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COMPACT QUASI-EINSTEIN MANIFOLDS WITH BOUNDARY

RAFAEL DIOGENES AND TIAGO GADELHA

ABSTRACT. The goal of this article is to study compact quasi-Einstein manifolds with
boundary. We provide boundary estimates for compact quasi-Einstein manifolds similar
to previous results obtained for static and V-static spaces. In addition, we show that
compact quasi-Einstein manifolds with connected boundary and satisfying a suitable
pinching condition must be isometric to the standard hemisphere S .

1. INTRODUCTION

A classical topic in Riemannian Geometry is to built explicit examples of Einstein mani-
folds. Einstein manifolds are not only interesting in themselves but are also related to many
important topics of Riemannian geometry. As discussed by Besse [10, pg. 265], one promi-
sing way to construct Einstein metrics is by imposing symmetry, such as by considering
warped products. In this context, m-quasi-Einstein manifolds play a crucial role.

According to [12], a complete Riemannian manifold (M™, g), n > 2, will be called m-
quasi- Finstein manifold, or simply quasi- Einstein manifold, if there exists a smooth potential
function f on M™ satisfying the following fundamental equation

(1.1) Ric}' = Ric+ V* f — %df ®df = \g,

for some constants A and m # 0, where V2 f stands for the Hessian of f. It is also important
to recall that, on a quasi-Einstein manifold, there is a constant p such that

(1.2) Affzm)\—mue%f,

where Ay = A — (Vf, - ) is the f-Laplacian. For more details, we refer the reader to [17].

As discussed by Besse [I0, pg. 265], one promising way to construct Einstein metrics
is by imposing symmetry, such as by considering warped products. In this context, the
m-Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor Ric* plays a crucial role. Indeed, when m is a positive integer
an m-quasi-Einstein manifold corresponds to a base of a warped product Einstein metric;
for more details see Corollary 9.107 in [I0, pg. 267] (see also Theorem 1 in [5]). Another
interesting motivation comes from the study of diffusion operators by Bakry and Emery.
When m = 1 we consider in addition that Au = —Au and in this case, such metrics
are commonly called static spaces. Static spaces have been studied extensively for their
connections to scalar curvature, the positive mass theorem, and general relativity (see [2]).
In other words, m-quasi-Einstein manifolds can be seen as a generalization of static spaces.
Furthermore, co-quasi-Einstein manifold is a gradient Ricci soliton, i.e, self-similar solutions
of the Ricci flow. There is a vast literature on quasi-Einstein manifolds, we refer to the
reader, for instance [5 [7, 10} 12} T3] 15} 2T, 22] 25].

Assuming that m < oo, we may set a function u = e~ on M™. Hence, we immediately
get
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(1.3) Vu=——Vf
m
as well as
1
(1.4) Hessf——df@df:—@Hessu.
m u

In this situation, we follow the approach used by He, Petersen and Wylie [15] in order to
study quasi-Einstein metrics on compact manifolds with boundary. To fix notation, we
consider the following definition (see [15]).

Definition 1. A complete Riemannian manifold (M™, g), n > 2, (possibly with boundary)
will be called m-quasi-Finstein manifold, or simply quasi-FEinstein manifold, if there exists
a smooth potential function u on M™ satisfying the following fundamental equation

2, — “(Ric—
(1.5) Viu = m(ch Ag),

for some consntants X and m. Moreover, u > 0 in int(M) and w =0 on M. Here, V?u
and Ric stand for the Hessian of w and the Ricci curvature of M™, respectively.

In [I5] and [I6], He, Petersen and Wylie studied compact quasi-Einstein manifold with no
empty boundary. They obtained a classification result for quasi-Einstein manifolds which
are also Einstein manifold. Moreover, they provided some nontrivial examples, including
the Generalized Schwarzschild metric with A = 0 (see [I5]). Moreover, they studied m-
quasi-Einstein manifolds with constant scalar curvature (see [I6]). In this article, we focus
in nontrivial compact m-quasi-Einstein manifolds with boundary. Hence, by Theorem 4.1
of [I5], they have necessarily A > 0. Among the examples obtained in [I6] Proposition 2.4],
it is very important to highlight an example built on the stardard hemisphere.

Example 1. LetS'} be a standard hemisphere with metric g = dr?4sin® rgsa—1 and potential
function u(r) = cosr, where r is a height function and r < 7. Thus, S is a compact,
oriented m-quasi-Einstein manifold with boundary S"~'. Indeed, it is easy to check that
u = cosg = 0 on the boundary and uw > 0 on interior of S't. Moreover, since Vir =

sinr cosrgsn—1 (see Chapter 3, Section 2 of [19]) we obtain Vu = —sinrVr and
VZu = —sinrV?r — cosrdr @ dr
= —sin®rcosrggn-1 — cosrdr?

= —cosT (dr2 + sin? 'I"gSnfl)

= —ug.
On the other hand, we already know that Ric = (n — 1)g and therefore, we obtain
U u
—(Ric— X\ = — —1)g — -1
—(Ric —Ag) —((n—=1)g = (m+n—1)g)
= —ug,

so that u
Vu = —(Ric — \g),
m

as asserted.

