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Abstract

We show the existence of a deformation process of hypersfiom a product space
M; x R into another product spadd, x R such that the relation of the principal curvatures
of the deformed hypersurfaces can be controlled in term$iefsectional curvatures or
Ricci curvatures oM; andM,. In this way, we obtain barriers which are used for proving
existence or non existence of hypersurfaces with prestdbevatures in a general product
spaceM x R.
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1 Introduction.

Our main objective is to describe a simple method for obtgrbarriers in a product space
M" x R. To that end, we consider a hypersurfate a product spac®l; x R and obtain a
new hypersurfacé&™* in a different product spad&l, x R such that the principal curvatures of
S andS* can be related in terms of the sectional curvatures or Rigsiatures ofVl; andM,.
The previous method has a special interest whaa a hypersurface with constant mean
curvatureH, or in general with constant r-mean curvatdfg, andM; has constant sectional
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curvaturec. In such a case, we obtain barriers for the existence of Bypkces with constant
r-mean curvaturé/, in a generaM, x R if the sectional (or Ricci) curvature &fl, is bounded
from above or below by.

Thus, we will generalize different known results in the hgeoeous spacég” x R, R™+!
or S" x R to general product spac&$§” x R. For the casen = 2 the analogous method was
described in [GL].

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted ta#haulus of the principal
curvatures of certain graphs in a general proddét x R in terms of Jacobi fields o™
(Lemma 1). In Section 3 we describe in detail our method fdaioing barriers in a product
spaceM” x R, and obtain two comparison results. The first one relatepriheipal curvatures
of two graphsS in M; x R and S* in M, x R with the sectional curvatures &fl; and M,
(Theorem 1). The second comparison result relates the megatares ofS and S* with the
Ricci curvatures oiM; andM, (Theorem 2).

In Section 4 we show different examples of how these bardansbe used. Thus, in Theo-
rem 3 we prove that given a closed geodesic BallC M" of radiusr then there is an explicit
constantH,, which only depends on the radiusnd the minimum of its Ricci curvature, such
that there exists no vertical graph ovBy in M x R with minimum of its mean curvature
greater than or equal tl,. This generalizes a previous result by Espinar and Rosgnber
[ER] for n = 2. In Theorem 4 we obtain an analogous result for Gauss-Kikamnewrvature,
or in general for r-mean curvature, depending on the seaitmmrvatures of the closed geodesic
ball.

Moreover, in Theorem 5, we prove that, under certain reagiris on the ambient space
M" x R, for every properly embedded hypersurface- M"™ x R with mean curvaturé/ >
Hy > 0, its mean convex component cannot contain a certain geoblakiof radius-, wherer
only depends ori{, and the infimum of the Ricci curvature bf. In particular, this shows the
non existence of entire horizontal graphs over a Hadamardfabé for certain values of the
mean curvature (Corollary 1).

In Theorem 6 we also prove the existence of vertical grapfi€’in< R with boundary on
a horizontal slice and constant mean curvattgefor any Hy € [0, (n — 1)/n|, whenM" is a
Hadamard manifold with sectional curvature pinched betwee? and—1. In fact, we show
that any compact hypersurface with constant mean curvéfpt@nd the same boundary must
be the previous graph or its reflection with respect to treesIThis generalizes previous results
in H" x R (see [NSST] and [BE]).

Finally, in Theorem 7 we give a result of existence for vexttgraphs with positive constant
Gauss-Kronecker curvature M" x R, which solves the Dirichlet problem for the associated
Monge-Ampere equation with zero boundary values.



2 Theprincipal curvaturesof the graph.

Let H be an (n-1)-dimensional manifold afill, g) be ann-dimensional Riemannian manifold.
Consider two smooth maps H — M (non necessarily an immersion) and H — TM
such that(z) € T;,)M is a unit vector withy(di,(v),n(z)) = 0 for allv € T,’H. Here, for
instance I, M denotes the tangent spaceMoat the poinp € M.

Let I be an open real interval such that 0 is in its closjrand assume that the map

p(x,t) = expy,y(tn(x),  (z,t) €H X T, 1)

is smooth andb;,.; a global diffeomorphism onto its image; whese denotes the exponential
map inM.

