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ABSTRACT. In this paper we present a new approach to the study of asymptotically flat static
metrics arising in general relativity. In the case where the static potential is bounded, we introduce
new quantities which are proven to be monotone along the level set flow of the potential function.
We then show how to use these properties to detect the rotational symmetry of the static solutions,
deriving a number of sharp inequalities. As a consequence of our analysis, a simple proof of the
classical 3-dimensional Black Hole Uniqueness Theorem is recovered and some geometric conditions
are discussed under which the same statement holds in higher dimensions.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENTS OF THE RESULTS

1.1. Setting of the problem. Throughout this paper we let (M, gg) be an asymptotically flat n-
dimensional Riemannian manifold, n > 3, with one end and nonempty smooth compact boundary
OM , which is a priori allowed to have several connected components. We also assume that there
exists a function u € €°°(M) such that the triple (M, go, u) satisfies the system

uRic = D*u in M,
Au =0 in M,
u=uy on JM,
u(z) =1 as |z| — +o0,

(1.1)

where Ric, D, and A represent the Ricci tensor, the Levi-Civita connection, and the Laplace-
Beltrami operator of the metric gy, respectively. Here, for simplicity, we let ug be a constant in
[0,1), but most part of the results can be easily adapted to the case where ug is a smooth function
defined on the boundary of M and tacking values in [0,1). We notice that the first two equations
in (1.1) are assumed to be satisfied in the whole M in the sense that they hold in M \ M in the
classical sense and if we take the limits of both the left hand side and the right hand side, they
coincide at the boundary. In the rest of the paper the metric gy and the function u will be referred
to as static metric and static potential, respectively, whereas the triple (M, g, u) will be called a
static solution. A classical computation shows that if (M, go, u) satisfies (1.1), then the Lorentzian
metric v = —u? dt ® dt + go satisfies the vacuum FEinstein equations

Ric, =0 in Rx (M\AM).

To complete the picture, we observe that, as a consequence of the system (1.1), the scalar curvature
R of gg is identically equal to zero. Moreover, in the special case where ug = 0, one has that the
boundary dM is a totally geodesics hypersurface embedded in M, and the function [Du| is constant
on each connected component of M. It is also worth noticing that, since u is a non constant
harmonic function in M and the boundary OM is assumed to be regular, the Hopf Lemma implies
that |Du| > 0 on OM. To further specify our assumptions, we recall the following definition
from [7].
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Definition 1 (Asymptotically Flat Static Solutions). A solution (M, go,u) to (1.1) is said to
be asymptotically flat with one end if there exists a compact set K C M and a diffeomorphism
r=(x',..,2") : M\ K — R"\ B such that the metric go and the static potential u satisfy the
following asymptotic expansions.

(i) In the coordinates induced by the diffeomorphism x the metric gy can be expressed in M\ K
as

go = 91(1(2 dz®® dz”,
and the components satisfy the decay conditions

0 . 2-n
gt(xﬁ) - 50{5 + 7ag with Nap = 02("T‘ 2 ) » @S ’x‘ — 100, (12)

for every o, 5 € {1,....,n}.
(ii) In the same coordinates, the static potential u can be written as

uw = 1-—mz]* " +w, with w = oy(|z]*™), as|z| = +o0, (1.3)

for some real number m € R.

Here and thoughout the paper, we agree that for f € €°(M), T € R and k € N it holds

f=olal™) = Y o] = o(1),  asa] = +oo,
|J|<k

where the J’s are multi-indexes.

To proceed, we consider an asymptotically flat static solution (M, g, u) and we observe that
since the function « is harmonic and satisfies

u=ugp € [0,1) on oM and u(z) > 1 asz — oo,

it follows from the Strong Maximum Principle that ug < v < 1 in M \ OM. In particular, the
coefficient m that appears in the expansion (1.3) must be positive. It is a nontrivial consequence
of (1.1) (see for instance [7] and [18]) that such coefficient m coincides with the ADM mass of the
manifold (M, go).

By far, the most important solution to system (1.1) obeying the conditions of Definition 1 is the
so called Schwarzschild solution. To describe it, we consider, for a fixed m > 0, the manifold with
boundary M given by the exterior domain R™\ {|z| < (2m)"(»=2)} in the flat Euclidean space, so
that OM = {|z| = (2m)Y/ (=2}, The static metric gy and the static potential u corresponding to
the Schwarzschild solution are then given by

dlz| ® d|z|

go = + |z]|? ggn—1 and u=1/1—=2m|x|>", (1.4)

(1 =2m [af*~m)

respectively. The parameter m > 0 is the ADM mass of the Schwarzschild solution. In dimension
n = 3, it is known by the work of Israel [16], Robinson [19], and Bunting and Masood-Ul-Alam [7]
that if one imposes the further condition u = 0 at M, then (1.4) is the only static solution which
is asymptotically flat with ADM mass equal to m > 0. This is the content of the so called Black
Hole Uniqueness Theorem (see [11, 14, 20] for a comprehensive description of the subject).

In Subsection 2.2, we will discuss some consequence of our analysis in the special case where
the static potential satisfies null Dirichlet boundary conditions at M. In particular, when the
boundary of M is connected, or more in general when it is contained in a level set of |Dul|, we will
recover the 3-dimensional Black Hole Uniqueness Theorem (see Theorem 2.9 below). Also, we will
discuss some geometric conditions under which the same statement holds true in every dimension
(see Theorem 2.10 below).
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1.2. Statements of the main results. To introduce the main results, we start by the simple
observation that, given a static solution (M, gg, u) to problem (1.1), the function Uy : [ug,1) — R
defined by

t — Ui(t) = /\Du\ do

{u=t}
is constant, as it can be easily checked using the equation Au = 0 and the Divergence Theorem.
When ug = 0, such constant coincides with the capacity of the hypersurface M inside (M, go),
which, according to [6], is defined as

Cap(OM, go) = inf {/ Dw|?dp ‘ w € Lip;,. (M), w=0on M, w — 1 as |z| — +oo},
M

up to a multiplicative constant. On the other hand, using the asymptotic expansions (1.2) and (1.3)
of go and u, the constant value of U; can be computed in terms of the ADM mass m > 0 of the
static solution as

Ur(t) = |IDul|pr (qu=ry) = m(n—2) 8", t € [uo, 1), (1.5)

where [S"~!| denotes the hypersurface area of the unit sphere sitting inside R". Having this in
mind, we introduce, for p > 0 and for a given constant Dirichlet boundary condition ug € [0, 1),
the functions Up, : [ug,1) — R, defined as

(p=1)(n=1)

2m ) (n—2)
1—1¢2

IDul? do. (1.6)

{u=t}
Formally, these functions can be thought of as renormalized p—capacities. In particular, we have
that ¢ — Up(t) is a renormalized hypersurface area functional for the level sets of u, whereas
t — Uy (t) is always constant, as already observed. In analogy with (1.5), one can use the asymptotic
expansions of gy and u to deduce that
lim U,(t) = mP(n—2)? Skl W (1.7)

t—1—

t— Up(t) = (

Before proceeding, it is worth noticing that the functions ¢ +— Up(t) are well defined, since the
integrands are globally bounded and the level sets of u have finite hypersurface area. In fact, since
u is harmonic, the level sets of u have locally finite 7"~ '-measure (see [13] and [17]). Moreover, by
the properness of u, they are compact and thus their hypersurface area is finite. Another important
observation comes from the fact that, using the explicit formulae (1.4), one easily realizes that the
quantities

n—1

n— 1 — u? 27:1
)" IDul(2) and [0,1) 3 ¢ — Ti(t) :/ (o) e (1)
m

{u=t}

are constant on a Schwarzschild solution. In the following, via a conformal reformulation of prob-
lem (1.1), we will be able to give a more geometric interpretation of this fact (see Subsections 1.3
and 3.1). On the other hand, we notice that the function ¢ — Up(t) can be rewritten in terms of
the above quantities as

P
1—
| (45

2m
1 —wu?

Maxn—><

n—1

2m n—2
Up(t) = / [(1—u2)
{u=t}
Hence, thanks to (1.8), we have that for every p > 0 the function ¢ — U,(t) is constant on a
Schwarzschild solution. Our main result illustrates how the functions ¢ — Up(t) can be used
to detect the rotational symmetry of the static solution (M, gp,u). In fact, for p > 3, they

are nonincreasing and the monotonicity is strict unless (M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild
solution.

2. n—1

)m do. (1.9)

2m
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Theorem 1.1 (Monotonicity-Rigidity Theorem). Let (M, go,u) be an asymptotically flat solution
to problem (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1, with 0 < uy < 1 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. For
every p > 1 we let Uy : [ug, 1) — R be the function defined in (1.6). Then, the following properties
hold true.
(i) For every p > 1, the function U, is continuous.
(ii) For every p > 3, the function U, is differentiable and the derivative satisfies, for every
le [u07 1)}

(p=1(n=1)

G0 = -1 (25) 7 [ n-2(225) 1P 4 <00 a0

1 —¢2 1 —wu?
fu=t)

where H is the mean curvature of the level set {u = t}. Moreover, if there exists t €
[ug, 1) N (0,1) such that U)(t) = 0 for some p > 3, then the static solution (M, go,u) is
isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

(iii) Suppose thatu =0 at OM. Then Uy(0) = limy_,o+ U, (t) = 0, for everyp > 3. In particular,
setting U}/ (0) = limy_,o+ U)(t)/t, we have that for every p > 3, it holds

U (0) = _(7%1> (2m) T <33(2>1)/|D = [RaM 4( ) |Du|2] do <0, (111)

where ROM s the scalar curvature of the metric goyr induced by go on OM. Moreover, if

UI’)’(O) = 0 for some p > 3, then the static solution (M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild
solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

Remark 1. Notice that formula (1.10) is well-posed also in the case where {u = t} is not a
reqular level set of u. In fact, since u is harmonic and proper, one has from [13] and [17] that
the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the level sets of u is finite. Moreover, by the results
in [12] and [9], the Hausdorff dimension of its critical set is bounded above by (n—2). In particular,
the unit normal vector field to the level set is well defined ™ ' -almost everywhere and so does
the mean curvature H. In turn, the integrand in (1.10) is well defined ™ '-almost everywhere.
Finally, we observe that where |Du| # 0 it holds

DuP'H = —|DufP~*D?*u(Du,Du) = —u|Du|’~*Ric(Du,Du).

