arXiv:1710.06333v2 [math.DG] 7 May 2019

Published in: Indian Journal of Mathematics, Vol. 61, No. 1, 2019, 41-59

CURVATURE PROPERTIES OF THE VAIDYA METRIC

ABSOS ALI SHAIKH^1, HARADHAN KUNDU^1 AND JAYASHREE SEN^1

Dedicated to Professor Prahalad Chunnilal Vaidya on his 100th birthday

Abstract. As a generalization of the Schwarzschild solution, Vaidya presented a radiating metric to develop a model of the exterior of a star including its radiation field, named later Vaidya metric. The present paper deals with the investigation on the curvature properties of Vaidya metric. It is shown that Vaidya metric can be considered as a model of different pseudosymmetric type curvature conditions, namely, C · C =^m_{r3} Q(g, C), R · R − Q(S, R) =^m_{r3} Q(g, C) etc. It is also shown that Vaidya metric is Ricci simple, vanishing scalar curvature and its Ricci tensor is Riemann-compatible. As a special case of the main result, we obtain the curvature properties of Schwarzschild metric. Finally, we compare the curvature properties of Vaidya metric with another radiating metric, namely, Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric.

1. Introduction

Let M be a semi-Riemannian manifold of dimension n endowed with a semi-Riemannian metric g and let ∇, R, S and κ be respectively the Levi-Civita connection, the Riemann-Christoffel curvature tensor, the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature of M. The additional restriction(s) on the curvature tensor(s) of a specific manifold help us to realize the geometry of that manifold. For example, if on a manifold R = 0 (resp., ∇R = 0) then it is flat (resp., locally symmetric). Hence it is very important to investigate the curvature restricted geometric structures on a manifold.

In the literature of differential geometry we find various generalizations of locally symmetric manifolds ([5], [6]) in several directions, such as recurrent manifold by Ruse ([49], [50], [51], [86]), some generalized recurrent manifolds by Shaikh and his coauthors ([25], [68], [67], [69], [53], [71]), semisymmetric manifolds by Cartan [7] and Sinyukov ([72], [73]) (which were latter classified by Szabó ([75], [76], [77])), generalized semisymmetric manifold by Mikeš ([43], [44], [45], [46], [47], [48]), pseudosymmetric manifolds by Chaki [8], pseudosymmetric manifolds by Deszcz ([1], [14], [20], [21], [30], [31], [82], [83], [84]), weakly symmetric manifolds by Tamássy and Binh ([79], [80]), manifolds of recurrent curvature 2-forms ([3], [35]) etc.

In his theory of general relativity, Einstein made a bridge between the geometrical and physical quantities of a spacetime (a connected 4-dimensional Lorentzian manifold) by presenting the famous

Date: May 9, 2019.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53B20, 53B25, 53B30, 53B50, 53C15, 53C25, 53C35, 83C15. Key words and phrases. Einstein Field equations, Schwarzschild metric, Vaidya metric, Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric, quasi-Einstein manifold, Einstein manifold, Ricci flat manifold, Ricci-simple manifold, pseudosymmetry type curvature condition. 1

field equation S − κ 2 g + Λg = 8πG c^4 T, where Λ is the cosmological constant, G is Newton’s gravitational constant, c is the speed of light in vacuum and T is the energy-momentum tensor. For instance, a spacetime represent perfect fluid if and only if it is quasi-Einstein, i.e., its Ricci tensor satisfies the condition S = αg + βΠ ⊗ Π, where α, β are some scalars and Π is a 1-form ([9], [10], [16], [57]). Therefore the study of curvature restricted geometric structures become essential both physically and geometrically in the investigation of a spacetime.

According to Birkhoff’s theorem [4], the vacuum spherically symmetric spacetime with zero cosmological constant is the asymptotically flat solution given by Schwarzschild [28]

ds^2 = − ( 1 − 2m r ) du^2 − 2drdu + r^2(dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2), (1.1)

where m is an arbitrary parameter. To develop a model of the exterior of a star, which includes its radiation field, there arose an important generalization of the Schwarzschild solution by Vaidya [81]. In terms of (r, t, θ, ϕ)-coordinates Vaidya metric [81] can be written as

ds^2 = ( 1 − 2m r )_{−1} ( dr^2 − (m_t)^2 (m_r)^2 dt^2 ) + r^2(dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2),

where m = m(r, t). In fact, the above metric can be expressed in a much more useful form (for outgoing radiation) by introducing a null coordinate u, as follows:

ds^2 = − ( 1 − 2m(u) r ) du^2 − 2drdu + r^2(dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2). (1.2)

If m(u) = constant, then the Vaidya metric (1.2) reduces to the Schwarzschild metric (1.1). Hence (1.2) is a generalization of the Schwarzschild metric (1.1). In this case, m(u) is an arbitrary nonincreasing function of the retarded null coordinate u.

It is known that the Schwarzschild metric is a pseudosymmetric metric [24] (Proposition 2). The Schwarzschild metric, the Kottler metric, the Reissner-Nordström metric, as well as some Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker metrics are the “oldest” examples of pseudosymmetric nonsemisymmetric warped product metrics (see, e.g., [19], Section 1, [21], Chapter 6). In [34] (Section 5) it was stated that the Vaidya metric g is a non-pseudosymmetric metric, rank S ≤ 1 and the tensors R · R − Q(S, R) and Q(g, C) are linearly dependent. Further, in view of Theorem 2 of [13], the tensors C ·C and Q(g, C) of the metric g are linearly dependent. These properties of g, in details, are presented in Example 7.1 (ii)-(iii) of [19] (eq. (7.14)). In addition, in that example it was mention that g satisfies also the following conditions: S^2 = 0, κ = 0 and S · R = 2mr^{−3}g ∧ S.