Observe thay;; can be seen as a certain parametrization of an open &4t ahd the
parametet can be considered as a distance functioi{ 0.

The polar geodesic parameters at a ppirg M are examples of the previous situation.
For that, one can considét as the unit sphere df,M, i as the constant majx) = p and
n(z) = x.

Now, let us consider the product spadex R with the standard product metric and let us
call » to the parameter iiR. Let ¢ (z,¢) be the graph given by the height functigf) which
only depends on the distance function, that is, the grapfi in R parameterized as

P(x,1) = (expy(yy (t n(@)), [ (1)) = (p(x,1), f(1)). )

Then, one has

0y, = Oy, 1=1,....,n—1
O0r = Oy + f'(t)Oh,
wherez = (xq, . .. ,xn__l) are local coordinates i. Here, for instance),, denotes the vector
field % in M x R andd,,, the corresponding vector field in the graph.
If (,) = g+ dh?* stands for the product metric M x R, then from the Gauss lemma we

obtain o
<al’w at> = g(a:civ 8t) =0.
Hence, the pointing upwards unit normal of the graph is
1
N = ————=(—f(t)0, + ).

V14 f(t)?

So, if we denote by the Levi-Civita connection iV x R, it is easy to see that

)

VaN = G g O



In particular,d, is a principal direction with associated principal curvatu

"
(L))

Observe that this principal curvature does not depend beri, or M, or its metric.

In order to compute the rest of principal curvatures of ttepgrwe will focus on the direc-
tions which are orthogonal i@, that is, the ones generated &y,.

Letv(t) = p(zo,t) be ageodesic i and.J(t) a Jacobi field along(t) with g(J (t),~'(t)) =
0. If we denote byV the Levi-Civita connection ifvl then the second fundamental form of the
graph satisfies

T _ ol —/'(t) _ '@
I](J7J)_< VJN7J>_g( VJ<W8t>7J)_Wg(vJ8t7J)

On the other hand, sincgis a Jacobi field then
2
dt?

where, as usual, we use the notatighfor V.., J andR(X,Y)Z = VxVyZ — VyVxZ —
Vixy)Z.
Moreover, since2? = V ;0, because’ is a Jacobi field, we obtain that

+ R(J,7')7 =0,

DJ fod DJ
oDy = o0 S o)+ [ ot )

- gL GO+ [ ( o

Observe that sincé,(z, 0) = n(z) we have that if is an immersion then

970, -

wherel I;; will denote the second fundamental formiaf X — M in the direction ofn. On
the other hand, the amountJ(0), £2(0)) vanishes ifi is constant (as in the polar geodesic
coordinates).

Given a vector field/(t) along~.¢, With g(V,+/(t)) = 0, we will define theindex form
of V as

—g(R(J,7)Y, J)) dt.

(0)) = 9(V0;, J)(0) = —=115(J(0), J(0)), 3)

Tinao(V-V) = 9(V(0). Z0) + [ ( =

2
— g(R(V, 7)Y, V)) dt. (4)

With all of this, we obtain



Lemma 1. In the previous conditions the graph(z, t) given by (2) has a principal curvature
k., with principal directiono,, given by

f()

SR e OO

Moreover, the second fundamental form of the graph@ty, to) for a tangent vector, per-
pendicular tod, can be computed as follows: Take a perpendicular Jacobi fiétglalong the
geodesicy(t) = p(xo,t) with J(ty) = vy then the second fundamental form is given by

f'(to)
V1+ f(to)?

II(’U(),’U()) == II(J(to),J(t())) == I(to,’H)<J7 J) (5)

3 Comparison results.

The above lemma will help us to compare the principal cunestof two graphs;(z,t), j =
1,2, with the same height function in two different product sgslel; < R. For that, we need
to relate the index forms in the manifol®%, andM,.

Thus, let(My, ¢1), (Ma, go) be two Riemannian manifolds withm (M, ) < dim(M) and
H;, j = 1,2, two smooth manifolds witllim(#;) = dim(M;) — 1. Consider smooth maps
ij © H; — Mj; andn; : H; — TM; such thatn;(z) € T;,,)Mj; is a unit vector with
g(d(i)z(v),nj(x)) = 0forallv e T, H,;.

