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GEOMETRY OF COMPACT QUASI-EINSTEIN
MANIFOLDS WITH BOUNDARY

RAFAEL DIOGENES, TIAGO GADELHA, AND ERNANI RIBEIRO JR

ABSTRACT. In this article, we study the geometry of compact quasi-Einstein
manifolds with boundary. We establish sharp boundary estimates for compact
quasi-Einstein manifolds with boundary that improve some previous results.
Moreover, we obtain a characterization theorem for such manifolds in terms of
the surface gravity of the boundary components, which leads to a new sharp
geometric inequality. In addition, we prove a boundary estimate for compact
quasi-Einstein manifolds with (possibly disconnected) boundary in terms of
the Brown-York mass.

1. INTRODUCTION

According to the approach used by Case, Shu and Wei [12], and He, Petersen
and Wylie [20L22], a complete Riemannian manifold (M™, g), n > 2, possibly with
boundary 0M, will be called m-quasi-Einstein manifold, or simply quasi-Einstein
manifold, if there exists a smooth potential function u on M™ obeying the following
system

Viu = E(Ric —Ag) in M,
m

u>0 on int(M), (1.1)
u=20 on OM,
for some constants A and 0 < m < oo. When m = 1 we make the additional
condition Au = —Au in order to recover the static equation
— (Au)g + V?u — uRic = 0. (1.2)

Here, V2u stands for the Hessian of u and Ric is the Ricci tensor of g. We say that
a quasi-Einstein manifold is trivial if its potential function u is constant, otherwise,
we say that it is nontrivial.

Our motivation for studying such manifolds is that an m-quasi-Einstein mani-
fold corresponds to a base of a warped product Einstein metric; for more details see
[6, pg. 265] (cf. [20L22]). Hence, it is directly related to the existence of Einstein
metrics on a given manifold. Another motivation to investigate quasi-Einstein
manifolds comes from the study of diffusion operators by Bakry and Emery 2,
which is closely tied to the theory of smooth metric measure spaces. Moreover,
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1-quasi-Einstein manifolds are more commonly called static spaces and this ter-
minology relies on the physical nature of the problem associated to the vacuum
Einstein field equations; for more details, see [12, Remark 2.3]. Explicit exam-
ples of compact and noncompact quasi-Einstein manifolds can be found in, e.g.,
[6LTOHT 22012512832, [37] .

He, Petersen and Wylie [20H22] developed a successful study on quasi-Einstein
manifolds with nonempty boundary. Among other things, they obtained a classifi-
cation result for quasi-Einstein manifolds which are also Einstein. They also studied
quasi-Einstein manifolds with constant scalar curvature. The locally conformally
flat case was discussed in [I3,20]. In this article, we focus on nontrivial compact
m-quasi-Einstein manifolds with boundary. Hence, by Theorem 4.1 of [20], they
necessarily have A > 0.

At this point, it is useful to highlight some examples. Let us start with the
standard hemisphere S7} .

Example 1 ([22]). Let ST be a standard hemisphere with metric g = dr? +
sin® rgsn—1 and potential function u(r) = cosr, where r is a height function with
r < 5. Thus, S} is a compact m-quasi-Einstein manifold with boundary Sn—t

The next example has disconnected boundary.

Example 2 ([I7]). Let M = [O, \/ﬁw} xS"~1 be a Riemannian product with metric

1
g = dt? + (n — 2)gsn—1 and potential function u(t,z) = sin (ﬁt . Thus, M is

a compact m-quasi-Finstein manifold with disconnected boundary. Notice that the
boundary is the union of two copies of SP1.

We remark that if a nontrivial compact m-quasi-Einstein manifold with nonempty
boundary has constant scalar curvature R, then R < nA (see [20, Corollary 4.3]).
Specifically, Example Ml has R — nA = —mn and Example 2 satisfies R — n\ = —1.

