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RIGIDITY OF SPACELIKE HYPERSURFACE WITH

CONSTANT CURVATURE AND INTERSECTION ANGLE

CONDITION

SHANZE GAO

Abstract. In the Minkowski space, we consider a spacelike hypersurface
with boundary, which can be written as a graph. We prove that, if its
k-th mean curvature is constant, and its boundary is on a hyperplane
with constant intersection angles, then the hypersurface must be a part
of the hyperboloid. This result can be seen as an analog of the sphere
theorem for the hypersurface of constant k-th mean curvature in the
Euclidean space.

1. Introduction

Characterization of hypersurfaces with constant curvature functions is a
classical question in differential geometry. In the Euclidean space, it has
been known that the sphere is the only embedded, closed hypersurface with
constant mean curvature or constant higher order mean curvature (see [1, 8]
etc.).

The Minkowski space R
n,1 is R

n+1 endowed with the Lorentzian metric

ds2 =
n
∑

i=1

dx2i − dx2n+1.

Hypersurfaces with constant curvatures in the Minkowski space, especially
the noncompact case, have attracted the interest of researchers. Cheng
and Yau [4] prove the Bernstein type theorem for the maximal spacelike
hypersurface. Treibergs [11] shows that there are many entire spacelike
hypersurfaces with constant mean curvature. Existence results for the cases
of constant higher order mean curvatures are also obtained (see [7, 12] etc.).
Among these hypersurfaces, the hyperboloid

x21 + · · · + x2n − x2n+1 = −1

is the umbilic one, which can be seen as the "sphere" in the Minkowski space.
In this paper, we show that the part of the hyperboloid cut by a hyperplane

is the only spacelike hypersurface with constant k-th mean curvature under
boundary conditions.
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Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω and u(x) is

a smooth function in Ω. Then the graph of u, M :=
{

(x, u(x))|x ∈ Ω
}

, is a

hypersurface in R
n,1 with boundary ∂M = {(x, u(x))|x ∈ ∂Ω}. Such M is

called spacelike if |Du(x)| < 1 for all x ∈ Ω.
Let λ = (λ1, ..., λn) denote the principal curvatures of M . The k-th mean

curvature (also called higher order mean curvature) of M is

Hk :=
1
(

n
k

)σk(λ),

where σk(λ) is the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial of λ.
If two hypersurfaces intersect, the intersection angle of two hypersurfaces

refers to the angle between their normal vectors on the intersection. In the
case that ∂M is on the hyperplane R

n × {c}, the intersection angle is that
between the normal vector of M and the direction of xn+1-axis on ∂M .
We will discuss the hypersurface with such boundary under the constant
intersection angle condition.

Theorem 1. Suppose M , the graph of a smooth function xn+1 = u(x),
is a spacelike hypersurface with boundary ∂M in R

n,1. If the k-th mean

curvature of M is constant and ∂M is on the hyperplane R
n × {c} with

constant intersection angles, then M must be a part of the hyperboloid.

The theorem can be seen as an overdetermined boundary value problem
from a PDE perspective. In fact, the boundary conditions are equivalent to

u = c1 and |Du| = c2 on ∂Ω.

Serrin [10] proved that the solution to ∆u = −1 is radially symmetric under
such boundary conditions. Symmetry results for some nonlinear equations
are also obtained (see [3, 6, 5] etc.).

The proof of the theorem is inspired by Weinberger’s approach [13] to
the Serrin’s result. We consider an auxiliary function and establish an
integral equality which are both related to the boundary conditions. Via
the maximum principle, we see the rigidity of the hypersurface.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some facts
of hypersurfaces in the Minkowski space and properties of the elementary
symmetric polynomials. We show the hypersurface is k-convex in Section 3.
The proof of the theorem is given in the last section.

2. Preliminaries

We recall some facts of hypersurfaces in the Minkowski space. Readers
may refer to [4, 7] etc.

