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Abstract

We prove Cheng’s eigenvalue comparison theorems [] for geodesic balls within the cut
locus under weaker geometric hypothesis, Theorems (I, Bl B2) and we also show
that there are certain geometric rigidity in case of equality of the eigenvalues. This
rigidity becomes isometric rigidity under upper sectional curvature bounds or lower Ricci
curvature bounds. We construct examples of smooth metrics showing that our results
are true extensions of Chengs theorem. We also construct a family of complete smooth
metrics on R™ non-isometric to the constant sectional curvature s metrics of the simply
connected space forms M(x) such that the geodesic balls Brn (1), By () (7) have the same
first eigenvalue and the geodesic spheres Bgn(s) and 0By (.)(s), 0 < s < r, have the
same mean curvatures. In the end we construct examples of Riemannian manifolds M
with arbitrary topology with positive fundamental tone A* > 0 that generalize Veeravalli’s
examples, [6].
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1 Introduction

Let M be a complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and denote by By (p,r) the
geodesic ball with center p and radius r and by A;(By(p,r)) the first Dirichlet eigenvalue
of By(p,7). Cheng in [, using a result of Barta [I], proved that if the sectional curvature
of M is bounded above K); < k and r < min{inj(p),n/\/k}, (7/v/k = oo if Kk < 0), then
M (Bar(ps7)) 2 M(Bue (1)), where M(x) denote the simply connected space form of constant
sectional curvature k. Cheng also in [A] proved that if the Ricci curvature of M is bounded below
Ricpyr > (n — 1)k then the reverse inequality A (Bas(p, 7)) < Ai(Buwmx)(r)) holds for r < inj(p).
In [5], choosing a suitable test function for the Rayleigh quotient, Cheng improved this later
inequality proving that if Ricy; > (n — 1)k then A (Ba(p,7)) < Ai(Bue)(r)) for every r > 0,
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with equality holding (for some r) if and only if the geodesic balls By (p,r) and B (r) are
isometric and r < inj(p). That raises the questions of whether it is possible to prove Cheng’s
lower eigenvalue inequality beyond the cut locus and show that the geodesic balls are isometric
if they have the same first eigenvalue. These questions were addressed in [2] and proven to be
true, (under upper sectional curvature bounds), provided that the (n — 1)-Hausdorff measure
H 1 (Cut(p) N By (p,7)) = 0, where Cut(p) is the cut locus of p. In this paper we apply our
version of Barta’s theorem (Theorem EZ3) to prove an extension of Cheng’s lower and upper
eigenvalues inequalities for geodesic balls within the cut locus (of its center) without sectional
or Ricci curvature bounds. These inequalities have a weaker form of geometric rigidity in the
equality case and we show with family of examples that this rigidity is all we can expect for.
To state our result, consider By(p,r) C M and B (r) C M(k) geodesic balls within the
cut locus and let (¢,0) € (0,7] x S"~! be geodesic coordinates for Bys(p,r) and By (r). Let
Hy(t,0) and Hyig) (t,60) = Huige) (t) be respectively the mean curvatures of the distance spheres
0By (p,t) and OB (t) at the point (¢,60) with respect to the unit vector field —0/0t. Our
first result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 If Hy(s,0) > Huvw(s), for all s € (0,r] and all 0 € S"! then

A (B (p; 1)) = A1 (Bue (1))- (1)
If Hy(s,0) < Hwge(s), for all s € (0,r] and all 0 € S"™ then
A (B (p; 1)) < Ai(Buage (1))- (2)

Equality in [@) or [@) holds if and only if Hy(s,0) = Hu(s), Vs € (0,r] and VO € S".