It should be remarked that if a compact nontrivial m-quasi-Einstein manifold with no
empty boundary has constant scalar curvature, then R < An. Indeed, taking the trace in
([CH) we deduce mAu = u(R — An). Hence, if R > An, then Au > 0. But, by using the
Maximum Principle we conclude that u have the maximum on the boundary and therefore,
u is identically zero, which leads to a contradiction.
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In the sequel, we present an example of compact m-quasi-Einstein manifold with discon-
nected boundary.

Example 2. Let A > 0 be a real constant and M = [0, %ﬂ'] xS"~! be a product Riemannian

with metric g = dt? + anggnfl and potential function u(r) = sin (\/L%t) . Thus, M 1is a
compact, oriented m-quasi-Einstein manifold with disconnected boundary (the boundary is
the union of two copies of S*~1). To prove this, it suffices to notice that u > 0 on int(M)
and taking into account that

OM = {0} x S" 71U {@w} x S"1 = M, U OMs,
VA

we have u = sin(0) = 0 on OM; and u = sin(m) = 0 on OM;. Therefore, u = 0 on OM.

Moreover, since V*t =0 (see Chapter 3, Section 2 of [19]) we get

—ﬁcos ﬂ
Vu—\/ﬁ (\/ﬁt>Vt

and

A
= —Zudt®.
m
Nezxt, recalling that Ric = (n — 2)ggn—1 we obtain
u u
—(Ric—Xg) = — ((n—2)ggn—1 — Adt* — (n — 2)ggn-
—(Ric—g) — ((n = 2)gsn (n — 2)ggn-1)

— iud1€2.
m
So, it follows that
Viu = ﬁ(Ric - Ag),
m

as we wanted to prove.

It is natural to ask whether Example [l is the unique compact m-quasi-Einstein manifold
with connected boundary. This question can be investigate by several ways. In this paper
we will treat of this problem. Before to state our main results, let us provide a historical
motivation comes from the study of static and V-static spaces. A result by Shen [23] and
Boucher-Gibbons-Horowitz [I1] asserts that the boundary OM of a compact 3-dimensional
oriented static manifold with connected boundary and scalar curvature 6 must be a 2-
sphere whose area satisfies |0M| < 4w. Moreover, the equality holds if and only if M3 is
equivalent to the standard hemisphere. Batista, Diégenes, Ranieri and Ribeiro [9] showed
the boundary of a 3-dimensional compact, oriented critical metric of the volume functional
with connected boundary M and nonnegative scalar curvature, must be a 2-sphere and
its area satisfies [OM| < %, where C(R) is a positive constant. Moreover, the equality
holds if and only if (M3, g) is isometric to a geodesic ball in a simply connected space
form R3 or S3. In the same spirit, Barros and Silva [8] proved that a compact, oriented
static triple with connected boundary 0 M and constant positive normalized scalar curvature
R =n(n—1) then |0M| < w,_1, where w,_1 is the volume of unitary sphere of dimension
n—1. Moreover, the equality is attained only for a round hemisphere S . This result provides
a partial answer to the cosmic no-hair conjecture formulated by Boucher et al. [11]. Similar
boundary estimates were obtained recently by Coutinho et al. [14] for static perfect fluid
space-time of arbitrary dimension.
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Based on the above result, Example [Il and taking into account that m-quasi-Einstein
manifolds can be seen as a generalization of static spaces (i.e., m = 1), in this article,
mainly inspired on ideas developed in [Il @) [8, 14], we will investigate boundary estimate
for compact m-quasi-Einstein manifolds with connected boundary. In this sense, we have
established the following.

Theorem 1. Let (M", g, U, )\), n > 4, be a compact, oriented m-quasi-FEinstein manifold
oM

OMZ

with connected boundary. Suppose that Ric with infapy R?M > 0 and that

Gom
1
the scalar curvature of M™ satisfies R < nA. Then it holds

1

nn—1 7
|8M| < Wp-1 <%) .

Moreover, the equality holds if and only if (M™, g) is isometric to the hemisphere (ST, g)
gwen by Example [1.

It should be emphasized that Theorem [I] can be seen as a generalization of Theorem 4
in [§] for static spaces, i.e., 1-quasi-Einstein manfold. Next, in the 3-dimensional case, we
have the following result.

Theorem 2. Let (M3, g, U, )\) be a 3-dimensional compact, oriented m-quasi-FEinstein
manifold with connected boundary. Suppose that the scalar curvature of M3 satisfies R < 3\,

Then, it holds

241
oM| < .
oM < =

min

Moreover, the equality holds if and only if (M3, g) is isometric to the hemisphere (Si,g)
giwen by Example [

Notice that Theorem [ implies that the area of the boundary of Example [Ilis the maxi-
mum possible among all compact m-quasi-Einstein manifold with connected boundary and
satisfying R < 3.

