·
(sup(u)
inf(u)

)n−3
n−1

γ

. (18)

In particular, M must be compact.

Proof (n 6 7). For the ease of readability, we give the proof assuming n 6 7. The case
n > 8, where one needs to deal with the possible singularity of minimizers, is postponed
to Appendix A. Set α := 2γ

n−1
as usual (note that α − γ 6 0). First, notice that if h is a

smooth function on M such that

|∇h| < sup(u)2α−2γ

(n− 1) inf(u)α−γ
h2 +

(n− 1)λ

inf(u)α−γ
=: Ch2 +D, (19)

then

|∇h|uα−γ 6 |∇h| inf(u)α−γ <
h2u2α−2γ

n− 1
+ (n− 1)λ. (20)

Moreover, notice that

CD = λ ·
(
sup(u)

inf(u)

)2 3−n
n−1

γ

. (21)

Suppose by contradiction (18) is false. Then there is ε > 0 such that

diam(M) >
π√
λ
·
(sup(u)
inf(u)

)n−3
n−1

γ

· (1 + ε)2 + 2ε. (22)
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Let us now fix a point p ∈M realizing diam(M). Take Ω− := Bε(p), and let d :M \Ω− →
R be a smoothing of d(·, ∂Ω−) such that

d|∂Ω−
≡ 0, |∇d| 6 1 + ε, d >

d(·, ∂Ω−)

1 + ε
.

It can be verified by direct computations that

h(x) :=

√
D

C
cot

(√
CD

1 + ε
d(x)

)
(23)

satisfies (19), and thus (20). Now we have that

O :=
{
d >

(1 + ε)π√
CD

}
⊃
{
d(·, p) > ε+

(1 + ε)2π√
CD

}
6= ∅ (24)

due to (22). Set Ω+ :=M \ O. Thus we have found two domains Ω− ⊂⊂ Ω+ ⊂⊂M and
h(x) ∈ C∞(Ω+ \ Ω−) which satisfy (13). Let Ω be an unequally warped µ-bubble related
to the functional (14). Since n 6 7, by classical results in Geometric Measure Theory (see
[24, Theorem 27.5], and [24, Theorem 28.1]) we have that Ω has smooth boundary. Since
(20) (hence (17)) is in force, we get a contradiction with the minimizing property of E,
as shown in the computations of the second variation of E right before the Lemma. �

Proof of Item 1 of Theorem 1. Let π : M̃ →M be the universal cover of M . Set g̃ = π∗g
and ũ := u ◦ π, thus we have

γ∆̃ũ 6 ũR̃ic− (n− 1)λũ.

The assertion directly comes from Lemma 1. �

Remark 2 (No universal diameter bound). Suppose n > 4 and 4
n−1

< γ 6 n−1
n−2

, which
is the range included in Theorem 1 but not in Corollary 1. Thus, we only obtain the
diameter bound (2) depending on the maximum and minimum of u. Here let us show
that, even assuming M is closed, there is no universal diameter upper bound on M (that
depends only on n, γ).
Fix L ≫ 1. Fix a cutoff function η0 so that η0|[−∞,0) ≡ 0 and η0|[1,∞) ≡ 1. Let δ, µ > 0

be constants to be chosen. Let η be the cutoff function such that:
(1) η ≡ 0 on (−∞,−L− µ] ∪ [−δ, δ] ∪ [L+ µ,+∞) and η ≡ 1 on [−L,−2δ] ∪ [2δ, L],

(2) on each interval [−L − µ,−L], [−2δ,−δ], [δ, 2δ], [L, L + µ], the function η inter-
polates between 0 and 1 according to the model function η0.

Set α = 2γ
n−1

as usual. Choose constants a, b > 0 such that

− a2

n− 1
−
(
γ − n− 2

n− 1
γ2
) b2

(γ − α)2
− (n− 1) + ab = 0. (25)

The existence of such numbers follows by calculating the discriminant:

∃ a, b > 0 satisfying (25) ⇔ 4

n− 1
·
(
γ − n− 2

n− 1
γ2
) 1

(γ − α)2
< 1

⇔ γ >
4

n− 1
,

and the second line is exactly our assumption. From the sign of the terms in (25), it
follows that we can choose a, b to be positive.
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Now we let u(r) solve the differential equation



u′(r) = η(r) sgn(r) · b

γ − α
u(r),

u(0) = 1.
(26)

The solution is positive, even, and smooth on the entire R. Also, note that u ≡ 1 in
[−δ, δ], and u is constant on (−∞,−L− µ] ∪ [L+ µ,+∞). Then let h = h(r) solve




h′uα−γ = −h

2u2α−2γ

n− 1
−
(
γ − n− 2

n− 1
γ2
)(u′)2
u2

− (n− 1),

h(0) = 0.
(27)

Since the solution is an odd function, below we only discuss within the range r > 0 (and
the case r < 0 follows by symmetry). We claim that there is a choice of δ, such that the
solution of (26) (27) satisfies h(2δ)u(2δ)α−γ = −a. To see this, we set a new function
Q = huα−γ, and thus (27) is converted to




Q′ = − Q2

n− 1
−
(
γ − n− 2

n− 1
γ2
) η2b2

(γ − α)2
− (n− 1)− ηbQ,

Q(0) = 0.

(28)

When δ → 0 the solution satisfies Q(2δ) → 0. On the other hand, note that η = 0 on

[0, δ], thus in this interval we have Q′ = − Q2

n−1
− (n − 1). Thus there exists δ0 > 0 such

that, when δ ր δ0 we have Q(2δ) → −∞. By continuity, there exists a δ as claimed.
Next, note that Q ≡ −a is a solution of (28) in [2δ, L], due to our choice (25) and

η ≡ 1. By uniqueness of ODE, for our specific choice of δ the solution of (28) must satisfy
Q ≡ −a on [2δ, L]. Thus for (27), we have h = −auγ−α on [2δ, L].
Next, by continuity, there is a sufficiently small µ such that the solution of (27) exists

on [−L− µ, L+ µ]. When r > L+ µ, (27) becomes

h′u(L+ µ)α−γ = −u(L+ µ)2α−2γ

n− 1
h2 − (n− 1),

thus the solution is

h(r) = −(n− 1)u(L+ µ)−(α−γ) cot(r0 − r),

for some r0 > L+µ. To summarize, the equation (27) has a solution h = h(r) on a maximal
interval (−r0, r0) ⊃ [−L, L], and h blows up like −(n− 1)u(L+ µ)−(α−γ) cot |r0 ∓ r| near
the endpoints ±r0.
Finally, we let f(r) solve the ODE




(n− 1)

f ′

f
= huα−γ − γu−1u′,

f(0) = 1.

(29)

This equation, along with (27), come from analyzing the equality case in the computations
from (15) to (17). Note that f is even, since u is even and h is odd. When r > L + µ,
the ODE becomes

(n− 1)
f ′(r)

f(r)
= −(n− 1) cot(r0 − r) ⇒ f(r) = c sin(r0 − r) for some c > 0.