Observe that the hypotheses of Theorem ([LT]) are implied by an upper sectional curvature
bound Kj; < k and a lower Ricci curvature bound Ricy; > (n — 1)k respectively. On the other
hand we construct examples of smooth metrics on R” = [0,00) x S*! such that the radial
sectional curvatures is bounded below K (z)(0t,v) > k outside a compact set (z € R™\ Bgn(1))
but Hy(s,0) > Hue(s), for all s € (0,00) and all § € S"!, see example [T]). This shows that
Theorem ([CT)) is a true extension of Chengs eigenvalue comparison theorem (within the cut
locus). The rigidity in case of equality of the eigenvalues, (Hy(s,0) = Hu(s), Vs € (0,7] and
V0 € S"1), implies that the balls By (p, r) and By (r) are isometric if we have that Ky < &
or Ricyr > (n—1)k. Moreover, if the metric of By/(p,r) is expressed in geodesic coordinates by
dt? + f2(t)de*, f(0) =0, f(0) =1, f(t) > 0 for ¢ > 0 then the rigidity (even without curvature
bounds) also implies that the balls Bys(p, r) and By (r) are isometric, see Remark (E22). This
is the case if the the dimension of M is two. On the other hand we also construct a family of
complete smooth metrics g(k) on R", k < 0 such that g(x) is non isometric to the constant
sectional curvature metric of M(x) but the geodesic balls By(.)(7), and By (r) have the same
first eigenvalue A;(Bux)(r)) and their geodesic spheres of same radius have the same mean
curvatures, see examples(l.3). These examples show that the rigidity stated in Theorem (1)
in general is all we can expect without curvature bounds. The proof we present for Theorem
([T in fact proves more, we have few generalizations in section B, (see Theorems Bl B2). We
also generalize Veeravalli’ s examples [6], see Theorem (B3)).

2



2 Preliminaries

A powerful tool to obtain lower bounds for the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of smooth bounded
domains in Riemannian manifolds is the following theorem proved by J. Barta in [I].

Theorem 2.1 (Barta) Let Q C M be a domain with compact closure and nonempty smooth
boundary 9Q. Let M\i(Q) be the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of Q. Let f € C*(Q) N C°(Q) with
f>01inQ and |02 =0. Then
Af Af
sup(———) > A\ () > inf(—— 3

Q10(],3)_1() Q(f) (3)
Remark 2.2 The first observation is that to prove the lower inequality in [3) it is necessary
only to have that f > 0 in Q. A second observation is that each of the inequalities (3) is strict
unless f is a first eigenfunction of Q). This observation although trivial is essencial in the proof
of the rigidity statement in Theorem (L) and its seems to have passed unobserved by Cheng.

For arbitrary open sets 2, we proved in [2] the following extension of Barta’s Theorem that
gives lower bounds for fundamental tone \*(2). Recall that the fundamental tone \*(2) of an
open set () is given by

N (@) = {fﬂf it ren@.s 2o},

where L7 ((Q) is the completion of C§°(Q) with respect to the norm [[p||g = [, ¢* + [, [Vl

Theorem 2.3 Let 2 C M be an open subset of Riemannian manifold. Then

() > il(lg{lnf(dlvx X%}, (4)

where X () is the set of all vector fields X in Q such that [odiv(fX) =0 for all f € C().

If Q is a relatively compact open set with smooth boundary then

M(Q) = )S(l(lsllﬁ){igf(divX — X} (5)

Both results (Barta’s Theorem and Theorem (23))) coincides in bounded domains with smooth
boundaries, but the vector field aspect of this version reveal the role of the mean curvatures of
the distance spheres in the comparisons of eigenvalues.



2.1 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

Let (¢,0) € (0,7]xS"! be geodesic coordinates for By (p, ) and By (1) and u : By (1) —

be a positive first Dirichlet eigenfunction. It is well known w is radial function, i.e. u(t¢,0) = (t)
and u'(t) < 0. Observe that u(t,f) = u(t) also defines a smooth function on By(p,r). Now,
consider vector fields Xy on By (p,7) and X5 on By (r) given by

()
© o (6)
—_— _u . 2
Here % and — are the radial vector fields in By (p,r) and By (r) respectively. From now

on let us write By (r) instead Bys(p,r) for simplicity of notation. Now we have that

AMU

=diviy Xy — [ X1)? = divar Xy — diviege Xe + [ Xo|? — [X3]? + divagn Xz — | Xof?

(7)

A
= divy X — divyg Xy — —0?

= divarX; — diviege Xa + M (Buge (1)),

A
since divag(q)Xa — | Xo|? = Mé °_ A (Bue (1)) and [ X5 = [ Xo]?
By Theorem (1)) or (23)) and by identity () we have that

>\1(BM(’/’)) Z (ltnef;(leMXl — ‘X1‘2) Z (ltnef;[leMXl — diVM(H)XQ] + Al(BM(R)(T)) (8)

Since By(r) is a smooth domain we can apply Barta’s Theorem and using identity (@) we have
that

M(Bu(r)) < ?u%[divMXl —X1)7] < ?u%[divMXl — divi(e) Xa] + A1 (B (1)) 9)
t,0 t,0

We will associate the difference divy, X — divy.) X to the mean curvature of the distance
spheres through the following well known lemma.