Moreover, assume that the maps

pi(x,t) = expyy(tny(@),  (2,1) € H; x I,

are smooth ant;bjmjxl a global diffeomorphism onto its image, wheres an open real interval
such that 0 is in its closure Then, we consider the two graphs

by, 1) = (expy; ) (T (2)), F(1)) = (952, 1), F(1), (6)

for the same height functiofi(t) with f/(¢) > 0.
In order to compare the second fundamental forms of bothhgtdeti : H; — H, be an
immersion;x, € H; andvy; : [0,¢,] — M, be the geodesics

n(t) = ei(xo, 1), 72(t) = @2(1(20), 1)

Theorem 1. In the previous conditions assun€, ,,(m1) < K7, ,(m2), t € [0,1], for each

planesr;, WhereK?Y'j(t)(wj) is the sectional curvature of a plang in M containingy;(t). If:

1. i; are constant, or



2. i;areimmersions andlly, (v, v) < Iy, (w,w)forallv € diy(Ty, Hi), w € diz(Tizg)Ho)
with |v| = |w],

then the second fundamental forms of the graphs satisfy
IL(V,V) > I, (W, W)

for all tangent vectord/, W such that V| = |W| and(V,~v{(t)) = 0 = (W, ~4(to)).
In particular, every principal curvature of the graph at ¢, (x, to) is greater than or equal
to every principal curvature of the graph, at ¢, (i(x), to).

Proof. LetV € T, 4, M; andW € T, , M, with
VI=1=|W| and g (V,7(t)) =0 = ga(W,75(t0)).

As above) andIV are identified as tangent vectors to the graphs at the pojtis(to), f(to)),
j = 1,2, respectively.

There exist unique perpendicular Jacobi fielgs: [0,¢,] — TM;, j = 1,2, along the
geodesicg; and~y, respectively, such thak (t,) = V, Jx2(tg) = W with the additional prop-
erty: J;(0) = 0 if 4; is constant, or~dn(.J;(0)) + %(O) is proportional toy}(0) if 4; is an
immersion (see, for instance, [Wa]).

Let {ex ()}, be an orthonormal basis of parallel vector fields algngvhich are perpen-
dicular tov; (t), with m = dim(M,;) — 1, and such that, () = Ji(t). In a similar way, let
{bk(t)}7_, be an orthonormal basis of parallel vector fields alongwhich are perpendicular
to v4(t), with n = dim(My) — 1, and such thal; (ty) = J2(to).

We define the functiong(¢) as the ones given by the equality

Ji(t) =) ai(t)ex(t).

k=1

And consider a new vector field along(t) given as

W(t)= ) ar(t)bi(t).

NE

k=1
SinceW (ty) = J2(to) the minimizing property of the Jacobi fields (see [Wa]) giuss
I(to,’H2)<J27 J2) S I(to,HQ)(W7 W)
Hence,

/' (to)

I1y(Ja(to), Ja(to)) = NS

/
t
! ( 0) 5 I(to77'l2)(‘]2v JZ) < I(toﬂz)(vvv W)

L+ f'(to)

6



Since|Ji(t)] = [W ()], %7 (8)] = |5 ()] @and L, (J1(0), J1(0)) < IT, (W(0), W(0))
wheni; is an immersion, then we obtain from (3), (4), (5) and the joés inequality that

I15(J5(to), Jo(to)) < T1(Ji(to), J1(to)),
as we wanted to show. O

A different proof of this result was given in [GL] whetim(M;) = dim(M,) = 2 as well
as many applications.

Theorem 1 gives us a criterium for comparing all the princqavatures of a graph at a
point with all the principal curvatures of another graphtet torresponding point. Now, we
look for some weaker conditions in order to compare the meavature of both graphs.

Theorem 2. In the previous conditions assumten (M, ) = dim(M,) and the metric oM; can
be written as

g1 = dt* + G(t)go, (7)
whereg, is the (n-1)-dimensional metric of a space formRIt"' (7 (t)) < Ric*(+4(t)), where
Ric (+;(t)) denotes the Ricci curvature in the direction of the unit@egf(t), and

1. i; are constant, or

2.i; : H; — M; are immersions and their mean curvatureg,, satisfy iy, (7o) <
Hy, (1(20)),

then the mean curvaturd$; of the graphs iM; x R satisfy

Hi(71(to)) > Ha(7a(to))-

Proof. In order to compare the mean curvatures of the graphs givéé)bwe use the trace of
the second fundamental forms at poigitgz,, to) andv,(i(zo), to). For this, from (5) and the
fact that the functiory(¢) is increasing, it is sufficient to compare the correspondimgs of
the index forms.

