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ON STATIC MANIFOLDS SATISFYING AN

OVERDETERMINED ROBIN TYPE CONDITION ON

THE BOUNDARY

TIARLOS CRUZ AND IVALDO NUNES

Abstract. In this work, we consider static manifolds M with
nonempty boundary ∂M . In this case, we suppose that the po-
tential V also satisfies an overdetermined Robin type condition on
∂M . We prove a rigidity theorem for the Euclidean closed unit
ball B3 in R

3. More precisely, we give a sharp upper bound for
the area of the zero set Σ = V −1(0) of the potential V , when Σ
is connected and intersects ∂M . We also consider the case where
Σ = V −1(0) does not intersect ∂M .

1. Introduction

The following equation

Hessg V −∆gV g − VRicg = 0, (1)

defined on a Riemanniann manifold (Mn, g), is a very interesting equa-
tion that appears naturally when we consider the problem of deforming
the scalar curvature of M (see [21, 17]) and also in the context of gen-
eral relativity (see [21, 17, 4, 18]). In the former context, equation (1)
defines the formal adjoint of the linearization of the scalar curvature.
A Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) which admits a nontrivial smooth

solution V : M → R to (1) is called a static manifold. That name
comes from general relativity since such a manifolds are related to the
concept of static spacetimes. The function V is called a static potential.
We refer the reader to [40, 17] for details.
A very interesting question is that of classifying static manifolds,

specially in dimension three. There are several classification results in
the literature. See [27, 28, 4, 1, 6, 7, 8] and references therein.
The following result, proved by Shen [32] (see also [9]), gives a sharp

upper bound for the area of the zero set of the static potential of a
static manifold of positive scalar curvature in the case where the zero
set is connected.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.01263v2
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Theorem 1 (Shen [32]). Let (M3, g) be an oriented compact static
manifold with static potential V : M → R . Suppose the scalar curva-
ture of M satisfies Rg = 6. If Σ = V −1(0) is connected, then Σ is a
two-sphere and

|Σ| ≤ 4π. (2)

Moreover, equality holds if and only if (M3, g) is isometric to the stan-
dard three-sphere (S3, gcan) of radius 1.

Recently, motivated by [21, 26], the first author and Vitório [19] con-
sidered the problem of prescribing the scalar curvature and the mean
curvature of a Riemannian manifold with boundary. In the spirit of
[21], they considered the scalar curvature together with the mean cur-
vature as a functional g 7→ (Rg, Hg) defined on the space of Riemannian
metrics on a manifold M with nonempty boundary. The formal adjoint
of the linearization of this operator defines the following equations:

{
Hessg V − (∆gV )g − V Ricg = 0 in M

∂V

∂ν
g − V Πg = 0 on ∂M,

(3)

where ν is the outward unit normal vector field to ∂M and Πg is the
second fundamental form of ∂M with respect to ν. Our convention
here for Πg is such that the unit sphere have positive mean curvature
with respect to the outward unit normal vector.
We note that equations (3) are the analogues of (1) for manifolds

with nonempty boundary and they also appear in the context of general
relativity (see, for example, [2]). Here, we will adopt the terminology
introduced in [2] and we will say that a Riemannian manifold (Mn, g)
with nonempty boundary is a static manifold with boundary if there
exists a non-trivial smooth function V : M → R, also called a static
potential, solution to (3).
A basic example of a compact static manifold with boundary is the

Euclidean closed unit ball Bn ⊂ R
n where any static potential is given

by V (x) = 〈x, v〉, x ∈ Bn, for some vector v ∈ R
n \ {0} (see, for

example, [24], Proposition 4.2). We note that in this case we have that
the zero set of V is equal to the flat closed unit disk Dn−1 = {x ∈ R

n :
〈x, v〉 = 0, |x| ≤ 1}. We refer the reader to [2] for basic examples of
noncompact static manifolds with boundary.
In this work, we are interested in compact static manifolds with

boundary with zero scalar curvature and positive mean curvature on
the boundary. Our first result is the following whose item (i) is the
analogue of Shen’s theorem for this setting.
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Theorem 2. Let (M3, g) be an oriented compact static manifold with
boundary such that Rg = 0 and Hg = 2. Let V : M → R be the static
potential of M . Suppose that Σ = V −1(0) is connected . Then