For ε ≪ 1 consider the metric g = dr2 + ε2f(r)2gSn−1 . By the asymptotic of f near ±r0,
this represents a metric on S

n with acute cone singularities at the two poles r = ±r0.
Note that Ric(∂r, ∂r) = −(n − 1)f ′′/f , and Ric(e, e) (where e is tangent to S

n−1) grows
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like r−2 near the poles. So we may choose ε so small such that Ric(∂r, ∂r) is the minimal
eigenvalue of Ric (see, e.g., the argument at the beginning of Remark 4).
From the ODEs (27), (29) it can be directly verified that

−γ
[u′′
u

+ (n− 1)
f ′

f

u′

u

]
− (n− 1)

f ′′

f
= (n− 1).

This implies −γ∆u + uRic(∂r, ∂r) = (n− 1)u.
Since g is conic and u is constant near the pole, we can smooth the metric near the

pole, while not decreasing the minimal eigenvalue of Ric. As a consequence, we still have
−γ∆u+ Ricu > (n− 1)u in the smoothed metric. This implies λ1(−γ∆+Ric) > n− 1.
On the other hand, note that diam(M, g) > 2L, which can be made arbitrarily large.

3. Unequally weighted isoperimetric profile and volume bounds

Let n > 3, and (Mn, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold. Let 0 6 γ 6 n−1
n−2

, and set

α :=
2γ

n− 1
.

Set the weighted volume V0 :=
∫
M
uα ∈ (0,∞], and define the unequally weighted isoperi-

metric profile

I(v) := inf

{∫

∂∗E

uγ : E ⊂⊂ M has finite perimeter, and

∫

E

uα = v

}
, (30)

for all v ∈ [0, V0). Here ∂
∗E denotes the reduced boundary of E.

Lemma 2. Let γ, α, V0, I(v) be as above, and let λ > 0. SupposeMn is complete. Assume
u ∈ C∞(M) satisfies inf(u) = 1 and

γ∆u 6 uRic−(n− 1)λu. (31)

Suppose for a fixed v0 ∈ (0, V0), there exists a bounded set E with finite perimeter, such
that

∫
E
uα = v0 and

∫
∂∗E

uγ = I(v0). Then I satisfies

I ′′I 6 − (I ′)2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ (32)

in the viscosity sense at v0.

Proof (n 6 7). For the ease of readability, we present the proof here in the case n 6 7.
When n > 8 one again needs to deal with the possible singularity of minimizers, and we
postpone the resolution of this to Appendix A.
The viscosity inequality follows from computing the second variation of the weighted

area. Notice that by classical results in Geometric Measure Theory (see, e.g., [26, Section
3.10]), the set E in the statement has smooth boundary, since n 6 7. For a bounded set
F ⊂M with smooth boundary, define the weighted volume and perimeter

V (F ) :=

∫

F

uα, A(F ) :=

∫

∂F

uγ.

For ϕ ∈ C∞(M), let us consider a smooth family of sets {Et}t∈(−ε,ε), such that E0 = E
and the variational vector field along ∂Et is ϕν (where ν denotes the outer unit normal
of ∂Et). Define V (t) := V (Et) and A(t) := A(Et); thus V (0) = v0, A(0) = I(v0). Let H
be the mean curvature of ∂E, and denote ϕν := 〈∇ϕ, ν〉, uν := 〈∇u, ν〉 for brevity. We
compute the first and second variations of the (weighted) volume at the initial time:

dV

dt
(0) =

∫

∂E

uαϕ,
d2V

dt2
(0) =

∫

∂E

(H + αu−1uν)u
αϕ2 + uαϕϕν . (33)
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Next, compute the first variation of the (weighted) area:

dA

dt
(0) =

∫

∂E

uγϕ(H + γu−1uν) =

∫

∂E

uαϕ · uγ−α(H + γu−1uν). (34)

Finally, the second variation of the area is

d2A

dt2
(0) =

∫

∂E

(
−∆∂Eϕ− Ric(ν, ν)ϕ− |II|2ϕ

)
uγϕ

+
(
− γu−2u2νϕ+ γu−1∇2u(ν, ν)ϕ− γu−1〈∇∂Eu,∇∂Eϕ〉

)
uγϕ

+
(
γuα−1uνϕ

2 + uαϕϕν +Huαϕ2
)
uγ−α(H + γu−1uν).

(35)

Since E is a volume-constrained minimizer, we must have dA
dt
(0) = 0 whenever dV

dt
(0) =

0. Hence uγ−α(H + γu−1uν) is constant due to (34).
From now on, we fix the choice ϕ = u−γ in the variation. Since V (t) is strictly monotone

in t in a neighbourhood of 0, we may view A as a smooth function in V , defined in some
neighborhood of v0. The value of the constant u

γ−α(H+γu−1uν) is thus obtained through
the chain rule:

A′(v0) =
dA

dV
(v0) =

dA
dt
(0)

dV
dt
(0)

=

∫
∂E
uαϕ · uγ−α(H + γu−1uν)∫

∂E
uαϕ

= uγ−α
(
H + γu−1uν

)
. (36)

Observe that

γuα−1uνϕ
2 = γuα−2γ−1uν, uαϕϕν = −γuα−2γ−1uν . (37)

Applying our choice and (37) to (35), we obtain

d2A

dt2
(0) =

∫

∂E

−∆∂E(u
−γ)− Ric(ν, ν)u−γ − |II|2u−γ − γu−2−γu2ν

+ γu−γ−1
(
∆u−∆∂Eu−Huν

)
− γu−1〈∇∂Eu,∇∂E(u

−γ)〉
+
(
Huα−2γ

)
uγ−α(H + γu−1uν).

Integrating by parts and re-grouping we have

d2A

dt2
(0) =

∫

∂E

−Ric(ν, ν)u−γ + γu−γ−1∆u+
[
γ(−γ − 1) + γ2

]
|∇∂Eu|2u−γ−2

− |II|2u−γ − γu−γ−2u2ν − γHu−γ−1uν +Hu−γ(H + γu−1uν).

For convenience, set X = uα−γA′(v0), Y = u−1uν. Thus H = X − γY by (36). Using the
main condition (31), the fact γ(−γ− 1)+ γ2 6 0, the trace inequality |II|2 > H2/(n− 1),
we reduce the above inequality to

d2A

dt2
(0) 6

∫

∂E

−(n− 1)λu−γ + u−γ
[
− X2

n− 1
+

2γXY

n− 1
− γ2Y 2

n− 1
− γY 2

− γXY + γ2Y 2 +X2 − γXY
]
.

(38)

Next, by using the chain rule and the formulae for the derivatives of the inverse function,

A′′(v0) =

(
dV

dt
(0)

)−2
d2A

dt2
(0)−

(
dV

dt
(0)

)−3
dA

dt
(0) · d

2V

dt2
(0). (39)
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Thus, joining (39), (38), (33), and (34) we get, calling Q :=
∫
∂E
uα−γ ,

Q2 · A′′(v0) 6

∫

∂E

−(n− 1)λu−γ + u−γ
[
− X2

n− 1
+

2γXY

n− 1
− γ2Y 2

n− 1
− γY 2

− γXY + γ2Y 2 +X2 − γXY
]

−Q−1 ·
(∫

∂E

uα−γA′(v0)
)
·
(∫

∂E

(X + αY − 2γY )uα−2γ
)

=

∫

∂E

−(n− 1)λu−γ + u−γ
[
− X2

n− 1
+

2γXY

n− 1
− γ2Y 2

n− 1

− γY 2 − γXY + γ2Y 2 +X2 − γXY −X2 − αXY + 2γXY
]