Let {ex(t)}7Z1 be an orthonormal basis of parallel fields alengt), orthogonal toy;(t),
and let{b,(¢)}7—] be an orthonormal basis of parallel fields alopgt), orthogonal toy,(t)
with ¢ € [0, o). Then, there exist unique perpendicular Jacobi figjds|0, t,] — T M;, with
j=1,2andk =1,...,n — 1 alongy,(t) and.(t) respectively, such that

1. Jli(tO) = ek’(t())v J;?(to) = bk(to), k=1,...,n—1.

2. J(0) = 0if i; are constant maps, and so
n—1 j

. DJI ,

> ai(R0), ZEO) =0, j=12 or

k=1




—dn(J}(0)) + Dd—‘?(()) is proportional toy}(0) if i; are immersions (see, for instance,
[Wa]), and so

291 70, 22 0) = ~(n = 1) Hiuy (w0
and o
S 02 (JE(0), ) = —(n 1) Hi ().

From (7) the previous Jacobi fields in M, satisfy

D%() Dﬂ

Now, we define the functions; as the ones given by the equalities

I ()] = |JXt)| and

@) with k=1, 0~ 1

—_

JHt) =Y apt)er(t), i=1,..,n—1.
1

3

e
Il

Consider the new vector field¥;(t) along~,(t) given by

n—1
t)=> aw(t)bp(t), i=1,..n—1
k=1

In these conditionsy, (o) = &;x andW;(t,) = JZ(to). Moreover, by construction,

DJ} DW;
1 —_ .
[JH@ = W] and =2 (0)] = |5 (0]
Observe now that if; are constant maps
n—1
> g(J30), Zg ), Zg (0)) = 0.
=1 =1

On the other hand, if the mapgsare immersions, then

S 020, 2L 0)) = (0 1) B ((20)) < (1~ 1) Hrg (w0) = 3 a(71(0). 225 0)).
k=1 k=1

In addition, the fieldd¥V;(¢) are also orthogonal off), ¢,] by construction, andV;(t)| =
[Wi(t)|,i=1,...,n— 1. Hence

—Zgz Wi, 75)75, Wi) = —(n — 1)[Wi[* Ric*(7(t)) <



< (n—1)|J1|2RZC Zgl 27,}/1 ’}/17‘]1)

In these conditions, and by the minimizing property of theobafields, it is obtained

ZI@O #s) ( ), J7 (to)) =

= DJ? . J2 e
=S o 2oy [1 (S5 =R o ) |
i=1 i=1
n—1 DW, to [n—1 n—
< gZ(VVZ(O)a dt Z(O)) + / <Z 292 2772 727 W)) dt
i=1 0 \i=1
DJ[?

<> a0 2o [ (2

i=1

Zgl 1771 717J1)> d

- Zz(to H1 Jl( ))
as we wanted to show. O

Remark 1. Observe that a manifol®l; whose metric is described by (7) in geodesic polar
coordinates is classically known as a model manifold (se&/TG

4 Existenceof barriersin M" x R.

Our comparison results will allow us to extend some resultg known forM™ x R whenM"
is a space form to general ambient spatEsx R. Thus, in this section we will follow our
approach in [GL] for obtaining some existence and non excaeesults for hypersurfaces in
M" x R.

From now on, we denote byl"(c) the complete simply connected n-dimensional space
form of constant curvature that is a hyperbolic spacedf< 0, the Euclidean spacedf= 0 or
a sphere it > 0. Lets,, = "T‘l\/—_c be the infimum of the mean curvature of the topological
spheres of constant mean curvatur®lifi(c) x R whenc < 0. Also, for eachid, > 0 (Hy > s.n
if ¢ < 0) we denote by ,,(H,) the radius of the topological sphere of constant mean aurwat
Hy in M"(c) x R, and for each(, > 0 we will denote byr? ,(K,) the radius of the topological
sphere of constant Gauss-Kronecker curvattige> 0 in the same ambient space.

