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ABSTRACT. We show that every regular domain D in Minkowski space R™! which is
not a wedge admits an entire hypersurface whose domain of dependence is D and whose
scalar curvature is a prescribed constant (or function, under suitable hypotheses) in
(—00,0). Under rather general assumptions, these hypersurfaces are unique and provide
foliations of D. As an application, we show that every maximal globally hyperbolic
Cauchy compact flat spacetime admits a foliation by hypersurfaces of constant scalar
curvature, generalizing to any dimension previous results of Barbot-Béguin-Zeghib (for
n = 2) and Smith (for n = 3).
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1. INTRODUCTION

The study of spacelike hypersurfaces in Minkowski space R™!, and more generally in
locally Minkowski manifolds, is a largely explored subject that connects differential geometry,
geometric analysis, geometric topology, mathematical physics. A very natural class is that
of entire spacelike hypersurfaces, that is, which are graphs over R™, or equivalently which
are properly embedded.

While for mazimal hypersurfaces (i.e. of vanishing mean curvature) the Bernstein theo-
rem holds in any dimension, meaning that every entire maximal hypersurface is a spacelike
hyperplane — as proved in the 1970s by Calabi [Cal70] for n < 4 and by Cheng and Yau
[CYT76] for any n — in the 1980s a large interest has grown on constant mean curvature
(CMC) hypersurfaces, which admit many non-trivial entire solutions. This interest was ini-
tially motivated by the relation with harmonic maps provided by the Gauss map, and the
classification of entire CMC hypersurfaces has been completed in [BSS23], building on the
earlier works [Tre82, CT90]. More or less in the same period, in dimension 2 4+ 1, Hano and
Nomizu [HN83] have initiated the study of entire surfaces of constant (negative) Gaussian
curvature — that is, surfaces intrinsically locally isometric to the hyperbolic space, up to a
factor. Here progress has been made in [Li95, GJS06, BS17], and the full classification has
been completed in [BSS19].

There are (at least) two possible ways to generalize these results on constant Gaussian
curvature surfaces in R?! to higher dimensions. One possibility is to consider hypersurfaces
in R™! of constant Gauss-Kronecker curvature, namely, such that the determinant of the
shape operator is constant. Although there are in general serious regularity issues in higher
dimensions, results in this direction have been obtained in [Del90, Li95, Gua98, GJS06,
BS09, FV16, BF17, NS23b].

The second possibility, which we develop in this work, is the classification problem for
hypersurfaces of constant (negative) scalar curvature in any dimension n + 1. Equivalently,
those hypersurfaces have a constant value of the second elementary symmetric polynomial
of the principal curvatures. Let us also briefly mention that other symmetric functions of
the principal curvatures were recently studied in [WX21, WX22, RWX24b, RWX24a].

Asymptotic data. Before stating our results, we need to take a step back and explain how
the classification problem is formulated. In all the aforementioned classification results, the
classifying data encode the asymptotic behaviour of the hypersurfaces. The information on
such asymptotic behaviour can be expressed in several ways, which we now briefly describe.
It is worth observing immediately that these formulations are all completely equivalent, at
least for convex hypersurfaces — and more generally for hypersurfaces which are trapped
between two convex hypersurfaces with the same asymptotics, which will be the case here.

Let us start by the “geometric” approach. Given an entire spacelike hypersurface ¥ in
R™!, its domain of dependence is the set of points p such that every inextensible timelike
curve through p intersects 3. When ¥ has mean curvature bounded below by a positive
constant, which will be the case, up to time reversal, for hypersurfaces of constant negative
scalar curvature (see Subsection 3.3), the domain of dependence is a future regular domain,
namely a convex domain obtained as a non-trivial intersection of future half-spaces bounded
by lightlike hyperplanes. Any future regular domain can be written as the supergraph of
the 1-Lipschitz convex function V,, : R™ — R defined by

Vo(z) := sup ((z,y) — »(y)) , (1)

yeF,

where ¢ : S~ — RU{+00} is a lower semi-continuous function and Fj, := {p < +oo}. We
denote by D, the supergraph of V,.

The “analytic” approach, which is adopted among others in [Tre82, CT90], consists in
expressing an entire spacelike hypersurface 3 as the graph of a function v : R — R with
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|Du| < 1, defining L = {y € S"!| lim, s u(ry)/r = 1} and considering the function
f:L = RU{+4o00} defined by f(y) = lim; 40c(r — u(ry)). When ¥ has mean curvature
bounded below by a positive constant, L coincides with the closure of F, as above, and
ol = f, while ¢ = 400 on S* !\ L. Hence finding a hypersurface of constant scalar
curvature S < 0 with domain of dependence D, is completely equivalent to finding u such
that L = F,, f = | and the graph of u has constant scalar curvature S. See [BSS23,
Section 1.4] for the details of this equivalence and the additional viewpoint of the Penrose
boundary, which will not be treated here.

Geometric formulation. The first result of this paper concerns existence and uniqueness
of entire spacelike hypersurfaces with constant negative scalar curvature and prescribed
domain of dependence D,. We state it here in the “geometric” version.

Theorem 1.1 (Existence and uniqueness — geometric version). Let D C R™! be a future
reqular domain which is not a wedge. Then for every S < 0, there exists an entire spacelike
hypersurface ¥ of constant scalar curvature S whose domain of dependence is D. Moreover,
if D =D, for ¢ : S""!' = R a continuous function, then X is unique.

A wedge is a regular domain obtained as the intersection of precisely two future half-spaces
bounded by non-parallel lightlike hyperplanes. Equivalently, Fi, = {¢ < 400} consists of
only two points.

We also study foliations of D. Recall that a time function is a real-valued function on a
Lorentzian manifold that is increasing along future-directed causal curves.

Theorem 1.2 (Foliation). Let ¢ : S"' — R be a continuous function. Then D, is foliated
by hypersurfaces of constant scalar curvature in (—oo,0). Moreover, the function associating
to p € D, the value of the scalar curvature of the unique leaf of the foliation containing p is
a time function.

Actually, taking products, the conclusion holds for ¢ : S"~! — R U {400} any function
which is continuous and real-valued on S*~' N A, where A is an affine subspace of R™ of
dimension 2 < k < n intersecting S*~! nontrivially, and is identically equal to +oo on the
complement of A — that is, when the domain D is isometric to the product of a regular
domain in R*! and of R"7*.

Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 were proved for n = 2 (in that case, the scalar curvature is equal
to twice the Gaussian curvature) in [BSS19].

Analytic formulation. Let us now introduce the PDE set-up for Theorem 1.1. As already
explained, up to time reversal, a hypersurface of constant and negative scalar curvature
necessarily has positive mean curvature (Subsection 3.3). It is thus natural to look for
a solution of the problem in the space of spacelike C? functions v : R® — R such that
Hi[u] > 0 and Ha[u] > 0, where Hy[u] denotes the k*" elementary symmetric polynomial
of the principal curvatures of u, normalised so as to be equal to 1 on the function u whose
graph is the future unit hyperboloid. In other words, H; is a positive multiple of the mean
curvature, and Hs is a negative multiple of the scalar curvature. We call these functions
admissible. Theorem 1.3 can be rewritten as follows (recall that F, = {¢ < +00}).

Theorem 1.3 (Existence and uniqueness — analytic version). If ¢ : S""! — R U {+o0}
is a lower semi-continuous function such that card(F,) > 3, then there exists an admissible
function u : R" — R such that Ha[u] = 1 and whose graph has domain of dependence D.,.
Moreover, if ¢ is a continuous function then the admissible solution is unique.

The second result deals with the additional requirement of the prescription of the scalar
curvature as a function on the domain of dependence D.:

Theorem 1.4 (Prescribed curvature function). Let ¢ : S"~1 — RU{+o00} be a lower semi-
continuous function such that card(F,) > 3 and F, is not included in any affine hyperplane
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of R" and let H : D, C R™! — R be a function of class C**, k> 2, « € (0,1), such that
ho < H < hy for some positive constants hg and hy. Then there exists an admissible function
u: R™ = R belonging to C*+>< such that Halu] = H(-,u(-)) on R™ and whose graph has
domain of dependence D,. Moreover, if ¢ is a continuous function and 0y, ,H > 0, then
the solution is unique.

n+1

Clearly Theorem 1.4 could be also reformulated in geometric terms as we did for Theorem
1.1. We prefer to omit the precise statement, that can be easily deduced. We instead
remark that some hypothesis on the function H must be imposed (in the statement above,
Or,..H > 0) in order to ensure uniqueness. Indeed, if H is the opposite of the time
function given by Theorem 1.2, any hypersurface of the foliation is a solution of the problem

Holu] = H(.,u).

About the hypotheses on ¢. Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 are improvements of previous results
in the literature. In [Bay06], the existence was proved under the hypothesis ¢ € C?(S"71),
while in [Bay09] for any lower semi-continuous function that only takes the values 0 or +occ.
When n = 2, Theorem 1.3 is the main result of [BSS19].

The assumption that ¢ is a lower semi-continuous function is not restrictive in any way.
Indeed, any regular domain can be written as the supergraph of V, as in (1), for ¢ a lower
semi-continuous function that takes finite values on at least two points. In order to achieve
the sharpest possible existence result, it thus remains to address the question of whether the
condition that card(F,) > 3 is a necessary condition. For n = 2, this was proved in [BSS23,
Corollary C|. We answer this question affirmatively for n = 3.

Theorem 1.5. Let X be an entire spacelike hypersurface in R>' with scalar curvature
bounded above by a negative constant. Then, up to a time-reversing isometry, D(X) = D,
where card(F,) > 3.

The strategy to prove Theorem 1.5 is the following. By contradiction, we suppose that
is a hypersurface of scalar curvature bounded above by a negative constant, whose domain
of dependence is a wedge W. Up to isometries, we suppose W = {z4 > |z1|}. As said
before, the hypothesis implies that the mean curvature is bounded below by some ¢ > 0,
up to time reversal (see (9)). By the comparison principle for mean curvature proved in
[BSS23, Theorem 2.1] (see Theorem 3.3), ¥ stays below the hypersurface of constant mean
curvature ¢ in the wedge W, which is the product of a hyperbola in the timelike plane
P = {xy = 23 = 0} and of P*. Hence the intersection of ¥ with the timelike hyperplane
{z1 = 0}, which is a copy of R*!, is contained between two parallel spacelike planes, and
we observe that it has positive mean curvature too. Then we show that there is no entire
spacelike surface in R%! of positive mean curvature contained between two parallel spacelike
planes, thus giving a contradiction.

Unfortunately, this argument does not extend to higher dimensions. In fact, using radi-
ally symmetric functions on R", we show that for n > 3 one can find an entire spacelike
hypersurface in R™! of positive mean curvature contained between two parallel spacelike
hyperplanes. For n > 5, it can be constructed in such a way that the scalar curvature is
also negative, and completing with hyperbolas provides a hypersurface of negative scalar
curvature whose domain of dependence is the wedge in R"*1. (See Proposition 6.3.) This
shows that an extension of Theorem 1.5 in arbitrary dimension would require a substantially
different strategy.

Also, an entire hypersurface with scalar curvature bounded above by a negative constant
and with domain of dependence a wedge, if it exists, cannot be convex (Remark 6.4). We
do not know if non-convex entire hypersurfaces of constant negative scalar curvature do
exist. Let us briefly mention some results for n = 3. A particular case of the main result
of [RWX24a] shows that any entire hypersurface of constant scalar curvature and bounded
principal curvatures is necessarily convex. As a consequence of [Smil8], strictly convexity
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of the constant scalar curvature hypersurfaces holds for those regular domains that admit a
MGHC quotient (see the more detailed discussion below). Moreover, a Splitting Theorem
(c.f. Theorem 3.4 for CMC hypersurfaces) holds to classify the non-strictly-convex solutions
Y under suitable assumptions, see [Smil8, Theorem 2.7.2] and [RWX24a].

Strategy of proof of the existence. Let us now outline the strategy to prove Theorems
1.3 and 1.4. We use an exhaustion method, namely we solve a suitable sequence of finite
Dirichlet problems over balls. Then we exploit the C' and C? estimates developed in
[Bay06] and [Urb03] respectively, to show that these solutions converge smoothly to an
entire hypersurface with the right asymptotic behaviour.