Boundary estimates are classical objects of study in geometry and physics. Be-
sides being interesting on their own, such estimates are useful in proving new clas-
sification results and discarding some possible new examples of special metrics on
a given manifold. Among the contributions that motivated this work, we primarily
mention the classical isoperimetric inequality and a result due to Shen [33] and
Boucher, Gibbons and Horowitz [9] that asserts that the boundary OM of a com-
pact three-dimensional oriented static space (i.e., a 1-quasi-Einstein manifold) with
connected boundary and scalar curvature 6 must be a 2-sphere whose area satis-
fies the inequality |OM| < 47, with equality if and only if M3 is equivalent to the
standard hemisphere. In the same spirit, boundary estimates for V-static metrics
and static spaces were established in, e.g., [I,3H5L 15,16} 18,23,26]. In the recent
work [I7, Theorem 1], Didégenes and Gadelha proved an analogous boundary esti-
mate for compact m-quasi-Einstein manifolds M"™ with connected boundary 0M

by assuming the following conditions:
oM

R
(1) Ric®™ >
n_

(2) infarr R?M > 0, and

(3) R < n), where R stands for the scalar curvature of M™.
In [19, Theorem 2], Freitas and Santos showed that the same boundary estimate
holds by replacing the condition (3) by the assumption Ly, R > 0, where Ly, R

1931\/17
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denotes the Lie derivative of the scalar curvature R in the direction of Vu. Besides,
oM

oM _ 19ons is trace-free, then the condition (1) is equivalent to the

since Ric

assumption that the boundary is Einstein with the induced metric.

In this article, we shall provide new sharp boundary estimates for compact quasi-
Einstein manifolds with boundary. To start with, we establish a rigidity result for
the boundary by removing the aforementioned conditions (2) and (3) considered in
[17, Theorem 1] and [19, Theorem 2]. More precisely, we have the following result.

Theorem 1. Let (M", g, U, )\), n > 3, be a nontrivial compact, oriented m-quasi-
Einstein manifold with connected boundary and m > 1. Then the following asser-
tions hold:

(1) If (OM, ganr) is Einstein, then

|OM| < (7m+;_ 1) W1, (1.3)

where wy,_1 is the volume of the standard unitary sphere S"~1. Moreover,

equality holds if and only if OM is isometric to the round sphere ST 1 (1 / %’H) .
(2) If n =3, then

|oM| <

(m+2)
. (1.4)

Moreover, equality holds if and only if OM is isometric to the round sphere
(/%)
One new feature is that no scalar curvature condition is assumed in Theorem
[ Notice further that ([4)) implies that the area of the boundary of a three-
dimensional hemisphere is the maximum possible among all three-dimensional com-
pact m-quasi-Einstein manifolds with connected boundary. It would be interesting
to see if our estimates (L3]) and (L4]) imply the rigidity of the interior as well.
In order to introduce the next result, we need to fix a couple of notations. Given
a compact Riemannian manifold (M ", g) with (possibly disconnected) boundary
OM and a smooth function v on M™, we consider uma.x = maxp; u and for a given
connected component dM; C OM of the boundary we let

Vuljan,
w(oMy) = Y ioass

umax

be the so called surface gravity of OM;. In the Newtonian case, the surface gravity
of a rotationally symmetric massive body (e.g., a planet of the solar system) can
be physically interpreted as the intensity of the gravitational field due to the body.
For further insights about the physical meaning of this concept, see [36, Section
12.5] and [7,[8]. We also point out that the surface gravity is locally constant on
m-~quasi-Einstein manifolds.

In the sequel, we obtain a characterization of compact quasi-Einstein manifolds
with (possibly disconnected) boundary in terms of the surface gravity of the con-
nected components OM; of M.

Theorem 2. Let (M”, g, U, /\), n > 3, be a nontrivial compact m-quasi-FEinstein
manifold with (possibly disconnected) boundary OM and constant scalar curvature.
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Then we have
n\A—R

mn

max k(OM;) >

Moreover, if equality holds, then M™ is homothetic to the standard hemisphere S’
given by Example [1.