Since |Ric| is uniformly bounded on M, this shows that the integrand in (1.10) is essentially bounded
and thus summable on every level set of u, provided p > 2. To conclude, we notice that also the
hypersurface area element do is a priori well defined only on the reqular portion of the level set.
However, by the above arguments one can deduce that the density that relates do to the everywhere
defined volume element d. "~ is well defined and bounded " '-almost everywhere on every
level set of u. Hence, the integral in (1.10) is well defined.

Remark 2. Notice that under the hypothesis of the above theorem, formula (1.10) implies that the
only possible minimal level set is the one where u vanishes, if present.

Before discussing the consequences of the above theorem (see Section 2) and giving some com-
ments about the strategy of the proof, let us present a slight refinement of the main result, which
holds on the end of M. To this aim, observe that the asymptotic behavior of the static potential u
forces the gradient Du to be nonzero outside of a fixed compact region. In particular, there exists
a real number Wy € [ug, 1) such that |Du| > 0 in the region {ug < u < 1}. As it will be clear from
the proof of Theorem 1.1, this implies that the function ¢ — U)(t) is continuous and differentiable
in (ug, 1) for every p > 0. Moreover, exploiting a refined version of the Kato inequality for har-
monic functions, we deduce the same Monotonicity-Rigidity statement as in points (ii) and (iii) of
Theorem 1.1 for a larger range of p’s. This is the content of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, go,u) be an asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1 with 0 < ug < 1 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Let ug € [ug, 1) be such that |Du| > 0
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in the region {tp < u < 1} and let Uy : [ug,1) — R be the function defined in (1.6). Then, the
following properties hold true.

(i) For p >0, the function U, is continuous and differentiable in (o, 1).

(ii) For p > 2 —1/(n — 1), we have that Uy(t) < 0 for every t € (uo,1). Moreover, if there
exists t € (T, 1) such that U)(t) = 0 for some p > 2 —1/(n — 1), then the static solution
(M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

1.3. Strategy of the proof. To describe the strategy of the proof, we focus our attention on
the rigidity statement (see Theorem 1.1-(iii)) and for simplicity, we let p = 3. At the same time,
we provide an heuristic for the the monotonicity statement. The method employed is based on
the conformal splitting technique introduced by the authors in [1], which consists of two main
steps. The first step is the construction of the so called cylindrical ansatz and amounts to find an
appropriate conformal deformation g of the static metric gy in terms of the static potential u. In
the case under consideration, the natural deformation is given by

oy 2
g e (1_u )7L72go.
In fact, when (M, go,u) is the Schwarzschild solution, the metric g obtained through the above
formula is immediately seen to be the cylindrical one. In general, the cylindrical ansatz leads to
a conformal reformulation of problem (1.1) in which the conformally related metric g obeys the
quasi-Einstein type equation
dep@dp  |IVel2

Ric, — coth(¢)VZp + 5 — a9 in M,

where V is the Levi-Civita connection of g and the function ¢ = log [(1 + u)/(1 — )] is harmonic
with respect to the Laplace-Beltrami operator of the metric g, namely

Agp =0, in M.

Before proceeding, it is worth pointing out that taking the trace of the quasi-Einstein type equation
gives
R, Vel
n—1 n-—2
where R, is the scalar curvature of the conformal metric g. On the other hand, it is easy to see
that |V<p|§ is proportional to the first term in (1.8). In fact, if (M, go) is a Schwarzschild solution,
then (M, g) is a round cylinder with constant scalar curvature. Furthermore, the second term
appearing in (1.8) is (proportional to) the hypersurface area of the level sets of ¢ computed with
respect to the metric induced on them by ¢g. Again, in the cylindrical situation such a function is
expected to be constant.

The second step of our strategy consists in proving via a splitting principle that the metric g
has indeed a product structure, provided the hypotheses of the Rigidity statement are satisfied.
More precisely, we use the above conformal reformulation of the original system combined with
the Bochner identity to deduce the equation

Ag|Vel; = (VIVel;| Viog (sinh(p))) = 2\v2¢|§.

Observing that the drifted Laplacian appearing on the left hand side is formally self-adjoint with
respect to the weighted measure (1/sinh(y))du,, we integrate by parts and we obtain, for every
s> o =log[(1+4 ug)/(1 —up)], the integral identity

I

Ve2H v
VeliHy -/ Vi, o,
sinh(s) sinh(yp)

{e=s} {¢>s}

where Hy is the mean curvature of the level set {¢ = s} inside the ambient (M, g) (notice that the
same considerations as in Remark 1 apply here). We then observe that, up to a negative function of
s, the left hand side coincides with U} (see formulae (3.21) and (3.23)), whereas the right hand side
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is always nonnegative. This implies the Monotonicity statement. Also, under the hypotheses of
the Rigidity statement, the left hand side of the above identity vanishes and thus the Hessian of ¢
must be zero in an open region of M. In turn, by analyticity, it vanishes everywhere. On the other
hand, the asymptotic behavior of u implies that ¢ — +o0o along the end of M. In particular, Vo
is a nontrivial parallel vector field. Hence, it provides a natural splitting direction for the metric
g. Finally, using the fact that go is asymptotically flat, it is easy to realize that the asymptotics of
g are the ones of a round cylinder, so that the product structure forces the Riemannian manifold
(M, g) to be isometric to a round cylinder.

1.4. Summary. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe the geometric con-
sequences of Theorem 1.1, obtaining several sharp inequalities for which the equality is satisfied
if and only if the solution to system (1.1) is rotationally symmetric. We distinguish the conse-
quences of Theorem 1.1-(ii) on the geometry of a generic level set of u (see Subsection 2.1), from
the consequences of Theorem 1.1-(iii) on the geometry of the boundary of M under null Dirichlet
boundary conditions for u (see Subsection 2.2). The results in these two subsections have a pre-
cise correspondence to each other so that, for example, Theorem 2.1 corresponds to Theorem 2.5,
Corollary 2.3 corresponds to Corollary 2.7, Theorem 2.4 corresponds to Theorem 2.8 and so on. As
it is evident from the statements of these theorems and corollaries, the role of the ratio H/(n — 1)
in Subsection 2.1 is played in Subsection 2.2 by the square route of the ratio R%M /(n — 1)(n — 2),
where R?M is the scalar curvature of the metric glom induced by go on the boundary. To illustrate
this phenomenon, we observe that, in the framework of overdetermined elliptic boundary value
problems, Corollary 2.2 states that if the condition

u 2[Duf  H
1 —u? n—2  n-—1

is satisfied on some level set of u, then the solution (M, gg,u) to system (1.1) must be rotationally
symmetric. In the case where ug = 0, since the boundary of M is totally geodesic, the above
condition is always satisfied at M and thus does not imply in general any rigidity of the solution.
The relevant overdetermining condition in this case is the one given in Corollary 2.6, namely

< i’]}uz’ >2 " (n- 1P){(iM— 2)

In Subsection 2.2, assuming the connectedness of 9M we deduce a n-dimensional version of the
Riemannian Penrose Inequality for static solutions (see Theorem 2.8-(iii)) as well as the classical 3-
dimensional Black Hole Uniqueness Theorem (see Theorem 2.9). We finally discuss in Theorem 2.10
a geometric condition under which the uniqueness statement holds in every dimension n > 4. For
n > 4, we also derive Willmore-type inequalities for the level sets of u in Subsection 2.3.

In Section 3, we reformulate problem (1.1) in terms of an asymptotically cylindrical quasi-
Einstein type metric g and a g-harmonic function ¢ satisfying system (3.13) (cylindrical ansatz),
according to the strategy described in Subsection 1.3. In this context, Theorem 1.1 and The-
orem 1.2 are respectively equivalent to Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 in Subsection 3.3 below.
These latter statements will be proven in Section 5 with the help of the integral identities obtained
in Section 4.

1.5. Further directions. Extending the ideas presented in [1], one can develop a theory analogous
to the one described in this paper in the case of classical potential theory, where problem (1.1) is
replaced by
Au=0 in R"\Q,
u=1 on 09,
u(x) =0 as |z| = oo,

and ) is a bounded domain with regular boundary. For the sake of clearness, we decided to
present these results in a separated paper. Another direction of research is to investigate possible
applications of these ideas to the study of photon spheres in asymptotically flat static vacuum
spacetimes, in the spirit of [8].
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2. CONSEQUENCES OF THE MONOTONICITY-RIGIDITY THEOREM.

In this section we discuss some consequences of Theorem 1.1, distinguishing the general case
(see Subsection 2.1) from the case where u = 0 at M (see Subsection 2.2). It is worth noticing
that, thanks to Theorem 1.2, analogous corollaries hold on the end of M for a larger range of p’s.
However, for the sake of simplicity, we only describe the consequences of the Monotonicity-Rigidity
Theorem 1.1.

2.1. Characterizations of the rotationally symmetric solutions. Since, as already observed,
the functions t + U,(t) defined in (1.6) are constant on a Schwarzschild solution, we obtain, as an
immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1 and formula (1.10), the following characterizations of the
rotationally symmetric solutions to system (1.1).

Theorem 2.1. Let (M, go,u) be an asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1 with 0 < ug < 1 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Then, for every p > 3 and every
t € [ug,1), the inequality

L 2|Duf? L H
< Dy~ —— 2.1
1_t2/n_2da_/|u| do (2.1)

n—1
{u=t} {u=t}

holds true, where H is the mean curvature of the level set {u = t}. Moreover, the equality is fulfilled
for some p >3 and some t € [up, 1) N (0,1) if and only if the static solution (M, go,w) is isometric
to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

To give an interpretation of Theorem 1.1 in the framework of overdetermined boundary value
problems, we observe that the equality is achieved in (1.10) as soon as the term in square brackets
vanishes 7"~ -almost everywhere on some level set of u. This easily implies the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Let (M, go,u) be an asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1 with 0 < ug <1 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Assume in addition that the identity
u 2[Duf  H
(1 - u2>
holds 7™~ -almost everywhere on some level set {u = t}, with t € [ug,1)N(0,1). Then, the static
solution (M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

= 2.2
n—2 n—1 (2.2)

In other words, assumption (2.2) in the previous corollary can be seen as a condition that
makes system (1.1) overdetermined and forces the solution to be rotationally symmetric. Observe
that (2.2) is always satisfied on a Schwarzschild solution and thus it is also a necessary condition
for (M, go,u) being rotationally symmetric.

