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RIGIDITY FOR BACH-FLAT METRICS ON MANIFOLDS WITH
BOUNDARY AND APPLICATIONS

MATTHEW J. GURSKY AND SIYI ZHANG

1. STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULT

In this paper we study a conformally invariant boundary value problem in four
dimensions. Our work is partially inspired by the following rigidity result of Hang-

Wang in [16]:

Theorem A. ([I6], Theorem 4.1) Let (M, g) be a smooth n-dimensional compact
Einstein manifold with boundary ¥. If ¥ is totally geodesic and is isometric to
S™=L with the standard metric, then (M, g) is isometric to the hemisphere St with
the standard metric.

This result can be viewed as a uniqueness statement for solutions of an overde-
termined boundary value problem for Einstein metrics. The assumption that the
induced metric is round plays the role of the Dirichlet data, while the assumption
that the boundary is totally geodesic is the Neumann data. Theorem A states
that the unique solution of the Einstein equation in M™ satisfying both of these
boundary conditions is the upper hemisphere with the standard metric. For clas-
sical elliptic PDE the model for such a uniqueness result is the famous symmetry
theorem of Serrin [20].

There is also a variational interpretation of Theorem A. Given a Riemannian
metric g defined on the manifold with boundary (M, X), let Ry denote the scalar
curvature of g and H, the mean curvature (i.e., the trace of the second fundamental
form) of the boundary. Let 9t(M); denote the space of unit volume metrics on M.
In [2], Araujo showed that critical points of the functional

(1.1) Sb:gn—>/ Rgdvg+2/Hgdag
M b

restricted to 9; correspond to Einstein metrics with totally geodesic boundary.
Therefore, we can restate Theorem A in the following way:

Theorem B. The upper hemisphere ST with the standard metric is the unique crit-
ical point (up to isometry) of & such that the induced metric on X is isometric
to the round sphere.

lom,

In this paper we consider a high order version of Theorems A and B in four
dimensions. In order to state our results we will need some additional notation.

From now on, we assume (M* %3 = 9M*, g) is a compact four-dimensional
Riemannian manifold with boundary. Let W, denote the Weyl curvature tensor of
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g and L the second fundamental form of the boundary. In place of &, consider the
functional

(1.2) Wy :g »—)/ [|[W, 2 dv, + 2% WiojoL" doy,
M4 »3

where 0 subscripts correspond to components of a tensor with respect to the outward
unit normal, and ||- || is the norm of W as a section of End(A?(M)). This functional
generalizes the Weyl functional

Wiges [ WP,
M4

for closed manifolds. Critical points of WW are metrics with vanishing Bach tensor
B, defined by

(1.3) Bug = V'V Werps + P Warss,

where P is the Schouten tensor (see Section[2for more details). Four-manifolds with
vanishing Bach tensor are also called Bach-flat manifolds. We remark that W and
W, are conformally invariant, hence Bach-flatness and S-flatness are conformally
invariant conditions.

As pointed out in [7], critical points of W, are Bach-flat metrics such that the
tensor

4
(1.4) Sij = VQWMOJ' + VQWajOi — VOWOioj + EHWOin

vanishes on the boundary. In this case, we will say that the boundary is S-flat.
Since the Bach-flat condition is fourth order in the metric, it should be possible to
specify a boundary condition in addition to S-flatness. In the Appendix, we prove
the following:

Theorem 1.1. Given a compact four-dimensional manifold with boundary (M*, 3 =
OM*), let MO(M*,%3) denote the space of all Riemannian metrics on (M* %3)
such that ¥3 is umbilic. Then g is a critical point of

W] o
if and only if g is Bach-flat and X3 is S-flat and umbilic.

M4,23)7

We remark that when the boundary is umbilic the functionals W and W, are
actually the same, since W;g;o L% = 0.

Our goal is to prove a uniqueness result for critical points of the variational
problem described in Theorem [Tl Due to conformal invariance of the functional
and the constraint any uniqueness result can only hold modulo conformal changes of
metric, unless a choice of conformal representative is specified. A natural candidate
for a conformal representative is a Yamabe metric.

Given a compact manifold with boundary (M%,%2,g), let [g] = {e*fg : f €
C>(M)} denote the conformal class of M. If we restrict the functional & in (L))
to unit-volume metrics in [g], then critical points are precisely those metrics with
constant scalar curvature and zero mean curvature on the boundary. The first
Yamabe invariant of (M*,%3,g) is the infimum of &, (restricted to unit volume
metrics):

(1.5) V(M 53 [g) = inf (/M Ry dvz + 2/215[§ d%)

56[(1]7‘/01(6):1
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By the work of Escobar [12], there is always a metric gy € [g] that attains
V(M*,33,]g]) (see Section B for more details). However, gy need not be unique:
the round metric gg on Sf‘; is Yamabe, but for any conformal transformation
¢ (51,5% g0) = (54,53, 90), the metric gy = ¢*go is also Yamabe.

With these preliminaries, we can now state our main result:

Theorem 1.2. Let (M*,%2,g) be a Bach-flat Riemannian four-manifold with
boundary such that the boundary is S-flat and umbilic. Suppose for some Yam-
abe metric gy € [g] with R,, = 12, the induced metric gy|ss is isometric to S3
with the standard metric. Then (M*,¥3,gy) is isometric to the hemisphere S§
with the standard metric.

In view of Theorem [[T] we have the following corollary (compare with Theorem
B):

Corollary 1.1. The upper hemisphere Si with the standard metric is the unique
critical point of W’MO(M‘l 3 admitting a Yamabe metric gy such that the induced

metric on the boundary is isometric to the round S3.

