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WILLMORE-TYPE INEQUALITIES FOR CLOSED HYPERSURFACES

IN WEIGHTED MANIFOLDS

GUOQIANG WU AND JIA-YONG WU

Abstract. In this paper, we prove some Willmore-type inequalities for closed hypersur-
faces in weighted manifolds with nonnegative Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature. In particular,
we give a sharp Willmore-like inequality in shrinking gradient Ricci solitons. These results
can be regarded as generalizations of Agostiniani-Fogagnolo-Mazzieri’s Willmore-type in-
equality in weighted manifolds. As applications, we derive some isoperimetric type inequal-
ities under certain existence assumptions of isoperimetric regions in weighted manifolds.

1. Introduction

The classical Willmore inequality [45] states that any a bounded domain Ω in 3-dimensional
Euclidean space R

3 with smooth boundary ∂Ω satisfies

∫

∂Ω

(

H

2

)2

dσ ≥ 4π,

where H is the mean curvature of ∂Ω and dσ is the Riemannian volume element of ∂Ω
induced by the standard Euclidean metric. Moreover, the equality occurs if and only if Ω
is the 3-dimensional Euclidean unit ball B3. The Willmore inequality was then extended
by Chen [14, 15] to submanifolds of any co-dimension in n-dimensional (n ≥ 3) Euclidean
space Rn. In particular, one has that any a bounded domain Ω in R

n with smooth boundary
∂Ω must have

∫

∂Ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

H

n− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1

dσ ≥ |Sn−1|,

where |Sn−1| is the area of (n − 1)-dimensional Euclidean unit sphere S
n−1. Furthermore,

the equality holds if and only if Ω is an n-dimensional Euclidean unit ball Bn. It is worth
pointing out that the Willmore inequality can be reproved by Agostiniani and Mazzieri [3]
via a monotonicity formula approach in the potential theory, and they also gave a sharp
quantitative version of the Willmore-type inequality. See also an alternative proof of the
Willmore inequality via a geometric divergence inequality exploited by Cederbaum and
Miehe [12]. In [1], Agostiniani, Fogagnolo and Mazzieri generalized the above Willmore
inequality to a bounded and open domain in Riemannian manifolds with nonnegative Ricci
curvature. Their result is stated as follows.
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Theorem A ([1]). Let (Mn, g) (n ≥ 3) be a complete noncompact Riemannian manifold
with nonnegative Ricci curvature and Euclidean volume growth. If Ω ⊂ Mn is a bounded
and open subset with smooth boundary ∂Ω, then

(1.1)

∫

∂Ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

H

n− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1

dσ ≥ AVR(g)|Sn−1|,

where AVR(g) is the asymptotic volume ratio of (Mn, g). Moreover, the equality holds if
and only if (Mn\Ω, g) is isometric to

(

[r0,∞)× ∂Ω, dr2 + ( r
r0
)2g∂Ω

)

,

with r0 = ( |∂Ω|
AVR(g)|Sn−1|

)
1

n−1 . In particular, ∂Ω is a connected totally umbilic submanifold with
constant mean curvature.

The proof of Theorem A in [1] is based on the monotonicity-rigidity properties on certain
level set flow of the electrostatic potentials associated with Ω. Later, Wang [39] gave a
short proof by using standard comparison methods of the Riccati equation in Riemannian
geometry. Motivated by Wang’s argument, Rudnik [35] applied comparison methods of
Jacobi equations to obtain a Willmore-type inequality in manifolds with asymptotically
nonnegative curvature. In [8], Borghini and Fogagnolo proved a Willmore-like inequality
in substatic manifolds by exploiting the substatic Bishop–Gromov monotonicity theorem.
Recently, Jin and Yin [23] used Wang’s method to extend Theorem A to the manifold
of negative Ricci curvature. Besides, many Willmore-type inequalities in various ambient
spaces are explored in [2, 22, 36, 37] and references therein.

In this paper, using Wang’s argument [39], we extend Theorem A to weighted manifolds
and establish some Willmore-type inequalities for closed hypersurfaces in weighted manifolds
with nonnegative Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature. In particular, we give a sharp Willmore-like
inequality for shrinking gradient Ricci solitons. As applications, we give some isoperimetric
type inequalities in certain weighted manifolds.

Recall that a weighted n-manifold, denoted by (Mn, g, e−fdv), is an n-dimensional com-
plete Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) coupled with a weighted measure e−fdv for some smooth
weight function f and the Riemannian volume element dv on (Mn, g). Weighted manifolds
are natural extensions of Riemannian manifolds and are characterized by collapsed measured
Gromov-Hausdorff limits [28]. They are also closely related to the Ricci flow, probability
theory and optimal transport; see [27, 28, 29] and references therein.

On (Mn, g, e−fdvg), Bakry and Émery [5] introduced the m-Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature

Ricmf := Ric + Hess f −
df ⊗ df

m− n

for some real number m ≥ n, where Ric is the Ricci tensor of (Mn, g) and Hess is the
Hessian with respect to g. When m = n, f should be regard as a constant and Ricmf
returns to the ordinary Ricci curvature. When m <∞, there exists a basic viewpoint that
many geometric results for manifolds with Ric bounded below can be possibly extended
to weighted manifolds with Ricmf bounded below. This is because the Bochner formula
for Ricmf can be regarded as the classical Bochner formula for the Ricci curvature of an
m-manifold; see for example [27, 40] for detailed explanations. In particular, a weighted
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manifold satisfying

Ricmf = λg

for some λ ∈ R, is called a quasi-Einstein m-manifold (see [11]), which is considered as the

generalization of Einstein manifold. When n < m < ∞, (Mn × Fm−n, gM + e
−2f
m−n gF ), with

(Fm−n, gF ) an Einstein manifold, is a warped product Einstein manifold. When m = n+1,
(Mn, g, e−fdv) is the so-called static manifold in general relativity.

When m→ ∞, Ricmf becomes the ∞-Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature

Ricf := lim
m→∞

Ricmf = Ric + Hess f.

Similar to the classical comparison theorems, when Ricf is bounded below, one can also
prove weighted mean curvature comparison theorems (see [40, 44]), which highly rely on f .
This leads to many classical geometric and topological results remaining true in weighted
manifolds under certain assumptions on f . We refer the readers to [17, 30, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44]
and references therein for nice works in this direction. In particular, if

Ricf = λ g

for some λ ∈ R, then (Mn, g, e−fdvg) is a gradient Ricci soliton. A gradient Ricci soliton
is called shrinking, steady, or expanding, if λ > 0, λ = 0, or λ < 0, respectively. The
gradient Ricci soliton plays an important role in the Ricci flow and Perelman’s resolution of
the Poincaré conjecture; see [10, 18] and references therein for nice surveys.

On (Mn, g, e−fdv), a natural generalization of Laplacian ∆ is the f -Laplacian defined by

∆f := ∆− 〈∇f,∇〉,

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on (Mn, g). The f -Laplacian is self-adjoint with
respect to the measure e−fdv, and it is related to Ricf via the generalized Bochner formula

∆f |∇u|
2 = 2|Hessu|2 + 2〈∇∆fu,∇u〉+ 2Ricf(∇u,∇u)

for any u ∈ C∞(Mn). This formula will play an important role in our paper. For a point
p ∈ Mn, let r(x) := d(x, p) be a distance function from p to x ∈ Mn. In geodesic polar
coordinates at p, let ∇r = ∂r and |∇r| = 1 almost everywhere. We let B(p, r) be the
geodesic ball with center p ∈ Mn and radius r > 0, and its weighted volume is given by
|B(p, r)|f :=

∫

B(p,r)
e−fdv. Sometimes we denote |B(p, r)|f by Volf(B(p, r)).

On (Mn, g, e−fdvg), let Ω ⊂ Mn be a bounded open set with smooth boundary ∂Ω. We
denote by |Ω|f the weighted volume of Ω. When f = 0, it returns to the Riemannian volume
of Ω, denoted by |Ω|. Let H be the mean curvature of ∂Ω and ν be the unit outer normal
vector of ∂Ω. The weighted mean curvature of ∂Ω is defined by

Hf := H − g(∇f, ν).

When Ricf ≥ 0 and Hf of ∂Ω is nonnegative everywhere, for each point p ∈ ∂Ω, if

(1.2) ∂rf ≥ −a

for some constant a ≥ 0 along all minimal geodesic segments from p, inspired by [23], we
define the weighted relative volume

RVf(Ω) := lim
r→∞

Volf{x ∈M |d(x,Ω) < r}

m(r)
,
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where m(r) := n|Bn|
∫ r

0
eattn−1dt and |Bn| is the volume of Euclidean unit n-ball. In Propo-

sition 2.3 (a), we see that RVf(Ω) is well defined. For each p ∈ ∂Ω, if

(1.3) |f | ≤ k

for some constant k ≥ 0 along all minimal geodesic segments from p, we define another
weighted relative volume

RVf(Ω) := lim
r→∞

Volf{x ∈M |d(x,Ω) < r}

|Bn+4k|rn+4k
.

