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OBATA-TYPE RIGIDITY ON STATIC MANIFOLDS WITH
BOUNDARY

HONGYI SHENG AND KAI-WEI ZHAO

ABSTRACT. We investigate static metrics on simple manifolds with compact boundary
and establish an Obata-type rigidity theorem. We identify new sufficient geometric
conditions under which the combined curvature map g — (Rg, Hy) is a local surjection.
Consequently, we demonstrate that in contrast to manifolds without boundary, where
staticity obstructs deformability, the scalar curvature map can be locally surjective at
static metrics on manifolds with boundary.

1. INTRODUCTION

The deformation theory of scalar curvature is a central topic in geometric analysis
and general relativity, particularly in understanding the relationship between the scalar
curvature map and the presence of static metrics. Fischer and Marsden [4] showed that
on a closed manifold, the scalar curvature map is generically a local surjection. Later,
Corvino [3] clarified the relationship with static metrics, proving that the scalar curvature
map is locally surjective at a metric ¢ if and only if g is not static. In this paper, we
investigate how the presence of a boundary fundamentally alters this landscape.

We begin by establishing the precise notion of staticity in the boundary setting. While
various definitions of “static manifold with boundary” appear in the literature, we adopt
the following formulation similar to that of [10], which couples the interior static equation
with a specific boundary condition related to the linearization of the boundary mean
curvature.

Definition 1.1. Let (M, g) be a complete, connected, smooth manifold with boundary.
A non-trivial function V' € C*°(M) is called a static potential if it satisfies the equation

(1.1) —(AV)g+HessV —VRic=0 in M.

A metric g admitting such a V is said to be static. Furthermore, we say that a static
potential V' is admissible if it satisfies the boundary condition

(1.2) V,g=Vh ondM,

where V,, denotes the normal derivative with respect to the outward unit normal v, g is
the induced metric on M, and h is the second fundamental form defined by h(X,Y) =
—(v, DxY) for all vector fields X,Y tangent to M. The pair (M, g) is called a static
manifold with boundary if it admits an admissible static potential.

Static manifolds with boundary exhibit strong intrinsic geometric constraints. As shown
in [9,10], the existence of an admissible static potential imposes significant rigidity on the
curvatures:

Theorem 1.2 ([9, Theorem 3.3], [10, Remark 2.2]). If (M,g) is a static manifold with
boundary, then the scalar curvature of M is constant, the boundary OM is umbilic, and the
mean curvature is locally constant on OM. Moreover, we have Ricy, =0 (i=1,...,n—1)
on OM.

To analyze the deformation theory of these manifolds, we follow [9] and define the
operators Ly : C*°(M) — C*°(M) by

Lyu = — (Au) g + Hessu — u Ric,
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and @} : C®°(M) — C®(M) x C>°(OM) by
Qou = (Lyu,uyg — uh).

Recall that the map g — (Ry, Hy) is a local surjection if and only if ker ®; = {0} [9].
A primary focus of this work is the regime where ker ®7 = {0} despite the fact that
ker L # {0}. In such a setting, even though g is static (admitting a static potential in
the kernel of L7), the combined curvature map g — (Ry, Hy) remains a local surjection.
This highlights a key distinction from the boundaryless case: for manifolds with boundary,
staticity does not necessarily obstruct deformability.

To state our main rigidity and deformation results, we restrict our attention to the
connected case.

Definition 1.3. A manifold with boundary is called simple if M and its boundary oM
are both connected.

Our first main result is a classification theorem. Let (M, g) be a simple static manifold
with compact boundary admitting a positive static potential V. Under specific curvature
conditions, we show that V satisfies an Obata-type equation with Robin boundary condi-
tions. While Obata’s equation has been studied extensively (see, e.g., [7,11]), the inclusion
of the boundary term leads to the following new rigidity classification.

Theorem 1.4 (Obata-Type Rigidity). Let (M, g) be a simple static manifold with compact
boundary admitting a positive static potential V. If (M, g) is non-compact, we additionally
assume the decay condition (2.4). Suppose that the scalar curvature R and mean curvature

H satisfy
n

H?< R< —-H>

n—1
Then V satisfies an Obata-type equation subject to Robin boundary conditions. Moreover,
(M, g) is isometric to one of the following:

1. A Ricci-flat manifold with totally geodesic boundary;
II. The non-compact warped product M = (—o00,0] X ¥ equipped with the metric g =

2Ht
dt? + en—1gx, where (¥, gs) is a compact, Ricci-flat manifold of dimension n — 1.

We say that (M, g) is of Obata type if it is isometric to one of the cases described above.

