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Abstract

In this note we will provide a gradient estimate for harmonic maps from a com-
plete noncompact Riemannian manifold with compact boundary (which we call
“Kasue manifold”) into a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold with
non-positive sectional curvature. As a consequence, we can obtain a Liouville
theorem. We will also show the nonexistence of positive solutions to some linear
elliptic equations on Kasue manifolds.
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1. Introduction

Gradient estimate is a very important technique in geometric analysis and has
attracted much attentions since Yau’s seminal paper ([10]). Yau proved the
following gradient estimate for positive harmonic functions:

Theorem 1.1. ([10]) Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional, complete Riemmanian
manifold (without boundary). For K > 0, we assume that Ricyr > —(n—1)K.
For xzg € M, let u: Br(xo) — (0,00) be a positive harmonic function. Then we
have

u

M§0n<%+\/f>,

on Bg (x0), where C,, is a positive constant depending only on n.
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A consequence of the gradient estimate is the well-known Liouville theorem,
which states that any positive harmonic function on a complete Riemannian
manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature is a constant.

Later on, Cheng generalized Yau’s gradient estimate to the harmonic map
case ([1]). More precisely, he proved that:

Theorem 1.2. ([1]) Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold with Ricci
curvature bounded from below Ricyy > —(n—1)K. Let N be a simply connected
complete Riemannian manifold with non-positive sectional curvature. Let u be
a harmonic map from M to N. Assume that yo € uw(Br(0)). Let p(y) be the
distance between y and yo in N. Then, if b > 2sup{p(u(x))|x € Br(0)}, we
have

|Vu|(x) C(1+ KR?)
sup < )
Bg(o) b? — p?(u(z)) R?b

where C' > 0 depends only on M and N.

As a consequence of Cheng’s gradient estimate, we can obtain the Liouville
theorem for harmonic maps:

Corollary 1.3. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold with nonnegative
Ricci curvature. Let N be a simply connected complete Riemannian manifold
with non-positive sectional curvature. Let u be a harmonic map from M to N.
If the image of u in N is a bounded set, then it is constant.

Recently, Kunikawa and Sakurai ([6]) derived Yau’s gradient estimate in
the setting that the Riemmannian manifold M is complete noncompact with
compact boundary for harmonic functions with Dirichlet boundary condition
(i.e., it is constant on the boundary). They proved that

Theorem 1.4. ([6]) Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional, complete Riemmanian
manifold with compact boundary. For K > 0, we assume that Ricpy > —(n—1)K
and Hapy > —(n — 1)VK. Let u : BR(OM) — (0,00) be a positive harmonic
function with Dirichlet boundary condition. We assume that its derivative u,,
in the direction of the outward unit normal vector v is non-negative over OM.
Then we have

u

ﬂgCn(}%—i—\/E),

on Br (OM), where C,, is a positive constant depending only onn, and Br(OM) =
{z € M|d(x,0M) < R}.

In particular, they can obtain the following Liouville theorem:
Corollary 1.5. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold with compact bound-
ary. We assume that Ricpy > 0 and Hapr > 0. Let w: M — (0,00) be a positive

harmonic function with Dirichlet boundary condition. We assume that u, > 0
over OM. Then u is constant.



Actually, a Riemannian manifold M satisfying the assumptions of Corollary
1.5 is classified by Kasue ([5]):

Theorem 1.6. (/5]) Let M be a connected, complete noncompact Riemannian
manifold with compact boundary. If Ricpy > 0 and Hypy > 0, then OM is
connected, and M is isometric to [0,00) x OM.

Definition 1.1. We say that M is o« Kasue manifold if it satisfies the as-
sumptions in Theorem 1.6.

In this paper we will first prove a Liouville theorem for harmonic maps from
a Kasue manifold to a simply connected Riemannian manifold with non-positive
sectional curvature.

Theorem A: Let M be a Kasue manifold, N be a simply connected complete
Riemannian manifold with non-positive sectional curvature and let u be a har-
monic map from M to N with Dirichlet boundary condition (i.e., u is constant
on the boundary). If the image of w in N is a bounded set, then it is constant.

The Liouville theorem will follow from the general gradient estimate (see
Theorem 2.4). The idea of the proof of the gradient estimate follows from that
of Cheng ([1]) which applied the maximum principle to appropriately chosen test
function. The main difference is to deal with the case that the maximum of the
test function is achieved on the boundary of M. For this reason, our gradient
estimate holds with specially chosen gy, while Cheng’s gradient estimate holds
for any chosen yo. However, this is enough to guarantee the validity of the
Liouville theorem.

