
𝐿2- decomposition of the second fundamental form  

of a hypersurface in the study of the general relativistic  

vacuum constraint equations 

Sergey E. Stepanova,b,, Irina I. Tsyganokb   
 

a Department of Mathematics, Russian Institute for Scientific and Technical Information of the Russian   

Academy of Sciences, 20, Usievicha street, 125190 Moscow, Russia 
b Department of Mathematics, Finance University, 49-55, Leningradsky Prospect, 125468 Moscow, 

Russia 

Abstract. In present article, we consider a 𝐿2-orthogonal decomposition of the second 

fundamental form of a closed spacelike hypersurface in a Lorentzian spacetime and its applications 

to the study of some algebraic-differential properties of the general relativistic vacuum constraint 

equations. For the study we will use the well-known Ahlfors Laplacian. 

 

Keywords: Closed Riemannian manifold, orthogonal decomposition of symmetric two-tensors, 

Ahlfors Laplacian, general relativistic constraint equations. 

 

1. Introduction 

In the present paper we consider a closed (i.e., compact and without boundary) 

Riemannian manifold (𝑀, 𝑔) of dimension 𝑛 ≥ 2  immersed in a Lorentzian 

manifold 𝕃1
𝑛+1. The study of such hypersurfaces has attracted the interest of a 

considerable group of geometers as it is evidenced by the amount of works which 

was generated in the last decades. This is due not only to its mathematical interest, 

but also to its relevance in General Relativity. In particular, was studied restrictions 

on the solutions of the initial value constraints of General Relativity when the spatial 

hypersurface is closed.  

For the study of such hypersurfaces, we will use the Ahlfors Laplacian. Recall that 

this is a second-order elliptic operator 𝑆∗𝑆, defined on differential one-forms on 

(𝑀, 𝑔), which was considered in a number of papers [1] - [6]. The kernel of 𝑆∗𝑆 is 

the vector space of conformal Killing one-forms. These forms are dual to conformal 

Killing vector fields (see [7]). In turn, any conformal Killing vector field on (𝑀, 𝑔)  
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is a vector field  whose (locally defined) flow defines conformal transformations. 

One of main applications of 𝑆∗𝑆 is the construction of families of smooth quasi-

conformal deformations of transformations (𝑀, 𝑔).  

In the next section of the present paper, we consider the Ahlfors Laplacian in 

connection with the geometry of a closed Riemannian manifold. In the third section 

of our article, we consider a 𝐿2-orthogonal decomposition of the of the second 

fundamental form and its traceless part of a closed spacelike hypersurface in a 

Lorentzian manifold, and in the fourth section we study its application to some 

algebraic-differential properties of the general relativistic vacuum constraint 

equations. For the study, we will use the Ahlfors Laplacian defined above. 

We announced some of these results in our reports at the ‘‘Seminar on current 

problems of geometry. Week of Lobachevsky’’ (30 Nov.-2 Dec. 2023, Kazan, 

Russia) and “2th International symposium on current developments in fundamental 

and applied mathematics sciences” (14-17 Nov. 2023, Ankara, Türkiye). 

2. Ahlfors Laplacian and its connection with Hodge and Sampson Laplacians 

We denote by 𝑆𝑝𝑀: = 𝑆𝑝𝑇∗𝑀  the vector bundle of symmetric bilinear differential 

𝑝-forms or, in other words, of covariant symmetric 𝑝-tensors (𝑝 ≥ 1) on (𝑀, 𝑔) and 

define the 𝐿2 inner product of two covariant symmetric 𝑝-tensors 𝜑  and  𝜑′on 

(𝑀, 𝑔) by the formula  

〈𝜑, 𝜑′〉 ≔ ∫ 𝑔 (𝜑, 𝜑′)𝑑𝑣𝑜𝑙𝑔 < +∞
𝑀

 

where 𝑑𝑣𝑜𝑙𝑔 being the volume element of (𝑀, 𝑔). Also 𝛿∗: 𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 → 𝐶∞𝑆2𝑀 will 

be the first-order differential operator defined by the formula (see [8, pp. 35; 117])  