Let 〈·, ·〉 denote the scalar product in R
n,1, i.e.,

〈Y,Z〉 = y1z1 + · · ·+ ynzn − yn+1zn+1

for Y = (y1, ..., yn, yn+1), Z = (z1, ..., , zn, zn+1).
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For a smooth hypersurface M in R
n,1, which can be written as a graph of

u(x) on a domain Ω ⊂ R
n, the position vector of M is X = (x, u(x)). Denote

Ej = (0, ..., 0, 1, 0, ..., 0) where 1 is in the j-th place for j ∈ {1, 2, ..., n + 1}.
Then

∂X

∂xi
= Ei + uiEn+1.

The induced metric of M is

gij = 〈∂X
∂xi

,
∂X

∂xj
〉 = δij − uiuj.

It is Riemannian if M is spacelike. Let ∇ denote the Levi-Civita connection
on M . The Christoffel symbols are

Γm
ij =

1

2
gml(

∂glj

∂xi
+

∂gil

∂xj
− ∂gij

∂xl
),

where

gml = δml +
umul

1− |Du|2
is the inverse matrix of gij and repeated indexes are summed from 1 to n

here and later (unless otherwise stated).
The timelike unit normal vector of M is

N =
(Du, 1)

√

1− |Du|2
.

Let ∇i∇j denote the Hessian operator. Then

∇i∇jX =
∂2X

∂xi∂xj
− Γm

ij

∂X

∂xm
= hijN,

where hij is the second fundamental form.
It is easy to check that

hij = −〈 ∂2X

∂xi∂xj
, N〉 = uij

√

1− |Du|2
.

The shape operator A = (hji ) satisfies

(1)
∂

∂xi
N = h

j
i

∂X

∂xj
= h

j
iEj + h

j
iujEn+1.

From (1), we have

h
j
i =

∂

∂xi
〈N,Ej〉 =

∂

∂xi

(

uj
√

1− |Du|2

)

and
∂

∂xi
〈N,En+1〉 = −h

j
iuj.

It is clear that
∂

∂xl
h
j
i =

∂

∂xi
h
j
l .
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The covariant derivative of tensor h
j
i satisfies

∇jh
l
i =

∂

∂xj
hli − Γm

ijh
l
m + Γl

mjh
m
i .

The Codazzi equation implies

∇jh
l
i = ∇ih

l
j .

Since principal curvatures λ = (λ1, . . . , λn) are the eigenvalues of the
shape operator A, we have

σk(λ) = σk(A) :=
1

k!
δ
i1···ik
j1···jk

h
j1
i1
· · · hjkik ,

where δ
i1···ik
j1···jk

is the generalized Kronecker symbol defined by

δ
i1···ik
j1···jk

:=











1, if (i1 · · · ik) is an even permutation of (j1 · · · jk),
−1, if (i1 · · · ik) is an odd permutation of (j1 · · · jk),
0, otherwise.

We also set σ0(A) = 1 and σk(A) = 0 for k < 0 and k > n. The k-th mean
curvature of M can be written by

Hk =
1
(

n
k

)σk(A).

Define

(σk(A))
i
j :=

∂σk(A)

∂h
j
i

=
1

(k − 1)!
δ
i1···ik−1i

j1···jk−1j
h
j1
i1
· · · hjk−1

ik−1
.

The following properties will be used in later calculations (see [9, 2] etc.).

Proposition 2. The following identities hold:

(i) (σk(A))
i
jh

j
i = kσk(A),

(ii) (σk(A))
i
jδ

j
i = (n− k + 1)σk−1(A),

(iii) (σk(A))
i
jh

m
i h

j
m = σ1(A)σk(A)− (k + 1)σk+1(A),

(iv) ∂
∂xi

(σk(A))
i
j = 0.

The Gårding’s cone is defined by

Γk := {λ ∈ R
n|σi(λ) > 0, for i = 1, 2, ..., k} .

We say A ∈ Γk if its eigenvalues λ(A) ∈ Γk.
The Newton-MacLaurin inequalities hold for λ ∈ Γk,

(2)
Hk+1

Hk

≤ Hk

Hk−1

and

(3) Hk+1 ≤ H
k+1

k

k ,

where the equality occurs if and only if λ1 = λ2 = · · · = λn.
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We also know the operator

(σk(A))
i
j∇i∇j := (σk(A))

i
jg

jl∇i∇l

is elliptic if A ∈ Γk.