Let us start with a topological spheseof constant mean curvatufé, in M (c) xR (see, for
instance, [AR, AEG, BE, HH, PR]). Observe thais unique up to isometries of the ambient



space and only exists fad, > s., if ¢ < 0. Moreover,S is rotational with respect to a
vertical axis and symmetric with respect to a horizontaleslin particularS is a bigraph over
a geodesic ball di1"(c) of radiusr.,,(Hy) > 0.

Thus, letp € M"(c¢) and(x,t) be geodesic polar coordinates aroyndSinceS is a rota-
tional surface, the lower part of can be considered as a graph over the geodesic ball centered
atp and radius-. ,(Hy), with height function:(¢) which only depends on the distance function
t to the pointp. Moreover,h(t) is strictly increasing. Hence, this part of the hypersiefsof
constant mean curvature can be described as

Y (z,t) = (2,t,h(t)) € M™(c) x R.

Note that, for convenience, we have deleted the paramitmza (given by (1)) in the previous
expression.

Now, given an n-dimensional Riemannian manif®{f and geodesic polar coordinates
(x,t) around a poing € M", which are well defined fob < ¢ < r.,,(H,), we can consider the
new immersion

Yo(x,t) = (z,t, h(t)) € M" x R.

Applying the same process for the upper parfptve obtain a spherg* in M™ x R which
is a bigraph over the geodesic ball of radiug(H,) centered af.

We remark thatS* is symmetric with respect to a horizontal slice &sand any vertical
translation ofS* is congruent ta5*. However,S* depends strongly on the poigte M", i. e.
if we start with another poinf € M" and obtain a new surface following the same process
thenS* and S* are not isometric in general. If the Ricci curvature in théiaadirections on
B,(q) € M are greater than or equal tofor all the geodesics(t) in M emanating frony,
using Theorem 2, we have that the mean curvature' ¢fatisfiesd (S*) < H,. With all of this
we obtain

Theorem 3. Let B, be a closed geodesic ball of radius> 0 in an n-dimensional Riemannian
manifoldM"™, andc the minimum of the Ricci curvature in the radial directiorfaiait vectors
7' (t) on B,, for all the geodesics(¢) in M" emanating from the center &.. ConsiderH, > 0
such thatr.,,(Hy) = r. Then, there is no vertical graph ové, with minimum of its mean
curvature satisfyingnin(H) > H,.

Proof. AssumeX. is a graph ove3, with min(H) > H, for a unit normalN. Without loss of
generality, we assume that the unit normapoints upwards.

Let ¢ € M"™ be the center of the geodesic diBk and consider the sphef& centered af
previously obtained, which has mean curvature smallertha&gual toH, for its inner normal.

Move the spher&™ up until X is below S*, and go down untils* intersects” for the first
time. Then, the classical maximum principle for mean cumatsserts that both surfaces must
agree locally. In particulad. and.S* have constant mean curvatutg and>: agrees with the
lower hemisphere of*. However, this is a contradiction becauseis not a strict graph over
the boundary o3, since its unit normal is horizontal at those points. O
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Theorem 4. Let B, be a closed geodesic ball of radius> 0 in an n-dimensional Riemannian
manifoldM", ¢ := min{K,(r) : 0, € m,p € B,} be the minimum of the radial sectional
curvatures on,, and K, > 0 such that'}  (K,) = r. Then, there is no vertical graph over
B, with minimum of its Gauss-Kronecker curvature satisfyinig(K) > K, and a point with
definite second fundamental form.

Proof. The proof follows the same process that in Theorem 3, takimgansphere with constant
Gauss-Kronecker curvaturelvi”(c) x R (see, for instance, [EGR, ES]), and using Theorem 1.
The requirement of the graph of having a point with definiteosel fundamental form is now
needed for using the maximum principle. O

Remark 2. It should be observed that a similar result to Theorem 4 isiids for any r-mean
curvatureH,., with 2 < r < n, and not only for the Gauss-Kronecker curvatuifg.