The main object of the present paper is to investigate the geometric structures admitted by the Vaidya metric (1.2). It is interesting to note that such a metric admits several important geometric structures, such as, it is Ricci simple, manifold of vanishing scalar curvature, its Ricci tensor is Riemann-compatible and its conformal curvature 2-forms are recurrent. Moreover Vaidya metric satisfies various pseudosymmetric type curvature conditions, such as pseudosymmetric Weyl conformal curvature tensor, the difference tensor R · R − Q(S, R) is linearly dependent with Q(g, C). As a special case of the main result, we obtain the curvature properties of Schwarzschild metric. It is shown that Schwarzschild metric is pseudosymmetric in the sense of Deszcz.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 deals with the different geometric structures due to various curvature tensors. Section 3 is concerned with the calculations of components of various tensors of Vaidya spacetime. Section 4 is devoted to the conclusion on the geometric structures admitted by Vaidya metric and Schwarzschild metric. Finally, in section 5, we compare the curvature properties of Vaidya metric with Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric.

2. Curvature Restricted Geometric Structures

A curvature restricted geometric structure on a semi-Riemannian manifold M is a geometric structure obtained by imposing some restriction(s) on some curvature tensor(s) of M by means of covariant derivatives of first order or higher orders. In this section we will explain some useful notations and definitions of various curvature restricted geometric structures.

Let A and E be two symmetric (0, 2)-tensors. The Kulkarni-Nomizu product A ∧ E of A and E is defined by (see e.g. [17], [26])

(A ∧ E)(X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4) = A(X_1, X_4)E(X_2, X_3) + A(X_2, X_3)E(X_1, X_4) − A(X_1, X_3)E(X_2, X_4) − A(X_2, X_4)E(X_1, X_3),

where X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4 ∈ χ(M), the Lie algebra of all smooth vector fields on M. Throughout the paper we will consider X, Y, X_1, X_2, · · · ∈ χ(M). Again for a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor E, we can define two endomorphisms E and (X ∧_E Y ) as ([11], [17])

g(EX_1, X_2) = E(X_1, X_2) and (X ∧_E Y )X_1 = E(Y, X_1)X − E(X, X_1)Y.

Now in terms of Kulkarni-Nomizu product ∧ and the endomorphism (X∧_E Y ), the Gaussian curvature tensor G, the projective curvature tensor P , the conharmonic curvature tensor K, the concircular curvature tensor W and the conformal curvature tensor C are given by ([32], [87])

G = ∧_g, P = R − 1 n − 1 (∧_S ), K = R − 1 n − 2 (g ∧ S), W = R − r n(n − 1) G, C = K + r (n − 2)(n − 1) G. For a (0, 4)-tensor D we can define the corresponding (1, 3)-tensor D and the endomorphism D(X, Y ) as follows:

D(X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4) = g(D(X_1, X_2)X_3, X_4), D(X, Y )X_1 = D(X, Y )X_1.

Now operating D(X, Y ) and (X ∧_A Y ) on a (0, k)-tensor H, k ≥ 1, we get two (0, k + 2)-tensors D · H and Q(A, H) respectively as follows (see [15], [16], [22], [55], [59], [78] and also references therein) D · H(X_1, X_2, · · · , X_k, X, Y ) = −H(D(X, Y )X_1, X_2, · · · , X_k) − · · · − H(X_1, X_2, · · · , D(X, Y )X_k). and Q(A, H)(X_1, X_2, . . . , X_k, X, Y ) = ((X ∧_A Y ) · H)(X_1, X_2, . . . , X_k) = A(X, X_1)H(Y, X_2, · · · , X_k) + · · · + A(X, X_k)H(X_1, X_2, · · · , Y ) −A(Y, X_1)H(X, X_2, · · · , X_k) − · · · − A(Y, X_k)H(X_1, X_2, · · · , X). Definition 2.1. ([1], [7], [14], [29], [59], [63], [64], [70], [75]) A semi-Riemannian manifold M is said to be H-semisymmetric type if D · H = 0 and it is said to be H- pseudosymmetric type if (_k ∑ i=1 c_iD_i ) · H = 0 for some scalars c_i’s, where D and each D_i, i = 1, . . . , k, (k ≥ 2), are (0,4) curvature tensors.

In particular, if D = R and H = R (resp., S, C, W and K), then M is called semisymmetric (resp., Ricci, conformally, concircularly and conharmonically semisymmetric). Again, if i = 2, D_1 = R, D_2 = G and H = R (resp., S, C, W and K), then M is called Deszcz pseudosymmetric (resp., Ricci, conformally, concircularly and conharmonically pseudosymmetric). Especially, if i = 2, D_1 = C, D_2 = G and H = C, then M is called a manifold of pseudosymmetric Weyl conformal curvature tensor.

We note that the pp-wave metric [54] is semisymmetric and the Robinson-Trautman metric [52] is pseudosymmetric.

Definition 2.2. A semi-Riemannian manifold M is said to be quasi-Einstein if S = αg +βΠ⊗Π for some scalars α and β, and a 1-form Π. In particular, if β ≡ 0 (resp., α ≡ 0), then a quasi-Einstein manifold is called Einstein [3] (resp., Ricci simple [9]).

We mention that the Robertson-Walker spacetimes are quasi Einstein [2], Kaigorodov metric [33] is Einstein, and Gödel spacetime [23] is Ricci simple. Quasi-Einstein manifolds were investigated in several papers, see, e.g., [11], [16], [17], [19], [22], [55].