Observe that Theorem 2limplies that the standard hemisphere S} has the least
possible surface gravity among all compact m-quasi-Einstein manifolds with con-
nected boundary OM and constant scalar curvature. Moreover, it can be seen as a
gradient estimate for the potential function u. Furthermore, since a 1-quasi-Einstein
manifold is precisely a static space, which necessarily has constant scalar curvature
R = (n — 1)\, Theorem Pl extends [7, Theorem 2.1] to the m > 1 case.

As a consequence of the proof of Theorem 2] we obtain the following sharp
geometric inequality involving the area of the boundary and volume of a compact
quasi-Einstein manifold with connected boundary, which can also be interpreted as
an obstruction result.

Corollary 1. Let (M", g, U, )\), n > 3, be a nontrivial compact, oriented m-quasi-
Einstein manifold with connected boundary, constant scalar curvature and m > 1.

Then we have:
OM] < ny/ — 2 Voi(M) (1.5)
- m+n-—1 ' '

Moreover, equality holds if and only if M™ is homothetic to the standard hemisphere
St given by Example [1.

Before presenting our next result, let us recall the concept of Brown-York mass
given by

may (OM, g) = / (Ho — H,) dS,,
oM

where H, is the mean curvature of 9M with respect to the metric g, dS, is the
volume element induced on M by g and H is the mean curvature of M with
respect to the outward unit normal when embedded in R™.

In our next result, we will obtain a boundary estimate for compact quasi-Einstein
manifolds with (possibly disconnected) boundary in terms of the Brown-York mass.
In particular, no scalar curvature condition will be assumed. To do so, we will make
use of the positive mass theorem for Brown—York mass due to Shi-Tam [35], which
is equivalent to the (higher dimensional) positive mass theorem for ADM mass by
Schoen and Yau [29H31] and Lohkamp [24]. More precisely, we have the following
result.

Theorem 3. Let (M”, g, U, /\), n > 3, be a nontrivial compact m-quasi-FEinstein
manifold with (possibly disconnected) boundary OM = U¥_,0M; and m > 1. Sup-
pose that each boundary component (OM;, g) can be isometrically embedded in R™
as a convex hypersurface. Then we have

|0M;| < cmpy (0M;, g), (1.6)

where ¢ is a positive constant. Moreover, equality holds for some component OM; if
and only if M™ is homothetic to the standard hemisphere ST} given by Example [l
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Remark 1. The isometrical embedding assumption in Theorem [3 was necessary
to apply the positve mass theorem. However, according to the solution of the Weyl
problem, the isometrical embedding assumption can be replaced by assumptions on
sectional curvatures, as for instance, the Gaussian curvature of OM is positive when
n=3 (see [1834]).

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2] we review a few pre-
liminary facts about compact quasi-Einstein manifolds with boundary. In Section
Bl we present the proof of Theorem [Il Theorem 2 and Corollary [l are proved in
Section [ In Section [l we present the proof of Theorem [3

2. BACKGROUND

In this section, we will review some basic facts and key lemmas that will be
useful for the establishment of the main results.

We start by remembering that the fundamental equation of an m-quasi-Einstein
manifold (M™, g, u, ), possibly with boundary, is given by

Viu = %(Ric - A9), (2.1)

where u > 0 in the interior of M™ and u = 0 on OM. In particular, taking the trace
of [2.1]) we arrive at

u
Au=—(R— An). 2.2
u="(r ) (22)
Plugging this into (Z1I), one sees that
u Ric = mV?u, (2.3)

o trT
where T =T — 2= g stands for the traceless part of T.
n

Since v > 0 in the interior of M™ and v = 0 on the boundary dM, one ob-
tains that N = —% is the outward unit normal vector. Besides, it follows from

Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 in [20] that |[Vu| # 0 is constant along OM.
From now on, we set an orthonormal frame given by

Vu
€1,--+,€n—-1,€p = —W .