As with the Hang-Yang result, Theorem can be viewed as a uniqueness
result (modulo conformal transformations) for an overdetermined boundary value
problem. In this case, the Bach-flat condition is fourth order in the metric, so
it is natural to impose two boundary conditions on the metric g; i.e., S-flatness
and umbilic, which are third order and fist order respectively in the metric. The
additional assumption on the Yamabe metric is a kind of “conformally invariant
Dirichlet condition”, and makes the problem overdetermined.

At first glance it may seem that the assumption on the Yamabe metric is too
strong, and it would be more natural to just assume that the metric g when re-
stricted to the boundary is conformal to the round S3. However, by the work
of Schoen-Yau [19] one can construct exaples of manifolds satisfying this weaker
condition that are not even diffeomorphic to the upper hemisphere:

Theorem 1.3. (See [19]) The manifold with boundary (S® x S'\ B*,S3), where
B* is a four-dimensional ball, admits a metric g with the following properties:

(1) g is locally conformally flat, hence Bach-flat and S-flat;
(2) The boundary S* is umbilic with respect to g;

(3) The induced metric glgs is conformal to the round metric hg on S3.

In fact, for any k£ > 1 the Schoen-Yau construction implies the existence of a
metric g on kf(S3 x S1) with the same properties. In view of Theorem [[.3] one
needs a stronger condition on the induced metric in order to distinguish the upper
hemisphere among Bach-flat and S-flat manifolds with umbilic boundary.

To conclude the introduction we point out that four-dimensional Bach-flat man-
ifolds with umbilic boundary arise naturally in the context of theory of conformally
compact Einstein (CCE) manifolds. CCE manifolds are central to the Fefferman-
Graham theory of conformal invariants, and appear in the physics literature in the
AdS/CFT correspondence. Here, we give a very brief explanation of the connection
to our work, and refer the reader to [14] for more details.

Suppose X is the interior of a smooth, compact manifold with boundary (X, N =
0X). A metric g4 defined in X is conformally compact if there is a defining function
for the boundary p : X — R such that § = p?g, defines a metric on X. By a
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defining function, we mean a smooth function with p > 0in X, p =0 and dp # 0
on 9X. We will assume in the following that g is at least C? up to the boundary.
If (X,0X,g+) is Einstein, then we say that (X,0X,g) is a conformally compact
Einstein (CCE) manifold.

The choice of defining function is not unique, and thus a conformally compact
manifold (X, N = 90X, gy) naturally defines a conformal class of metrics on the
boundary, [h], called the conformal infinity. Given a metric h in the conformal
infinity there is a canonical choice of defining function, called a special or geodesic
defining function r, such that near the boundary g = r2g, can be written as

(1.6) g=dr* +h,

where h, is a one-parameter family of metrics on N. Moreover, the boundary N is
totally geodesic with respect to g.

Now suppose (X%, N3 = 0X*%, g,) is a four-dimensional CCE manifold. Given
h in the conformal infinity, let § = r2g, be the compactification by the special
defining function assoicated to h. Since gy is Einstein, it is Bach-flat. By conformal
invariance of the Bach-flat condition § is also Bach-flat. As we observed above, N3
is totally geodesic (hence umbilic) with respect to g. Moreover, the metric h, in
(L6) can be expanded near N? to give

(1.7) g=dr* +h+g®@r?+ ¢ L O@r),

where ¢ and ¢(® are tensors on N3. As shown in [14], ¢ is determined by the
metric h, but g(® is formally undetermined. In [7], Chang-Ge showed that

3
Sg = —59(3)-
To summarize: Four-dimensional CCE manifolds provide many examples of Bach-
flat manifolds with umbilic boundary. Moreover, the vanishing of the S-tensor has
a concrete interpretation via the Fefferman-Graham expansion (). We remark
that the vanishing of S can be used in some cases to characterize the geometry; see

18]

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Basic notations and properties for manifolds with boundary. Suppose
(M™, %771 g) is a Riemannian manifold with boundary (X"~ h), where h = g|s
is the induced metric. Throughout this note, we denote the Riemannian curvature
tensor by Rm (or Rmyg if we need to specify the metric), the Ricci tensor by Ric,
and the scalar curvature by R. We also denote the Weyl curvature tensor by W,
and the Schouten tensor

2.1) p— ﬁ (Ric— ﬁR - g> .

In terms of the Weyl and Schouten tensors the Riemannian curvature tensor can
be decomposed as

(2.2) Rm =W+ P Qg
where @ is the Kulkarni-Nomizu product. We use Rm*>, W¥, Ric”, P>, and R*

to denote the respective curvature tensors calculated with respect to the intrinsic
metric h on ¥ 71,
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The boundary is called umbilic if
(2'3) L;; = Mhij,

where ) is a smooth function on X"~ ! and L;; is the second fundamental form of
¥7~1 In other words, the boundary is umbilic if its second fundamental form is
pointwise proportional to the metric. By taking trace, we obtain that A = %,
where H is the mean curvature of X"~ !. The boundary is called minimal if its
mean curvature is vanishing, i.e., H = 0. The boundary is called totally geodesic if
its second fundamental form is vanishing, which is equivalent to the fact that the
boundary is minimal and umbilic. Note that the umbilic condition is conformally
invariant: if (X"~ k) is umbilic with respect to the metric g and § = u?g is a
metric conformal to g, then (E”fl,iNL) is also umbilic with respect to the metric g.
The first Yamabe invariant of (M™, %"~ g) is defined as

n—2
(2.4) Y(M™, ¥t [g]) = inf Vol(§)” n (/ R; dv§+2/ Hj d%)
gelgl M by

Any smooth metric achieving this infimum has constant scalar curvature and mini-
mal boundary. From the work of Escobar [12], it is known that in many cases such
a minimizer exists. In particular, for 3 <n < 5, a minimizer always exists. In this
note, we shall call the minimizing metric scaled to have constant scalar curvature
n(n—1) and minimal boundary a Yamabe metric in its conformal class. In addition,
Escobar established the following inequality for 3 < n < 5:

(2.5) V(M5 [g]) < VST, 57, (g ),

where equality holds if and only if (M™ X"~! g) is conformally equivalent to the
round upper hemisphere (S, sn—t gsi). Note that for a manifold with umbilic
boundary, the Yamabe metric has constant scalar curvature and totally geodesic
boundary.