In 1983, Derdzinski and Shen [12] showed that if E is a Codazzi tensor [27] such that V_λ and V_μ are two eigenspaces corresponding to the eigenvalues λ and μ of the operator E, then the subspace V_λ ∧V_μ is invariant under the action of the curvature operator R(X, Y ). Recently, Mantica and Molinari [37] extended their theorem by replacing the condition ‘Codazzi type’ by ‘Riemann-compatibility’. Definition 2.3. Let D be a (0, 4)-tensor and E be a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor on M. Then E is said to be D-compatible ([18], [38], [39]) if

D(EX_1, X, X_2, X_3) + D(EX_2, X, X_3, X_1) + D(EX_3, X, X_1, X_2) = 0

holds, where E is the endomorphism corresponding to E. Again a 1-form Π is said to be D-compatible if Π ⊗ Π is D-compatible.

We note that the Ricci tensor of Gödel metric [23] and Som-Raychaudhuri metric [62] are Riemanncompatible.

The curvature 2-forms Ω^m_{(D)l} ([3], [35]) associated to a (0, 4)-curvature tensor D and the 1-forms Λ_{(Z)l} [74] associated to a symmetric (0, 2)-curvature tensor Z are defined as follows: Ω^m_{(D)l} = D^m_{jkl}dx^j ∧ dx^k and Λ_{(Z)l} = Z_{lm}dx^m, where ∧ indicates the exterior product. Now Ω^m_{(D)l} (resp., Λ_{(Z)l}) is recurrent if DΩ^m_{(D)l} = Π ∧ Ω^m_{(D)l} (resp., DΛ_{(Z)l} = Π ∧ Λ_{(Z)l}), where D is the exterior derivative and Π is the associated 1-form. Recently Mantica and Suh ([40], [41], [42]) showed that Ω^m_{(D)l} are recurrent if and only if

(∇_{X1} D)(X_2, X_3, X, Y ) + (∇_{X2} D)(X_3, X_1, X, Y ) + (∇_{X3} D)(X_1, X_2, X, Y ) = (2.1) Π(X_1)D(X_2, X_3, X, Y ) + Π(X_2)D(X_3, X_1, X, Y ) + Π(X_3)D(X_1, X_2, X, Y ) and Λ_{(Z)l} are recurrent if and only if (∇_{X1} Z)(X_2, X) − (∇_{X2} Z)(X_1, X) = Π(X_1)Z(X_2, X) − Π(X_2)Z(X_1, X) (2.2) for a 1-form Π.

3. Various tensors of Vaidya metric In terms of (u, r, θ, ϕ)-coordinates (r > 0), the Vaidya metric (1.2) is given by

g = −1 +^{2m}_r −1 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0 r^2 0 0 0 0 r^2 sin^2 θ .

Then the non-zero components of its Riemann-Christoffel curvature tensor R, Ricci tensor S and scalar curvature κ of (1.2) are given by R_{1212} = −^{2m}_{r3} , R_{1313} = −^{2m2 +r2m′−mr}_{r2} , R_{1424} =^{m sin2 θ}_r , R_{1323} =^m_r , R_{1414} = −(^{2m2+r2m′−mr})^{sin2 θ}_{r2} , R_{3434} = 2mr sin^2 θ, } (3.1)

S_{11} = 2m^′ r^2 and κ = 0, (3.2) where m = m(u) and m^′ =^{dm}_{du} . The non-zero components of its conformal curvature tensor C are given by C_{1212} = −^{2m}_{r3} , C_{1313} = −^{m(2m−r)}_{r2} , C_{1323} =^m_r , C_{1414} = −^{m(2m−r) sin2 θ}_{r2} , C_{1424} =^{m sin2 θ}_r , C_{3434} = 2mr sin^2 θ. } (3.3) now the non-zero components of its ∇R, ∇S and ∇C of (1.2) are given by R_{1212,1} = −^{2m′}_{r3} , R_{1212,2} =^{6m}_{r4} , R_{1213,3} =^{6m2 +r2m′−3mr}_{r3} , R_{1214,4} =^{sin2(θ)}(^{6m2 +r2m′−3mr})

r^3 , R1223,3 = R1323,2 = − 3m r^2 ,

R_{1224,4} = R_{1424,2} = −^{3m sin2(θ)}_{r2} , R_{1313,1} = −^{r2m′′−rm′+4mm′}_{r2} , R_{1313,2} =^{6m2+2r2m′−3mr}

r^3 , R1323,1 = m^′ r , R_{1414,1} = −^{sin2(θ)}(^{r2m′′−rm′+4mm′} )

r^2 ,

−R_{1334,4} = r sin^2(θ)m^′, R_{1434,3} = r sin^2(θ)m^′,^1_2 R_{3434,1} = r sin^2(θ)m^′, R_{1414,2} =^{sin2(θ)}(^{6m2+2r2m′−3mr})

r^3 , R1424,1 = sin^2(θ)m^′ r , R_{2334,4} = −R_{2434,3} = −^1_2 R_{3434,2} = 3m sin^2(θ),

(3.4)

S_{11,1} =^2(^{r2m′′+2mm′})

r^4 , S11,2 = − 4m^′ r^3 ,

S_{13,3} = −^{2m′}_r , S_{14,4} = −^{2 sin2(θ)m′}_r , } (3.5)

C_{1212,1} = −^{2m′}_{r3} , C_{1212,2} =^{6m}_{r4} , C_{1213,3} = C_{1313,2} =^{3m(2m−r)}_{r3} , C_{1214,4} = C_{1414,2} =^{3m sin2(θ)(2m−r)}_{r3} , C_{1223,3} = C_{1323,2} = −^{3m}_{r2} , C_{1224,4} = C_{1424,2} = −^{3m sin2(θ)}_{r2} , C_{1313,1} =^{(r−2m)m′}_{r2} , C_{1323,1} =^{m′}_r , C_{1414,1} =^{sin2(θ)(r−2m)m′}_{r2} , C_{1424,1} =^{sin2(θ)m′}_r , C_{2334,4} = −C_{2434,3} = −^1_2 C_{3434,2} = 3m sin^2(θ), C_{3434,1} = 2r sin^2(θ)m^′.