𝛿∗𝜃 =
1

2
𝐿𝜉𝑔, 

where 𝐿𝜉  denotes the Lie derivatives of the vector field 𝜉 =  𝜃#(dual of the 1-form 

𝜃). At the same time, we denote by the formula 𝛿: 𝐶∞𝑆2𝑀 → 𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 the formal 

adjoint operator for 𝛿∗ which is called the divergence of symmetric two-tensors (see 

[8, p. 34]). In this case, we have 

〈𝜑, 𝛿∗𝜃〉 = 〈𝛿𝜑, 𝜃〉                                             (2.1) 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Flow_(mathematics)
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for any 𝜑 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑆2𝑀 and 𝜃 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀. In other notations we have 𝛿𝜑 =  − 𝑑𝑖𝑣𝑔𝜑. 

Using (2.1), we can definite the operator 𝑆  from 𝑆1𝑀 to the vector space of trace 

free symmetric tensors  𝑆0
2𝑀 by the equality 𝑆𝜃 ≔ 𝛿∗𝜃 +

1

𝑛
 𝛿𝜃 𝑔. The operator 𝑆 is 

known as the Cauchy-Ahlfors operator (see, for example, [3]). It's obvious that a 

vector field 𝜉 on (𝑀, 𝑔) is a conformal Killing vector field if and only if 𝑆 annihilates 

the one-form 𝜃 identified with 𝜉 by the Riemannian metric 𝑔, i.e.,  𝐿𝜉𝑔 = −
2

𝑛
 𝛿𝜃 𝑔 

for 𝜃# =  𝜉 (see [7]; [11, p. 46]). Therefore, the kernel of 𝑆 is the finite-dimensional 

vector space on a closed Riemannian manifold (𝑀, 𝑔). 

The formal adjoint operator for 𝑆  is defined by the formula 𝑆∗𝜔 =  𝛿𝜔 for an 

arbitrary 𝜔 ∈  𝐶∞𝑆0
2𝑀 (see [4]; [5]). Moreover, it is easy to verify the formula (see 

also [3]; [4] and [5]; [6, p. 337]) 

𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 =
1

2
𝛿𝑑𝜃 +

𝑛−1

𝑛
 𝑑𝛿𝜃 − 𝑅𝑖𝑐(𝜉,∙).                         (2.2) 

for the Ahlfors operator 𝑆∗𝑆: 𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 →  𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 and the Ricci tensor 𝑅𝑖𝑐 of 

(𝑀, 𝑔). We recall that 𝑆∗𝑆 is a formally self-adjoint non-negative and elliptic 

differential operator (see [2]; [3]; [5]; [15, pp. 24-25]). Note that 𝑘𝑒𝑟 𝑆∗𝑆 =

 𝑘𝑒𝑟 𝑆   since 〈𝑆∗𝑆𝜃, 𝜃〉 = 〈𝑆𝜃, 𝑆𝜃〉 for any 𝜃 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀. Therefore, the kernel of 

𝑆∗𝑆 is a finite dimensional vector space of conformal Killing one-forms on a closed 

Riemannian manifold (𝑀, 𝑔) (see [8, p. 464]).  

Remark 1. Note that the Ahlfors Laplacian 𝑆∗𝑆 is a specific form of the second-

order elliptic Tachibana operator. We recall that the Tachibana operator is defined 

on differential 𝑝-forms for 1 ≤ 𝑝 ≤ 𝑛 − 1 and its kernel is the finite-dimensional 

vector space of conformal Killing 𝑝-forms. In particular, for 𝑝 = 1 the Tachibana 

operator is the Ahlfors Laplacian. The geometry of the Tachibana operator is 

explained in our papers [9] and [10]. 