Hence, the second fundamental form at OM satisfies
1
[Vl
for any 1 < 14,5 <n — 1. Thereby, M is totally geodesic. By Gauss equation
R?jjz\fl = Rijri — hahjr + hichji,

hij = (Ve N, ¢€5) = ViV u =0, (2.4)

we then infer

RIY, = Rin, (2.5)
R?kM = Rik - Rinkn (26)

and
RM = R—2R,,. (2.7)
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While the twice-contracted second Bianchi identity (2divRic = VR) yields

o n —
divRic= ——VR 2.8
ivRic 5 VR, (2.8)

where Ric stands for the traceless Ricci tensor.

Next, it is important to recall that He, Petersen and Wylie [20, Remark 5.1
proved that the scalar curvature of a nontrivial compact quasi-Einstein manifold
with boundary must satisfy

s n-1)
" m4+n-—1

(2.9)

See also [12] Proposition 3.6].

3. THE PRrROOF OF THEOREM [I]

In this section, we shall present the proof of Theorem [l To this end, we need
to establish the following ingredient.

Lemma 1. Let (M™, g, u,\) be a compact m-quasi-Einstein manifold with bo-
undary OM and m # 1. Then we have:

(1) Rie(Vu) = —E=0=DXgy on the boundary OM;

m—1

(2) (m+1)R=(m—1)R?™ +2(n — 1)\ on the boundary OM.

Proof. By the twice-contracted second Bianchi identity (2divRic = VR) and 2.1]),
one obtains that

%UVR = udivRic = div(uRic) — Ric(Vu)
= mdiv(V?u) + A\Vu — Ric(Vu). (3.1)

On the other hand, recall that, in general, for any smooth function f on a
Riemannian manifold (M", g), we have

divV2f = Ric(Vf)+ VAS.
Substituting this data jointly with (Z2)) into (BI]), we infer

%UVR = mRic(Vu) + mVAu + AVu — Ric(Vu)
= (m—1)Ric(Vu) + uVR + RVu — nAVu + AVu,
so that
- %uVR = (m —1)Ric(Vu) + (R — (n — 1)A) Vu. (3.2)

Since u vanishes on the boundary, one concludes that
(m —1)Ric(Vu) = — (R — (n— 1)) Vu (3.3)

on the boundary OM. This proves the first assertion.
Next, we use ([B3)) to infer

Ric(Vu,Vu) = —wwuﬁ
m—
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so that
R—(n—1)A

Rnn:_
m—1

This combined with (21 gives
R—RM  R—(n—1)A

2 m—1
and hence,
(m+1)R=(m—1)R?M 4 2(n — 1)\
on the boundary M, which proves the desired result. (|

Now, we are going to conclude the proof of Theorem [1l
3.1. Conclusion of the proof of Theorem [1l
Proof. To begin with, plugging (2.9) into the second item of Lemma [Il we obtain

(m—1R™ = (m+1)R—2(n— 1)\
1 -1
M)\ —2(n—1)A
m4+n—1
_ - De-2),
B m4+n—1 '
In particular, taking into account that m > 1, we deduce
—1)(n—-2
gov > (n=Dn=2), (3.4)
m+4n-—1

Since M™ is compact, we already know that A > 0 (see [20, Theorem 4.1]) and
therefore, (34)) yields

inf RM > 0. (3.5)
We now claim that
(n—1)(n—2)(wn_1) ™7 > ROM|OM|7T, (3.6)

Indeed, since (OM, gonr) is Einstein, it follows from (8.5) that there exists a constant

0 > 0 such that Ric™™ = (n — 2), where § =

by Bonnet-Myers theorem, we have diamg,_ (OM) < \/lg. Moreover, by Bishop-

At the same time,

Gromov comparison theorem one obtains that

OM| < B (p)] <[5y, =07 5F wns, (3.7)
where p € OM, g, = 0~ gean and w,,_1 is the volume of the standard unitary sphere
S"~1. Hence, ([B.8) is in fact true.