=

∫

∂E

u−γ

[
− X2

n− 1
+

(
2γ

n− 1
− α

)
XY +

(
n− 2

n− 1
γ2 − γ

)
Y 2

]
− (n− 1)λu−γ

6

∫

∂E

− X2

n− 1
u−γ − (n− 1)λu−γ (40)

=

∫

∂E

−A
′2(v0)

n− 1
u2α−3γ − (n− 1)λu−γ,

where in (40) we used α = 2γ
n−1

, and 0 6 γ 6 n−1
n−2

. Notice further that u−γ > u2α−3γ ,
which is implied by α 6 γ and u > 1. Thus we obtain

Q2A′′(v0) 6 −
(A′2(v0)

n− 1
+ (n− 1)λ

)∫

∂E

u2α−3γ . (41)

By Holder’s inequality (recall A(v0) =
∫
∂E
uγ), we have

A(v0)

∫

∂E

u2α−3γ >

(∫

∂E

uα−γ
)2

= Q2. (42)

By joining (41) and (42), we finally obtain

A(v0)A
′′(v0) 6 −A

′(v0)
2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ. (43)

Notice that I(v0) = A(v0) and I(v) 6 A(v) in some neighborhood of v0, so A is an upper
barrier of I which satisfies (43). This proves the desired result. �

Lemma 3. Suppose M is complete, and u ∈ C∞(M) is positive. Additionally, assume
x ∈M satisfies u(x) = inf(u) = 1. Then, if I is defined as in (30), we have

lim sup
v→0

v−
n−1
n I(v) 6 n vol(Bn)1/n,

where B
n is the unit ball in R

n.

Proof. For a small r0, both functions V (r) =
∫
B(x,r)

uα and A(r) =
∫
∂B(x,r)

uγ are smooth

and increasing in (0, r0). We have the asymptotics

V (r) = vol(Bn)rn +O(rn+1), A(r) = n vol(Bn)rn−1 +O(rn).

This implies that the function A ◦ V −1 has the asymptotic

A ◦ V −1(v) = n vol(Bn)1/nv
n−1
n + o(v

n−1
n ).

The result follows from the straightforward bound I(v) 6 A ◦ V −1(v). �
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Lemma 4. Let V ∈ (0,+∞], and let I : [0, V ) → R be a continuous function such that
I(0) = 0, and I(v) > 0 for every v ∈ (0, V ). Assume that for some λ > 0 we have

I ′′I 6 − (I ′)2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ, in the viscosity sense on (0, V ),

and

lim sup
v→0+

v−
n−1
n I(v) 6 n vol(Bn)1/n. (44)

Then V 6 λ−n/2 vol(Sn), where S
n denotes the unit sphere in R

n+1.

Proof. The proof is classical. Let us write it here for completeness. Set ψ := I
n

n−1 . A
direct computation gives that

ψ′′ 6 −λnψ(2−n)/n in the viscosity sense on (0, V ). (45)

For every ζ > 0, let us consider the model function Iζ : (0, Vζ) → R implicitly defined by

Iζ

(
ζ

∫ r

0

µ(s)n−1 ds
)
= ζµ(r)n−1, (46)

where µ : [0, π√
λ
] → R is defined by µ(r) := 1√

λ
sin(

√
λr). Notice Vζ = ζ

λn/2

vol(Sn)
vol(Sn−1)

, and

Iζ(0) = Iζ(Vζ) = 0. A direct computation gives that the function ψζ := I
n

n−1

ζ satisfies

ψ′′
ζ = −λnψ(2−n)/n

ζ on (0, Vζ). (47)

Denoting by ψ′
+(0) the upper right-hand Dini derivative, by (44) we have

ψ′
+(0) 6 n

n
n−1 vol(Bn)

1
n−1 .

Moreover, direct computation gives

(ψζ)
′
+(0) = nζ

1
n−1 .

Notice that when ζ = n vol(Bn) = vol(Sn), we exactly have Vζ = λ−n/2 vol(Sn).
Suppose by contradiction that V > λ−n/2 vol(Sn). Then there is ζ ′ > n vol(Bn) such

that Vζ′ < V . Since ζ ′ > n vol(Bn) we have

+∞ > (ψζ′)
′
+(0) > ψ′

+(0). (48)

Taking into account (45), (47), and (48) we can apply [6, Théorème C.2.2], after having
used [29, Proposition A.3, (1)⇔(3)]. Hence we get

ψ(v) 6 ψζ′(v) for all v 6 Vζ′.

The latter inequality, evaluated at v = Vζ′, gives ψ(Vζ′) 6 0, which is a contradiction with
the fact that I > 0 on (0, Vζ′) ⊂ (0, V ). �

Proof of Item 2 of Theorem 1. Let us assume we are in the hypotheses of Theorem 1,
and take u as in (1). We may divide u by min(u), and thus assume min(u) = 1. Let

π : M̃ → M be the universal cover of M . Set g̃ = π∗g and ũ := u ◦ π, thus (1) pulls back
to give

γ∆̃ũ 6 ũR̃ic− (n− 1)λũ. (49)

Let Ĩ(v) be the weighted isoperimetric profile, defined as in (30), but with (M̃, g̃) and ũ

in place of (M, g) and u. Set Ṽ0 :=
∫
M̃
ũα. Since in Item 1 of Theorem 1 we have shown

that M̃ is compact, by the classical Geometric Measure Theory, for every v ∈ (0, Ṽ0) there
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is a bounded set of finite perimeter Ẽ ⊂ M̃ such that
∫
Ẽ
ũα = v and

∫
∂∗Ẽ

ũγ = Ĩ(v). It
follows by Lemma 2 that we have the viscosity inequality

Ĩ ′′Ĩ 6 − (Ĩ ′)2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ in (0, Ṽ0),

and by Lemma 3 that

lim sup
v→0+

v−
n−1
n Ĩ(v) 6 n vol(Bn)1/n.

Also, we get that Ĩ is continuous (verbatim as in [18, Proposition 5.3]). Thus, a direct
application of Lemma 4, and the fact that min(ũ) = 1, gives the desired volume bound

vol(M̃) 6

∫

M̃

ũα = Ṽ0 6 λ−n/2 vol(Sn). (50)

Finally, suppose equality holds in (3). Then it follows from (50) that ũ is constant, since

we have vol(M̃) = λ−n/2vol(Sn), and min(ũ) = 1. This then implies R̃ic > (n− 1)λ, due

to (49). Hence by the rigidity of the Bishop–Gromov volume comparison theorem, M̃ is
the round sphere of radius λ−1/2. �

Proof of Corollary 1. The compactness of M and the uniform diameter upper bound are
direct consequences of [37, Theorem 1.10], which utilizes an (equally) warped µ-bubble
in its proof. The parameter β there corresponds to 1/γ here. Then, since 4

n−1
6 n−1

n−2

for every n > 3, we get the result in Corollary 1 as a consequence of the main result in
Theorem 1. The result in [37, Theorem 1.10] is stated only for 3 6 n 6 7 for the reason of
minimal surface singularities. But the result holds for n > 8 as well, by arguing similarly
as in the second part of Appendix A. �

Remark 3 (Direct isoperimetry comparison on M̃). The above proof of Item 2 of The-

orem 1 is based on the fact that M̃ is compact, which was proved in Item 1, so that we
can always find a minimizer for (30). We remark that the existence of a minimizer for

(30) on M̃ can also be proved independently of Item 1, as a consequence of [28, Theorem
5.3]. The latter is proved via a concentration-compactness argument, making use of the
deck transformation group. Also, the function I(v) is (1 − 1/n)-Hölder continuous by
arguing similarly as in [3, Lemma 2.23]. Combining these information and Lemma 2∼ 4,

we obtain another proof of the compactness of M̃ , hence the finiteness of π1(M).