To illustrate other implications of Theorem 2.1, let us observe that, applying Holder inequality
to the right hand side of (2.1) with conjugate exponents p/(p — 1) and p, one gets

(r—1)/p 1/p
/yDuyp—lﬂda < ( /\Du\l’da) < /yH\PdU) .

{u=t} {u=t} {u=t}
This implies on every level set of u the following sharp LP-bound for the gradient of the static
potential in terms of the LP-norm of the mean curvature of the level set.

Corollary 2.3. Let (M, gg,u) be an asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1 with 0 < ug < 1 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Then, for every p > 3 and every
t € [ug, 1) the inequality

2Du
n—2

H
n—1

< , (2.3)
L ({u=t}) Lr({u=t})

holds true, where H is the mean curvature of the level set {u = t}. Moreover, the equality is fulfilled
for some p > 3 and some t € [ug,1) N (0,1) if and only if the static solution (M, go,u) is isometric
to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

1—t2
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It is worth pointing out that the right hand side in (2.3) may possibly be unbounded. However,
for regular level sets of the static potential the LP-norm of the mean curvature is well defined and
finite (see Remark 1). We also observe that letting p — +o00, we deduce, under the same hypothesis
of Corollary 2.3, the following L*°-bound

2Du
n—2

H
n—1

< : (2.4)
L ({u=t}) L ({u=t})

for every t € [up,1). Unfortunately, in this case we do not know whether the rigidity statement
holds true or not. However, the equality is satisfied on a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass
equal to m > 0 and this makes the inequality sharp.

We are now in the position to deduce sharp upper and lower bounds for the ADM mass m > 0
of a static solution (M, gy, w). This will be done combining inequality (2.3) in Corollary 2.3 with
the simple observation that for every ¢ € [ug, 1) and every p > 3 it holds

1 —¢2

Up(t) = mP(n—2)7|S"7, (2.5)

where the latter estimate follows immediately from (1.7) and Theorem 1.1-(ii). To state the result,
it is convenient to set, for every f € LP({u = t}),

1/p
1
||f||Lg({u:t}) = [7|{U=t}| /Iflpdo*] , (2.6)
{u=t}

where |[{u = t}| denotes the 7"~ !-measure of the level set {u = t}.

Theorem 2.4. Let (M, go,u) be an asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1 with 0 < wug < 1 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Then the following statements hold
true.

(i) For every p > 3 and every t € [ug, 1) the inequalities

n—2
12 Hu =t} \nt 12
— K t _ < <

H

n—1

Ru =t}
LS({u:t})< |Sn=1| ) (2.7)

hold true, where |{u = t}| is the " ' -measure of the level set of u and

[IDuf| 1 (fu=r)

p(n—2)
-1 (n—1)
K(n,p,t) = ]

[IDull 2 (fu=r)

Moreover, the equality holds in either the first or in the second inequality, for some t €
[ug, 1) N (0,1) and some p > 3, if and only if the static solution (M, go,u) is isometric to
a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

(ii) Assume that for some t € [ug,1) N (0,1) and some p > 3 the mean curvature H of the level
set {u =t} satisfies the bound

H
n—1

< t K(n,p,t) <7|Sn_l| )ﬁ (2.8)
LP({u=t})) T\ {u =t ' ’

Then the static solution (M, gy, w) is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass
equal to m > 0.

Remark 3. The first inequality in (2.7) should be compared with the classical Riemannian Penrose
Inequality, as described in Theorem 2.8 below. In particular, the rigidity statement continues to
hold for this inequality also when the equality is achieved on the level set {u = 0}, if present.
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Proof. To obtain the first inequality in (2.7) it is sufficient to use (1.5) to rewrite the right hand
side of (2.5) as HDuH’zl({u:t})]S”_l\l_p. This leads to

1
2m \e=3 [ |SPTY
IDul|zs(u=ty) < [(ﬁ) <|{U ] ||Du||Lp({u —1}) (2.9)

and, after some algebra, to the desired inequality. In this case, the rigidity statement follows
from the fact that as soon as the equality is achieved in (2.5), Theorem 1.1 implies the rotational
symmetry of the solution. To obtain the second inequality in (2.7), we observe that, by Jensen
Inequality one has that

p—1
[ 1Dulde < [u =t} IDullsumsy
{u=t}
Using (1.5), this can be rewritten as

2Du

m < —
- n—2

2

=y
Li(fu=tn\ ST

The desired inequality with the corresponding rigidity statement is now a straightforward conse-
quence of Corollary 2.3. Finally, we observe that statement (ii) follows immediately from statement
(i), since inequality (2.8) implies that the equality is fulfilled in (2.7). O

2.2. Further consequences under null Dirichlet boundary conditions. We pass now to
describe some consequences of Theorem 1.1 in the case where the static potential satisfies null
Dirichlet boundary condition at M. In this case, one has that the boundary of M is a totally
geodesic hypersurface inside (M, gg) and |Du| is constant on every connected component of 9M. In
particular, also the mean curvature H vanishes at 9M. Hence, formula (1.10) implies that U, (0) =
0. To illustrate the relevant condition for the rigidity statement in this case (see Theorem 1.1-(iii)),

it is convenient to set ¥ = Du/|Du| and use the identity |Du|H = — u Ric(v, v) to rewrite (1.10) as
om \Eoa n—1y\ |Dul?
/ - (n—2) 2
Ult) = (p—1) ¢ (1_t2> /yDuyp |:RIC(V u)+2(n_2) 1_u2]da < 0.
{u=t}

In particular, for every p > 3, one has that
U’ (t 1)(n—1)

U’(0) = lim p(0) =(p-1) (Zm)p (=2 /|Du|p 2 | Ric(v, 1/)+2< > Du? [do < 0.

P t—0+ 1

As it will be clear from the forthcoming analysis (see in particular Theorem 3.2 and the subsequent
Remerk 7), a sufficient condition for the rigidity statement is that the equality is achieved in the
above formula, for some p > 3.

Remark 4. To provide a geometric interpretation of the condition UI’)’(O) = 0, we recall from
Subsection 1.3 that the rigidity case in Theorem 1.1-(iii) corresponds to a Riemannian split-
ting in the conformal reformulation of the problem in terms of g = (1 — uz)z/(”_2) and p =
log [(14+u)/(1 —u)]. Moreover, the splitting direction will be given by V. Hence, a necessary
condition for the splitting is that Ricg(vy,vy) = 0 on M, where vy = V/|Vpl|s. On the other
hand, the condition UI/,’ (0) =0 can be expressed in terms of the conformally related quantities as

/|V<p|§_2 Ricy(vg,v4)doy; = 0.
oM

In other words, the rigidity statement in Theorem 1.1-(iii) says that if the normal component of
Ricy vanishes in average on OM , then it vanishes everywhere and (M, g) splits a line.
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To rephrase the above discussion in a more intrinsic way, we observe that since M is totally
geodesic and the scalar curvature R of (M, gp,u) is identically zero, the Gauss equation gives
2 Ric(v,v) = —RM | where R?M is the scalar curvature of the metric ggys induced by go on the
boundary of M. This leads to the following theorem, which is the analog of Theorem 2.1 under
null Dirichlet boundary conditions.

Theorem 2.5. Let (M, go,u) be an asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1 with ug =0 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Then, for every p > 3, it holds

n—1
p < p—2 POM .
4(n_2> /yDuy do < /\Du\ ROM o, (2.10)
oM oM

where RO denotes the scalar curvature of the metric induced by go on OM. Moreover, the equality
holds for some p > 3 if and only if (M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM
mass equal to m > 0. In particular, the boundary of M has only one connected component and it
is isometric to a (n — 1)-dimensional sphere.

In the framework of overdetermined boundary value problems, we have the following corollary,
which should be compared with Corollary 2.2.

Corollary 2.6. Let (M, gg,u) be an asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1 with ug =0 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Assume in addition that the identity

2 oM
2 |Du| _ R (2.11)
n—2 (n—1)(n—2)
holds 7™ ‘-almost everywhere on OM. Then, the static solution (M, gg,u) is isometric to a

Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0. In particular, the boundary of M has only
one connected component and it is isometric to a (n — 1)-dimensional sphere.

To illustrate some other consequences of Theorem 2.5, we apply Holder inequality to the right
hand side of (2.10) with conjugate exponents p/(p — 2) and p/2, obtaining

(r—2)/p 2/p
/|Du|p_2RaMd0 < </|Du|pda> (/‘RaMVD/z da) .
oM oM oM

This immediately implies the following corollary, which is the counterpart of Corollary 2.3.

Corollary 2.7. Let (M, go,u) be an asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1 with ug =0 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Then, for every p > 3, the inequality

ROM
(n—1)(n—2)

2Du
n—2

(2.12)

Lr(8M)

LP/2(OM)

holds true, where RO denotes the scalar curvature of the metric induced by go on OM. Moreover,
the equality holds for some p > 3 if and only if (M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution
with ADM mass equal to m > 0. In particular, the boundary of M has only one connected
component and it is isometric to a (n — 1)-dimensional sphere.

Letting p — 400 in formula (2.12), we obtain, under the hypotheses of the above corollary, the
L°°-bound

ROM
(n—1)(n—2)

2Du
n—2

. (2.13)
Lo (8M)

L= (M) ‘

Theorem 2.5 gives interesting corollaries when dM is contained in a level set of |Du| or, more
geometrically, when OM is connected. In fact, using Corollary 2.7 in place of Corollary 2.3, we
arrive at the following analog of Theorem 2.4.
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Theorem 2.8. Let (M, go,u) be an asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 1 with ug = 0 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Then, the following statements hold

true.