Next, substituting (8:4) into (B:6) we arrive at

M= DEZD) a2 < (0= 10— 2) (1) ™,

so that

n—1
_ 1 2
M) , (3.8)

OM] < wos < !
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which proves the desired estimate.
Proceeding, if equality holds in ([B.8), then ([B.7) also becomes equality. So, it
follows from the equality case of the Bishop-Gromov theorem that M is isometric

to the sphere S*~! (1 / %’H) The reciprocal statement is obviously true. This
therefore finishes the proof of the first assertion.
We now prove the second one. Choosing n = 3 in Eq. (34]), we obtain

ROM > 2
“m+42

(3.9)

From this, one sees that

ROM 48 > 2A
oM - m—|—2

oM.

Consequently, it follows from the Gauss-Bonnet theorem that OM is a 2-sphere and
4 2
OM] < M
A
In addition, if equality holds, we deduce from (B3] that M has constant Gaussian

curvature and therefore, the result follows from Corollary 1 in [I4]. The converse
assertion is straightforward. So, the proof of the theorem is finished. O

4. THE PROOFS OF THEOREM [2] AND COROLLARY [1]

The proof of Theorem [2lis divided into two parts and takes a similar strategy
to the one by Borghini-Mazzieri [7]. We first have to obtain a Robinson-Shen type
identity for quasi-Einstein manifolds with constant scalar curvature in a fashion
designed to perform an argument based on the Maximum Principle. Accordingly,
throughout this section, we assume that (M™, g, u, ) is a quasi-Einstein manifold
with constant scalar curvature.

To begin with, we claim that

VU = 2uRic(Vu), (4.1)
where
U = m|Vul? + Mu2.
n

To prove this, observe first that by (23],

mAu

uRic(Vu) = mV?u(Vu) = mV3u(Vu) —
(R—nA) "
n

(Vu)
- %kuﬁ - Vu,

where we have used (Z2)). In view of this, it then follows that

. 1 - 1
uRic(Vu) = §V (m|Vu|2 + MTRUQ> = §V\IJ,

as asserted.
Proceeding, a direct computation shows
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AV

div (QuROic(Vu))
= 2udivRic(Vu) + 2u(Ric, V2u) 4+ 2Ric(Vu, Vu).

Since M™ has constant scalar curvature, we use the twice-contracted second Bianchi

identity, ([@1l) and (Z3]) to infer

1 2 .
AV — —(VV,Vu) = —u?|Ric|*. (4.2)
U m
This is precisely the desired Robinson-Shen type identity.

Now, we are ready to conclude the proof of Theorem

4.1. Conclusion of the proof of Theorem 2L
Proof. Initially, we invoke (A2) to infer

AV — L ve, vy > 0. (4.3)
u

Observe, however, that the coefficient 1/u blows up at the boundary. Therefore,
before using the Maximum Principle, we need to overcome this technical difficulty
by performing the following computation. First, it follows from [20, Proposition
2.4] that g and w are real analytic in harmonic coordinates. Thereby, we can choose
a positive number « such that, for 0 < & < a, each level set {x € M; u(xz) = ¢} is
regular. Considering M. = {u > ¢}, one sees that the coefficient 1/u is bounded
above by 1/¢ in M.. Hence, applying the Maximum Principle, one concludes that

max ¥V < max W.
M, oM.

Moreover, we have
max ¥ < max WV,

M, oM.

for every 0 < ¢ < a, and

lim max ¥ = m|Vu||26M,
e—01+ OM,

where [Vu| gy denotes |Vu| restricted to the boundary dM.
From now one, suppose that

on OM. 4.4
Upax N (44
In view of this, one obtains that
2 (PA—R) ,
gﬁf‘l’ < m|vu||6M < T, Ymax

On the other hand, notice that A = {p € M; u(p) = Umax} C M, and hence,

m}x\IJ <maxV¥ <maxV¥ < Muz

M, M, n max:
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But, taking into account that

A—R
max ¥ = Mufwx,
A n

we conclude that ¥ is constant and its value coincides with (n)‘n—fR)zﬁ in M,.

max
Since o > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small, we then obtain that ¥ = ("’\n—_R)ufnax
on M™. In particular, returning to (£2]), we conclude that M™ is Einstein. Thus,
it suffices to use Proposition 2.4 of [22] to conclude that M™ is homothetic to the
standard hemisphere S} .
Finally, since (£4)) implies that M™ is homothetic to the standard hemisphere

S, we therefore conclude that

nA— R

max k(0M;) >

and this proves the requested result.