Remark 4 (On the supercritical case). For the values γ ∈ (n−1
n−2

,∞), none of the results

in Theorem 1 continue to hold. A counterexample is the following. On M = S
1 × S

n−1

consider the spherically symmetric metric g = dr2 + ε2f(r)2dt2, where f(r) is a fixed
positive periodic nonconstant function, and ε > 0 will be chosen small with respect to f .
We have

Ric(∂r, ∂r) = −(n− 1)
f ′′

f
, Ric(e, e) = −f

′′

f
+ (n− 2)

1− ε2(f ′)2

ε2f 2
,

where e is an arbitrary unit vector perpendicular to ∂r. Hence, for sufficiently small ε
(depending on f), we have Ric = Ric(∂r, ∂r). Recall that, if u := u(r), one can directly
compute

∆u = u′′ +
n− 1

εf
u′(εf)′ = u′′ + (n− 1)

u′f ′

f
.

Consider the choice u := f(r)2−n, and set γ0 =
n−1
n−2

. A direct computation shows

−γ0∆u+ Ric u = −γ0∆u+ Ric(∂r, ∂r)u = 0.

Note that this example appears as a rigidity case of [8, Proposition 3.5].
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We are now committed to show that, for all γ > γ0, there exists a λ > 0 such that

−γ∆+Ric− λ > 0. (51)

Therefore (M, g) satisfies the main condition (1) (with λ
n−1

in place of λ), but it has
π1(M) = Z. Let v ∈ C∞(M), and set η := v/u, where u is as above. Then v = uη, and
integrating by parts
∫

M

γ0|∇v|2 + Ric v2 =

∫

M

γ0u
2|∇η|2 + 2γ0uη〈∇u,∇η〉+ γ0η

2|∇u|2 + Ricu2η2

=

∫

M

γ0u
2|∇η|2 + uη2(Ric u− γ0∆u) =

∫

M

γ0u
2|∇η|2.

(52)

Hence ∫

M

γ|∇v|2 + Ric v2 = (γ − γ0)

∫

M

|∇v|2 + γ0

∫

M

u2|∇η|2

> (γ − γ0)

∫

M

|∇v|2 + γ0min(u)2
∫

M

∣∣∣∇
(v
u

) ∣∣∣
2

.

(53)

Call α := γ − γ0, β := γ0min(u)2. Observe that

c(M) := inf

{
α

∫

M

|∇v|2 + β

∫

M

∣∣∣∇
(v
u

) ∣∣∣
2

: v ∈ C∞(M),

∫

M

v2 = 1

}
> 0,

since u is nonconstant and a minimizer exists. Joining the latter with (53) we finally infer
that

−γ∆+Ric− c > 0,

which is the sought (51) with λ := c(M) > 0. �

Remark 5 (Smoothing the eigenfunctions). This remark is to prove what claimed in
Remark 1 in the introduction. Given λ > 0 and 0 6 γ 6 n−1

n−2
, assume the positivity of

Dirichlet energy

λ1(−γ∆+Ric) > (n− 1)λ, (54)

on the n-dimensional manifold M . We first aim at proving the following:

If M is compact and (54) holds, then

vol(M̃) 6 λ−n/2 vol(Sn), and π1(M) is finite.
(55)

By regularizing the function Ric, for each 0 < ε≪ λ there exists Vε ∈ C∞(M) such that
‖Vε −Ric‖C0 6 ε. Note that λ1(−γ∆+ Vε) > (n− 1)λ− ε. Let uε ∈ C∞(M) be the first
eigenfunction of −γ∆+ Vε. Notice that uε is positive, and we have

−γ∆uε + Ric uε >
[
(n− 1)λ− 2ε

]
uε. (56)

Thus, applying Theorem 1 with (56) and taking ε→ 0, we have proved the desired (55).

Let us now deal with the rigidity part. For simplicity, after rescaling, assume λ = 1.
Hence, assume we have λ1(−γ∆u+Ric) > n−1 and vol(M) = vol(Sn). Let us show that
M is isometric to the standard sphere of radius 1.
Let u ∈ W 1,2(M) be the first eigenfunction of −γ∆+Ric, so that −γ∆u+Ric u = λu

for some λ > (n − 1). Normalize u so that
∫
M
u2 = 1. Set λε := λ1(−γ∆ + Vε), and

let uε ∈ C∞(M) be the corresponding first eigenfunction, normalized so that
∫
M
u2ε = 1.

Note that |λ− λε| 6 ε, and u, uε are all positive.
Let us show that uε → u in C1,β for every 0 < β < 1. Note that

∫
M
|∇uε|2 are uniformly

bounded, so there is a subsequence converging to some ũ ∈ W 1,2 strongly in L2 and weakly
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in W 1,2. Using lower semi-continuity, and the fact that uε are normalized eigenfunctions,
we have: ∫

M

γ|∇ũ|2 + Ric ũ2 6 lim inf
ε→0

∫

M

γ|∇uε|2 + lim
ε→0

∫

M

Vεu
2
ε 6 lim

ε→0
λε = λ.

So it must happen that ũ = u. Thus uε → u in L2. Now, applying standard elliptic
regularity, this can be bootstrapped to imply uε → u in W 2,p for every p > 1, hence in
C1,β for every 0 < β < 1.
By Theorem 1 (specifically, (50) in its proof) and the rigidity assumption, we have

vol(M) 6 min(uε)
−α

∫

M

uαε 6 vol(Sn)
(
1 + oε(1)

)
= vol(M)

(
1 + oε(1)

)
.

Passing this to the limit, we get

vol(M) 6 min(u)−α

∫

M

uα 6 vol(M).

Hence u is constant, and we are reduced to pointwise Ricci bound, from which the rigidity
follows from the classical Bishop-Gromov volume comparison.
Finally, the Bonnet-Myers result (2) follows from (56) and the C1,β-convergence ob-

tained above. �

4. Isoperimetry under Ric > 0 and spectral biRic > n− 2

We aim at showing that when 3 6 n 6 5, a spectral biRicci condition descends to
a spectral Ricci condition on properly chosen warped µ-bubbles. We will keep track of
the sharp constants in the process, and we will use the forthcoming computations to
show Lemma 5. We stress that the following computations are inspired by [18, Theorem
4.3]. Similar computations have appeared in [25, Theorem 4.1] in the proof of the stable
Bernstein problem in R

6, while we were revising the final draft of this paper.
Let (Mn, g) be a complete smooth Riemannian manifold. Let 3 6 n 6 5, and 0 6

γ < 6 − n. It will also be clear from the computations that when n = 4 we can choose
0 6 γ 6 2. Let u be a positive smooth function on M such that, for some λ ∈ R,

−γ∆u + ubiRic > λu. (57)

For an arbitrary fixed domain Ω0 with Ω− ⊂⊂ Ω0 ⊂⊂ Ω+ ⊂M , consider the functional

