arXiv:2203.16146v1 [math.DG] 30 Mar 2022

On the geometry of Einstein-type manifolds with some structural conditions

Gabjin Yun Seungsu Hwang^∗ March 31, 2022

Abstract In this paper, we investigate the geometry of Einstein-type equation on a Riemannian manifold, unifying various particular geometric structures recently studied in the literature, such as critical point equation and vacuum static equation. We show various rigidity results of Einstein-type manifolds under assumptions of several curvature conditions.

Mathematics Subject Classification(2020) : 53C25, 53C20, 53C43.

Key words and phrases : Einstein-type equation, Einstein-type manifolds, locally conformally flat manifolds, Einstein metric, warped product manifold.

1 Introduction

In the last two decades since a solution of geometrization conjecture due to Perelman [21, 22, 23], there has been increasing interest in the study of Riemannian manifolds endowed with metrics satisfying some geometric structural equations, possibly involving curvatures and some globally defined smooth functions called potential functions. Typical examples are gradient Ricci solitons arisen as self-similar solutions of the Ricci flow (cf. [5], [9]), a critical point equation arisen as an Euler-Lagrange equation of the total scalar curvature functional restricted to the metrics of constant scalar curvature with unit volume on a compact smooth manifold (cf. [4], p.128), and vacuum static equations handled in mathematical physics or general relativity (cf. [12]).

In this paper we consider an n-dimensional smooth Riemannian manifold (M, g) with n ≥ 3 which admits smooth functions f and h to the system of equations

fRic = Ddf + hg, (1.1)

which called the Einstein-type equation. Here, Ric is the Ricci curvature of (M, g) and Ddf denotes the Hessian of f. We say that the quadruple (M, g, f, h) is called an Einstein-type manifold if (M, g) is a smooth Riemannian manifold and the pair (f, h) satisfies the Einsteintype equation (1.1).

The notion of Einstein-type equations is widely handled in several papers. For example, Qing and Yuan [24] considered Riemannian manifolds satisfying Einstein-type equation, and obtained rigidity results on critical point equation and vacuum static spaces under completely divergence-freeness of the Cotton tensor. Catino et al. [7] provided a more general Einstein-type equation and classified it under the Bach-flat condition. Recently, Leandro [18] also studied the Einstein-type equation, and showed harmonicity of Weyl curvature tensor under completely divergence-freeness of Weyl curvature and zero radial Weyl curvature condition.

Notations: Hereafter, for convenience and simplicity, we denote the Ricci curvature Ric just by r if there is no ambiguity. We also denote by s the scalar curvature of (M, g) and, if necessary, we use the notation ⟨ , ⟩ for metric g or inner product induced by g on tensor spaces.

First of all, by taking the trace of (1.1), we trivially obtain Δf = sf − nh. (1.2) If f ≡ 0, then h must be zero and the Einstein-type equation becomes trivial having no informations. Thus, we assume f is not identically zero whenever we consider the Einsteintype equation. It is also easy to see that g is Einstein if f is constant, and so, in particular, space forms are Einstein-type manifolds. We sometimes call an Einstein-type manifold (M, g, f, h) is trivial if f is a non-zero constant.

As mentioned above, some well known structural equations are directly related to Einsteintype manifolds. For example, if h = 0, it reduces to the static vacuum Einstein equation (cf. [3, 14]). If h =^s_{n−1} f, then we have s^{′∗}_g (f) = 0, or the vacuum static equation (cf. [1, 10, 15, 17]), where s^{′∗}_g is the L^2-adjoint operator of the linearization s^′_g of the scalar curvature given by s^{′∗}_g (f) = −(Δf)g + Ddf − fr. If h =^s_{n−1} f +^κ_{n−1} for some constant κ, we have s^{′∗}_g (f) = κg, or the V -static equation. Also, if h is constant with s = 0, then (M, g, f) satisfies the V -static equation [8], since s^{′∗}_g (f) = (n − 1)hg. If h =^s_{n−1} f −^s_{n(n−1)} with f = 1 + φ, we have s^{′∗}_g (f) = R̊ic, called the critical point equation, where R̊ic denotes the trace-less Ricci tensor. Finally, if h =^{s−ρ−μ}_{n−1} f, we have the static perfect fluid equation [16]. By considering −f instead of f, we always assume that h ≥ 0 when h is constant.

In Section 2, we see that if the scalar curvature is vanishing, then the function h must be constant, and conversely, if h is constant and f is not constant, then the scalar curvature s must vanish. In fact, we see that if both h and the scalar curvature s are constants, then either (M, g) is Einstein or s = 0. Moreover, when the function h is vanishing, the Einstein-type equation becomes, in fact, a static vacuum Einstein equation (cf. [25]) with zero scalar curvature if M is compact. The first result is a rigidity theorem when h = 0.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g, f) be an n-dimensional compact Einstein-type manifold satisfying fr = Ddf. (1.3)

Then, (M, g) is Ricci flat with constant f.

We would like to mention a remark on noncompact manifolds satisfying (1.3). In addition to (1.3), if we assume Δf = 0, Theorem 1.1 is still true for a complete noncompact Riemannian manifold (M, g) (cf. [19, 2, 3]). Of course, if we do not assume Δf = 0, Theorem 1.1 does not hold anymore (see Section 2). In fact, in case of non-compact Riemannian manifolds which are not complete, there are much more complicated geometric structures in static vacuum Einstein manifolds (cf. [3]).

In case when a compact Einstein-type manifold has positive scalar curvature, by applying the maximum principle, we can show the following a gap-type theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g, f, h) be a compact Einstein-type manifold with positive scalar curvature with constant h. If min_M s ≥ nh, then (M, g) is Einstein.