(i)

(iii)

ROM
(n—1)(n—2)

For every p > 3, the inequalities
M
[0M] > (2.14)

n—2
1 OM| \a=1 |
- K 0 < < =

hold true, where |OM| denotes the " '-measure of OM and, according to Theorem 2.
we set

IDul| 6D
Wl|7r1 p—in—
K(n.p,0) = 7%“””)]

||DU||L3(8M)
Moreover, the equality is fulfilled in either the first or in the second inequality, for some

p > 3, if and only if the static solution (M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution
with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

Assume that for some p > 3 the scalar curvature RO of the boundary satisfies the bound

RaM
[

S\
< K(n,p,0) (,aM,) , (2.15)

LE?(aM)

where RS" ' = (n—1)(n—2) denotes the scalar curvature of the standard (n—1)-dimensional
sphere, then the static solution (M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM
mass equal to m > 0.

Suppose that OM is connected or, more in general, that OM is contained in a level set of

|Dul|. Then, the inequalities
n—2 n—2 n—3
n—1 n—1 T hn—1 RaM d
2 \[s*1 2 \[S"1] [Sn=1 (n—1)(n —2)[S"|
hold true. Moreover, the equality holds in either the first or in the second inequality in the

above formula, for some p > 3, if and only if the static solution (M, go,u) is isometric to
a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

R@M

Under the same assumptions as in (iii), if the scalar curvature of the boundary satisfies
ROM

the bound )
Sn—l o1
RET| S <‘\8M\’> ’ 247

then (M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

Remark 5. The first inequality in (2.16) is the well known Riemannian Penrose Inequality, which
is known to hold up to dimension n =7 on asymptotically flat manifolds with nonnegative scalar
curvature and compact minimal boundary. For a comprehensive discussion about the general Rie-
mannian Penrose Inequality and its generalizations up to dimension n = 7 we refer the reader
to [15, 4, 5] and the references therein.

Proof. To prove (i) it is sufficient to mimic the proof of Theorem 2.4, working on OM = {u = 0} and
using Corollary 2.7 in place of Corollary 2.3. Statement (ii) follows immediately from statement (i),
since inequality (2.15) implies that the equality is satisfied in (2.14). To obtain the first inequality
in (iii), we observe that when 0M is included in a level set of |Dul, say {|Du| = ¢}, the constant
K (n,p,0) in the first inequality of (2.14) is identically equal to 1. To obtain the second inequality

in (iii),

it is sufficient to observe that, by Theorem 2.5 one has

4<Z:;>|8M|62 < /RBM do,

oM
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On the other hand, the left hand side of the above formula can be rewritten with the help of (1.5)

as -
(2m)2 <‘§9M\’> (n—1)(n— 2)]8"_1\ )

The second inequality in (2.16) is now a consequence of simple algebraic manipulations, whereas
the rigidity statement follows easily from Theorem 2.5. Finally, we observe that (iv) follows
immediately from (ii), noticing that condition (2.17) implies that the term under square root
in (2.16) is less than or equal to 1. O

To describe some immediate consequences of the above theorem, we observe that, in dimension
n = 3 and when OM is connected, the Gauss-Bonnet Formula gives

/RaMda = 4m x(0M) < 8r,
oM

where x(0M) is the Euler characteristic of M. In particular, the term under square root in (2.16)
is always bounded above by 1. Hence the equality holds in (2.16) and we can recover the classical
3-dimensional Black Hole Uniqueness Theorem.

Theorem 2.9 (Black Hole Uniqueness Theorem). Let (M, go,u) be a 3-dimensional asymptotically
flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1 with ug = 0 and ADM mass equal to
m > 0. Moreover, suppose that OM is connected. Then, (M, gy, u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild
solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

Coming back to formula (2.16), it is important to notice that the term under the square root
is scaling invariant. In fact, it can be rewritten in terms of the (n — 1)-dimensional renormalized
Einstein-Hilbert functional. We recall that for a compact (n — 1)-dimensional manifold X, this
functional is defined as

n—3
g 62400 = 120, [ Ry doy. (218)
)
where ||, represents the (n — 1)-dimensional volume of ¥ computed with respect to the metric
g, whereas do, and R, are respectively the volume element and the scalar curvature of g. The
minimizers of the renormalized Einstein-Hilbert functional over a given conformal class are constant
scalar curvature metrics called Yamabe metrics. It follows from the celebrated works of Aubin and

Schoen on the resolution of the Yamabe problem that for every compact (n — 1)-dimensional
manifold X, with n > 4, it holds

sup {cg"f_l(g) | g is a Yamabe metric on ¥} < Ejil(ggnfl) .

In this setting, formula (2.16) can be rephrased as

n—2 n—2
1 M| \n—1 1 M| \n=1 LOM
(< (10 [ 6240 .19)
2 \ S 1] 2\ [S 1 Ensy (ggn-1)

This gives the following theorem, which shows how the rotational symmetry of the static solu-
tion (M, go,u) can be detected from the knowledge of the intrinsic geometry of the boundary, in
dimension n > 4.

Theorem 2.10. For every n > 4, let (M, go,u) be a n-dimensional asymptotically flat solution to
problem (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1 with ug =0 and ADM mass equal to m > 0. Moreover,
suppose that OM is connected. Then, we have

n—1
&L (gsn-1) < EM(gomr) (2.20)

where ggny is the metric induced by gy on OM. Moreover, the equality holds if and only if (M, go,u)
is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0. In particular, if gopr s
a Yamabe metric, then (M, go,u) is rotationally symmetric.
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2.3. Willmore-type inequalities. It is well known that the mean curvature of a smooth closed
hypersurfaces ¥ embedded in the flat n-dimensional Euclidean space satisfies the Willmore in-
equality

H

n—1

|Sn—l|ﬁ <

I

Lnfl(z)

where H is the mean curvature of X. Moreover, the equality holds if and only if ¥ is isometric to
a round sphere. As a consequence of our analysis, we are able to prove analogous inequalities for
the level sets of u in the setting of problem (1.1), provided n > 4.

Theorem 2.11 (Willmore-type Inequalities). For every n > 4, let (M, go,u) be a n-dimensional
asymptotically flat solution to problem (1.1) in the sense of Definition 1 with 0 < ug < 1 and ADM
mass equal to m > 0. Then, the following statements hold true.

(i) For everyt € [up,1) N (0,1), the inequality
1 H

Sl <
~ t|In—-1

(2.21)

L= ({u=t})

holds true. Moreover, the equality is fulfilled for some t € [ug,1) N (0,1) if and only if
the level set {u = t} is isometric to a round sphere and the static solution (M, go,u) is
isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM mass equal to m > 0.

(ii) Assume that ug = 0. Then, the inequality

ROM

(n—1)(n—2) (2.22)

—1

1=
’STL ‘nfl S
Lz (OM)

holds true. Moreover, the equality is fulfilled if and only if OM is isometric to a round
sphere and the static solution (M, go,u) is isometric to a Schwarzschild solution with ADM
mass equal to m > 0.

Proof. To prove the inequality in (i), we observe that combing formula (2.9) with identity (1.5)
and inequality (2.3) in Corollary 2.3, one gets
(p—1) (n—1) —1

1
( |Sn—1| >p - i( 2m >%(”2)1) - 1( 2m ) P (n—2)
|{'LL = t}| - 2m \1— t2 Lg({u:t}) — 1-— t2

for every p > 3. If n > 4, we can then choose p =n — 1 in the above formula, obtaining

< "] >— !
{u =t}| ot L2 ({u=t})

Simplifying the above expression, we arrive at the desired inequality (2.21). The rigidity statement
in the equality case is now an easy consequence of Corollary 2.3.
To prove the inequality in (ii) we observe that, combining formula (2.9) with identity (1.5) and

letting t = 0, one gets
1
ISP\ P (=1 (n=1)
< (2m p(n—2)
()" < e
for every p > 3. Using (2.12) in Corollary 2.7 and setting p = n — 1, with n > 4, in the above
formula, we obtain
|S"_1| "
<
< |OM]| > - ‘

which is the desired inequality (2.12), up to a simple normalization. The rigidity statement in the
equality case follows at once from Corollary 2.7. O

2Du
n—2

H
n—1

)

LE({u=t})

_H
n—1

2Du
n—2

)

Ly (oM)

ROM
(n—1)(n—2)

n—1 b
Ly? (0M)



14 V. AGOSTINIANI AND L. MAZZIERI

3. A CONFORMALLY EQUIVALENT FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

3.1. A conformal change of metric. The aim of this section is to reformulate system (1.1) in
a conformally equivalent setting. First of all, we notice that if (M, go,u) is an asymptotically flat
static solution in the sense of Definition 1, then one has that 1 — u? > 0 everywhere in M, by the
Strong Maximum Principle. Motivated by the explicit formulae (1.4) of the Schwarzschild solution,
we are led to consider the following conformal change of metric

g=(1—u)n2gy. (3.1)

It is immediately seen that when u and g are as in (1.4) then ¢ is a cylindrical metric. Hence,
we will refer to the conformal change (3.1) as to a cylindrical ansatz. In any case, if (M, go,u) is
asymptotically flat, it is not hard to deduce from the expansions (1.2) and (1.3) that the metric g
is asymptotically cylindrical. In fact, with the notations introduced in Definition 1, we have that
in M \ K the metric g satisfies the expansion

g = (1= gy = (1= (1= mlaf ™ 4+ w) )72 (G + ap) - da® do?
— @m)e22 [(1+ 0a(1)) o] 20as + (1 -+ 03(1)) o] Pap ] - i di?
= (2m)% (1+09(1)) [dlz| @ d|z| + gsn-1] + O - d2®®dz?,  (3.2)

with .5 = 02(|$|_("+2)/2), as |z| — 400. To describe how this fact will be exploited in the proof
of our results, let us first observe that another straightforward implication of the expansions (1.2)
and (1.3) is that there exists 0 < ¢t < 1 such that for every ¢y < ¢ < 1 the level set {u = t} is regular
(meaning that |[Du| > 0 on the level set) and diffeomorphic to a (n — 1)-dimensional sphere. In
particular, the manifold with boundary {u > ¢y} is diffeomeorphic to the cylinder [to, 1) x {u = tg}.