The essential element to implement this strategy is the presence of (upper and lower)
barriers — meaning that any solution of the finite Dirichlet problem with Dirichlet con-
dition bounded between the barriers still stays between the barriers — having domain of
dependence D. The precise properties of the barriers are listed in Definition 4.1. We would
like to underline only two important aspects here.

First, the construction of the lower barrier is an essential novel ingredient in this article,
and is the key element that permits to largely improve the previous existence results in the
literature. Typically, barriers are taken to be smooth sub/super-solutions to the constant
(or prescribed) scalar curvature problem. Here our lower barrier is constructed as the supre-
mum of functions obtained from surfaces of constant Gaussian curvature in subspaces @ of
signature (2,1), determined by triples of points in F,, and taking products with Q. In
other words, the lower barrier is a sub-solution only in the viscosity sense. Our proof thus
relies crucially on the existence of a surface of constant Gaussian curvature asymptotic to
the cone in R%! obtained as the intersection of three pairwise non-parallel lightlike planes
— this is proved in [BSS19] and is used there as an ingredient to prove the statement of
Theorem 1.1 for n = 2.

Second, in order to apply Urbas’ C? estimates, one needs a strictly convex upper barrier.
Concretely, we choose the upper barrier to be the CMC hypersurface whose regular domain
is D, whose existence is proved in [BSS23]. As a consequence of the Splitting Theorem (see
Theorem 3.4 and Corollary 3.5), this CMC hypersurface is strictly convex only if D does not
split as the product of a regular domain in a copy of a lower-dimensional R*!, and of R* ¥,
and this allows us to prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 in this case. The proof of Theorem 1.3 —
that is, for a regular domain D that might also split as a product — then follows simply by
taking products and an inductive argument.

This discussion also explains why in Theorem 1.4 we need to assume that F, is not
included in some affine hyperplane of R"™. If F, is included in some affine subspace of
R" of minimal dimension k, we can assume that F, C R¥ x {0} C R", so that D, =
Dy X R™* where D, is a regular domain in R¥1. In this case, we can only solve the
prescribed scalar curvature problem as in Theorem 1.4 for a function H that does not
depend on the second factor, i.e. is of the form H (2, 2") = ¢, H'(2") for H' : D, — R and
Ckn = k(k—1)/n(n—1). Indeed, Theorem 1.4 yields an admissible solution of Ha[u'] = H'
in Dy and therefore an admissible solution u(a’, 2”) = u/(2’) of Halu] = H in D,,.

MGHC flat spacetimes. An application of our existence, uniqueness and foliation results
concern the so-called maximal globally hyperbolic Cauchy compact (MGHC) flat spacetimes.
These have been first studied in [Bar05] and [Bon05], extending to arbitrary dimension the
results of [Mes07] in dimension 2+1. In [Bar05] a classification of MGHC flat spacetimes was
provided, showing that (up to finite coverings) they are divided in three classes: translation
spacetimes, Misner spacetimes and twisted products of Cauchy hyperbolic spacetimes (which
have also been carefully studied in [Bon05]) with Euclidean tori. The latter class is by far
the most interesting, and is obtained as the quotient of the product of a regular domain D,
for ¢ a continuous function on S*~4~1, and R? for d > 0. Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 then imply
the following result, for M of any dimension n + 1.
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Theorem 1.6. Let M be a mazximal globally hyperbolic Cauchy compact flat spacetime.
Then M has a foliation by closed hypersurfaces of constant scalar curvature. Unless M
is finitely covered by a translation spacetime or a Misner spacetime, every closed spacelike
hypersurface in M of constant scalar curvature coincides with a leaf of the foliation, the
scalar curvature of the leaves varies in (—o0,0), and it defines a time function on M.

When M is finitely covered by a translation or Misner spacetime, the foliation by hyper-
surfaces of constant scalar curvature is very easily described — actually, all leaves of the
foliation have vanishing sectional curvature. (Uniqueness of the foliation, however, does not
hold for these cases, see Remarks 7.2 and 7.4.)

The non-trivial part of Theorem 1.6 hence concerns the case of twisted products of Cauchy
hyperbolic spacetimes with Euclidean tori. Here we apply Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. The
uniqueness part of Theorem 1.1 can be applied since ¢ is continuous for the universal cover
of Cauchy hyperbolic spacetimes and is crucial to ensure that the hypersurfaces of constant
scalar curvature induce closed hypersurfaces in the quotient.

Observe also that in dimension 241, foliations by constant Gaussian curvature of MGHC
flat spacetimes where initially constructed in [BBZ11], see also [BSS19, Theorem D]. Theo-
rem 1.6 was proved in [Smil8] for MGHC flat spacetimes M of dimension 3+1, by completely
different methods. More precisely, the approach of [Smil8] consists in studying (in any di-
mension) the so-called special Lagrangian curvature, which in dimension 341 coincides with
scalar curvature.

Finally, we remark that the existence of closed hypersurfaces of constant, or prescribed,
scalar curvature in globally hyperbolic Cauchy compact Lorentzian manifolds was proved
in [Ger03] under the assumptions of existence of barriers and of a strictly convex function
between the barriers. As explained in the previous subsection, the existence of a (non-
smooth) lower barrier is an essential ingredient of our proof of Theorem 1.1, and therefore
of Theorem 1.6. In other words, Theorem 1.6 could not be proved by applying directly the
results of [Ger03], in lack of a suitable lower barrier.

Acknowledgements. The second author would like to thank Graham Smith for many ad
hoc explanations and for pointing out relevant references, and to Thierry Barbot, Francesco
Bonsante and Peter Smillie for several discussions related to this work.
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2. SPACELIKE HYPERSURFACES AND DOMAINS OF DEPENDENCE

The (n + 1)-dimensional Minkowski space R™! is the vector space R"*! endowed with
the flat Lorentzian metric
g=dri+ - +da? —dzl . (2)
Its isometry group is the group O(n,1) x R*"*1. A vector v is spacelike (vesp. lightlike,
timelike) if g(v,v) is positive (resp. null, negative). An immersed submanifold is spacelike
if all its non-zero tangent vectors are spacelike; equivalently, its first fundamental form is a
Riemannian metric.

2.1. Entire graphs. The main object of this article is the study of spacelike hypersurfaces
having certain curvature properties. We will restrict to the natural class of entire spacelike
hypersurfaces, which are defined by the equivalent conditions of the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1 ([BSS19, Proposition 1.10]). Let ¥ be an immersed smooth spacelike hy-
persurface of R™'. Then the following are equivalent:

i) X is properly immersed;
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1i) X is properly embedded;

1i1) X is the graph of a function u : R™ — R.
Moreover, if the conditions hold, then u is a smooth function satisfying |Du(x)| < 1 for all
r € R".

We call a function u as in the conclusion of Proposition 2.1 a spacelike function. As
a consequence, we remark that the condition of being the graph of a spacelike function is
invariant under isometries of R™!. We call entire the submanifolds 3 satisying the equivalent
conditions of Proposition 2.1.

2.2. Domains of dependence and regular domains. A causal curve is a smooth curve
~ such that its tangent vector is either timelike or lightlike at any point. It is locally the
graph of a function f : (a,b) — R™ satisfying |Df(t)] < 1 for every ¢t € (a,b). The causal
curve 7 is inextensible if it is the graph of a globally defined function R to R™, that is,
v ={(f(t),t) |t € R} with |Df(t)| <1 for every t € R.

We can now define the domain of dependence. This could be defined more generally for
achronal sets, but for the purpose of this work it is sufficient to restrict to entire spacelike
hypersurfaces.

Definition 2.2. Let ¥ be a spacelike entire hypersurface. The domain of dependence D(X)
of ¥ is the set of points p of R™! such that every inextensible causal curve containing p
intersects X.

It can be shown that D(X) is open, and is the intersection of all open half-spaces H such
that OH is a lightlike hyperplane and H contains ¥ — see for example [Bon05, Section 3]
or [BSS19, Lemma 1.4].

We now introduce a special type of convex subsets of R™!, that arise as domains of
dependence of entire spacelike submanifolds. Given a lower semi-continuous function ¢ :
S"=t — RU {+00}, we define the set

Fp:={y eS" ' py) < +o0}
and the function V,, : R® — R:

Vo(x) = sup ((z,9) — ¢(y)) - (3)

Observe that, if card(F,) = 1, that is if ¢ is a function taking a finite value at a single
point yo and +oco elsewhere, then V,, is the function z — (z,y0) — ©(yo), whose graph is a
lightlike hyperplane. We call its open supergraph a future half-space, and its open subgraph
a past half-space.

Definition 2.3. A future reqular domain is a subset of R™! of the form:
Dy = {(x,zp41) € R"’1| Tnt1 > Vy(x)}, (4)
for some lower semi-continuous function ¢ : S** — R U {+o00} such that card(F,) > 2.

In the definition above, it is not restictive to suppose ¢ lower semi-continuous, because,
for any function ¢, the set Dy formally defined as in (4) is equal to D, where ¢ is the lower
semi-continuous envelope of ¢. One can define a past regular domain analogously, replacing
lower semi-continuous functions by upper semi-continuous functions, changing minus by plus
and replacing supremum by infimum in (1), and reversing the inequality in (4).

Now, observe that the intersection of a future half-space H; and a past half-space Ho can
contain no entire spacelike hypersurface unless 9H; and 0H, are parallel. In conclusion of
the above discussion, the domain of dependence of an entire spacelike hypersurface can be:

e the whole R™!,
e a future half-space,



ENTIRE HYPERSURFACES OF CONSTANT SCALAR CURVATURE IN MINKOWSKI SPACE 8

a past half-space,

the intersection of a future and a past half-space with parallel boundaries,
a future regular domain, or

a past regular domain.

We will see in Corollary 3.6 that the domain of dependence of an entire spacelike hyper-
surface of scalar curvature bounded above by a negative constant is necessarily a (future or
past) regular domain. Up to applying a time-reversing isometry, we will restrict ourselves to
the case of future regular domains. In this setting, the function ¢ determining the domain
of dependence of ¥ is easily recovered via the following statement.

Proposition 2.4. Let ¥ = graph(u : R™ — R) be an entire spacelike hypersurface whose
domain of dependence D(X) is a future reqular domain. Then D(X) = D, where ¢ : S~ 1 —
R U {400} is the following function:

o(y) = sup ((z,y) —u(x)) . (5)
zER™

Proof. We have already mentioned that D(X) is the intersection of all half-spaces containing
3 whose boundary is a lightlike hyperplane. Moreover, since D(X) is a future regular domain,
all such half-spaces are future. Now, for a given y € S"~!, the future half-space whose
boundary is the graph of x — (z,y) — ¢ contains X if and only if ¢ > (z,y) — u(z) for all
x € R™. Hence D(X) is the intersection of the open future half-spaces whose boundaries are
the lightlike hyperplanes z — (z,y) — ¢(y), where ¢ is as in (5), for p(y) < 4+oc. Using
Definition 2.3, this concludes the proof. 0

2.3. Products. A simple way of producing (future) regular domains is to start from a
(future) regular domain contained in a lower-dimensional copy of R*!, and take a product
with its orthogonal complement. Since those regular domains obtained in this way play an
important role for Theorem 1.3, we introduce a definition.

Definition 2.5. Let D be a regular domain in R™!. We say that D splits if there exists a
subspace P of signature (k, 1), for 1 < k <n — 1, such that

D={z+v|zeD, ve P} (6)
where D’ is a regular domain in P = R*1,

For brevity, when D splits as above, we will write that D = D’ x R"*. The next
proposition characterizes future regular domains that split in terms of the function .

Proposition 2.6. Let D, be a future reqular domain, for a lower semi-continuous function
¢ : S"1 = RU{+o0} such that card(F,) > 2. Then D, splits if and only if there exists
an affine subspace A of dimension k <n —1 of R"™ such that F,, C S"~' N A.

Proof. First, observe that F,, C S"~!' N A if and only if all lightlike hyperplanes of the form

T = (2, y) — ©(y) (7)

for y € F,, are invariant under translations in P+, where P := {\(a,1)|a € A,\ € R} C
R™!. So if there exists A such that F, C SN A, then D,, which is the intersection of the
future half-spaces bounded by hyperplanes of the form (7), is invariant under translations
in P1, and hence a product of D’ := D, N P and P as in (6).