In Proposition 2.3 (b), we know that RVf(Ω) is also well defined. In general, RVf(Ω) and

RVf (Ω) depend on the set Ω, which are different from the classical asymptotic volume ratio.
We first state Willmore-type inequalities in weighted manifolds with Ricf ≥ 0.

Theorem 1.1. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be a complete noncompact weighted n-manifold with
Ricf ≥ 0, and let Ω ⊂ Mn be a bounded open set with smooth boundary ∂Ω. The weighted
mean curvature Hf of ∂Ω is nonnegative everywhere.

(a) If (1.2) holds, then

(1.4)

∫

∂Ω

(

Hf

n− 1

)n−1

e−fdσ ≥ RVf(Ω)|S
n−1|.

Moreover, if RVf(Ω) > 0 and Hf is constant on ∂Ω, then the equality of (1.4) holds if and
only if ∂Ω is connected and (Mn\Ω, g, e−fdv) is isometric to

(1.5)
(

[r0,∞)× ∂Ω, dr2 + ( r
r0
)2g∂Ω

)

with ∂rf ≡ 0 along all minimal geodesic segments from ∂Ω (a = 0), where r0 = (
|∂Ω|f

RVf (Ω)|Sn−1|
)

1
n−1 .

(b) If (1.3) holds, then

(1.6)

∫

∂Ω

(

Hf

n− 1

)n−1+4k

e−fdσ ≥ RVf(Ω)|S
n−1+4k|.

Moreover, if RVf(Ω) > 0 and Hf is constant on ∂Ω, then the equality of (1.6) holds if and
only if ∂Ω is connected and (Mn\Ω, g, e−fdv) is isometric to

(1.7)
(

[r1,∞)× ∂Ω, dr2 + ( r
r1
)2g∂Ω

)

with f ≡ 0 along all minimal geodesic segments from ∂Ω (k = 0), where r1 = (
|∂Ω|f

RVf (Ω)|Sn−1|
)

1
n−1 .

Remark 1.2. (i) Condition (1.2) (or (1.3)) and Hf ≥ 0 guarantee that the weighted mean
comparison theorems for hypersurfaces hold (see Lemma 2.1) and weighted relative volumes
are well-defined (see Proposition 2.3).

(ii) The constant assumption of Hf seems to be necessary to the rigidity. In manifold
case, when the equality of (1.1) occurs, there exists a Codazzi equation connecting the Ricci
curvature with the mean curvature, which implies that mean curvature is constant (see [39]).
In weighted manifold, there does not exist a Codazzi type equation relating between Ricf
(or Ricmf ) and Hf , and we can not get the constant property of Hf .

(iii) Inequality (1.4) also holds on steady gradient Ricci solitons because Ricf = 0, R +
|∇f |2 = a (see [18]) and R ≥ 0 (see [13]), where R denotes the scalar curvature, on such
manifolds. But the rigidity of Theorem 1.1 only occurs at some trivial steady Ricci solitons.
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On (Mn, g, e−fdvg) with Ricmf ≥ 0, for a point p ∈ Mn, we introduce the m-weighted
asymptotic volume ratio

AVRm
f (g) := lim

r→∞

|B(p, r)|f
|Bm|rm

.

By the weighted volume comparison of Ricmf ≥ 0 (see [6]), AVRm
f (g) is well defined, and it

is independent of the base point p.
When Ricmf ≥ 0, we establish another Willmore-type inequality in weighted manifolds.

Theorem 1.3. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be a complete noncompact weighted n-manifold with
Ricmf ≥ 0. Let Ω ⊂ Mn be a bounded open set with smooth boundary ∂Ω. Then

(1.8)

∫

∂Ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

Hf

m− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

m−1

e−fdσ ≥ AVRm
f (g)|S

m−1|.

Moreover, if Mn has only one end, AVRm
f (g) > 0 and Hf is constant on ∂Ω, then the

equality of (1.8) implies that ∂Ω is connected and (Mn\Ω, g, e−fdv) is isometric to

(1.9)
(

[r0,∞)× ∂Ω, dr2 + ( r
r0
)2g∂Ω

)

,

where r0 = (
|∂Ω|f

AVRm
f (g)|Sm−1|

)
1

m−1 .

Remark 1.4. In Theorem 1.3, the only one end assumption ofMn is necessary to the rigidity.
In manifold case, it is known that Ric ≥ 0 and AVR(g) > 0 suffice to assure the manifold
has only one end by the Cheeger-Gromoll splitting theorem. However, when Ricf ≥ 0 and
AVRm

f (g) > 0, we do not know if the weighted manifold has only one end. Besides, the
constant assumption of Hf is also necessary; see Remark 1.2 (ii). When f is constant and
m = n, these assumptions automatically hold and our result returns to Theorem A.

On a complete shrinking gradient Ricci soliton (shrinker for short) (Mn, g, e−fdv), we
assume, without loss of generality (see [18]), that it satisfies

(1.10) Ricf =
1

2
g and R + |∇f |2 = f.

Given a base point p ∈ Mn, we consider the classical asymptotic volume ratio

AVR(g) := lim
r→∞

|B(p, r)|

|Bn|rn

on shrinkers. From [16], we see that AVR(g) on shrinkers always exists and it is independent
of the point p. Similar to the argument of Theorem 1.1, we give a sharp Willmore-like
inequality in shrinkers.

Theorem 1.5. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be a noncompact n-shrinker with (1.10). Let Ω ⊂ Mn

be a bounded open set with smooth boundary ∂Ω. If the mean curvature H of ∂Ω is positive
everywhere, then

(1.11)

∫

∂Ω

exp

{

(n− 1)2

4H2
+ f −

n− 1

H
∂νf

}

·

(

H

n− 1

)n−1

dσ ≥ AVR(g)|Sn−1|,

where ∂νf denotes the derivative of f in outer unit normal directions of ∂Ω. Moreover, the
equality of (1.11) holds if and only if ∂Ω is a round sphere and (Mn, g, e−fdv) is isometric

to the Gaussian shrinker (Rn, δij , e
−|x|2/4dv).
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Finally, as applications of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, we are able to prove some isoperimetric
type inequalities in weighted manifolds; see Theorems 6.1 and 6.2 below. These inequali-
ties provide certain connections between the existence of isoperimetric regions in weighted
manifolds and the sharpness of our Willmore-type inequalities. Some part of results can
be regarded as weighted versions of manifold case in [34]. See Section 6 for the detailed
discussion.

The rest of paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove some weighted mean
curvature comparison theorems for tubular domains in weighted manifolds. Using them,
we show that the weighted relative volumes defined in introduction are well defined. We
also prove some rigid results for compact weighted manifolds with boundaries. In Section
3, we apply our new comparison results to prove Theorem 1.1. In Section 4, similar to the
argument of Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.3. In Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.5. In
Section 6, we apply Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 to give some isoperimetric type inequalities in
weighted manifolds.

2. Comparison theorems

In this section, we give some weighted mean curvature comparison theorems for tubular
domains under the nonnegative Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature. As applications, we show that
weighted relative volumes in introduction are well defined. Besides, we recall a generalized
Reilly formula in weighted manifolds. Using this formula, we prove a rigid result and a
Heintze-Karcher type inequality for compact weighted manifolds with boundaries.

For a weighted manifold (Mn, g, e−fdv), let Ω ⊂ Mn be a bounded open set with smooth
boundary ∂Ω. Throughout this paper, we denote by∇ and ∆ the gradient and the Laplacian
on Ω of (Mn, g) respectively, while by ∇∂Ω and ∆∂Ω the gradient and the Laplacian on ∂Ω
respectively. We also let ν denote the outer unit normal vector of ∂Ω. Then the second
fundamental form of ∂Ω is defined by

h(X, Y ) = g(∇Xν, Y ),

where X, Y ∈ T (∂Ω). The trace of the second fundamental h, i.e., H = Tracegh, denotes
the mean curvature of ∂Ω, and the corresponding weighted mean curvature is defined by

Hf := H − g(∇f, ν).

The weighted mean curvatureHf appears in the critical point of the weighted area functional
of the submanifold ∂Ω. ∂Ω is said to be weighted minimal if Hf ≡ 0.