When the Ricci curvature is nonpositive, it is easy to see from the Bochner-Weitzenböck formula that the maximum principle holds for the function |∇f|^2. In particular, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let (M^n, g, f, h) be a complete noncompact Einstein-type manifold with nonpositive Ricci curvature satisfying (1.1) with constant h. If f satisfies ∫ M |∇f|^2 < ∞, then f is constant and (M, g) is Einstein.

As an immediate consequence, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.4. Let (M^n, g, f, h) be a compact Einstein-type manifold with nonpositive Ricci curvature satisfying (1.1) with constant h. Then (M, g) is Einstein with constant f.

Next, we consider rigidity question on Einstein-type manifolds with locally conformally flat structure. Since an Einstein manifold having locally conformally flat structure has constant sectional curvature, it is natural to consider Einstein-type manifolds with locally conformally flat metrics. When an Einstein-type manifold (M, g, f, h) is locally conformally flat, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.5. Let (M, g, f, h) be a locally conformally flat Einstein-type manifold satisfying (1.1) with constant h and constant scalar curvature. If f is a proper map, then (M, g) is Einstein.

For an Einstein-type manifold satisfying conditions in Theorem 1.5, we can show that, around any regular point of f, the manifold is locally a warped product of an interval and a (n − 1)-dimensional space form. Related to conformally flat Einstein-type manifolds, we would like to mention a result due to Kobayashi and Obata in [16]. They proved that if a warped product manifold ~M = R × M is locally conformally flat and the base manifold (M, g) satisfies the Einstein-type equation by a positive potential function, then (M, g) is of constant curvature.

We say an Einstein-type Riemannian manifold (M, g) satisfying (1.1) has radially flat Weyl curvature if ĩ_{∇f} W = 0. Here ĩ_{∇f} denotes the interior product to the last component defined by ĩ_{∇f} W(X, Y, Z) = W(X, Y, Z, ∇f). Note that if the dimension of M is four, an Einstein-type manifold having radially flat Weyl curvature is locally conformally flat (see the proof of Lemma 4.3 in [6]). Thus, as an immediate consequence of the above theorem, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.6. Let (M, g, f, h) be a 4-dimensional Einstein-type manifold with radially flat Weyl curvature satisfying (1.1) with constant h and constant scalar curvature. If f is a proper map, then (M, g) is Einstein.

Since h must be constant if the scalar curvature is vanishing for an Einstein-type manifold (M, g, f, h) satisfying (1.1), we have the following result.

Corollary 1.7. Let (M, g, f, h) be a locally conformally flat Einstein-type manifold with vanishing scalar curvature. If f is a proper map, then (M, g) is flat.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive basic facts on Einstein-type manifolds in general and Einstein-type manifolds with positive scalar curvature, and prove Theorem 1.2. In section 3, we handle Einstein-type manifolds with constant h or h = 0 and having nonpositive Ricci curvature, and prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3. In Section 4, we study Einstein-type manifolds with zero Cotton tensor (see Section 4 for the definition) or locally conformally flat structure.

2 Basic Properties

In this section, we shall find basic properties of the scalar curvature of Einstein-type manifolds satisfying (1.1). First of all, since δDdf = −r(∇f, ·) − dΔf and Δf = fs − nh, by taking the divergence δ of (1.1), we obtain dh = 1 2(n − 1) (fds + 2sdf) . (2.1) This identity shows that if s = 0, then h must be constant. The converse is also true if both s and h are constants and f is not constant. From (2.1), it is easy to see that the following equalities hold in general.

Lemma 2.1. On an Einstein-type manifold (M, g, f, h) we have Ddh = 1 2(n − 1) df ⊗ ds + 1 2(n − 1) fDds + 1 n − 1 ds ⊗ df + s n − 1 (fr − hg).

In particular, Δh = 3 2(n − 1) ⟨∇s, ∇f⟩ + 1 2(n − 1) fΔs + s^2f n − 1 − nhs n − 1 . A direct observation from (2.1) is the following.

Lemma 2.2. Let (M^n, g, f, h) be an Einstein-type manifold satisfying (1.1). If h is constant, then the function f^2s must be constant.

Proof. From (2.1), we have d(f^2s) = f(fds + 2sdf) = 0.

Proposition 2.3. Let (M, g, f) be a compact Einstein-type manifold satisfying (1.1) for a constant h. Then ∫ M f(nh − fs)dv_g ≥ 0. The equality holds if and only if (M, g) is Einstein.

Proof. Multiplying both sides of Δf = fs − nh by f and integrating it over M, we obtain ∫ M f(nh − fs)dv_g = − ∫ M fΔfdv_g = ∫ M |∇f|^2dv_g ≥ 0. The equality holds if and only if f is constant and so (M, g) is Einstein.

In the rest of this section, we discuss the rigidity of Einstein-type manifolds when h = 0 and we prove Theorem 1.1. To do this, we need the following lemma which shows that a compact Riemannian manifold satisfying the static vacuum Einstein equation must have nonnegative scalar curvature.

Lemma 2.4. Let (M, g, f) be an n-dimensional compact Einstein-type manifold satisfying fr = Ddf. Then the scalar curvature is nonnegative.

Proof. First, we claim that there are no critical points of f on f^{−1}(0) unless f^{−1}(0) is empty. Suppose that p ∈ f^{−1}(0) is a critical point of f. Let γ be a normal geodesic starting from p moving toward the inside of M^+ = {x ∈ M | f(x) > 0}. Then, by (1.1), the function φ(t) = f ∘ γ(t) satisfies φ^{′′}(t) = Ddφ(γ^′(t), γ^′(t)) = φ(t)r(γ^′(t), γ^′(t)). Since φ(0) = 0 and φ^′(0) = df_p(γ^′(0)) = 0, by the uniqueness of ODE solution, φ vanishes identically, implying that γ(t) stays in f^{−1}(0), which is a contradiction.