2.2. The Weyl functional on four-manifolds with boundary. On a closed
smooth four-manifold, the Weyl functional is defined as

(2.6) wig o [ WP du,.
M4

It has played an important role in the study of the geometry and topology of the
underlying manifold. On a smooth four-manifold with boundary(M*, $2), the Weyl
functional is defined as

(2.7) Wy: g — / ||Wg||2dvg+2j§ Wiojo L doy,
M4 »3

where L;; and H are the second fundamental form and mean curvature of %3,
respectively, Latin letters run through 1,2, 3 as tangential directions, and 0 is the
outward normal direction on . The functional W is conformally invariant in four
dimensions in the sense that W,(g) = W, (g) for any g € [g]. Indeed, ||[W,]||? dv,
and WigjoL¥ do, are pointwise conformally invariant differential forms in M* and
on X3, respectively. Also note that for umbilic boundary, W0 L% = 0 on £? since
Weyl curvature is trace-free. It follows that W, coincides with W on four-manifolds
with umbilic boundary.

As mentioned in the Introduction (a proof will be given in the Appendix), critical
points of W, are Bach-flat metrics in M* with vanishing S-tensor on ¥*. The basic
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conformal properties of the Bach tensor and the S-tensor are given in the following
lemma:

Lemma 2.1 ([][7][10]). The Bach tensor Bag and S-tensor S;; on (M*,¥3,g)
have the following properties:

(1) Bagp is symmetric, trace-free, divergence-free and conformally invariant in
the sense that for g = e*Vg,

Bj = e *"B,.
(2) Si; is symmetric, trace-free and conformally invariant in the sense that for
g=e"yg,
S =e""S,.
(3) If 33 is totally geodesic, then
Sij =V'P;.

3. WEYL CURVATURE ON UMBILIC BOUNDARY

In this section, we list and prove several useful properties of the Weyl curvature
tensor on umbilic boundary.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose (M*, %2, g) has umbilic boundary. Then on ¥°

1
(3.1) Waoioj = Pij — Pjj + EHQQZ'JH
(3.2) Wijko = 0,
3 3 1
(3.3) S WiyulP =4 Py - P3+ TR
i,5,k,0=1 3,j=1

In particular, W =0 on X3 if and only if Woio; = 0 on X3.

Proof. Recall that (33, h) being umbilic means that
1

(3.4) Lij = gHgij-
With ([B4), the Gauss equations imply on 32 that
(3.5) R = Rizlgjl —LijLy + LyLj, = Rizlgjl - $H2gij9kl + %Hzgilgjk
Taking the trace, we have on ¥3 that
(3.6) Rij — Rojo; = R — §H2gij.
Taking the trace once more, we have on X2 that
(3.7) R —2Ryo = R* — §H2‘
The decomposition of curvature implies on X3 that
(3.8) Roioj = Woio; + g00Fij — 9i; Poo-

By the definition of Schouten tensor, we have

1 1 1 1 1
(3.9)  Foo =35 (Roo - 6R900> » Bij=3 (Rij - gRgz'g) , P =R~ ZRiEj'
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If we substitute [B.8) and [39) into ([B4), then
1
6

2

(3.10) 2P;; + 5

1
Rgij — Woioj — Pij — Poogij = Pij + ZRZQU‘ — o H?gij,
which implies
1
6

Also, substuting ([39) into 1) gives:
1

1 1
3.12 Pyy=-R—--R*+ -H%
(3.12) 0 =g 1T
Finally, substituting (312)) into BII) we get

1
(3.13) Woioj = Pij — P + 1—8H2gz‘j-

1 2
(3.11) Woinj = Py — P + ( R— ZRZ — Poo + —H2) Gij-

9

By (B4, the Codazzi equations imply
1 1
(3.14) Rijro = =V Lik + Vi Lk = =3 Vi Hoix + 2 Vi Hoj
Taking the trace, we have on ¥3 that
2
(3.15) Rjo = —gijH.
The decomposition of curvature implies on ¥3 that
(3.16) Rijko = Wijko + gikPjo — gk FPio
By definition, we have from (3.15) on X3 that

2 6
Combining (3.14),(B16), and BIT), we have on X3
1 1 1 1
(3.18) —ngEHgik + gviEngk = Wijko — ngEHgik + gviEngk,

1 1 1 1
(3.17) Py =2 (Rio - _Rgi0> = §Ri0 = —§V?H~

which implies W;jxo = 0 on ¥3.
Next, we write the Gauss equation (3.3]) using the decomposition of Rm into W,
P and R. Recall

(3.19) Rikjt = Wikt + 9i5 Prt + 91 Pij — 9aPrj — gr; Pit,

and similarly

(3.20) R = hij P + hi P, — ha Py — hi Py,

where we have used ngl = 0 since the Weyl curvature tensor vanishes on any

Riemannian three-manifold. Note that g;; = h;; on 3. Putting B.35),3I9), and
(320) together, we have on 2 that

(3.21) Wikji + 9i5 Akt + griAij — gaAji — gjAa = 0,
where

1
(3.22) Aij = Py — P + —H"gi; = Woun;.