Building on this classification, we establish sufficient geometric conditions for the de-
formability of scalar curvature, which require rough information about static potentials
near infinity. This constitutes our second main result.

Theorem 1.5. Let (M, g) be a complete, connected, smooth manifold with boundary, and
suppose that g is static with a positive static potential. The map g — (Ry, Hy) is a local
surjection if any of the following conditions holds:

1. The mean curvature H is not locally constant;
2. The boundary OM is not umbilical;
3. (M, g) is a simple manifold with compact boundary that is not of Obata type, sat-
isfies the decay condition (2.4) if non-compact, and has scalar curvature satisfying
n

H?>< R< —-H>

n—1 -~
Remark 1.6. Corvino [3] proved that for manifolds without boundary, the scalar curvature
map is a local surjection at g if and only if g is not static. As a corollary of Theorem 1.5,
we demonstrate that for manifolds with boundary, the scalar curvature map can be a local
surjection even if g is static, provided that the geometric conditions in Theorem 1.5 are
met.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we establish a key
inequality for simple static manifolds with compact boundary which leads to the Obata-
type rigidity theorems. As an application, we prove Theorem 1.5. In Section 3, we present
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examples of static manifolds in general relativity that are not of Obata type and admit a
locally surjective curvature map g — (Ry, Hy).
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2. OBATA-TYPE RIGIDITY THEOREM

We begin this section with some preliminary observations.
By taking the trace of equations (1.1) and (1.2), we obtain

AV + ilv —0  in M,
(2.1) ";I
V,——V =0 on OM.
n—1
Consequently, the system (1.1)—(1.2) is equivalent to
R
HessV = <Ric — g) \%4 in M,
n—1
(2.2) "
V, = Vv on OM.
n—1

Recall that on a simple static manifold with compact boundary, the mean curvature H
of OM is constant. Hence, we may extend H as a constant function on the whole of M.
In what follows, we derive a useful inequality valid for such manifolds.

Proposition 2.1. Let (M, g) be a compact simple static manifold with boundary, admitting
a static potential V> 0. Then

SV
M

Proof. Define a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor S on M by
2

R+H? | R+ H?
HessV + 2 vyl dyy =~ <R+ " H2> / V.
1 n—1 M

n — n—1

S £ Ric+ H

n —

19

From (2.2), we have
R+ H?
n—1
Using the second Bianchi identity and the property that the scalar curvature R is constant
(Theorem 1.2), we find that S is divergence-free:

VS =HessV + Vg.

1
divS = divRic = §DR =0.

So we have
div (S(DV,-)) =divS - DV + (Hess V, S) = (Hess V, S) .
Thus,
. R+H? |?
V7" |HessV + — Vgl =(VS,95)
2
= (HessV, S) + R_'__ff V(g,S)

(2.3) _ div (S(DV, ) + R”f <R+ nH” ) V.

n— n—1
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Integrating this expression over M and applying the Divergence Theorem yields:

R+ H? H?
/ vl dug_/ S(DV, v)dog+ ( n )/ V.
M n—1

n—1
To complete the proof, we must show that the boundary integral vanishes:

R+ H?
HessV + +

Vg

S(DV,v)dog = 0.
oM

We choose a local orthonormal frame {ej,...,e,_1,v} on M, where v is the outward unit
normal vector. On dM, it is known that Ric;, = 0 for i = 1,...,n — 1. Thus, S(DV,v)

becomes:
o (s 250) (v v

H?
= (RW + ) |2
n

—1
H? H
n—1

— <Ryy +

n—1

On the other hand, from (2.1), (2.2), and the Gauss equation, we have the following on
OM:

OzAV—I—iV
n—1

=AppV+HV, +V,, + %V

2

:AaMV+< 1+RW>V.

Integrating this final equation over the boundary OM, we get
H2
0= / ( + RW> Vdog.
oM \N — 1

H H?
D = —_— " _— = ().
aMS( V,v)dog — <R +n_1>Vng 0

As a result,

0

Subject to appropriate decay conditions, the previous result extends to the non-compact
setting.

Proposition 2.2 (Extension to Non-Compact Manifolds). Let (M, g) be a non-compact,
simple static manifold with compact boundary, admitting a static potential V- > 0. Suppose
that the following decay condition holds along a compact exhaustion {B,} of M :

2
(2.4) liminf [ S(DV,v)do, = liminf / <Ric+nH 1 g> (DV,v)do, < 0.
0B, -

r—00 OB r—00
T

Then the following inequality holds:

(2.5) /M v nﬁl >/M V.

This inequality extends to the case where the integrals of the non-negative functions on
both sides diverge to +oo.