For a fixed point p ∈ ∂Ω, let γp(t) = expp tν(p) be the normal geodesic with initial velocity
ν(p). We set

τ(p) = sup {l > 0 | γp is minimizing on [0, l]} ∈ (0,∞].

It is known that τ is continuous on ∂Ω and the focus locus

C(∂Ω) :=
{

expp τ(p)ν(p)|τ(p) <∞
}

is a closed set of measure zero in M . Let

E = {(r, p) ∈ [0,∞)× ∂Ω|r < τ(p)}

and the exponential map Φ : E → (M\Ω)\C(∂Ω) defined by Φ(r, p) = expp rν(p) is a
diffeomorphism. On E, the pull back of weighted volume form in polar coordinates is

e−fdv = Af(r, p)drdσ(p),
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where Af(r, p) = e−fA(r, p) and A(r, p) is the Riemannian volume element in geodesic polar
coordinates. Customarily, we understand r as the distance function to ∂Ω and it is smooth
on M\Ω away from C(∂Ω).

Now we prove mean curvature comparison theorems for tubular domains in weighted
manifolds with Ricf ≥ 0, extending the manifold case. Compared with the manifold case, a
obvious difficultly is that our proof needs to deal with some extra terms of f . Fortunately,
we employ Wei-Wylie’s proof trick [40] to overcome this obstacle.

Lemma 2.1. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be a complete noncompact weighted manifold with Ricf ≥ 0.
Let Ω ⊂Mn be a bounded open set with smooth boundary ∂Ω. The weighted mean curvature
Hf of ∂Ω is nonnegative everywhere. Fix a point p ∈ ∂Ω.

(a) If ∂rf ≥ −a for some constant a ≥ 0 along a minimal geodesic segment from p, then
τ(p) = ∞ and

∆fr ≤
(n− 1)Hf(p)

n− 1 +Hf(p)r
+ a−

(n− 1)2a

[n− 1 +Hf(p)r]
2

along that minimal geodesic segment from p.
(b) If |f | ≤ k for some constant k ≥ 0 along a minimal geodesic segment from p, then

τ(p) = ∞ and

∆fr ≤
(n− 1 + 4k)Hf(p)

n− 1 +Hf(p)r

along that minimal geodesic segment from p.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. For a fixed point p ∈ ∂Ω, using |∇r| = 1 almost everywhere in the
Bochner formula, we get that

(2.1)
0 =

1

2
∆|∇r|2 = |Hess r|2 +

∂

∂r
(∆r) + Ric(∇r,∇r)

≥
(∆r)2

n− 1
+

∂

∂r
(∆r) + Ric(∇r,∇r),

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Since Ricf ≥ 0, we obtain a Riccati inequality

∂

∂r
(∆r) +

(∆r)2

n− 1
≤ f ′′(r),

where f ′′(r) := Hessf(∂r, ∂r) = d2

dr2
(f ◦ γ)(r). This inequality is written as

∂
∂r
[(n− 1 +Hf (p)r)

2∆r]

(n− 1 +Hf(p)r)2
+

1

n− 1

[

∆r −
(n− 1)Hf(p)

n− 1 +Hf(p)r

]2

≤
(n− 1)Hf(p)

2

(n− 1 +Hf (p)r)2
+ f ′′(r).

Discarding the square term on the left hand side, we have

∂

∂r

[

(n− 1 +Hf(p)r)
2∆r

]

≤ (n− 1)Hf(p)
2 + f ′′(r)(n− 1 +Hf(p)r)

2.

Integrating this inequality and using the initial condition ∆r|r=0 = H(p), we get

(n− 1 +Hf(p)r)
2∆r − (n− 1)2H(p)

≤ (n− 1)Hf(p)
2r + (n− 1 +Hf(p)t)

2f ′(t)
∣

∣

∣

r

0
−

∫ r

0

f ′(t)
[

(n− 1 +Hf(p)t)
2
]′
dt.
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Rearranging terms, we have that

(2.2)

[n− 1 +Hf(p)r]
2∆fr ≤ (n− 1)Hf(p) [n− 1 +Hf (p)r]

−

∫ r

0

f ′(t)
[

(n− 1 +Hf(p)t)
2
]′
dt.

Case (a): If f ′(t) ≥ −a and Hf(p) ≥ 0, then [(n− 1 +Hf(p)t)
2]′ ≥ 0 and hence

(2.3)
−

∫ r

0

f ′(t)
[

(n− 1 +Hf(p)t)
2
]′
dt ≤ a

∫ r

0

[

(n− 1 +Hf(p)t)
2
]′
dt

= a [n− 1 +Hf(p)r]
2 − (n− 1)2a

for r ≥ 0. Substituting this into (2.2) yields the conclusion of Case (a).
Case (b): If |f | ≤ k and Hf (p) ≥ 0, by the integration by parts, we see that

(2.4)

−

∫ r

0

f ′(t)
[

(n− 1 +Hf(p)t)
2
]′
dt

= −2Hf(p)

∫ r

0

[n− 1 +Hf(p)t]df(t)

= −2
[

n− 1 +Hf(p)r
]

Hf (p)f(r) + 2(n− 1)Hf(p)f(p) + 2Hf(p)
2

∫ r

0

f(t)dt

≤ 2kHf(p)
[

n− 1 +Hf(p)r
]

+ 2(n− 1)kHf(p) + 2kHf(p)
2r

= 4kHf(p)
[

n− 1 +Hf(p)r
]

for r ≥ 0. Substituting this into (2.2) yields the estimate of Case (b). �

We then give another weighted mean curvature comparison theorems for tubular hyper-
surfaces in weighted manifolds with Ricmf ≥ 0 (without any assumption on f), also extending
the manifold case.

Lemma 2.2. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be a complete noncompact weighted manifold with Ricmf ≥
0. Let Ω ⊂ Mn be a bounded open set with smooth boundary ∂Ω. For any a point p ∈ ∂Ω,
the distance function r(x) = d(p, x) satisfies

∆fr ≤
(m− 1)Hf(p)

m− 1 +Hf(p)r

for r ∈ [0, τ(p)), where τ(p) ≤ m−1
H−

f
(p)

.
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Proof of Lemma 2.2. Applying the generalized Bochner formula to the distance function
r(x) = d(p, x) and using Ricmf ≥ 0, we get that

0 =
1

2
∆f |∇r|

2 = |Hess r|2 + 〈∇r,∇∆fr〉+ Ricf (∇r,∇r)

≥
(∆r)2

n− 1
+

∂

∂r
(∆fr) + Ricf(∇r,∇r)

=
(∆fr + 〈∇f,∇r〉)2

n− 1
+

∂

∂r
(∆fr) + Ricf(∇r,∇r)

≥
(∆fr)

2

m− 1
+

∂

∂r
(∆fr) + Ricmf (∇r,∇r)

≥
(∆fr)

2

m− 1
+

∂

∂r
(∆fr),

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the last inequality. Considering the initial
value ∆fr|r=0 = Hf (p), we solve the above inequality and give the desired result. �

In the following, we show that Lemma 2.1 implies that weighted relative volumes RVf (Ω)
and RVf(Ω) given in introduction are both well defined.

Proposition 2.3. On a weighted manifold (Mn, g, e−fdvg) with Ricf ≥ 0, let Ω ⊂ Mn be
a bounded open set with smooth boundary ∂Ω. The weighted mean curvature Hf of ∂Ω is
nonnegative everywhere.

(a) If (1.2) holds, then

lim
r→∞

Volf{x ∈M |d(x,Ω) < r}

m(r)
,

where m(r) := n|Bn|
∫ r

0
eattn−1dt, exists. Hence RVf(Ω) is well defined.

(b) If (1.3) holds, then

lim
r→∞

Volf{x ∈M |d(x,Ω) < r}

|Bn+4k|rn+4k
.

exists. Hence RVf (Ω) is well defined.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. We first prove part (a). Recalling that ∆r = (lnA)′ andAf(r, p) =
e−fA(r, p), then ∆fr = (lnAf)

′. Combining this with Lemma 2.1 (a), we have τ(p) = ∞
and

(2.5)

A′

A
≤

(n− 1)Hf(p)

n− 1 +Hf(p)r
+ a−

(n− 1)2a

[n− 1 +Hf(p)r]
2

≤
(n− 1)Hf(p)

n− 1 +Hf(p)r
+ a

for all r ≥ 0, where we discarded the third non-positive term in the above second line.
Hence, for each p ∈ ∂Ω,

θf (r, p) :=
Af(r, p)

ear
(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
r
)n−1
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is non-increasing and bounded on [0,∞), and hence limr→∞ θf (r, p) exists. We also see that

lim
r→∞

ear
(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
r
)n−1

m′(r)
= lim

r→∞

ear
(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
r
)n−1

n|Bn|earrn−1
=

1

n|Bn|

(

Hf (p)

n− 1

)n−1

exists. Combining the above two aspects, we immediately get that

κ(p) := lim
r→∞

Af(r, p)

m′(r)

exists. That is, Af(r, p) ≤ c1m
′(r) for some constant c1 depending on κ(p). Thus,

∫ r

0
Af(t, p)dt

m(r)
≤

∫ r

0
c1m

′(t)dt

m(r)
= c1.