The other aim of this paper is to show the nonexistence of positive solution
to some elliptic equations on Kasue manifolds. Precisely,

Theorem B: Let (M, g) be a Kasue manifold and suppose h € C*(M) satisfies
Ah>0, 0<h#£0 and hylom <0.

Then the equation

{ Au+hu=0 in M, (1.1)

uu|6M > 0
does not admit a positive solution.

To end the introduction, we want to say some words on the motivation of our
results. When we read the article of Kunikawa and Sakurai [6], we noticed that
the Laplacian comparison theorem also holds for the distance function from the
boundary. Relating to our knowledge on gradient estimates, we realized that we
can derived some Liouville properties for elliptic equations and harmonic maps.
Then our results appeared. The method of our proof is standard. We believe
that one can use it to study other elliptic equations and parabolic equations on
Kasue manifolds. Here, we refer the reader to [3]| for gradient estimates for a
nonlinear parabolic equation on Kasue manifolds.



2. Proof of Theorem A

In this section, we will prove Theorem A. We will use the classical idea to
prove the gradient estimate (Theorem 2.4). To that purpose, we first recall
the Laplacian comparison theorem for the distance function from a compact
hypersurface in the Riemannian manifold M.

Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact Riemannian manifold
with compact boundary 0M. The distance function from the boundary g :
M — R is defined as

roym = d(-,0M),

which is smooth outside of the cut locus for the boundary CutdM ([9]).

For K, A € R, we denote by sx a(t) the unique solution to the Jacobi equa-
tion ¢ (t) + Kp(t) = 0 with initial conditions ¢(0) = 1 and ¢’(0) = —A. We
have the following Laplacian comparison theorem:

Theorem 2.1. ([4]) For K,A € R, we assume Ricpyr > (n — 1)K and Hopr >
(n—1)A. Then we have

/

s r
Aron < (n— 1) K,A( GM)
si,a(Tom)

outside of CutoM .

The following Bochner formula will be used in the derivation of gradient
estimate:

Lemma 2.2. ([2]) Let (M™,g) and (N™, h) be two Riemannian manifolds and
u : M — N be a harmonic map, then the energy density of u salisfies the
following formula:

1
§A|Vu|2 = |Vdu|* + (RicMVu, Vu) — (Rm (uq, ug)ta, ug),
where Ric™ and Rm™ are the Ricci curvature of (M,g) and Riemannian cur-

vature of (N, h), respectively.

We will also need the following Reilly type formula which was first proved
for functions by Reilly ([8]). For the map case, we refer to [7].

Lemma 2.3. ([7]) Let (M™,g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with
compact boundary OM, and (N™,h) be a Riemannian manifold. Let v be the
unit outer normal vector of OM in M. Then for all smooth map u : (M,g) —
(N, h), we have

(IVul®), =2(du(v), M (4) — 7(u)) — 2H |du(v)|? + 2(V(du(v)), du)on
—2(duo A, du)gnr,

where Av := VMv for v € TOM is the Weingarten operator, H is the mean
curvature of OM in M with respect to v, and 79 (u) and T(u) are the tension
fields of uonr : OM — N and u: M — N, respectively.



Now we can prove the gradient estimate.

Theorem 2.4. Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional, complete Riemmanian mani-
fold with compact boundary and N be a simply connected complete Riemannian
manifold with non-positive sectional curvature. For K > 0, we assume that
Ricyr > —(n— 1)K and Hopr > —(n — 1)VK. Letu: M — N be a harmonic
map with Dirichlet boundary condition. Assume that the image of u is a bounded
set in N. Then we can choose yo & u(M) so that, if we let p(y) be the distance
between y and yo in N, then for any R > 0 we have

[Vul(x) C(1+ VKR)
sup 3 5 < ,
Bg(@M) b2 — p2(u(zx)) bR

for some constant b > 2sup{p(u(x))|x € M}, where C > 0 depends only on M
and N.

Proof. Let (M™, g) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact Riemannian man-
ifold with compact boundary 9M, and (N™, h) be a simply connected Rieman-
nian manifold with non-positive sectional curvature. Let v : M — N be a
smooth harmonic map with Dirichlet boundary condition. We assume that the
image of u, denoted by u(M), is bounded in N, and y; := u(OM) € u(M). In
the following, the constant C' will denote a constant depending only on n, which
may vary from line to line.

Now we fix a point yo & u(M), which will be specified later. Let p(y) be the
distance between y and yo in N. Fix b > 2sup{p(u(x))|x € M}. As in [1], we
define

 Vul)?
o) = T Ru@) R

Then we have

V(@) V(@)Y ()
B e 7165)) M o o))
and
COAVe@R) V(@) - V(o (u())
BO) = @ T T R ula)?
D VUPAGE ) | (Fu@PVEG@DE

(0% = p?(u(z)))? (6% — p?(u(z)))*

The Bochner formula for harmonic maps together with our assumptions on
curvatures implies that

A|Vul? > 2|Vdul? — 2(n — 1)K |Vul?.