Conversely, suppose that D, is of the form (6) for D' C P. Then D, contains an affine
subspace parallel to P+. This implies that if a future half-space bounded by a hyperplane
of the form (7) contains D, then (y,1) € P, namely, y € A := PN {zp41 = 1}. This shows
that F,, C A and concludes the proof. 0
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3. SCALAR AND MEAN CURVATURE

3.1. Some general formulae. Let 2 be a convex domain in R™ (most of the time, Q = R"),
let u: © — R be a smooth spacelike function (i.e. |[Du(x)| < 1 for all = € ), and let ¥ be
the graph of u. When Q = R”, ¥ is thus an entire spacelike hypersurface (see Proposition
2.1). By an elementary computation, the first fundamental form of ¥ is
9ij = 61']' — &-u 6ju
and the second fundamental form, computed with respect to the future unit normal vector
1

N = —=(01u,...,0,u,1) ,
V= |Du|2( ' )
is )
V1= |Dul? =~
Since the inverse of the metric is
y Oiu Oju
[V v J
97 =% T Dup
the shape operator of ¥ is given by
- Oiu Opu ) 5
he = —— | O7.u. 8
J h1_|Du|2Z( —|Du|2 kj ( )
Let us denote by Ai,...,A, the principal curvatures of ¥ (the eigenvalues of the shape
operator) and by Hj[u] the normalised k" elementary symmetric function of A,..., A,
(the kth-curvature)
kl(n —k)!
Hk[u] = % O'k(Al, ey An)

We are interested in the scalar curvature S[u] of ¥ which is linked to Hz[u] by the identity:
Slu] = —n(n = 1) Halu]

and in the mean curvature, which is simply equal to H1[u], and is given by:

- Oiu Oju
- 0ii + 7> 62
X e, (54 2150

3.2. CMC hypersurfaces. Let us start by recalling some results on entire hypersurfaces
of constant mean curvature that will be used in the following. By the Lorentzian Bernstein
theorem, the only entire hypersurfaces with vanishing mean curvature are spacelike hyper-
planes, so we consider nonzero values ¢ of the (constant) mean curvature. Up to applying a
time-reversing isometry, we can assume that the mean curvature is positive.

First of all, the following result shows, in particular, that the domain of dependence of
an entire CMC hypersurface with positive ¢ is a future regular domain.

Theorem 3.1 ([BSS23, Corollary 2.4]). Let ¥ be an entire spacelike hypersurface with mean
curvature bounded below by a positive constant. Then D(X) is a future reqular domain.

By Theorem 3.1, in order to obtain a classification result for entire CMC hypersurfaces,
it it sufficient to consider future regular domains. The classification result is the following.

Theorem 3.2 ([BSS23, Theorem A]). Given any future reqular domain D and any ¢ > 0,
there exists a unique entire spacelike hypersurface with constant mean curvature ¢ such that

D(X) = D.

The uniqueness part of Theorem 3.2 follows from the following comparison principle for
mean curvature, that we will apply in this more general form.
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Theorem 3.3 ([BSS23, Theorem 2.1]). Let ¥_ and X4 be entire spacelike hypersurfaces,
which are the graphs of u_ and uy respectively. Suppose that ¥4 has constant mean curva-

ture Hi[uy] = ¢ >0, and X_ has (possibly non-constant) mean curvature Hi[u—_] > ¢, and
that ¥4 CD(X_). Then uy(x) > u_(x) for every x € R™.

Let us now briefly describe the relation between entire CMC hypersurfaces and product
regular domains. The key result is the following Splitting Theorem:

Theorem 3.4 ([CT90, Theorem 3.1]). Let ¥ be an entire spacelike hypersurface in R™1
with constant mean curvature ¢ > 0. Then exactly one of the following holds:

(1) ¥ is strictly convex, or

(2) there exists a subspace P of signature (k,1), for 1 < k < n — 1, such that ¥ =
{x+v|zeX ve Pt} for ¥ € P=RM an entire hypersurface of constant mean
curvature nc/k.

Clearly, the domain of dependence of a CMC hypersurface as in item (2) splits (as per
Definition 2.5). Conversely, by the uniqueness part of Theorem 3.2, if D = D(X) splits, then
using the invariance of D by translations in P*, one sees immediately that ¥ is in the form
of item (2). We summarize this discussion in the following corollary:

Corollary 3.5. Let X be an entire spacelike hypersurface in R™ with constant mean cur-
vature ¢ > 0. Then X is strictly convex if and only if D(X) does not split.

3.3. Scalar curvature and admissible functions. Let us now focus on the study of the
scalar curvature (or equivalent, on the Hs) of spacelike hypersurfaces. From the elementary
inequality

" 2
(Z /\Z—> >2 > N, 9)
i=1 1<i<j<n

it follows that if ¥ is a (connected) hypersurface of scalar curvature bounded above by a
negative constant, then its mean curvature is either bounded below by a positive constant,
or bounded above by a negative constant. Up to applying a time-reversal isometry in the
latter case, and using Theorem 3.1, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Let 3 be an entire spacelike hypersurface whose scalar curvature is bounded
above by a negative constant. Then D(X) is either a future reqular domain or a past reqular
domain. In the former case, the mean curvature of X is bounded below by a positive constant;
in the latter, the mean curvature of ¥ is bounded above by a negative constant.

In order to obtain existence and uniqueness results for entire spacelike hypersurfaces with
a prescribed domain of dependence, we will thus focus (which is again not restrictive, up
to a time-reversing isometry) on the first situation in Corollary 3.6. It is thus natural to
consider the set of admissible functions:

Ky :={u:R" =R € C*R")| |Du| <1, Hi[u] >0 and Ha[u] > 0 on R"}.

1
On K the operator Hs is elliptic, the operator 5 is concave with respect to the second
derivatives, and the Maclaurin inequality (which is stronger than (9)) holds:

0 < Holu]? < Hlu] . (10)

Details are given in Appendix A.
Let us state the standard comparison principles for the curvature operators H; and Ho:

Theorem 3.7. Let Q be a bounded open subset of R™ and u,v € C*(Q)NC°(Q) be spacelike

functions such that Hi[u] > Hi[v] in Q and u < v on 9. Then u < v on €.
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Theorem 3.8. Let Q) be a bounded open subset of R™ and u,v € C*(Q)NC°(Q) be spacelike
functions such that Ha[u] > Ha[v] in Q and v < v on IQ. Assume moreover that u is
admissible. Then u < v on Q.

In both statements we also have by the strong maximum principle: if € is connected,
then either u < v in Q or u and v coincide.

Remark 3.9. Theorems 3.7 and 3.8 are equivalent to the following statements, that we record
here since they will be useful later. Let u,v € C?(Q), for  an open subset of R”, and let
xo € Q. Suppose u(xg) = v(zp) and v < v on Q. Then Hi[u](xo) < Hilv](xo). If moreover
u is admissible, then Ha[u](xo) < Ha[v](zo).

4. EXISTENCE OF ENTIRE SOLUTIONS

4.1. Outline of the construction. Let us provide an outline of the strategy to prove the
existence parts of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. Given a future regular domain D, for
which the cardinality of F, is at least three, we will construct two barriers w,uw : R — R
whose graphs have domain of dependence D,,. We will take for the upper barrier  a solution
of the prescribed constant mean curvature equation obtained in [BSS23], and for the lower
barrier u a supremum of solutions of the prescribed constant scalar curvature equation: the
latter solutions will be products with linear spaces of surfaces with constant Gauss curvature
in R*! and triangular Gauss map image obtained in [BSS19]. We then solve a sequence of
Dirichlet problems between the barriers, and extract a convergent sub-sequence using a
priori estimates essentially obtained in [Bay06] and [Urb03].

A technical, but important, point is the following. We will need to use that the upper
barrier @ is strictly convex, which by the Splitting Theorem (see Corollary 3.5) is the case
if and only if the set F,, C S"~! does not belong to any affine hyperplane of R™ (i.e. if
and only if D, does not split, see Proposition 2.6). While this is an hypothesis of Theorem
1.4, for Theorem 1.3 we will use the following remark: if D, splits as D; x R"* with
D;, C R®!, a solution ¥’ of constant scalar curvature in R®! and domain of dependence D;,
yields a hypersurface ¥ := %/ x R in R™! with constant scalar curvature and domain of
dependence Dy; so, in that case, the existence of a solution readily follows from the existence
of a solution in a space of smaller dimension. The proof of Theorem 1.3 will be concluded
by an inductive argument, see Section 4.6.

In this section, we construct entire admissible solutions of Ha[u] = H (., u) with domain of
dependence D,,. For this purpose, we first construct the barriers v and @ in Section 4.2, then
we solve the Dirichlet problem between the barriers (see Appendix B) and we reduce the
construction of entire solutions to the obtention of C* and C? interior estimates in Section
4.3. Then we obtain these estimates in Sections 4.4 and 4.5 and we conclude the proofs of
the existence parts of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 in Section 4.6.

4.2. The construction of the barriers.

Definition 4.1. Let ¢ : S"! — RU {400} be a lower semi-continuous function such that
card(Fg,) > 3, and let hg, h1 be constants such that 0 < hg < hy. We say that u,u : R - R
is a pair of (D, ho, hi)-barriers if:
(1) @ is smooth, spacelike and strictly convex;
(2) w is 1-Lipschitz;
(3) The domain of dependence of the graphs of v and @ is D, and the following inequal-
ities hold:
Vo<u<u<V,+Cy, (11)
for some Cy > 0;
(4) For every bounded domain Q C R", every admissible function u : Q — R such that
ho < Halu] < hy and ulgg < ulaqn < Ulaq, satisfies u < u < 7w on .
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Remark 4.2. In item (3), the hypothesis that the domain of dependence of the graph of @
equals D, together with (11), automatically implies that the domain of dependence of the
graph of u also equals D,,.

Remark 4.3. Classically, the upper and lower barriers are taken as two admissible functions
satisfying Ho[u] < ho and Halu] > hi, so that item (4) is satisfied as a consequence of
Theorem 3.8. In fact, in our Definition 4.1 we require that @ is smooth, and under this
assumption the condition (4) actually implies that Ha[u] < ho. However, in this work we
will need to construct a function w which is possibly not smooth, obtained as a supremum
of admissible functions satisfying a lower bound on Ha.

Proposition 4.4. Let ¢ : S"~! — RU{+00} be a lower semi-continuous function such that
card(F,) > 3, and such that F, is not contained in any affine hyperplane of R™. Then, for
any constants 0 < ho < h1, a pair of (Dy, ho, h1)-barriers ezists.

Proof. Let a < v/hg. (We can take a = v/hg for the moment but, if hg = hy, then we will
have to replace o by a smaller constant later on.)

To construct @ as in item (1), let us take the function whose graph has constant mean
curvature H; = « and whose domain of dependence is D, given in [BSS23]. This upper
barrier @ is strictly convex by Proposition 2.6 and Corollary 3.5.

Let us construct u as in item (2). Consider a subset T' = {y,,ys, Y} of F,, C S"~! C R"
formed by three pairwise distinct points. The null vectors

— — o
0Ya = (Yas 1), 0yb = (Y6, 1), 0ye = (e, 1)
of R™! span the 3-dimensional linear space
— — —
Lt := Span(0yqa, Oyp, Oy..)
and we have the decomposition R™! = Ly @ LJT-. The restriction to Ly of the metric in R™1!
is of signature (2,1) and the null planes

) ) )
P, = Oya — Sp(a)v P, = Oyp — (p(b), P. = 0y — SD(C)

define a triangular regular domain
Dr=IT(P)NIT(P)NIT(P.,)

in Lp; here we use I (P) to denote the future half-space whose boundary is the null plane
P. By [BSS19, Theorem A] there exists a spacelike surface X7 in Ly with constant Gauss
curvature K = —@hl and whose domain of dependence is Dp. Let us note that X
is asymptotic at infinity to the boundary dDr of its domain of dependence. The product
Y X L% then defines an admissible hypersurface of R™! = Ly @ L:% with constant scalar
curvature Ho = hy. It is the graph of an entire function zp : R™ — R. Denoting by 7 the
set of triples T' = {ya, Y», Yo} of pairwise distinct points in Fi, we finally set
u = sup z7. (12)
TeT
Let us now show item (3). The domain of dependence of the graph of @ is D, by
construction. By Remark 4.2, the same holds true for w if (11) holds. We thus only have to
show (11), namely that V, <u <7 < V,, 4 Cp.
We first show that V,, < u. Let us set, for each T" € T,

Vr(z) := sup ((z,y) — ¢(y)) -
yeT

Recalling that
Vo(z) = sup ({z,9) — ¢(y))

yelF,
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and F, = Upe7T, we have
Vi, =sup Vr . (13)
TeT
Since zp > Vp for all T' € T, from (12) and (13) we deduce that u > V,,. The inequality
is strict: let us fix z € R"; since ¢ is lower semi-continuous, there exists yo € F}, such that
Ve(z) = sup ((z,9) — #(y)) = (z.30) — ¢ (v0). (14)
yel,

If T = {yo,y1,y2} is a triple containing yo, with arbitrary other points y1,y2 € F,, (that

exist since card(F,) > 3), we have, by definition of yq,

Vr(z) = max({z,50) = ¢(yo), {x,91) = (Y1), {z,92) = ¢(y2))
= (z,90) — ¢(yo)-
Hence V,(x) = Vr(z) for all T C F,, containing the point yo defined by (14). We thus have
V(@) = Vi) < 21(2) < u(a),

and thus V, < w.