4.2. Proof of Corollary [l

Proof. Since M™ has constant scalar curvature, we already know that R < nA.
Next, upon integrating (2.2)) over M™, we use the Stokes’ formula to obtain

R —nA
—|VulonloM| = w/ udM. (4.5)
m M

Rearranging terms, one sees that

(n\—R)  Umax
m |V“|\8M

|oM| < Vol(M), (4.6)
where Umay is the maximum value of v on M™ and [Vu| sy denotes |Vul restricted
to the boundary oM.

In order to proceed, we have to use the following inequality

Vul? _
| |“9M2 (nA R)7 (47)
mn

u2

max

which was established in Theorem 2l Then, plugging [@7)) into (@6l we arrive at

nA— R mn
[oM| < — Mn)\_RVol(M)

= w Vol(M). (4.8)

On the other hand, it follows from (2.9]) that

WA—R < pr_ M=)
m+n-—1

mn
m+n—1"

consequently,
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\/ n(nA — R) \/ A
— <y —

m - m+n-—1
which substituted into (48] yields

This therefore gives the desired inequality.
Finally, if equality holds in (@I0), then ([€9) also becomes an equality. Hence,
we use again (29) to infer

nin—1)
m+n—1"
Then, it suffices to apply [20, Proposition 5.3] to deduce that M™ is Einstein and in

this case, the result follows from Proposition 2.4 of [22]. The converse is obviously
true. So, the proof is completed.

d

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

In this section, we are going to present the proof of Theorem Bl In the first part
of the proof, we shall adapt some arguments outlined in [I823}27,34]. Initially,
let (M " g, u, /\), n > 3, be a nontrivial compact m-quasi-Einstein manifold. Fur-
thermore, in order to simplify the notation used in the computation that follows,
we set a function h : M — R given by

n—2

h:=(1+au) 7 , (5.1)

where

A

Next, we consider the conformal metric g given by

1
-1 2
al= max (u2 + MWuF) .

G=hizg.
In particular, it is well known that the scalar curvature of M™ with respect to g

satisfies

_(nt2) (n—1)
Ry=h o (Rgh ~1 ) Agh) . (5.2)

In the sequel, we shall prove the following key lemma.

Lemma 2. Let (M", g, U, )\), n > 3, be a nontriial compact m-quasi- Finstein
manifold. Then the scalar curvature Rg with respect to the conformal metric g is
nonnegative. Moreover, Rz = 0 if and only if Ry = :l(_f;_l)l A and u? + 2ER=L Ty )2
is constant on M.

Proof. A straightforward computation yields
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Agh = Ay(1+ au)_%2

n—2

= div(V(l—i—au)_T)
= div(—nT_2(1+au)_%aVu>

_ (n-—2 o (n=2)\(_n —2o1 21,2
= ( 5 )a(l—i—au) Au ( 5 )( 2)(1—|—au) a’|Vu|

-2 n
%az(l + au)*¥|Vu|2. (5.3)

= - (n;2) (1l + ou)” 2 Au +

On the other hand, it follows from (29) and (22) that

Au = Z(R-xn)
m
< £<n(n—1)/\_/\)
- m\m+n-—-1
U (n—l—m—n—i—l)
= —nA
m m+n-—1
_ un
B m+n—1

Plugging this into (53], one sees that

unA +n(n—2)
m+mn—1 4

and rearranging the terms, we obtain

(1 + ozu)fnTH|Vu|2,

Agh < (HT_2> a(l+au)” 2

Agh <2020 (1 4 qu) =3 [@nfi?hl)(l + au)u + a|Vul?| . (5.4)

At the same time, it follows from (&.2]) that

_ (=2 (n—=2)  nez .
Agh = 4(n—1)Rgh_4(n—1)h R
(n—-2) _n2  (n-2) N
(n _ 2) 7%*2 (n - 2) 771;2 »
74(n_1)Rg(1+aU) — m(l—i—au) Ry.

