arXiv:2405.05517v1 [math.DG] 9 May 2024

THE RIGIDITY OF EIGENFUNCTIONS’ GRADIENT ESTIMATES

GUOYI XU, XIAOLONG XUE

Abstract. On compact Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature and smooth (possibly empty), convex (or mean convex) boundary, if the sharp Li-Yau type gradient estimate of an Neumann (or Dirichlet) eigenfunction holds at some non-critical points of the eigenfunction; we show that the manifold is isometric to the product of one lower dimension manifold and a round circle (or a line segment).

Mathematics Subject Classification: 35J15, 58J05, 58J50.

Contents

1. Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 2. The sharp gradient estimates for eigenfunctions . . . . . . . . . 5 3. The local splitting induced by eigenfunctions . . . . . . . . . . 8 4. The global splitting. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 Acknowledgments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 References . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

1. Introduction

For manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature (Rc ≥ 0), Cheeger-Gromoll’s splitting theorem [CG71] says: the existence of geodesic line results in the isometric splitting of the manifold. It can be shown that the Busemann function with respect to the geodesic line is a harmonic function, whose gradient has constant norm. Then the isometry is induced by the gradient curve of this harmonic function.

Remark 1.1. Note the square norm of harmonic functions’ gradient is a subharmonic function in manifolds with Rc ≥ 0. If the maximum norm of harmonic functions’ gradient is obtained at some point p ∈ M^n, then the strong maximum principle implies that the norm of harmonic functions’ gradient is constant, which guarantees that the manifold isometrically splits.

Therefore from the pure analytic view point, the above isometric splitting result can be viewed as the rigidity part of harmonic functions’ gradient estimate.

Date: May 10, 2024.

G.Xu was partially supported by NSFC 12141103. 1

Figure 1. The Figure for Cheeger-Gromoll’s splitting theorem with M^n = N^{n−1} × R

For the global positive Green’s function, the sharp estimate and the related rigidity are known to Colding [Col12]. For the global positive Green’s function G on a complete Riemannian manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature, it is shown that |∇(G^12−n )| ≤ 1, and M^n is isometric to R^n if and only if the equality holds at some point in M^n.

The harmonic functions in Cheeger-Gromoll’s splitting theorem and Colding’s rigidity are global. The study of local harmonic functions in manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature, was initiated by Yau’s Liouville theorem [Yau75] and Cheng-Yau’s gradient estimate for positive harmonic functions [CY75], where the gradient of the logarithm of positive harmonic functions is considered.

In [Xu20], the sharp Cheng-Yau type gradient estimate in two dimensional manifolds with Rc ≥ 0 is obtained. Furthermore, the corresponding rigidity is established in [HXY22] as follows: the realization of maximum norm of positive harmonic function’s gradient in geodesic disk implies, the geodesic disk is isometric to an Euclidean disk. However, the sharp Cheng-Yau type gradient estimate is unknown for higher dimension cases so far.

Li [Li79] and Li-Yau [LY80] applied the gradient estimates of eigenfunctions to study the bound of the eigenvalues on manifolds. The simplest model for eigenfunctions are sine or cosine functions. The Li-Yau type gradient estimate of eigenfunctions (the estimate of |D sin^{−1} u|, where u is one normalized eigenfunction of compact manifold) is firstly obtained in [LY80, Theorem 10].

Through a delicate refined gradient estimate of eigenfunctions, Zhong-Yang [ZY84] firstly obtain the sharp lower bound of the first eigenvalue for compact Riemannian manifolds with Rc ≥ 0. Hang-Wang [HW07] answered Sakai’s question in [Sak05], they showed that if the sharp lower bound of the 1st eigenvalue is obtained, then manifold is isometric to a round circle. Zhong-Yang’s type gradient estimate of eigenfunction is closely related to the solution of suitable ODE (also see [Krö92] and [AX19]). There is also log-concavity property of the first eigenfunctions established by two-points method in [AC11] (also see [Ni13]). For Riemannian manifold satisfying Rc ≥ −(n − 1), the sharp gradient estimate of the 1st eigenfunction and the rigidity of sharp 1st eigenvalue is studied in [SW14] (also see [Li12]).

Although Li-Yau type gradient estimate of eigenfunctions is not sharp enough to get the sharp lower bound of the first eigenvalue, the equality in the estimate can be achieved for model spaces; which splits a round circle factor isometrically. In this paper, we study the rigidity part with respect to Li-Yau type gradient estimates of eigenfunctions, which is partially motivated by Remark 1.1.

The main result of this paper is as follows, which can be viewed as an isometric splitting theorem for compact manifolds comparing Cheeger-Gromoll’s splitting Theorem for complete non-compact manifolds.

Theorem 1.2. For compact Riemannian manifold (M^n, g) with Rc ≥ 0 and smooth (possibly empty) boundary . Assume Δu = −λu, max_{x∈Mn} |u(x)| = 1, where λ > 0.