(3.6)

Now from above we can easily evaluate the non-zero components of R · R, C · R, R · C, C · C, Q(g, R), Q(S, R), Q(g, C) and Q(S, C) as follows:

−2R · R_{121313} = R · R_{131312} =^{4mm′}_{r3} , R · R_{121323} = −R · R_{122313} =^{3m2}_{r4} , −2R · R_{121414} = R · R_{141412} =^{4mm′ sin2 θ}_{r3} , R · R_{121424} = −R · R_{122414} =^{3m2 sin2 θ}_{r4} , −R · R_{133414} = R · R_{143413} =^m(^{6m2+4r2m′−3mr})^{sin2 θ}_{r3} , R · R_{133424} = −R · R_{143423} = R · R_{233414} = −R · R_{243413} =^{3m2 sin2 θ}_{r2} ,

(3.7)

R · C_{121313} = −^{3mm′}_{r3} , R · C_{121323} = −R · C_{122313} =^{3m2}_{r4} , R · C_{121414} = −^{3mm′ sin2 θ}_{r3} , R · C_{121424} = −R · C_{122414} =^{3m2 sin2 θ}_{r4} , −R · C_{133414} = R · C_{143413} =^{3m}(^{2m2+r2m′−mr})^{sin2 θ}_{r3} , R · C_{133424} = −R · C_{143423} = R · C_{233414} = −R · C_{243413} =^{3m2 sin2 θ}_{r2} ,

(3.8)

4C · R_{121313} = C · R_{131312} =^{4mm′}_{r3} , C · R_{121323} = −C · R_{122313} =^{3m2}_{r4} , 4C · R_{121414} = C · R_{141412} =^{4mm′ sin2 θ}_{r3} , C · R_{121424} = −C · R_{122414} =^{3m2 sin2 θ}_{r4} , −C · R_{133414} = C · R_{143413} =^m(^{6m2+r2m′−3mr})^{sin2 θ}_{r3} , C · R_{133424} = −C · R_{143423} = C · R_{233414} = −C · R_{243413} =^{3m2 sin2 θ}_{r2} ,

(3.9)

C · C_{121323} = −C · C_{122313} =^{3m2}_{r4} , C · C_{121424} = −C · C_{122414} =^{3m2 sin2 θ}_{r4} , −C · C_{133414} = C · C_{143413} =^{3m2(2m−r) sin2 θ}_{r3} , C · C_{133424} = −C · C_{143423} = C · C_{233414} = −C · C_{243413} =^{3m2 sin2 θ}_{r2} ,

(3.10)

2Q(g, R)_{121313} = −Q(g, R)_{131312} = 2m^′, Q(g, R)_{121323} = −Q(g, R)_{122313} =^{3m}_r , 2Q(g, R)_{121414} = −Q(g, R)_{141412} = 2m^′ sin^2 θ, Q(g, R)_{121424} = −Q(g, R)_{122414} =^{3m sin2 θ}_r , −Q(g, R)_{133414} = Q(g, R)_{143413} = (6m^2 + r^2m^′ − 3mr) sin^2 θ, Q(g, R)_{133424} = −Q(g, R)_{143423} = Q(g, R)_{233414} = −Q(g, R)_{243413} = 3mr sin^2 θ, (3.11)

−2Q(S, R)_{121313} = Q(S, R)_{131312} =^{4mm′}_{r3} , −2Q(S, R)_{121414} = Q(S, R)_{141412} =^{4mm′ sin2 θ}_{r3} , −Q(S, R)_{133414} = Q(S, R)_{143413} =^{4mm′ sin2 θ}_r , } (3.12)

Q(g, C)_{121323} = −Q(g, C)_{122313} =^{3m}_r , Q(g, C)_{121424} = −Q(g, C)_{122414} =^{3m sin2 θ}_r , −Q(g, C)_{133414} = Q(g, C)_{143413} = 3m(2m − r) sin^2 θ, Q(g, C)_{133424} = −Q(g, C)_{143423} = Q(g, C)_{233414} = −Q(g, C)_{243413} = 3mr sin^2 θ,

(3.13)

−2Q(S, C)_{121313} = Q(S, C)_{131312} =^{4mm′}_{r3} , −2Q(S, C)_{121414} = Q(S, C)_{141412} =^{4mm′ sin2 θ}_{r3} , −Q(S, C)_{133414} = Q(S, C)_{143413} =^{4mm′ sin2 θ}_r . } (3.14)

Now from Einstein’s field equations with zero cosmological constant, the energy momentum tensor is given by T = c^4 8πG ( S − κ 2 g ) , where c = speed of light in vacuum, G = gravitational constant. Then the only non-zero component (upto symmetry) of T is given by T_{11} =

2c^4m^′ 8πGr^2 . (3.15) Then the non-zero components of ∇T are given by

T_{11,1} =^{c4}(^{r2m′′+2mm′}) 4πGr^4 , T13,3 = − c^4m^′ 4πGr , T_{11,2} = −^{c4m′}_{2πGr3} , T_{14,4} = −^{c4 sin2(θ)m′}_{4πGr} . } (3.16)

4. Curvature properties of Vaidya metric

From above we can conclude that the metric (1.2) fulfills the following curvature restricted geometric structures.