Since s df = 0 on the set f^{−1}(0) by (2.1), and there are no critical points on f^{−1}(0), the scalar curvature vanishes on f^{−1}(0). Now, by (2.1) again, we have 3 2 ⟨∇s, ∇f⟩ + sΔf + f 2 Δs = 0 with Δf = sf, implying that Δs − 6|∇f|^2 f^2 s = −2s^2 ≤ 0 (2.2) on the set f ≠ 0. For a sufficiently small positive real number ε > 0, let M^ε = {x ∈ X : f(x) > ε}. Applying the maximum principle (cf. [11]) to (2.2) on the set M^ε, we have inf_{M ε} s ≥ inf_{∂M ε} s^−, where s^− = min{s, 0}. By letting ε → 0, we have inf_{M 0} s ≥ inf_{∂M 0} s^− = 0, where M^0 = {x ∈ M | f(x) > 0} with ∂M^0 = f^{−1}(0). The equality in right-hand side follows from the above claim. In a similar way, we may argue that inf_{M0} s ≥ inf_{∂M0} s^− = 0, where M_0 = {x ∈ M | f(x) < 0} with ∂M_0 = f^{−1}(0). As a result, we may conclude that s ≥ 0 on M.

Finally, assume that f^{−1}(0) is empty. Letting min_M s = s(x_0), we have Δs(x_0) = 0 by Lemma 2.2 and (2.2) and so s(x_0) = 0 from (2.2) again.

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 2.4, we have s ≥ 0 on M, and so, from Δf = sf, we have Δf ≥ 0 on the set M^0. Since f ≢ 0, from the maximum principle, we can see that there is only one case: f is a nonzero constant and s = 0 on M. Thus (M, g) is Ricci-flat. □ Example 2.5. Let M^3 = (a, b) × R^2 be a smooth 3-manifold with the metric g = dt^2 f^2

+ t^2(dθ^2 + sin^2 θdφ^2), f : (a, b) → R^+ smooth. (2.3) Recall that dθ^2 +sin^2 θdφ^2 is the standard spherical metric on S^2 so that dt^2 +t^2(dθ^2 +sin^2 θdφ^2) is just the flat metric on R^3 . A standard frame is e_1 = f ∂ ∂t , e_2 = 1 t ∂ ∂θ , e_3 = 1 t sin θ ∂ ∂φ and the corresponding coframe is ω^1 = 1 f dt, ω^2 = tdθ, ω^3 = t sin θdφ.

Using connection form and curvature form from these, it is easy to compute the Ricci curvature as follows: denoting R_{ij} = Ric(e_i, e_j ),

R_{11} = − 2f^′f t , R_{22} = − tf^′f + f^2 − 1

t^2

, R_{33} = − tf^′f + f^2 − 1 t^2

= R_{22} (2.4) and R_{12} = 0 = R_{13} = R_{23}.

Here we consider two cases:

(1) f(t) = √ 1 − 2m t and (a, b) = (2m, ∞)

(2) f(r) = √ 1 − 2mt^2 R^3

, R > 0 and (a, b) = ( − √ R^3 2m , √ R^3 2m )

Case (1): f(r) = √ 1 − 2m t and (a, b) = (2m, ∞)

In this case, we have

f^′ = 1 2f · ( − 2m t )_′ = m t^2f , f^′f = m t^2 . So, by (2.4), we obtain R_{11} = − 2m t^3

, R_{22} = R_{33} = m t^3 and s = R_{11} + R_{22} + R_{33} = 0.

Case (2): f(t) = √ 1 − 2mt^2 R^3 and (a, b) = ( − √ R^3 2m , √ R^3 2m )

In this case, we have f^2 − 1

t^2 = − 2m R^3 and

f^′ = − 2mt R^3f , f^′f t = − 2m R^3

. (2.5)

So, by (2.4) R_{11} = 4m R^3

= R_{22} = R_{33} and s = 12m R^3 . In particular, this is an Einstein manifold.

Now, we compute the Laplacian and Hessian of f. A computation shows that

Δ = f^2

∂^2 ∂t^2 + ( 2f^2 t + f^′f ) ∂ ∂t + 1 t^2

∂^2 ∂θ^2 + cos θ t^2 sin θ ∂ ∂θ + 1 t^2 sin^2 θ

∂^2 ∂φ^2 .

For the first case f(t) = √ 1 − 2m t , we have Δf = 0 and the Hessian of f is given by

Ddf(e_1, e_1) = − 2m t^3 f, Ddf(e_2, e_2) = m t^3 f, Ddf(e_3, e_3) = m t^3 f. Thus, we have fRic = Ddf. For the second case f(t) = √ 1 − 2mt^2 R^3

, we have Δf = − 6m R^3 f = − s 2 f and 1 3 (sf − Δf) = 4m R^3 f + 2m R^3 f = 6m R^3 f. The Hessian of f is given as follows.

Ddf(e_1, e_1) = − 2m R^3 f, Ddf(e_2, e_2) = − 2m R^3 f, Ddf(e_3, e_3) = − 2m R^3 f. Hence fRic = Ddf + 1 3 (sf − Δf)g. □ 3 Einstein-type manifolds with positive scalar curvature

In this section, we consider Einstein-type manifolds with positive constant scalar curvature. First, the following property shows that if (M, g, f, h) is a compact Einstein-type manifold satisfying (1.1) with nonzero constant h, and (M, g) has positive scalar curvature, then we have hf > 0 on M. Proposition 3.1. Let (M, g, f, h) be a compact Einstein-type manifold with positive scalar curvature satisfying (1.1) for a nonzero constant h. Then we have hf > 0 on the whole M, and so h ∫ M fdv_g > 0. Proof. If f is a nonzero constant, then we have nhf = f^2s > 0. Now, we assume that f is not constant. Let min_M f = f(x_0) and max_M f = f(x_1).