Hence, it is possible to choose in this region a local system of coordinates {u,d?,....,9" "1}, where

{9%,....,9" 1} are local coordinates on {u = to}. In such a system, the metric gy can be written as
du@du ) g1 on-1y g9ic g9

go = W + 9;; (u,9%,..., 9" ) d¥' @ di¥ (3.3)

where the latin indices vary between 1 and n — 1. On the other hand, it is not hard to check that
the expansions (1.2) and (1.3) also imply
Du [ x®

— +01(1) 9 as |z| — oo
|Du| ! Oz’ '

.
This means that the level sets of u tend to coincide with the level sets of |z|, as |x| — +oo or,
equivalently, as u — 1. In light of these remarks, it follows from (3.2) and (3.3) that

gij (s 0%, ") AP0 A = (1—u?)io2 g (0, 9L, 9" Y) - dP DAY — (2m)72 g1, (34)

as u — 1. In particular, as it is natural to expect for an asymptotically cylindrical metric, we have
that the g-hypersurface area functional for the level sets of u is uniformly bounded at infinity,
namely

sup /dag < 400, (3.5)
to<t<l1
{u=t}

where do, denotes the volume element of the metric induced by g on the level sets.

Remark 6. From this preliminary discussion it is clear that in the case where the metric g has
a product structure, with the level sets of u as cross sections, then the coefficients g;;’s in for-
mula (3.4) do not depend on the variable w. This implies in turn that the metric g is everywhere
rotationally symmetric.

Our next task is to reformulate the problem 1.1 in terms of the metric g. To this aim we fix
local coordinates {y“}”_; in M and using standard formulae for conformal changes of metrics, we
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deduce that the Christoffel symbols I'? 3 and Glﬁ, of the metric g and gg respectively, are related
to each other via the identity

2u
- o _
= Cag (n—2)(1 —u?

Comparing the local expressions for the Hessians of a given function w € €2(M) with respect to
the metrics ¢ and gg, namely V?2 apW = 82610 raﬁa w and Daﬁw =02 s W — Gaﬁﬁ w, one gets

2u
(n—2)(1 -
Ayjw = (1 —u?)"n= 2<A

.
L's

(0)
) <5g@5u+5gaau—gaﬁ 970} Oy ) .

Vig — D2Bw + ey (Z?aw dpu + dpw Opu — (Dw | Du) 9,(1(2 >

2u
— (Du| Du>>
We note that in the above expressions as Well as in the following ones, the notations V and
A, represent the Levi-Cita connection and the Laplace-Beltrami operator of the metric g. In
particular, letting w = w and using Au = 0, one has

2u
2 . _ 2 _ 2
Vast = Dggu + n—2)(1 =) (28 udgu — |Dul ga5> (3.6)
2
Agu = — 7“ IDul?. (3.7)
(1 —w?)n=2

To continue, we observe that the Ricci tensor Ric, = R( 9) dyo‘® dy? of the metric g can be expressed

in terms of the Ricci tensor Ric = R( ) dyo‘® dyP of the metric go as

(@) _ 10 2 n — 2 + nu?
Ras = Rag + 1 apth + (n—2> (1 —wu?)?

where we have used the fact that Au = 0. If in addition we plug the equation u Ric = D?u in the
above formula, we obtain

2 |Du|?
Dot Opu + (n—2)1—u2ga5’

1+ u? 2 \n—2+nu? 2\ |Dul?

RO = LT (2 anopu + (2 s
of u(l —u?) apth n—2/ (1—u?)? ol Opt + n—2)1—y2 %8 (38)

To obtain nicer formulze, it is convenient to introduce the new variable

1
¢ = log (1 i_ Z) — u = tanh (%) . (3.9)
As a consequence we have that
2

(%Ccp = m Z?au, (310)

For future convenience, we report the relation between |V<p|§ and |Du|? as well as the one between
[V2|2 and [D?ul?, namely

vl —a 2
- n—1 7
g (1 — u2)2n72
V22 = 4 |D%u|? 16n uwD?u(Du,Du)  16n(n—1) u?|Dul*
Plg = n — 9 3n—2 (n — 2)2 in—1 -
(l—w)2z  n—2 (1_y2)%s n (1 - u?) "

On the other hand, in virtue of the expansions (1.2) and (1.3), it is immediate to deduce that the
quantities

D D?

Dl _ and D]

(1— u2)ns (1—u2)7=
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are uniformly bounded in M. Taking this fact into account, one can easily estimate the above
expressions for [Vi|, and |[V?¢|,, obtaining the bound

S&p(lvwlgﬂv%lg) < t+o0.

This fact will be used in the following discussion in combination with the uniform bound on the g-
hypersurface area functional of the level sets (3.5). For the ease of reference, we summarize these
estimates in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, go,u) be an asymptotically flat static solution to problem (1.1) and let g and
¢ be the metric and the smooth function defined in (3.1) and (3.9), respectively. Then, there exist
0 < sg < +o0 and a positive constant 0 < C' < 400 such that

sup |[Vo|, + sup|V3p|, + sup /dag < C. (3.12)
M M soﬁf )
p=s

Combining expressions (3.6), (3.7), (3.8) together with (3.10) and (3.11), we are now in the
position to reformulate problem (1.1) as

( 2
: dp@dp _ V¢l
— th 2 = g M
Ricy — coth(p)VZp + p— 9 ;
Ay =0 in M,
9% (3.13)
® = o on OM,
| o(x) = 400 as |z| = +oo,

where, according to (3.9), we have set ¢ = log [(1 4+ ug)/(1 — ug)]. Moreover, the solution (M, g, ¢)
is such that (M, g) is asymptotically cylindrical in the sense described at the beginning of this
section and in particular the estimate (3.12) is in force. In other terms, the asymptotically flat
static solution (M, gg,u) corresponds via the conformal change

4
g = (cosh(p/2)) "2go
to an asymptotically cylindrical quasi Einstein type manifold (M, g, ¢) with unbounded g-harmonic
potential function .
To describe the idea that will lead us throughout the analysis of system (3.13), we note that
taking the trace of the first equation one gets
R Vol
o _ Vel (3.14)

n—1 n—2"

where R, is the scalar curvature of the metric g. It is important to observe that in the cylindrical
situation, which is the conformal counterpart of the Schwarzschild solution, Ry has to be constant.
In this case, the above formula implies that also V|4 has to be constant. Plugging this information
into the Bochner formula, it is then immediate to conclude that ¢ has to be an affine function
for the metric g. For these reasons, also in the situation, where we do not know a priori if g is
cylindrical, it is natural to think of V¢ as to a candidate splitting direction and to investigate
under which conditions this is actually the case.

3.2. The geometry of the level sets of . In the forthcoming analysis a crucial role is be
played by the study the geometry of the level sets of ¢, which coincide with the level sets of u, by
definition. Hence, we pass now to describe the second fundamental form and the mean curvature
of the regular level sets of ¢ (or equivalently of «) in both the original Riemannian context (M, go)
and the conformally related one (M, g). To this aim, we fix a regular level set {¢ = so} of ¢
and we note that it must be compact, by the properness of . In particular, there exists a real
number 0 > 0 such that in the tubular neighborhood Us = {sg —J < ¢ < sg+ J} we have
|Vplg > 0 so that Us is foliated by regular level sets of ¢. As a consequence, U; is diffeomorphic to
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(so—0,s0+0) x {¢ = so} and the function ¢ can be regarded as a coordinate in Us. Thus, one can
choose a local system of coordinates {@,9%....,9" 1}, where {9}....,9" "1} are local coordinates on
{¢ = sp}. In such a system, the metric g can be written as

_ dp®dp

= 0P L (0,9 0 A d
v Tl )

where the latin indices vary between 1 and n — 1. A similar expression has been obtained in (3.3)
for the metric go in terms of the local coordinates {u,%....,9"1}. We now fix in Us the go-unit
vector field v = Du/|Du| = Dg/|Dyp| and the g-unit vector field v, = Vu/|Vul, = Vo/|Ve,.
Accordingly, the second fundamental forms of the regular level sets of u or ¢ with respect to
ambient metric gg and the conformally-related ambient metric g are respectively given by

2 2
() _ Viju _ Vij#
9T Wl Vel

p© _ Diu _ Dije
" = Du] _ Dy

and for 4,7=1,...,n—1.

Taking the traces of the above expressions with respect to the induced metrics and using the

fact that u is gg-harmonic and ¢ is g-harmonic, we obtain the following expressions for the mean

curvatures in the two ambients

D2u(Du, Du)
[Duf® 7

_VZp(V, V)

H=—
Vol

H, = (3.15)
Tacking into account expressions (3.10) and (3.11), one can show that the second fundamental

forms are related by

@ _ 12t (1 ) 2u[Dul (o
b = (1-u?)7e [hij (n_2> —— 9| - (3.16)
The analogous formula for the mean curvatures reads
1 n— 1\ 2u|Dul|
H, = (1—u?) n2[H—<n_2) 1_u2]. (3.17)

For the sake of completeness, we also report the reversed formulae for the second fundamental
forms

0 2 1
hgj) = (cosh(QD/Q)) n-2 [hz(-g) + (m) tanh(¢/2) V), gi]}
as well as for the mean curvatures
-2 n—1
H = (cosh(p/2)) 2 [Hg + (—n — 2) tanh(p/2) |V<p|g] .