R+ H?
+_1 Vo

HessV +

2 2
H
dﬂgSRJr <
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Proof. We begin with the local identity (2.3). Integrating over B, (for r > 1) and applying
the Divergence Theorem yields:

2
v

HessV + R

H2
\%4

dpg = / S(DV,v)dog + S(DV,v)do,
oM OBy

R+ H? H?
p (R P / Vg
n—1 n—1/) Jp,

R+ H? nH?
= D _ .
. S(DV,v)dog + 1 < — 1)/ Vidpg

Taking the limit inferior as r — oo and using the decay condition (2.4), by the monotone
convergence theorem, we find:

fv
M

H? H?
“liminf [ S(DV,v)do, + 2T <R + = ) / Vdu,
r—00 8B7« 1 n — 1 M

n_
R+ H? n
< ditg.

Observing that the left-hand side of (2.5) is non-negative, the inequality implies that
if the right-hand side is non-positive, both sides must vanish. This yields the following
rigidity result.

2
dpig

H2
Hess V + R+ 1 Vg

0

Corollary 2.3. Let (M,g) be a simple static manifold with compact boundary admitting
a positive static potential V. If (M, g) is non-compact, we additionally assume the decay
condition (2.4). Suppose that

(2.6) (R+ H?) <R+ H2> <0.

Then V' satisfies the following Obata-type equation (V.S = 0) subject to Robin boundary
conditions:

R+ H?
HessV + + Vg=0 m M,
n—1
(2.7) I

Consequently, (M, g) is Finstein.

Under these hypotheses, we necessarily have
(2.8) (R+ H?) <R+ H2> = 0.

We examine the two possibilities arising from (2.8) separately.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that R = —H?. Then (M, g) is a Ricci-flat manifold with totally
geodesic boundary, and V is a positive constant.

Proof. If R = —H?, the interior equation in (2.7) reduces to HessV = 0. So by (1.1), w

obtain Ric = 0, which further implies R = H = 0. Thus, the system (2.7) becomes:
HessV =0 in M,

{ V,=0 on OM.

It follows that the vector field DV is parallel. Moreover, the boundary condition shows
that DV is everywhere orthogonal to the normal vector v; consequently, DV is tangent
to the boundary OM.

(2.9)
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Since DV is parallel, its integral curves (t) are geodesics defined for all t € R. Along
these geodesics, the function V is linear:

V(v(#) = ct + V(7(0)),

where ¢ = |DV|? is a constant.

However, since V > 0 everywhere, the slope ¢ must vanish. This implies |[DV|? = 0,
so V must be a positive constant. Consequently, this case yields no additional geometric
information about M. O

We now turn to the second case, where R = — -5 H 2 < 0. For convenience, define
)& % # 0. In this setting, the system (2.7) reduces to:

HessV = \*Vyg in M,
(2.10)
V, = AV on OM.
Furthermore, Ric = —(n — 1)\%g.
Theorem 2.5. Suppose that R = —%HQ < 0. Then M is non-compact and is isometric

to the warped product

M = (—00,0] x X
equipped with the metric

g=dt* + e”‘tgg,
where:

e the boundary OM is identified with the slice {0} x X;
e (X, g%) is a compact, Ricci-flat manifold of dimension n — 1;
e the static potential is given by V (t,z) = Ve for some positive constant V.

Furthermore, if (M, g) has constant sectional curvature, then ¥ must be flat. In this case,
M s isometric to a hyperbolic cusp.

Proof. Define the function Q £ |DV|? — A2V2. Recall that for any vector field X € TM,

Dx|DV|? =2¢(DxDV,DV) = 2Hess V(DV, X).
Using this identity together with the interior equation from (2.10), we compute the deriv-
ative of Q:

DxQ = 2Hess V(DV, X) — 2X2VDxV
=2)\%Vg(DV, X) - 2X*Vg(DV, X) = 0.

This implies that Q = C is constant on M. Evaluating Q on the boundary M and using
the boundary condition V,, = AV, we have:
(2.11) C=|DV> = V2= |DV|? - VZ=|VV]>>0.

We claim that C' = 0. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that C > 0. From the
equation above, |[VV|?> = C > 0, so VV is nowhere vanishing on M. Since OM is
complete, for any point p € OM, there exists an integral curve v(s) : R — M of the
vector field —VV starting at p = v(0). Along this curve, we have:

d

Vo) =VeO)+ [ Svam)ar=ve) - [19vae)Pi=ve) - sc

Since C' > 0, for sufficiently large s, V(7y(s)) becomes negative. This contradicts the
assumption that V > 0. Thus, we must have C' = 0.