Lemma 2.4 Let M < M be a smooth hypersurface. Let X be a smooth vector field on M.
Then at x € M we have that

divyy X (x) = divar X' (2) — (X, H)(x) + (V,.X, ) (2), (10)

_>
where Xt is the orthogonal projection of X onto the tangent space T, M, H 1is the mean curvature
vector of M at x, V is the Levi-Civita connection of M and n € T,M*.

4



Using this lemma we can compute divy;X; —divi) X2 at points of By (r) and of Buy(.)(r) with
the same coordinates (t,6).

- —
divy Xy — divmen Xe = —(X1, Huv) v + (Xoy Hyige))ma(e)
=M 61 = M(k) 62
+ <Va aXl, _> - <Va aXQ, _>
VOOt /g Y20 iy
= (=u'/u)(Hy — Hu) + (u'/u) — (@'/u) (11)

Since

=M @) = M(k) 0y Y
V X s A~ - v X y AT =
— —
and Hy= —Hy - 01/0t and Hyi(wy= —Hue) - 02/0t. Hence
diVMXl — diVM(K)Xg = (—UI/U)(HM — HM(,{)) (12)

Now recall that (—u'/u) > 0. If (Hp — Hyy(xy) > 0 then ) and ([2) implies (l). Likewise, if
(Hayr — Hywry) < 0 then (@) and (I2) implies [@). To treat the equality case observe that the
proof we presented was nothing but giving a suitable positive function u on By,(r) then applying
Barta’s Theorem to find the lower bound for infp,, () —(Anru/u) > A (B (r)). Now, suppose
that A (B (1)) = M (Bus)(r)) then @) implies that A (Ba(r)) = inf( g (diva X; — [ X1]?) and
inf ¢ g)[divas X1 — divige)X2] = 0. The Remark (2) says that the infimum (supremum) in
@) is achieved by a positive function f if and only if the function f is an eigenfunction.
Thus A\i(Bu(r)) = infug)(divas X7 — |X;/?) is saying that the function u : By(r) — R is a
positive first eigenfunction of By,(r), in particular that Ay (B (1)) = divy, X, — | X1]?. From
(@) we have that divyX; — divieXe = M (Bu(r)) — A (Bumge(r)) = 0. On the other hand,
divy Xy — diviy Xe = (—v'/u)(Hy — Huey) and u'(t) = 0 if and only if ¢ = 0. Therefore we
have that Hy(t,0) = Hyyw)(t,0) for all £ > 0 and all §. The equality in (@) is treated in the
same way.

3 Generalizations of Theorem 1.1

The first generalization we are going to consider is the following. Let M be a n-dimensional
complete Riemannian manifold and let By (r) C M be a geodesic ball within the cut locus.
Consider R™ = [0, 00) x S™ with metric ds? = dt* + g?(t)d€?, where g : [0,00) — R is a smooth
function satisfying ¢(0) = 0, ¢’(0) = 1, g(t) > 0 for t € (0,00). Let Brm(r) be a geodesic ball of
radius 7. Let (¢,0) € (0,7] x S"~! be geodesic coordinates for By (r) and (¢,€) € (0,7] x S™!
be geodesic coordinates for Bgrm(r). Let Hy/(t,6) and Hgm(t,£) = Hgm(t) be respectively the
mean curvatures of the distance spheres 0B (t) and 0Bgm (t) at the points (¢,0) and (¢, ) with
respect to the unit vector field —0/0t.



Theorem 3.1 If Hy(s,0) > Hgm(s) = (m —1)(¢'/g)(s), V s € (0,7r] and 6 € S~ then

A (Bu(r)) = A (Brm (1)) (13)
If Hy(s,0) < Hgm(s) = (m—1)(¢'/g)(s), ¥V s € (0,7] and 6 € S"! then

A (Bu(r)) < Aa(Bge(r)). (14)

Equality in (I3) or ({IJ) holds if and only if n = m and Hp(s,0) = Hgn(s), Vs € (0,7] and
6 e St