Similar to results obtained by Batista et al. [9], in the second part of this article, we
will provide a Béchner type formula for m-quasi-Einstein manifolds. To be precise, Batista,
Didgenes, Ranieri and Ribeiro [9], mainly motivated by [I], obtained a Béchner type formula
for critical metrics of the volume functional. Moreover, they used such a formula to obtain
rigidity results for such critical metrics. In [3], Baltazar and Ribeiro extended this result
for higher dimension and moreover, they provided rigidity results for V' —static spaces in a
more general setting. Recently, Coutinho, Diégenes, Leandro and Ribeiro [14] determined a
Bocher type formula for Riemannian manifolds that satisfies the only condition f Ric= V2 f
which include a large class of spaces.

In the sequel, we going to provide a Béchner type formula for m-quasi-Einstein manifolds.

Theorem 3. Let (M", g, u, /\) be a m-quasi-Finstein manifold. Then we have
1 . 8 -2 .
“div(uV|Ric?) = u|VRic] + mn =2 2 R, i) +
2 m4+n—2
m—1 o 9 2Ru | o U o 3
+T<V|ch| , Vu) + — 1|ch| + p— 2trace(ch )
m2(n — 2)
m+n—2
where trace(Roic3) = }Oiijf%jkf{ki and Ric = Ric — %g.

Wﬁic(Vm VR)
n—

2n

—2uWigjpRij Rip — CijkWijklvlu;

As a consequence of Theorem [3] we obtain the following corollary.
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Corollary 1. Let (M", g, u, )\), n > 4, be a compact m-quasi-Einstein manifold with boun-
dary, constant scalar curvature and zero radial Weyl curvature. If

R2
n(n—1)’
then (M™, g) is isometric to the hemisphere (S}, g) given by Example 1

|Ric|?> <

Finally, taking into account that the Weyl tensor vanishes in dimension three, we imme-
diately deduce the following result.

Corollary 2. Let (M3, g, U, )\) be a compact m-quasi-FEinstein manifold with boundary and
constant scalar curvature. Suppose that
o R2
Ric|? < —.
Rie? < &
Then (M3, g) is isometric to the hemisphere (S%,g) given by Ezample [1

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will present some key lemmas that will be useful for the establishment
of the desired results. Firstly, we recall that the fundamental equation of a m-quasi-Einstein
manifold (M™, g,u) (possibly with boundary) is given by

2.1 2 = % (Ric —
(2.1) Vau m(ch Ag),

where u > 0 in interior of M and u = 0 on M. In particular, taking the trace of (21 we
arrive at

u
2.2 Au= —(R — An).
(22) u="(r— )
This jointly with 2.1I) gives

(2.3) u Ric = mV?2u,

o tr’l
where T'=T — b g stands the traceless part of 7.

n
It is important to remember that the Weyl tensor W is defined by the following decom-
position formula

1
Rijri = Wi + m(Rikgﬂ + Rjig9ik — Rugjr — Rjrgil)
R
2.4 — 7 \Gj1G9ik — GilGjk ),
( ) (TL _ 1)(n _ 2) (g]lg k g lg]k)
where R;;r; denotes the Riemann curvature tensor whereas the Cotton tensor is defined by
1
(2.5) Oijk = ViRjk — VjRik - 7(V¢jok - VjRgik).
2(n—1)
An important relation between Weyl and Cotton tensors is given by
(n—2)
2.6 Cijk = — ViWijki,
(2.6) ik =3 Wikl
for n > 4. Moreover, it is easy to see that
(2.7) Oijk = _sz‘k and Oijk + Ojki + Okij =0.
In particular, we have
(2.8) 97 Cijk = g™ Ciji = ¢*Cij = 0.

Now we going to present some lemmas that play crucial role in this paper. In our first
lemma we follow the ideas of Lemma 1 of [6] for critical metrics of the volume functional.
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This lemma was also proved by He, Petersen and Wylie with a different notation (see
Proposition 6.2 of [19]).

Lemma 1. Let (M",g, u, )\) be a m-quasi-Finstein manifold. Then we have
U(ViRjk — ijik) =mRipViu+ /\(Viugjk -V, ugix) — (ViURjk — VuR).
Proof. Rewriting the fundamental equation (2.I) in coordinates we get
mV;Viu = uR;i, — A\ugjk.
From this we deduce
mV;V;Viu = ViuRj, +uV; R — AV,ugjr,
which can rewrite succinctly as
(2.9) uViRj, = mV;V;Viu — ViuRj, + AViug.
Similarly, it is not difficult to show that
(2.10) uV,;Riy = mV;V;Viu — VjuR, + AV ugi.
Now we combine (29) and (2I0) jointly with Ricci identity in order to deduce
u(ViRjk — VjRik) =mRijuViu+ )\(Viugjk — Vjugik) — (ViuRjk — VjuRik),

which finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Before to state our next lemma, we introduce the T-tensor for m-quasi-Einstein manifolds.
It was defined previously in [20].

m+n—2
Tijk ﬁ(Rikvju - Rjkviu) + m(RﬂVzugik - Rz‘lleij)
(n=1)(n—2)A+mR u

With this notation we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let (M",g, u, )\) be a m-quasi-Finstein manifold. Then
uCijr = MWy Viu + Ty,

where T is given by (Z11)).