Theorem 4.1. The Vaidya metric given in (1.2) possesses the following curvature properties:

(i) neither Ricci flat nor Ricci symmetric but its scalar curvature is zero and hence R = W and C = K. (ii) neither conformally semisymmetric nor Deszcz pseudosymmetric but C · C =^m_{r3} Q(g, C).

(iii) neither Ricci generalized pseudosymmetric nor Weyl pseudosymmetric but satisfies the pseudosymmetric type conditions R · R − Q(S, R) =^m_{r3} Q(g, C) and R · C + C · R =^{2m}_{r3} Q(g, C) + Q(S, C). (iv) neither conformally recurrent nor the curvature 2-forms Ω^m_{(R)l} nor the Ricci 1-forms Λ_{(S)l} are recurrent but the conformal 2-forms Ω^m_{(C)l} are recurrent for the 1-form Π = {_{m′} m , 0, 0, 0 } . (v) not Einstein but it is Ricci simple, such that S = β(η ⊗ η), where β = 2m^′ and η = {^1_r , 0, 0, 0} with ||η|| = 0. Hence S ∧ S = 0 and S^2 = 0.

(vi) Ricci tensor is neither cyclic parallel nor Codazzi type but Riemann compatible as well as Weyl compatible.

(vii) the general form of the compatible tensors for R and P are given by

a_{11} a_{12} 0 0 a_{12} +^{rm′}_m a_{22} a_{22} 0 0 0 0 a_{33} a_{43} 0 0 a_{43} a_{44} ,

where a_{ij} being arbitrary scalars.

(viii) the general form of the compatible tensors for C and K are given by

a_{11} a_{12} 0 0 a_{12} a_{22} 0 0 0 0 a_{33} a_{34} 0 0 a_{34} a_{44} .

Proof. (i) From (3.2), (i) is obvious.

(ii) From (3.7) and (3.11), we get R · R_{131312} = −^{2m}_{r3} Q(g, R)_{131312} but R · R_{122313} =^m_{r3} Q(g, R)_{122313}. Hence the Vaidya metric is not pseudosymmetric. Again from (3.10) and (3.13), we get C · C ≠ 0 but C · C =^m_{r3} Q(g, C).

(iii) Again from (3.7), (3.12), (3.8), (3.9), (3.13) and (3.14), one can easily check the pseusosymmetric type conditions given in (iii).

(iv) Now putting the values of ∇C (given in (3.6)) and C (given in (3.3)) and Π = {_{m′} m , 0, 0, 0 } in (2.1) for D = C, we get (iv). (v) It is easily follows from (3.2).

(vi) From (3.2), (3.5) and definition of compatible tensor, we get (vi). (vii) We can easily check (vii) using components of R and P .

(viii) Again (viii) follows from definition of compatible tensor and components of C and K. □

Remark 4.1. From (3.15), we see that the energy momentum tensor of the Vaidya metric (1.2) can be expressed as T = 2c^4m^′ 8πGr^2 (η ⊗ η), where η = {1, 0, 0, 0}. Now ||η|| = 0 and hence the Vaidya metric is a pure radiation metric [81].

Remark 4.2. From the value of the local components (presented in Section 3) of various tensors of the Vaidya metric (1.2), we can easily conclude that the metric does not fulfill the following geometric structures:

(i) super generalized recurrent ([65], [71]) (ii) weakly symmetric ([58], [79]) for R, C and P , (iii) weakly cyclic Ricci symmetric [56], (iv) generalized Roter type ([60], [61]), (v) R-space, C-space or P -space by Venzi [85], (vi) harmonic or conformal harmonic, (vii) Weyl-pseudosymmetric or Riccipseudosymmetric ([13], [14], [17], [21]).

From (1.1) and (1.2), it is clear that the Vaidya metric reduces to Schwarzschild metric (1.1) if m(u) is a non-zero constant. Hence from Theorem 4.1, we can conclude the following about the curvature properties of the Schwarzschild metric (1.1).

Corollary 4.1. The Schwarzschild metric (1.1) possesses the following curvature properties:

(i) The metric is Ricci flat and hence R = P = W = C = K. (ii) The metric is harmonic, i.e., divR = 0.

(iii) It is Deszcz pseudosymmetric manifold satisfying R · R =^m_{r3} Q(g, R). (iv) The general form of the compatible tensors for R is given by

a_{11} a_{12} 0 0 a_{12} a_{22} 0 0 0 0 a_{33} a_{34} 0 0 a_{34} a_{44} ,

where a_{ij} being arbitrary scalars.

Remark 4.3. From (3.15), we see that for Schwarzschild metric (1.1), T = 0 and hence the Schwarzschild metric is a vacuum solution of Einstein’s field equations.

5. Comparisons between Vaidya metric and Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric

In 1997 Ludwig and Edgar [36] presented a pure radiation metric which is conformally related to vacuum space or Ricci flat space. The pure radiation metric of Ludwig and Edgar ([36], [66]) in (u; r; x; y)-coordinates (r > 0 and x > 0) is given by

ds^2 = ( xw − p^2 r^2 x^2 ) du^2 + 2dudr − 4r x dudx − 1 p^2

(dx^2 + dy^2), (5.1)

where w is a smooth function of u, x, y, and p is a non-zero constant.

Recently, Shaikh et al. [66] have studied the curvature properties of the Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric (5.1). Since both the Vaidya metric (1.2) and Ludwig-Edgar metric (5.1) represent pure radiation fields, in this section we are mainly interested to make a comparisons between the geometric properties of Vaidya metric (1.2) and Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric (5.1).