Using this upper bound, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and the L’hosptial
rule, we have that

RVf (Ω) := lim
r→∞

Volf{x ∈M |d(x,Ω) < r}

m(r)

= lim
r→∞

∫

Σ

∫ r

0
Af(t, p)dtdσ(p) + |Ω|f

m(r)

=

∫

Σ

lim
r→∞

Af(r, p)

m′(r)
dσ(p)

=

∫

Σ

κ(p)dσ(p).

This shows that RVf(Ω) is well-defined.
We then prove part (b). By Lemma 2.1 (b), for each p ∈ ∂Ω, we see that

θf (r, p) :=
Af(r, p)

(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
r
)n−1+4k

is non-increasing and bounded on [0,∞), which implies that limr→∞ θf (r, p) exists. We also
see that

lim
r→∞

(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
r
)n−1+4k

(n + 4k)|Bn+4k|rn−1+4k
=

(

Hf (p)

n−1

)n−1+4k

(n+ 4k)|Bn+4k|

exists. Combining the above two aspects, we immediately have that

κ(p) := lim
r→∞

Af(r, p)

(n+ 4k)|Bn+4k|rn−1+4k

exists. That is, Af(r, p) ≤ c2(n+4k)|Bn+4k|rn−1+4k for some constant c2 depending on κ(p).
Thus,

∫ r

0
Af(t, p)dt

|Bn+4k|rn+4k
≤

∫ r

0
c2(n+ 4k)|Bn+4k|rn−1+4kdt

|Bn+4k|rn+4k
= c2.
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Using this bound, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem and the L’hosptial rule,
we have that

RVf (Ω) := lim
r→∞

Volf{x ∈M |d(x,Ω) < r}

|Bn+4k|rn+4k

= lim
r→∞

∫

Σ

∫ r

0
Af(t, p)dtdσ(p) + |Ω|f

|Bn+4k|rn+4k

=

∫

Σ

lim
r→∞

Af(r, p)

(n+ 4k)|Bn+4k|rn−1+4k
dσ(p)

=

∫

Σ

κ(p)dσ(p).

This shows that RVf(Ω) is well-defined. �

Ichida [21] and Kasue [24] proved that if a compact connected manifold Mn with mean
convex boundary Σ has nonnegative Ricci curvature, then Σ has at most two components;
moreover if Σ has two components, then Mn is isometric to N × [0, l] for some connected
compact (n− 1)-manifold N and some constant l > 0. See also an alternative proof in [19].
Now we generalize this result to a weighted manifold. To achieve it, we need a generalized
Reilly formula [25], which states that for any u ∈ C∞(M),

(2.6)

∫

M

(∆fu)
2dµ−

∫

M

|Hessu|2dµ−

∫

M

Ricf (∇u,∇u)dµ

= 2

∫

Σ

uν(∆fΣz)dµΣ +

∫

Σ

Hf(uν)
2dµΣ +

∫

Σ

h(∇∂Ωz,∇Σz)dµΣ,

where z = u|Σ, dµ = e−fdv and dµΣ = dµ|Σ. By this formula, we apply Hang-Wang’s
argument [19] to get the following generalized result, which will be used in the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 2.4. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be a compact connected weighted n-manifold with
Ricf ≥ 0. If the boundary Σ of Mn has Hf ≥ 0, then Σ has at most two components.
Moreover, if Σ has two components, then Σ is totally geodesic and Mn is isometric to

N × [0, l]

for some constant l > 0, where N is a connected compact (n− 1)-manifold.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Assume that Σ is not connected. Fixing a component Σ0 of Σ, we
solve the Dirichlet problem

{

∆fu = 0 in M,

u|Σ0 = −1 and u|Σ\Σ0
= 1.

Applying (2.6) to u, we have

−

∫

M

|Hess u|2dµ =

∫

M

Ricf (∇u,∇u)dµ+

∫

Σ

Hf(uν)
2dµΣ.

Since Ricf ≥ 0 and Hf ≥ 0, then Hess u = 0, which implies |∇u| = k for some constant
k > 0. Since ∇u = −kν on Σ0 and ∇u = kν on Σ\Σ0, we have

∇Xν = 0
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for any X ∈ TΣ, that is, Σ is totally geodesic. If we consider the flow generated by ∇u/k,
then it starts from Σ0 to Σ\Σ0 at time 1/k and hence Σ has exactly two components. Indeed
the flow lines are just geodesics. If we fix local coordinates {x1, · · · , xn−1} on Σ0 and let
r = u/k, then

g = dr2 + gij(r, x)dx
idxj .

Noticing Hess r = 0, so ∂rgij(r, x) = 0. Therefore Mn is isometric to Σ0 × [0, 1/k]. �

The Reilly formula (2.6) can be also used to prove the following weighted Heintze-Karcher
inequality, extending the manifold case in [20, 34]. We remark that the same inequality has
been obtained in [7]. For the discussion convenience in the proof of Theorem 6.2 below, we
give a detailed proof.

Proposition 2.5 ([7]). Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be a compact n-manifold with smooth boundary
Σ satisfying Ricmf ≥ 0. If the weighted mean curvature Hf of Σ is positive everywhere, then

∫

Σ

1

Hf
dµΣ ≥

m

m− 1
|Mn|f .(2.7)

Moreover, the equality of (2.7) holds if and only if m = n, f is constant andMn is isometric
to an Euclidean n-ball.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. The proof is analogous to Theorem 1 in [34], which originates from
[33]. Let u ∈ C∞(Mn) be a smooth function of the Dirichlet problem

(2.8)

{

∆fu = 1 in Mn,

z = 0 on Σ.

Using (2.6) we have

(2.9)

∫

M

(∆fu)
2dµ =

∫

M

|Hess u|2dµ+

∫

M

Ricf(∇u,∇u)dµ+

∫

Σ

Hf(uν)
2dµΣ.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that

|Hess u|2 ≥
1

n
(∆u)2

=
1

n
(∆fu+ 〈∇f,∇u〉)2

≥
1

n

[

|∆fu|
2

1 + m−n
n

−
〈∇f,∇u〉2

m−n
n

]

=
(∆fu)

2

m
−

〈∇f,∇u〉2

m− n
,

where m ≥ n and f is constant when m = n. Substituting this into (2.9) and combining
the fact ∆fu = 1, we get

(

1−
1

m

)

|Mn|f ≥ Ricmf (∇u,∇u)dµ+

∫

Σ

Hf (uν)
2dµΣ.

Since Ricmf ≥ 0, we further have

(2.10)

(

1−
1

m

)

|Mn|f ≥

∫

Σ

Hf(uν)
2dµΣ.
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On the other hand, by the divergence theorem, we observe

|Mn|f =

∫

M

(∆fu)dµ = −

∫

Σ

uν dµΣ

and hence we have

|Mn|2f =

(
∫

Σ

uν dµΣ

)2

≤

∫

Σ

Hf(uν)
2 dµΣ ·

∫

Σ

H−1
f dµΣ,

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Combining this with (2.10) gives (2.7).
Now we discuss the equality case of (2.7). Inspecting the above argument, we have

Hess u =
∆u

n
g and 1 = ∆fu = −

m

m− n
〈∇f,∇u〉

in Ω. This implies that

Hess u =
1

m
g and ∆u+

n

m− n
〈∇f,∇u〉 = 0

in Ω. The latter equality is equivalent to

e−
nf

m−n∇
(

e
nf

m−n∇u
)

= 0

in Ω. Multiplying the factor ue
nf

m−n in the above equality and then integrating it over the
compact Ω with respect to the Riemannian measure, we have that

0 = −

∫

Mn

u∇
(

e
nf

m−n∇u
)

dv

=

∫

Mn

e
nf

m−n |∇u|2dv −

∫

Σ

u
〈

e
nf

m−n∇u, ν
〉

dv

=

∫

Mn

e
nf

m−n |∇u|2dv,

where we used the divergence theorem in the second equality and u = 0 on Σ in the third
equality. This gives |∇u| = 0 and hence u equals to a constant in Mn. It is impossible due
to the fact ∆fu = 1. This shows that f must be constant and m = n. Hence the equality
case reduces to the equality case of Theorem 1 in [34] and the conclusion follows. �

The argument of Proposition 2.5 can be extended to the setting of Ricf ≥ 0 if we drop
the first nonnegative term of the right hand side of (2.9). But at this time the inequality is
not sharp and we do not have a rigid result.