If f(x_1) > 0, then Δf = fs − nh ≤ 0 at the point x_1, and so we have h > 0. From Δf(x_0) = fs − nh ≥ 0 at the point x_0, we have f > 0 on the whole M. Similarly, if f(x_0) < 0, then Δf = fs − nh ≥ 0 at the point x_0, and so we have h < 0. From Δf(x_1) = fs − nh ≤ 0 at the point x_1, we have f < 0 on the whole M. Finally, it is easy to see that h < 0 if f ≤ 0, and h > 0 if f ≥ 0.

A similar proof as in Proposition 2.3 shows the following.

Proposition 3.2. Let (M, g, f) be a compact Einstein-type manifold with positive scalar curvature satisfying (1.1) for a positive constant h. Then ∫ M s(nh − fs)dv_g ≤ 0. The equality holds if and only if (M, g) is Einstein.

Proof. Multiplying both side of Δf = fs − nh by s and integrating it over M, we have ∫ M s(nh − fs)dv_g = − ∫ M sΔf = ∫ M ⟨∇s, ∇f⟩ = −2 ∫ M s f |∇f|^2dv_g . In the last equality, we used the identity fds = −2sdf. Since h > 0 and hf > 0 by Proposition 3.1, the proof is complete. Finally, the equality holds if and only if f is constant and so (M, g) is Einstein.

For a nonnegative integer m, let us define φ_m = f^ms so that φ_2 is constant by Lemma 2.2. When (M, g) has positive scalar curvature, we can see that, for m = 0, 1, the function φ_m attains its maximum and minimum at the points x_0 and x_1, respectively, where f(x_0) = min_M f, and f(x_1) = max_M f. For m ≥ 3, the function φ_m attains its maximum and minimum at the points x_1 and x_0, respectively. In fact, note that dφ_m = mφ_{m−1}df + f^mds and, from fds = −2sdf, we have dφ_m = (m − 2)f^{m−1}sdf and Ddφ_m = (m − 2)(m − 3)f^{m−2}sdf ⊗ df + (m − 2)f^{m−1}sDdf. We are ready to prove one of our main result.

Theorem 3.3. Let (M, g, f) be a compact Einstein-type manifold with positive scalar curvature satisfying (1.1) for constant h. If min_M s ≥ nh, then (M, g) is Einstein. Proof. First of all, note that we must have h ≥ 0. In fact, if h < 0, then f < 0 on M by Proposition 3.1. So, letting min_M f = f(x_0), we have 0 ≤ Δf(x_0) = f(x_0)s(x_0) − nh < 0, which is a contradiction. Since it is reduced to Theorem 1.1 when h = 0, we may assume that h > 0 and so the potential function f is positive on M by Proposition 3.1 again. Since Δf = fs − nh ≥ (f − 1)nh, considering the maximum point x_1 of f, we obtain f(x_1) ≤ 1, i.e., f ≤ 1 on M.

First, assume that max_M f = f(x_1) = 1.

Since the function fs attains its minimum at the point x_1, where f(x_1) = max_M f, we have 0 ≥ Δf(x_1) = (fs)(x_1) − nh.

Since this implies s(x_1) ≤ nh ≤ s(x_1), we have s(x_1) = nh. Now since f^2s = k, constant, we have k = f(x_1)^2s(x_1) = nh, and so fs = nh f ≥ nh. Therefore, f must be constant since it is a subharmonic function.

Now, assume that max_M f = f(x_1) < 1. Then it is easy to compute that Δ ln(1 − f) = |∇f|^2 (1 − f)^2 − fs − nh 1 − f , which can be written in the following form

Δ ln(1 − f) − |∇ ln(1 − f)|^2 − a ln(1 − f) = −a ln(1 − f) − fs 1 − f + nh 1 − f , (3.1) where a is chosen to be a positive constant so that −a(1 − f(x_0) ln(1 − f(x_0)) − (fs)(x_0) + nh > 0. (3.2)

Since ∇f(ln(1 − f)) = −^{|∇f |2}_{1−f )} and a > 0, the function −a ln(1 − f) is non-decreasing in the ∇f-direction. Also, since ∇f ( nh 1 − f ) = nh|∇f|^2 (1 − f)^2 and ∇f ( f 1 − f ) = |∇f|^2 1 − f + f|∇f|^2 (1 − f)^2 , both two functions^{nh}_{1−f} and^f_{1−f} are non-decreasing in the ∇f-direction. Since s is nonincreasing in the ∇f-direction, the function −^{f s}_{1−f} is non-decreasing in the ∇f-direction. Thus in view of (3.2), we can see that the right-hand side of (3.1) is positive. Applying the maximum principle to (3.1), we can conclude that f must be constant.

Corollary 3.4. Let (M, g, f) be a compact Einstein-type manifold with positive scalar curvature satisfying (1.1) for a non-zero constant h. If min_M s ≥ nh, then, up to finite cover and scaling, (M, g) is isometric to a standard sphere S^n.

Proof. Since (M, g) is Einstein, it has positive Ricci curvature. By Myers’ theorem, the fundamental group π_1(M) of M is finite. Thus, up to finite cover and scaling, (M, g) is isometric to a standard sphere S^n.