Second, we show that u < u. By Theorem 3.3 applied to u_ = zp and ut = 7, since
Hy[a) = a and Hy[zr] > Halzr]V/? = h1/2 > «, we have that 20 <@ for all T € T. Taking
the supremum, we deduce that u < w on R™. We may moreover suppose that the strict
inequality holds, up to replacing a by a slightly smaller constant. Indeed, if ¥, constructed
by Theorem 3.2, has constant mean curvature o/ = H;1[v] < Hi[u] = «, then @ < T by
Theorem 3.3 and moreover u < v by the strong maximum principle; replacing @ by v if
necessary, we may therefore suppose that u < 7.

Third, we show that @ < V,, + Cy. For this, we use the notion of cosmological time
(see [Bon05, Section 4] for some foundational properties) in the regular domain D,,, which
is the function T': D, — (0, +00) such that T'(p) is the supremum of the length of every
past-directed causal curve v : [0,a] — D, with v(0) = p, where past-directed means that
(7' (t), O, ., > 0 and the length of ~ is:

aw=Aauwmw@w.

By [BSS23, Lemma 2.3|, the cosmological time T restricted to the graph of @ is bounded
from above by Cyp = 1/a. This implies the desired inequality. Indeed, the cosmological time
of the points on the graph of the function V,, + Cy is at least Cp, since the vertical segment
connecting the points (z, V,(x)) and (z, V,(z) + Cp) is a timelike curve of length Cy. This
finishes the proof of item (3).

We finally prove item (4). First, since Hi[u] > 7—[2% [u] > h(lJ/2 > « = H[u], we have u <7
by the comparison principle (Theorem 3.7) for the mean curvature on the bounded domain
Q. Second, for every function zp in the construction of u, we have Hau] < hy = Halzr],
hence by the comparison principle for Hs (Theorem 3.8) we obtain u > zp. Taking the
supremum over all 7' we conclude that u > w. O

4.3. Construction of a solution. In the following, we suppose that F, is not included
in any affine hyperplane of R™ and fix hg, hy positive constants such that hy < H < hy.
Moreover, u and @ will denote a pair of (D, ho, hi)-barriers as in Definition 4.1, constructed
in Proposition 4.4.

Consider the balls B; := {x € R"| |z| < i} for i € N*. We have R" = U,;en- B; with
B; C Biy1. Let u; € C4’O‘(E) be a solution of the Dirichlet problem

Holu;) = H(.,u;) in B; and wu; =7 on 0B;

such that v < w; < @w. We have included an outline of the proof of the solution of the
Dirichlet problem in Appendix B. The solution u; is obtained by applying Theorem B.1 to
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w2 = and 1 some subsolution (see Remark B.2). Theorem B.1 provides a solution such
that p1 < wu; < @9 =7, and we actually have u < u; by item (4) of Definition 4.1.

To construct an entire solution we need the following interior estimates: if K C R" is a
compact subset, there exist I € N, 0 € (0,1] and Cx > 0 such that, for all i > I,

sup |Du;| <1 -0k (15)
K

and
sup | D?u;| < Ck. (16)
K

With these estimates at hand, a C*® estimate is obtained using the Evans-Krylov theory
(note that the CY estimate is trivial since u < u; < u), and an entire solution is then
obtained using the Arzela-Ascoli theorem together with a diagonal process.

The interior C' and C? estimates (15) and (16) were obtained in [Bay06] and [Urb03]
once two auxiliary functions are constructed, as explained in the following subsections.

4.4. The interior C' estimate. The estimate relies on the following result:

Theorem 4.5 ([Bay06, Section 4]). Let K be a compact subset of R™ and R > 0 such that
K C Bg. If there exists a smooth spacelike function 1) : Br — R with the following property:

P <uonK and Y >1 on OBg (%)
then there exists 0 € (0,1] such that every solution u : B — R of Halu] = H(.,u) with

u < u <7 satisfies
sup |Du| <1 —46. (17)
K

The number 0 depends on K, R,u,u,y and H on {(z,t)| v € Br, ¥(x) <t <u(z)}.

We now construct the required auxiliary function v, given a pair of (D, ho, h1)-barriers.
Observe that the hypothesis on the pair of barriers used in the proof are the fact that w is
spacelike and the fact that u > V.

Lemma 4.6. If K is a compact subset of R", there exist R > 0, with K C Bg, and a
smooth spacelike function ¢ : Br — R, such that condition (%) holds.

Proof. Let us fix Ry such that K C FRO and g : FRO — R be a 1-Lipschitz function such
that ¢ < u and whose graph belongs to D, (me may take for instance ¥y = V,, + o with
ap > 0 such that oy < infERD (u—V,)). We then consider ) : R™ — R such that ¢ = 1)y on
FR[) and
Y(§ +t&/Ro) =o(§) +1t

for all £ € OBpR, and t > 0. By construction, for p = (£,v0(£)) and v = (£/Ro, 1), the
null line p 4 tv, t > 0 belongs to the graph of 1. We claim that there exists a (maybe
large) R such that ¢ > @ on R™\Bg. To see this, we apply Lemma C.2 to the subset

{(p = (&, %0(8),v = (§/Ro, 1)) [§ € OBR,}, which is in E since (§,0(£)) € Dy (Remark
C.1). Lemma C.2 shows that the set {1) = @} is the image of a continuous function from

OBpg, to the graph of @, whose image is compact since 9Bp, is compact. Hence {¢ < @} is
bounded. Finally, we fix § > 0 such that

§ < min(ai%f (v — 1), i%f(ﬂ — 1)),

we consider p. € C°(B;) such that p. > 0 and f]R" pe(2)dz = 1 and choose ¢ small so that
the function ¥. = (1 — &)y * p. satisfies supg,, |the —1p| < 4. The function 1. is smooth, and
it is spacelike since

e vl = [1=9) [ wlo =) - vl - Dpc(ara:

(1 —e)z -yl

IN
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for all 2,y € R™ (since ¢ is 1—Lipschitz). It is moreover such that 1. < w on K and ¢ >
on 8BR. O

4.5. The interior C? estimate. The estimate is a consequence of the following C? estimate
of Urbas:

Theorem 4.7 ([Urb03]). Let K be a compact subset of R™ and R > 0 such that K C Bg. If
there exists a smooth and strictly convex function ¢ : Br — R with the following property:

¢ >u on K and ¢ <wu on OBR , (%)

then there exists C' > 0 such that every solution u : B — R of Halu] = H(.,u) with
u < u < T satisfies
sup |D?u| < C. (18)
K

The constant C depends on K, R,u,u,¢,H on {(z,t)| * € Bg, u(z) <t < ¢(x)} and on
0 € (0,1] such that supg,, |Du| <1 —0.

Note that the existence of a controlled constant 6 € (0, 1] such that supp, [Du| <1 -6
is granted for every solution u : Bg: — R between the barriers by the interior C'' estimate
obtained in the previous section, if R’ > R is sufficiently large (Theorem 4.5 and Lemma
4.6).

We now construct the auxiliary function ¢. Here the key property of the barriers is
the strict convexity of @ (for which the hypothesis that F, is not contained in any affine
hyperplane of R™ is essential) and the inequalities in (11).

Lemma 4.8. If K is a compact subsel of R", there exist R > 0, with K C Bg, and a
smooth and strictly convex function ¢ : B — R, such that condition (xx) holds.

Proof. Applying an isometry of R™! we can assume that %(0) = 0 and Dy = 0, which, by
strict convexity of u, implies
lim w@(z) =+oc0 . (19)

|z|—+o00
The proof is then analogous to the proof of [Bay09, Lemma 3.7]. We fix R’ sufficiently large
such that K C Br. We set ¢ := supp_, U+ 1. Recalling (11) we have u > % —c on R". We
thus get from (19) the existence of R > R’ such that

inf () > ¢o + 1.

{a: |z|>R} ™
We set, for all x € R,
1
B(r) = b0 + ol
The function ¢ is strictly convex, ¢ >u+ 1 on Br and ¢ < u on 0BRg. U

Remark 4.9. Up to taking a larger value of R, we could assume that the function ¢ con-
structed in the proof is of spacelike type on Br. However, this is not necessary for the C?
estimates (see Theorem 4.7).

4.6. Conclusion of the proofs.

Proof of existence part of Theorem 1.4. By Proposition 4.4, let u and @ be a pair of (D, ho, h1)-
barriers, according to Definition 4.1, which exist because we are assuming that F, is not
contained in any affine hyperplane of R™.

Let B;, i € N*, be an increasing sequence of balls (of radius 4, say). From Theorem B.1
in Appendix B, let u; € C*%(B;) be an admissible solution of the Dirichlet problem

{Hg ul] == H(-,ui) in Bi

U = on 8BZ
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such that p; < wu; < @9 := U, where ¢ is any subsolution (see Remark B.2). We then have
u < u; <@ by item (4) of Definition 4.1.

We have obtained in Sections 4.4 and 4.5 the following local C? estimates: for every
compact subset K C R™ there exist Ix € N, 0k € (0,1] and Cs x > 0 such that

sup [Du;| <1 -0k and  ||luillc2(x) < Cox
K

for all i > Ix, where ||.|[c2(k) stands for the usual C? norm on the compact K. These
estimates control the ellipticity of the equation, see Proposition A.1 in Appendix A. If K
is an arbitrary compact subset of R", we may thus assume that the u; are solutions of an
uniformly elliptic equation on K, and we deduce from the Evans-Krylov C% estimate the
following local C% estimate (see e.g. [GT01, Theorem 17.14]): for every compact subset
K C R" there exist ax € (0,1), [x € N and Cj ; > 0 such that

luwillc2on () < Cox
for all i > I, where ||.[|c2.0x () denotes the usual C**< norm on K. Let us note that, in

order to apply the Evans-Krylov C%“ estimate, we also use here that the operator ’H,é/ “isa
concave function of the second derivatives on the range of an admissible function, which is
property (36) in Appendix A. The Ascoli-Arzela theorem and a standard diagonal process
then yield a subsequence, still denoted w;, which converges in the C? norm on compact
subsets of R™. The limit u : R" — R is a solution of the equation Hq[u] = H(.,u), it
is admissible since so are the functions u; and by (9) (if Hi[u] > 0 and Ha[u] > 0 then
H1[u] > 0), and finally u is C*“ by the elliptic regularity theory (since H is assumed to be
C?2). If moreover H is C* for k > 2, then u is C**2% and if H is C* then so too is u.

Let ¥ be the graph of w. Since, for every i, v < u; < @, then for the limit u we still
have v < u < @. By the definition of barriers, the graphs ¥ of u and ¥ of @ are entire
hypersurfaces whose domain of dependence is D,. Hence any inextensible causal curve in
D, intersects both X and ¥, and therefore also intersects ¥. This shows that D, C D(X).
Conversely, if p € R™! does not belong to D,, then an inextensible causal curve through p
does not intersect 3, and therefore it does not intersect X. This shows that D(X) = D, and
concludes the proof.