3. The k-convexity of the hypersurface

Now we discuss under the assumption of Theorem 1, without loss of
generality, we suppose Hk = 1. We have

(4) σk(A) =

(

n

k

)

in Ω,

and, since 〈N,En+1〉 = − 1√
1−|Du|2

,

(5) u = c1 and |Du| = c2 on ∂Ω,

where c1 and 0 < c2 < 1 are constants.
The boundary condition implies ∂Ω is a level set of u, and also a hypersurface

in R
n. The outward unit normal vector to ∂Ω can be given by ν = Du

|Du| .

We show that M is k-convex, i.e., the shape operator A ∈ Γk everywhere
in M .

Lemma 3. If u is a solution to (4) and (5), then A ∈ Γk in Ω.

Proof. At a fixed point of ∂Ω, we can choose a suitable coordinate such that
En = ν and E1, ..., En−1 are tangent vectors on the principal directions of
∂Ω.

Since N = 1√
1−c2

2

(c2ν + En+1) on ∂Ω, at the point,

h
j
i =

∂

∂xi
〈N,Ej〉 =

c2
√

1− c22
〈 ∂

∂xi
ν,Ej〉 =

c2
√

1− c22
κiδij

and hni = 0 for fixed i, j ∈ {1, ..., n − 1}, where κ = (κ1, . . . , κn−1) are
principal curvatures of ∂Ω. Since uj = 0 and unj = 0 for j ∈ {1, ..., n − 1}
at the point, we have

hjn =
∂

∂xn

(

uj
√

1− |Du|2

)

= 0.

Consequently, the matrix A = (hji ) is diagonal and

(6) 0 < σk(A) = hnnσk−1 (κ̃) + σk (κ̃) ,

where κ̃ = c2√
1−c2

2

κ.

It is known that there exists y ∈ ∂Ω such that κ1(y), . . . , κn−1(y) are
nonnegative. At y, (6) and Newton-MacLaurin inequality (2) imply

σk−1(A) = hnnσk−2 (κ̃) + σk−1 (κ̃) ≥ −σk (κ̃)σk−2 (κ̃)

σk−1 (κ̃)
+ σk−1 (κ̃) > 0.
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Similarly, we obtain σl(A) > 0 for l ∈ {1, ..., k} at y, i.e., A ∈ Γk at y. This
shows the set

{

x ∈ Ω|A(x) ∈ Γk

}

is nonempty. Then the smoothness of u,

Newton-MacLaurin inequality (3) and σk(A) > 0 imply A ∈ Γk in Ω (see [5,
Page 183] for details). �

4. Proof of the theorem

From now, let σk = σk(A) and (σk)
i
j = (σk(A))

i
j for convenience. We

establish an integral equality at first.

Lemma 4. If u is a solution to (4) and (5), then the following equality holds

k

(

n

k

)
∫

Ω

(u− c1)dx+ (n− k + 1)

∫

Ω

(

〈N,En+1〉+
1

√

1− c22

)

σk−1dx = 0.

Proof. Using Proposition 2 (ii) and (iv), we have

(7)

(n− k + 1)

∫

Ω

σk−1〈N,En+1〉dx =

∫

Ω

(σk)
i
j

∂xj

∂xi
〈N,En+1〉dx

=

∫

Ω

∂

∂xi

(

(σk)
i
jxj〈N,En+1〉

)

dx−
∫

Ω

(σk)
i
jxj

∂

∂xi
〈N,En+1〉dx.

The boundary condition 〈N,En+1〉 = − 1√
1−c2

2

and the divergence theorem

imply

(8)

∫

Ω

∂

∂xi

(

(σk)
i
jxj〈N,En+1〉

)

dx = − 1
√

1− c22

∫

∂Ω

(σk)
i
jxjνidS

= − 1
√

1− c22

∫

Ω

∂

∂xi

(

(σk)
i
jxj
)

dx = −n− k + 1
√

1− c22

∫

Ω

σk−1dx.