If |∇ sin^{−1} u|^2(p) = λ holds at some point p, where |u(p)| < 1. Define N(u) = #(M^n −u^{−1}(0)) as the number of connected components of M^n −u^{−1}(0) (the number of nodal domains of u); then:

(1) . If ∂M^n = ∅, then M^n is isometric to S^1(^{N(u)}_2 √_λ ) × N^{n−1}, where S^1(^{N(u)}_2 √_λ ) is a

round circle with radius^{N(u)}_2 √_λ and N(u) = 2k for some k ∈ Z^+;

Figure 2. The Figure for Case (1) of Theorem 1.2

(2) . If ∂M^n � ∅ is convex and^{∂u}_{∂⃗n} � �_{∂Mn} = 0, then M^n is isometric to [0,^{N(u)−1}√_λ ·

π] × N^{n−1} and N(u) ≥ 2;

(3) . If ∂M^n � ∅ is mean convex and u � �_{∂Mn} = 0; then M^n is isometric to [0,^{N(u)}√_λ · π] × N^{n−1} and N(u) ≥ 1;

where N^{n−1} is a compact Riemannian manifold with Rc ≥ 0 and ∂N^{n−1} = ∅.

Figure 3. The Figure for Case (2) of Theorem 1.2

Figure 4. The Figure for Case (3) of Theorem 1.2

Remark 1.3. The gradient curve of Busemann function is used in [CG72] to show the homeomorphism type of the manifolds. Furthermore the gradient curve of harmonic functions is used to obtain the isometric splitting in [CG71]. The proof of the above theorem relies on the gradient curve of sin^{−1} u. However, because of the possible boundary of manifolds and the critical points of eigenfunctions, we firstly obtain a locally splitting result, then extend this splitting to the global manifold.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we firstly give an alternative proof of the sharp gradient estimate of sin^{−1} u, where u is one normalized eigenfunction. The sharp gradient estimate is known in equivalent form (see [Li12], [Yan99]), however our method is uniform and consistent in dealing with the corresponding rigidity part later.

In Section 3, we obtain the vanishing Hessian of sin^{−1} u, then using the gradient curve of this function to show the locally splitting in the connected component without critical points of eigenfunctions.

Finally we show the locally splitting can be extended to the globally splitting in Section 4. Note the canonical strong maximum principle (see[GT01], [PW84]) requires the uniformly elliptic property of the differential operators. Because the elliptic operator related to sin^{−1} u is degenerate at the critical points of u, we can not apply the canonical strong maximum principle directly.

The key observation is that using the Taylor expansion of the Riemannian metric and eigenfunction at the critical points, we find a suitable make-up function, which plays the similar role of the make-up function used in the proof of classical Hopf’s Strong Maximum Principle (see [GT01, Lemma 3.4]). Therefore, we obtain the implication of Strong Maximum Principle for this degenerate elliptic operator, which guarantees the extension of locally splitting.

Figure 5. The Figure of Theorem 4.1 from local splitting to global splitting

2. The sharp gradient estimates for eigenfunctions

We firstly study the behavior of eigenfunctions’ gradient at the boundary, where Neumann boundary condition and smooth convex boundary (respectively Dirichlet boundary condition and smooth, mean convex boundary) are used.

Lemma 2.1. For compact Riemannian manifold (M^n, g), assume Δu = −λu with |u| ≤ 1, where λ > 0. If ∂M^n is smoothly convex and^{∂u}_{∂⃗n} � �_{∂Mn} = 0, or if ∂M^n is smooth, mean convex and u � �_{∂Mn} = 0; then

∂ |∇ sin^{−1} u|^2 ∂⃗n (x) ≤ 0, ∀x ∈ ∂M^n satisfying |u(x)| < 1;

where ⃗n(x) is the outward unit normal vector on ∂ M^n.

Proof. Let {e_1, · · · , e_{n−1}, e_n} be a local orthogonal frame such that {e_1, · · · , e_{n−1}} are tangent to ∂ M^n and e_n = ⃗n is the outward normal vector.

In the rest argument, we assume x ∈ ∂M^n satisfying |u(x)| < 1. If ∂M^n is smooth, convex and^{∂u}_{∂⃗n} � �_{∂Mn} = 0, then at x,

∇_{⃗n}|∇u|^2 = n� i=1 2∇_{⃗n}∇_iu · ∇_iu = n� i=1 −2(∇_i⃗n)u · ∇_iu, = � 1≤i, j≤n

−2⟨∇_i⃗n, j⟩∇_ju · ∇_iu = −2 ⟨ ∇_{∇u}⃗n, ∇u ⟩ ≤ 0.

by the convexity of ∂ M^n.