18
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Next, square both sides of (3:2I]) and combine like terms. To simplify we calculate
at p € 3 with respect to Fermi coordinates, so at p we have

9ij = 05, gio =0, goo = 1.

Also, in the following calculations we adopt the Einstein summation convention.
Since W is trace-free, at p we have

(3.23) 0 = Wiki + Wokotgoo-

Hence by (322

(3.24) Wikit Agt = —Woro A = — A
At p,

(3.25) 9ij9it = Gij9i + gojgor = Oji,
hence

(3.26) —gijAngaAjr = =8 A A;, = —|A[%.
Putting everything together, we conclude that

(3.27) Wijkt|* = 4|A* + 4 (g1 Aij)* = 0.
Once again using the fact that W is trace-free,

(3.28) 9ijAij = 9iiWiojo = 9i;Wiojo + gooWoooo = 0,
hence

(3.29) (Wijwt|* = 4 A%

Plugging A;; = P;; — PE + 4 H?g;; into [3:29), we obtain the desired identity. [

Remark 3.1. There are two model cases for Lemma [3.1}

e For the round hemisphere (5%, S3, gsi), we have on S3 that

1 1
(3.30) W =0, Pj= 591 pg?’ = 59 H=0.
e For the flat disc (B*, S, gruct), we have on S® that
3 1
(3.31) W=0, Pj=0, P = 59 H =3.

From Lemma [3.]] it is natural to ask under what conditions the Weyl curvature
is vanishing on the boundary. The following lemma reveals that the Weyl curvature
is vanishing on the boundary under appropriate conformally invariant conditions.
This lemma may be of some independent interest.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose (M*, %2, g) satisfies

By =01in M;

Sg=0on%;

(33, h) is umbilic;

(33, h) is conformally equivalent to a three-dimensional space form.
Then W =0 on ¥3.
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Proof. Since the conditions and the conclusion are both conformally invariant, we
may assume that the boundary (X3,h) is isometric to a three-dimensional space
form after a conformal transformation of the metric. In any case, we may scale the
metric to obtain Pg = 2ch;;, where ¢ = 0, £1.

Recall the Bach-flat condition is

0= Bap = V'V Wargs + P Wargs.
If we consider the pure normal directions of Bach tensor, we have
(3.32) 0= V'V Wor05 + P Wosos-
From the symmetry of Weyl curvature, this implies
(3.33) 0 = V'V Wor0s + P Woio; -

From Lemma 3.1} we have on 32 that

1
(3.34) Woioj = Pij — P + EH2gij

and thereby

(3.35) P = g¥gPIP s = " gl Py = R¥AY (P,?l + Woror — %HQIW) .
Plugging ([3.35)) into (3.33)), we have on 3

(3.36) 0 = V'V Wor0s + Woio; h¥hY (PEZ + Woror — 1—18H2hkl) .

Since szl = %chkl, we have

(3.37) WoiojhF'hY P = %chijWOioj = %cg“ﬂWOQOB =0,

and

(3.38) %SHQWOinth”hM = f—SthUWOM =0.
Plugingg 3.37) and (3.38) into (3.36), we obtain on ¥?

(3.39) 0= VIV’ Wor0s + |Woios | %-

We now simplify the first term in (339). To simplify, we once again use Fermi
coordinates based at a point p € £3. Then at p,
1

3
1
—gHgij, Y% =19, =0.

(3.40) |

[y = —Lij =
Then
(3.41)  V,VsWoyos = VoVoWoooo + ViVoWoioo + Vo ViWoooi + ViV Woio;
Using symmetries of the Weyl tensor, we note that

(3.42) VoVoWoooo = VsWagyy = 0.
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We now calculate V;VoWoio at p € X3 using (3.40):

ViVoWoioo = 0;(VoWaoioo) — 5o VaWaoioo — T'ip VoWaioo — I'5; VoWoaoo
=T VoWoiao — T VoWoioa
= —FgOVOWOijo - FgOVOWOin
=0

(3.43)

where we have used once again that all contractions of W vanish. Thus, we have
at pe x3

(344) ViVOWOiOO = O,
and similarly at p
(345) ViVOWQOQi =0.

Next, calculate VoV;Wooo; at p € 33, By the Ricci identity and symmetry of
curvature tensor,

(3.46) VoViWoooi = ViVoWoooi — Rjo0iWiooi — Rjo0iWojoi = 0.
We now claim that at p,

(3.47) ViV Woioj = ViV Woio;-

To see this, first note

(3.48) Vi Woioj = 0k Woio;

hence

ViWaoioj = OkWoioj — T'ioWaioj — LiiWoao; — LiioWoiaj — L'ijWoioa
= O Woioj — 'ioWmioj — TiiWomo; — UigoWoimj — I'iis Woiom

(3.49) = OWoioj — I'ioWiioj — Lo Woim;
= Vi Woioj»
where we have used W10 = 0 on %3 by Lemma B.1l Therefore,
(3.50) VieWoioj = Vi Woioj-
Also,
(3.51) VIV Woio; = 0i(V3 Waoiog)-

It follows that

ViV iWaoio; = 0i(VjWoioj) — F%VQWOZ-OJ- — IV iWaio; — I'5ViWoaoj
=T ViWoiaj — ' ViWoioa
= 8i(VF Woioj) — T%;VoWoio; — Tl ViWiioj — Tig Vi Woir
= V;EVJZWOin - P%VOWOin — T8V Wiio; — TV, Woiry,

(3.52)

where we have used that
(3.53) TV, Woao; =I5V, Wooo; =0
and

(3.54) IV, Woioa = I't; Vi Woioo = 0.
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Note that Wi ko = 0 on 333, Now we calculate the last three terms in (3.52):
(3.55)