(i) If Σ ∩ ∂M 6= ∅, then Σ is a free boundary totally geodesic two-
disk and

|Σ| ≤ π. (4)

Moreover, in this case, equality holds if and only if (M3, g) is
isometric to the Euclidean unit ball (B3, δ) and V is given by
V (x) = 〈x, v〉 for some vector v ∈ R

3 \ {0}.
(ii) If Σ ∩ ∂M = ∅, then Σ is a totally geodesic two-sphere and

|Σ| < 2π. (5)

We say a surface Σ ⊂ M with nonempty boundary ∂Σ 6= ∅ is free
boundary if ∂Σ ⊂ ∂M and Σ meets ∂M orthogonally along ∂Σ.

The following example shows that case (ii) in Theorem 2 can occur.

Example 1. Givenm > 0, consider the three-dimensional Schwarzschild
space ([2m,+∞)× S

2, gm) where

gm =

(
1− 2m

r

)−1

dr2 + r2g.

Here, g is the standard metric of the two-sphere S
2 of radius 1.

The function V (r) = (1 − 2m/r)1/2 defines a static potential on
([2m,+∞), gm). Let Σr = {r} × S2 be a slice of this space. A simple
computation shows that Σr is totally umbilical with mean curvature
given by 2V (r)/r.
Moreover, we have that ∂V/∂νr = m/r2 where νr is the unit normal

to Σr parallel to ∂r. Thus, the equation

∂V

∂νr
gm − VΠgm = 0 on Σr (6)

becomes
m = V 2r. (7)

This implies that r = 3m. Therefore V solves (6) on Σ3m. We note
that the slice Σ3m is related to the notion of photon sphere in general
relativity. In fact, Σ3m is a space-like slice of the photon sphere R×Σ3m

in the static spherically symmetric Schwarzschild black hole spacetime
of mass m > 0.
Now, if we normalize to make the mean curvature of Σ3m equal to 2

we get that

m =
1

3
√
3
.
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Note that in this case, we have that Σ = V −1(0) has area equal to
16πm2 = 16π/27 < 2π. In order to conclude the example we have
just to reflect [2m, 3m]× S2, gm and V along Σ. Here, the potential is
reflected with the opposite sign around Σ.

It is natural to ask about the uniqueness of the compact static man-
ifold with boundary given in Example 1. In our next result, we obtain
some progress on this question.

Theorem 3. Let (M3, g) be an orientable compact static manifold
with boundary with static potential V : M → R. Suppose that Rg = 0,
Hg > 0, Σ = V −1(0) is connected and Σ ⊂ intM . Let Ω be a connected
component of M \ Σ. Then

(i) There is only one component of ∂Ω with positive mean curva-
ture.

(ii) If S denotes the component of ∂Ω with positive mean curvature,
then S is a two-sphere and

H2
S|S| ≤

16π

3
. (8)

Moreover, equality holds if and only if (Ω, g) is isometric to
([2m, 3m]× S2, gm), where m = 2/(3

√
3HS), and V is given by

V (r) = (1− 2m/r)1/2.

Remark 1. Let (Mn, g) be a static manifold with boundary with static
potential V : M → R. It is known (see, for example, [17]) that we can

construct a static spacetime (M̂n+1, ĝ) from (M, g) and V by defining

M̂ = R × (M \ V −1(0)) and ĝ = −V 2dt2 + g. Let S be a connected
component ∂M \ V −1(0). Since V satisfies (10) on ∂M , we have that

Ŝ = R × S is a time-like totally umbilical hypersurface in the space-

time (M̂, ĝ). Thus, Ŝ is a photon surface1 in (M̂, ĝ). It is worth to
note that, recently, Cederbaum [12] established the uniqueness of the
Schwarzchild spacetime among all static, asymptotically flat solutions
to the vacuum Einstein equations which admits a single photon sphere2.