If ∂M^n is smooth, mean convex and u � �_{∂Mn} = 0, then note Δu(x) = −λu(x) = 0, we have

∇_{⃗n}|∇u|^2 = n� i=1 2∇_{⃗n}∇_iu · ∇_iu = 2∇_{⃗n}∇_{⃗n}u · ∇_{⃗n}u = 2∇^2u(e_n, e_n) · ∇_{⃗n}u

= 2(Δu − n−1� i=1 ∇^2u(e_i, e_i)) · ∇_{⃗n}u = −2 n−1� i=1 ∇^2u(e_i, e_i) · ∇_{⃗n}u

= −2 n−1� i=1 (∇_i∇_iu − (∇_{ei} e_i)u) · ∇_{⃗n}u = 2 n−1� i=1 ⟨ ∇_{ei} e_i, ∇u ⟩ ·∇_{⃗n}u

= 2 n−1� i=1 ⟨ ∇_{ei} e_i, e_n ⟩ ·(∇_{⃗n}u)^2 ≤ 0,

where the last inequality comes from the mean-convex property of ∂ M^n.

Now we have

∇_{⃗n}|∇ sin^{−1} u|^2(x) =

(∇_{⃗n}|∇u|^2)(1 − u^2) − |∇u|^2(−2u∇_{⃗n}u) (1 − u^2)^2 = ∇_{⃗n}|∇u|^2 1 − u^2

≤ 0. □ Notation 2.2. For u ∈ C^∞(M^n), for any domain Ω ⊆ M^n with |∇u|(x) � 0, |u(x)| < 1 in Ω; we define L_u : C^∞(Ω) → C^∞(Ω) as follows:

L_u( f )(x) := Δ f (x) + ∇ f (x) · Ψ(x) −

2|∇u|^2 (1 − u^2)^2 f (x), ∀ f ∈ C^∞(Ω);

Ψ(x) = ∇u 1 − u^2

· {− 1 2 (1 − u^2)^2

|∇u|^4

· ∇u · ∇

� |∇u|2 1 − u^2 (x) � − 2u}.

(2.1)

The following lemma is the key differential inequality for make-up function F(x) =^{|∇u|2}_{1−u2} (x) − λ, which will be crucially used in the proof Theorem 4.1.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose M^n is a compact Riemannian manifold with Rc ≥ 0, let u be an eigenfunction with Δu = −λu in M^n, where λ > 0. For any x ∈ M^n with |u(x)| < 1 and |∇u(x)| � 0, let F(x) =^{|∇u|2}_{1−u2} (x) − λ, we have

L_u(F)(x) ≥ 0,

Proof: Let {e_1, · · · , e_n} be an orthonormal basis at T_x M with ∇_{ei} e_j(x) = 0, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, where e_1 =^{∇u}_{|∇u|} (x). Denote u_i(x) = ∇_{ei} u(x) and u_{i j} = ∇_{e j} ∇_{ei} u(x), then u_1(x) = |∇u|(x) and u_i(x) = 0, where 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

Direct computation yields

∇F = 2|∇u| ·

�∇^2u · e_1

1 − u^2 + |∇u|^2 · u · e_1 (1 − u^2)^2 � . Then we have

u_{11}(x) =

(1 − u^2) · ∇F · e_1 2|∇u| − |∇u|^2 · u (1 − u^2) . And we get

|∇^2u|^2 ≥ u^2_{11} =

|∇u|^4 · u^2 (1 − u^2)^2 + (1 − u^2)∇F · e_1

2|∇u| · �(1 − u2)∇F · ∇u 2|∇u|^2 − 2 |∇u|^2u 1 − u^2 � . (2.2)

From the Bochner’s formula and (2.2), we can get

ΔF ≥ −2∇F · ∇[ln(1 − u^2)] + 2 · � |∇u|^2(|∇u|^2 − λ) + (1 − u^2) · (|∇^2u|^2 − λ|∇u|^2) � (1 − u^2)^2 · ≥ 2|∇u|^2 (1 − u^2)^2

F − ∇F · Ψ(x);

where Ψ is defined as in (2.1). Then the conclusion follows. □ Now we are ready to show the sharp gradient estimate for (Neumann or Dirichlet) eigenfunctions in a uniform way.

Theorem 2.4. For compact Riemannian manifold (M^n, g) with Rc ≥ 0, assume Δu = −λu, max_{x∈Mn} |u(x)| = 1, where λ > 0. If ∂M^n is smooth, convex and^{∂u}_{∂⃗n} � �_{∂Mn} = 0, or if ∂M^n is smooth, mean convex and u � �_{∂Mn} = 0; then

|∇u|^2 + λu^2 ≤ λ.

Remark 2.5. The Neumann case is originally proved in [LY80], and the Dirichlet case is proved in [Yan99, Theorem 3.2].

Proof. Step (1). Let u_ϵ =^u_{1+ϵ} , where ϵ > 0, then |u_ϵ | < 1. We define F_ϵ (x) =

|∇u_ϵ |^2 1−u^2_ϵ − λ. Suppose Fϵ (x0) = maxMn

|∇u_ϵ |^2 1−u^2_ϵ . There are two cases :

If x_0 ∈ M^n\ ∂ M^n, then we get ∇F_ϵ (x_0) = 0.