By standard argument using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Hessian compar-
ison theorem, we can obtain the following inequality:
4Vu(z)* 2(n — 1)K |Vu(z)? 2V¢ - Vp?

Bl o 7)) i R 1)) e e 0 R

Now for any R > 0, we define a function F' : BR(OM) — R by
F(z) = (R* = 5y (2))*¢(x).
We assume that F' achieves its maximum at some point o € Br(OM).

Case 1: zy € Br(OM)\OM. In this case, using Calabi’s trick, we may
assume that xg does not belong to CutdM . Therefore, at zg, it holds that

VF(ZZ?()) =0
and

Hence we have at x¢ that

V_(b . 4T3MVT’3M
¢ Ry

and

A¢  BrouVrom -V 2A713 n 813, <0
¢ (R* — T(%M)(b R? — T%M (R* — 7%1\4)2 -

It follows that

%_ 24T§M B 2AT§M <0
¢ (R2—r3y)* REP—rdy ~

Notice that s 7(t) = eVEt, The Laplacian comparison theorem (Theorem
2.1) and our assumptions imply that

Arjy = 2ronAron +2 < 2(n — 1)VEron +2 < C(1+ VEron).
Combining with (2.3), we obtain that

0 >% B 24T§M B 2AT§M
SVl R
8romVron - Vp?

(R = 3,5 = /)

2473, C(1+VEKranm)

-, F R,

>4(b* — p?)p —2(n — 1)K +




Because

b
p(u(ac)) < 2’
and
V(0% (u(@)))] < 209 pl[Vu] < b|Vu,
we have
b 2472 1 K
3526 — 8T82M [Vl 3 raéw o+ \/:raM) 9 - 1K <0,
(B2 =15 (02 = p?) (B2 —715)° R? =150

Multiplying the above inequality through (R? — r% M)2, we have
3b2F — 8roabF? — C(1 4+ VKran)R? —2(n — 1)KR* < 0,

which yields that

1+vK
sup F2(17)SF%(:170)_ CR( + R).
B g (9M) b
In particular, we have
\Y% c(1 KR
sup VU < i (a) < CLEVER
By om) R*—p bR

Case 2: xg € M. In this case, we know that
F,j (LL'Q) Z 0.

Since rgn(z9) = 0, we can easily see that

F,(z
(ZSV(‘TO) = ];40) > 0. (24)
Choose local orthonormal frame {e1,---,e,-1,v} of M along M around xg

so that TOM is spanned by {e1, - ,e,—1}. By our assumption, u(OM) = y;.
This implies that at xz(, we have

|[du(v)| = |Vu|, du(e;) =0, for 1<i<n-—1.
Also we have 7(u) = 0 since u is harmonic. Hence, Lemma 2.2 implies that
(IVul*)u (w0) = —2H (0)| Vu|* (o).
Therefore, (2.4) gives us at xg that

(Vul), |, 2AVuP(rou),

0<¢, = (02 — p2)2 02 — p2)3




[Vul? _ 4pVul (V™ p, du(v))
(b2 — p2)2 (b2 — p2)3 :

Notice that V¥ p(u(z0)) = V¥ p(y1) is the radial direction from yo to y;. Since
du(v) is independent of the choice of yg, we can choose yo & u(M) so that Vp
is in the direction of —du(v). Since u(M) is bounded in N, yo and b can also
be chosen so that

=_—2H

(2.5)

p(yn) > inf{p(u@)lz € M} > = sup{p(u(e))lr € M} > 1.

With this choice of yo, we see that (V¥ p, du(v)) = —|du(v)| = —|Vu|. There-
fore, we have from (2.5) that

bo? (z0) < —2H (wo)d(wo) < 2(n — 1)VKd(xo)

so that

Pz (x0) = R2¢%($0) <

CVKR® _ CR(1+VKR)
b o b

In particular, we have

Cl+vVKR
sup % < F%(:Eo) < (+7)
Bg (OM) R?—p bR
This finishes the proof of the theorem. O

Proof of Theorem A. The main theorem follows by setting K = 0 and letting
R tend to infinity in Theorem 2.4. O

3. Proof of Theorem B

In this section, we shall give the proof of Theorem B, which is also based on
a gradient estimate.