A positive first eigenfunction u of a geodesic ball Bgm(r) within the cut locus is radial
(u(t, &) = u(t)) and u/(t) < 0 with v/(f) = 0 & ¢t = 0. See a proof of that in [B], pages 40-44.
Define v : By(r) — R by v(t,0) = u(t) and take vector fields X; in By/(r) and X5 in Bgm(r)
by

u’(t) 81

X - _ 2L
(15)
u’(t) 82
Xo(t = — = (t,&).
Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem ([LTI)
A
- M7 (tv ‘9) - (leMXl - |X1|2)(t7 6) - diVMXl(t7 8) - diVRmXQ(t7§>
+ diVRmXQ(tvé-) - ‘X2‘2(t7£)
(16)
+ X (1) — | X(1,6).
A m
Since we have that (divgm Xo—|X5|?)(¢, &) = — Rt _ A1 (Bgrm (1)), | Xa|?(t, &) — | X1|%(t,0) = 0
u
and divXy(t, &) = divXy(t). Thus we derive that
Al(BM(T)) Z (ltnef;(leMXl — ‘X1‘2) Z (ltnef;[dIVMXl — diVRng(t)] + Al(BRm(T)). (17)
Likewise, we can derive
M(Ba(r)) < ?u;;(divMXl —1X13) < ?u;;[divMXl — divem X5 ()] + A1 (Brm (1)). (18)
t,0 t,0

Then applying Lemma (24]) we have that

diVMXl(t, 9) - diV]RmXQ(t) = —




If Hy(s,0) > Hgm(s), Vs € (0,r] and 8 € S"~! then \;(Bas(r)) > A (Bgm(r)). On the other
hand if Hy(s,0) < Hgm(s), V s € (0,7] and 8 € S"! then A\ (By(r)) < Ai(Bgm(r)). In
case that A\ (Ba(r)) = A\ (Brn(r)) we have by ([d) that \;(By(r)) = divy X, — | X;]? and
divys Xy (s,0) — divgn Xa(s) = 0 for all s € (0,7] and § € S*'. Thus by Remark ([Z2) the
function v is a positive eigenfunction of Bys(r) and Hy(s,0) = Hgm(s) for all s <r, § € S*1.
To prove that m = n we proceed as follows. Let p be the center of the ball By (r). For fixed
6 € S*t C T,M, let 7 denote parallel translation by ¢ units along the unique minimal geodesic
v satisfying 75(0) = p and ,(0) = 6. For n € 0+ C T,M set Rn = 7 {R(v)(t), in)v5(t)},
where R is the Riemannian curvature tensor and set A(t, #) the path of linear transformations
of 0+ satisfying A” +R.A = 0 with initial conditions A(0,6) = 0, A’(0,0) = I. The Riemannian
metric of M on the geodesic ball By(r) is expressed by ds?(exptf) = dt* + |A(t,0)d0]*. Set
VG(t,0) = detA(t,0). The mean curvature Hy(t,6) of the geodesic sphere 9By (t) at a point
VG (t.6)
VG(t,0)
expansions VG (t,0) = t"" (1 — t?Ric(0,0)/6 + O(t?)). See [3], pages 316-317. Thus,

(t,0) (with respect to —0/0t) is given by Moreover for small ¢ we have the Taylor

VG (t,0)  (n—1) = (n+ 1)2Ric(0,0)/6 + O(t3)

= 1
VG(t,0) t(1 —t?Ric(0,0)/6 + O(t3)) (19)
On the other hand the metric of Brm(r) is given by dt? + ¢*(t)d&?, where g(0) = 0, ¢’(0) = 1.
The mean curvature Hgm(t,§) of the geodesic sphere 0Bgm(t) at a point (t,f) is given by
(m — 1)9 ((tt)) . The Taylor expansion of g is given by g(t) =t + ¢”(0)t>/2 + O(t3). Therefore,
g
g't) 1+ ¢"(0)t + O(t?)
—1 = —1 20
=g = 0 Vi o2+ o) 20
Now, we have that Hy,(t,0) = Hgm(t) for all t € (0,7]. Then
(n—1) — (n+ 1)t*Ric(0,0)/6 + O(t*) 1+ ¢"(0)t + O(t?) 1)

(1 —t2Ric(0,0)/6 + O(t3)) = (m - )(1 +¢"(0)t/2 4+ O(t?))
Letting ¢ — 0 we have that n =m

Another generalization of Theorem ([LTl) is obtained considering the incomplete cone over
an (n — 1)-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold (N, dh?). The incomplete cone C';(N)
over N is the Riemannian space C(N) = (0, 00) x N with metric ds} = dt* + f*(t, z) dh?, where
f:]0,00) x N — R is a smooth function satisfying f(0,2) =0, f(0,z) =1, f(t,z) > 0 for all
t > 0. The completed cone Cf(N) = Cy(N)U{p}, p= {0} x N. The Euclidean space R™ with
metric ds* = dt* + ¢g*(t)d#?* is the completed cone Cy(S™~1). The next theorem compares the
fundamental tone A*(C(N)(r)) of the the trunked cone C¢(N)(r) = (0,7) x N with the lowest
Dirichlet eigenvalue \;(Bgm (7)) of the geodesic ball Bgm ().