Now, substituting this data into (54) and simplifying the terms, we arrive at

2
Ry(1+ au)® — Ry < n(n — 1o [F;\—l(l + au)u + 04|VU|2} ;
which also can be rewritten as
Rz > R,(1 + au)? —n(n— 1)« L(l + au)u + o Vul?| . (5.5)
=" m+n—1
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Next, using again (29]), we can write the previous expression as

n(n —1)A 9 2 9
~ n(n-1) 9 m+n—1Y\ , 9
T 1/\ {(l—l—au) 2a(1 + au)u < 3 ) a|Vul?| ,
so that

-1 -1
R, > =D, {1 a2 (M) a2|vU|2} ,
Finally, we obtain

nin —1) of 9 m+n-—1 9
> ———A|1— — 1V .
R‘q_m—l—n—l)\[ « (u + 3 [Vul (5.6)

and therefore, our choice of a guarantees that Ry > 0. Moreover, Rz = 0 if and
only if (IZQI) becomes an equality. Hence, also from (5.6), Rz = 0 if and only if
Ry = 21\ and u? + mta=1Vy|? is constant on M. This finishes the proof of

m+n 1
the lemma.

O
5.1. Conclusion of the proof of Theorem [3l

Proof. To begin with, we need to prove that the mean curvature H; i of OM; with
respect to g is strictly positive. Indeed, since u vanishes on the boundary, it follows
from (BI)) that A = 1 on OM;. Therefore, § = g on OM; and (OM;, g) is isometric
to (0M;, g), which can be also isometrically embedded into R™ as a convex hyper-
surface with the same mean curvature H{ (induced by the Euclidean metric). Now,
we recall that the mean curvature of M, with respect to g is given by

Hi=h"7s (H + 2E ;aN log h) (5.7)

In particular, by recalling that H; = 0, one sees that

i _ om—1) —n=2
H; = 2(n_2)<V(1+au) , N)
= (n—1)a|Vuljn, (5.8)

and therefore, Hg > 0, as we wanted to prove.
Proceeding, by (5.8]) we obtain

mBy(aMi, g) = /aM (Hé — Hg) dSy
= mBy(aMi, g) — (n — 1) (59)

Thus, we invoke Lemma [2] to deduce that Ry > 0, and taking into account that
HZ > 0, we are in a position to apply the positive mass theorem for Brown-York
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mass [31LB5] to conclude that mpy (0M;, g) > 0. Hence, we obtain

1 1

oM;| < may (OM:, ) =
| | By ( 9) (n = Da|Vuljon, Jon,

H{dS,.
(5.10)

(n— 1)a|vu||8Mi

This proves the desired estimate.
Finally, if equality holds in (5I0]) for some component dM;,, then we necessarily
have

mBy(aMiO, g) =0.

In this situation, we may invoke the equality case of the positive mass theorem
for Brown-York mass to conclude that the conformal metric g is flat and (M,7) is

isometric to a bounded domain in R™. Therefore, it follows by Lemma 2] that R, =

%. Now we can use |20, Proposition 5.3] to deduce that M™ is an Einstein

manifold and hence, it follows from [22] Proposition 2.4] that (M™, g) is homothetic
to the standard hemisphere S given by Example [l Conversely, if (M™,g) is
homothetic to S7, then g is a flat metric and the Brown-York mass mpy (0M, g)
vanishes. Therefore, equality holds in (5I0). So, the proof is completed.
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