Proof. Combining Eq. (23 with Lemma [I] we obtain

uCijr,. = u(ViRjk — V;Rik) — (ViRgji — VjRgir)

u
2(n—1)
(2.12) = mRijlelu + /\(Viugjk — Vjugik) — (ViuRjk — VjuRik)

u
_m(vijok — VJRglk)
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Substituting ([2.4) into (Z.12]) we get
m
uCijr. = mWiuViu+ /> (Rikgjl + R1g9ik — Rugjr — Rjkgu)vlu
mR
———(9519ik — 9019%)V MViugir — Viug;
(0= D) —2) (919 ~ 90 Vi £ A(Vitgyi = Vg

u
—(ViuRjk — VjuRix) — m(vijok — V;Rgir)
m m
= mWijuViu+ S (RixVju— R Viu) + 3 (RjiViugir, — RuViug;)
mR
~ T =gy 0 Viu = g Viu) + M(Viugse = Vug)

—(ViuRjk — VjuRik) - ViRgjr — V;jRgir)

2(n—1)(

m+n—2 m
= mWiynViu+ ﬁ(Rikvju - RjkViU) + I (levlugik - Rilvlugjk)
(n—1)(n —2)A+mR u
Viugjr — Vjijugir) — ——= (ViRg;r — Vi Rg;
+ (n—1)(n—2) ( Ug;jk jug k) 2(n—1)( 9k iRgir)
= mWiuViu+ Tij.
This finishes the proof of the lemma. O

It should be point out that the tensor 7" has the same properties of the Cotton tensor,
ie., 7)) and ([Z8). Next, we going to compute the norm of the Cotton tensor.

Lemma 3. Let (M",g, u, )\) be a m-quasi-Finstein manifold. Then we have

2(m+n—2 o
’UJ|C|2 = —%Oiijjkviu + mOijkWijlelu.
Proof. Initially, it follows by [2.7)) and (2.8]) that
—CijpRipViu = —CyjpRjViu
1
= _E(Cijk — Cjir) RjrViu
1 1
= —5CurBpViu+ SCiyrRiVju
1
= 501']‘;9 (Rikvj‘u - Rjkviu).
This combined with (Z.I1]) provides
. n—2
( ) ik Bk Viu 2(m +n—2) gkLijk

where we used again the fact that the Cotton tensor is trace-free. Thus, by combining
Lemma 2l with (ZI3) we arrive at

—CijpRjrViu = 2(77”::_7_”2_2)@]‘1@ (uCljr — mWijr Viu)
n—2 9
= m (u|C| — mCijkWijlelu) .
Consequently,
2(m+n—2)

’UJ|C|2 = — Ol-jk}o%jkviu+m0ijkWijlelu,

-2
as we wanted to prove. O
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Our next lemma provides a commutator formula for the Laplacian and Hessian acting on
functions h € C*(M). A detailed proof can be found in [24, Proposition 7.1] (see also [9]).
Lemma 4. Let (M™, g) be a Riamannian manifold and h € C*(M). Then we have

(AVQh)ij = V?jAh + (ijgik + Ripgjr — 2Rikjp)vkvph
+ (ViRjp + V;Ryi — V. Rij)Vph,
where V2 represents the Hessian.

We shall use Lemma Ml to obtain the following result that will be used in the proof of
Theorem [3

Lemma 5. Let (M", g,u, )\) be a m-quasi-Finstein manifold. Then it holds

© © 2R o o 2 o o o
w(ARic, Ric) = “—2|Ric|? + uw(V2R, Ric) + Mmc(vu, VR) +2mV;R;, Ri;V,u
n n
o o o oo +2 o
2u (RipRip B = Rty By ) — T3 (V| Ricl?, V).
Proof. Computing the Laplacian of (Z.3]) we infer
(2.14) m(AV°2u)ij = Auf{ij + U(AROzC)U + 2V;€R°ijvku.
Hence, we use (214) and (22) to obtain
uw(ARic, Ric) = u(ARDic)ij]D{ij
= [m(AVD2u)” - AU‘ROZ']‘ - 2V;€R°ijvku} fiij
A(A . . o s
= m ((AV2UJ)” — MQU) Rij — %(R — TL)\)|R’LC|2 — 2VkR”Rkau
(2.15) = m(AV2u);,Rij — %(R —n)|Ric? — (V|Ric|?, Vu).