1A photon surface in a spacetime (M̂n+1, ĝ) is an embedded hypersurface Ŝ ⊂ M̂

such that any null geodesic initially tangent to Ŝ remains tangent to Ŝ as long it

exists. It is known that Ŝ is a photon surface if and only if Ŝ is totally umbilical.
For details, we refer the reader to [16], Theorem II.1, and [29], Proposition 1.
2A photon sphere in a static spacetime (M̂n+1 = R × Mn, ĝ = −V 2dt2 + g) is

a photon surface Ŝ such that the lapse function V is constant on each connected

component of Ŝ. We refer the reader to [16, 12, 13, 15] for details about photon
surfaces and photon spheres.
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This result was later generalized by Cederbaum and Galloway [13] to al-
low multiple photon spheres. For more results involving photon spheres
we refer the reader to [13, 14, 22, 25, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39].
The problem of classifying static manifolds with boundary is a very

natural one since (3) are overdetermined equations that impose some
restrictions on the geometry of the manifold and its boundary. The
above relationship between static manifolds with boundary and the
notions of static spacetimes and photon surfaces makes the problem
even more interesting, mainly in dimension n = 3.

Acknowledgements. This work was carried out while the authors
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associates. T.C. and I.N. would like to acknowledge support from the
ICTP through the Associates Programme (2018-2023 and 2019-2024,
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grant 311803/2019-9 and T.C. and I.N. were partially supported by
the Brazilian National Council for Scientific and Technological Devel-
opment (CNPq Grant 405468/2021-0).

2. Preliminaries

We start this section with the following basic remark: equations (3)
are equivalent to the equations

Hessg V = V

(
Ricg −

Rg

n− 1
g

)
and ∆gV +

Rg

n− 1
V = 0 on M (9)

and

V

(
Πg −

Hg

n− 1
g

)
= 0 and

∂V

∂ν
=

Hg

n− 1
V on ∂M. (10)

In order to see this equivalence, take the trace of equations (3).
Next, we present some properties of static manifolds with boundary.

Proposition 1. Let (Mn, g) be a static Riemannian manifold with
boundary with static potential V : M → R. Suppose that Σ = V −1(0)
is nonempty. Then:

(a) Σ is an embedded totally geodesic hypersurface in M . More
precisely:
(a.1) If Σ ∩ ∂M = ∅, then Σ is a totally geodesic hypersurface

contained in intM ;
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(a.2) If Σ ∩ ∂M 6= ∅, then each connected component Σ0 of Σ
such that Σ0 ∩ ∂M 6= ∅ is a free boundary totally geodesic
hypersurface of M . In particular, ∂Σ0 is a totally geodesic
hypersurface of ∂M .

(b) κ := |∇MV | is a positive constant on each connected component
of Σ;

(c) The scalar curvature Rg is constant;
(d) ∂M is totally umbilical and its mean curvature Hg is constant

on each connected component of ∂M . In particular, it follows
from item (a.2) that if Σ0 is a connected component of Σ such
that Σ0 ∩ ∂M 6= ∅, the mean curvature of ∂Σ0 in Σ0 is locally
constant.

(e) On ∂M , we have

Ricg(ν,X) = 0,

for any vector X tangent to ∂M , where ν denotes the unit
conormal vector field to ∂M .

Proof. It is well known that 0 is a regular value of V : M → R (see,
for example, [21, 17, 4]). In order to prove (a), we need only to prove
that 0 is also a regular value of the restriction V : ∂M → R.
In fact, we claim that if there exists a point x0 ∈ ∂M such that

V (x0) = 0, then ∇∂MV (x0) 6= 0. By contradiction, suppose that
∇∂MV (x0) = 0. Since ∂V/∂ν = Hg/(n − 1)V on ∂M and V (x0) = 0,
we conclude that ∂V/∂ν(x0) = 0. Thus ∇MV (x0) = 0.
Let γ : [0, ε) → M be a geodesic of M such that γ(0) = x0 and

γ(t) ∈ intM for t > 0. Define, h(t) := V (γ(t)). As in [21] (see also
[17]), by using (1) we have that h solves

h′′(t) =

(
Ricg(γ

′(t), γ′(t)− Rg

n− 1
|γ′(t)|2

)
h(t).

Since h(0) = h′(0) = 0, we have by uniqueness for solutions to second-
order ODE’s that h ≡ 0, that is, V vanishes on γ. By varying the initial
condition γ′(0) ∈ Tx0

M , we can conclude that there exists an open set
U ⊂ intM such that V vanishes on U . As V solves (n−1)∆gV = RgV
on M , we have by analytic continuation that V = 0 on M which is a
contradiction. Thus, 0 is a regular value of V : ∂M → R.
Let Σ0 be a connected component of Σ such that Σ0 ∩ ∂M 6= ∅.