Theorem 5. Let M be a complete, simply connected Riemannian manifold wjéttinity
radiusi > 0 andc € R the infimum of its Ricci curvature di". Consider a properly embedded
hypersurfaceX in M™ x R with mean curvaturedd > H, > 0, (Hy > s, if ¢ < 0). If
ren(Hp) < i then the mean convex componenbotannot contain a closed geodesic ball in
M"™ x R of radius greater than or equal to the extrinsic semi-diagneff a sphere with constant
mean curvatured, in M"(c) x R.

Proof. The proof is a consequence of the maximum principle andidlihe same process that
[GL, Theorem 2], using now Theorem 2. 0

Also observe that a weaker version of Theorem 5 is possiblénéor-mean curvatures,.,
2 < r < n, using Theorem 1.

LetM" be a Hadamard manifold, that is, a complete simply conndRigghannian manifold
with non-positive sectional curvature. Since its injeityivadius isi = oo, we obtain as a
consequence of the previous result:

Corollary 1. Let Hy, > 0 andM" be a Hadamard manifold with infimum of its Ricci curvature
¢ > —oo. Then, there exists no entire horizontal grapiMit x R with mean curvatured >
H(] > Sen-

Let us denote by.-: the simply connected rotational entire vertical graph vedimstant

mean curvaturéd = "T‘l in H" x R. This graph has been described in [BE]. Again, as a
consequence of our comparison results, if we consider ttregmonding entire vertical graph
S¥_, inM" x R, we have:

Corollary 2. Let M™ be an n-dimensional Hadamard manifold with Ricci curvatsmealler
than or equal to—1. Assumet is an immersed hypersurfaceivi” x R with mean curvature
H< "T‘l and cylindrically bounded vertical ends. ThErmust have more than one end.

11



We obtain now a generalization tdd™ x R of a theorem proven in [BE] for the product
spaceH” x R.

Theorem 6. LetM" be an n-dimensional Hadamard manifold with sectional ctux@pinched
between-c? and —1, for a constant: > 1. Let(Q) be a bounded domain iNM" x {0}, with
boundary given by a compact embedded hypersuifackssume all the principal curvatures
of I" are greater than, then for anyH, € [0, "T‘l] there exists a graph over(2 with constant
mean curvaturgd, and zero boundary data.

Moreover, ifY is a compact hypersurface immersedfi x R with boundaryl” and constant
mean curvatured, then, up to a symmetry with respectM x {0}, ¥ agrees with the previous
graph.

Proof. Observe thaf2 must be a convex bounded domainMi¥ and homeomorphic to a ball,
andI” must be homeomorphic to a sphere (see [Al]).

Letmq be the minimum of the principal curvatureslafSincem, > ¢ we can take a radius
Ry big enough such that for everdy > R, the geodesic spheres of radiisn the hyperbolic
space of seccional curvature-? have principal curvatures smaller thar. As the sectional
curvature ofVI" is bigger than or equal te¢?, the geodesic spheresii” of radiusR > R,
have principal curvatures smaller thaus.

Letp € I and~,(t) be the geodesic iM" starting atp with initial speed given by the unit
normal tol" pointing to€2. It is clear that the geodesic sphefg R) C M" centered aty,(R)
and radiusR is tangent td" at p. Moreover, if R > R, the open geodesic ball bounded by
S,(R) contains a punctured neighborhoodpo I' because the principal curvaturesHf R)
are bigger than the principal curvaturedodt p for the same interior unit normal.

Let Sy C M" be a geodesic sphere such thas contained in the geodesic ball bounded by
So, and the distance frorfi, to I' is greater than or equal t8,. Then, consider the ma@ :

I' — S, defined in the following way: givep € T" the pointG(p) is given by the intersection
of the geodesig, (t) for t > 0 with Sy. It is well known that the previous intersection is given
by a unique point due to the convexity of the geodesic sph{eess for instance, [Al]).

Thus, if we denote by, the geodesic sphere centered-dp) passing across € I', then
we have shown th&f, is tangent td" atp and a punctured neighborhoodoiin I' is contained
in the open geodesic ball bounded$y In fact, we assert

Claim: For everyp € I' the closed geodesic ball bounded$jycontains td".

Observe that if7 : I' — Sj is injective then the Claim would be proven. Indeed, if there
existedp; € I' such thaf® ¢ S, then there would be a poipt # p; such thatl(ps, G(p1)) >
d(p,G(py)) for all p € I". Thus, the geodesic sphere centered:@i;) passing across, is
tangent td" and containg’ in its interior, and s@+(p2) = G(p1).