From Lemma [4] and by (2.2]) we have
(AVQU)”—}O%U = [V%Au + (ijgik + Ripgjr — 2Rikjp)vkvpu
+ (ViRjp + Vi Ry — V,Rij)Vpu] fgij

o

(ijf{jk + Ripéki - 2Rikjpéij)vkvpu
+(ViijRij + VjRpiRij — VpRinij)vpu

_ . . 9 .
= i n/\<v2u, Ric) + E<V2R, Ric) + — Ric(Vu, VR)
m m m

+2(Rip}°2ik - Rikjpéij)vkvpu + 2V1-ij}°2ijvpu - fo{ij}o%ijvpu.
Substituting (Z.I)) into the above expression we get

9 s (R=nMu, . o U o o5 2
(AV*u)jRi; = T(ch — Ag, Ric) + E(V R, Ric) + ERZC(VU, VR)
2u o o . 1 o
+E(R1PR1]€ - Rikijij)(Rkp - )\gkp) + ZVZ-ijRiiju - §<V|RZC|2, Vu>
R—nA o . 2 .
= %mid? + L (V2R, Ric) + = Ric(Vu, VR)
m m

2 o . o 1 .
+Eu(RikapRik — Rikijinkp) + 2ViijRiiju — §<V|RZC|2, Vu>
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o R
Since Rij = Rij — —3gij We deduce
n

5 o (R=nMNu, o o U, o o 2
(AVu); Ry = T|Rw| + E<V R, Ric) + ERZC(VU,VR)
2u |, - R o R o . R .
+E [(Rip + ggip)(Rkp + Egkp)Rik — RipjpRij Rip — gRinij:|

VOVl Ry Yy 2 Ry ViRV u— (V| Ricl, V)

_ (R ;ﬂ;)\)ulRDidQ n %NzR’ Ric) + %RO’L'C(VU, VR)
+%u [éipékpéik + %WM2 — RijpRij Rip — §|Roic|2}
2V R,y R Vpu + %R"ic(VR, Vu) — %<V|R°ic|2, V)

B (Gl 2 Y %<V2R, Ric)

2(n+m)
nm? *

nm

Ric(Vu, VR)
QU /o o o o s o 1 o o
+= (RipBp s = Rip Rig Ry ) + 29 iR iy V0 — 5 (VIFic?, V).
Using this last expression into (215 yields
. 2m)R — n?Nu . 2
u(ARic, Ric) = [(n + 2m) A |Ric|> + u(V?R, Ric) + Antm)

nm n

+2u (éz‘pékpéik — Rikjpéijékp) + 2mVif2jpf€iiju

Ric(Vu, VR)

—%<V|R°¢c|2, V) — % (R —n\)|Ric]> — (V|Ric]?, Vu)

2(n+m) o
L 2ntm)

9Ru, . o
= T“ |Ric|®> + u(V2R, Ric) Ric(Vu, VR) + 2mV;R;p Ri; Vyu

o o N o o 2 o
+2u (Rip R Rir. = Rinip By Py ) — %Wmieﬁ, V).

So, the proof is finished.

3. THE BOUNDARY OF A QUASI-EINSTEIN MANIFOLD

In this section we will study a compact m-quasi-Einstein manifold with no empty bound-
ary. To begin with, we remember that w > 0 in the interior of M™ and w = 0 on the

boundary OM. Thus, N = _\g—Z\ is the outward unit vector. Besides, on the boundary, we

already know that
(3.1) VZu = 0.
Next, for any X € X(0M), we have
X(|Vul?) = 2(VxVu, Vu) = 2V2u(X, Vu) = 0.

Therefore, |Vu| # 0 is constant along OM (for more details, see Propositions 2.2 and 2.3
of [15]). From now on, we consider an orthonormal frame {e1,...,e,_1,€, = —|g—uu|}. Thus
from (B the second fundamental form at OM is given by

1

2 hij = (Ve,N,e;) = —
(3 ) J <vz 6J> |vu|

Vl-Vju = O,
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for any 1 <i,7 < n — 1. Hence, 0M with induced metric is totally geodesic. In particular,
by Gauss equation (R?J% = Ry — hahji + hikhjl) we immediately infer

(3.3) R?j% = Rijki,
and
(3.5) RM = R—2R,,.

Before to show our next lemmas we remember a well-known result that will be useful in
this paper.

Lemma 6. Let H be a (0,2)-tensor on a Riemannian manifold (M™,g) then
div(H(pZ)) = o(div H)(Z) + ¢(VZ, H) + H(V ¢, Z),
for all Z € X(M) and any smooth function ¢ on M.

Another fact that we will useful is a combination between twice-contracted second Bianchi
identity and the traceless Ricci tensor given by
-2

VR.
2n

8 n
(3.6) divRic =
Now, we are ready to state our next lemma.

Lemma 7. Let (M",g,u,)\) be a compact, oriented m-quasi-FEinstein manifold with con-
nected boundary. Then we have

1 o 1 5
—/ u|Ric|*dM = ——/ Ric(Vu, Vu)dS —
mJym K Jom

(n—2)

/ (VR, Vu)dM,
M

where k = |Vu||5M.