Proposition 2.6. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be an n-dimensional compact set with smooth bound-
ary Σ satisfying Ricf ≥ 0. If the weighted mean curvature Hf of Σ is positive everywhere,
then

∫

Σ

1

Hf
dµΣ ≥ |Ω|f .

Proposition 2.6 can be regarded as a weak Heintze-Karcher type inequality, which is
suitable to non-expanding gradient Ricci solitons. There is an interesting question to ask
if there exists a sharp Heintze-Karcher type inequality for gradient Ricci solitons. We
would like to mention that many Heintze-Karcher type inequalities were investigated in
[9, 26, 32, 38] and references therein.
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3. Willmore-type inequality for Ricf ≥ 0

In this section we study Willmore-type inequalities in weighted manifolds with Ricf ≥ 0.
We shall apply Lemma 2.1 to prove Theorem 1.1 by following Wang’s argument [39]. We
first prove the case (a) of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (a). We start to prove (1.4). Let Ω ⊂ Mn be a bounded open set with
smooth boundary Σ := ∂Ω. We first discuss the case when Ω has no hole, that is Mn\Ω has
no bounded component. From the proof of Proposition 2.3 (a), we get that τ(p) = ∞ and

θf (r, p) :=
Af(r, p)

ear
(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
r
)n−1

is non-increasing in r on [0,∞). This monotonicity gives that

Af(r, p) ≤ ear−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

for all r ≥ 0, where we used Af(0, p) = e−f(p). For any R > 0, we apply τ(p) = ∞ and the
upper bound to estimate that

Volf{x ∈Mn|d(x,Ω) < R} − |Ω|f =

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

Af(r, p)drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

ear−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p).

Dividing both sides by m(R) := n|Bn|
∫ R

0
eattn−1dt and letting R → ∞ yields

RVf(Ω) ≤ lim
R→∞

∫

Σ

∫ R

0
ear−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
r
)n−1

drdσ(p)

m(R)

= lim
R→∞

∫

Σ
eaR−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
R
)n−1

dσ(p)

n|Bn|eaRRn−1

=
1

|Sn−1|

∫

Σ

(

Hf

n− 1

)n−1

e−fdσ,

where we used the L’hosptial rule in the second line and n|Bn| = |Sn−1| in the third line.
We hence prove (1.4) when Ω has no hole.

If Ω has holes, letMn\Ω be NΩ unbounded connected components Ei (i = 1, 2, 3, . . . , NΩ).
Set D =Mn\(∪NΩ

i=1Ei). Then D is a bounded open set with smooth boundary, no holes and
∂D ⊆ ∂Ω. So for each p ∈ ∂D, we still have Hf(p) ≥ 0 and ∂rf ≥ −a along all minimal
geodesic segments from p. Hence, by the preceding discussion, we have

∫

∂D

(

Hf

n− 1

)n−1

e−fdσ ≥ RVf(D)|Sn−1|.
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By the definition of weighted relative volume, we have RVf(D) ≥ RVf(Ω) due to the fact
D ⊇ Ω and ∂D ⊆ ∂Ω. We also see that

∫

∂Ω

(

Hf

n− 1

)n−1

e−fdσ ≥

∫

∂D

(

Hf

n− 1

)n−1

e−fdσ.

Putting these together immediately gets (1.4) for a general case.
Next we discuss the rigid part of Theorem 1.1 (a). Suppose

(3.1) RVf(Ω) =
1

|Sn−1|

∫

Σ

(

Hf

n− 1

)n−1

e−fdσ > 0.

Since we assume Hf is constant on Σ, then Hf > 0 and hence τ ≡ ∞ from the preceding
discussion. For any R′ < R, we apply the monotonicity of θf (r, p) to estimate that

Volf{x ∈Mn|d(x,Ω) < R} − |Ω|f =

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

Af(r, p)drdσ(p)

=

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

θf(r, p)e
ar

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p)

=

∫

Σ

∫ R

R′

θf(r, p)e
ar

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p)

+

∫

Σ

∫ R′

0

θf(r, p)e
ar

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

θf (R
′, p)

∫ R

R′

ear
(

1 +
Hf (p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p)

+

∫

Σ

∫ R′

0

θf(r, p)e
ar

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p).

Dividing both sides by m(R) := n|Bn|
∫ R

0
eattn−1dt and letting R → ∞ yields

RVf (Ω) ≤
1

|Sn−1|

∫

Σ

(

Hf(p)

n− 1

)n−1

θf (R
′, p)dσ(p),

where we used the L’hosptial rule. Then letting R′ → ∞, we have

RVf(Ω) ≤
1

|Sn−1|

∫

Σ

(

Hf(p)

n− 1

)n−1

θf (∞, p)dσ(p),

where θf(∞, p) = limr→∞ θf (r, p) ≤ e−f(p). Moreover, we have assumed (3.1) and hence we
must have θf(∞, p) = e−f(p) for almost everywhere p ∈ Σ. It follows that

(3.2) Af(r, p) = ear−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

on [0,∞)

for almost everywhere p ∈ Σ. By continuity this identity holds for all p ∈ Σ.
By (3.2), inspecting the comparison argument of Lemma 2.1 (a) and (2.5), we get that

∂rf ≡ 0
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along all minimal geodesic segments from each point of Σ. Moreover, on Φ([0,∞)× Σ),

∇2r =
∆r

n− 1
g and ∆fr =

(n− 1)Hf

n− 1 +Hfr
.

Since ∂rf ≡ 0, then 〈∇f,∇r〉 = 0 and Hf = H . So the above equalities imply

(3.3) ∇2r =
∆r

n− 1
g =

H

n− 1 +Hr
g.

Hence the second fundamental form h satisfies

h =
H

n− 1
gΣ.

Now we claim that Σ must be connected. In fact since Ω is a connected compact manifold
with Ricf ≥ 0 and Hf ≥ 0, by Proposition 2.4, we conclude that either Σ is connected or Σ
has two components. If Σ has two components, by Proposition 2.4 we know H ≡ 0 on each
component. Moreover, we have proven ∂rf ≡ 0. Thus, Hf ≡ 0 on Σ. It is impossible due
to our assumption (3.1). Therefore, Σ is connected.

Since Φ is a diffeomorphism starting from [0,∞)×Σ onto its image, we have the following
form of the pullback metric Φ∗g:

dr2 + ηr,

where ηr is a r-dependent family of metrics on Σ and η0 = gΣ. In terms of local coordinates
{x1, · · · , xn−1} on Σ, (3.3) implies

∂

∂r
ηij =

2H

n− 1 +Hr
ηij .

This further implies that

ηr =

(

1 +
H

n− 1
r

)2

gΣ.

Therefore we show that Φ([0,∞)× Σ) is isometric to

(

[r0,∞)× Σ, dr2 + ( r
r0
)2gΣ

)

,

where r0 =
n−1
Hf

.

Finally we examine the sufficient part of Theorem 1.1. That is, under assumptions of
Theorem 1.1, if (Mn\Ω, g, e−fdv) is isometric to (1.5) and ∂rf ≡ 0 along all minimal geodesic
segments from each point of the connected Σ = ∂Ω, we inspect the equality of (1.4). One
one hand, using r0 =

n−1
Hf

, we have

∫

∂Ω

(

Hf

n− 1

)n−1

e−fdσ =
1

r0n−1
|Σ|f .
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On the other hand, since a = 0, we have

RVf(Ω)|S
n−1| = lim

R→∞

∫

Σ

∫ r0+R

r0
( r
r0
)n−1e−f(p)drdσ(p)

∫ R

0
rn−1dr

= lim
R→∞

∫

Σ
( r0+R

r0
)n−1e−f(p)dσ(p)

Rn−1

=
1

r0n−1
|Σ|f .

Hence the equality of (1.4) holds. �

In the end of this section we prove the case (b) of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (b). The proof is nearly the same as the case (a) of Theorem 1.1. Here
we only sketch some main steps. Similar to the arguments of Theorem 1.1 (a), we assume,
without loss of generality, that Ω has no hole. Lemma 2.1 (b) shows that

θf (r, p) :=
Af(r, p)

(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
r
)n−1+4k

is non-increasing in r on [0,∞), which implies that

Af(r, p) ≤ e−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1+4k

for all r ≥ 0. Hence, for any R > 0, we have

Volf{x ∈Mn|d(x,Ω) < R} − |Ω|f =

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

Af(r, p)drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

e−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1+4k

drdσ(p).