E(Ω) :=

∫

∂∗Ω

uγ −
∫
(χΩ − χΩ0

)huγ, (58)

defined on sets of finite perimeter, where ∂∗Ω is the reduced boundary of Ω. Take Ω to
be a minimizer, and notice ∂Ω is smooth because 3 6 n 6 5.
Let ν denote the outer unit normal at ∂Ω, and let ϕ ∈ C∞(M). For an arbitrary

smooth variation {Ωt}t∈(−ε,ε) with Ω0 = Ω and variational field ϕν at t = 0, we compute
the first variation

0 =
d

dt
E(Ωt)

∣∣∣
t=0

=

∫

∂Ω

(
H + γu−1uν − h

)
uγϕ. (59)

Since ϕ is arbitrary we have H = h− γu−1uν . Then, computing the second variation,

0 6
d2

dt2
E(Ωt)

∣∣∣
t=0

=

∫

∂Ω

[
−∆∂Ωϕ− |II|2ϕ− Ric(ν, ν)ϕ− γu−2u2νϕ

+ γu−1ϕ
(
∆u−∆∂Ωu−Huν

)
− γu−1〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ωϕ〉 − hνϕ

]
uγϕ.
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Set ϕ := ψu−γ/2, so uγϕ2 = ψ2. Then we get

0 6

∫

∂Ω

[
−∆∂Ω(ψu

−γ/2)ψuγ/2 − γu−1ψ2∆∂Ωu− γuγ/2−1ψ〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ω(ψu
−γ/2)〉

]

+ ψ2
[
− |II|2 − Ric(ν, ν)− γu−2u2ν + γu−1

(
∆u−Huν

)
− hν

]

=: P +Q.

(60)

Recall that, see [18, Page 13],

|II|2 + Ric(ν, ν) > biRic− Ric∂Ω +
6− n

4
H2. (61)

Let us call Y = u−1uν, thus H = h− γY . By (61) and (57) we have:

−|II|2 − Ric(ν, ν) + γu−1∆u 6 −biRic + Ric∂Ω − 6− n

4
H2 + γu−1∆u

6 −λ+ Ric∂Ω − 6− n

4
H2.

Thus

Q 6

∫

∂Ω

ψ2
[
− λ+ Ric∂Ω − 6− n

4
(h− γY )2 − γY 2 − γ(h− γY )Y + |∇h|

]
=

6

∫

∂Ω

ψ2
[
− λ+ Ric∂Ω + |∇h| − 6− n

4
h2 +

4− n

2
γhY +

(
n− 2

4
γ2 − γ

)
Y 2
]
.

(62)

Notice that 6 − n 6 4
n−2

for all n > 2, with equality if and only if n = 4. Hence, since

γ < 6− n, we also have γ < 4
n−2

. It can computed directly that

6− n

4
h2 − 4− n

2
γhY +

(
γ − n− 2

4
γ2
)
Y 2

=

(
6− n

4
− (4− n)2γ

4 (4− (n− 2)γ)

)
h2 +

(
γ − n− 2

4
γ2
)(

(4− n)

4− (n− 2)γ
h− Y

)2

.

(63)

Denote

c(n, γ) :=
6− n

4
− (4− n)2γ

4(4− (n− 2)γ)
, (64)

and notice that γ < 6 − n ⇔ c(n, γ) > 0, and c(n, γ) = 0 if and only if γ = 6 − n.
Moreover, since 0 6 γ < 4

n−2
as noticed above, we have γ − n−2

4
γ2 > 0. Joining (62), and

(63) we thus conclude

Q 6

∫

∂Ω

ψ2
[
−λ+ Ric∂Ω + |∇h| − c(n, γ)h2

]
. (65)

Notice that in case n = 4, and γ = 2, (65) still holds with c(4, 2) := 1/2 (i.e., when n = 4
we can work in the full interval 0 6 γ 6 2 as claimed above).
Then we deal with the gradient terms P . Notice that we have the following integration

by parts formula for every smooth function η ∈ C∞(∂Ω):
∫

∂Ω

〈∇∂Ω(u
−γη),∇∂Ωη〉 − γu−γ−1η2∆∂Ωu− γu−1η〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ω(u

−γη)〉

=

∫

∂Ω

u−γ|∇∂Ωη|2 − γu−γ−2η2|∇∂Ωu|2.
(66)
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Thus applying (66) with η = ψuγ/2 we get, using Young’s inequality,

P =

∫

∂Ω

u−γ|∇∂Ω(ψu
γ/2)|2 − γu−2ψ2|∇∂Ωu|2

=

∫

∂Ω

|∇∂Ωψ|2 + γu−1ψ〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ωψ〉+
(
γ2

4
− γ

)
u−2ψ2|∇∂Ωu|2

6

∫ (
1 +

γ2

4c

)
|∇∂Ωψ|2 +

(
γ2

4
− γ + c

)
u−2ψ2|∇∂Ωu|2.

Choose c = γ − γ2/4, which is positive since 0 6 γ 6 4 in the range we are working in.
Hence we get

S 6

∫
4

4− γ
|∇∂Ωψ|2. (67)

Putting together (65), (67), and (60) we get
∫

∂Ω

4

4− γ

∣∣∇∂Ωψ
∣∣2 + Ric∂Ω ψ

2 >

∫

∂Ω

[
λ− |∇h|+ c(n, γ)h2

]
ψ2, (68)

for every ψ ∈ C∞(∂Ω).

The previous computations can be used to infer the following key Lemma 5. In dimen-
sion n = 4, or when γ = 0, similar results have appeared in [18, Theorem 4.3], and [37,
Lemma 3.1], respectively.

Lemma 5. Let (Mn, g) be a smooth complete noncompact Riemannian manifold with
3 6 n 6 5, let 0 6 γ < 6 − n (or 0 6 γ 6 2 when n = 4), and S be a compact, and
connected set such that

−γ∆+ biRic > n− 2 (69)

on M \ S. Then there is a constant C := C(n, γ) with the following property: for any
0 < ε < n − 2 there exists a connected, smooth, bounded region Ω ⊃⊃ S, such that
d(∂Ω, S) 6 Cε−1/2, each connected component Σ of ∂Ω satisfies

− 4

4− γ
∆Σ + RicΣ − (n− 2− ε) > 0, (70)

and M \ Ω does not have bounded connected components.

Proof. Fix 0 < ε < n− 2. From the assumption (69), and using [21, Theorem 1], we can
find a positive u ∈ C∞(M \ S) such that

−γ∆u+ u biRic > (n− 2− ε/2)u.

By mollifying, we find q ∈ C∞(M) such that |∇q| 6 2 everywhere, q = 0 on S, and q > 0,
|q − d(·, S)| 6 1 on M \ S. Set the constant C := c(n, γ) as in (64), and consider

h =
√
ε/(2C) cot

(1
2

√
(Cε)/2 q

)
.

By direct calculation, it follows that

|∇h| 6 Ch2 + ε/2. (71)

Set Ω− := S and Ω+ :=
{
q < 2π/

√
(Cε)/2

}
. Let us consider a warped stable µ-bubble

Ω̃ associated to the energy

E(Ω) :=

∫

∂∗Ω

uγ −
∫
(χΩ − χΩ0

)huγ,

where Ω0 is a fixed set with Ω− ⊂⊂ Ω0 ⊂⊂ Ω+. By construction we have Ω− ⊂⊂ Ω̃ ⊂⊂
Ω+, in particular, d(∂Ω̃, S) 6 Cε−1/2, with a possibly different C only depending on n, γ.
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Now let us exploit the computations before the present Lemma. We have (57) with

λ := n−2− ε/2 on M \S. Notice that Ω̃ ⊂⊂M \S, so the argument before the previous

Lemma, and in particular (68) together with (71), will let us conclude that ∂Ω̃ (hence
each of its components) satisfies the spectral condition (70).