Proof. Firstly, we choose H = Roic, Z =Vu and ¢ = 1 in Lemma [ and we combine with

Egs. (1) and (38) to obtain
div(Ric(Vu)) = (divRic)(Vu) + (Ric, V2u)
B (n—2) o U o, R
= 5 (VR,Vu) + (Ric, - [Ric+ (n Agl)
—9 .
= =2 9r v+ LRic.
2n m

Integrating this expression over M and using Stokes’ formula we deduce

1 o
—/ u|Ric|*dM
mJm

L, e B (n—2) "
/M div(Ric(Vu))dM o /M<VR, Vu)ydM

(n—2)

/ (Ric(Vu), NYdS — / (VR, Vu)dM
oM M
1

= —— Ric(Vu, Vu)dS — (n=2)
|Vl loar 4 OM n

/M (VR,Vu)dM.

This finishes the proof of the lemma. O

The next lemma gives an expression for the integral of the scalar curvature on the boun-
dary.
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Lemma 8. Let (M",g,u,)\) be a compact, oriented m-quasi-Einstein manifold with con-
nected boundary. Then we have

2 3 -2
/ ROM4S = = / u|Ric|2dM — = / RAudM,
oM mk Jum M
where k= |Vul),,, is a constant.
Proof. Tt is not difficult to check from (B3] that
. R
Ric(N,N) = Rpp, — —
and therefore, we have
1 . R—RM R
FRZC(VU, VU) = T — E,
so that
. n—2 RB]W
3.7 Ric(Vu,Vu) = &° R- :
(3.7) ic(Vu, Vu) K < 5 ) )
Replacing (371) into Lemma [l we obtain
1 o -9 RB]W —9
—/ u|Ric|2dM = —m/ "R as - / (VR, Vu)dM,
m Ja oM 2n 2 2n M
Rearranging this expression and using Stokes’ formula we have
1 . -2
f/ RMgs = —/ u|Ricl*dM + u/ RdS
2 Jom m Jm 2n - Jom

4n-2 (/ R(Vu,N)dS—/ RAudM)
2n oM M

1 ! —9
= —/ u|Rz'c|2dM+u/ RdS
mJm oM

2n
—M/ RdS—n_2/ RAudM
2n oM 2n M
1 oo n—2
= — [ wu|Ricl*dM — RAudM,
m M 2n M
as we wanted to prove. O

To finish this section we going to compute the Euler characteristic of the boundary OM of
a 5-dimensional compact quasi-Einstein manifold (M5, g,u, \). Similar result was obtained
previously for V-static spaces in [4].

Proposition 1. Let (M?®,g,u,\) be a compact quasi-Einstein whose the boundary is a
connected Einstein manifold. Suppose that the scalar curvature satisfies R < 5\. Then it
holds

3
2 2
. M) > in|OM]|.
(38) STX(OM) > 505 B [OM)
Moreover, the equality holds if and only if (M?,g) is isometric to S7.

Proof. Since R < 5\ we infer that Au = %(R— 5A) < 0. Taking into account that the scalar
curvature is positive, we have R,,;,Au > RAu. Therefore, it follows that

/ RAudM < Rmm/ AudM:Rmm/ (Vu, N)dS
M M oM
= —anm|8M|.
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Combining this with Lemma [8 we obtain

2 o 3
/ ROM{S > —/ u|Ric|?dM + = Ryyin|OM|
oM me Ju 5
3
5
This jointly with the Holder-inequality we infer
9 2
(3.9) R OM]? < (/ RaMdS> g/ (ROM)24S|0M)|.
25 oM oM

Now, by using the Gauss-Bonnet-Chern’s formula and the fact that the boundary of M is
an Einstein manifold we deduce

8y (OM) = 1/ |W6M|2ds+i/ (R?M)2qS8
4 oM 24 oM
3
1 > —R%. |OM]|.
(3.10) > 5o tminlOM]|

Finaly, the equality holds in (BI0) if and only if the equality also holds in (9. This implies
that (M5, g) is an Einstein manifold and therefore, the result follows by Proposition 2.4 of
[15]. So, the proof is finished. O

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

4.1. Proof of Theorem [1l

Proof. The first part of the proof is standard, and it follows the same steps of Theorem 1.5
of [8] (see also Theorem 2 in [9]). We include it here for sake of completeness. Initially, we
have

oM
Ric®(V, V) > — 1gaM(u V)
ROM
=
where V € TOM with |V, = 1. Since infyps R > 0 there is a § > 0 such that
R(OM,gon) = inf {Ric® (V,V)/V € TOM,|V|, =1}
(n —2)6.