4 Einstein-type manifolds with nonpositive Ricci curvature

In this section, we will handle Einstein-type manifolds with nonpositive Ricci curvature. First of all, we show that for such an Einstein-type manifold with nonpositive Ricci curvature, the square norm of the gradient of potential function satisfies the maximum principle. Lemma 4.1. Let (M^n, g, f, h) be an Einstein-type manifold with nonpositive Ricci curvature satisfying (1.1) for a constant h. Then |∇f|^2 cannot attain its maximum in the interior. Proof. By the assumption on the Ricci curvature, it is obvious that s − r(N, N) ≤ 0, where N = ∇f/|∇f|. Since Δf = fs and f∇s = −2s∇f, we have ⟨dΔf, ∇f⟩ = f⟨∇s, ∇f⟩ + s|∇f|^2 = −s|∇f|^2. So, from the Bochner-Weitzenböck formula, we obtain 1 2 Δ|∇f|^2 + (s − r(N, N))|∇f|^2 = |Ddf|^2 ≥ 0. Applying the maximum principle, we have the conclusion.

Now, we present the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 4.2. Let (M^n, g, f, h) be a complete noncompact Einstein-type manifold with nonpositive Ricci curvature satisfying (1.1) with constant h. If f satisfies ∫ M |∇f|^2 < ∞, then f is constant and (M, g) is Einstein.

Proof. For a cut-off function φ (which will be determined later), we have 1 2 ∫ M φ^2Δ|∇f|^2 = −2 ∫ M φ|∇f|⟨∇φ, ∇|∇f|⟩ ≤ ∫ M |∇f|^2|∇φ|^2 + φ^2|∇|∇f||^2. Here we omit the volume form dv_g determined by the metric g. From the Bochner formula derived in the proof of Lemma 4.1 with N = ∇f/|∇f|, we have 1 2 ∫ M φ^2Δ|∇f|^2 = ∫ M φ^2|Ddf|^2 − (s − r(N, N))|∇f|^2φ^2. By combining these, we obtain ∫ M ( |Ddf|^2 − |∇|∇f||^2 ) φ^2 − ∫ M (s − r(N, N))|∇f|^2φ^2 ≤ ∫ M |∇f|^2|∇φ|^2. (4.1) Now, take a geodesic ball B_p(r) for some fixed point p ∈ M and choose a cut-off function φ so that supp φ ⊂ B_p(r), φ|_{Bp (} r_{2 )} ≡ 1, 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1, |∇φ| ≤ 1 r . Substituting this into (4.1) and using the Kato’s inequality, |∇|∇f||^2 ≤ |Ddf|^2, we have 0 ≤ ∫ M ( |Ddf|^2 − |∇|∇f||^2 ) − ∫ B_p(^r_2 ) (s − r(N, N))|∇f|^2 ≤ 4 r^2 ∫ B_p(r) |∇f|^2. Letting r → ∞, we obtain |Ddf|^2 = |∇|∇f||^2 and (s − r(N, N))|∇f|^2 = 0 on M. Hence, in particular, we have 1 2 Δ|∇f|^2 = |∇|∇f||^2. From 1 2 Δ|∇f|^2 = |∇f|Δ|∇f| + |∇|∇f||^2, we may conclude that |∇f|Δ|∇f| = 0. Again, for a cut-off function φ, 0 = ∫ M φ^2|∇f|Δ|∇f| = −2 ∫ M φ|∇f|⟨∇φ, ∇|∇f|⟩ − ∫ M φ^2|∇|∇f||^2. By Young’s inequality, we have ∫ M φ^2|∇|∇f||^2 ≤ 1 2 ∫ M φ^2|∇|∇f||^2 + 2 ∫ M |∇φ|^2|∇f|^2, implying that ∫ M φ^2|∇|∇f||^2 ≤ 4 ∫ M |∇f|^2|∇φ|^2. As shown above with the same cut-off function, the right-hand side tends to 0. As a result, we have |∇|∇f||^2 = 0 on M, implying that Ddf ≡ 0. Therefore, g is Einstein with constant f.

Before closing this section, we give an example of Einstein-type manifolds including space forms of nonnegative sectional curvature.

Example 4.3 (warped product). Let g = dt^2 + φ^2(t)g_0 be a warped product metric on M := S^1 ×_φ S^{n−1} or M := R ×_φ S^{n−1}, where g_0 is the standard round metric on S^{n−1}. Let f = f(t) is a function defined on S^1 or R. It is easy to compute (cf. [4]) that

Ric_g = −(n − 1) φ^{′′} φ dt^2 − [ φφ^{′′} + (n − 2)φ^{′2} ] g_0 + Ric_{g0} .

It is also easy to see that the Hessian of f with respect to the metric g is given by Ddf(∂_t, ∂_t) = f^{′′}, Ddf_{T S}n−1 = ( φ^′ φ ) f^′g_{T Sn−1} , Ddf(∂_t, X) = 0 for X tangent to T S^{n−1}. Here, ∂_t =^∂_{∂t} and “^′ ” denotes the derivative taken with respect to t ∈ S or t ∈ R. Since g_{T Sn−1} = φ^2g_0 and Ric_{g0} = (n − 2)g_0,

it is easy to see that (1.1) with f and constant h is equivalent to the following: { f^{′′} + (n − 1)^{f φ′′}_φ + h = 0 f [ −φφ^{′′} + (n − 2)(1 − φ^{′2}) ] − φφ^′f^′ − hφ^2 = 0.

(4.2)

(I) φ = c (constant)

This case does not happen, which means there are no solutions. In fact, if φ = c is constant, the first and second equations in (4.2) are reduced to f^{′′} + h = 0 and

(n − 2)f − hc^2 = 0,

respectively. So, f must be vanishing, which is a contradiction.

(II) φ is non-constant

When f > 0 on M, the first equation in (4.2) can be written as f^{′′} f + h f = −(n − 1) φ^{′′} φ =: λ. (4.3)

We assume that λ is constant.