In (2.1), we also denote by  𝑑  the well known exterior derivative from the bundle 

Λ1𝑀  of differential one-forms to the bundle Λ2𝑀  of differential two-forms and by 

𝛿: 𝐶∞Λ2𝑀 → 𝐶∞Λ1𝑀 the formal adjoint operator for 𝑑 which is called the 

divergence of differential two-forms (see [8, pp. 21; 54]). Then from (2.1) we obtain 



𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 =
1

2
△𝐻 𝜃 +

𝑛−2

2𝑛
 𝑑𝛿𝜃 − 𝑅𝑖𝑐(𝜉,∙).                         (2.3) 

for the well-known Hodge Laplacian △𝐻 : 𝐶∞Λ1𝑀 →  𝐶∞Λ1𝑀, defined by the 

equality △𝐻:= 𝑑𝛿 + 𝛿𝑑 (see [8, p. 54]). The kernel of △𝐻 is the vector space of 

harmonic one-forms (see [8, p. 57]) and its dimension 𝑏1(𝑀) is the first Betti number 

of (𝑀, 𝑔).  

From (2.3) we deduce 𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 =
1

2
△𝐻 𝜃 − 𝑅𝑖𝑐(𝜉,∙) for 𝑛 = 2. In this case, the 

Ahlfors operator is a Laplacian in accordance with the definition given in the well-

known monograph [8, p. 52]. We also known from [12] that the Hodge Laplacian 

admits the following decomposition  

 △𝐻 = △𝑆 + 2𝑅𝑖𝑐                                                   (2.4) 

for the Sampson Laplacian △𝑆∶  𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 →  𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 defined via the formula (see  

[12] and [13]) 

 △𝑆 =  2 𝛿 𝛿∗ − 𝑑𝛿.                                               (2.5) 

In this case, from (2.1) we deduce the following equation: 

𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 =  
1

2
△𝑆 𝜃 +

𝑛−2

2𝑛
 𝑑𝛿𝜃                                      (2.6) 

We recall that the vector field 𝜉 is an infinitesimal harmonic transformation in 

(𝑀, 𝑔)  if the local one-parameter group of infinitesimal transformations generated 

by the vector field 𝜉 is a local group of harmonic transformations (see [12]). 

Furthermore, a necessary and sufficient condition for a vector field 𝜉 on a 

Riemannian manifold to be infinitesimal harmonic transformation in (𝑀, 𝑔) is that 

𝜃 ∈ 𝐾𝑒𝑟 △𝑆 for 𝜃# =  𝜉   (see [12]). In particular, from (2.6) we conclude that  

𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 =  
1

2
△𝑆 𝜃 for 𝑛 = 2. Therefore, any infinitesimal conformal transformation 

on a two-dimensional Riemannian manifold (𝑀, 𝑔) is an infinitesimal harmonic 

transformation (see also [12]). The converse is also true.  

In addition, from (2.3) we conclude that for  𝑛 ≥ 3 and an arbitrary divergence-free 

one-form 𝜃 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 the equation 𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 =  
1

2
△𝑆 𝜃 holds. Recall here that 

divergence-free vector fields on (𝑀, 𝑔) form a finite-dimensional vector space and 

its dimension depends only on the topology of (𝑀, 𝑔). In addition, any divergence-



free infinitesimal harmonic transformation on a 𝑛-dimensional (𝑛 ≥ 3 ) compact 

Riemannian manifold (𝑀, 𝑔) is an infinitesimal isometric transformation or, in other 

words, a Killing vector field (see also [7]; [8, p. 35]; [11, p. 43]; [12]). The converse 

is also true. 

Remark 2. Considering the above, we note the following. If dim 𝑀 ≥ 3, then from 

(2.1) and (2.4) we can conclude that the Ahlfors operator 𝑆∗𝑆: 𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 →  𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 

is not a Laplacian in accordance with the definition given in the well-known 

monograph [8, p. 52]. Namely, a second order differential operator 𝐴 acting on 𝐶∞-

sections of a vector bundle 𝐸 over (𝑀, 𝑔) is a Laplace operator if its principal symbol 

has the form 𝜎(𝐴)(𝜉, 𝑥)𝜃𝑥 = −𝑔(𝜉, 𝜉)𝜃𝑥 for 𝜉 in 𝐸𝑥 and 𝜃 ∈ 𝑇𝑥
∗𝑀 − {0} at an 

arbitrary 𝑥 ∈ 𝑀.   On the other hand, we deduce from (2.6) that  𝜎(𝑆∗𝑆)(𝜉, 𝑥)𝜃𝑥 =