If x_0 ∈ ∂ M^n, we can choose an orthonormal basis {e_1, · · · , e_n} in the neighborhood U of x_0 such that e_n(x) = ⃗n(x) for all x ∈ ∂ M^n ∩ U and ∇_{en} e_i(x) = 0 for all x ∈ U, 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

From the definition of x_0, we know (2.3) ∇_iF_ϵ (x_0) = 0, i = 1, · · · , n − 1 and ∇_{⃗n}F_ϵ (x_0) ≥ 0.

Note ∇_{⃗n}F_ϵ = ∇_{⃗n}|∇ sin^{−1} u_ϵ |^2, from Lemma 2.1, we get that ∇_{⃗n}F_ϵ (x_0) ≤ 0. Now ∇_{⃗n}F_ϵ (x_0) = 0 by (2.3). Therefore, ∇F_ϵ (x_0) = 0 for x_0 ∈ ∂ M^n.

Then we obtain (2.4) ∇F_ϵ (x_0) = 0.

Step (2). Then from the choice of x_0, for any v ∈ S T_{x0} M^n and γ_{x0} (tv) = exp_{x0} (tv), we get

∇^2_{v,v}F_ϵ (x_0) = 2 lim_{t→0}

F_ϵ (γ_{x0} (tv)) − F_ϵ (x_0) − ∇_vF_ϵ (x_0) · t t^2

= 2 lim_{t→0}

F_ϵ (γ_{x0} (tv)) − F_ϵ (x_0) t^2 ≤ 0.

(2.5)

We suppose ∇u_ϵ (x_0) � 0 in the rest argument, otherwise |∇u_ϵ | ≡ 0 on M^n, and the conclusion is trivial.

Note u_ϵ is an eigenfunction with |u_ϵ | < 1. From Lemma 2.3, we get L_{uϵ} F_ϵ (x_0) ≥ 0.

From the above, (2.4) and (2.5), we get F_ϵ (x_0) ≤ 0, which implies |∇u_ϵ |^2(x_0) + λu^2_ϵ (x_0) ≤ λ. By the definition of x_0, we know |∇u_ϵ |^2 + λu^2_ϵ (x) ≤ λ for all x ∈ M^n. Let ϵ → 0, we get |∇u|^2 + λu^2 ≤ λ. □

3. The local splitting induced by eigenfunctions Definition 3.1. For u ∈ C^∞(M^n) and p ∈ M^n, if ∇u(p) � 0, let M_{u,p} be the connected component of M^n\C (u) containing p, where C (u) = {x ∈ M^n : |∇u|(x) = 0}. When the context is clear, we also use M_p for simplicity.

Proposition 3.2. For compact Riemannian manifold (M^n, g) with Rc ≥ 0. Assume Δu = −λu, max_{x∈Mn} |u(x)| = 1, where λ > 0. If |∇ sin^{−1} u|^2(p) = λ holds at some point p with |u(p)| < 1 , then N^{n−1} := u^{−1}(u(p)) ∩ M_p is connected and ∂N^{n−1} = ∅. Furthermore,

(N) . If ∂M^n = ∅, then M_p is isometric to N^{n−1} × � − π 2 √ λ , π 2 √ λ � and ∂N^{n−1} = ∅.

(NB) . If ∂M^n � ∅ is smooth, convex and^{∂u}_{∂⃗n} � �_{∂Mn} = 0, then M_p is isometric to

N^{n−1} × � − π 2 √ λ , π 2 √ λ � . (DB) . If ∂M^n � ∅ is smooth, mean convex and u � �_{∂Mn} = 0; then ∂N^{n−1} = ∅. And

(DB-a) If M_p ∩ ∂M^n = ∅, then M_p is isometric to N^{n−1} × � − π 2 √ λ , π 2 √ λ � . (DB-b) If M_p ∩ ∂M^n � ∅, then M_p is isometric to N^{n−1} × � − π 2 √ λ , 0 � . Proof: Step (1). First note that for any x ∈ M_p, we have |∇u|(x) � 0 and |u|(x) < 1 by the definition of M_p and Theorem 2.4.

Let V = {x ∈ M_p | |∇ sin^{−1} u|(x) = √ λ}, which is nonempty since p ∈ V. It’s evident that V is a closed set in M_p.

By Lemma 2.3, we have L_u(F)(x) ≥ 0, ∀x ∈ M_p;

where F(x) = |∇ sin^{−1} u|^2(x) − λ.

Given x_1 ∈ V, note F attains its maximum at x_1 with F(x_1) = 0 by Theorem 2.4. Note^{∂F}_{∂⃗n} � �_{∂Mn} ≤ 0 by Lemma 2.1, we apply the Strong Maximum Principle (see [GT01, Lemma 3.4 and Theorem 3.5]) to get F � �_{Bx1 (r)∩Mp} ≡ 0. Therefore (B_{x1} (r) ∩ M_p) ⊂ V, and V is open in M_p.