(i) λ > 0 Since the warping function φ must satisfy φ(0) = 0 and φ^′(0) = 1, the function φ satisfying (4.3) has of the form φ(t) = √ n − 1 λ sin √ λ n − 1 t (4.4) and f^{′′} − λf + h = 0. Note that φ is only working on a compact manifold M = S^1 ×_φ S^{n−1}. Next, note that the particular solution to this is given by f(t) = h λ (constant) (4.5)

and a general solution is f(t) = ae √ λt + h λ . In particular, in case of compact manifold M = S^1 ×_φ S^{n−1}, the function f must be periodic, and so a = 0. In conclusion, the compact manifold M = S^1 ×_φ S^{n−1} with φ and f as in (4.4) and (4.5) is just an n-dimensional sphere S^n after a suitable scaling.

(ii) λ = 0 In this case, it is easy to see that

φ(t) = t and f(t) = constant

with h = 0 on R ×_φ S^{n−1} is the only possible case, and this case is just the flat Euclidean space R^n .

(iii) λ < 0 Letting μ = −λ > 0, as in (i) above, we have φ(t) = 1 2 √ n − 1 μ ( e √_{μn−1 t} − e^− √_{μn−1 t}) = √ n − 1 μ sinh √ μ n − 1 t and f(t) = − h μ = h λ . Thus, we can see this case is just the hyperbolic manifold.

5 Conformally flat Einstein-type manifolds

Recall that, for an Einstein-type manifold satisfying (1.1), if both s and h are constants and f is not constant, then the scalar curvature s must be zero. In this section, we consider Einstein-type manifolds (M, g, f, h) with zero scalar curvature satisfying (1.1) with constant h which (M, g) is locally conformally flat. Let us begin with the definition of Cotton tensor of a Riemannian manifold. The Cotton tensor C of a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is defined by C = d^D ( r − s 2(n − 1) g ) . Note that for a symmetric 2-tensor ξ, d^D ξ is defined as d^Dξ(X, Y, Z) = D_X ξ(Y, Z)−D_Y ξ(X, Z)for any vector fields X, Y, Z. It is well-known (cf. [4]) that the Cotton tensor has a relation with the Weyl tensor W as follows div W = n − 3 n − 2 C. It is also well-known (cf. [4]) that if dim(M) = 3, then (M, g) is (locally) conformally flat if and only if the Cotton tensor C is vanishing, and for n ≥ 4, (M, g) is (locally) conformally flat if and only if the Weyl tensor W is vanishing

When an Einstein-type manifold (M, g, f, h) satisfying (1.1) with constant h is (locally) conformally flat or has zero Cotton tensor which is a little weak condition, we can show that r(∇f, X) = 0 for any vector field X which is orthogonal to ∇f, and this implies that every geometric data on M is constant along each level hypersurface given by f, and the metric g can be written as a warped product on the critical free set of f. To do this, we introduce a 3-tensor T for Einstein-type manifolds defined as T = 1 (n − 1)(n − 2) i_{∇f} r ∧ g − s (n − 1)(n − 2) df ∧ g + 1 n − 2 df ∧ r, where i_{∇f} denotes the interior product to the first component so that i_{∇f} r(X) = r(∇f, X), and df ∧ ξ is defined as df ∧ ξ(X, Y, Z) = df(X)ξ(Y, Z) − df(Y )ξ(X, Z) for a symmetric 2-tensor ξ and vector fields X, Y, Z.

Lemma 5.1. Let (g, f, h) be a solution of (1.1). Then f C = ĩ_{∇f} W − (n − 1)T. Here, ĩ_X is the interior product to the final factor by ĩ_{∇f} W(X, Y, Z) = W(X, Y, Z, ∇f) for vector fields X, Y, Z.

Proof. cf. [13].

For an Einstein-type manifold (M, g, f, h), let us denote N = ∇f/|∇f| and α := r(N, N). It is clear that α is only well-defined on the set ∇f ≠ 0. However, since |α| ≤ |r|, the function α can be defined on the whole M as a C^0-function.

Lemma 5.2. Let (M, g, f, h) be a locally conformally flat Einstein-type manifold with constant h. Then we have r(X, ∇f) = 0 for X orthogonal to ∇f. In particular, the following holds.

(1) |∇f| is constant on each level set of f.

(2) α is constant on each level set of f.

(3) Furthermore, if s = 0, then each level set of f has constant sectional curvature.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1 together with our assumptions, we have T = 0. Let {e_i}^n_{i=1} be an orthonormal frame with e_1 = N. Then, for i ≥ 2, we have 0 = (n − 2)T (∇f, e_i, ∇f) = n − 2 n − 1 |∇f|^2r(e_i, ∇f), which shows that r(X, ∇f) = 0 for X orthogonal to ∇f.

(1) The property r(e_i, ∇f) = 0 for i ≥ 2 also implies that |∇f| is constant on each level set of f by (1.1).