−
1

2
𝑔(𝜉, 𝜉)𝜃𝑥 −

𝑛−2

2𝑛
 𝜃𝑥(𝜉) 𝜉 since from [12] we know that  𝜎(△𝑆 𝜃 )(𝜉, 𝑥)𝜃𝑥 =

− 𝑔(𝜉, 𝜉)𝜃𝑥 for 𝜉 ∈ 𝑇𝑥𝑀. In addition, we have 𝑔(− 𝜎(𝑆∗𝑆)(𝜉, 𝑥)𝜃𝑥, 𝜃𝑥) > 0 for 𝜉 ∈

𝑇𝑥𝑀 − {0} and 𝜃 ∈ 𝑇𝑥
∗𝑀 − {0}. Therefore, 𝑆∗𝑆 is an elliptic differential operator 

(see [8, pp. 461-463]) and 𝑆∗𝑆 is not a Laplacian. However, the Ahlfors operator 

will still be referred to as the Ahlfors Laplacian in the present paper, due to a tradition 

that can be traced back to two other references [4] and [6]. 

2. 𝑳𝟐-orthogonal decomposition of the second fundamental form  

     of a closed spacelike hypersurface in a Lorentzian spacetime 

 

Let 𝕃1
𝑛+1 be a Lorentzian manifold of dimension 𝑛 + 1 ≥ 4 and signature 

(− + ⋯ +) solving the Einstein field equations (see [14]; [15]; [16]) 

𝑅𝑖𝑐̅̅ ̅̅ −
1

2
 𝑠 ̅�̅�  + 2Λ 𝑔 = 𝜅 𝑇 

where we denote by �̅� the metric tenor of 𝕃1
𝑛+1, we also denote by 𝑅𝑖𝑐̅̅ ̅̅  and  �̅� the 

Ricci curvature and the scalar curvature of �̅�, respectively. We employ the letter 

𝜅  for a positive constant, whose value (and physical dimensions) depends on the 

specific conventions one adopts. In addition, as it is rather customary in the physical 

literature, 𝑇 stands for the stress-energy tensor of the sources while Λ stands for a 

cosmological constant. Any such 𝕃1
𝑛+1 is called a spacetime (see, for example, [28]).  



Moreover, we consider a closed spacelike hypersurface (𝑀, 𝑔) in 𝕃1
𝑛+1 (see, for 

example, [8, p. 38-39]). In this case, the induced metric 𝑔 on 𝑀 from that of 𝕃1
𝑛+1 is 

positive definite. The extrinsic geometry of (𝑀, 𝑔) is described by the so-called 

second fundamental form 𝐾 ∈ 𝑆2𝑀  (see [8, p. 38]) 

At the same time, it is well-known that for any 𝑛-dimensional (𝑛 ≥ 3) closed 

Riemannian manifold (𝑀, 𝑔), the algebraic sum Im 𝛿∗ + 𝐶∞𝑀 ∙ 𝑔 is closed in 𝑆2𝑀, 

and we have the decomposition  

𝑆2𝑀 = (Im 𝛿∗ + 𝐶∞𝑀 ∙ 𝑔 ) ⊕ (𝛿−1(0) ∩ trace𝑔
−1(0))              (3.1) 

where both factors are infinite dimensional and orthogonal to each other with respect 

to the 𝐿2 inner scalar product (see [8, p. 130] and [15, pp. 24-25]).  It's obvious that 

the second factor 𝛿−1(0) ∩ trace𝑔
−1(0) of (3.3) is the space of TT-tensors.  