Proof of existence part of Theorem 1.3. We provide the proof by induction on the dimen-
sion. First, if n = 2, the result has been proved in [BSS19, Theorem A]. Suppose now that
the result is true for n < ng, and we shall prove it for n = ng + 1. Let ¢ : " — RU {400}
be a lower semi-continuous function with card(F,) > 3, and let D, be the associated regular
domain in R™ 51 If F, is contained in an affine hyperplane, i.e. if D,, splits (Definition 2.5
and Proposition 2.6), let A be an affine subspace of minimal dimension k < ng containing
F,, and let P = R¥! be the corresponding linear subspace constructed as in the proof of
Proposition 2.6. Then ¥ = {z +v |z € ¥/,v € P*}, where X' is a hypersurface with Hy = ¢
in the regular domain D, N P, satisfies Ha = ck(k —1)/(no+ 1)no and has domain of depen-
dence D,,. If instead F|, is not contained in any affine subspace of dimension £ < ng, then
the conclusion follows as a special case of Theorem 1.4, for H the constant function. O

5. UNIQUENESS AND FOLIATION

5.1. Uniqueness. In this section we will prove the following theorem, and we deduce the
uniqueness parts of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.

Theorem 5.1. Let X_ and X4 be entire spacelike hypersurfaces, which are the graphs of
two functions u_ and uy respectively, with u_ admissible. Suppose that ¥4 C D(X_) and
Holuy] < Halu_]. Assume moreover that D(X4) = D, for a continuous function ¢, .
Then uy(x) > u_(x) for every x € R™.
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Proof. Let € > 0. We claim that uy(z) + € > u_(x) for all z € R™. For this purpose, we
only need to claim that the subset {x € R" |uy(z) + € < u_(z)} is compact, so that we can
apply Theorem 3.8 to Q := {z € R" |us(z) + € < u_(z)} and to the functions u = u_ and
v = uy4 + €, which agree on 02, to deduce that Q is actually empty.

To prove the claim, note first that, since uq. > V,,,, the set {uy + € < u_} is contained
in the set V := {V,,, + € < u_}. Hence we will show that the latter is compact. For this,
observe that every ray (say, R) of the form t — (ty,t — o, (y) + ¢€), for y € S*~1, intersects
Y _. Indeed, by Proposition 2.4 there exists z € R™ such that (z,y) —ui(x) > ¢ (y) — €,
hence uy(z) < {x,y) — ¢+ (y) + €. This shows that the null hyperplane P containing R,
namely P = {x,41 = (x,y) — ¢4 (y) + €}, intersects Xy. This implies that the null ray R
intersects ¥4, see [BSS23, Proposition 1.18] or [BS17, Section 2.3]. Since ¥4 C D(X_), this
implies that the ray R intersects ¥_ as well.

We now consider the function from S"~! to ¥_ that associates to every y € S"~! the
unique intersection point of the ray ¢ — (0, —p (y)+€) +t(y, 1) with ¥_. Applying Lemma
C.2, this function is continuous by continuity of ¢. Hence its image is compact in ¥_. By
the definition (1) of Vi, when x = ty, Vi, (z) +€ > (z,y) —p4(y) + e =t — o1 (y) +¢€, and
the latter is the height function along the ray R. Hence V = {V,, + € < u_} is bounded
and this concludes the claim.

Since € was arbitrary, the conclusion follows by taking the limit as e — 0. O

We can now conclude the proofs of the uniqueness parts of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4.

Proof of the uniqueness part of Theorem 1.3. Let ¢ : S — R be a continuous function,
and let ¥ = graph(uy) and Yo = graph(usz) be two entire spacelike hypersurfaces such
that D(X1) = D(X2) = D, and Ha[u1] = Haluz] = ¢. Then, applying Theorem 5.1 twice,
u1 = us and thus 31 = 3. ]

Proof of the uniqueness part of Theorem 1.4. We reason as in the proof of Theorem 5.1. Let
up and ug be admissible functions such that Halu;] = H(-,u;) on R™ and having the same
domain of dependence D,,, for ¢ continuous. Fixing € > 0, the proof of Theorem 5.1 shows
that Q := {z € R"|uz(z) + € < u1(z)} is bounded. Hence we can apply the comparison
principle for scalar curvature (Theorem 3.8) to €2 and to the functions © = u; and v = us+e.
Using that 0., H > 0, we see that Ha[v] = Ha[uz + €] < Ha[u1] = Halu] on Q. This shows
that Q is in fact empty, and therefore us + € > u;. Letting € — 0 we obtain that us > u;,
and reversing the roles of u; and us we conclude that u; = us. O

5.2. Foliation. The existence of a foliation in Theorem 1.2 will be a consequence of the
following more general result:

Theorem 5.2. Let ¢ : S"~1 — RU {400} be a lower semi-continuous function such that
for all ¢ > 0 there exists a unique admissible function u. : R™ — R such that Halu.| = ¢ and
with domain of dependence Dy,. Then there exists a unique foliation of Dy, by hypersurfaces
of constant scalar curvature S € (—o0,0).

Proof. Uniqueness is obvious and we focus on the existence part of the statement. Suppose
first that the domain D, does not split. Under this assumption, let us note first that if ¢c; < c2
then wu., > u.,. Indeed, recall from Subsection 4.3 that u. can be constructed as limits of
solutions of Dirichlet problems on a ball B; with boundary values u. on 0B;. Moreover,
from the proof of Proposition 4.4, we see that we can take u. to be the hypersurface of
constant mean curvature y/c/2 whose domain of dependence is D,. With this choice, we
have T., > T, by the comparison principle for the mean curvature (Theorem 3.3). Hence,
by the comparison principle for Hs (Theorem 3.8) and taking limits, u., > u.,. Together
with the strong maximum principle, we conclude the strict inequality.
We also have the following properties. First,

lim @.=V, .
c——+o00o
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Indeed, it was proved in [BSS23] that, for a given regular domain D, the graphs of u.
are entire CMC hypersurfaces that foliate Dy, and U., > U, if ¢; < c2. This immediately
implies:

lim u.=V, .
c——+o0o ¢ ¥

Second,
lim u, = 400 .
c—0

To show this, fix a triplet 7' C F'. Now, recall that, by construction of u,, we have u, > 27 .
where z7 . is an admissible function whose graph is X7 . X L%, and X7 . is a surface of
constant Gaussian curvature X = —2"=1¢ in the vector subspace Ly = R%!. By the
results of [BSS19], the surfaces X . provide a foliation of the regular domain Dy, and

therefore lim,_,9 27 = +00. This implies lim._,ou, = 400 as claimed. It follows that
lim u, = +o0 .
c—0

We thus only have to prove that any point X = (z,t) € D, belongs to the graph of a
solution u.. Setting

ct = sup{c|uc(z) >t} ¢ = inf{c|uc(x) <t},

we have ¢ < ¢~ and we may consider a non-decreasing sequence ¢ —, 1. ¢t and a
non-increasing sequence ¢,, —n—s4o0 ¢ such that

U () >t >u,-(z) .

Using the estimates obtained in Section 4 we may suppose that u + and u - converge to
functions u and w~. These functions satisfy u™(z) >t > v~ (z) and they are solutions of
Holut] = ¢t and Ha[u~] = ¢~ . If ¢t = ¢, the uniqueness of a solution implies that uy = u_
and the result follows. Assuming that ¢t < ¢~ and fixing cg such that ¢t < ¢y < ¢, we
have u™ < u,, < u and therefore

U () < uey (z) < ut(x).

The inequality wu.,(x) > t yields a contradiction with the definition of ¢* and the inequality
Ue, () < t a contradiction with the definition of ¢~. We deduce that wu.,(z) = ¢, which
finishes the proof in the case where D, does not split.

If D, = D' x R"~F (see Subsection 2.3) then the uniqueness of the solutions of Hs[u.] = ¢
in D, for every ¢ > 0 implies, taking products, the uniqueness of the solutions of the same
problem in D’. The existence of the foliation in D, then trivially follows from the first part
of the proof applied to D', by taking products again. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The uniqueness part of Theorem 1.1, together with Theorem 5.2,
immediately implies the existence of a foliation by hypersurfaces of constant scalar curvature
as in Theorem 1.2. Moreover, the construction shows that the function that sends p to the
value of S such that p is contained in the leaf of the foliation with scalar curvature S is
a time function. Indeed, the proof shows that if ¢; < c¢a, then u., > u., and the scalar
curvature of u. equals —n(n — 1)c. This concludes Theorem 1.2. U

Taking products, we obtain immediately that the conclusion of Theorem 1.2 also holds
for regular domains that split as D, x R" %, for ¢ : S¥~1 — R continuous. More precisely,
using Proposition 2.6, the most general statement is the following;:

Corollary 5.3. Let ¢ : S"~! — RU{+00} be a function which is continuous and real-valued
on STTIN A, where A is an affine subspace of R™ of dimension 3 < d < n intersecting S* ',
and identically equal to +00 on the complement of A. Then D, is foliated by hypersurfaces
of constant scalar curvature in (—00,0) and the scalar curvature function associated to this
foliation defines a time function.
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6. FINITENESS CONDITIONS

6.1. Dimension 3 4+ 1. We prove here that in R*»! the domain of dependence D, of an
entire admissible solution of Ha[u] = 1 is necessarily such that card(F,) > 3. This relies on
the following result:

Proposition 6.1. There is no entire spacelike function u : R? — R such that Hi[u] > 0 on
R? and supgz u < +00.

Proof. By contradiction, assuming that u : R? — R is such that H1[u] > 0 and supgs u <
+00, we consider v : R?\ {0} — R, z + log|z| and for ¢ > 0 the function u. := u — ev,
which is such that

lim  w.(z) = —o0.
|z|—+o0

Let us first show that

ue(z) < Imla)i Ue (20)

for all = such that || > 1. If not, u. would reach its maximum on the set {|z| > 1} at a
point xq such that |x¢| > 1, and we would have Du. = 0 and D?u. < 0 at that point i.e.

Du = far and D%*u < eD?v.
r

Up to applying a rotation, we can assume zg = (r,0). In the following, u; = (Du,e;),
uij = D?u(e;, e;) and v;; = D?v(e;, e;) stand for the usual first and second partial derivatives
of u and v. We thus have u; = |Du| and uz = 0 at 2o, which implies that

1 Uiy
Ml = e 2 (5“+1—|Du|2)”“

1<4,5<2

1 1
= 3 = |Dup <1_|Du|2u11+u22>

€ 1
2,/ — [Dul? <1 _ |Du|2v11 —i—vzz)

at zg. Since Av = v11 + vag = 0 we have vo2 = —v;; and since v;; = —1/r% < 0 the RHS
term is

€ 1
—1)vi1 <0
2v/T— [Dup? (1 —[Duf? ) a
which is impossible since H;[u] > 0. So (20) holds, which yields, for all z such that |z| > 1,
u(z) < Imla)i u+ elog|z|.
Taking the limit as € tends to 0, we deduce that for all « such that |z| > 1,

u(x) < maxu.
|z|=1

We then consider z¢ € B(0,1) such that u(xg) = maxp ) U : it is a global maximum of u
in R? at which Du = 0 and D?u < 0, which is impossible since H1[u] > 0. O

Corollary 6.2. Let ¢ be a positive constant. There is no admissible function u : R® — R

such that
|z1| < u(z) <y/z2+c (21)

for all x = (z1,2,23) € R3.
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Before the proof, we remark that the function on the RHS of (21) is the function whose
graph is an entire CMC hypersurface ¥ which is the product of a hyperbola in R!*! and of
R? = (RV1)L. The LHS is the corresponding function V,,, whose graph is the boundary of
the domain of dependence of such ¥, which is obtained as the intersection of the two future
half-spaces x4 > x1 and x4 > —x1. Hence ¢ is the function which takes the value 0 at the
points (#1,0,0) € S%, and +o0 elsewhere.