(2) First of all, note that D_N N = 0. In fact, we have ⟨D_N N, N⟩ = 0 trivially. Since D_N N = N ( 1 |∇f| ) ∇f + 1 |∇f| D_N df = − 1 |∇f| Ddf(N, N)N + 1 |∇f| D_N df = − 1 |∇f| (fα − h)N + 1 |∇f| [fr(N, ·) − hg(N, ·)] , we have ⟨D_N N, e_i⟩ = 0for i ≥ 2. Next, since ⟨D_{ei} N, N⟩ = 0 and C = 0, we have, for i ≥ 2, e_i(α) = D_{ei} r(N, N) + 2r(D_{ei} N, N) = D_N r(e_i, N) = −r(D_N e_i, N) − r(e_i, D_N N) = −⟨D_N e_i, N)α = 0. (3) From the fact r(X, ∇f) = 0 for X orthogonal to ∇f, we can write i_{∇f} r = αdf (5.1) as a 1-form. Since T = 0 and s = 0, we have df ∧ ( r + α n − 1 g ) = 0,

which shows r_{ij} = − α n − 1 δ_{ij} and |r|^2 = n n − 1 α^2. (5.2)

Therefore, the second fundamental form II on each level set f^{−1}(c) of f for a regular value c is given by

II(e_i, e_i) = 1 |∇f| Ddf(e_i, e_i) = − 1 |∇f| ( fα n − 1 + h ) (5.3)

for i ≥ 2. Also, for i, j ≥ 2 with i ≠ j, we have R_{ijij} = 1 n − 2 (r_{ii} + r_{jj} ) = − 2α (n − 1)(n − 2) . Hence, by the Gauss equation with (5.3), we conclude that f^{−1}(c) has constant sectional curvature.

We can see that, by equations (5.1) and (5.2), α is an eigenvalue of the Ricci curvature tensor r with multiplicity one whose corresponding eigenvector is ∇f, and −^α_{n−1} is another eigenvalue with multiplicity n − 1.

Even without the condition C = 0 nor W = 0, we can show that the scalar curvature s is constant along each level hypersurface when h is constant. In fact, from (2.1), we have fds(e_i) = 0 for i ≥ 2. Moreover, when s = 0, note that, by taking d^D to (1.1) ĩ_{∇f} R = d^D Ddf = df ∧ r since d^D r = 0. In particular, for i, j ≥ 2 we obtain R_{1i1j} = −r_{ij} with R_{1i1i} = α n − 1 .

From now on, we assume that (M, g, f, h) is an Einstein-type manifold with constant h and zero scalar curvature, s = 0, and f is proper so that each level hypersurface of f is compact. Let us denote by Crit(f) the set of all critical points of f.

Lemma 5.3. Let (M^n, g, f, h) be an Einstein-type manifold satisfying (1.1) with constant h and zero scalar curvature. Assume that g is locally conformally flat. Then, on the set M \ Crit(f), we have N(α) = nα |∇f| [ fα n − 1 + h ] (5.4) and NN(α) = n n − 1 α^2 + n(n + 1)α |∇f|^2 [ fα n − 1 + h ]_2 . (5.5)

Proof. Since i_{∇f} r = αdf and s = 0, we have ⟨∇α, ∇f⟩ − nhα = div(i_{∇f} r) = f|r|^2 and so N(α) = nα |∇f| [ fα n − 1 + h ] . Taking the N-derivative of this and using N(|∇f|) = Ddf(N, N) = fα − h, we obtain (fα − h)N(α) + |∇f|NN(α) = nhN(α) + n n − 1 |∇f|α^2 + 2nfα n − 1 N(α).

So, NN(α) = n n − 1 α^2 + n(n + 1)α |∇f|^2 [ fα n − 1 + h ]_2 .

Denote by Σ_c a connected component of the level hypersurface f^{−1}(c) of f for a regular value c ∈ R which is assumed to be compact.

Lemma 5.4. Let Ω be a connected component of M \ Crit(f). Then (Ω, g) is isometric to a warped product (I × Σ, dt^2 + b^2g_Σ ), where I is an interval, Σ is a connected component of the level hypersurface of f contained in Ω, and g_Σ is the induced metric on Σ by g. Moreover g_Σ is Einstein and b^{n−1 d2}_{dt2} b is constant on I × Σ.

Proof. The second fundamental form II on Σ is given by

II_{ij} = − 1 |∇f| ( αf n − 1 + h ) δ_{ij} , which depends only on f due to Lemma 5.2. Thus, the metric can be written as g = df |df| ⊗ df |df| + b^2g_Σ ,

where b = b(f) is a function of f and g_Σ is the induced metric on Σ. Taking dt = df/|∇f|, we have g = dt^2 + b^2g_Σ . In particular, it is easy to see that Ddf(∂_t, ∂_t) = f^{′′}, Ddf_{T Σ} = ( b^′ b ) f^′g_{T Σ} , Ddf(∂_t, X) = 0 for X tangent to T Σ. Here, “^′ ” denotes the derivative taken with respect to t ∈ I so that f^′ = |∇f|. For more details, we can refer [18], [6] or [20].

By the standard calculation of the warped product and (1.1) with s = 0, we see that Ric(g_Σ ) is given by

Ric(g_Σ ) = Ric(g)|_{T Σ} + ( (n − 2) ( b^′ b )_2 + b^{′′} b ) g_Σ

= ( b^′f^′ bf + h f + (n − 2) ( b^′ b )_2 + b^{′′} b ) g_Σ ,

which implies that g_Σ is Einstein.

Next, since D_N N = 0, we have Ddf = f^{′′}dt^2 + bb^′f^′g_Σ and so

Δf = f^{′′} + (n − 1) b^′ b f^′. (5.6)

It is easy to compute the Ricci curvature of g which is given by

Ric_g = −(n − 1) b^{′′} b dt^2 − [ bb^{′′} + (n − 2)b^{′2} ] g_Σ + Ric_{gΣ} ,

So, Ric_g(∂_t, ∂_t) = −(n − 1) b^{′′} b and the Einstein-type equation (1.1) with f is equivalent to the following: { f^{′′} + (n − 1)^{b′′}_b f + h = 0 f [ −bb^{′′} + (n − 2)(κ_0 − b^{′2}) ] − bb^′f^′ − hb^2 = 0.