T3V iWiioj = =TT Wiimj — LioT5Woioj — DT Wiooj — Tiol'y; Wiioo = 0
(3.56)

L5V iWoiry = —TiT Winikg — Tio L5 Woors — Tio L9 Woio; — il Woiko = 0

Since Sy =0 on X,

4
(3.57) 0 = ViuWhioj + ViWijoi + VoWoio; + gHWOinv
which implies at p
4
(3.58) VWoio; = =V Wimioj — ViWijoi — gHWOin-
Therefore,

1 4
(3.59) F?jVOWQin = _gHgij (vmein + Vkajoi + gHWOin) =0,
where the last equality follows the same way as ([3.53)) is established.
To summarize, we have shown that

(3.60) ViV;Woioj = ViV Woiog

which is (3:47).
Plugging 3.42), (3.44), (3.46), and (3.47) into ([B.39), we have on X3

(361) 0= VZEVJEWOMJ + ‘WOin‘;-

Integrating this over ¥ and using the divergence theorem, we conclude that Woio; =
0 on ¥3. Tt follows from Lemma [3.1] that W = 0 on X3. O

Remark 3.2. If (X* /N3, g,) is a CCE four-manifold, then any compactification
g = p*g4 has Wy|ns = 0; see [7], Lemma 2.3.

4. EXPANSION OF THE METRIC NEAR THE BOUNDARY

In this section we compute the expansion of the metric near the boundary that
will be used in the proof of Theorem Although some of the terms in the
expansion are well known, we will need the precise form up to order four. Also, we
carry out the calculations in arbitrary dimension.

Suppose (M™,¥"1 g) is a smooth manifold with boundary and g is a Riemann-
ian metric smooth up to the boundary. Let {x'} be local coordinates on X"~1. If
r is the distance function to X"~ !, then we can identify a collar neighborhood of
the boundary with "1 x [0, ¢), with coordinates given by (z;,7). We want to
compute the expansion of g in ¥"~1 x [0,¢). In X"~ ! x [0, €), write the metric g as

(4.1) g =dr?* + hij(z,r)dz' da?
where
(4.2) hi; = (0;,0;) -
The first derivative is given by
0
(4.3) hij = (Va,0i,0;) + (Vo,0;,0;)

ar
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Note that
(4.4) Vo,0r = Vo,0; = —Lyh'*0y,.
Hence,
0

(45) Ehi]‘ = —2Lij.

The second derivative is given by

82

(4 6) Whij = <V3TV3T31', 3j> +2 <V,9T8i, Vaﬁp + <V3TV3T3J-, 81->

= (V,V0,0:,0;) + (Vo,V5,0;,0;) + 2L, LY

From the Jacobi field equation, we have

(4'7) Vo,V 0; = _Rgioak
Hence, we have
(4.8) (V,V,0;,0;5) = —Roioj

and thereby

82
(4.9) Whij = —2Roio; + 2L L}
The third derivative is given by
63

+3 <V3T Vo,0i, Va, 8j> +3 <V3T Vs, 5j, Va, 6i>
By (@4) and ([@1), We calculate
(4.11) (V,V0,0:,V5,0;) = Rbiohim Ljth'™ = Rojon L%

The right hand side of (£1) can be understood as the contraction of two tensors.
We may take the covariant derivative:

(4.12) Vo,Vo,Va,0i = —VoRb,0k — RiioVa, Ok,
which implies
(4.13) (Vo,V,V5,0:,0;) = =VoRoio; + L} Rioko-
This identity easily implies

93
(4.14) whij = —2VoRpioj + SLI(CiRj)ok(),

where parentheses around a pair of subscripts denotes symmetrization in that pair.
The fourth derivative is given by

;—;hij = <V3TV3TV3TV3T31', 8j> + <V3TV3TV3TV3T3J', 3i>
(4.15) 4(Vo, Vo, Vo,0:,Vo,0;) +4(Va Vo, Vo, 05, Vo, 0;)
+6(Vy, Vs, 8j, V,Va,0;)
By (@A) @1) and (£12), We calculate
(4.16) (V,V0,V0,0:i,Vo,0;) = VoRoiwor Lt — Roiox LT L

(4.17) (Vo,Vo,0;,Vo,Va,0:) = RfjoRoion
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For the term (Vp, Vo, Vo, Vs, 0;,0;), we take the covariant derivative of (£12) to
obtain

(4.18)  V5,V,Vo, Vo 0;i = —=VoVoRE O — 2VoRE Vo, 0k — RE0Va,.Va, Ok,
which implies
(4.19) (Vo,Va,Vo,Va,0i,0;) = —VoVoRoioj + 2VoRoion LY + RiioRojor
Putting (@T6)(@I17) and (£I9) together, we have

ot

(4_20) ord’ W VoVoRoio; + 6VoRoiok i VoRojonL;

— 4Roior LT L — 4Rojor L L, + 8 R0 Rojor
We summarize the preceding calculations in the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Suppose (M", X"~ g) is a Riemannian manifold with boundary.
Then we have the expansion for metric g in ¥ x [0, €)

(4.21) g = dr* + hij(x,r)dz' da’

where

(422)  hiar) = b £ b+ o h(2) + yh(?’) + Eh(4 +0(r°)

where hz(-;c) are symmetric 2-tensors defined on X771

hz('?) = 9ij

hi) = —2L;;

h<2> — 2Roi0; + 2L, LY

hz('?) = — 2V Roio; + 4L} Rjoro + 4L;~€Ri0k07

D = - 2VOV0R01-0J- + 6VoRoion L% + 6VoRojor LY
— 4Roion LT LY — 4Rojor Ly L + 8RE;0 Rojor

(4.23)

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM

The proof of Theorem follows the outline of the proof of Theorem A given
by Hang-Wang, and can be divided into two steps. The first step is to show that
the metric near the boundary has an expansion coinciding with the round upper
hemisphere up to arbitrary order. The the second step is to use the analyticity
of Bach-flat metrics with constant scalar curvature (see below), to show that the
manifold has constant sectional curvature. We remark that in the proof of the
Hang-Wang result, since the Einstein condition is second order in the metric they
only needed the explicit expansion of the metric up to second order. In our setting,
since the Bach-flat condition is fourth order we needed to calculate the expansion
of metric to the fourth order in the previous section.