Because M_p is connected , we conclude that |∇ sin^{−1} u|(x) = √ λ for any x ∈ M_p.

Let Θ(x) =^1√_λ sin^{−1} u(x) for x ∈ M_p, then direct computation combining |∇Θ|(x) = 1, Δu = −λu yields ΔΘ = 0, ∀x ∈ M_p.

From the Bochner formula and Rc ≥ 0, we can infer that

|∇^2Θ|^2 = 1 2 Δ|∇Θ|^2 − ⟨∇ΔΘ, ∇Θ⟩ − Rc(∇Θ, ∇Θ) ≤ 0.

Hence |∇^2Θ| ≡ 0 and |∇Θ| ≡ 1 in M_p. Step (2). Define L_t = � x ∈ M_p : Θ(x) = t � , from |∇Θ| ≡ 1 and the Implicit Function Theorem, we know that L_t is (n − 1)-dim submanifold of M^n if L_t � ∅.

For any x ∈ M_p, let γ_x be the gradient curve of ∇Θ with γ_x(0) = x in M_p. Define

T_x := sup{t ≥ 0 : γ_x(t) ∈ M_p}, T̂_x := sup{t ≥ 0 : γ_x(−t) ∈ M_p}, ∀x ∈ M_p.

Now we prove the following claim:

Claim 3.3. P(x) = γ_x ∩ L_0 : M_p → L_0 is well-defined for any x ∈ M_p.

Proof: [Proof of Claim 3.3] If Θ(x) = 0, then P(x) = x.

Now we consider the case Θ(x) < 0. We firstly show T_x ≥ −Θ(x). By contradiction, assume T_x < −Θ(x). Then by |∇Θ| ≤ 1, we have − π 2 √ λ < Θ(x) ≤ Θ(γ_x(t)) ≤ Θ(x) + t ≤ Θ(x) + T_x < 0, ∀t ∈ [0, T_x).

Using |∇Θ| ≡ 1 in M_p and u(z) = sin( √ λΘ(z)) for any z ∈ M_p, we get

|∇u|(γ_x(t)) ≥ √ λ · � 1 − sin^2( √ λΘ(x)) > 0, ∀t ∈ [0, T_x).

(3.1)

From (3.1), we get

lim_{t→Tx} |∇u|(γ_x(t)) ≥ √ λ · � 1 − sin^2( √ λΘ(x)) > 0,

(3.2)

which implies γ_x(T_x) is well-defined and γ_x(T_x) ∈ M_p.

Furthermore,

u(γ_x(t)) = sin( √ λΘ(γ_x(t))) ≤ sin( √ λ[Θ(x) + T_x]) < 0, ∀t ∈ [0, T_x).

(3.3)

For case (DB), from (3.3), we know γ_x(T_x) � ∂M^n. Then there is δ > 0 such that γ_x(T_x + δ) ∈ M_p.

For case (NB), from (3.2), we know |∇u| (γ_x(T_x)) > 0. (a) . If γ_x(T_x) � ∂M^n, there is δ > 0 such that γ_x(T_x + δ) ∈ M_p.

(b) . If γ_x(T_x) ∈ ∂M^n, from γ^′_x(T_x) = ∇Θ (γ_x(T_x)) =^{∇u}_{|∇u|} (γ_x(T_x)) � 0 and ∂ u ∂ ⃗n (γx(Tx)) = 0; we obtain γ ′ x(T_x) ∈ T_{γx (Tx)} ∂ M^n.

Combining ∂ M^n is smooth and (∇u · ⃗n) � �_{∂Mn} = 0, we can extend γ_x (which is the gradient curve of u) in ∂M^n. Hence there is δ > 0 such that γ_x(T_x + δ) ∈ M_p.

By the above argument, there is δ > 0 such that γ_x(T_x + δ) ∈ M_p. It contradicts the definition of T_x. Therefore T_x ≥ −Θ(x).

Next we prove that γ_x(−Θ(x)) ∈ M_p. Like (3.1), we have

|∇u|(γ_x(t)) ≥ √ λ · � 1 − sin^2( √ λΘ(x)) > 0, ∀t ∈ [0, −Θ(x)).

(3.4) This implies γ_x(−Θ(x)) ∈ M_p is well-defined.

Now P(x) = γ_x(−Θ(x)) is well defined.

If Θ(x) > 0, consider the gradient curve of −∇Θ as above, we can get that P(x) is also well-defined. By all the above, we know that P(x) is well-defined for x ∈ M_p. □ Step (3). Now for cases (N), (NB) and (DB-a), we will show that for each x ∈ L_0, there is

T_x = T̂_x = π 2 √ λ . (3.5)

By contradiction, if T_x <^π_2 √_λ , then Θ(γ_x(T_x)) <^π_2 √_λ . We get |∇u|(γ_x(T_x)) = √ λ · � 1 − u^2(γ_x(T_x)) > 0. Hence there is δ > 0 such that γ_x(T_x + δ) ∈ M_p, which contradicts the definition of T_x.