A. Similarities:

(i) Ricci tensors of both are neither Codazzi type nor cyclic parallel but the scalar curvatures are zero.

(ii) Both are Ricci simple.

(iii) Ricci tensors of both the metrics are Riemann compatible as well as Weyl compatible. (iv) conformal curvature 2-forms of both the metrics are recurrent. B. Dissimilarities:

(i) Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric is semisymmetric whereas Vaidya metric is of pseudosymmetric Weyl conformal curvature tensor.

(ii) Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric is weakly Ricci symmetric but Vaidya metric is not weakly Ricci symmetric.

(iii) Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric is R-space by Venzi but Vaidya metric is not R-space by Venzi.

(iv) Energy momentum tensor of Ludwig-Edgar pure radiation metric is is parallel but energy momentum tensor of Vaidya metric is not parallel.

Acknowledgment The authors are grateful to the referees for the remarks and comments that helped to improve the paper. All the algebraic computations of Section 3 are performed by a program in Wolfram Mathematica.

References

[1] Adamów, A. and Deszcz, R., On totally umbilical submanifolds of some class of Riemannian manifolds, Demonstratio Math., 16 (1983), 39–59.

[2] Arslan, K., Deszcz, R., Ezentaş, R., Hotloś, M. and Murathan, C., On generalized Robertson–Walker spacetimes satisfying some curvature condition, Turkish J. Math., 38(2) (2014), 353–373.

[3] Besse, A. L., Einstein Manifolds, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1987.

[4] Birkhoff, G. D., Relativity and Modern Physics, Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1923. [5] Cartan, É.: Sur une classe remarquable déspaces de Riemann, I, Bull. de la Soc. Math. de France, 54 (1926), 214–216.

[6] Cartan, É., Sur une classe remarquable déspaces de Riemann, II, Bull. de la Soc. Math. de France, 55 (1927), 114–134.

[7] Cartan, É., Lecons sur la geometrie des espaces de Riemann, 2nd ed., Gauthier Villars, Paris, 1946. [8] Chaki, M. C., On pseudosymmetric manifolds, An. Ştiinţ. Univ. Al. I. Cuza Iaşi. Mat. (N.S.), 33 (1987), 53–58. [9] Chen, B.-Y., Differential Geometry of Warped Product Manifolds and Submanifolds, World Scientific, 2017. [10] Chen, B.-Y., Classification of torqued vector fields and its applications to Ricci solitons, Kragujevac J. Math., 41 (2017), 239–250.

[11] Defever, F., Deszcz, R., Hotloś, M., Kucharski, M. and Şentürk, Z., Generalisations of Robertson-Walker spaces, Ann. Univ. Sci. Budapest, Eötvös Sect. Math., 43 (2000), 13–24.

[12] Derdzinski, A. and Shen, C. L., Codazzi tensor fields, curvature and Pontryagin forms, Proc. London Math. Soc., 47(3) (1983), 15–26.

[13] Deszcz, R., On four-dimensional warped product manifolds satisfying certain pseudosymmetry curvature conditions, Colloq. Math., 62 (1991), 103–120.

[14] Deszcz, R., On pseudosymmetric spaces, Bull. Belg. Math. Soc., Ser. A, 44 (1992), 1–34. [15] Deszcz, R. and Głogowska, M., Some examples of nonsemisymmetric Ricci-semisymmetric hypersurfaces, Colloq.

Math., 94 (2002), 87–101.

[16] Deszcz, R., Głogowska, M., Hotloś, M. and Şentürk, Z., On certain quasi-Einstein semi-symmetric hypersurfaces, Ann. Univ. Sci. Budapest Eötvös Sect. Math., 41 (1998), 151–164.

[17] Deszcz, R., Głogowska, M, Hotloś, M and Sawicz, K., A Survey on Generalized Einstein Metric Conditions, Advances in Lorentzian Geometry, Proceedings of the Lorentzian Geometry Conference in Berlin, AMS/IP Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 49, S.-T. Yau (series ed.), M. Plaue, A.D. Rendall and M. Scherfner (eds.), 2011, 27-46.

[18] Deszcz, R., Głogowska, M., Jełowicki, L., Petrović-Torgas̆ev, M. and Zafindratafa, G., On Riemann and Weyl compatible tensors, Publ. Inst. Math. (Beograd) (N.S.), 94(108) (2013), 111–124.

[19] Deszcz, R., Głogowska, M., Jełowicki J. and Zafindratafa, G., Curvature properties of some class of warped product manifolds, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Modern Phys., 13 (2016), 1550135 (36 pages).

[20] Deszcz, R. and Grycak, W., On some class of warped product manifolds, Bull. Inst. Math. Acad. Sinica, 15 (1987), 311–322.

[21] Deszcz, R., Haesen, S. and Verstraelen, L., On natural symmetries, Topics in Differential Geometry, Ch. 6, Editors A. Mihai, I. Mihai and R. Miron, Editura Academiei Române, 2008, 249–308.

[22] Deszcz, R. and Hotloś, M., On hypersurfaces with type number two in spaces of constant curvature, Ann. Univ.

Sci. Budapest Eötvös Sect. Math., 46 (2003), 19–34.

[23] Deszcz, R., Hotloś, M., Jełowicki, J., Kundu, H. and Shaikh, A. A., Curvature properties of Gödel metric, Int J.

Geom. Method Mod. Phy., 11(3) (2014), 1450025 (20 pages).

[24] Deszcz, R., Verstraelen L. and Vrancken, L., The symmetry of warped product spacetimes, Gen. Relativ. Grav., 23 (1991), 671-681.