Assume (M* 33 g) is Bach-flat with S-flat and umbilic boundary. Since these
assumptions are conformally invariant, we may further assume that g is a Yamabe
metric with scalar curvature normalized so that R, = 12 and totally geodesic
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boundary. Finally, we assume that the induced metric h = g|ss is isometric to the

standard metric on S2. Under these assumptions, we have on %3
1
)
R¥ =6.

(5.1)

Then the Gauss curvature equations imply (see (3.7)) on %3 that

1
(52) POQ = 5
Also, from Lemma we conclude
(5.3) Wiss =0.
The vanishing of the Weyl tensor on the boundary implies, by Lemma Bl that the
Schouten tensor of ¢ satisfies on 32

1

(5.4) P, = §hij-

Using the decomposition of curvature tensor along with (53), (52)), and (B4, we
obtain on X3 that

(5.5) Roio; = Woioj + Poogij + Pijgoo = hij.
Recall from Section [4] that near the boundary, the metric g can be expressed as
(5.6) g =dr?* + hij(z,r)dz' da?

and by Lemma 1] h;;(x,r) has the expansion (up to order four)
2 3

0 AN C) BRARNC
(5.7) hij(w,r) = b +rhl) + Ehl('j) + §h§j> +0(r),
and hgf) are given by ([@23)). In particular, by (5.5) and the fact that 33 is totally
geodesic we immediately have
B o
(5.8) 1(;)
hi;" = —=2Roio; = —29:;-

3)

To determine h;;’, we need the following result from [23]:

Lemma 5.1. Suppose (M*, 33, g) is a smooth Riemannian manifold with constant
scalar curvature and totally geodesic boundary. Then

(5.9) hY = —48;.
Combining (5.8)) with Lemma [5.1], we conclude
(5.10) hij(x,7) = cos? (r)hij(x,0) + O(r*), as r — 0.

Lemma 5.2. For every integer m > 1,
(5.11) hij(x,7) = cos® (r)hij(x,0) + O(™), as r —0

Proof of Lemma[22 We have already established this identity for m = 1,2,3,4.
The proof for general m will follow from induction.

Suppose ([B.I1)) is valid for some m > 4. Our strategy is to calculate the fourth
order derivative hl(?) with the Bach-flat condition and get an improvement on the
order of derivatives in r. Without loss of generality, we may calculate in Fermi
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coordinates based at p € ¥? and assume h;;(p,0) = &;; and have h;; = cos?(r)d;; +
O(r™) by induction hypothesis. Note that go; = 0, goo = 1 and

g 1
o - m
(5.12) h P 5ij + O(r™).

Note that L;; only involves differentiating the metric in r once. Hence, we have
(5.13) L;j = sin(r) cos(r)d;; + O(r™ 1)

Note that curvature tensor only involves differentiating the metric in r twice. Hence,
we have

Roi; = COSQ(T)éi]‘ + O(Tm72)
Rikjo = O(r™?)
Rikjl = COS4(T)(5ij5kl — 51‘15;@]‘) + O(Tm72)

1
P, == cosz(r)(Sij + O(Tm_Q)

2
5.14
(514) Po — o2
1
Py = 5 + O(Tm72>
R=12+0(r"?)
W =0(@m"?)

Note that the derivative of curvature tensor only involves differentiating the metric
in 7 three times. Hence, we have

(5.15) VRm = O(r™?)

Finally we need to deal with the item V(V(Rp;0; which involves differentiating
the metric in 7 four times. The Bach-flat condition will enable us to reduce the
order of differentiation of the metric in . The decomposition of curvature implies

(5.16) VoVoRopi; = VoVoWoio; + VoVoPoogij + VoVol;.

Note that the metric is Bach-flat and has constant scalar curvature. By Bianchi
identities, the Bach-flat condition can be written in two ways [10]:

VIV Wanrgs + PP Warps = 0,
(5.17) 1 ] S
APO‘ﬁ - EVQV5R+ Ra’yﬁép’y - Ra'yPg =+ P Wa’yﬁé = 0.

Note that VoVoWoio; = VOVOWyi0;. Now we simplify the three items in the
right hand side of (516) by (E.IT):
VoVoWoio; = VIV Wi — VEV Wiy — VOV Wou; — VEVO Wi,

5.18
(5.18) = —P"Wiyjs — VEV Whay — VOV Woij — VEVO Whio,
VoVoFPoo = APy — Vi, Vi Py
(5.19) s - 5
= —Roy05P7° + Roy Py — P Woyo5 — Vi Vi FPoo
VoVoPij = AP;; — Vi,V Pj
(5.20)

= —Riyjs P"° + Rin P] — P’ Wiy j5 — Vi.Vi Py
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Note that the right hand sides only involve differentiating the metric in r three
times. By (&.14) we have

(5.21)
VoVoWoio; = O(r™™3)

1
— 2 2 2 m—3
VoVoPy = Tl cos“(r) - 5 cos (r) + MSS cos“(r) - 3 +0O(r™™)
=0(r™3)
VoVoPi; = —lcos2(7°)(5~ - ;0054(@(6-6 — 6i0kj) - 1cosz(r)é
ovoliy — 9 1] COS4(T) 17 Okl il Okj 9 kil
1 1 e e
oy O () 5 081y + O™ ) = O(r™ )
By (E16) and (52I) we have
(5'22) VOVOROin = O(Tmfg)_
Therefore, combining (514) (5.15) (5:22) we calculate by (£20)
8_4h__ _ _4cos?(r) sin? (1) cos?(r) 5o 4 cos?(r) sin® (1) cosz(r)(s__
ort™ cos*(r) * cos*(r) t
(5.23) cost(r) - 3
(1) dij +O(r™™)

= 8cos(2r)d;; + O(r™3).