Similar argument applies on T̂_x. Therefore (3.5) is proved. Similarly, for case (DB-b) we can show

T_x · T̂_x = 0, and T_x + T̂_x = π 2 √ λ , ∀x ∈ L_0 ∩ ∂M^n.

(3.6)

For cases (N), (NB) and (DB-a), we define the map

ψ(x) = (Θ(x), P(x)) : M_p → (− π 2 √ λ , π 2 √ λ ) × L_0.

(3.7)

Because x = γ_{P(x)}(Θ(x)) and (3.5), we get that ψ is a bijective map. Hence ψ is a diffeomorphism between M_p and (−^π_2 √_λ ,^π_2 √_λ ) × L_0.

For case (DB-b), we get that the map ψ(x) = (Θ(x), P(x)) is a diffeomorphism between M_p and (−^π_2 √_λ , 0] × L_0 (or [0,^π_2 √_λ ) × L_0).

Step (4). Assume ξ^′_1(0) = v_1 ∈ T_x M^n, now using |∇^2Θ| ≡ 0 and the definition of P, we get

⟨ψ_∗v_1, ψ_∗v_1⟩ = d dt ψ(ξ_1) · d dt ψ(ξ_1) = ⟨ d dt (Θ(ξ_1(t)), P(ξ_1(t))), d dt (Θ(ξ_1(t)), P(ξ_1(t)))⟩ = ⟨ d dt Θ(ξ_1(t)), d dt Θ(ξ_1(t))⟩ + ⟨ d dt P(ξ_1(t)), d dt P(ξ_1(t))⟩ = ⟨∇Θ · v_1, ∇Θ · v_1⟩ + ⟨∇P · v_1, ∇P · v_1⟩ = ⟨v_1, v_1⟩.

Hence ψ is a local isometry, the conclusion ψ is an isometry follows from all the above.

Therefore N^{n−1} = u^{−1}(u(p)) ∩ M_p is isometric to L_0. Because M_p is connected, we get N^{n−1} is connected, by the above isometry between M_p and the product of N^{n−1} with an interval.

Also we obtain ∂N^{n−1} = ∅ by the above isometry and ∂M^n is smooth. □

4. The global splitting

Theorem 4.1. For compact Riemannian manifold (M^n, g) with Rc ≥ 0 and smooth (possibly empty) boundary . Assume Δu = −λu, max_{x∈Mn} |u(x)| = 1, where λ > 0.

If |∇ sin^{−1} u|^2(p) = λ holds at some point p, where |u(p)| < 1. Define N(u) = #(M^n −u^{−1}(0)) as the number of connected components of M^n −u^{−1}(0) (the number of nodal domains of u); then:

(1) . If ∂M^n = ∅, then M^n is isometric to S^1(^{N(u)}_2 √_λ ) × N^{n−1}, where S^1(^{N(u)}_2 √_λ ) is a round circle with radius^{N(u)}_2 √_λ and N(u) = 2k for some k ∈ Z^+;

(2) . If ∂M^n � ∅ is convex and^{∂u}_{∂⃗n} � �_{∂Mn} = 0, then M^n is isometric to [0,^{N(u)−1}√_λ · π] × N^{n−1} and N(u) ≥ 2;

(3) . If ∂M^n � ∅ is mean convex and u � �_{∂Mn} = 0; then M^n is isometric to [0,^{N(u)}√_λ · π] × N^{n−1} and N(u) ≥ 1;

where N^{n−1} is a compact Riemannian manifold with Rc ≥ 0 and ∂N^{n−1} = ∅.

Proof: Step (1). Define N^{n−1} = u^{−1}(−1) ∩ M_p, which is an (n − 1)-dim hypersurface in M^n by Proposition 3.2 (if u^{−1}(−1)∩ M_p = ∅, we define N^{n−1} = u^{−1}(1)∩ M_p, similar argument applies); and U_ϵ (N^{n−1}) = {x ∈ M^n : d(x, N^{n−1}) < ϵ}. Then we have a coordinate chart {x_1, x^′} for U_{r0} (N^{n−1}) locally, where x^′ = (x_2, · · · , x_n) is a coordinate chart for N^{n−1} and

x_1 � �_{Mp∩Ur0 (Nn−1)} = d(x, N^{n−1}), x_1 � �_{Ur0 (Nn−1)−Mp} = −d(x, N^{n−1}),

where r_0 > 0 is to be determined later. We define U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1}) := U_{r0} (N^{n−1}) ∩ {x ∈ M^n : x_1 < 0}.

Consider the metric g in U_{r0} (N^{n−1}), then we can write g = dx^2_1+ � 2≤i, j≤n

f_{i j}(x_1, x^′)dx_idx_j

locally. By Proposition 3.2, there is a > 0, such that the coefficients f_{i j} satisfy:

f_{i j}(x_1, x^′) = � � � f_{i j}(0, x^′), 0 ≤ x_1 ≤ a, f_{i j}(x_1, x^′), −a ≤ x_1 ≤ 0.