[25] Dubey, R. S. D.: Generalized recurrent spaces, Indian J. Pure Appl. Math., 10, 1508–1513 (1979). [26] Głogowska, M., Semi-Riemannian manifolds whose Weyl tensor is a Kulkarni-Nomizu square, Publ. Inst. Math.

(Beograd) (N.S.), 72(86) (2002), 95–106.

[27] Gray, A., Einstein-like manifolds which are not Einstein, Geom. Dedicta, 7 (1978), 259–280. [28] Griffiths, J. B. and Podolský, J., Exact space-times in Einstein’s general relativity, Cambridge University Press, 2009.

[29] Haesen, S. and Verstraelen, L., Classification of the pseudosymmetric space times, J. Math. Physics, 45 (2004), 2343–2346.

[30] Haesen, S. and Verstraelen, L., Properties of a scalar curvature invariant depending on two planes, Manuscripta Math., 122 (2007), 59–72.

[31] Haesen, S. and Verstraelen, L. Natural intrinsic geometrical symmetries, SIGMA, 5 (2009), 086 (14 pages). [32] Ishii, Y., On conharmonic transformations, Tensor (N. S.), 11 (1957), 73–80. [33] Kaigorodov, V. R., Einstein Spaces of Maximum Mobility, Soviet Phys. Doklady, 7 (1963) 893–895. [34] Kowalczyk, D., On the Reissner-Nordström-de Sitter type spacetimes, Tsukuba J. Math., 30(2) (2006), 363–381. [35] Lovelock, D. and Rund, H., Tensors, differential forms and variational principles, Courier Dover Publications, 1989.

[36] Ludwig, G. and Edgar, S. B., Conformally Ricci flat pure radiation metrics, Class. Quan. Grav., 14(12) (1997), 3453–3473.

[37] Mantica, C. A. and Molinari, L. G., Extended Derdzinski-Shen theorem for curvature tensors, Colloq. Math., 128 (2012), 1–6.

[38] Mantica, C. A. and Molinari, L. G., Riemann compatible tensors, Colloq. Math., 128 (2012), 197–210. [39] Mantica, C. A. and Molinari, L. G., Weyl compatible tensors, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys., 11(08) (2014), 1450070, (20 pages).

[40] Mantica, C. A. and Suh, Y. J., The closedness of some generalized curvature 2-forms on a Riemannian manifold I, Publ. Math. Debrecen, 81/3-4 (2012), 313–326.

[41] Mantica, C. A. and Suh, Y. J., The closedness of some generalized curvature 2-forms on a Riemannian manifold II, Publ. Math. Debrecen, 82/1 (2013), 163–182.

[42] Mantica, C. A. and Suh, Y. J., Recurrent conformal 2-forms on pseudo-Riemannian manifolds, Int. J. Geom.

Meth. Mod. Phy., 11(6) (2014), 1450056 (29 pages).

[43] Mikeš, J., Geodesic mappings of symmetric Riemannian spaces, Odessk. Univ., 3924-76, 1–10 (1976). [44] Mikeš, J., Geodesic mappings of special Riemannian spaces, Topics in diff. geometry, Pap. Colloq., Hajduszoboszló/Hung. 1984, Vol. 2, Colloq. Math. Soc. J. Bolyai 46, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 793–813 (1988).

[45] Mikeš, J., On geodesic mappings of m-symmetric and generally semi-symmetric spaces, Russ. Math., 36:8, 38–42 (1992).

[46] Mikeš, J., Geodesic mapping of affine-connected and Riemannian spaces, J. Math. Sci., 78(3), 311–333 (1996). [47] Mikeš, J., Stepanova, E. and Vanžurová, A., Differential geometry of special mappings, Palacky Univ. Press, Olomouc, 2015.

[48] Mikeš, J., Vanžurová, A. and Hinterleitner, I, Geodesic mappings and some generalizations, Palacky Univ. Press, Olomouc, 2009.

[49] Ruse, H. S., On simply harmonic spaces, J. London Math. Soc., 21 (1946), 243–247. [50] Ruse, H. S., On simply harmonic ‘kappa spaces’ of four dimensions, Proc. London Math. Soc., 50 (1949), 317–329. [51] Ruse, H. S., Three dimensional spaces of recurrent curvature, Proc. London Math. Soc., 50 (1949), 438–446. [52] Shaikh, A.A., Ali, M. and Ahsan, Z., Curvature properties of Robinson-Trautman metric, J. Geom., 109(38) (2018), DOI: 10.1007/s00022-018-0443-1.

[53] Shaikh, A. A., Al-Solamy, F. R. and Roy, I., On the existence of a new class of semi-Riemannian manifolds, Mathematical Sciences, 7:46 (2013), 1–13.

[54] Shaikh, A. A., Binh, T. Q. and Kundu, H., Curvature properties of generalized pp-wave metric, Kragujevac J.

Math., 43(3) (2019), 471493.

[55] Shaikh, A. A., Deszcz, R., Hotloś, M., Jełowicki, J. and Kundu, H., On pseudosymmetric manifolds, Publ. Math.

Debrecen, 86(3-4) (2015), 433-456.

[56] Shaikh, A. A. and Jana S.K., On weakly cyclic Ricci symmetric manifolds, Ann. Pol. Math., 89(3) (2006), 139–146.

[57] Shaikh, A. A., Kim, Y. H. and Hui, S. K., On Lorentzian quasi-Einstein manifolds, J. Korean Math. Soc., 48(4) (2011), 669-689.

[58] Shaikh, A. A. and Kundu, H., On weakly symmetric and weakly Ricci symmetric warped product manifolds, Publ.