Consequently, VV = 0, which implies that V' = V) > 0 is constant on the boundary
OM . Furthermore, in the interior M, the condition ¢ = 0 implies:

(2.12) IDV| = |A|V.

Define the function f = logV. Then (2.12) implies |[Df| = |A|. Since f has constant
gradient norm, its integral curves are geodesics. Specifically, since V,, = AV > 0 (assuming



OBATA-TYPE RIGIDITY 7

A > 0 without loss of generality) on the boundary, D f points outward. Let ¢ be the signed
distance function from 9M, oriented such that Dt coincides with the outward normal v
at OM. Since |Df| is constant and D f is proportional to v at the boundary, the level sets
of f coincide with the level sets of t. Thus, M splits topologically as (—oo, 0] x ¥ (where
¥ = 0M), and the metric splits as

g = dt2 +gt7

where g¢; is the induced metric on the slice {t} x 3. The relation |Df| = |A| implies
Of = A, so f(t) =log Vp + At. Consequently,

V(t) = Voe.

We now determine the metric g;. Using the Hessian condition in (2.10) and the fact
that Dt = 0, the evolution equation for the metric is:

%gt(X,Y) =Lp,g9(X,Y) =2Hesst(X,Y)

=29 (DxDt,Y)

(o (20))

= —g(DxDV)Y

2
= WHess V(X,Y)
—20g(X,Y) = 200i(X, V),

where X,Y are tangent to ¥. Integrating this ODE yields g; = e**gs;. Thus, the full
metric is g = dt? + e*Mgs,.

We check the compactness of M. The coordinate ¢ ranges in (—o0,0]. Since V() =
VoeM is strictly positive and non-critical for all ¢, the flow lines cannot terminate at an
interior critical point, nor can there be another boundary component (where the boundary
condition would fail). Thus, M is non-compact.

To characterize ¥, we compute the Ricci curvature. By [8, Corollary 7.43], for the
warped product metric with warping function p = e, the Ricci curvature restricted to
horizontal vectors X,Y € T is:

2
Ricy(X,Y) = Rics(X,Y) — (Aﬁp +(n—2) ’i’;’ ) 9(X,Y)

= Ricy(X,Y) — (n — 1)\%g(X,Y),

where Ag = 07 is the Laplacian on the base R. Comparing this with the Einstein condition
Ricys = —(n — 1)A%g, we conclude that Ricy = 0. Thus, (¥, gs1) is Ricci-flat.

Finally, assume that (M, g) has constant sectional curvature K. Given the Ricci curva-
ture derived above, we must have K = —\2. Consequently, the Riemann curvature tensor
is given by

Rmp (X, Y)Z = -\ (g(Z,X)Y — g(Z,Y)X).
On the other hand, by [8, Proposition 7.42], the curvature tensor of the warped product
restricted to vectors X,Y, Z tangent to X satisfies:
|Dpl?
2
= Rmy(X,Y)Z - )‘2(9(27 X)Y —g(Z,Y)X).

Comparing these two expressions yields Rmy; = 0, implying that ¥ is flat. Since X is
compact, it follows that ¥ = R"~!/T, and consequently, M is isometric to a hyperbolic
cusp. ]

R (X,Y)Z = Rmg(X,Y)Z — (9(Z,X)Y — g(Z,Y)X)

We combine the above results to prove Theorem 1.5.
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Proof of Theorem 1.5. We focus on the case where Condition 3 holds. Proceeding by
contradiction, suppose that the map g — (R, Hy) is not a local surjection. It follows that
(M, g) must be a simple static manifold with compact boundary. By Condition 3, the
curvatures satisfy the inequality

(R+ H?) <R+ “ H2> <0.

n—1
Consequently, Corollary 2.3 implies that (M, g) must be of Obata type. However, this
contradicts the hypothesis in Condition 3 that (M, g) is not of Obata type. Therefore, the

map must be a local surjection. ([l

3. EXAMPLES

In this section, we present examples of simple manifolds with compact boundary (subject
to the decay condition (2.4) if non-compact) equipped with a static metric g and a positive
static potential. These examples are not of Obata type and have scalar curvature satisfying

n

H?< R< —H>.
n—1

Consequently, by Theorem 1.5, the map g — (Ry, Hy) is a local surjection.

Example 3.1 (Schwarzschild metric). Let m > 0. Consider the Schwarzschild metric

g= qﬁﬁé on R™\ {0}, where ¢ is the Euclidean metric, r = |Z|, and the conformal factor
is defined by ¢ = 14 32=. Let M be the region outside the horizon (r"~2 > %), so that
the boundary M corresponds to the horizon itself. Then (M, g) is a simple manifold with
compact boundary.