This clearly implies that h;;(z,r) = cos? (r)hi;(z,0) + O(r™*1). Hence, the lemma
follows from induction.
O

Now we consider the double manifold of (M*, %3, g) which is denoted by (M, gq).
It is easy to see that (M, g,) is Bach-flat and has constant scalar curvature. Recall
that in harmonic coordinates a Bach-flat metric with constant scalar curvature
satisfies an elliptic system of fourth order [2I][22]. Indeed, if the scalar curvature
is constant (R = ¢), then we have

1 1 1
(5.24) Bu.p = —QAEaﬁ — B W6 + EXEg, — Z|E|an5 + EcEaﬁ.

By the formula of Ricci tensor in harmonic coordinates in [11], we can write the
Bach-flat equation in harmonic coordinates as

L 06 ux 0" gap

(5.25) 0=Bas = 19"9" 5o 55 igax T

where the dots indicate terms involving at most three derivatives of the metric and
the principal part of Bach tensor is just one quarter of the square of Laplacian.
Hence, the metric g4 is real analytic in harmonic coordinates. We define €2 to be
the set of points where g has constant sectional curvature 1 in a neighborhood.
Note that (2 is nonempty since X3 x (—¢,€) C © by (5.I1) and the analytic property
of metric g. Also note that 2 is an open set by definition. We now show that
conincides with M. We argue by contradiction. Suppose there is a point p € 99
satisfying p ¢ Q. Choose a local harmonic coordinates y', 3%, y3, y* on a connected
neighborhood U of p. The analytic functions Rirji — gijgr + gugjx vanishes on
UNQ # () and thereby vanish identically on U. Then p € Q, which is a contradiction.
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Therefore, 2 = M and thereby (M, gq) has constant sectional curvature 1. It is
then easy to see that (M*, X3, g) is isometric to (S}, 53, gst)-

6. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [[3]

Let (X™,gx) and (Y™, gy) be closed, locally conformally flat manifolds with
positive scalar curvature. By Corollary 5 of [19], the connected sum Z = XY
obtained by deleting balls around p and ¢ and identifying their boundaries, admits
a locally conformally flat metric g with positive scalar curvature. This follows from
the general surgery result of [I9], since the metric g constructed in Theorem 3 of [19]
is locally conformally flat in a neighborhood U of the gluing point, and conformal
to gx and gy outside of U.

Let us apply this result when X" = §%, gx = go the round metric, Y™ = §3x S,
and gy = hg x df? is the standard product metric. Let p = (0,0,0,0,1) € S* be
the ‘north pole’ of S* C R®, and let ¢ € S3 x S! be any point. By the Schoen-Yau
construction, there is a locally conformally flat metric § on S*4 (5% x S') ~ S3 x St
with positive scalar curvature. Moreover, g is conformal to go on S*\ U, where
U is a small neighborhood of p. In particular, the induced by g on the equatorial
S$3 = {(at,...,2%) € S* : 2° = 0} C S*4(S® x S!) is umbilic. Therefore, if
St = {(a',...,25%) € S* : 2% < 0} ~ B* denotes the ‘lower hemisphere’, then

(83 x ST\ §%,9) satisfies the conditions of Theorem

7. APPENDIX

In this appendix we give the proof of Theorem [[L1l Since most of the formulas
are fairly standard we will only provide a sketch.

Let (M*,¥® = OM*, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary.
Given a symmetric 2-tensor v, let g(t) = g + tv; then g(0) = g and ¢'(0) = v. By
the formula for the variation of the metric tensor and volume form, it is readily
calculated

d d 9
W) = o /M4 W 1 dvgiey|,_q
d1l auBy
= 51/M4(Wg(t)) uh (Wg(t))auﬂv dvg(t)|t:0

= M4{—WW”vavBUW— wg W, 1 du,.

If we integrate by parts in the first term, we obtain

(7.1)
_W(g(t))‘tzo == /M4 B#V’U,ul/ dvg + %23 {VQWQ#OVU;LV - Wo“ﬁ”V5vW} dO’h7
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where B is the Bach tensorfl. Using the convention that Latin indices indicate
tangential components, we can rewrite the boundary integrand as

(7.2)

(VW Oy, — WO gv,,,, } doy,
»3
= {VQWQOOjUQj + VaWainUij - WinOVOUZ‘j + ijovjvio + Winijvik} doy,.
»3
Since we are restricting to metrics for which the boundary is umbilic we assume
that v preserves the umbilic condition to first order; i.e.,
@ L0y~ 3 Hla()a(0)}
g VNIV T g )9
By standard formulas for the variation of the second fundamental form (see, for
example, (2.6) in [2]) this implies
(7.3)
O =

=0.
t=0

1 1
(V{Ujo + Vj’Uio — Vovij) — —Hv

1 1
3Hvij g([va”ao - Evo(tr v) — gvovoo} - LMW) hij.

N~

Remark 7.1. Symmetric 2-tensors on M* whose restriction to the boundary have
vanishing trace and satisfy (3] can be viewed as the formal tangent space to
Mo (M*,%3), the space of Riemannian metrics on M* with umbilic boundary.