Proof of Corollary 6.2. The section (xa,x3) — u(0, 22, z3), with values in {7 = 0} = R?1,
would have positive mean curvature and would be bounded, which is not possible by Propo-
sition 6.1. Indeed, more generally, a vertical section of a m-admissible graph is always
(m — 1)-admissible, see Appendix A. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By contradiction, let u be an admissible function satisfying Ho[u] >
ho > 0 with domain of dependence D, C R*! such that card(F,) = 2. Up to an isometry,
we may suppose that (21) holds for some coordinates 1, x2, 23 and a constant ¢ conveniently
chosen. Indeed, the domain of dependence of u is a wedge, that we may assume to be {x €
R? | |z1] < 24}. Since Hi[u] is bounded below by a positive constant a (by the Maclaurin
inequality for admissible functions), the graph of u stays below every CMC hypersurface
with H; < « and belonging to the wedge (by the entire comparison principle for the mean
curvature operator, Theorem 3.3). This contradicts Corollary 6.2. 0

6.2. Higher dimension. We prove here that the results in the previous section do not
hold in higher dimension: there exists a bounded entire spacelike function u : R” — R with
positive mean curvature if n > 3, which is moreover admissible if n > 5, and there exists an
entire admissible function whose domain of dependence is a wedge if n > 6. This shows that
admissibility is not an obstruction to the existence of a solution of Ha[u] = 1 in R™! with
card(F) =2, if n > 6 (in contrast to the case n = 3 obtained in Corollary 6.2):

Proposition 6.3. The following holds:
(1) If n > 3 there exists an entire spacelike function u : R™ — R such that Hi[u] > 0 on
R" and supg. u < +o00.
(2) If n > 5 there exists an entire spacelike function u : R™ — R which is admissible
and bounded.
(8) If n > 6 there exists an entire admissible function u : R™ — R such that

lz1| < wu(z) < /22 +c (22)

for all x = (z1,2') € R™.
Proof. 1. Let us consider a radial function u : x € R” — v(|z|) € R where v : [0, +00) — R
is C?, spacelike and such that v/(0) = 0, and denote the mean curvature of its graph at
x € R™ by h(r), where r = |z|. Since, from (8), the principal curvatures of its graph are

1 v/ ,U//
M== A= —— and A= —
' LT VIR an (1—22)%
we have . . .
v v
h(r) = —-1)— 23
0= = (5 - %). >

which reads

Setting



ENTIRE HYPERSURFACES OF CONSTANT SCALAR CURVATURE IN MINKOWSKI SPACE 21

for » > 0 and since v’(0) = 0, an integration between 0 and r yields

71/ = T an ’U/ = 4H(T>
T omy ~HO) and Ny eoh (25)

1
Let us note that, by (23), h(r) —,-0 v”(0) and (24) implies that H(r) —,_0 0; so (25)
holds in fact on [0, +00). We deduce that, for all z € R™,
")

o 1+ H?(r)
Conversely, if h : [0, 400) — (0,4+00) is a positive continuous function so that the function
H defined by (24) satisfies

u(z) = u(0) + dr . (26)

TAD  e (27)

then u defined by (26) is a bounded entire spacelike function with mean curvature h(|z|) at
the point (z, u(x)).
This is achieved for example if A is chosen such that

+oo
/ s"Ih(s)ds = 400 and  h(s) =5 100 0(s727F) (28)
0
for some ¢ € (0, 1), which is possible if n > 3. Indeed, the two conditions in (28) imply that

/ " h(s)ds =r 100 0 (r"_Q_a)
0

and therefore that H(r) =, 4o o(r~17), so that (27) holds.

Let us first note that if n = 2 the second condition in (28) yields sh(s) = o(1/s'*¢) and
therefore f0+oo sh(s)ds < +0o0, so the two conditions in (28) are not compatible in that case.
This moreover implies that H(r) ~ C/r at +o0o (definition (24) with n = 2) and (27) also
fails to hold, as expected in view of the result of the previous section. That discussion shows
that the first condition in (28) is in fact necessary to integrate the second condition and
obtain (27) if n > 3.

Let us also note that to verify that v is C? on R, especially at = = 0, we need to verify
that v : [0, +00) — R is C'*! and such that v/ (0) = 0, which by (25) is equivalent to prove that
H :[0,+00) — R is C! and such that H(0) = 0. Since by (24) we have H(r) ~,_o h(0)r,
the only critical point is to verify that H'(r) has a limit as r tends to 0: differentiating (24)

we get
H
(n— 1)i) + H'(r) = nh(r)

r
and deduce that H'(r) tends to nh(0) as r tends to 0, which completes the proof.
2. We consider the radial function u(z) = v(|x|) constructed above. The second symmetric
function oy of the principal curvatures of the graph of u is

_on—17 v +n—2v’
02_1—1)’27“ 1 -2 2 r

which also reads using (23)

/ /
2= (nnyT= - 32 (29)
1—02r 2 r
where h : [0, +00) — (0,400) still denotes the mean curvature. Let us show that if n > 5
we may choose h satisfying (28) such that this expression is positive. Let us fix ¢ such
that 0 < ¢ < n/2 — 2 (we assume n > 5), consider a smooth non-decreasing function
k : [0, 4+00) = [0,400) such that

k(r) ~r—0 co /2 and k(1) ~r— oo rd
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for some constant co > 0 and set h(r) = r~"/2k(r). The function h satisfies (28) for every
e € (0,1) such that § < n/2 —2 — . Using (25), Eq. (29) may be written

7y = :‘/(%_Ul/;r:;l (r"h(r) - g /0 ' s"lh(s)ds> . (30)

The right-hand side term is positive if = is small, since h(r) tends to c¢o as r tends to 0.

Moreover, the function r — r"h(r) — 5 fo s"~1h(s)ds is non-decreasing since its derivative
is

grnflh + "R =2 (2 R) = 2 > 0.

So o9 is positive on [0,400) and u is admissible.
3. We construct a solution in the form

u() = /23 + w'(a’)2,

where 2’ = (z2,...,7,) and v’ : R"~! — R is admissible and such that 0 < v’ < supgn—1 v’ <
+00, constructed above for n — 1 > 5. As a consequence of the construction, (22) holds.
Moreover, it is admissible since v’ is admissible and, among the n principal curvatures of
u, n — 1 are equal to the principal curvatures of v/, while the last principal curvature is
positive (it coincides with the curvature of an hyperbola). Hence, using that #[u'] > 0 and
Ho[u'] > 0, one immediately sees that Hq[u] > 0 and Ha[u] > 0. O

Remark 6.4. The existence of an admissible solution of Ha[u] = 1 in R™! with n > 4 and
card(F,) = 2 is still an open question. Note that such a solution cannot be convex: in
convenient coordinates it would satisfy |z1| < u(z) < /27 + ¢ on R", and fixing z; € R
the map 2’ € R"~! — wu(x1,2") € R would be convex and bounded, and therefore constant;
u would thus only depend on x1, which is impossible: the graph of an admissible function
has necessarily at least two principal curvatures which are positive. This follows from the
inequalities
o1 ::Z)\j >0, i=1,....n
J#i

expressing that Hs is elliptic on admissible functions (see Section 3.3). Note also that it is
not known if there exist entire admissible solutions of Ha[u] = 1 which are not convex.

7. MGHC SPACETIMES

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 1.6 about maximal globally hyperbolic
Cauchy compact (in short, MGHC) flat spacetimes.

7.1. Flat MGHC spacetimes. Recall that a Lorentzian manifold M is globally hyperbolic
if it contains a Cauchy hypersurface, namely a smooth spacelike hypersurface that intersects
every inextensible causal curve exactly once. It is maximal if every isometric embedding
of M into a globally hyperbolic Lorentzian manifold that sends a Cauchy hypersurface to
a Cauchy hypersurface is surjective. It is Cauchy compact if it has a compact Cauchy
hypersurface. (It turns out that all Cauchy hypersurfaces are diffeomorphic, and that M is
diffeomorphic to the product of a Cauchy hypersurface and R.)

Let us now outline the classification result that was proved in [Bar05]: every maximally
globally hyperbolic Cauchy compact flat spacetimes is, up to taking a finite quotient, a
translation spacetime, a Misner spacetime, or a twisted product of a Cauchy hyperbolic
spacetime by a Euclidean torus. In the rest of the section, we will describe each of these
three situations, and prove that in each case there exists a foliation by hypersurfaces of
constant scalar curvature, where the scalar curvature of the leaves is zero for translation
spacetimes and Misner spacetimes, whereas it varies monotonically in (—oo,0) for twisted
products of Cauchy hyperbolic spacetimes by Euclidean tori — the latter being the most
interesting case.
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7.2. Translation spacetimes. A translation spacetime is a quotient of R™! by a lattice
A = 7" contained in R™ = {x,,11 = 0}, hence consisting entirely of spacelike vectors. We
start by treating this simple case, which is instructive for the case of Misner spacetimes and,
most importantly, twisted products of Cauchy hyperbolic spacetimes by Euclidean tori.

Proposition 7.1. Let M be a MGHC' spacetime which is finitely covered by a translation
spacetime. Then M has a foliation by flat hypersurfaces. Moreover, if 3 is a closed spacelike
hypersurface of constant scalar curvature S, then S = 0.

Proof. Every MGH finite quotient M of a translation spacetime is isometric to a quotient
R™1/A by a discrete group A of Euclidean isometries (a crystallographic group) acting freely
on R™. Now, each leaf of the foliation {z,+1 = c} of R™! by horizontal hypersurfaces is
preserved by any subgroup of Isom(R") < Isom(R™1!), and therefore induces a foliation by
flat Cauchy hypersurfaces of the quotient manifold M.

We now prove the second statement. Let F': M — R be a function whose level sets are
precisely the leaves of the above foliation and which is increasing in the future direction
— for instance, F' is the function induced in the quotient by the x,,; coordinate function.
Since Yy is closed, Fg, has a maximum ppax and a minimum pp,,. In the following, we
always compute the second fundamental form with respect to the future-directed unit normal
vector. All computations that follow are local, so to simplify the notation, we implicitly work
in a neighbourhood of pyin Or pmax which is identified, via a chart, to an open subset of
Minkowski space.

First, Yo is tangent to the totally geodesic hyperplane F'~!(F (pmin)) and contained in
its future. Hence its principal curvatures (with respect to the future unit normal vector)
at pmin are all non-negative, and therefore the Hy of ¥, which is constant by hypothesis,
is non-negative. It remains to show that the Hy of ¥ cannot be positive. But if the Hs
were positive at every point, then the mean curvature would never vanish by (9), it would
be positive at pmin by the previous observation that all principal curvatures at ppi, are
non-negative, and negative at pmax by the same argument, thus contradicting the continuity
of the mean curvature. 0

Remark 7.2. The foliation of a translation spacetime M = R"*!/A by flat (hence of van-
ishing scalar curvature) hypersurfaces is highly non-unique. For example, supposing that A
is the standard lattice Z™ in R™ only to simplify the formula, for any f : R — R such that
|IDf| < 1and f(t+1) = f(t), the graphs of the functions F.(x1,...,Tn4+1) = f(z1) + ¢ (for
¢ € R) are flat hypersurfaces foliating M.

7.3. Misner spacetimes. A Misner spacetime is a quotient of a wedge

W= {z e R |21 > |21]} .
To exploit this, observe that the metric of W can be written as

t2ds® + d:z:% 4+ ...+ da:i — dt?
where we have performed a simple change of coordinates from (1, x,41) to (¢,s) in the
copy of Rb given by 2 = ... = 2, = 0, t = /a2, —a} € (0,400) is the timelike
distance from the origin and s € R is the arclength parameter of every hyperbola of the form
z2 ., —z1 = t*. From this expression, one sees that every Minkowski isometry preserving W
acts by Euclidean isometries on the hypersurface {¢ = 1}, which is intrinsically isometric to

R™, and by the identity on the ¢ factor. The quotient of W by a discrete subgroup A acting
on {t = 1} as a lattice is called a Misner spacetime.

Proposition 7.3. Let M be a MGHC spacetime which is finitely covered by a Misner
spacetime. Then M has a foliation by flat hypersurfaces. Moreover, if ¥¢ is a closed spacelike
hypersurface of constant scalar curvature S, then S = 0.
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Proof. We argue as in the case of translation spacetimes. Since every group of isometries of
W preserve the t-coordinate, it preserves its level sets, which are flat hypersurfaces. Hence
the quotient M inherits a foliation by flat hypersurfaces.

For the second part, as before, let F': M — R be a function whose level sets are precisely
the leaves of the above foliation and which is increasing in the future direction. For instance,
F' is the function induced by the ¢ coordinate. As in the previous proof, we perform all
arguments, which are local, in a small Minkowski chart.