Concerning the nonregular level sets of ¢, we first observe that by the results in [13] and [17], one
has that the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the level sets of ¢ is locally finite. Hence,
the properness of ¢ forces the level sets to have finite (n—1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. To go
further in the description of the nonregular level sets of ¢, we set Crit(¢) = {z € M |Vp(z) =0}
and observe that if s is a singular value of ¢ and thus the level set {¢p = s¢} is nonregular,
it happens that the nonempty closed set Crit(yp) N {¢ = so} has vanishing (n — 1)-dimensional
Hausdorff measure. In fact, since ¢ is harmonic, one has by [9, Theorem 1.17] that the Minkovsky
dimension — and thus also the Hausdorff dimension — of its critical set Crit(p) = {Ve = 0} is
bounded above by (n — 2). It is worth noticing that the same conclusion about the Hausdorff
dimension of Crit(¢) had been previously obtained in [12]. In particular, the previous formulee
for the second fundamental form and mean curvature also make sense " -almost everywhere
in {¢p = 50}, namely on the relatively open set {p = 5o} \ Crit(¢p).

We conclude this section with some considerations about the geometry of 9M in the case of null
Dirichlet boundary conditions for ¢. We recall that, as ¢ is nonconstant in M and OM is assumed
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to be smooth, the Hopf Lemma implies that V|, > 0 on M. To continue, we observe that from
the first equation in (3.13) and from its traced version (3.14) it is immediate to deduce that

2 Ry
2 12 _ 2 i icy|? !
[VZpl; = tanh”(p) <leCg(v% V) + |Ricg|y — n—1 >

In particular, we have that V2o = 0 on {¢ = 0}. Hence, the boundary of (M, g) is totally geodesic
and |Vy|, is constant on each connected component of M. Notice once again that if (M, g) is a
cylinder and V is the splitting direction, one has
. e R
Ricy(Vp, V) = 0 and [Ricg|, = —
so that the right hand side of the above identity vanishes everywhere and ¢ is an affine function
in (M, g), as expected.

3.3. A conformal version of the Monotonicity-Rigidity Theorem. We conclude this section
by introducing the conformal analog of the functions

(p=1)(n=1)

2m ) (n—2)
1—1¢2

|Dul? do,
{u=1)

introduced in (1.6). To this aim, we let (M, g, ) be an aymptotically cylindrical solution to
problem (3.13) and we define, for p > 0, the functions ®,, : [¢g, +00) — R as

t— Up(t) = (

s — Dy(s) = / [Velf doy . (3.18)

{p=s}
As for the U,’s, we observe that the ®,’s are well defined. This is because |[V¢|, is bounded (see
Lemma 3.1) and, by the results in [13, 17|, the hypersurface area of the level set is finite, due to

the harmonicity and properness of ¢. Before proceeding, it is worth noticing that, when p = 0,
the function

Bofs) = [ day = I = sy
{o=s}
coincides with the hypersurface area functional [{¢ = s}|, for the level sets of ¢ inside the ambient
manifold (M, g). For p = 1, it follows from Agzp = 0 and the Divergence Theorem that the function

By(s) = / V|, dog
{o=s}

is constant. We also observe that the asymptotic cylindrical behavior of g and ¢ implies that

lim ®,(s) = (2m) (n—2)P[S"71, (3.19)

s—+400

n—1—p
n—2

where m is the mass coefficient appearing in expansion (1.3). For future convenience, we observe
that the functions U, and ®, and their derivatives (when defined) are related as follows

(2m) S

Up(t) = ——5—— ®p(log[(L+1)/(1 -1)]), (3.20)
(2 )(p*(:l)jg;l)

Ult) = m%,(log[(l—l—t)/(l—t)]), (3.21)
(p=1)(n=1)

vl = %(t@;,(log[(1+t)/(1—t)])+q>g(1og[(1+t)/(1—t)])). (3.22)

Using the above relationships the Monotonicity-Rigidity Theorem 1.1 can be rephrased in terms
of the functions s — ®,(s) as follows.
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Theorem 3.2 (Monotonicity-Rigidity Theorem — Conformal Version). Let (M, g, ) be an asymp-
totically cylindrical solution to problem (3.13) with 0 < ¢y < +o00. For every p > 1 we let
P, : [¢o,1) — R be the function defined in (3.18). Then, the following properties hold true.
(i) For every p > 1, the function ®, is continuous.
(ii) For every p > 3, the function ®, is differentiable and the derivative satisfies, for every
s € [po, +00),

(s) = —(p— 1)/ IVelP~' Hydo, < 0. (3.23)
{o=s}
where Hy is the mean curvature of the level set {p = s}. Moreover, if ®,(s) = 0, for some
s € [po, +00) and some p > 3, then (M, g, p) is isometric to one half round cylinder with
totally geodesic boundary.
(iii) Suppose that ¢ = 0 at OM. Then ®,(0) = lim,_,g+ ®,(s) = 0, for every p > 3. In
particular, setting ®(0) = lim,_,o+ ®),(s)/s, we have that for every p > 3, it holds

B0) = (- 1) [ [Vily ™ Ricy(vy.,) doy < 0, (3.24)
oM
where vy = Ve[|Vl is the inward pointing unit normal of the boundary OM. Moreover,

if ®3(0) = 0 for some p > 3, then (M, g, ) is isometric one half round cylinder with totally
geodesic boundary.

Remark 7. To see the equivalence of Theorem 1.1-(iii) and Theorem 3.2-(iii) one has to observe
that U, (0) and ®(0) are proportional, by identity (3.22). Moreover, from the computations in
subsection 2.2, it follows that

—1 (p—1)(n—1)
U’ (0) = —(I’T) (2m) -2 /|D =2 [RW 4( ) |Du|2] do.

Combining these facts, it is easy to realize that (1.11) and (3.24), as well as the respective rigidity
statements, are equivalent.

Since it is now clear that Theorem 1.1 is completely equivalent to Theorem 3.2, the rest of the
paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.2. We will also prove at the same time the following
theorem, which is the conformal version of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 3.3. Let (M, g, ) be an asymptotically cylindrical solution to problem (3.13) with 0 <
po < 400. Let By € [po,+00) be such that V|, > 0 in the region {Gy < ¢ < 400} and let
P, : [po,+00) — R be the function defined in (3.18). Then, the following properties hold true.
(i) For p >0, the function ®, is continuous and differentiable in (P, +00).
(ii) Forp>2—1/(n—1), we have that ®,(s) < 0 for every s € (@y, +00). Moreover, if there
exists s € (P, +00) such that ®,(s) = 0 for some p > 2 —1/(n — 1), then (M, g,p) is
1sometric to one half round cylinder.

4. INTEGRAL IDENTITIES

In this section, we derive some integral identities that will be used to analyze the properties of
the functions s — ®,(s) introduced in (3.18). To obtain the first identity, we are going to exploit
the equation A, ¢ = 0 in combination with Lemma 3.1.

Proposition 4.1. Let (M, g,¢) be an aymptotically cylindrical solution to problem (3.13), then,
for every p > 1 and for every s € [pg,+00) N (0, +00), we have

p Vol? 73 ( coth(p) [Volt — (p— 1) V20(Ve,V
/ Vel :/| ol (coth(p) [Velt — (b= 1) V2(Vp, V) R

sinh(s) sinh(yp)
{o=s} {e>s}
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Remark 8. Before proceeding with the proof of the proposition, it is worth pointing out that the
left hand side of (4.1) is well defined also when s is not a regular value of ¢. In fact, since the
function ¢ is harmonic and proper, by the already cited results in [13, 17, 12] and [9] one has that
the (n —1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the level sets of ¢ is finite. Moreover, the Hausdorff
dimension of the critical set Crit(y) of the function ¢ is bounded above by n — 2. In particular,
the density that relates the volume element do, — which is well defined only on the regular portion
of the level set — to the everywhere defined volume element A"~ is well defined and bounded
A almost everywhere on {¢ = s}. Hence, the integral make sense.

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, we drop the subscript g in the notation of this proof. To prove
identity (4.1) when s > 0 is a regular value of ¢, we start from the formula

N <M> _ \Vso\”‘g((p—lw%o(w,w) - coth(gp)\Vgp\‘l)
sinh(¢p) sinh(g) )

which follows from a direct computation, using the fact that ¢ is harmonic. Next we integrate the
above formula by parts using the Divergence Theorem in {s < ¢ < S}, where S is so large that
the level set {¢op = S} is regular. This gives

\Vw\”‘?’((p — 1) V2p(Vp, V) — coth(y) \Vw\‘*)

(4.2)

dy = 4.3
sinh(yp) H (4.3)
{s<p<S}
/ Vel?~ 1<Vso|n /!WV’ & ch|n> 1
U?
sinh(yp sinh(¢p
{p=S}
where n is the outer unit normal. In particular, one has that n = —V(p/ Vel on {¢ = s} and

n = V¢/|[Vg| on {¢ = S}. On the other hand, thanks to Lemma 3.1, it is immediate to deduce

that »
lim / Véls g, — 0.
S—+00 sinh(p)
{p=5}%
The statement of the proposition then follows at once.

In the case where s > 0 is a singular value of ¢, we need to apply a slightly refined version of the
Divergence Theorem, namely Theorem A.1 in the Appendix, in order to perform the integration
by parts which leads to identity (4.3). The rest of the proof is then identical to what we have done
for the regular case. According to the notations of Theorem A.1, we set

_ Vel
~ sinh(yp)

so that OF = {¢ = s} U {p = S}. As we have already observed, since ¢ is harmonic and proper,
the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of JF is finite. As usual, we denote by Crit(p) = {x €
M | V(z) = 0} the set of the critical points of ¢, and we set ¥ = OE N Crit(p) and I' = 0F \ X,
so that OF can be written as the disjoint union of ¥ and I'. Moreover, up to choosing S large
enough, we can suppose that {¢ = S} N Crit(y) is empty. Since |[Vp| > 0 in T, it is easy to check
that, for every x € I, there exists an open neighborhood U, of x in M such that 0ENU, =T'NU,
is a smooth regular hypersurface.

To apply Theorem A.1, we also need to check that " (B.(X)) = o(¢), as € — 0, where, for an
arbitrary set A, the e-neighborhood B.(A) of A is given by B.(A) = (J,c 4 B:(z). To see this, we
recall from [9, Theorem 1.17] that, since ¢ is harmonic, for every n > 0 there exists a constant
C), > 0 such that

and E={s<p<S}.