To see that Σ0 meets ∂M orthogonally along ∂Σ0 we have to note
that 〈∇MV (q), ν(q)〉 = 0 and that ∇MV (q) is orthogonal to Σ0 for all
q ∈ ∂Σ0 ∩ ∂M .
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Moreover, since Hessg V (X, Y ) = 0 and Hessg V (X,∇MV ) = 0 for
all tangent vectors X, Y to Σ, we conclude that Σ is totally geodesic
and |∇MV |2 is a constant along Σ (also see [17, 4]).
The proof that Rg is constant is well known (see, for example, [21,

17, 4]). It follows from (10) that Πg = Hg

n−1
g on ∂M since V vanishes

only on a set of zero measure of ∂M .
Consider q ∈ ∂M and X ∈ Tq(∂M). At q ∈ ∂M we have that

Hessg V (X, ν) = X〈∇MV, ν〉 − 〈∇MV,∇Xν〉

= X

(
∂V

∂ν

)
− Π(∇∂MV,X)

= X

(
Hg

n− 1
V

)
− Hg

n− 1
X(V )

=
X(Hg)

n− 1
V.

Now, by the contracted Codazzi equation

div∂M Πg − dHg = Ricg(ν, ·),

we obtain that

Ricg(ν,X) =
n

n− 1
X(Hg).

Since V Ricg(X, ν) = Hessg V (X, ν) by (3) we have that X(Hg)V =
0 on ∂M . Therefore, dHg = 0 on ∂M and this implies that Hg is
constant. In particular, on ∂M , we have that Ricg(ν,X) = 0 for any
X tangent to ∂M .
Finally, let Σ0 be a connected component of Σ such that Σ0∩∂M 6= ∅.

Since Σ0 meets ∂M orthogonally along ∂Σ0, it is not difficult to see
that the principal curvatures of ∂Σ0 in Σ0 at a point q are all equal to
Hg(q)/(n− 1). �

Remark 2. We note that in the case Rg = 0, it follows from (9) and
(10) that V is an Steklov eigenfunction of M with eigenvalue equal to
Hg/(n− 1) (see also [24], Proposition 3.8).

Given a compact static manifold with boundary (M3, g), the follow-
ing proposition gives an area estimate for the connected components
of ∂M where the potential V is nonzero and does not change sign.

Proposition 2. Let (M3, g) be a compact static manifold with boun-
dary with static potential V : M → R. Let S be a connected component
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of ∂M and suppose that V 6= 0 everywhere on S. Then
(
Rg

2
+

3

4
H2

S

)
|S| ≤ 2πχ(S), (11)

where HS denotes the mean curvature of S with respect to the outward
unit normal vector field ν. Equality holds if and only if

(i) V is constant on S;

(ii) S has Gauss curvature KS =
Rg

2
+

3

4
H2

S and Ricg(ν, ν) = −H2
S

2
on S.

Proof. On S we have that

∆MV = ∆SV +HS
∂V

∂ν
+HessM V (ν, ν). (12)

By using the static equations (9) and (10) we get from (12) that

∆SV +

(
Ricg(ν, ν) +

H2
S

2

)
V = 0. (13)

Therefore, since V 6= 0 everywhere on S, we obtain

∆SV

V
+

Rg

2
+

3

4
H2

S −KS = 0, (14)

where we have used the contracted Gauss equation on S which is given
by 2Ricg(ν, ν) = Rg − 2KS +H2

S − |AS|2. Here, AS denotes the second
fundamental form of S, respectively.
By using integration by parts, we have that

ˆ

S

|∇SV |2
V 2

dσ +

ˆ

S

Rg

2
dσ +

3

4
H2

S dσ =

ˆ

S

KS dσ, (15)

By the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, (15) implies
(
Rg

2
+

3

4
H2

S

)
|S| ≤ 2πχ(S) (16)

It follows from (15) that equality holds in (16) if and only if V is
constant on S. In this case, by (13) and (14), we conclude that

KS =
Rg

2
+

3

4
H2

S and Ricg(ν, ν) = −H2
S

2
on S.