Let pmax and pmin the maximum and minimum of F|s,. Then ¥, is a hypersurface of
constant scalar curvature, which is tangent to the leaf F'~!(F (pmin)), and contained in its
future. Since every leaf { F' = ¢} has one positive principal curvature and n—1 zero principal
curvatures, by Weyl’s monotonicity theorem the principal curvatures of ¥y at pmin are all
non-negative, and at least one is positive. Hence the (constant) Ho of Xy is non-negative,
and moreover the mean curvature is positive at pmin. (Alternatively, we could have used
Remark 3.9 to infer that #s is non-negative, except that the leaf {F' = ¢} is the graph of a
non-admissible function — say, u — since its Hy vanishes, so one has to first perturb u and
v by adding a function of the form ¢||z||?> and then let € — 0.)

It only remains to exclude the possibility that the Ho is positive. By contradiction,
suppose that the Ho of ¥y is positive. Then the mean curvature of ¥y never vanishes by
(9), and is positive everywhere because it is positive at pmin by the previous discussion on
the principal curvatures. Thus X is the graph of an admissible function and we can apply
Remark 3.9 at pmax. This implies that the Ha of F~1(F(pmax)) is positive at pmax, which
gives a contradiction. 0

Remark 7.4. As in Remark 7.2, one easily sees that uniqueness of the hypersurfaces of
constant scalar curvature does not hold in Misner spacetimes. Taking the standard Z" lattice
acting on {t = 1} for simplicity, one can see that the hypersurfaces {t = F(za,...,2n,5)},
where F(2a,...,xn,8) = f(s) and f is such that f(s + 1) = f(s) and defines a spacelike

curve in RY1 all have vanishing sectional curvature.

7.4. The interesting case. We now turn our attention to the most important part of
Theorem 1.6, namely the existence of foliations by hypersurfaces of constant scalar curvature
in MGHC flat spacetimes which are not (up to finite cover) translation spacetimes or Misner
spacetimes. This will follow from Corollary 5.3. Let us first recall the definitions.

A Cauchy hyperbolic spacetime is obtained as a quotient of a regular domain D, C R™!
by a group I' of isometries of R™!, acting freely and properly discontinuously on D,. It
turns out that the linear part of I, namely the projection to O(n, 1), is contained in the
identity component of O(n, 1) and acts freely and properly discontinuously on H" = {z% +
o422 —x2, = -1, z,41 > 0}, with quotient a closed hyperbolic manifold diffeomorphic
to any Cauchy hypersurface of M.

Moreover, very importantly, ¢ : S*~! — R is continuous. This fact can be deduced from
various references: it is a consequence of [Li95, Theorem 3.1] together with the existence of
a uniformly convex Cauchy hypersurface ([BF17, Theorem 1.6]); it is contained in [BF20,
Section 4]; it is proved in parts (1) and (2) of [NS23a, Theorem F], specialized to a closed
manifold, i.e. the divisible case (the proof is done for n = 2 but extends immediately to any
dimension).

Now, a twisted product of M as above and a Euclidean torus is the quotient of D, x T’
(endowed with the product metric), where T is a Euclidean torus, by the action of T defined
by v(p,q) = (v - p,p(7) - q), for a representation p : I' = Isom(7T). When p is the trivial
representation, M is simply the (untwisted) product of D, /T" and T'. Observe that we allow
T to have dimension 0 (i.e. T is a point) so as to include Cauchy hyperbolic spacetimes in
this definition.
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Corollary 7.5. Let M be a MGHC spacetime which is finitely covered by a twisted product
of a Cauchy hyperbolic spacetime with a Euclidean torus. Then M has a foliation by hy-
persurfaces of constant scalar curvature. Moreover, every spacelike hypersurface of constant
scalar curvature in M is a leaf of this foliation. Finally, the function sending p to the value
of the scalar curvature of the unique leaf through p defines a time function on M.

Proof. By the above description, M is isometric to a quotient of Dg by the action of a group
f, where ¢ : S"~! — RU{+oc0} is a lower semi-continuous function which is continuous and
real-valued when restricted to S?~4=1 € §"~1 (here 0 < d = dim(7) < n — 2 and S"~ 4! is
defined by the vanishing of the last d coordinates) and is identically +00 on the complement
of S*~4=1 To understand the action of f, first observe that, since Dg splits as D, x R4, T
is a subgroup of the product Isom(R"~%1) x Isom(R¢). We have a short exact sequence

1578 5T 5T =1

where Z? is acting as a lattice on R?, with quotient isometric to T, whereas T' = f/ 74 is
acting on Dy, x T' = ’D@/Zd by the p-twisted action described above. As a consequence
of this discussion, the projection of T to Isom(R™"~%1) coincides with T' seen as acting on
R"=41 (preserving D,,).

By Corollary 5.3, Dz admits a foliation by constant scalar curvature hypersurfaces is,
where the scalar curvature S varies in (—oc,0). These are obtained as products of R? and of
the hypersurfaces ¥ g of constant scalar curvature whose domain of dependence is the regular
domain D, C R"~%1 where ¢ = @|gn-a—1. We have shown that the projection of T preserves
D,, and therefore preserves each ¥g by the uniqueness part of Theorem 1.1. Therefore r
preserves each is. Since the action of T' on D is free and properly discontinuous, so is the
action on is, hence each is induces a Cauchy hypersurface in the quotient manifold M.
This shows the first part of the statement.

Now, the function sending p to the value of the scalar curvature of the leaf through p in
Dg is increasing along future-directed timelike curves and thus induces a time function in
M. This proves the last part of the statement.

It thus remains to show the “moreover” part. Consider, as in Sections 7.2 and 7.3, a
function F' : M — R whose level sets are the hypersurfaces of the foliation. Concretely,
we take for F' the time function described in the previous paragraph, which takes values in
(—00,0). Given any closed spacelike hypersurface ¥ in M of constant scalar curvature, let
Pmin and prax the minimum and maximum points of F|y,, and let ¢ the (constant) value of
the Ha of Xg. At Pmin, B0 is tangent to the leaf F'~(F(pmin)) and contained in its future.
Since the latter has Hy identically equal to n(n — 1)|F(pmin)| and positive mean curvature,
we can apply Remark 3.9 in a small Minkowski chart and infer that

c¢>n(n—1|F(pmin)| - (31)

Now, by (9), the mean curvature of ¥ never vanishes. But, by Remark 3.9 again, the mean
curvature of ¥g at puin is greater than or equal to that of F~1(F(pmin)) at pmin, which is
positive, so ¥y has positive mean curvature everywhere. In other words, Y is locally, in
any Minkowski chart, the graph of an admissible function. Then we can apply Remark 3.9
at pmax and conclude that

¢ <n(n—1)|F(pmax)| - (32)

Putting (31) and (32) together, we have |F(pmin)| < |F(Pmax)|- But F(Pmin) < F(Pmax) < 0,
therefore |F(pmin)| > |F(Pmax)|, so we have shown that F(pmax) = F(Pmin), i.6. Flg, is
constant. This concludes the proof. O
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APPENDIX A. SOME ALGEBRAIC PROPERTIES OF THE CURVATURE OPERATORS

Let us denote by S, (R) the set of n x n symmetric matrices with real coefficients, and
set, for p € B(0,1) C R™ and ¢ € S,,(R),

= Z( ) o %

Let us denote by H(p,q) the normalised k*" elementary symmetric function of the eigen-
values Ai,..., A\, of (h;)”

kl(n—k)!
%k(p7Q) = % Uk()\h cee 7)\71)7
which reads
Hi(p,q) = (51" + q1,7 34
() nl - pPR)t Z 1=, oy

where the sum is over all the multi-indices I =41 < --- <@g, J = j1 < --- < Ji, and where,
if Ais an xn matrix, Ay ; stands for the determinant of the k£ x k matrix formed by the
lines of indices I and the columns of indices J of A. Let us set, for p € B(0,1) C R", the
positive cone associated to the operator H,,,

C(p) = {g€Su(R)|Vne Su(R)Y Hmlp,qg+n) > Hm(p,q) >0}
= {q€ S.(R)| Hr(p,q) >0, k=1,...,m}

where S, (R)** stands for the set of n X n symmetric matrices which are positive definite.
Let us finally define the set of positivity of H,, by

&:={(p,q) € B(0,1) x Sn(R)| ¢ € ['m(p)}
and recall that the following properties hold on &:
e the operator H,, is elliptic: for all (p,q) € € and all £ € R™\{0},

8 q) & & >0; (35)

1
e the operator H;; is concave with respect to the second variable ¢: for all (p,q) € €
and all (gij)ij € Sn(R),

>
P:q) &ij Ert <0 (36)
i kol 8‘]1] Oqx1
e the Maclaurin inequalities hold: for all (p,q) € £ and all i € {1,...,m — 1},
1 L
(Hi(p, @)™ = (Hipa(p,q)) ™7 (37)
The following result shows that uniform ellipticity is granted once p and ¢ are bounded:

Proposition A.1. Let 6 > 0, 0 € (0,1] and C > 0 be given constants. There exist two
positive constants A and A depending only on 6, 0 and C' such that, for all (p,q) € & satisfying
Ip| <1-0, |g| < C and H(p,q) > 0,
A€ < < A€
€] Z 8 = (p, 9)&r& < A€

for all £ € R™.
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Proof. The upper bound is straightforward and the lower bound relies on the following
inequality: V(p,q) € &,

8Hm Hm 9’
>, Bo (P DEk&1 = (r.9)
kol gkl

1
I 4 2\ "tm\FH ) 2
- g
for all € € R™, with |g]1 = 3_,; |gij|; see Lemma 6 in [Ivo85] for the key inequality in I'y,. [

We finish that section showing that vertical sections of admissible graphs are admissible.
We begin with a useful formula:

Lemma A.2. For all p € B(0,1) C R" and all ¢ € S,(R), the formula
k41
n 1— |p/|2 2
(p,q) = E%th(p’,q’)
(1—[pl*)®
holds for k > 2, where p’ = (pi)o<i<n and ¢ = (¢ij)2<i,j<n-

OHy
dq11

Proof. This is an elementary direct computation using (34). See [ILT96] for a similar formula
for the k*"-curvature operator in euclidean space. O

Corollary A.3. Keeping the notation introduced above, if q belongs to Ty, (p) then q' belongs
to Tp—1(p').
OHy

Proof. This is a consequence of the lemma, since BT (p,q) > 0 by the ellipticity of H;, on
E={(p,q) € B(0,1) x S,(R)| ¢ € T,,(p)}, for all k =2,... ,m. O

A spacelike function u : R™ — R of class C? is said to be m-admissible if D?u(z) belongs
to Ty (Du(z)) for all x € R™. We readily obtain as a corollary that vertical sections of
m-admissible graphs are (m — 1)-admissible:

Corollary A.4. Ifu:R™ — R is an m-admissible function, then u' : R"~1 — R defined by
u'(z2,. .. xn) i=u(0,29,...,2,) is (m — 1)-admissible.

APpPPENDIX B. THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM BETWEEN BARRIERS

We solve here the Dirichlet problem for the prescribed scalar curvature equation between
two barriers, with a boundary condition given by the upper barrier:

Theorem B.1. Let 2 be a uniformly convex domain in R™ with 9 Che for some o € (0, 1),
and H € C**(Q x R) be a positive function. Let o1 € C?(Q) be an admissible function and
2 € CH2(Q) be strictly convexr and spacelike, such that

7{2[%] EH('awl)a HQ[‘PQ] SH()@Q) in §)
and @1 < @o in Q. Then there exists a spacelike function u belonging to C**(Q) such that

{Hg[u] = H(,u) inQ

u = @9 on 0N (38)

and o1 <u < 9. If Oy, ., H > 0 the solution is unique.

n+1

Remark B.2. Let us note that if H is bounded above and 9 is given, it is immediate to
find ¢ satisfying the other conditions in the theorem, so that (38) is solvable: we may
take for ; a function smaller than ¢y whose graph is an hyperboloid with scalar curvature

Halp1] = supg,p H.