A" (B (0E N Crit(p))) < C,e* ™,
for every € > 0. In particular, we have that

A" (B:(X)) = A" (B=(0E N Crit(y))) = ofe), as € — 0.
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To apply Theorem A.1 we finally need to check that for p > 1 the vector field X is bounded
with bounded divergence in E. But this can be easily deduced from formula (4.2) and Lemma 3.1
and the proof is complete. ]

To obtain the second relevant integral identity, we are going to combine the equations of sys-
tem (3.13) with the Bochner formula

1 2 .
§Ag\w\§ = |V2p| + Ricy(Vip, Vo) + (VAgp | V) .
Using the fact that ¢ is g-harmonic together with the first equation in (3.13), it is easily seen that
the Bochner formula reduces to
Ag|Vel2 — (V|Ve|2 | Viog (sinh(p))), = 2 V292 (4.4)

For every p > 3, we compute

_ p—1 _
VIvel ™ = (55 Vel VIVel2,

- p—1 - _ 2
8ol = (55— IVl Ayl Vel + (0 = 1) (0 = 3) [Vl ™ VIV
We notice en passant that whenever |[Vp|, > 0 the above formulse make sense for every p > 0.

These identities, combined with (4.4), lead to

Dg| Vol = (V|Velh™ | Viog (sinh(p))) = (p—l)\VsO\’g"g( V2|’ + (p—3) !V!Vw!g\f]) . (4.5)

Obviously, for p = 3, the above formula coincides with (4.4). We notice that the differential
operator appearing on the left hand side of the above expression, namely

Ay — <V- ‘Vlog(sinh(@)»g,

is a drifted Laplace-Beltrami operator and thus it is formally self-adjoint with respect to the
weighted measure (1/sinh(p))dug. Integrating by parts the identity (4.5) with respect to this
weighted measure, we obtain the following proposition, which is the main result of this section.

Proposition 4.2. Let (M, g,¢) be an aymptotically cylindrical solution to problem (3.13) with
0 < o < +00. Then, for every p > 3 and every s € [pg, +00), we have

_ 2 2
Vely "Hy Veels 3( Vi, + (0 —3) |V\V¢\g\g) a 4.6
/ sinn(s) %~ / sinh(;) H - (4.6)
{p=s} {e>s}
Moreover, if there exists sg € [pg, +00) N (0, +00) such that
Vel  Hydoy <0, (4.7)

{p=s0}

for some py > 3, then the manifold ({p > so},g) is isometric to one half round cylinder and ¢ is
an affine function.

Remark 9. Translating Remark 1 in terms of the conformally related quantities, it is easy to
realize that the integral on the left hand side of (4.6) is well defined also when s is a singular value

of v.

Remark 10. We observe that since the static solution (M, go,u) to problem (1.1) is analytic (see
for example [10]), the solution (M,g,p) to problem (3.13) coming from (M, go,u) through (3.1)
and (3.9) is analytic as well. Hence, the conclusion of the rigidity statement in Proposition 4.2
can be made stronger in the sense that if ({¢ > so},g) is isometric to one half round cylinder,
then the entire manifold (M, g) must be isometric to one half round cylinder and the corresponding
static solution (M, go,u) must be rotationally symmetric and thus isometric to the Schwarzschild
solution (1.4).
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Proof. For the sake of simplicity, we drop the subscript g in the notation of this proof. In the same
spirit as in Proposition 4.1, we start by considering the case where the level set {¢ = s} is regular,
meaning that [V¢| > 0 on {¢ = s}. We observe that, whenever ¢ > 0, one can write

(VI[P AV~ = (V|Vy|P~" | Viog (sinh(y)))
W\ —(—————— N
sinh(y) sinh(¢p)

Vel (|92 + (0 - 3) [VIVel|*)
1 sinh(yp) ' (48)

where in the second equality we used equation (4.5). Since for every large enough S > 0 the level
set {¢p = S} is regular (see the discussion after formula (3.2)) we integrate by parts the above
identity, obtaining

Vel (V26" + (0 - 3) |VIVel]*)

(=1 sinh(yp) du =
{s<p<S}
V[Velp~! V|Velp~!
-/ IVl n) o, / VIVl n)
sinh(yp) sinh(yp)
{y=5} {p=s}

where n is the outer g-unit normal of the set {s < ¢ < S} at its boundary. In particular, one has
that n = =V /|Vp| on {¢ = s} and n = Vg/|V¢| on {¢ = S}. On the other hand, from the
second formula in (3.15) it is easy to deduce that

(VIVeP~ V) = (p—1)|VelP > V2p(Ve, V) = —(p—1)|Ve[P H.

Therefore, we have obtained
_ 2 2
Vel (1% + 0= 3) [VIvel) VP H [ VerH
sinh(yp) o= sinh (s) 7" sinh (.5)
{s<p<S} {o=s} {e=5}

In order to obtain identity (4.6) it is sufficient to show that the last term on the right hand side
tends to zero as S — +oo. To see this, we observe that |Vp[P~'H < |Vp|P~2|V2¢| and thus
it is uniformly bounded, by estimate (3.12) in Lemma 3.1. The same estimate provides us with
a uniform bound for the area of the level sets of ¢. Hence, it is easy to arrive to the desired
conclusion. This completes the proof of the proposition in the case where {¢ = s} is regular.

In the case where s > 0 is a singular value of , we need to apply a slightly refined version of the
Divergence Theorem, namely Theorem A.l in the Appendix, in order to perform the integration
by parts which leads to identity (4.9). The rest of the proof is identical to what we have done for
the regular case. According to the notations of Theorem A.1, we set

_ VIVeP!
~ sinh(yp)

do. (4.9)

and E={s<p<S}.

As it is easy to realize, the same considerations as in the proof of Proposition 4.1 apply to
the present situation. The only difference amounts to check that for p > 3 the vector field X is
bounded with bounded divergence in E. To see this, we observe that the definition of X combined
with Kato inequality implies

VlP~2 V3¢
x| < (p-ny VAV
sinh(¢p)
Moreover, using equation (4.8) together with Kato inequality, it is easy to deduce that
[VelP~2 [V

divX] < (p-1)(p—2) sinh(y)
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Since p > 3, the claim follows now directly from Lemma 3.1. Hence, all the hypotheses of Theo-
rem A.1 are in force and we can integrate divX by parts, obtaining

[ R P (R S M (R L
sinh(yp) sinh(yp) sinh(yp)
{s<p<S} {e=5} {=s}\Crit(¢)
Taking into account Remark 9 and expression (4.8), we have that identity (4.9) holds true also in
the case where s is a singular value of ¢.

To prove the second part of the statement, we observe that from (4.6) and (4.7) one imme-
diatetely gets VZp = 0 in { > so}. Moreover, by the asymptotic behavior of ¢, one has that
V| is a positive constant in that region. Hence V¢ is a nontrivial parallel vector field and
by [1, Theorem 4.1-(i)] we deduce that the Riemannian manifold ({¢ > sp},g) is isometric to
the manifold {¢ = so} X [s0, +00) endowed with the product metric do ® do + g|{p—s,}- Here o
represents the distance to {¢ = so} and the function ¢ itself can be expressed as an affine function
of o in {¢ > so}, that is ¢ = 59 + 0|V|g, where |Vy|, is a positive constant. Combining the
product structure with the asymptotic behavior (3.4), as already observed in Remark 6, we arrive
at g|{p=so} = (2m)%/("=2) g, 1, which is the desired conclusions. O

As an immediate consequence of the above proposition, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. Let (M, g,p) be an aymptotically cylindrical solution to problem (3.13) with pg =
0. Then, for every p > 3, we have

_ 2 2
e Vel (1V26]2 + (0 - 3) |91Vl )
_/|V<p|g Ricy(vg,vy) doy = / b (p) dpg . (4.10)
oM

M

Moreover, if the left hand side of the above formula vanishes for some py > 3, then the manifold
(M, g) is isometric to one half round cylinder and ¢ is an affine function.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to observe that since |V<,0|§_1Hg = — tanh(p) |V<p|§_2 Ricy(vg,v4), one has
that .
: [Velg H —2n;
S1_1)1%1+ siT(s)g doy = — [ [Vl " Ricy(vy,vy) doy .
{p=s} oM

The result is then a straightforward consequence of Proposition 4.2. ]

We observe that a slightly stronger version of rigidity result contained in the previous proposition
holds if V|, > 0 in the region {¢ > so}, {¢ = s} being the level set where inequality (4.7) is
in force. In fact, in this case one can allow the exponent p to vary in a larger range. It is worth
pointing out that the condition |V| > 0 on the level sets which are sufficiently close to the end
of M.

Proposition 4.4. Let (M,g,p) be an asymptotically cylindrical solution to problem (3.13) with
0 < o < +o0. Let @y € [po,+00) be such that |V|g > 0 in the region {§y < ¢ < +oo}. Then,
for every p > 0 and for every s € [@y, +00), formule (4.1) and (4.6) hold true. Suppose in addition
that there exists sg € [@g, +00) N (0,400) such that

Vol Hydoy < 0, (4.11)
{p=s0}

holds for some pg > 2 —1/(n — 1), then the manifold ({¢ > so},g) is isometric to one half round
cylinder.