Remark 3. Here we recall that a symmetric divergence free and traceless covariant 

two-tensor is called 𝑇𝑇-tensor (see, for instance, [17]). As a consequence of a result 

of Bourguignon-Ebin-Marsden (see [8, p. 132]; [18]) the space of 𝑇𝑇-tensors is an 

infinite-dimensional vector space for any closed Riemannian manifold (𝑀, 𝑔). Such 

tensors are of fundamental importance in stability analysis in General Relativity 

(see, for instance, [19]; [15]) and in Riemannian geometry (see, for instance, [8, p. 

346-347]; [18]; [20] and [21]).  

Considering the above, we conclude that the second fundamental form of 𝐾 has the 

following 𝐿2 -orthogonal decomposition (see also formula (3.1)) 

𝐾 =  (
1

2
 𝐿𝜉𝑔 + 𝜆 𝑔) + 𝜑𝑇𝑇                                      (3.2) 

for some vector field 𝜉 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑇𝑀,   TT-tensor 𝜑𝑇𝑇 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑆2𝑀 and scalar function 

𝜆 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑀. If we denote by 𝐻: = 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑔𝐾 the mean curvature of (𝑀, 𝑔)  (see [8, p. 

38]), then applying the operator 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑔  to both sides of (3.2), we obtain 

  𝐻 = −𝛿𝜃 + 𝑛 𝜆                                                (3.3) 

where  𝜃# = 𝜉. In this case, (3.2) can be rewritten in the form 

 𝐾0 =  𝑆𝜃 + 𝜑𝑇𝑇                                               (3.4) 



where 𝐾0 = 𝐾 − 
1

𝑛
𝐻 𝑔 is the traceless part of the second fundamental form 𝐾 and 

𝑆𝜃 =  𝐿𝜉𝑔 +  1

𝑛 
 𝛿𝜃 𝑔  is the Cauchy-Ahlfors operator. Next, applying  𝑆∗ to both 

sides of (3.4), we obtain  

𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 = 𝛿𝐾0                                                  (3.5) 

for the Ahlfors Laplacian 𝑆∗𝑆.  Therefore, 𝜉 = 𝜃# is a conformal Killing vector field 

if and only if 𝐾0 is a TT-tensor. Now, we are ready to formulate our result.  

Theorem 1. Let (𝑀, 𝑔) be an 𝑛-dimensional closed spacelike hypersurface in a 

Lorentzian manifold 𝕃1
𝑛+1 of dimension 𝑛 + 1 ≥ 4. Then there are some one-form 

𝜃 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑆1𝑀 and  TT-tensor 𝜑𝑇𝑇 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑆2𝑀 such that the traceless part 𝐾0 of the 

second fundamental form 𝐾 of (𝑀, 𝑔) has the decomposition 

𝐾0 =  𝑆𝜃 + 𝜑𝑇𝑇                                                  (3.6) 

for the Cauchy-Ahlfors operator 𝑆. Furthermore, both factors in the right side of 

(3.6) are orthogonal to each other with respect to the 𝐿2 inner product and the 

following equation holds 

 𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 = 𝛿𝐾0                                                    (3.7) 

for the Ahlfors Laplacian 𝑆∗𝑆 . In addition, 𝜉 = 𝜃# is a conformal Killing vector 

field if and only if 𝐾0 is a TT-tensor. 

3. Applications to study the problem of solutions  

    of general relativistic vacuum constraint equations 

 

It is then a well-known fact that the triple (𝑀, 𝑔, 𝐾) solves a system of general 

relativistic constraint equations that takes the form (see [14]; [15]; [16, p. 44]) 

{
  𝑠 − 𝑔(𝐾, 𝐾) + (𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑔𝐾)

2
= 2 𝑇(𝑁, 𝑁) + 2 Λ;

𝑑𝑖𝑣𝑔𝐾 − 𝑑(𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑔𝐾) = 𝜅 𝑇(𝑁, ∙  ).
                          (4.1) 

for a timelike unit normal vector field 𝑁 to (𝑀, 𝑔). This follows from the well-

known Gauss–Codazzi equations for hypersurfaces, which for an arbitrary space-

like hypersurface (𝑀, 𝑔, 𝐾) isometrically immersed in a Lorentzian manifold 𝕃1
𝑛+1. 