Therefore, we have
Ric®M > (n—2)dgam
and consequently by Bonnet-Myers Theorem we arrive at

. T
diamyg,,, (OM) < 75

Now, by Bishop-Gromov Theorem it follows that
1B, (p) < |BS(p)l,
l, p € OM and | B(p)| denotes the volume of a ball in a sphere 5"~ with the

Vo

metric gs = 6 'gean and radius p. In particular, we infer

(4.1) 1B, ()] < 15",

with p <
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(n—1)
Taking into account that [S"~1|,, =4 2w, and [@&J) we obtain
loM| < |Bx (p)]
Ve
< 8" Hgs
(n—1)
= 4 2 Wn—1,
which we can rewrite succinctly as
2 2
(4.2) (o)1 > oM|n— 15,
Since OM is compact, there exists X € TOM of unit norm and such that
(n—=2)0 = R(OM,gon)
(4.3) = Ric®M(X,X).
Notice also that
R(?M
4.4 Ric?M >
(4.4) e 2 Ty oM
Hence, combining (@3] and (£4]) implies
R(?M
—-2)5 >
(n ) n—1’
consequently,
RBM
4.5 6> —
(45) “(n=1)(n-2)
Thus, substituting (5] into (£2) we arrive at
2 2
RBM

e ()

Thus, we have
2
(n—1)(n = 2)(wa1) ™" > ROM M |77,

Next, upon integrating this expression over M we obtain

(n— 1)(n — 2)(wn_1) "1 [OM] > |aM|%/ ROM g,
oM

so that

(n—1)(n—2)(wp_1) =T [OM|*T > / ROM S,
oM

Now, it suffices to invoke Lemma [§] to infer

n— 2 o - 2
> —/ u|Ric[*dM -~ / RAudM.
mk S ne Jm

Proceeding, using that R < nA, we obtain Au = % (R —n)) < 0. Therefore, we deduce
RyinAu > RAu

(46)  (n—1)(n—2)(wa—1)7 T |OM|
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we remark that in general R > n(n_*_l))\’ see Remark 5.1 of [15]). Thus, we obtain
m+n—1

M M oM
(4.7 = —KkRpin|OM)|.
Replacing ([@71) into (£.6) we deduce

n— 2 8 -2
(n—1)(n-— 2)((,un,1)%|8M|ﬁ > —/ u|Ric|*dM + n Rypin|OM |
mek M
-2
(4.8) > LT ER oM.
This can be rewrite as follows
n—1

_ 1 2

(4.9) OM| < wns (”(;‘7))

Finally, the equality holds in (@3] if and only if the equality holds in (8] and this therefore
implies Ric = 0, that is, (M, g) is an Einstein manifold. So, it suffices to apply Proposition
2.4 of [I6] to conclude that (M,g) is the hemisphere S. This finishes the proof of the
theorem. |

4.2. Proof of Theorem [2l

Proof. Since R < 3\, then Au = (R — 3)\) < 0. Therefore, we obtain Ry, Au > RAu.
Thus, it follows that

/RAudM < Rmm/ AudM:Rmm/ (Vu, N)dS
M M oM

= —anm|8M|.
Combining this with Lemma [8 we infer
2 y len
(4.10) / ROM S > —/ u|Ric|*dM + —Z"|0M]|.
oM meK Ja 3
We remember that in dimension three we have R?M = 2K, where K is the Gaussian
curvature of OM. Therefore, by ([@I0) we obtain
2 YRV len
2 KdS > — [ wu|Ric|*dM + ——|0M|
oM meK Jar 3
and hence, we deduce
Rmin
(4.11) KdS > T|8M| >0

oM
Next, by Gauss-Bonnet’s Theorem we conclude that OM is a 2-sphere and thus

KdS = 4.
oM

Finally, by (@II) we arrive at
24w
Moreover, the equality holds if and only if the equality holds in (@I)). In this case, (M3, g)

is an Einstein manifold and by Proposition 2.4 of [16], (M3, g) must be isometric to S3, as
asserted. 0

(4.12) OM| <
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4.3. Proof of Theorem [3l
Proof. To begin with, notice that
1 . 1 . . 5
§div(uV|Ric|2) = 5V (uVk(Rij)?) = Vi(uRi; Vi Rij)
= V;géijffij Viu + uvkéi]‘ katij + uéijvkvkéi]‘
1 o o o o
= §<V|Ric|2, Vu) + u(ARic, Ric) + u|V Ric|?.
This jointly with Lemma Bl we deduce
L. > 2 1 2 sz 20w o 2 °-
5d1v(uV|ch| ) = §<V|R’LC| , Vu) + u|VRic|” + T|R’LC| + u(V*R, Ric)

2(n+m) m+ 2

+=———Ric(Vu, VR) + 2V Rjp Rij Vyu — T<V|R°ic|2, V)

+2uéipékpéik - QURikjp Rij fo{kp

2(n+m)

o 2Ru, :
= u|VRic?+ Tu|RiC|2 +u(V2R, Ric) + Ric(Vu, VR)

o N 1 o s o N
+2mV Ry Ry Vu — % (V|Ric|2, V) + 2uRip Ry Rir
(4.13) —QURikjpéinkp

On the other hand, by (23) and the fact that the Cotton tensor is skew-symmetric in the
first two indices we infer

o o 1 o
ViijRiiju = (viij - Evijo;D) Rijvpu

o 1
= (inj + VpRij + (ViRgpj — VpRgij)> Rij Vpu — ERZC(VR, VU)

1
2(n—1)