�

Corollary 1. Let (M3, g) be a compact static manifold with boundary
with static potential V : M → R. Let S be a connected component of
∂M and suppose that V 6= 0 everywhere on S.
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(i) If Rg = 0, then either S is a totally geodesic two-torus or it is
a totally umbilical two-sphere. If HS > 0, then S is in fact a
totally umbilical two-sphere.

(ii) If Rg > 0, then S is a totally umbilical two-sphere.

Remark 3. In the case Rg = 0 and HS > 0, we note that equality
in (11) is attained on the space-like slice of the photon sphere in the
static spherically symmetric Schwarzchild black hole spacetime with
mass m = 2/(3

√
3HS) (see Example 1).

3. Proof of Theorem 2

In order to prove Theorem 2 we will need the following Pohozaev-
type integral identity due to Schoen [30].

Theorem 4 (Schoen [30]). Let (Mn, g) be a compact Riemannian
manifold with boundary. If X is a smooth vector field on M , then

n− 2

2n

ˆ

M

X(Rg) dv = −1

2

ˆ

M

〈LXg,
◦

Ricg〉 dv +
ˆ

∂M

◦

Ric(X, ν) dσ, (17)

where Rg and
◦

Ric denote the scalar curvature and the trace free part of
the Ricci tensor of M , respectively. In addition, dv and dσ stands for
the volume elements of M and ∂M , respectively.

We note that a general version of (17) was deduced by Gover and
Orsted in [23].

Proof of Theorem 2. Let V : M → R be the static potential of M and
Σ = V −1(0) its zero set. First, suppose that Σ ∩ ∂M = ∅. Thus, by
Proposition 1, item (a), Σ is a closed totally geodesic surface in intM .
Let Ω a connected component of M \ Σ and let S denote the set

∂Ω \ Σ. We may assume that V > 0 on Ω. Denote by ν and ξ the
outward unit normal vector field to S and Σ, respectively.
Since Rg = 0, we have that Ricg is trace free. Moreover, note that

LXg = 2Hessg V . Thus, since Hessg V = VRicg, by applying (17) on
Ω we get
ˆ

Ω

V |Ricg|2 dv =

ˆ

Σ

Ricg(ξ,∇MV ) dσ +

ˆ

S

Ricg(ν,∇MV ) dσ

= −
ˆ

Σ

|∇MV |Ricg(ξ, ξ)dσ +

ˆ

S

VRicg(ν, ν) dσ,

where we have used that ξ = −∇MV/|∇MV | on Σ and Proposition 1,
item (e), together with the fact that ∇MV = ∇SV + V ν on S.
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By the contracted Gauss equation on Σ, we have Ricg(ξ, ξ) = −KΣ.
Moreover, by (3) we have V Ricg(ν, ν) = Hessg V (ν, ν) on S. Thus,
since ∆MV = 0 on Ω we get that

VRicg(ν, ν) = −∆SV − 2
∂V

∂ν
on S.

Therefore,

0 ≤
ˆ

Ω

V |Ricg|2 dv

= κ

ˆ

Σ

KΣ dσ −
ˆ

S

∆SV dσ − 2

ˆ

S

∂V

∂ν
dσ

= κ

ˆ

Σ

KΣ dσ − 2

ˆ

Ω

∆MV dv + 2

ˆ

Σ

∂V

∂ξ
dσ

= 2κ (πχ(Σ)− |Σ|) ,
where we have used that ∂V/∂ξ = −κ on Σ.
Since κ > 0, we conclude that |Σ| ≤ πχ(Σ). In particular, Σ is a

two-sphere and |Σ| ≤ 2π. In fact, we have |Σ| < 2π since otherwise
Ω would be Ricci flat. More precisely, if |Σ| = 2π, then the above
computation shows that

ˆ

Ω

V |Ricg|2 dv = 0

for any connected component Ω of M \ Σ. Therefore, Ricg = 0 on
M which implies that (M, g) is flat. Since Σ is totally geodesic in
M we obtain that Σ is flat. By the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, this is a
contradiction as Σ is a two-sphere.
Now, suppose that Σ∩ ∂M 6= ∅. In this case, by Proposition 1, item

(a), Σ is a free boundary totally geodesic surface in M .
Let Ω be a connected component of M \ Σ and let S denote the

set ∂Ω \ Σ. Again, we may assume that V > 0 on Ω. Note that on
Γ = S∩Σ, we have S ⊥ Σ. Denote by ν and ξ the outward unit normal
vector field to S and Σ, respectively.
Similar to the the previous case, we get that