To avoid unnecessary complications, we shall focus here on the vacuum case, i.e.,  

we consider the field equations with no sources (𝑇 = 0) and take Λ = 0. In this case, 

the Einstein field equations can be rewritten in the form 𝑅𝑖𝑐̅̅ ̅̅ =
1

2
 𝑠 ̅�̅�,  then the field 

equations are also referred to as the vacuum field equations. By setting 𝑇 = 0 and 

Λ = 0 in the trace-reversed field equations, the vacuum equations can be written as 

𝑅𝑖𝑐 ≡ 0. Then 𝕃1
𝑛+1 is a Ricci-flat spacetime (see [15]). In this case, 𝕃1

𝑛+1 is a special 

case of the Einstein manifold (see [8, p. 44]). 

Remark 4. The first example of a Ricci-flat spacetime is the Schwarzschild 

spacetime that describes a static black hole. In this geometry the Ricci tensor is zero 

everywhere but the spacetime is most certainly not flat. The second example is a 

Calabi-Yau manifold. It is a Ricci flat manifold, but they are certainly not the same 

as Minkowski space ℝ1
𝑛+1. 

The well-known problem is to construct solutions of the general relativistic vacuum 

constraint equations (see [15]; [16, pp. 47- 48]; [22]; [23] and etc.): 

{
  𝑠 − 𝑔(𝐾, 𝐾) + (𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑔𝐾)

2
= 0;

𝑑𝑖𝑣𝑔𝐾 − 𝑑(𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑔𝐾) = 0.
                          (4.2) 

These are the general relativistic constraint equations whatever the space-dimension 

𝑛 ≥ 2. Moreover, we known the following existence theorem (see [15]). 

Theorem 2. Let (𝑀, 𝑔, 𝐾) be a triple satisfying the vacuum constraint equations, 

then there exists a spacetime 𝕃1
𝑛+1 with metric �̅� and an embedding 𝑓: 𝑀 →

 𝕃1
𝑛+1 such that the following assertions are true:  

1. the spacetime 𝕃1
𝑛+1 is Ricci-flat;  

2. 𝑔 is the induced metric by 𝑓, namely 𝑔 =  𝑓∗(�̅�); 

 3. 𝐾 is the second fundamental form of 𝑓: 𝑀 →  𝕃1
𝑛+1. 

From the first equation of (3.9) we conclude that 𝑠 ≥  − 
𝑛−1

𝑛
 𝐻2. In particular, if 

(𝑀, 𝑔) is a maximal hypersurface (that is, the mean curvature of a spacelike 

hypersurface is zero), then its scalar curvature 𝑠 = 𝑔(𝐾, 𝐾)  ≥ 0. If in addition 𝑠 =

0, then (𝑀, 𝑔) is a totally geodesic submanifold of 𝕃1
𝑛+1 (that is, the second 

fundamental form 𝐾 vanishes identically). 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Field_equation#Vacuum_field_equations
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Einstein_field_equations#Equivalent_formulations


On the other hand, the second equation of (3.9) can be rewritten in the form  

𝛿𝐾 = − 𝑑𝐻.                                                (4.3) 

Combining (3.7) and (4.3), we obtain  

𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 = − 
𝑛−1

𝑛
 𝑑𝐻. 

Therefore, if the mean curvature 𝐻 of (𝑀, 𝑔)  is constant, then 𝑆∗𝑆 𝜃 = 0 and hence 

𝜉 = 𝜃# is a conformal Killing vector field. In this case, from (3.6) we obtain 𝐾 =

 
1

𝑛
𝐻 𝑔 + 𝜑𝑇𝑇 .  The converse is also true. Furthermore, if the mean curvature 𝐻 of 

(𝑀, 𝑔)  is constant, then from (3.6) we obtain 

 𝑠 = 𝑔(𝜑𝑇𝑇 , 𝜑𝑇𝑇) −
𝑛−1

𝑛
𝐻2.                                 (4.4) 

In this case, if (𝑀, 𝑔) is a maximal hypersurface (that is, the mean curvature of a 

spacelike hypersurface is zero), then  𝑠 = 𝑔(𝜑𝑇𝑇 , 𝜑𝑇𝑇)  ≥ 0 . Then the following 

corollary holds. 