Finally, we let Ω′ be the connected component of Ω̃ containing S, and let Ω be the
union of Ω′ with all the bounded connected components of M \ Ω′. Note that ∂Ω is a

sub-collection of the connected components of ∂Ω̃, hence all the conditions of the lemma
are fulfilled. �

The following lemma comes from adapting [17, Theorem 1.1] and [17, Lemma 2.2] using
Lemma 5. In a manifold M with one end, we let Er be the unique unbounded component
of M \Br(o). Thus M \ Er is connected and bounded, and Er ⊂ Es when r > s.

Lemma 6. Let (Mn, g) be a smooth complete noncompact Riemannian manifold with
3 6 n 6 5, and let 0 6 γ < 6 − n (or 0 6 γ 6 2 when n = 4). Fix o ∈ M . Assume that
Ric > 0, M has one end, and −γ∆+biRic > n− 2 outside a compact set K. Then there
are r0 := r0(o,M,K) > 0, C0 := C0(o,M,K) > 0, and universal constants C,L > 0 such
that the following holds.

(1) For every r > r0 and 0 < ε < n − 2, there is a connected unbounded set G such
that M \ G is connected and bounded, with Er+Cε−1 ⊂ G ⊂ Er, and such that its
boundary Σ is smooth, connected, and satisfies

− 4

4− γ
∆Σ + RicΣ−(n− 2− ε) > 0. (72)

(2) For every r > r0 we have

vol
(
Er \ Er+L

)
6 C. (73)

(3) For every r > 0 we have

vol(Br(o)) 6 C0r, (74)

i.e., M has linear volume growth.

Proof. We prove the three items independently.

(1) By [1, Proposition 1.3] we have that Ric > 0 implies b1(M) < +∞. Then there
exists a sufficiently large r0 such that: for all r > r0, the inclusion map Br(o) →֒M
sends H1(Br(o);R) surjectively to H1(M ;R). Apply Lemma 5 to find a connected
and bounded region Ω ⊃⊃ Br(o). Denote Σ = ∂Ω and G = M \ Ω. Note that
Ω, G are connected by Lemma 5, and sinceM has one end. Then we have (making
implicit the coefficient R) the following Mayer–Vietoris exact sequence

· · · → H1(Ω)⊕H1(G) → H1(M) → H0(Σ) → H0(Ω)⊕H0(G) → H0(M) → 0.

Note that the map H1(Ω) → H1(M) is surjective, since it is factored through
H1(Br(o)) → H1(Ω) → H1(M). Then the long exact sequence implies H0(Σ) = R,
hence Σ is connected. Further observe that G is connected and noncompact, and
we have G ⊂ M \ Br(o) and d(∂G,Br(o)) 6 Cε−1 by Lemma 5. These directly
imply Er+Cε−1 ⊂ G ⊂ Er. Finally, (72) comes from (70) in Lemma 5.

(2) This follows by a direct adaption of [17, Lemma 2.2]. Take ε := 1/2, and L :=
Cε−1. Indeed, by Item 1, and by possibly taking a larger r0, we can first find
two connected unbounded domains G1, G2 with connected boundaries, such that
Er ⊂ G1 ⊂ Er−L and Er+2L ⊂ G2 ⊂ Er+L. It remains to bound the volume
of G1 \ G2, and in view of Bishop–Gromov volume comparison, it is sufficient to
bound the diameter of G1 \G2.
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The latter diameter bound can be obtained following verbatim the argument in
[17, Lemma 2.2], which involves the almost splitting theorem of Cheeger-Colding
[15, 16], and a uniform diameter bound of ∂G1, ∂G2. When n > 4, this uniform
diameter bound comes from (72) and the last part of Corollary 1. The Corollary
is applied with the γ there being equal to 4

4−γ
here. This requires 4

4−γ
< 4

n−2
,

which is satisfied by our assumption γ < 6−n. Notice that when n = 4, it suffices
to have 6 instead of < in the previous inequalities. For the case n = 3, we may
alternatively apply [38, Theorem 1.4] to get the diameter bounds of the (surfaces)
∂G1, ∂G2. When n = 3, γ < 3, and then 4

4−γ
< 4, which is what we need to apply

[38, Theorem 1.4].
(3) If r > r0, this follows by decomposing

Br0+kL(o) ⊂ (M \ Er0) ∪ (Er0 \ Er0+L) ∪ · · · ∪ (Er0+(k−1)L \ Er0+kL)

and using the result of Item 2 above. If r < r0, the result is a direct consequence
of Bishop–Gromov volume comparison. �

Proof of Theorem 2. We prove the two items separately.

(1) This is a direct consequence of Item 3 of Lemma 6.
(2) By [4, Theorem 3.8(1)] the isoperimetric profile IM is nondecreasing, since Ric > 0.

Hence, in order to prove (7), it is enough to prove the following

For every δ, V0 > 0 there is V > V0 such that IM(V ) 6 vol(Sn−1) + δ. (75)

Now fix δ, V0. Let o ∈M , let K ⊂ M be a compact set such that −γ∆+ biRic >
n− 2 on M \K, and take r0 := r0(o,M,K) as in the statement of Lemma 6. Fix
r > r0 such that vol(Br(o)) > V0, and fix λ < 1 such that λ−(n−1)/2 vol(Sn−1) <
vol(Sn−1) + δ.

Applying Item 1 of Lemma 6 with the choice ε = (n − 2)(1 − λ), we find a set
G with Er+Cε−1 ⊂ G ⊂ Er, such that M \ G is bounded, and ∂G is connected
and satisfies − 4

4−γ
∆∂G + Ric∂G −(n − 2)λ > 0. When n = 4, 5, it follows from

Theorem 1 (cf. (55)) that Ω :=M \G satisfies

V0 < vol(Ω) < +∞, and vol(∂Ω) < vol(Sn−1) + δ. (76)

When n = 3 (i.e., ∂G is 2-dimensional), we may test the spectral condition
− 4

4−γ
∆∂G+Ric∂G −λ > 0 with the constant function ψ ≡ 1 and use Gauss–Bonnet

theorem to get

vol(∂Ω) 6 λ−1

∫

∂Ω

Ric∂Ω 6 4πλ−1 = λ−1 vol(S2) < vol(S2) + δ.

This proves (75) in either case, and thus concludes the proof of (7).

Now let us deal with the rigidity part. If infx∈M vol(B1(x)) = 0, then by [2,
Proposition 2.18] we have IM ≡ 0. So, if equality holds in (7), M is noncollapsed,
i.e., infx∈M vol(B1(x)) > 0. Then we can apply the results of [41] in what follows.