For any q ∈ N^{n−1}, without loss of generality we can assume q = (0, 0, · · · , 0). Now we get

f_{i j}(0, x^′) = δ_{i j} + O(|x^′|).

Denote G = det( f_{i j})_{2≤i, j≤n}, we get

(log √ G)_{x1} = 1 2 (log G)_{x1} = O(x_1).

We use u_i, u_{i j} to denote^{∂u}_{∂xi} ,^{∂2u}_{∂xi∂x j} in the rest argument, similar notation applies for other functions.

Note u_{11}(q) = λ because u � �_{Mp} (x_1, x^′) = sin( √ λx_1 −^π_2 ) from Proposition 3.2.

Also we have

u_α(q) = 0, if α = (α_1, · · · , α_k) � (1, · · · , 1), u_β(q) = 0, if β = (1, · · · , 1) and there are odds number of 1,

Note N^{n−1} is compact, there is a finite coordinate chart covering of N^{n−1}. Using the Taylor’s expansion of u(x_1, x^′) at q about x_1, where q can be freely chosen from N^{n−1}; we get

u(x) = −1 + 1 2 λx^2_1 + O(|x_1|^4), ∀x ∈ U_{r0} (N^{n−1}).

(4.1)

By (4.1), we can choose r_0 > 0 such that |∇u � �_{Ur0 (Nn−1)−Nn−1} | > 0, and |u � �_{Ur0 (Nn−1)−Nn−1} | < 1.

Step (2). Now we define F : U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1}) → R as follows:

F(x) := � � � |∇u|^2 1−u^2 (x) − λ , x ∈ U − r_0 (N

n−1) − N^{n−1}, 0 , x ∈ N^{n−1}.

From the Taylor’s expansion of u at any point of N^{n−1}, we get that F is continuous on U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1}).

Then from (4.1), we have

−2|∇u|^2 (1 − u^2)^2 = − 2 x^2_1

+ O(1).

(4.2)

Direct computation yields

Ψ(x) = ∇u 1 − u^2

· {− 1 2 (1 − u^2)^2 |∇u|^4

· ∇u · ∇

� |∇u|2 1 − u^2 (x) � − 2u} = � 2 x_1

+ O(x_1) � · ∂x_1.

(4.3)

Consider v(x) = x^2_1 − x_1, then v satisfies v � �_{U−r0 (Nn−1)} ≥ 0, v � �_{x1=0} = 0, ∂ ∂x_1 v � �_{x1=0} = −1 < 0.

(4.4)

Furthermore, using (4.3) and (4.2), we have

L_u(v) = Δv(x) + ∇v(x) · Ψ(x) −

2|∇u|^2 (1 − u^2)^2 v(x)

= v_{11} + (log √ G)_{x1} v_1 + � 2≤i, j≤n

f^{i j}v_{i j} + � 2≤i, j≤n { ∂ f^{i j} ∂ x_i

+ (log √ G)_{xi} f^{i j}}v_j

+ v_1 · ( 2 x_1

+ O(x_1)) − 2 x^2_1 v + O(1)v

= 2 + O(x_1) + (2x_1 − 1) · ( 2 x_1

+ O(x_1)) − 2 x^2_1

{x^2_1 − x_1}

= 4 + O(x_1) > 0, in the last inequality above we use x_1 ≤ r_0 << 1.

Now there is r_0 > 0 and v ∈ C^∞(U_{r0} (N^{n−1})) satisfying L_u(v)(x) > 0, ∀x ∈ U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1}).

(4.5)

Step (3). For any q ∈ N^{n−1}, let ⃗n = ∂x_1 be the outer normal unit vector of ∂U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1}) at q. Using (4.1) we can compute directly that ∂F ∂⃗n (q) = 0.

(4.6)

We will show that there is z ∈ U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1}) such that F(z) = F(q) = 0. By contradiction, otherwise F(z) < F(q) = 0, ∀z ∈ U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1}).

(4.7)

From Lemma 2.3, we have L_u(F) ≥ 0.

(4.8)

Now we consider F + ϵ · v. Because of (4.7), we can choose ϵ > 0 such that (F + ϵ · v) � �_{x1=−r0} ≤ 0.

(4.9) Then we have (F + ϵ · v) � �_{∂U−r0 (Nn−1)} ≤ 0.

By (4.5), we get L_u(F + ϵ · v) � �_{U−r0 (Nn−1)} > 0, then from the Maximum principle, we get sup x∈U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1})

(F + ϵ · v)(x) ≤ max{0, sup_{x∈∂U−}

r0 (N^{n−1})

(F + ϵ · v)(x)} = 0.

Note (F + ϵ · v)(q) = 0, then we obtain ∂ ∂x_1 � �_{x=q}(F + ϵ · v)(x) ≥ 0.

Combining (4.4), this yields ∂ ∂x_1 � �_{x=q} F(x) ≥ −ϵ · ∂ ∂x_1 � �_{x=q}v(x) = ϵ > 0.