Corollary 1. Let 𝕃1
𝑛+1  be a vacuum spacetime and (𝑀, 𝑔) be an 𝑛-dimensional 

(𝑛 ≥ 3) closed spacelike hypersurface in 𝕃1
𝑛+1. Moreover, let 𝐿2-decomposition 

(3.6) holds. Then the mean curvature 𝐻 of (𝑀, 𝑔) is a constant if and only if 𝜉 = 𝜃#  

is a conformal Killing vector field and the second fundamental form 𝐾  of  (𝑀, 𝑔) has 

the form  𝐾 =  
1

𝑛
𝐻 𝑔 + 𝜑𝑇𝑇. In particular, if (𝑀, 𝑔) is a maximal hypersurface, then 

its scalar curvature 𝑠 = 𝑔(𝜑𝑇𝑇, 𝜑𝑇𝑇) ≥  0. 

We consider Lorentzian manifolds which admit a timelike conformal vector field. 

Any such manifold is called a conformally stationary spacetime (see [29]). In turn, 

if 𝕃1
𝑛+1 is a conformally stationary and Einstein spacetime with 𝑛 + 1 ≥ 4, then its 

every closed spacelike hypersurface (𝑀, 𝑔) with constant mean curvature 𝐻  is 

totally umbilical, i.e., 𝐾0 = 0 (see [8, p. 38]). Next, from (3.6) we obtain 𝑆𝜃 + 𝜑𝑇𝑇 =

0 and hence 𝑆∗𝑆𝜃 = 0. At the same time, the equalities 𝑆∗𝑆𝜃 = 0 and 𝑆𝜃 = 0 are 

equivalent on a compact manifold (𝑀, 𝑔) and hence 𝜉 = 𝜃# is a conformal Killing 

vector field. In this case the second factor 𝜑𝑇𝑇 in (3.6) is equal to zero. In this case, 

from (4.4) we obtain 𝑠 = −
𝑛−1

𝑛
𝐻2  ≤ 0. 



On the other hand, let 𝕃1
𝑛+1 be a vacuum spacetime for dimension 𝑛 ≥ 3. In this 

case, it can be argued that if the mean curvature 𝐻 of (𝑀, 𝑔) is constant and the 

second factor 𝜑𝑇𝑇 in (3.6) is equal to zero, then (𝑀, 𝑔) is totally umbilical. In this 

case, from (4.4) we obtain 𝑠 = −
𝑛−1

𝑛
𝐻2  ≤ 0. Therefore, we can formulate the 

second corollary. 

Corollary 2. Let 𝕃1
𝑛+1 be a vacuum spacetime for dimension 𝑛 ≥ 3 and (𝑀, 𝑔, 𝐾) be 

a triple satisfying the vacuum constraint equations (3.9) for 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑔𝐾 = 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡. If 

𝕃1
𝑛+1is conformally stationary, then the second factor  𝜑𝑇𝑇  in the 𝐿2 -orthogonal 

decomposition (3.6) is equal to zero and the scalar curvature 𝑠  is a nonpositive 

constant. Furthermore, the vector field 𝜉 = 𝜃# in the 𝐿2 -orthogonal decomposition 

(3.6) is a conformal Killing vector field. Conversely, if the second factor 𝜑𝑇𝑇 in the 

𝐿2 -orthogonal decomposition (3.6) is equal to zero, then 𝐾0 = 0 and the scalar 

curvature 𝑠 is a nonpositive constant. 

In conclusion, we prove the following theorem. 