Theorem 3.2 Let C¢(N) be a incomplete cone over a compact (n—1)-dimensional Riemannian

manifold (N, dh?) and R™ with metric ds* = dt* + ¢*(t)d6?. If
(n=1(f"/ )t x) = (m = 1)(d'/9) (), (22)
forallx € N and allt € (0,7) where’ means the derivative with respect to the variable t. Then
A(CHN)(r)) = Aa(Bgn (1)) (23)
If {Z3) holds for all t > O then letting r — oo we have that
A(Cp(N)) = X(R™)

The proof of Theorem (B2) is similar to the proof of Theorem ([LT). We take u to be a positive

/
first Dirichlet eigenfunction of Bgn(r) and consider the vector fields X (¢, x) = —E(t) : %(t, x)
u
/
and Xs(t,0) = —K(t) . %(t, 6). Thus we have by Theorem (Z3) that
u
M (CH(N)(r)) > inf[divX; — | X;]?] = inf[divX; — divXy] + Ay (Bga(r)). (24)

Observe that the slice ¢t x N, {t} € (0,7) is a smooth hypersurface of C;(N)(r) thus we may
/ !/
apply Lemma (Z4)) to obtain that div.X;(¢,z) —divXy(t,0) = (n— 1)f?(t, x)—(m— 1)g—(t) > 0.
g
This together with (24]) proves (E23).

These ideas used in the proofs of theorems (LIl Bl B2) can be used to obtain examples of
Riemannian manifolds M with arbitrary fundamental groups and variable sectional curvatures
and with positive fundamental tone \*(M) > 0. For instance, let M = R™ x N with the metric
ds? = dt? + f*(t,0)d6? + g*(t,0)dh* where (N, dh?) is a complete n-dimensional Riemannian
manifold and f,g : R" — [0,00) are smooth functions, f satisfying f(0,0) = 0, f’(0,0) = 1
and f(t,0) > 0 for t > 0 and § € S™1 g(¢t,0) > 0 for all (¢,0) € [0,00) x S™"!. Let
Q = Bgm(r) x W C M where Bgm(r) C R™ is a ball with radius » nd W C N is a domain
with compact closure and smooth boundary W (possibly empty). Let By (r) C M!(k) be a
geodesic ball of radius 7 in the simply connected [-dimensional space form of constant sectional
curvature k with metric dt* + S2(t)d6?.

Theorem 3.3 If (m — 1)7(1&, 6) +ng—(t,«9) > (I— 1)%(15) for allt € [0,r] and 6 € S™ !, then
9 K
) 1
MQ) 2 Ml Baror) + int [ ] (W), (25)

If r = oo and letting W = N we have that
1
N(M) > (1—1)*k%/4 + itnef[?] - \(N).
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f/ S/

If (m = 1)%(1,6) +ni(t ) < (1= 1)25(t) for all t € [0.7] and 6 € S, then
1
)\1(9) < Al(BMl(K)( )) + sup [—] ')\1(W). (26)
(t,0)eQ g*
If r = 00, and letting W = N we have that
A (M) < (- 17%/4 + supl 5] A (V)

t,0) 9

Choose a positive function ¢ : 2 — R given by ¢(¢, 0, x) = u(t)-£(z) where u and £ are positive
eigenfunctions of By, (r) and W respectively, i.e. u satisfies the differential equation

0%u S, Ou

S0+ (1= DZEO T+ M (Buag () u(t) =0 (27)
with u(0) =1, ¥/(0) = 0 and £ : W — R satisfies Agp2§ + A(W)§=01in W and {[OW = 0. It
is clear that ¢ € C%(Q) N C%(Qy) with ¢ > 0 in Q and |0Q = 0. The Laplace operator of ds?
is written in geodesic coordinates is given by

0? 10f 1991 0  m-~— )
Ad82 = W + (m - 1) ? E +n- g 81& 81& + f3 d@ (vd92 f vd92 )
—|— ? d(9 (vd62 g, vd62 . ) —|— f2 AdQQ —|— Ath (28)

where Vg2 and Ay are respectively the gradients and the Laplacian of S™! and Vg2 and
Agpz are respectively the gradients and the Laplacian of N. Computing — A 4,21 /1 we have,

DNgtp " frd gu 1 DAgpeé
R S TR
/ / S/ 1
— Al(BMs(K)(T)) — % <(m — 1) f7 +n g (8 )S_k) + ?Al(W) (29)

If (m— 1)L,—|—ng—/ > (s — 1)5/ then from (29)

f g Sk

A
inf(—%) > A (Bugs o (1)) + inf 9—12)\1(W).

g Sk

If (m—1)= 7 —i—n;—(s—l)s—k < 0 then

sup(—52) £ M(Bre () +sup (V).