Pairing both sides of (7.3) with W% and integrating over ¥ gives
. 1 1 .
(74) 0= f;g {WlOJOVjUiO _ §W10J0v0vij _ gHWZOJO’Uij} doy,
which we rewrite as
L o ) L
(7.5) 72 ) WP gv;; doy, = 3 {2W90F ju;0 — ghﬂ/{/loﬂ%ij} dop,.

Substituting this into (Z2)) we obtain
(7.6)
{VaWery,, — WOV 5v,, } doy,
»3

= % {VQWO‘OOJvoj + VQW(MOJ’UU + gHWlOJO’Uij — WZOJOVJ'UZ'Q + WlOJijvik} dah.
>3

Next, we rewrite the last two terms above via integration by parts. On 33, define
the symmetric two-tensor D;; = Wjg;o and the one-form 7, = vx. More precisely,
for tangent vectors X,Y € TX3,

9] 0
' Yu _)7
or’ Or
(X) = v(x, )
=v(X, =—).
g or

D(X,Y)=W(X

IThere is often a disagreement in the literature whether the Bach tensor is the L2-gradient of
W or minus the gradient.
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Using the formulas for the Christoffel symbols in 40), we can write

1 1
Vjvio = Vni — 3 3

VJEDU _ vjinjO _ vawaOiO'

Hhijvoo + 5 Hvgj,

(7.7)

Therefore, we can express the next to last term in (Z.6]) as

. . 1 1
WZOJOVJ'UZ'Q dO’h = WlOJO{VJZm — thijvoo + gHUij} dah
(7.8) = =
.. 1 L
= ¢ DY Vinidon + 2 3 HW ™ % doy.

Integrating by parts on ¥? and using (1) gives

L - 1 L
W07 jv,0 doy, = — f{ V3 DYy, doy, + 3 HW™ 9%, doy,
»3

33 33

) 1 L
- f{ VoW, doy, + 3 HW™M9%,. doy,
33 33

_ 1 N
- % VQWQOZOUiO dop + g HWZOJO’Uij dop,
33 3

) 1 L
{VaW ™™ vjo + S HW™ v} doy,
»3

where in the last line we used the symmetries of the Weyl tensor and re-indexed.
We use a similar argument to rewrite the last term on the right in ([Z6). This

time we define the tensor A on the boundary by A;;rz = Wio;x. Again using the

formulas for the Christoffel symbols on X3, it follows that

1 1

3 3

VJX_)AUIC _ ijzO]k + HWzOOk _ VQWZOO(]C _ VOWzOOk + HWzOOk.

b
Vjvik = Vivip — 5 Hvoorhij — - Hviohyji,

(7.10)

Therefore, we can express the last term in ([6]) as

o o 1
7{ WOk vy, doy, :f WOk %0, — 3
»3 »3

1

Huworhi; — 3

H’Uiohjk} ddh
(7.11) = 7{ WOk 20y, doy,
»3

= AijkV?Uik ddh.
53
Integrating by parts and using (ZI0)), we have

(7.12)

Winijvik doh = —% V?Aijkvik dah

33 33

= % { - VaWiOkaik + VQWiOOk’Uik - HWiOOk’Uik} dah
3

= \ {VaWainvij — V()Wiojovij + HWinovij} dop,
3

where once again we re-indexed and used the symmetries of W.
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We now substitute (9) and ([ZI2) into ([ZG) to get
(7.13)

%: AV, - WO gy, } do,
= %23 {Vawaoojvoj + vawmojvij + ;Hwiojovij _ [VQWQOOJ'UJ_O _ %HWinO,Uij}
+ [ValW 0y = VoW 0 + HW ;] | don,
= 7423 {2van'0jvij — VoW iy, + gHWOinvij} doy,.
By the definition of the tensor .5,
j{zs S dan = 53 {2V ™0y = VoW 0,5 + gH W0y} do,.

Therefore, from (Z13), (CI) and (Z2) we conclude

d g
(7.14) EW(g(t))\tzo = —/ B*p,,, dv, +j§ SYv;; dop,.
MH* 3

By restricting to variations supported in the interior of X4, we immediately see
that a metric that a critical metric for W over variations that preserve the umbilic
condition to first order must be Bach-flat. In particular, for any such variation v
we have
d g
(7.15) EW(e(1))],_y = é} Sy, dor.
To see that ¢ is also S-flat, let v™ be a symmetric 2-tensor defined on 22, and assume
v¥ is trace-free with respect to h = g|ss, the induced metric. We can extend v>
trivially to a collar neighborhood U of the boundary by using the identification of
U with 32 x [0, €) for some € > 0 small, as described in Section @l More precisely,
if X,Y are tangent vectors defined at a point p = (x,r) € U, then we can write
0 0
X=X"+X—, Y=Y"4+Y"'—,
or or
where X7, YT € T, %3, Then define v by the formula
v(X,Y) =0 XT,YT).

We then use a cut-off function to extend v to all of M*, so that v = 0 away from
¥33. Note that with respect to the coordinate system in U described in Section [l
near X3 we have

(7.16) v = U{Ej da' dx? .

By construction it follows that v is trace-free (with respect to g), and on %3 we
have

Vovi; = 0,
Vovgo = 0,
V{Ujo = 0,

i 1
LYv;; = gHtr v* = 0.
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Therefore, v satisfies the constraint in ([C3]), meaning that variations g; of the metric
g with %gthzo = v preserve the umbilic condition to first order. As we observed
above, this implies

_ 4

0= dtw(gt)‘tzo
(7.17) :j{ Sij’Uij dop,
3
= j{ S9v doy,.
»3
Since v™ was an arbitrary trace-free 2-tensor on ¥3, it follows that S = 0.
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