Dividing both sides by |Bn+4k|Rn+4k and letting R → ∞ yields

RVf (Ω) ≤ lim
R→∞

∫

Σ

∫ R

0
e−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
r
)n−1+4k

drdσ(p)

|Bn+4k|rn+4k

= lim
R→∞

∫

Σ
e−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf (p)

n−1
R
)n−1+4k

dσ(p)

(n + 4k)|Bn+4k|Rn−1+4k

=
1

|Sn−1+4k|

∫

Σ

(

Hf

n− 1

)n−1+4k

e−fdσ,

where we used the L’hosptial rule in the second line and (n+ 4k)|Bn+4k| = |Sn−1+4k| in the
third line. This completes the proof of (1.6).

The rigid discussion is also similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1 (a). We first show that
the equality of (1.6) implies

(3.4) Af(r, p) = e−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1+4k

on [0,∞)
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for all p ∈ Σ. Using this equality and inspecting the comparison argument of Lemma 2.1
(b), we get that k = 0 and

f ≡ 0

along all minimal geodesic segments from each point of Σ. Thus, Hf = H . Moreover, on
Φ([0,∞)× Σ),

∇2r =
∆r

n− 1
g and ∆fr =

(n− 1)Hf

n− 1 +Hfr
.

The rest of proof is the same as the case of Theorem 1.1 (a). We omit the repeated details.
�

4. Willmore-type inequality for Ricmf ≥ 0

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 by adapting the argument of Wang [39]. We now
assume Ricmf ≥ 0 and f can be chosen to be any smooth function.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The proof is similar to the argument of Theorem 1.1. We first prove

(1.8) when Ω has no hole. By Lemma 2.2, since ∆fr =
A′

f

Af
, we conclude that

θf (r, p) :=
Af(r, p)

(

1 +
Hf (p)

m−1
r
)m−1

is non-increasing in r on [0, τ(p)), where τ(p) = m−1
H−

f
(p)

. Since θf(0, p) = e−f(p), we get

θf (r, p) ≤ e−f(p), that is

Af(r, p) ≤ e−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

for r ∈ [0, τ(p)). For any R > 0, we apply this estimate to get that

Volf{x ∈Mn|d(x,Ω) < R} − |Ω|f =

∫

Σ

∫ min(R,τ(p))

0

Af(r, p)drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ min(R,τ(p))

0

e−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ min(R,τ(p))

0

e−f(p)

(

1 +
H+

f (p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

e−f(p)

(

1 +
H+

f (p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

drdσ(p)

=
Rm

m

∫

Σ

e−f(p)

(

H+
f (p)

m− 1

)m−1

dσ(p) +O(Rm−1).

Dividing both sides by |Bm|Rm = |Sm−1|Rm/m and letting R → ∞, we get

AVRm
f (g) ≤

1

|Sm−1|

∫

Σ

(

H+
f

m− 1

)m−1

e−fdσ.
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Finally, using the fact |Hf | = H+
f +H−

f we get (1.8).
We now show that if Ω has some holes, (1.8) still holds. Indeed if Ω has some holes, let

Mn\Ω be all unbounded connected components Ei (i = 1, 2, 3, . . .). ThenD :=Mn\(∪i=1Ei)
is a bounded open set with smooth boundary and no holes, and ∂D ⊆ ∂Ω. So for each
p ∈ ∂D, by the preceding discussion, we have

∫

∂D

∣

∣

∣

∣

Hf

m− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1

e−fdσ ≥ AVRm
f (g)|S

m−1|.

Combining this with the fact ∂D ⊆ ∂Ω again, we get (1.8) for a general case.
Below we discuss the rigid part of Theorem 1.3. Suppose Hf is constant on Σ and

(4.1) AVRm
f (g) =

1

|Sm−1|

∫

Σ

(

Hf

m− 1

)m−1

e−fdσ > 0.

Clearly, the constant weighted mean curvature Hf > 0 and τ ≡ ∞ on Σ. For any R′ < R,
using the monotonicity of θf (r, p), we have

Volf{x ∈Mn|d(x,Ω) < R} − |Ω|f =

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

Af(r, p)drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

θf (r, p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ R

R′

θf (r, p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

drdσ(p)

+

∫

Σ

∫ R′

0

θf(r, p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

θf (R
′, p)

∫ R

R′

(

1 +
Hf(p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

drdσ(p)

+

∫

Σ

∫ R′

0

θf(r, p)

(

1 +
Hf(p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

drdσ(p).

Dividing both sides by |Bm|Rm = |Sm−1|Rm/m and letting R → ∞, we obtain

AVRm
f (g) ≤

1

|Sm−1|

∫

Σ

(

Hf(p)

m− 1

)m−1

θf (R
′, p)dσ(p).

Letting R′ → ∞,

AVRm
f (g) ≤

1

|Sm−1|

∫

Σ

(

Hf (p)

m− 1

)m−1

θf (∞, p)dσ(p),

where θf (∞, p) = limr→∞ θf (r, p) ≤ e−f(p). Since we assume (4.1), θf (∞, p) = e−f(p) for
almost everywhere p ∈ Σ. Hence,

Af(r, p) = e−f(p)

(

1 +
Hf (p)

m− 1
r

)m−1

on [0,∞) for almost everywhere p ∈ Σ. By continuity, this identity is in fact true for all
p ∈ Σ. By this equality, analysing the comparison argument of Lemma 2.2, on Φ([0,∞)×Σ),
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we get that

∆fr = −
m− 1

m− n
〈∇f,∇r〉

which is equivalent to

∆r = −
n− 1

m− n
〈∇f,∇r〉.

On Φ([0,∞)× Σ), we also have

∇2r =
∆r

n− 1
g and ∆fr =

(m− 1)Hf

m− 1 +Hfr
.

Putting these together, we have

(4.2) ∇2r =
Hf

m− 1 +Hfr
g.

Since Hf is positive constant on Σ, this implies that the second fundamental form h satisfies

h =
Hf

m− 1
gΣ.

Since Φ is a diffeomorphism starting from [0,∞)× Σ onto its image, we have the following
form of the pullback metric Φ∗g:

dr2 + ηr,

where ηr is a r-dependent family of metrics on Σ and η0 = gΣ. In terms of local coordinates
{x1, · · · , xn−1} on Σ, (4.2) immediately implies

∂

∂r
ηij =

2Hf

m− 1 +Hfr
ηij .

This further implies that

ηr =

(

1 +
Hf

m− 1
r

)2

gΣ.

Therefore we show that Φ([0,∞) × Σ) is isometric to (1.9) with r0 = m−1
Hf

. Since Mn has

only one end, then Σ must be connected. �

5. Willmore-like inequality for shrinkers

In this section, we use a similar strategy of Sections 3 and 4 to prove Theorem 1.5. Here
the computations are much more involved than before.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We first give an upper bound of mean curvature by following argu-
ments of [40, 30]. Similar to Lemma 2.1, for any a fixed point p ∈ ∂Ω, let γp(t) = expp tν(p)

be the normal geodesic with initial velocity ν(p). Using Ricf = 1
2
g in (2.1), we have

∂

∂r
(∆r) +

(∆r)2

n− 1
≤ f ′′(r)−

1

2
,

where f ′′(r) := Hessf(∂r, ∂r) = d2

dr2
(f ◦ γ)(r). It is inequivalent to

∂
∂r
[(n− 1 +H(p)r)2∆r]

(n− 1 +H(p)r)2
+

1

n− 1

[

∆r −
(n− 1)H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r

]2

≤
(n− 1)H(p)2

(n− 1 +H(p)r)2
+ f ′′(r)−

1

2
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for all r ≥ 0. Discarding the above second nonnegative term, we have

∂

∂r

[

(n− 1 +H(p)r)2∆r
]

≤ (n− 1)H(p)2 + f ′′(r)(n− 1 +H(p)r)2 −
1

2
(n− 1 +H(p)r)2.

Integrating it from 0 to r > 0 and using the initial condition ∆r|r=0 = H(p), we get that

(n− 1 +H(p)r)2∆r − (n− 1)2H(p)

≤ (n− 1)H(p)2r +

∫ r

0

(n− 1 +H(p)s)2df ′(s)−
1

2

∫ r

0

(n− 1 +H(p)s)2ds

= (n− 1)H(p)2r + (n− 1 +H(p)r)2f ′(r)− (n− 1)2f ′(0)

− 2H(p)

∫ r

0

f ′(s)(n− 1 +H(p)s)ds−
1

6H(p)

[

(n− 1 +H(p)r)3 − (n− 1)3
]

.