Theorem 3. Let 𝕃1
𝑛+1  be a vacuum spacetime and (𝑀, 𝑔) be an 𝑛-dimensional 

(𝑛 ≥  2) closed spacelike hypersurface in 𝕃1
𝑛+1. Let the second fundamental form 

𝐾 of (𝑀, 𝑔)  admits 𝐿2 -orthogonal decomposition (3.6)  for some vector field 𝜉 ∈

𝐶∞𝑇𝑀 and  TT-tensor 𝜑𝑇𝑇 ∈ 𝐶∞𝑆2𝑀. Then the assumption ∫ (𝐿𝜉𝐻)𝑑𝑣𝑜𝑙𝑔 ≥
𝑀

0  for the mean curvature 𝐻 of (𝑀, 𝑔) implies that 𝐻 is a constant and  𝜉 is a Killing 

vector field. 

Proof. From (3.2) we deduce that 

 𝑛 𝜆 = 𝐻 + 𝛿𝜃.                                                  (4.5) 

At the same time, the second equation from (4.2) can be rewritten in the form 𝛿 𝐾 =

− 𝑑𝐻. Then applying the operator 𝛿 to (3.2) and using (4.5), we find 

− 𝑑𝐻 = 𝛿 𝛿∗𝜃 − 𝑛 𝑑𝜆 = 𝛿 𝛿∗𝜃 − (𝑑𝛿𝜃 + 𝑑𝐻) = 

= ∆𝑆 𝜃 − 𝛿 𝛿∗𝜃 − 𝑑𝐻, 

where △𝑆 =  2 𝛿 𝛿∗ − 𝑑𝛿. As a result, we have ∆𝑆 𝜃 =  𝛿 𝛿∗𝜃. In this case from 

(2.6) and (3.5) we deduce  



𝛿 𝐾0 =
1

2
 𝛿 𝛿∗𝜃 + 

𝑛−2

2𝑛
 𝑑 𝛿 𝜃. 

On the other hand, we derive the following equalities: 

𝛿 𝐾0 = 𝛿 (𝐾 −
1

𝑛
𝐻𝑔) =  𝛿𝐾 −

1

𝑛
𝑑𝐻 = −𝑑𝐻 −

1

𝑛
𝑑𝐻 = −

𝑛+1

𝑛
 𝑑𝐻. 

As a result, we have  

−
𝑛+1

𝑛
 𝑑𝐻 =

1

2
 𝛿 𝛿∗𝜃 + 

𝑛−2

2𝑛
 𝑑 𝛿 𝜃. 

From the last equation we obtain the integral formula 

−
𝑛+1

𝑛
 ∫ (𝐿𝜉𝐻)𝑑𝑣𝑜𝑙𝑔𝑀

=
1

2
 〈𝛿∗𝜃, 𝛿∗𝜃〉  + 

𝑛−2

2𝑛
 〈𝛿 𝜃, 𝛿 𝜃〉  ≥ 0. 

Then the assumption ∫ (𝐿𝜉𝐻)𝑑𝑣𝑜𝑙𝑔 ≥ 0 
𝑀

 implies that 𝛿∗𝜃 =  0 and, therefore, 

𝛿 𝜃 = 0. In this case, 𝜉 is a Killing vector field and 𝐻 = 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑡. 

Conclusion. In this article, we proposed some conditions under which the mean 

curvature of space-like hypersurfaces will be constant. Qualitatively new in these 

studies is the use of the 𝐿2 -orthogonal decompositions of second fundamental forms 

of a spacelike hypersurfaces and the Ahlfors Laplacian.  In turn, the importance of 

spacelike hypersurfaces of constant mean curvature is well known, for instance, 

because of the role they play in different problems in General Relativity. Namely, 

these hypersurfaces relevant for the study of the Einstein equation: the space of 

solutions of Einstein equations (see [24]) and in numerical integration schemes for 

Einsteins equations (see [25] and [26]). Moreover, we recall that constant mean 

curvature spacelike hypersurfaces have been used to prove positivity of mass (see 

[27]). A summary of other reasons justifying the study of these hypersurfaces in 

General Relativity can be found in [28]. 
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