Hence, assume there exist two poiptsp, € I' such thatz(p;) = G(p2). In such a case,
we have shown that; andp, are two strict local maxima for the distance functigip) from
p € T to the fixed pointG(p;) = G(p2). Now, we distinguish two cases depending on the
dimension ofl":

12



1. Ifdim(I")> 2 then we can use the mountain pass lemma for the funetaomd there must
exist a third poinp; which is a saddle point far. Thus, the geodesic sphesg, centered
atG(p;) passing across; is tangent td’. Therefore, depending on the orientation of the
unit normal tol, we have thaf,, = S,, or S,, N S,, = {ps}. But, this contradicts that
ps3 is a saddle point, because a punctured neighborhopgl isfcontained in the interior
of the geodesic ball bounded By, .

2. If dim(I")= 1 then we can consider the two closed adr¢sandI’; of I" joining p; andps.
Sincep; andp, are strict local maxima for the functian there must exisp; € I'; and
ps € Iy different fromp; andp, which are local minima fop. Assumeo(ps) < o(p4),
then from the convexity of2 the geodesic ard joining p; andp, is contained irf). But,
A\{ps, p4} is contained in the open geodesic ball centere@(at ) and radiug(p,) from
the convexity of the geodesic ball. This contradicts has a minimum forp.

Once the Claim is proven, consider a compact hypersuifaremersed inM™ x R with
boundaryl” and constant mean curvatuk®.

Let S be the rotational entire graph with constant mean curvatiyén H" x R for its
unit normal pointing upwards. Consider a paoine I' C M™ and the associated entire graph
S* C M" x R when we use geodesic polar coordinates+gp) € M". Up to a vertical
translation we can assume theit 1 M"™ x {0} is the geodesic sphere centered-dp) and
containing tgp in M™ x {0}. Thus, from the previous Clainh, x {0} is contained in the closed
mean convex component 5f, and(p, 0) € S*.

Let us also denote by* the reflection ofS* with respect to the horizontal slidd” x {0}.
The entire graph§* and.S* are congruent, and from Theorem 1 we obtain that they have mea
curvatureH > H, for its unit normal pointing to the mean convex component.

As ¥ is compact we can move verticall/ in such a way thak is completely contained
in the mean convex component&f. Now, from the maximum principle, if we move ba¢k
then the surfaces and.S* do not intersect untib* is in its initial position. The same is true for
S*,

Therefore, for every € I' the hypersurface: is contained in the compact domain de-
termined by the intersection of the mean convex compondng& and S*. In particular, the
interior of X is contained in the solid cylindée x R, and if X was given by the graph of a
functionh then its height is bounded a priori and so is its gradient@bttundary".

Now we can prove that there exists a graphbver (2 with constant mean curvatuig, <
[0, 2=1] and zero boundary data. That is, we want to solve the follguiimichlet problem

o[ ) —nm,  ine
V14 |Vh|?

h=0 onI’

where the divergence and gradi@nk are taken with respect to the metric Bff (see [Sp]).
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We have proven the existence of height estimates and gtaekéimates at the boundary.
Hence, from [Sp], we also have global gradient estimateas tlaa existence of follows from
the classical elliptic theory (see [GT] and [Sp]).

Finally, we want to show that if is a compact hypersurfacei” x R with constant mean
curvatureH, and boundary’, then it is the graph of the previous functibror —h.

First, let us observe that is a vertical graph. In fact, we have shown thats contained
in the cylinderQ x R andX has no interior point i’ x R. Thus, we can use the maximum
principle with respect to horizontal slices from the highgsint of 3 to the lowest point of:,
which proves thak is a graph.

Moreover, let, be the graph ofi or —h which points in the same direction (upwards or
downwards) agl. Moving X vertically upwards untib and;, are disjoint, and coming down
again we observe that, from the maximum principl€annot touclx till the boundaries agree.
Hence,X is above},. Repeating the same process, but moving dbwvertically downwards,
one hast is below,. Therefore). andX, agree, as we wanted to show. O

Remark 3. It is an interesting open question if, under the previousdittons onM", there
exists an entire vertical graph ov&f” for every constant mean curvatukg < (0, (n —1)/n].