0 ≤
ˆ

Ω

V |Ricg|2 dv

= κ

ˆ

Σ

KΣ dσ −
ˆ

S

∆SV dσ − 2

ˆ

S

∂V

∂ν
dσ

= κ

ˆ

Σ

KΣ dσ −
ˆ

Γ

∂V

∂ξ
− 2

ˆ

Ω

∆MV dv + 2

ˆ

Σ

∂V

∂ξ
dσ

= 2πκχ(Σ)− 2κ|Σ|,
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where we have used the Gauss-Bonnet theorem for surfaces with boun-
dary and that the geodesic curvature of Γ in Σ is equal to 1 and
∂V/∂ξ = −κ on Σ. Therefore, we have that |Σ| ≤ π.
Moreover, if we suppose that |Σ| = π then we conclude, as in the

previous case, that (M3, g) is Ricci flat which implies (M3, g) is flat.
In particular, ∂M is connected. Since Πg = g we obtain by the Gauss
equation that ∂M has constant Gauss curvature equal to 1. Thus, ∂M
with the induced metric is isometric to the round sphere (S2, gcan) of
radius 1 and this implies that (M3, g) is isometric to the Euclidean unit
ball (B3, δ). In particular, by [24], Proposition 4.2, we conclude that V
is given by V (x) = 〈x, v〉, x ∈ Ω = B3, for some vector v ∈ R

n\{0}. �

4. Proof of Theorem 3

In this section we will prove Theorem 3. Let (M3, g) be an orientable
compact static manifold with boundary with static potential V : M →
R. Suppose that Rg = 0 on M , Hg > 0 on ∂M , Σ = V −1(0) is
connected and Σ = V −1(0) ⊂ intM .
Let Ω be a connected component of M \ Σ. We may assume that

V > 0 on Ω. We have ∂Ω = Σ∪
(
∪k
i=0Si

)
, where each Si is a connected

surface with positive mean curvature. In fact, by Corollary 1, item (i),
each Si is a totally umbilical two-sphere.
First, we will prove that S = ∪k

i=0Si is connected, that is, k = 0.
Following Section 6 of [4], let U be a small tubular neighborhood of
Σ diffeomorphic to [0, 1) × Σ. We identify any point p ∈ U with its
corresponding point (r, x) ∈ [0, 1)×Σ, that is, we write p = (r, x). Let
N4 be the quotient space given by

N4 = S
1 × (Ω \ Σ) ⊔ (B2

1 × Σ)/ ∼, (18)

where S
1 and B2

1 are the unit circle and the open unit ball centered
at the origin of R2, respectively, and ∼ is the equivalence relation that
identifies (θ, p) ∈ S

1 × (U \ Σ) with (r cos θ, r sen θ, x) ∈ B2
1 × Σ if

p = (r, x).
The smooth structure on S

1× (Ω\Σ)⊔ (B2
1 ×Σ) induces a canonical

smooth structure on N4 and with respect to this smooth structure
{0}×Σ is a smooth embedded submanifold of codimension two that we
can identify with Σ. In our case, differently from [4], N4 has nonempty
boundary. In fact, ∂N = S

1 × S.
The dense open subset N4 \ Σ can be identified with S

1 × (Ω \ Σ).
As V > 0 on Ω \ Σ, we can define the smooth Riemannian metric
h = V 2dθ2 + g on N4 \ Σ.
The Riemannian metric h is singular on Σ and has, up to pertuba-

tion, a conical behaviour with angle k = |∇ΣV | > 0 in the directions
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transverse to Σ. Moreover, since (Ω, g) is a static manifold with poten-
tial V we have that h is Einstein. The manifold N4 endowed with the
singular metric h is called the singular Einstein metric associated to
the static manifold (Ω, g) with static potential V : Ω → R (see Section
6 of [4] for details). In our case, h is Ricci flat since (Ω, g) is scalar flat.
Since Σ is compact and connected, we normalize the static potential
V in such way that |∇V | = 1 on Σ. In this case, the metric h extends
smoothly to Σ (see for instance [31] and [4], Section 6).
Now, let ∂iN = S

1 × Si be a connected component of ∂N . A simple
computation shows that ∂iN is totally umbilical with principal curva-
tures equal to