Now, since I is nondecreasing, if equality holds for some v > 0 in (7), then it
holds for every V > v. Thus, from [41, Theorem 3.2(3)] one gets that the quantity
D in there is equal to vol(Sn−1). Hence from the rigidity of [41, Theorem 3.2(2)]
we get that there is a bounded open set Ω ⊂ M such that M \ Ω is isometric
to ∂Ω × [0,+∞). Moreover, vol(∂Ω) = vol(Sn−1) because isoperimetric regions
with large volume exist and have boundary isometric to ∂Ω. From the assumption
−γ∆+ biRic > n− 2 outside a compact set we get that −γ∆∂Ω +Ric∂Ω > n− 2.
Thus, from the rigidity in Theorem 1, see in particular Remark 5, ∂Ω must be
isometric to S

n−1. The proof of Item 2 is thus concluded. �
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Remark 6. We include the sketch of another argument that leads to the rigidity state-
ment in Item 2 of Theorem 2. Suppose IM(v0) = vol(Sn−1) for some v0 > 0. Then,
since IM is nondecreasing, we have IM(v) = vol(Sn−1) for all v > v0. We may increase
v0, and assume (using [41, Theorem 3.2(1)]) that a smooth isoperimetric set Ω exists
with vol(Ω) = v0, and |∂Ω| = IM(v0). Consider the unit speed variation {Ωt}−ε<t<ε with
Ω0 = Ω. Since I ′M(v0) = 0, ∂Ω is a minimal surface. Let Ht be the mean curvature of
∂Ωt. For t > 0 we have

d

dt
Ht = −|IIt|2 − Ric(νt, νt) 6 0, (77)

so Ht 6 0 for all t > 0. Hence

d

dt
|∂Ωt| =

∫

∂Ωt

Ht 6 0. (78)

On the other hand, we must have |∂Ωt| > IM(vol(Ωt)) = IM(v0) = vol(Sn−1) = |∂Ω0|.
Therefore, (77) (78) must achieve equality for all t > 0, and in particular, all the Ωt are
isoperimetric sets as well. Thus the unit speed variation can be extended indefinitely, and
we obtain a totally geodesic foliation with vanishing normal Ricci curvature. This implies
a splitting of the exterior region.

Remark 7. In the papers [36, 23], which appeared when we were completing a first draft
of this paper, the authors prove a sharp volume growth result at infinity when n = 3, and
γ = 0 in Theorem 2.
Joining our result in Theorem 2, and using a different limit space argument, we can

prove the following. Let (Mn, g) be a one-ended complete Riemannian manifold with n ∈
{3, 4, 5}, 0 6 γ < 6−n (or 0 6 γ 6 2 when n = 4), Ric > 0, and λ1(−γ∆+biRic) > n−2
outside a compact set. Assume further

inf
p∈M

vol(B1(p)) > 0. (79)

Then, for any o ∈M it holds

lim sup
r→+∞

vol(Br(o))

r
6 vol(Sn−1). (80)

Note that in dimension n = 3, and when γ = 0, (79) follows from the other assumptions,
see the recent [23, Proposition 1.10]. In general, it is likely that the assumption (79) is not
needed: e.g., by joining Theorem 1, the Jacobian comparison argument in [36, Lemma
5.3], and arguing as in [36]; or by proving a more general version of [23, Proposition 1.10].
Let us present a proof of (80) under the non-collapsing assumption (79). With (79)

available, we are free to use the results of [41]. Take a radial geodesic γ issuing from
o, and let b be the associated Busemann function. Since M has linear volume growth
by Item 1 in Theorem 2, and since Ric > 0, we can use [33, Corollary 23] and infer
0 > m := infp∈M b(p) > −∞. In addition, by [41, Proposition 2.6], we get that there is a
constant C > 0 such that d(p, γ) 6 C for every p ∈ M . Hence we can freely apply [41,
Proposition 2.10], and [41, Theorem 3.2] in what follows.
In particular, by [41, (2.16)] the function t 7→ |∂∗{b = t}| is nondecreasing, and com-

bining [41, (2.17)], and [41, Theorem 3.2(3)], we have

lim
t→∞

|∂∗{b = t}| = lim
v→∞

IM(v). (81)

Moreover, from the definition of Busemann function, we have b(x) 6 d(x, o) for every
x ∈M . Thus, by the coarea formula, for every r > 0 we have

vol(Br(o)) 6 vol({b < r}) =
∫ r

m

|∂∗{b = t}| dt 6 (r −m)|∂∗{b = r}|.
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The latter, joined with the result proved in Item 2 in Theorem 2, and (81), implies (80)
when the additional assumption infp∈M vol(B1(p)) > 0 is in force.

Appendix A. The case n > 8

When trying to prove Theorem 1 in dimensions n > 8, one encounters the issue that
the minimizer in Lemma 1 or Lemma 2 may contain singularities. In this section, we
present a way to modify the second variation argument so that it is applicable to possibly
singular minimizers. Similar arguments have also appeared in [7] and [9].

Proof of Lemma 2 (n > 8).
Let E ⊂ M be a bounded minimizer such that V (E) = v0 and A(E) = I(v0). Let

K be a compact set with E ⊂ K. By the classical Geometric Measure Theory (see [26,
Section 3.10]), the regular part of ∂E (denoted by ∂regE) is a smooth hypersurface, while
the singular part of ∂E (denoted by ∂singE) has Hausdorff dimension at most n− 8.
For each δ < 1/4, we can find a finite collection of balls B(xi, ri) with xi ∈ ∂singE and

ri < δ, such that
∑
rn−7
i 6 1. For each i, we find a smooth function ηi such that

ηi|B(xi,2ri) = 0, ηi|M\B(xi,3ri) = 1, |∇Mηi| 6 2r−1
i .

We claim that for each x ∈ K and r < 1 we have∫

∂∗E∩B(x,r)

uγ 6 Crn−1, (82)

where C depends only on K and u. The constant C might change from line to line from
now on. To see this, for each x ∈ M and r > 0 there is a radius s ∈ [0, r] such that∫
B(x,r)\B(x,s)

uα =
∫
B(x,r)∩E u

α. This implies that the set

E ′ = (E ∪B(x, r)) \B(x, s)

has V (E ′) = V (E). On the other hand, we have

A(E ′) 6

∫

∂∗E\B(x,r)

uγ +

∫

∂∗B(x,r)

uγ +

∫

∂∗B(x,s)

uγ 6

∫

∂∗E\B(x,r)

uγ + Crn−1

and

A(E ′) > A(E) >

∫

∂∗E\B(x,r)

uγ +

∫

∂∗E∩B(x,r)

uγ.

This proves (82). By regularizing η := mini{ηi}, we can find a function η ∈ C∞(M) such
that

η = 0 on
⋃

B(xi, ri), η = 1 on M \
⋃

B(xi, 4ri),

and |∇Mη| 6 2|∇Mη|. Combined with (82), and |∇Mηi| 6 Cr−1
i , we obtain

∫

∂regE

|∇∂regEη|2 6
∫

∂regE

|∇Mη|2 6 2
∑

i

∫

∂regE∩B(xi,4ri)

|∇Mηi|2

6 C
∑

i

rn−1
i · r−2

i 6 Cδ4.
(83)

For ϕ ∈ C∞(M), consider a family of sets {Et}t∈(−ε,ε), such that E0 = E and the
variational vector field along ∂Et is ϕην. This family is well-defined since η is supported
inside ∂regE. The variations of the area and the volume remain unchanged as in Lemma 2
(with each ϕ replaced with ϕη):

dV

dt
(0) =

∫

∂regE

uαϕη,
d2V

dt2
(0) =

∫

∂regE

(H + αu−1uν)u
αϕ2η2 + uαϕη(ϕη)ν, (84)
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and
dA

dt
(0) =

∫

∂regE

uαϕη · uγ−α(H + γu−1uν), (85)

and

d2A

dt2
(0) =

∫

∂regE

(
−∆∂regE(ϕη)− Ric(ν, ν)ϕη − |II|2ϕη

)
uγϕη

+
(
− γϕηu−2u2ν + γu−1ϕη∇2u(ν, ν)− γu−1〈∇∂regE(u),∇∂regE(ϕη)〉

)
uγϕη

+
(
γuα−1uνϕ

2η2 + uαϕη(ϕη)ν +Huαϕ2η2
)
uγ−α(H + γu−1uν).