Theorem 7. Let B, be a closed geodesic ball of radius> 0 in M", ¢ := maz{K,(r) :
0, € m,p € B,} be the maximum of the radial sectional curvaturesignand K, > 0 such
thatr, (Ko) = r. Then, there exists a strictly convex graph over B, of constant Gauss-
Kronecker curvaturgl > 0in M" x Ry hklgp, = 0, forany K < K.

Proof. Let us consider a sphefein M"(c) x R with positive constant Gauss-Kronecker curva-
ture K < K,. From Theorem 1, the corresponding sphetrén M"™ xR, using polar coordinates
at the center of3,, has Gauss-Kronecker curvature greater than or equal, tand so it is a
subsolution for the existence of the graph we are looking Ttius, from [Gu] (see also [Sp])
there exists a strictly convex graph of constant Gauss-&gker curvaturéd and zero boundary
data. O

References

[AR]  U. Abresch, H. Rosenberdd Hopf differential for constant mean curvature surfaces
in S? x R andH? x R. Acta Math.193 (2004), § 2, 141-174.

[AEG] J.A. Aledo, J.M. Espinar, J.A. GalveHeight estimates for surfaces with positive
constant mean curvature Ml x R. lllinois J. Math.52 (2008), ¥ 1, 203—-211.

[Al] S. Alexander,Locally convex hypersurfaces of negatively curved spdex. Amer.
Math. Soc64 (1977), no. 2, 321-325.

14



[BE]

[ES]

[EGR]

[ER]

[GL]

[GT]

[GW]

[Gu]

[HH]

[NSST]

[PR]

[Sp]

[Wel

P. Bérard, R. Sa Earfzxamples of H-hypersurfaceslii' x R and geometric appli-
cations Mat. Contemp34 (2008), 19-51.

M.F. Elbert, R. Sa Earg;onstructions of{,.-hypersurfaces, barriers and Alexandrov
Theorem inH" x R, arxiv.org/pdf/1402.6886.pdf; preprint (2014).

J.M. Espinar, J.A. Galvez, H. Rosenbe@pmplete surfaces with positive extrinsic
curvature in product space€omment. Math. Hel84 (2009), ¥ 2, 351-386.

J.M. Espinar, H. RosenberGomplete constant mean curvature surfaces and Berstein
type teorems i[> x R. J. Diff. Geometry82 (2009), ® 3, 611-628.

J.A. Galvez, V. LozanoExistence of barriers for surfaces with prescribed curvesu
in M? x R. J. Diff. Equation255 (2013), 1 7, 1828-1838.

D. Gilbarg, N.S. TrudingerElliptic partial differential equations of second order.
Springer—\Verlag, Berlin, second edition, 1983.

R.E. Green, H. WuFunction Theory on Manifolds which possess a p8gringer-
Verlag, Lectures notes in mathematics 699, Berlin-Heielg/tNew York 1979.

B. Guan,The Dirichlet problem for Monge-Angpe equations in nonconvex domains
and spacelike hypersurfaces of constant Gauss curvaluens. Amer. Math. Soc.
350(1998), ? 12, 4955-4971.

W.Y. Hsiang y W.T. Hsiang©On the uniqueness of isoperimetric solutions and imbed-
ded soap bubbles in noncompact simmetric spateent. Math.98 (1998), ¥ 1,
39-58.

B. Nelli, R. Sa Earp, W. Santos, E. Toubiabtmiqueness of H-surfaces Ifi* x R,
|H| < 1/2, with boundary one or two parallel horizontal circle&nn. Global Anal.
Geom.33 (2008), ¥ 4, 307-321.

R. Pedrosa, M. Ritordsoperimetric domains in the Riemannian product of a circle
with a simple connected space form and applications to feemtary problemdndi-
ana Univ. Math. J48 (1999), 1§ 4, 1357-1394.

J. Spruck]nterior gradient estimates and existence theorems fostaort mean cur-
vature graphs irM"™ x R. Pure Appl. Math. Q3 (2007), # 3, 785-800.

F.W. Warner,Extensions of the Rauch comparison theorem to submanifotess.
Am. Math. Soc122 (1966) 341-356.

15