Rearranging some terms of the above inequality, we arrive at

(5.1)

∆r ≤
(n− 1)H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r
+ f ′(r)−

n− 1 +H(p)r

6H(p)
+

(n− 1)2

[n− 1 +H(p)r]2

[

n−1
6H(p)

− f ′(0)
]

−
2H(p)

[n− 1 +H(p)r]2

∫ r

0

f ′(s)(n− 1 +H(p)s)ds.

Integrating the above inequality from 0 to r > 0 once again, and using ∆r = (lnA(r))′,
where A(r) = A(p, r), we have

lnA(r) ≤ (n− 1) ln
(

1 + H(p)
n−1

r
)

+ [f(r)− f(0)]−
1

6H(p)

[

(n− 1)r − H(p)
2
r2
]

+
(n− 1)2

H(p)[n− 1 +H(p)t]

[

f ′(0)− n−1
6H(p)

]t=r

t=0

−

∫ r

0

2H(p)

(n− 1 +H(p)t)2

(
∫ t

0

f ′(s)[n− 1 +H(p)s]ds

)

dt,

where we used A(0) = 1. Noticing that

−

∫ r

0

2H(p)

(n− 1 +H(p)t)2

(
∫ t

0

f ′(s)[n− 1 +H(p)s]ds

)

dt

=
2

n− 1 +H(p)t

(
∫ t

0

f ′(s)[n− 1 +H(p)s]ds

)

∣

∣

∣

t=r

t=0
− 2

∫ r

0

f ′(s)ds,

the above inequality can be written as

lnA(r) ≤ (n− 1) ln
(

1 + H(p)
n−1

r
)

− [f(r)− f(0)]−
1

6H(p)

[

(n− 1)r − H(p)
2
r2
]

+
(n− 1)2

H(p)[n− 1 +H(p)r]

[

f ′(0)− n−1
6H(p)

]

−
n− 1

H(p)

[

f ′(0)− n−1
6H(p)

]

+
2

n− 1 +H(p)r

∫ r

0

f ′(s)[n− 1 +H(p)s]ds.
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Since H(p) > 0, the above inequality implies that

−
2H(p)

[n− 1 +H(p)r]2

∫ r

0

f ′(s)[n− 1 +H(p)s]ds

≤ −
H(p) lnA(r)

n− 1 +H(p)r
+

(n− 1)H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r
ln
(

1 + H(p)
n−1

r
)

−
H(p)[f(r)− f(0)]

n− 1 +H(p)r

−
1

6[n− 1 +H(p)r]

[

(n− 1)r − H(p)
2
r2
]

+
(n− 1)2

[n− 1 +H(p)r]2

[

f ′(0)− n−1
6H(p)

]

−
n− 1

n− 1 +H(p)r

[

f ′(0)− n−1
6H(p)

]

= −
H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r
ln A(r)
(

1+
H(p)
n−1

r
)n−1 −

H(p)f(r)

n− 1 +H(p)r

−
1

6[n− 1 +H(p)r]

[

(n− 1)r − H(p)
2
r2
]

+
(n− 1)2

[n− 1 +H(p)r]2

[

f ′(0)− n−1
6H(p)

]

+
1

n− 1 +H(p)r

[

H(p)f(0)− (n− 1)f ′(0) + (n−1)2

6H(p)

]

.

Substituting this into (5.1) we have

(5.2)

∆r ≤
(n− 1)H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r
−

H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r
ln A(r)
(

1+
H(p)
n−1

r
)n−1 + f ′(r)−

H(p)f(r)

n− 1 +H(p)r

−
n− 1 +H(p)r

6H(p)
−

1

6[n− 1 +H(p)r]

[

(n− 1)r − H(p)
2
r2
]

+
1

n− 1 +H(p)r

[

H(p)f(0)− (n− 1)f ′(0) + (n−1)2

6H(p)

]

.

Next, we apply the above estimate to derive an upper bound of A(r). On shrinkers, we
have R + |∇f |2 = f and R ≥ 0 (see [13]), then |∇f |2 ≤ f . Hence,

f ′(r) ≤
H(p)|∇f |2

n− 1 +H(p)r
+
n− 1 +H(p)r

4H(p)
≤

H(p)f(r)

n− 1 +H(p)r
+
n− 1 +H(p)r

4H(p)
.

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Putting this into (5.2) yields

(5.3)

∆r ≤
(n− 1)H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r
−

H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r
ln A(r)
(

1+
H(p)
n−1

r
)n−1

+
n− 1 +H(p)r

12H(p)
−

1

6[n− 1 +H(p)r]

[

(n− 1)r − H(p)
2
r2
]

+
1

n− 1 +H(p)r

[

H(p)f(0)− (n− 1)f ′(0) + (n−1)2

6H(p)

]

=
(n− 1)H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r
−

H(p)

n− 1 +H(p)r
ln A(r)
(

1+
H(p)
n−1

r
)n−1

+
1

n− 1 +H(p)r

[

H(p)f(0)− (n− 1)f ′(0) + (n−1)2

4H(p)

]

.
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If we let

θ(r, p) := A(r)
(

1+
H(p)
n−1

r
)n−1 ,

then (5.3) can be written as

(5.4) {[n− 1 +H(p)r] ln θ(r, p)}′ ≤ c,

where c := H(p)f(p)− (n− 1)f ′(p) + (n−1)2

4H(p)
. Integrating it from 0 to r > 0 gives

(5.5) A(r, p) ≤ e
cr

n−1+H(p)r

(

1 +
H(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

for all r > 0.
Finally, we apply (5.5) to prove our result. Without loss of generality, we that Ω has no

hole. For any R > 0, we have that

Vol{x ∈Mn|d(x,Ω) < R} − |Ω| =

∫

Σ

∫ min(R,τ(p))

0

A(r, p)drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

e
cr

n−1+H(p)r

(

1 +
H(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p).

Dividing both sides by |Bn|Rn = |Sn−1|Rn/n, letting R → ∞, and using the L’hosptial rule,
we get

AVR(g)|Sn−1| ≤

∫

Σ

e
c

H(p)

(

H(p)

n− 1

)n−1

dσ(p),

where c := H(p)f(p)− (n− 1)f ′(p) + (n−1)2

4H(p)
. This completes the proof of the inequality.

Below we discuss the equality case. On one hand, an open n-ball Ω = B
n(r0) with radius

r0 > 0 in the Gaussian shrinker (Rn, δij , e
−|x|2/4dv) attains the equality of (1.11). On the

other hand, we will show that such case is a unqiue example when the equality of (1.11)
occurs. Suppose

(5.6) AVR(g)|Sn−1| =

∫

Σ

e
c
H

(

H

n− 1

)n−1

dσ.

For any a fixed point p ∈ Σ, let

K(r, p) := (n− 1 +H(p)r) ln θ(r, p)− cr.

By (5.4), K(r, p) is non-increasing in r on [0,∞). Since K(0, p) = 0, then we have K(r, p) ≤
0 on [0,∞) for each p ∈ Σ. We now claim that K(r, p) ≡ 0 on [0,∞) for each p ∈ Σ. In
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fact, for any R′ < R, using the definition of K(r, p), we have

Vol{x ∈Mn|d(x,Ω) < R} − |Ω| =

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

A(r, p)drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ R

0

e
K(r,p)+cr

n−1+H(p)r

(

1 +
H(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p)

≤

∫

Σ

∫ R

R′

e
K(r,p)+cr

n−1+H(p)r

(

1 +
H(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p)

+

∫

Σ

∫ R′

0

e
K(r,p)+cr

n−1+H(p)r

(

1 +
H(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p)

=

∫

Σ

e
K(r̄,p)

n−1+H(p)r̄

∫ R

R′

e
cr

n−1+H(p)r

(

1 +
H(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p)

+

∫

Σ

∫ R′

0

e
K(r,p)+cr

n−1+H(p)r

(

1 +
H(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

drdσ(p)

for some r̄ ∈ [R′, R], where we used the mean value theorem in the last equality. Dividing
both sides by |Bn|Rn = |Sn−1|Rn/n and letting R → ∞, we obtain

AVR(g) ≤
1

|Sn−1|

∫

Σ

e
c

H(p)

(

H(p)

n− 1

)n−1

e
K(r̄,p)

n−1+H(p)r̄ dσ(p).

Combining this with (5.6) yields
∫

Σ

e
c

H(p)

(

H(p)

n− 1

)n−1
(

e
K(r̄,p)

n−1+H(p)r̄ − 1
)

dσ(p) ≥ 0.