Proof of Theorem B. We first assume that (M, g) is an n-dimensional, complete
Riemmanian manifold with compact boundary, Ricy; > —(n— 1)K and Hgpr >
—(n —1)VK for some K > 0.

Suppose u is a positive solution to equation

Au-+hu=0 on M.

Let

B |Vu|?
=

w
u



By choosing a local orthonormal system, we calculate the equation of w as
follows:

- 211,1’[1,” 2113110

wj = (3.1)
! u? u?
and
2 A LU s 2000 292
A = 1 — 2Yig Qupuij;  Auuiguy duiugug 2ufug, N bu;u;
7 u? u? u u’ ud ut

Then by the Ricci formula and (3.1), we have

Aw =2 (42— 1 )2 oVw- Vlogu 4 2uiAW: | 2Ryuiy | 2uidu
u u? u? u? us
2 (A 2\
>— (_u - |VZ| ) —2Vw-Vlegu —2Vh-Vlogu —2(n—1)Kw
n\ u u

2(w+h)2 —2V(w+h)-Viegu —2(n — 1)Kw.

n

Since we assume Ah > 0, one obtains
2
A(w+h) > =(w+h)? —=2V(w+h) - Viegu — 2(n — 1) Kw. (3.2)
n

Let 9 be a smooth cut-off function supported in Br(9M), satisfying the
following properties:

(1) Y(z) = ¥(rom(x)) and ¢’ < 0;

(2)0<4¢ <1land ¢ =1in Bg/(0M);

(3) % < %, % < % when a € (0,1).

Case 1: If (w+h)1y attains its maximum at some point z; € Br(OM)\0M,
by using Calabi’s argument we can assume w.l.o.g. that x1 ¢ CutOM, then

Vi(w+h)pl(z1) =0, Af(w+ h)¢J(z1) < 0.
Calculating directly and using (3.2), one has at z; that
0 >YA(w+h)+2V(w+h) - Vi + (w + h)Ay
z%w +h)2p +2(w + h)V - Viogu — 2(n — 1) Kwyp

—2(w+h)% + (w + h)Ag. (3.3)

We multiply inequality (3.3) by #(z1) and estimate the new right-hand-side
term by term.

Firstly, since h is nonnegative, it follows from Cauchy’s inequality and the
properties of v that

2(w + h)YVip - Viogu > — (w + h)3 2|y



> = (w0 - o) (1] )4

An 1/}1/2
> L w o n)? - on)— (3.4)
~  4n RY '
Secondly, we have
1
—2(n — 1)Kwip? > e h)2p? — C(n)K?>. (3.5)

Thirdly, one has

1 %
—2(w + h)|Vy|* > — ﬂ(w + h)*¢? — C(n) ( )

- in(w + h)2p? — C(n)%. (3.6)

Lastly, by the Laplace comparison theorem (Theorem 2.1) we have

>

(w+ RYAY 2 = 1w + B — C(n) (A

=~ L w2 O + o Aron]?

4dn
> — (B = G|+ (04 VR o
oM
1 1
>~ - (w+h)*? = Cn) (ﬁJrK?). (3.7)

Substituting (3.4)-(3.7) into (3.3), one obtains
Hw+ 1ol (e) < OO (5 + 2.
Therefore,
(-4 1)) < [+ W0l(en) < ) (5 + )
Since ¢ = 1 in B/ (0M), we have

1
sup w< sup (w+h)<C(n) <—2 +K>.
Bry2(0M) Bry2(0M) R

Case 2: If (w + h)v attains its maximum at some point zo € 9M, one has
at zo that
[(w + )¢y 20,
and hence
1
wy = (w+ h), = E ([(w+h)Y], — (w+ h)by) = [(w+ h)Y], > 0.

10



The Dirichlet boundary condition for v and the assumption u, > 0 tell us that
|[Vu| = u, on OM. Tt follows by the Reilly formula (see [8] or Proposition 2.3
in [6]) that

0 <w, < (|[Vlogul*), = 2(logu),(Au — (logu), H)

U u u? u
2
a2 (- ToE - te)
u U u
<ot (— - &H)
u u

Therefore,
w < max{0, —w'/?H} < (n — 1)VKw'/?2.

We then have

w < C(n)K.
Combining the above two cases, we obtain finally that
Vul|? 1
sup | 1;| = sup w<C(n) (—2 + K) . (3.8)
Brys(0M) U Bp(0M) R

When M is a Kasue manifold, we have K = 0. Then by passing R tend to
infinity in (3.8), one has u is a constant. Recalling that  is nonnegative and
not identical to 0, the equation (1.1) can not admit a positive constant solution.
So we arrive at that (1.1) has no positive solution and complete the proof of
Theorem B. O
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