. . 1 o 1 -
= CiijZ—iju + VpRinij Vpu + mR’LC(VR, VU) — ER’LC(VR, V’U,)
o 1 o o n—2 o
= —Op”R”Vpu + 5 <V|R'LC| ) VU> — mRZO(vR, V'LL)

This combined with Lemma [3 yields

- (n—2)u 5 m(n — 2)
R Ri; = - CiiuWij
ViRjp RijVpu 2(m—|—n—2)| | 2(m + 1 — 2) ik Wik Viu
1, ey n-2

Proceeding, it follows from (2.4]) that
o o o o 1
RiejpRijBip = WinjpRij Rip + —(
R

“h—Dn-2) (9kpis — Gip9ri) Rij Rip

Rijgrp + Ripgij — Ripgrs; — Rkjgip)fzijfzpk

o o 2 o [} R °,
= Wikijinkp — mRipRinpj + m'RZqQ
o . 2 o . 2R 5 R o
= WikjpRij Ry — ——=RipRij Ry — ———|Ric|> + ——— | Ric|?
kjp g ttkp = T Mip tvig Spj n(n—2)| icl” + (n— 1)(n—2)| ic|
o . 2 o o s R o,
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Replacing (@.14) and (13) into (.I3) we obtain

1 o o 2R o o 2 o
Sdiv(uV|Ric?) = ulVRicl + =Z|Ric + u(VR, Ric) + Antm)
n

Ric(Vu, VR)

m(n —2)u m?(n — 2 i

m(—l— n —)2 IC)? — m 4(— n— ;CijkWijklvlu +m(V|Ric|?, Vu)

m(n —2)

n(n—1)
o du o o 2Ru

—2uWipjp Rij Rp + po— 2RipRinpj + m

. 1
Ric(VR, Vu) — %

(V|Ric|?, Vu) 4+ 2uRip Ry Rig
|Ric|?
(n—2)

o o n—2 o
= uVRic?+ 2 YICP + (V2R Ric) + 2" 2 Bie(Vu, VR)
m4+n—2 -1
m—1 2Ru 2n

+ T (VI Ricl?, Vu) + ——=|Ric|? + n—_géipéijépj
m2(n — 2)
m+n—2
which finishes the proof of the theorem. g

—QUWikjpéijékp — CijkWijklvlu;
4.4. Proof of Corollary [l

Proof. Initially, taking into account that M™ has constant scalar curvature and zero radial
Weyl curvature, we may use Theorem [3] to infer

1 ! ! —9 1
Sdiv(uV|Ric) = u|VRic + %wﬁ + mT<V|Ric|2,Vu>
2QRu . 2 ! o
(4.16) + Rl + tr(Ric’) — 2uWigjp Ri; Rip-

On the other hand, we use Eqs. (Z3) and (Z6) and that M™ has zero radial Weyl
curvature in order to obtain

. . . Au
uWiim R Ry = mWijklRik(vjvlu_ngl)

= mVj (Wijkléikvlu) - mVjWijleluf%ik — mWijlejf%ileu

_3 .
= McklileRik
n—2
~ m(n—23)
= 3m-2) (Crii RiViu + Ci; Ry Viu)
m(n — 3)
= mcklz (Rzkvlu - Rzlvku)a

where we used that the Cotton tensor is trace-free. Combining this expression with Lemma
and (211 we deduce

o o m(n —3)
UWZJklleR]l mcklszh
m(n — 3)u 9
4.1 = N7 Y7 )
(417) Sm+n—2)C

Proceeding, since R is constant, we can invoke Proposition 3.3 of [I6] (see also Lemma
3.2 of [12]) to deduce

R = -PF = Lp oy (Ro 2=l L)
n(im —1) m+n—1
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In particular, |Ric|? is also constant. Thus, substituting (I7) into I6) and using that
|Ric|? is constant we get

(n—2) 2Ru

0 = ulVRic]+ 22— op2 4 | Ric|?
m+n—2 n—1
2nu o 3. m(n—3)u, 9
g rie) = 5|
N 2R ° 2 °
(4.18) = u|VRic] + #m? += _“1 |Ricl? + = T;tr(RicB).
From the Okumura’s Lemma (see Lemma 2.1 [I8]) we obtain
o 3 -2 o
tr(Ric ) > ———=|Ric]’.
vn(n—1)
Replacing this into [@I8]) we get
o 2R o 2 °
0 > ulVRic?+——|C]? + =L |Ric]? — ——=|Ric|*
m+n—2 n—1 1/n(n_l)
mu 2n R

(419) > w|VRic]* + |C1? + — |Ric| | u|Ric|?.

m \/n(n—l) \/n(n—l)

Finally, using that |Ric|? < n(f;il) in @I9), we conclude that Ric = 0 and therefore,
(M™, g) is an Einstein manifold. Now, it suffices to invoke Proposition 2.4 of [16] to conclude

that (M", g) is isometric to the hemisphere S7. So, the proof is finished. |

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank E. Ribeiro Jr. for helpful conversa-
tions about this subject.
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