1

V

∂V

∂ν
=

1

2
HSi

,

where ν denotes the outward unit normal vector to Si and HSi
= Hg|Si

.
Since Hg > 0 on S, we have that ∂iN has positive mean curvature for
all i = 0, 1, . . . , k.
Since h is Ricci flat and smooth on N and every connected compo-

nent of ∂N has positive mean curvature it follows from [20], Proposition
2.8, that ∂N is connected.
In order to prove item (ii), first note that Proposition 8 implies that

H2
S|S| ≤

16π

3
. (19)

Suppose that equality holds in (19). Again, by Proposition 8 we have
that V is constant on S and that KS = (3/4)H2

S.
Define m = 2/(3

√
3HS) > 0. Let (M3m = [3m,+∞)×S

2, gm), where

gm =

(
1− 2m

r

)−1

dr2 + r2g

and g is the standard metric of the two-sphere S
2 of radius 1 (see

Example 1). (M3m, gm) is the complement of the region on the three-
dimensional Schwarschild space bounded by the photon sphere S3m =
{3m} × S

2 = ∂M3m. Note that Vm(r) = (1− 2m/r)1/2 defines a static
potential on (M3m, gm).
By our choice ofm, we have thatKS = KS3m

. Therefore, we conclude
that (S, g|S) and (S3m, gm|S3m

) are isometric. Thus, by gluing (Ω, g)
and (M3m, gm) along S and S3m we can find a Riemannian manifold

(M̃3
+, g̃) where the metric is given by g̃ = g on Ω and g̃ = gm on M3m.

Note that g̃ is smooth away from the gluing surface.
After a rescaling of V , if necessary, we can assume that V |S = Vm|S3m

.
As done in [13], Section 3, Step 1, we can conclude that the metric g̃
is C1,1 across the gluing surface.
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Next, define Ṽ : M̃3
+ → R by

Ṽ (p) =

{
V (p), if p ∈ Ω
Vm(p), if p ∈ M3m.

Since V and V3m satisfy the boundary conditions (10) on S and S3m,

respectively, and V |S and Vm|S3m
we have that Ṽ is smooth away from

the gluing surface and C1,1 across it. Now, reflect (M̃3
+, g̃) through Σ

to obtain an isometric copy (M̃3
−
, g̃) and glue them to each other along

Σ to obtain a new manifold (M̃3, g̃) which has two isometric ends and
is smooth away S (and its reflected copy) and Σ and C1,1 across them.

Define Ṽ+ := Ṽ and Ṽ− := −Ṽ . By a abuse of notation we again

denote Ṽ = Ṽ± on M̃3
±
.

As in [11], we wish to use u := (Ṽ + 1)/2 on M̃ as conformal factor.

Before we have to show that u > 0 on M̃ . It suffices to show that
0 ≤ Ṽ < 1 on M̃3

+. In order to prove this, note that V is harmonic
on Ω. Thus, V attains its maximum on ∂Ω. Since V = 0 on Σ and
V > 0 on Ω \ Σ we have that V attains its maximum at S. Therefore,
V ≤ maxS V = maxS3m

Vm < 1. Finally, since V3m < 1 on M3m we

conclude that 0 ≤ Ṽ < 1 on M̃3
+.

We define the Riemannian metric ĝ = u4g̃ in such way that (M̃3
+, ĝ)

has ADM-mass equal to zero and the doubled end can be one-point

compactified, that is, (M̃3
−
, ĝ) can be compactified by adding in a point

∞ at infinity. By construction, we obtain a geodesically complete,
scalar flat Riemannian manifold and one asymptotically flat end of
zero ADM mass that is smooth away from Σ and S and one point.
By the rigidity statement of the (weak regularity) Positive Mass

Theorem proved by Bartnik [5], the conformally modified manifold

(M̂3, ĝ) must be isometric to the Euclidean space. Therefore we have

that (M̃3, g̃) must be conformally flat and, as in [11], we conclude

that (M̃3, g̃) is the Schwarzschild solution. Hence (Ω, g) is isometric to
([2m, 3m]× S

2, gm).
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São Lúıs, MA - 65080 - 805, Brazil

Email address : ivaldo.nunes@ufma.br


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Proof of Theorem 2
	4. Proof of Theorem 3
	References