Proof. To prove the first part of the statement, namely the validity of formulae (4.1) and (4.6), we
observe that if |[V| > 0 then the left hand side in equations (4.2) and (4.8) are well defined for
every p > 0 in {¢ > Ppy}. In particular, one can perform the same integration by parts as in the
previous propositions, obtaining identities (4.1) and (4.6) for every p > 0.
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To prove the rigidity statement, we proceed in the same spirit as in the proof of Proposition 4.2
and we observe that if pg > 2 —1/(n — 1), then (pop —3) > —n/(n — 1) and one has by (4.6)
and (4.11) that

V20 + (po = 3) [VIVel|* = 0,

in {¢ > sp}. In fact, the refined Kato inequality for harmonic functions gives
n
V2P > —— |[V|Vyl|?,
n—1

whenever |Vy| > 0, and thus the integrand on the right hand side of (4.6) is nonnegative. Now,
if (po —3) > —n/(n — 1), it is immediate to conclude that |V2¢| = 0 = |V|Vy|| in {¢ > so}
and the thesis follows by the same arguments as in Proposition 4.2. In the limiting case where
(po —3) = —n/(n — 1), one has that

n
IV2e|* = mWW‘PHza (4.12)

in {¢ > sg}. Following the proof of [3, Proposition 5.1] it is possible to deduce that |V|? is
constant along the level sets of ¢ and thus that the metric ¢ has a warped product structure in
this region, namely

g = do®do+n*(0) gj{p=so} - (4.13)
for some positive warping function 17 = n(g). Moreover, ¢ and p satisfy the relationship
o(q)
p(q) = so + /-@/L,
S (T)

for every q € {¢ > sg} and some k > 0. In particular, ¢ and p share the same level sets and, by
formula (4.13), these are totally umbilic. In fact one has

(00 _ 199 _ legﬁg”
4 2 do do 7Y

As a consequence, the mean curvature is constant along each level set of ¢. Applying formula (4.6),
to every level set {¢ = s} with s > sg and pg =2 — 1/(n — 1), one gets

H/\w\ii?da =0,
{p=s}

since the right hand side of (4.6) is always zero, due of (4.12). This implies in turn that all the
level sets {¢ = s} with s > sy are minimal and thus totally geodesics. From H = 0 one can also
deduce that (V[Ve|?>|Vy) = 0 in {¢ > so}. Hence, |Vo|? is constant in {¢ > so}, and thus,
by equation (4.5), one gets |[V2¢| = 0 in {¢ > so}. Again, the conclusion follows arguing as in
Proposition 4.2. ]

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2 AND THEOREM 3.3

Building on the analysis of the previous section, we are now in the position to prove Theorem 3.2
and Theorem 3.3, which in turn imply Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, respectively.

5.1. Continuity. We claim that under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 the function ®,, is contin-
uous, for p > 1. We first observe that since we are assuming that the boundary dM is a regular
level set of ¢, the function s — ®,(s) can be described in term of an integral depending on the
parameter s, provided s € ¢, @o + 2¢) with € > 0 sufficiently small. In this case, the continuous
dependence on the the parameter s can be easily checked using standard results from classical
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differential calculus. Thus, we leave the details to the interested reader and we pass to consider
the case where s € (¢ + €, +00). Thanks to Proposition 4.1 one can rewrite expression (3.18) as

Vely™ (0 = 1) V2e(T, V) — coth(e) [Vil? )

P,(s) = — smh(s)/ S (9) dpg. (5.1)
{p>s}
It is now convenient to set
o _ [V (=D VAVeTy) — cothle) [Vely) .
wy'(E) _/ sinh(¢p) Ha (52)

E

for every pg-measurable set £ C {¢ > ¢ +€}. It is then clear that for p > 1 the measure ,u(;) is

absolutely continuous with respect to 4, since IVolb™3 V2p(Ve, Vi) < |V<,0|§_1|V2<p|g. It is also
worth pointing out that, under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.3, Proposition 4.4 is in force and thus
the same conclusion holds for every p > 0.

In view of (5.1), the function s — @,(s) can be interpreted as the repartition function of the
measure defined in (5.2), up to the smooth factor —sinh(s). Thus, s — ®,(s) is continuous if and
only if the assignment

s 1P ({p > 5))

is continuous. Thanks to [2, Proposition 2.6] and thanks to the fact that ,u(;) is absolutely contin-

uous with respect to p4, proving the continuity of the above assignment is equivalent to checking
that py({¢ = s}) = 0 for every s > g + e. On the other hand, the Hausdorff dimension of the
level sets of ¢ is at most n — 1, as it follows from the results in [13, 17]. Hence, they are negligible
with respect to the full n-dimensional measure. This proves the continuity of ®, for p > 1 under
the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2 and for every p > 0 under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.3.

5.2. Differentiability. We now turn our attention to the issue of the differentiability of the func-
tions s — ®,(s). As already observed in the previous subsection, we are assuming that the
boundary OM is a regular level set of ¢ so that the function s — ®,(s) can be described in term of
an integral depending on the parameter s, provided s € [pg, o + 2¢) with & > 0 sufficiently small.
Again, the differentiability in the parameter s can be easily checked in this case, using standard
results from classical differential calculus. Leaving the details to the interested reader, we pass to
consider the case where s € (g + €, +00). We start by noticing that for every p > 2 the function

Vely™ (0= 1) V26(Vip, V) — coth(p) [Vel3)
sinh(p)

has finite integral in {¢ > s}, for every s > ¢ + . Hence, we can apply the coarea formula to
expression (5.1), obtaining

N p—4 2 N P
(p—1)|Velg " V2o(Vp,Ve) — coth(e) [Velg do, dr

®,(s) = — sinh(s)
{r>s} {o="}
o p—1 D
(0= 1) [Voly™ Hy + cothe) [Velf o
sinh(¢p)

sinh(p)

= sinh(s)

{r>s}{e="}

p—1 coth(r
— sinh(s) / ((p—l) %d% + SHEEET)) c1>p(7)) dr, (5.3)

{r>s} {p="}

where in the second equality we have used (3.15) and in the third equality we have used the
definition of ®,, given by formula (3.18). By the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, we have that
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if the function .
|V(,D|§ Hg dO'g COth(T) p(T)
sinh(7) sinh(7)
{o=}
is continuous, then &, is differentiable. Since we have already discussed in Subsection 5.1 the
continuity of s — ®,(s), we only need to discuss the continuity of the assignment

— 2 2
Vol 1H e (9%l + 0= VIVell;) )
T / sinh(7 % = / sinh(¢p) Ha- (54)
{o=7} {o>7}

T — (p—1)

We note that the above equality follows from the integral identity (4.6) and thus from Proposi-
tion 4.2, which is in force under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2-(ii), or from Proposition 4.4, which
is in force under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.3. In analogy with (5.2) it is natural to set

i _ [V (Ve 0= [VIVeLf)
g (E) _/ sinh(p) Hg

=

E

for every pg-measurable set E C {¢ > ¢ +€}. It is now clear that for p > 3 the measure ,u(p )

absolutely continuous with respect to ji4, and that under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 the same
conclusion holds for every p > 0. Hence, using the same reasoning as in Subsection 5.1, we deuce
that the assignment (5.4) is continuous. In turn, we obtain the differentiability of ®, for p > 3,
under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.2, and for every p > 0, under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.3.
Finally, using (5.3) and (4.6), a direct computation shows that

B(s) = —(p—1) / Velr ' H, do,
{o=s}

Vel (1V26]2 + (0 - 3) |91Vl )
sinh(yp)

= —(p—1) sinh(s)
{p>s}

The monotonicity and the rigidity statements in Theorem 3.2-(ii) and Theorem 3.3-(ii) are now
consequences of Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 4.4, respectively.

dpg - (5.5)

5.3. A rigidity result under null Dirichlet boundary conditions. To complete our analysis,
we need to prove statement (iii) in Theorem 3.2. To this aim, we observe that

. —1 .
Dy, (s) ) sinh(s) |V<,.0|§ H, do, = (p— s1nh / Vel Ricy (vg, 1)
s s sinh(s) cosh(s)

{o=s}
Taking the limit as s — 0% and using (4.10) in Corollary 4.3 gives (3.24). The rigidity statement
follows directly from Corollary 4.3.

day .

APPENDIX

The following theorem is an extension of the classical Divergence Theorem to the case of open
domains whose boundary has a (not too big) nonsmooth portion. Eventhough the argument is
quite classical, we collect the statement and the proof here for the convenience of the reader.

Theorem A.1l. Let (M,g) be a n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, with n > 2, let E C M be
a bounded open subset of M with compact boundary OE of finite (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff
measure, and suppose that OE = I' U X, where the subsets I' and 3 have the following properties:

(i) For every x € T, there exists an open neighborhood U, of x in M such that T NU, is a
smooth reqular hypersurface.
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(ii) The subset ¥ is compact and, setting B.(X) = |J,cx, Be(x), it holds that ™ (B:(X)) = o(e)
as € — 0.

If X is a differentiable vector field defined in a neighborhood of E and there exists a positive
constant C > 0 such that

sup ( | X + \divX\) < C, (A-1)
E
then the following identity holds true

/ divX dy — / (X n) do, (A-2)

E T

where n denotes the exterior unit normal vector field.

Proof. Consider first the trivial case where X vanishes in a neighborhood U of X. In this case, let
E be a smooth modification of E such that £\ U = E\ U. Hence, we can deduce that

/dideu _ /dideu _ /<X|n> do — /<X|n> do

2 E oF r
where in the second equality we have used the standard Divergence Theorem. To deal with the
general case, we now introduce a suitable approximation X, of X which vanishes in a neighborhood
of X, whose size tends to zero as ¢ — 0. Using the hypothesis (ii), it is not hard to construct a
family of cut-off functions {1 Jo<e<1 C €*(M) with the following properties:
(a) 0<9. <1,

(b) 9. =1 in B.(%) and e =0 in M\ B3 (%),

(c) /1/15 w = ole and /\Vzpelduzo(l), ase—0.
M

Having the family {t¢}o<-<1 at hand, we set
X =(1-9)X

Since by construction X, vanishes in B.(X), from previous considerations we have that the theorem
holds true for X, that is

/ divX. dp — / (X.|n) do (A-3)
E r
Observe now that, by hypothesis (A-1) and property (c), one gets

‘ divX. du — dideu‘ﬁ ‘<V¢a’X>+wEdivX‘du§C< |Vpe| dp + wad,u> =o(1),
[ [l ] [

as € — 0. On the other hand, we assumed that the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of OF
and thus also the measure of I is finite. Combining this fact with the hypothesis (A-1), we deduce
that |[(X|n)| € LY(T). Hence, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we conclude that

\ [y ao [ tximyao| = ' [weximas
I I I

since ¢, — 0 pointwise on I', as ¢ — 0. This limit and the previous estimate show that (A-2) can
be derived in the limit as € — 0 from (A-3). This concludes the proof of the theorem. O

< [ e [(Xn)|de — 0,
/
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