Using the fact K(r, p) ≤ 0 on [0,∞) for each p ∈ Σ, we have K(r̄, p) = 0 for each p ∈ Σ,
where r̄ ∈ [R′,∞). Notice that R′ can be chosen to be arbitrarily large and the monotonicity
of K(r, p) in r for each p ∈ Σ, we finally conclude that

K(r, p) ≡ 0

on [0,∞) for each p ∈ Σ. That is,

A(r, p) = e
cr

n−1+H(p)r

(

1 +
H(p)

n− 1
r

)n−1

for all r ≥ 0 and each p ∈ Σ. By this equality, analysing the above comparison argument,
we see that the scalar curvature R ≡ 0, and hence we get that (Mn, g, e−fdv) is isometric

to the Gaussian shrinker (Rn, δij, e
−|x|2/4dv) due to [31]. Inspecting the above comparison

argument, on Φ([0,∞)× Σ), we also have

∇2r =
∆r

n− 1
g =

H

n− 1 +Hr
g and Ric ≡ 0.

Following Wang’s argument [39], the above first equation implies that the second funda-
mental form h satisfies h = H

n−1
gΣ. Let {e0 = ν, e1, ..., en−1} be orthnormal frame long Σ.

By the codazzi equation, we have

R(ek, ej, ei, ν) = hij,k − hik,j =
1

n− 1
(Hkδij −Hjδik)
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for 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n− 1. Tracing over i and k gives

−
n− 2

n− 1
Hj = Ric(ej , ν) = 0.

So H is locally constant on Σ. Since Mn = R
n has only one end, Σ is connected. Hence

Σ is global constant on Σ. Thus, Σ is a closed embedded constant positive mean curvature
hypersurface in R

n. By Alexandrov’s theorem [4], Σ is a sphere. �

6. Isoperimetric type inequalities

In this section, we apply Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 to obtain some weighted isoperimetric
inequalities for a compact domain of a weighted manifold provided it is a critical point of
certain isoperimetric functional. First, we prove a isoperimetric type inequality in weighted
manifolds with Ricf ≥ 0.

Theorem 6.1. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be a complete noncompact weighted n-manifold with
Ricf ≥ 0, and let Ω ⊂ Mn be a bounded open set with smooth boundary ∂Ω. Let the
weighted mean curvature Hf of ∂Ω be nonnegative everywhere. Assume that Ω (the compact
set of Ω) is a critical point of the isoperimetric functional

G→
|∂G|nf

|G|n−1
f

,

where G is a compact domain with smooth boundary ∂G.
(a) If (1.2) holds, then

(6.1) |∂Ω|f ≥ n|Bn|
1
nRV

1
n

f (Ω)|Ω|
n−1
n

f .

Moreover, the equality of (6.1) holds if and only if ∂Ω is connected and (Mn\Ω, g, e−fdv)
is isometric to

(

[r0,∞)× ∂Ω, dr2 + ( r
r0
)2g∂Ω

)

with ∂rf ≡ 0 along all minimal geodesic segments from ∂Ω (a = 0), where r0 = (
|∂Ω|f

RVf (Ω)|Sn−1|
)

1
n−1 .

(b) If (1.3) holds, then

(6.2) |∂Ω|f ≥ n
(

1 + 4k
n

)
1

n+4k · |Bn+4k|
1

n+4k · RV
1

n+4k

f (Ω) · |Ω|
n−1+4k
n+4k

f .

Moreover, the equality of (6.2) holds if and only if ∂Ω is connected and (Mn\Ω, g, e−fdv)
is isometric to

(

[r1,∞)× ∂Ω, dr2 + ( r
r1
)2g∂Ω

)

with f ≡ 0 along all minimal geodesic segments from ∂Ω (k = 0), where r1 = (
|∂Ω|f

RVf (Ω)|Sn−1|
)

1
n−1 .

Proof of Theorem 6.1. We only prove the case (a) because the case (b) can be proved simi-
larly. Assume that Ω is a critical point of the isoperimetric functional

G→
|∂G|nf

|G|n−1
f

.
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Following the argument of Ros [34], let ξ be any smooth function on ∂Ω and consider the
normal variation of ∂Ω, saying that ψ(·, t) : ∂Ω →Mn defined by

ψ(x, t) = expx(−tξ(x)ν(x)), x ∈ ∂Ω, t > 0,

where exp is the exponential map of Mn and ν : ∂Ω → TMn is the outer unit and normal
to ∂Ω smooth vector files along the boundary. Clearly, ψ determines a variation Ωt of Ω,
|t| < ǫ. Set

Vf (t) = |Ωt|f and Af (t) = |∂Ωt|f .

By the first variational formulas,

V ′
f(0) =

∫

∂Ω

ξHf dµ∂Ω and A′
f(0) =

∫

∂Ω

ξ dµ∂Ω.

By our assumption, we have

d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

Af(t)
n

Vf(t)n−1
= 0,

that is,
(

|∂Ω|f
|Ω|f

)n−1 ∫

∂Ω

ξ

[

nHf − (n− 1)
|∂Ω|f
|Ω|f

]

dµ∂Ω = 0

for any fixed ξ ∈ C∞(∂Ω). Hence, we have

(6.3)
Hf

n− 1
=

1

n

|∂Ω|f
|Ω|f

.

Substituting this into Theorem 1.1 (a) yields

(6.4)

(

1

n

|∂Ω|f
|Ω|f

)n−1

|∂Ω|f ≥ RVf (Ω)|S
n−1|,

which implies (6.1) by using |Sn−1| = n|Bn|.
The equality case of (6.1) and (6.3) imply RVf(Ω) > 0,Hf > 0 is constant and the equality

of (1.4). By Theorem 1.1 (a), we have that ∂Ω is connected, ∂rf ≡ 0 and (Mn\Ω, g) is
isometric to the warped product manifold given by (1.5). �

In the end of this section, we give another weighted isoperimetric type inequality in
weighted manifolds with Ricmf ≥ 0.

Theorem 6.2. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) be a complete noncompact weighted n-manifold with
Ricmf ≥ 0, and Ω ⊂ Mn a bounded open set with smooth connected boundary ∂Ω. If the

compact set Ω is a critical point of the isoperimetric functional

G→
|∂G|mf

|G|m−1
f

,

where G is a compact domain with smooth boundary ∂G, then

(6.5) |∂Ω|f ≥ m|Bm|
1
m (AVRm

f (g))
1
m |Ω|

m−1
m

f .
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Moreover, ifMn has only one end, then the equality of (6.5) implies that Ω is isometric to the
Euclidean ball Bn(r0) for some r0 > 0, f is constant in B

n(r0), meanwhile (Mn\Ω, g, e−fdv)
is isometric to

(

[r0,∞)× ∂Ω, dr2 + ( r
r0
)2g∂Ω

)

.

Proof of Theorem 6.2. Assume that Ω is a critical point of the isoperimetric functional

G→
|∂G|mf

|G|m−1
f

.

Following the same argument of Theorem 6.1, according to our assumption, we finally get
(

|∂Ω|f
|Ω|f

)m−1 ∫

∂Ω

ξ

[

mHf − (m− 1)
|∂Ω|f
|Ω|f

]

dµ∂Ω = 0

for any fixed ξ ∈ C∞(∂Ω). Hence,

(6.6)
Hf

m− 1
=

1

m

|∂Ω|f
|Ω|f

.

Substituting this into Theorem 1.3 immediately yields (6.5) by using |Sm−1| = m|Bm|.
Below we analyze the equality case of (6.5). On one hand, since (Ω, g, e−fdv) has Ricmf ≥ 0

and (6.6), by Proposition 2.5, we know that m = n, Ric ≥ 0, f is constant in Ω, and Ω is
isometric to a closed Euclidean ball B

n
(r0).

On the other hand, the equality of (6.5) and (6.6) imply AVRm
f (g) > 0, Hf is positive

constant and the equality of (1.8). We also assume Mn has only one end. Putting these
together, we apply Theorem 1.3 to get that (Mn\Ω, g) is isometric to the warped product
manifold given by (1.9). �

The proof of Theorem 6.2 indicates that a compact hypersurface embedded in a weighted
manifold being a critical point of the weighted isoperimetric functional implies that Hf is
some positive constant, i.e., (6.6). Combining this fact with Proposition 2.5, we indeed get

Corollary 6.3. Let (Mn, g, e−fdv) (n ≥ 3) be a complete noncompact weighted n-manifold
with Ricmf ≥ 0, and Ω ⊂ Mn a bounded open set with smooth boundary ∂Ω. If the compact

set Ω is a critical point of the isoperimetric functional

G→
|∂G|mf

|G|m−1
f

,

where G is a compact domain with smooth boundary ∂G, then Ω is isometric to an Euclidean
n-ball.
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