This contradicts (4.6).

Therefore, we find z ∈ U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1}) such that F(z) = F(q) = 0, which implies F(z) = max

x∈U^−_{r0} (N^{n−1})

F(x) = 0. Note |∇u(z)| > 0, |u(z)| < 1 and |∇ sin^{−1} u(z)|^2 = λ;

from Proposition 3.2, we get the extended splitting domain on M^n.

The main conclusion follows by the above and the induction on N(u). □ Acknowledgments

We thank Xiaodong Wang for his comments on the early version of this paper.

References

[AC11] Ben Andrews and Julie Clutterbuck, Proof of the fundamental gap conjecture, J. Amer.

Math. Soc. 24 (2011), no. 3, 899–916, DOI 10.1090/S0894-0347-2011-00699-1. [AX19] Ben Andrews and Changwei Xiong, Gradient estimates via two-point functions for elliptic equations on manifolds, Adv. Math. 349 (2019), 1151–1197, DOI 10.1016/j.aim.2019.04.041.

[CG71] Jeff Cheeger and Detlef Gromoll, The splitting theorem for manifolds of nonnegative Ricci curvature, J. Differential Geometry 6 (1971/72), 119–128.

[CG72] Jeff Cheeger and Detlef Gromoll, On the structure of complete manifolds of nonnegative curvature, Ann. of Math. (2) 96 (1972), 413–443, DOI 10.2307/1970819.

[Col12] Tobias H. Colding, New monotonicity formulas for Ricci curvature and applications; I, Acta Math. 209 (2012), no. 2, 229-263.

[CY75] Shiu Yuen Cheng and Shing-Tung Yau, Differential equations on Riemannian manifolds and their geometric applications, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 28 (1975), no. 3, 333–354.

[GT01] David Gilbarg and Neil S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. Reprint of the 1998 edition.

[HW07] Fengbo Hang and Xiaodong Wang, A remark on Zhong-Yang’s eigenvalue estimate, Int.

Math. Res. Not. IMRN 18 (2007), Art. ID rnm064, 9, DOI 10.1093/imrn/rnm064. [HXY22] Qixuan Hu, Guoyi Xu, and Chengjie Yu, The rigidity and stability of gradient estimates, J. Geom. Anal. 32 (2022), no. 11, Paper No. 279, 13, DOI 10.1007/s12220-022-01022-x.

[Krö92] Pawel Kröger, On the spectral gap for compact manifolds, J. Differential Geom. 36 (1992), no. 2, 315–330.

[Li12] Peter Li, Geometric analysis, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 134, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012.

[Li79] , A lower bound for the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian on a compact manifold, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 28 (1979), no. 6, 1013–1019, DOI 10.1512/iumj.1979.28.28075.

[LY80] Peter Li and Shing Tung Yau, Estimates of eigenvalues of a compact Riemannian manifold, Geometry of the Laplace operator (Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Univ. Hawaii, Honolulu, Hawaii, 1979), 1980, pp. 205–239.

[Ni13] Lei Ni, Estimates on the modulus of expansion for vector fields solving nonlinear equations, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 99 (2013), no. 1, 1–16, DOI 10.1016/j.matpur.2012.05.009.

[PW84] Murray H. Protter and Hans F. Weinberger, Maximum principles in differential equations, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1984. Corrected reprint of the 1967 original.

[Sak05] Takashi Sakai, Curvature—up through the twentieth century, and into the future? [translation of Sūgaku 54 (2002), no. 3, 292–307; MR1929898], 2005, pp. 165–187. Sugaku Expositions.

[SW14] Chiung-Jue Anna Sung and Jiaping Wang, Sharp gradient estimate and spectral rigidity for p-Laplacian, Math. Res. Lett. 21 (2014), no. 4, 885–904, DOI 10.4310/MRL.2014.v21.n4.a14.

[Xu20] Guoyi Xu, The growth rate of harmonic functions, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 101 (2020), no. 3, 1298–1319, DOI 10.1112/jlms.12306.

[Yan99] DaGang Yang, Lower bound estimates of the first eigenvalue for compact manifolds with positive Ricci curvature, Pacific J. Math. 190 (1999), no. 2, 383–398, DOI 10.2140/pjm.1999.190.383.

[Yau75] Shing Tung Yau, Harmonic functions on complete Riemannian manifolds, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 28 (1975), 201–228, DOI 10.1002/cpa.3160280203.

[ZY84] Jia Qing Zhong and Hong Cang Yang, On the estimate of the first eigenvalue of a compact Riemannian manifold, Sci. Sinica Ser. A 27 (1984), no. 12, 1265–1273.

Guoyi Xu, Department of Mathematical Sciences, Tsinghua University, Beijing, P. R. China, 100084

Email address: guoyixu@tsinghua.edu.cn

Xiaolong Xue, Department of Mathematical Sciences, Tsinghua University, Beijing, P. R. China Email address: xxl19@mails.tsinghua.edu.cn