Proof. A very similar result was proved in [Bay06, Theorem 2.1], with a boundary condition
given by the lower barrier ¢ instead of the upper barrier 5. We only point out the slight
differences in the proof, and will refer to [Bay06] for the other arguments. We consider the
compact set

K={(@2): 2@ o) <2 < pa(a)}
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and the non-negative constant
1 OH
k = _——— O
max (Slll(p T rmiy’ >

so that the function z — H(z,z)e %% is decreasing on [p1(z), p2(x)] for all x € Q. We
suppose that @9 is not a solution. We consider the Banach space
E={5e€C*(Q): 7=0o0n0Q},
the convex open set of E
W={TeE: 7>0inQ, 0,0 >00ndQ, and T < s — 1 on Q}
where 9,, denotes the interior normal derivative at the boundary and the map
T: 0,1]xW — FE
(t,v) — u
where @ € E is such that u = @2 — U is the admissible solution of the Dirichlet problem
Haolule ™™ = tH(,v)e ™ + (1 —t)H(.,p2)e k%2 in Q
(39)
u = (g on I

(Theorem 1.1 in [Urb03]). Here v = ¢ —0. We may then follow the lines of [Bay06, Section 2]
without modification, and prove that the functions 1 and 5 are still sub- and supersolutions
of that Dirichlet problem (using that the function z — H(z,z)e ** is decreasing), T takes
values in W and the fixed points of T satisfy the estimate

[ll2.0 <C

for a controlled positive constant C. Considering the convex set W, = {v€ W : |[T|]2,o < C}
and T : [0,1] x W, — E, we then show that T is continuous and compact, T'(0,.) maps W,
into W, and T(t,.) does not have any fixed point on dW.. The fixed point theorem of
Browder-Potter finally implies that T'(1,.) has a fixed point, which proves the theorem. The

details are carried out in [Bay06]. O

APPENDIX C. A CONTINUITY LEMMA

Let ¥ be an entire spacelike C' surface in R™!. Let = be the subset of R™! x S"~!
consisting of those pairs (p,v) such that the null ray ¢ — p + t(v, 1) intersects 3. Observe
that, since X is spacelike, i.e. the graph of a strictly 1-Lipschitz function, the intersection
point between the ray p + t(v, 1) and X is unique.

Remark C.1. Note that, by definition of domain of dependence, = includes all pairs (p, v)
where p is in D(X).

Lemma C.2. The subset = C R™! x S"~! is open, and the map associating to (p,v) the
unique point of intersection between the ray t — p + tv and ¥ is continuous.

Proof. We prove the statement by the implicit function theorem. Let u : R®™ — R be the
spacelike function whose graph is ¥. Finding the intersection point between the ray p+t(v, 1)
and ¥ amounts to finding ¢ € R such that (z+tv,y+1) is in the graph of u, where p = (z,y)
for x € R™ and y € R. That is, (z,y,v,t) is a solution of the equation F(z,y,v,t) = 0 where

F(z,y,v.t):=y+t—ulz+tv)=0.
Now, suppose (20, 4o, o, to) is a solution. We have
O F (0, Y0, v0, to) = 1 — (Du(xo + tovo), vo) -

Since u is spacelike, |Du| < 1. Together with |vg| = 1, we thus have 9, F (o, yo, vo, to) # 0.
This shows that, as (z,y, v) vary in a small neighbourhood of (g, 3o, v0) in R® x R xS"~1  all
solutions can be expressed as (x,y, v, t(z,y,v)) where t = t(x,y,v) is a continuous function.
This concludes the proof. O



ENTIRE HYPERSURFACES OF CONSTANT SCALAR CURVATURE IN MINKOWSKI SPACE 29

[Bar05]
[Bay06]

[Bay09]

[BBZ11]

[BF17]
[BF20]
[Bon05]
[BS09]
[BS17]
[BSS19]
[BSS23]

[Cal70]

[CT90]
[CY76]
[Del90]
[FV16]
[Ger03]
[GJS06]
[GTO1]
[Guags)]

[HN83]

[ILT96]

[Ivos5]
[Li95)

[Mes07]
[NS23a)]

[NS23b]

[RWX24a)

REFERENCES

Thierry Barbot. Globally hyperbolic flat space-times. J. Geom. Phys., 53(2):123-165, 2005.
Pierre Bayard. Entire spacelike hypersurfaces of prescribed scalar curvature in Minkowski space.
Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 26(2):245-264, 2006.

Pierre Bayard. Entire scalar curvature flow and hypersurfaces of constant scalar curvature in
Minkowski space. Methods Appl. Anal., 16(1):87-118, 20009.

Thierry Barbot, Frangois Béguin, and Abdelghani Zeghib. Prescribing Gauss curvature of surfaces
in 3-dimensional spacetimes: application to the Minkowski problem in the Minkowski space. Ann.
Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 61(2):511-591, 2011.

Francesco Bonsante and Frangois Fillastre. The equivariant Minkowski problem in Minkowski
space. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 67(3):1035-1113, 2017.

Thierry Barbot and Frangois Fillastre. Quasi-Fuchsian co-Minkowski manifolds. In In the tradi-
tion of Thurston. Geometry and topology, pages 645-703. Cham: Springer, 2020.

Francesco Bonsante. Flat spacetimes with compact hyperbolic Cauchy surfaces. J. Differential
Geom., 69(3):441-521, 2005.

Pierre Bayard and Oliver C. Schniirer. Entire spacelike hypersurfaces of constant Gaufl curvature
in Minkowski space. J. Reine Angew. Math., 627:1-29, 2009.

Francesco Bonsante and Andrea Seppi. Spacelike convex surfaces with prescribed curvature in
(2 4+ 1)-Minkowski space. Adv. Math., 304:434-493, 2017.

Francesco Bonsante, Andrea Seppi, and Peter Smillie. Entire surfaces of constant curvature in
Minkowski 3-space. Math. Ann., 374(3-4):1261-1309, 2019.

Francesco Bonsante, Andrea Seppi, and Peter Smillie. Complete CMC hypersurfaces in
Minkowski (n+1)-space. Communications in Analysis and Geometry, 31(4):799-845, 2023.
Eugenio Calabi. Examples of Bernstein problems for some nonlinear equations. In Global Analysis
(Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Vol. XV, Berkeley, Calif., 1968), pages 223-230. Amer. Math. Soc.,
Providence, R.I., 1970.

Hyeong In Choi and Andrejs Treibergs. Gauss maps of spacelike constant mean curvature hy-
persurfaces of Minkowski space. J. Differential Geom., 32(3):775-817, 1990.

Shiu-Yuen Cheng and Shing-Tung Yau. Maximal Space-like Hypersurfaces in the Lorentz-
Minkowski Spaces. Annals of Mathematics, 104(3):407-419, 1976.

Philippe Delanoé. Dirichlet problem for the equation of a given Lorentz-Gaussian curvature. Ukr.
Math. J., 42(12):1538-1545, 1990.

Francgois Fillastre and Giona Veronelli. Lorentzian area measures and the Christoffel problem.
Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa, Cl. Sci. (5), 16(2):383-467, 2016.

Claus Gerhardt. Hypersurfaces of prescribed scalar curvature in Lorentzian manifolds. J. Reine
Angew. Math., 554:157-199, 2003.

Bo Guan, Huai-Yu Jian, and Richard M. Schoen. Entire spacelike hypersurfaces of prescribed
Gauss curvature in Minkowski space. J. Reine Angew. Math., 595:167-188, 2006.

David Gilbarg and Neil S. Trudinger. Elliptic partial differential equations of second order. Class.
Math. Berlin: Springer, reprint of the 1998 ed. edition, 2001.

Bo Guan. The Dirichlet problem for Monge-Ampére equations in non-convex domains and space-
like hypersurfaces of constant Gauss curvature. Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 350(12):4955-4971, 1998.
Jun-ichi Hano and Katsumi Nomizu. On isometric immersions of the hyperbolic plane into
the Lorentz-Minkowski space and the Monge-Ampere equation of a certain type. Math. Ann.,
262(2):245-253, 1983.

Nina M. Ivochkina, Mi Lin, and Neil S. Trudinger. The Dirichlet problem for the prescibed curva-
ture quotient equations with general boundary values. In Geometric analysis and the calculus of
variations. Dedicated to Stefan Hildebrandt on the occasion of his 60th birthday, pages 125-141.
Cambridge, MA: International Press, 1996.

N. M. Ivochkina. A description of the stability cones generated by differential operators of Monge-
Ampere type. Math. USSR, Sb., 50:259-268, 1985.

An-Min Li. Spacelike hypersurfaces with constant Gauss-Kronecker curvature in the Minkowski
space. Arch. Math., 64(6):534-551, 1995.

Geoffrey Mess. Lorentz spacetimes of constant curvature. Geom. Dedicata, 126:3-45, 2007.

Xin Nie and Andrea Seppi. Affine deformations of quasi-divisible convex cones. Proc. Lond. Math.
Soc. (3), 127(1):35-83, 2023.

Xin Nie and Andrea Seppi. Hypersurfaces of constant Gauss-Kronecker curvature with Li-
normalization in affine space. Cale. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 62(1):31, 2023. 1d/No 4.
Changyu Ren, Zhizhang Wang, and Ling Xiao. The convexity of entire spacelike hypersurfaces
with constant o,—1 curvature in Minkowski space. J. Geom. Anal., 34(6):38, 2024. Id/No 189.



ENTIRE HYPERSURFACES OF CONSTANT SCALAR CURVATURE IN MINKOWSKI SPACE 30

[RWX24b] Changyu Ren, Zhizhang Wang, and Ling Xiao. The prescribed curvature problem for entire
hypersurfaces in Minkowski space. Anal. PDE, 17(1):1-40, 2024.

[Smilg] Graham Smith. Constant scalar curvature hypersurfaces in (3+1)-dimensional GHMC Minkowski
spacetimes. J. Geom. Phys., 128:99-117, 2018.

[Tre82] Andrejs E. Treibergs. Entire spacelike hypersurfaces of constant mean curvature in Minkowski
space. Invent. Math., 66(1):39-56, 1982.

[Urb03] John Urbas. The Dirichlet problem for the equation of prescribed scalar curvature in Minkowski
space. Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 18(3):307-316, 2003.

[WX21] Zhizhang Wang and Ling Xiao. Entire spacelike constant o curvature hypersurfaces with pre-
scribed boundary data at infinity. Preprint, https://arziv.org/abs/2107.03514, 2021.

[WX22] Zhizhang Wang and Ling Xiao. Entire spacelike hypersurfaces with constant o) curvature in
Minkowski space. Math. Ann., 382(3-4):1279-1322, 2022.

(P. B.) FAcULTAD DE CIENCIAS, UNIVERSIDAD NACIONAL AUTONOMA DE MEXICO, Av. UNIVERSIDAD 3000,
CIrcUITO EXTERIOR S/N, DELEGACION COYOACAN, C.P. 04510, C1unAD UNIVERSITARIA, CDMX, MEXICO
Email address: bayard@ciencias.unam.mx

(A. S.) Un1v. GRENOBLE ALPES, CNRS, IF, 38000 GRENOBLE, FRANCE
Email address: andrea.seppi@univ-grenoble-alpes.fr



	1. Introduction
	Asymptotic data
	Geometric formulation
	Analytic formulation
	About the hypotheses on 
	Strategy of proof of the existence
	MGHC flat spacetimes
	Acknowledgements

	2. Spacelike hypersurfaces and domains of dependence
	2.1. Entire graphs
	2.2. Domains of dependence and regular domains
	2.3. Products

	3. Scalar and mean curvature
	3.1. Some general formulae
	3.2. CMC hypersurfaces
	3.3. Scalar curvature and admissible functions

	4. Existence of entire solutions
	4.1. Outline of the construction
	4.2. The construction of the barriers
	4.3. Construction of a solution
	4.4. The interior C1 estimate
	4.5. The interior C2 estimate
	4.6. Conclusion of the proofs

	5. Uniqueness and foliation
	5.1. Uniqueness
	5.2. Foliation

	6. Finiteness conditions
	6.1. Dimension 3+1
	6.2. Higher dimension

	7. MGHC spacetimes
	7.1. Flat MGHC spacetimes
	7.2. Translation spacetimes
	7.3. Misner spacetimes
	7.4. The interesting case

	Appendix A. Some algebraic properties of the curvature operators
	Appendix B. The Dirichlet problem between barriers
	Appendix C. A continuity lemma
	References