We also notice

−
∫

Ω

(σk)
i
jxj

∂

∂xi
〈N,En+1〉dx =

∫

Ω

(σk)
i
jxjh

l
iuldx

=

∫

Ω

(σk)
l
ixjh

i
j

∂

∂xl
(u− c1)dx = −

∫

Ω

∂

∂xl

(

(σk)
l
ixjh

i
j

)

(u− c1)dx.

Since

∂

∂xl

(

(σk)
l
ixjh

i
j

)

= (σk)
l
i

∂

∂xl

(

xjh
i
j

)

= (σk)
j
ih

i
j + xj(σk)

l
i

∂

∂xj
hil = kσk + xj

∂

∂xj
σk

and σk =
(

n
k

)

, we know

(9) −
∫

Ω

(σk)
i
jxj

∂

∂xi
〈N,En+1〉dx = −k

(

n

k

)
∫

Ω

(u− c1)dx.

Combining (7), (8) and (9), we finish the proof. �
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Now we proof the theorem. We consider an auxiliary function

P = u+ 〈N,En+1〉.

By direct computation, we have

∇iP =
∂

∂xi
P = ui − hliul

and

∂2P

∂xi∂xj
= uij −

∂

∂xj
hliul − hliulj .

Moreover,

∇i∇jP =
∂2P

∂xi∂xj
− Γm

ij

∂P

∂xm

= ∇i∇ju− ∂

∂xj
hliul − hliulj + Γm

ijh
l
mul

= 〈∇i∇jX,En+1〉 − ∇jh
l
iul + Γl

mjh
m
i ul − hliulj

= hij〈N,En+1〉 − ∇jh
l
iul − hmi 〈∇m∇jX,En+1〉

= (hij − hmi hmj)〈N,En+1〉 − ∇jh
l
iul.

Then we obtain

(σk)
i
j∇i∇jP = (σk)

i
jg

lj∇i∇lP

= (σk)
i
j(h

j
i − hmi hjm)〈N,En+1〉 − (σk)

i
j∇jhliul

= (kσk − σ1σk + (k + 1)σk+1)〈N,En+1〉 − ∇lσkul.

The Newton-MacLaurin inequalities and Hk = 1 imply ∇lσk = 0 and

σ1σk − (k + 1)σk+1 ≥
k

n
σ1σk ≥ kH

1

k

k σk = kσk.

Here the equality occurs if and only if λ1 = · · · = λn = 1.
Combining these with 〈N,En+1〉 = − 1√

1−|Du|2
< 0, we have

(σk)
i
j∇i∇jP ≥ 0.

Lemma 3 ensures the operator (σk)
i
j∇i∇j is elliptic. Then the strong maximum

principle gives either P < c1 − 1√
1−c2

2

in Ω, or P ≡ c1 − 1√
1−c2

2

in Ω.
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In fact, the former can be excluded. Lemma 4 implies
∫

Ω

(

P − c1 +
1

√

1− c22

)

σk−1dx

=

∫

Ω

(u− c1)σk−1dx+

∫

Ω

(

〈N,En+1〉+
1

√

1− c22

)

σk−1dx

=

∫

Ω

(u− c1)

(

σk−1 −
(

n

k − 1

))

dx.

We notice

(σk)
i
j∇i∇ju = (σk)

i
jh

j
i 〈N,En+1〉 = kσk〈N,En+1〉 < 0.

The maximum principle implies u > c1 in Ω. The Newton-MacLaurin
inequality shows

σk−1 ≥
(

n

k − 1

)

H
k−1

k

k =

(

n

k − 1

)

.

Consequently,
∫

Ω

(

P − c1 +
1

√

1− c22

)

σk−1dx ≥ 0,

which contradicts P < c1 − 1√
1−c2

2

in Ω.

Hence P ≡ c1 − 1√
1−c2

2

in Ω which implies

(

uj√
1−|Du|2

)

i

= h
j
i = δij . As a

result, M is a hyperboloid, Ω = BR(a) is a ball and

u = c1 −
1

√

1− c22
+
√

1 + |x− a|2,

where R = c2√
1−c2

2

and fixed a ∈ R
n.
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