Since —(u'/u) >0



4 Examples

In this section we construct examples of metrics showing certain aspects of Cheng’s eigenvalue
comparison theorem. In this first example we construct a family of metrics on R™ with radial
sectional Krn» > Kk outside a compact set and such that the mean curvatures of the distance
spheres satisfy Hgn(t,0) > Hun(e)(t,0) = (n — 1)(S./S:)(1).

Example 4.1 Let R" = [0, 00) xS"™! with the metric ds* = dt*+ f2(t)d6?, f(0) =0, f(0) = 1.
Set . (t) = (= f'Se+ fSL)(t), where’ means differentiation with respect to t and S, is given by

sinh(v/—kt)//—k if K= —k?
S.(t)y=<X t if k=0 | C.(t)=9.(t) (30)
sin(y/kt)/\/K if K=Kk

The radial sectional curvature of (R",ds?) is bounded above by r if and only if ¥ (t) < 0.
The mean curvatures of OBrn(t) and 0B (t) satisfies Hgn(t,0) > Huyn(e)(t) if and only if
Ye(t) < 0. From .(t) = (—f'Se + fSL)(t) we have that 1,,(0) = ¢ (0) = 0. Solving the

differential equation we have

)= 5.0+ 5.0 (5)/Su(s)ds

Let ¢, : [0,00) — R be a smooth function satisfying 1,(0) = ¢.(0) = 0, ¥(t) <0, ¥.(t) > 0
fort>1 and | f; Vn(5)/Sk(s)ds| < oo. This yields a metric dsj = dt* + f*(t)d6 with sectional
curvature Kgn > Kk outside a compact set and such that the mean curvatures of the distance
spheres satisfy (n— 1) (f//)() = Han(£,0) = Haoo(t0) = (n— 1)(SL/S,)(0).

Remark 4.2 If the metric of M is expressed by dt* + f?(t)d0* then Hy(s,0) = Hu)(s) for
all s € (0,7] and all 0 € S"~* implies that By (r) is isometric to By (r). Because the equality
Hy(s,0) = Huy(s) for all s € (0,7] and all 0 is equivalent to have v,.(s) = 0, s € [0,7] but
this would imply that f(s) = Sk(s), s € [0,7].

The next example shows that the rigidity in Theorem ([[I]) is all we can expect without curva-
ture bounds.

Example 4.3 For every k € R, consider the metric g = g(k) on M = [0,a] x S"~1, where
a=00ifk <0anda=m7/y/kifk >0, given in geodesic coordinates by the matriz gi1(t,0) =1,
922 (t,0) = (S(8) /%) - O, gsa(t,0) = t* - O, gui(t,0) = S(t) - Oui, i > 4, g;5(t,0) = 0 if i # J,
where df}; = (0;;) is the canonical metric of S*'(1). This metric g(x) is smooth if x < 0.
If K > 0 the metric g(k) is smooth except at (mw,0). Let h = h(k) be the metric of constant
sectional curvature of M(k) given by the matriz hyy = 1, hy = S2(t) - 0, i > 2. For k # 0,
g(k) is not isometric to h(k). Let \, and Ny, denote the Laplace operator of these two metrics
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written in geodesic coordinates. They are given by

JAN — a_2+(n_1>%2+ﬁi+li+nia
v o S0t Si00, t200; 4= SO
(31)
0? C, 0 "1 0
Ah = w—i-(n—l)s—ﬁa‘i— ?6—91

1=

We have that the geodesic spheres 0By(s) and OBy (s) have the same mean curvature
Hy(s) = Hyoy(s) = (n = 1)(C/Sk)(s), s € (0,7]. And the geodesic balls Bys(r) and By (r)
have the same first eigenvalue. For if u be a first Dirichlet eigenfunction of the geodesic ball
By (1), if & > 0 suppose that that v < w/\/k. Thus Apu + A (Bumey(r))u = 0 in By (r)
and u =0 on OBy (). Since u is radial we have that Apu(t) = Agu(t) = =X (Bue) (1) )u(t).
This shows that u(t) is a first Dirichlet eigenfunction of the geodesic ball By (r) with same
eigenvalue i (B (7))
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