Geometric Quantities. As shown in [10], g is static with a potential V' given by:

1— 502 2
yolom= 2
l+55= ¢

Note that V' > 0 in the interior of M and vanishes on the horizon 0M.

Recall that (M, g) is scalar-flat (R = 0), and since the horizon 0M is minimal, the mean
curvature H = 0. Consequently, R = —H? = 0, and only Type I rigidity is possible.

Decay Condition. We verify that Ric(DV,v) satisfies the decay condition at infinity.
Let €= 7 be the Euclidean unit radial vector. The g-unit outward normal to the coordinate
sphere Y, is:

2
V= qﬁ_mg

The Euclidean gradient of the potential, DV, is calculated as:

DV — m(n — 2)5: m(n — 2)
Tn—1¢2 rn—1
Using the standard formula for the Ricci tensor of a conformally flat metric, we observe
the leading-order decay:

q;%—?,,.

. m(n — 2) TiTj
RICZ] ~ T <5’L] - TLTT) .
As a result,
-2 —m?(n —1)(n —2)?
Ric(DV,v) = %m?—ﬂ Ric(v,v) ~ —2 ("Tzn)l(” S

nfl)

Integrating over the sphere 3, (where Areaq(%,) ~ wy_17 , the limit becomes:

liminf [ S(DV,v)do, = lim [ Ric(DV,v)do, = lim ( ¢ -1“"_1> —1im & 0.

r—00 r—00 r—oo \ r2n—l r—oo 77
Zr Zr

Finally, since (M, g) is not Ricci-flat, it cannot be of Type I and hence is not of Obata
type.
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Example 3.2 (Generalized Kottler metric). Let m > 0. Let (3,b) be a closed (n — 1)-
dimensional Riemannian manifold with constant Ricci curvature Ric, = (n — 2)b. Define
the metric g on M = [r,00) X ¥ by

- 1
Cr2 41— 2mer?

g — dr® + r2b,

where 7, = (2m)ﬁ We first verify that (M, g) is well-defined by showing 7. > rg, where
7o is the largest root of u(r) = 72 + 1 — 2mr?=",
Case I (m =0): u(r) =r2+1> 0 for all r, so the metric is well-defined for all 7.
Case II (m > 0): Since u/(r) = 2r(1 + m(n — 2)r~") > 0 for r > 0, u is strictly
increasing. Since

u(re) = (2m)% +1—-2m-(2m)~ ! = (2m)$ > 0= u(rg),
monotonicity implies r. > rg.

Thus, (M, g) is a smooth simple manifold with a compact boundary at r = r..

Geometric Quantities. As shown in [6], ¢ is static with a static potential V =
Vr2 +1—2mr2=" > 0. Then we may rewrite the metric as

1
g= WdT‘Q + 72b.
The Ricci curvature components are given by
. n—1 (V%) _
Ric,, = _T ) ( 2) 9rr = _(n - 1) (1 + m(n - 2)T n) Grr,
. n—2)—(n—2)V? v2) B
Ric;j = <( ) g Ve _ (") gij =—((n—1)—m(n—2)r ") g.
T 2r
It follows that the scalar curvature is constant: R = —n(n — 1).

Let v = VO, be the outward unit normal to the r-level sets >J,.. The mean curvature H

of ¥ is:
n—1

H =div(—v) = — V(re) = —(n—1).

Te
So R = —%HQ < 0, and only Type II rigidity is possible.
Decay Condition. Note that DV = (VV') v, so
S(DV,v) = (VV') S(v,v) = (VV') (Ric(v,v) + (n — 1))
= (VV') (V?Ric,r + (n — 1))
=—m(n—1)(n—2)r'"" - (1 4+m(n—2)r ™).

As 1 — 00, S(DV,v) ~ —m(n — 1)(n — 2)r'~". Integrating over the level set 3, with the
volume element doy = r"Ldoy gives

lim inf S(DV,v)do, = lim (—m(n —D(n— 2)T1—n) " de,

r—oo fv r—o0 Js
= —m(n—1)(n —2)Vol(X,b) <0.
Finally, if (X,b) is not Ricci-flat, then (M, g) cannot be of Type II, and hence is not of
Obata type.
Remark 3.3. As noted in [6], in the case H = —(n — 1), the integral above coincides with
the Wang—Chrusciel-Herzlich mass integral (see also [1,2,5]):

n—2

m(g,V) = lim (Ric+(n —1)g)(DV,v)doy.

2 r—00 E’I’

Furthermore, this limit is well-defined and converges on any ALH manifold.
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