By the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2, we have uγ−α(H + γu−1uν) = A′(v0)
on ∂regE. Setting ϕ = u−γ in the variation, we have, running the same computations as
in Lemma 2,

d2A

dt2
(0) 6

∫

∂regE

u−γ|∇∂regEη|2 + uα−2γηηνA
′(v0)

− (n− 1)λu−γη2 + u−γη2
[n− 2

n− 1
X2 +

2− n

n− 1
2γXY +

(n− 2

n− 1
γ2 − γ

)
Y 2
]
.

Next we plug this into the chain rule (39) and use the facts α = 2γ
n−1

, 0 6 γ 6 n−1
n−2

, and

uγ > u2α−3γ (recall that we have normalized so that min(u) = 1, and γ > α). Setting
Q := dV

dt
(0) =

∫
∂regE

uα−γη we have:

Q2A′′(v0) =
d2A

dt2
(0)−Q−1dA

dt
(0)

d2V

dt2
(0)

6

∫

∂regE

u−γ|∇∂regEη|2 + uα−2γηηνA
′(v0)

− (n− 1)λu−γη2 + u−γη2
[n− 2

n− 1
X2 +

2− n

n− 1
2γXY

]

−Q−1 ·QA′(v0) ·
(∫

∂regE

(X + αY − 2γY )uα−2γη2 + uα−2γηην

)

6

∫

∂regE

u−γ|∇∂regEη|2 − (n− 1)λu2α−3γη2 − A′(v0)
2

n− 1
u2α−3γη2

6 Cδ4 −
(A′(v0)

2

n− 1
+ (n− 1)λ

)∫

∂regE

u2α−3γη2.

Hence, by using Hölder,

A′′(v0) 6 Cδ4Q−2 −
(∫

∂regE

uγ
)−1(A′(v0)

2

n− 1
+ (n− 1)λ

)
. (86)

Notice that I(v0) = A(v0) =
∫
∂regE

uγ, and

Q =

∫

∂regE

uα−γη > C̃

∫

∂regE

η > C̃Hn−1
(
∂regE ∩ {η = 1}

)
.

Observe that if δ → 0 we have that η → 1 almost everywhere on ∂∗E. Thus for every
ε > 0 we can find δ0 > 0, so that the variation can be arranged such that Cδ4Q−2 6 ε for
all δ < δ0. Thus taking (86) into account the inequality

II ′′ 6 − (I ′)2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ+ εI (87)

holds in the viscosity sense at v0. Taking ε → 0 the proof is concluded. �
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Remark 8. The proof offered above, when specialized to the case γ = α = 0, gives a
short and concise proof of the main result of [7], i.e., [7, Theorem 2.1].

Proof of Lemma 1 (n > 8). Let Ω be a minimizer of (14). By the Riemannian analogue of
[24, Theorem 27.5], and [24, Theorem 28.1], we have that the regular part of ∂Ω (denoted
by ∂regΩ) is a smooth hypersurface, while the singular part of ∂Ω (denoted by ∂singΩ) has
Hausdorff dimension at most n− 8.
Let ν denote the outer unit normal at ∂regΩ. Similar to the argument above, for every

δ ≪ 1 there exists a function η compactly supported in ∂regΩ, such that∫

∂regΩ

|∇∂regΩη|2 6 Cδ4, (88)

where C does not depend on δ. For the case here, the inequality (82) is proved by a direct
comparison between Ω and Ω ∩B(x, r).
For ϕ ∈ C∞(M), consider a family of sets {Ωt}t∈(−ε,ε), such that Ω0 = Ω and the

variational vector field along ∂Ωt is ϕην. The first variation becomes

0 =
d

dt
E(Ωt)

∣∣∣
t=0

=

∫

∂regΩ

(
H + γu−1uν − huα−γ

)
uγϕη. (89)

Since ϕ is arbitrary, and the support of η can be taken to exhaust ∂regΩ, we have H =
huα−γ − γu−1uν on ∂regΩ. Then, computing the second variation,

0 6
d2

dt2
E(Ωt)

∣∣∣
t=0

=

∫

∂regΩ

[
−∆∂regΩ(ϕη)− |II|2ϕη − Ric(ν, ν)ϕη − γu−2u2νϕη

+ γu−1ϕη
(
∆u−∆∂regΩu−Huν

)
− γu−1

〈
∇∂regΩu,∇∂regΩ(ϕη)

〉

− hνu
α−γϕη + (γ − α)huα−γ−1uνϕη

]
uγϕη.

Setting ϕ = u−γ, integrating by parts, and discarding the negative term we get

0 6

∫

∂regΩ

u−γ|∇∂regΩη|2 − |II|2u−γη2 − Ric(ν, ν)u−γη2 − γu−2−γu2νη
2 + γu−1−γη2∆u

− γHu−1−γuνη
2 − hνu

α−2γη2 + (γ − α)huα−2γ−1uνη
2

6

∫

∂regΩ

u−γ|∇∂regΩη|2 + u−γη2
[
− H2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ− γ(u−1uν)

2

− γH(u−1uν) + |∇h|uα−γ + (γ − α)huα−γ(u−1uν)
]
.

Setting X = huα−γ and Y = u−1uν (so H = X − γY ), we have

0 6

∫

∂regΩ

u−γ|∇∂regΩη|2 + u−γη2
[
− X2

n− 1
+

2γ

n− 1
XY − γ2

n− 1
Y 2 − (n− 1)λ

− γY 2 − γ(X − γY )Y + |∇h|uα−γ + (γ − α)XY
]

6

∫

∂regΩ

u−γ|∇∂regΩη|2 + u−γη2
[
− X2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ+ |∇h|uα−γ

]
.

By (88), if h satisfies

|∇h|uα−γ < (n− 1)λ− Cδ4 +
h2u2α−2γ

n− 1
(90)

(with a different constant C, possibly depending also on ∂regΩ but independent on δ),
then we obtain a contradiction.
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Given this, one finishes the proof by modifying the n 6 7 argument as follows. Let
0 < ϑ < (n− 1)λ. Arguing as in (19)∼ (24), if

diam(M) >
π√

λ− ϑ/(n− 1)
·
(sup(u)
inf(u)

)n−3
n−1

γ

· (1 + ε)2 + 2ε, (91)

then we can find a nontrivial stable µ-bubble associated to some weight function h sat-
isfying |∇h| 6 (n − 1)λ − ϑ + h2u2α−2γ

n−1
. However, this causes a contradiction via (90), if

we choose δ small enough. Thus (91) cannot hold, and taking ε, ϑ → 0 we obtain the
result. �
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