Math. Debrecen, 81(3-4) (2012), 487–505.

[59] Shaikh, A. A. and Kundu, H., On equivalency of various geometric structures, J. Geom., 105 (2014), 139–165. [60] Shaikh, A. A. and Kundu, H., On generlized Roter type manifolds, Kragujevac J. Math., 43(3) (2019), 471–493.

[61] Shaikh, A. A. and Kundu, H., On warped product generalized Roter type manifolds, Balkan J. Geom. Appl., 21(2) (2016), 82–95.

[62] Shaikh, A. A. and Kundu, H., On curvature properties of Som-Raychaudhuri spacetime, J. Geom., 108(2) (2016), 501–515.

[63] Shaikh, A. A. and Kundu, H., On some curvature restricted geometric structures for projective curvature tensor, Int. J. Geom. Method Mod. Phy., 15 (2018) 1850157 (38 pages).

[64] Shaikh, A. A. and Kundu, H., On warped product manifolds satisfying some pseudosymmetric type conditions, Diff. Geom. - Dyn. Sys., 19 (2017), 119–135.

[65] Shaikh, A. A., Kundu, H. and Ali, Md. S., On warped product super generalized recurrent manifolds, An. Ştiinţ.

Univ. Al. I. Cuza Iaşi Mat. (N. S.), LXIV(1) (2018), 85–99.

[66] Shaikh, A. A., Kundu, H., Ali, M. and Ahsan, Z., Curvature properties of a special type of pure radiation metrics, J. Geom. Phys., 136 (2019), 195–206.

[67] Shaikh, A. A. and Patra, A., On a generalized class of recurrent manifolds, Arch. Math. (BRNO), 46 (2010), 71–78.

[68] Shaikh, A. A. and Roy, I, On quasi generalized recurrent manifolds, Math. Pannonica, 21(2) (2010), 251–263. [69] Shaikh, A. A. and Roy, I., On weakly generalized recurrent manifolds, Ann. Univ. Sci. Budapest, Eötvös Sect.

Math., 54 (2011) 35–45.

[70] Shaikh, A. A., Roy, I. and Kundu, H., On the existence of a generalized class of recurrent manifolds, To appear in An. Ştiinţ. Univ. Al. I. Cuza Iaşi Mat. (N. S.)., LXIV(2) (2018), 233–251.

[71] Shaikh, A. A., Roy, I. and Kundu, H., On some generalized recurrent manifolds, To appear in Bull. Iranian Math.

Soc., 43(5) (2017).

[72] Sinyukov, N. S., On geodesic mappings of Riemannian manifolds onto symmetric spaces, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR, 98, 21–23 (1954).

[73] Sinyukov, N. S., Geodesic mappings of Riemannian spaces, Nauka, Moscow, (1979). [74] Suh, Y. J., Kwon, J-H. and Pyo, Y. S., On semi-Riemannian manifolds satisfying the second Bianchi identity, J.

of Korean Math. Soc., 40(1) (2003), 129–167.

[75] Szabó, Z. I., Structure theorems on Riemannian spaces satisfying R(X, Y ).R = 0, I, The local version, J. Diff.

Geom., 17 (1982), 531–582.

[76] Szabó, Z. I., Classification and construction of complete hypersurfaces satisfying R(X, Y ).R = 0, Acta Sci. Math., 47 (1984), 321–348.

[77] Szabó, Z. I., Structure theorems on Riemannian spaces satisfying R(X, Y ).R = 0, II, The global version, Geom.

Dedicata, 19 (1985), 65–108.

[78] Tachibana, S., A Theorem on Riemannian manifolds of positive curvature operator, Proc. Japan Acad., 50 (1974), 301–302.

[79] Támassy, L. and Binh, T.Q., On weakly symmetric and weakly projective symmetric Riemannian manifolds, Coll.

Math. Soc. J. Bolyai, 50 (1989), 663–670.

[80] Tamássy, L. and Binh, T. Q., On weak symmetries of Einstein and Sasakian manifolds, Tensor (N. S.), 53 (1993), 140–148.

[81] Vaidya, P. C., The external field of a radiating star in general relativity, current science, 12 (1943), 183. [82] Verstraelen, L., Comments on the pseudo-symmetry in the sense of Ryszard Deszcz, in: Dillen e.a.(eds.) Geometry and Topology of Submanifolds, VI, World Sci., Singapore, 1994, 119–209.

[83] Verstraelen, L., Natural extrinsic geometrical symmetries - an introduction, in: Recent Advances in the Geometry of Submanifolds Dedicated to the Memory of Franki Dillen (1963-2013), Contemporary Mathematics, 674 (2016), 5–16.

[84] Verstraelen, L., Foreword, in: B.-Y. Chen, Differential Geometry of Warped Product Manifolds and Submanifolds, World Scientific, 2017, vii–xxi.

[85] Venzi, P., Una generalizzazione degli spazi ricorrenti, Revue Roumaine de Math. Pure at appl., 30 (1985), 295–305. [86] Walker, A. G., On Ruse’s spaces of recurrent curvature, Proc. London Math. Soc., 52 (1950), 36–64. [87] Yano, K. and Kon, M., Structures on manifolds, World Scientific Publ., Singapore, 1989.

A. A. Shaikh, H. Kundu and J. Sen, Department of Mathematics, University of Burdwan, Golapbag, Burdwan-713104, West Bengal, India

E-mail address: aask2003@yahoo.co.in, aashaikh@math.buruniv.ac.in E-mail address: kundu.haradhan@gmail.com E-mail address: jayashreesen92@gmail.com