(5.7)

Here Ric_{gΣ} = (n − 2)κ_0g_Σ . Recall that we assume h is constant. On the other hand, since Δf = −nh, we have −(Δf)g + Ddf − fr = (n − 1)hg. (5.8) Thus, by substituting the pair (∂_t, ∂_t) into (5.8), we obtain fb^{′′} − f^′b^′ = hb. (5.9) Taking the derivative of (5.9) and substituting the first identity in (5.7), we obtain bb^{′′′} + (n − 1)b^′b^{′′} = 0 and so (b^{n−1}b^{′′})^′ = 0.

In Lemma 5.4, if b is constant so that g is a product metric, then, obviously, Σ is flat and (M, g) is Ricci-flat. We may also assume that the interval I is given by [t_0, t_1) and f has a critical point in f^{−1}(t_1) when Crif(f) ≠ ∅. Also, by Lemma 5.4, we can let b^{n−1}b^{′′} = a_0 (5.10) for some constant a_0. Moreover, by warped product formula from g = dt^2 + b^2g_Σ , we have

α = Ric(∂_t, ∂_t) = −(n − 1) b^{′′} b = −(n − 1) a_0 b^n . (5.11) That is, b^{′′} b = − α n − 1 = a_0 b^n . (5.12) So, since αb^n = −(n − 1)a_0, we have α^′b + nαb^′ = 0. (5.13) From now on, we will show a_0 must be zero, which implies (M, g) is Ricci-flat. First, if we assume a_0 ≠ 0, we can show that the warping function b can be extended beyond the critical point of f and so the warped product metric is still valid beyond the critical points of f.

Lemma 5.5. Under the hypotheses of Lemma 5.4, assume that I = [t_0, t_1) so that f has a critical point at t = t_1. If a_0 ≠ 0, then the warping function b can be extended smoothly beyond t_1 satisfying (5.10). Moreover, Σ_1 := f^{−1}(t_1) is a smooth hypersurface, and fα + (n − 1)h = 0 on the set Σ_1.

Proof. Note that the scalar curvature of the metric g is given by

0 = s = −2(n − 1) b^{′′} b + s_c b^2

− (n − 1)(n − 2) ( b^′ b )_2

with s_Σ = (n − 1)(n − 2)κ, where s_Σ is the (normalized) scalar curvature of Σ = f^{−1}(t_0). So, we obtain 2 b^{′′} b + (n − 2) ( b^′ b )_2

= (n − 2) κ b^2

. (5.14)

This can be written in the following form

(n − 2)b^{′2} + 2a_0b^{2−n} = (n − 2)κ. (5.15)

If a_0 ≠ 0, then (5.15) shows lim inf t→t_1 b(t) > 0. In fact, if a_0 > 0 and lim inf_{t→t1} b(t) = 0, then we have (LHS) → ∞ and (RHS) = (n−2)κ in (5.15), a contradiction. Now assume a_0 < 0 and lim inf_{t→t1} b(t) = 0. Then, by (5.10),

lim_{t→t1} b^{′′} b (t) = −∞. Since f is well-defined around t = t_1, by (5.9), we must have lim_{t→t1} f^′b^′ b (t) = −∞. However, this contradicts (5.6) since Δf is well-defined on t = t_1.

Suppose, now, there exists t_k → t_1 such that b(t_k) → ∞ as k → ∞. It follows from (5.15) that ( b^′(t_k) b(t_k) )_2 → 0. So, by (5.10) or (5.14), we have lim_{k→∞} b^{′′} b = lim_{k→∞} a_0 b^n = 0.

Since f^′ is well-defined on M, we have, by (5.9),

h = lim_{k→∞} f b^{′′} b − lim_{k→∞} f^′ b^′ b = 0, which contradicts h > 0. Therefore we have lim sup t→t_1 b(t) < +∞. It follows that C^{−1} ≤ b ≤ C on I = [t_0, t_1) for some C > 0. In particular, b can be extended smoothly beyond t_1 satisfying (5.10), and f^{−1}(t_1) is a smooth hypersurface.

Since f has no critical points on t_0 ≤ t < t_1, every level set f^{−1}(t) for t_0 ≤ t < t_1 is homotopically equivalent. Thus, at t = t_1, f^{−1}(t_1) would be a hypersurface which is homotopically equivalent to Σ. Since f^{−1}(t_1) is a hypersurface, the mean curvature m is well-defined. Since, around t = t_1, we have −nh = Δf = Ddf(N, N) + m|∇H| = fα − h + m|∇f|, i.e., fα + (n − 1)h = −m|∇f|, by letting t → t_1, we obtain fα + (n − 1)h = 0 on the set f^{−1}(t_1).

Lemma 5.6. Under the hypotheses of Lemma 5.4 with a_0 ≠ 0, let Σ_1 := f^{−1}(t_1) be a smooth hypersurface. Assume fα + (n − 1)h = 0 on the set Σ_1. Then, we have the following.

(1) N(α) = α^′ = 0, NN(α) = α^{′′} > 0 on the set Σ_1. (2) Σ_1 is totally geodesic.

Proof. (1) If Σ_1 = f^{−1}(t_1) contains a critical point of f, then b^′ = db df · df dt = 0 at t = t_1, and so α^′ = 0 at t = t_1 by (5.13). If f has no critical point on Σ_1, by Lemma 5.3, we have α^′ = 0 at t = t_1. The second inequality α^{′′} > 0 follows from (5.5).

(2) Let ν be the outward unit normal vector field on Σ_1 such that lim t→t_1 − N = ν. Let {e_i} be a local frame around Σ_1 such that e_1 = N =^{∇f}_{|∇f |} and then lim t→t_1 − e_1 = ν.

Then, on the set f^{−1}(t_1 − ε) ∩ Ω for a sufficiently small ε > 0, we have D_{ei} N = − 1 |∇f| ( fα n − 1 + h ) e_i = b^′ b e_i.

By letting ε → 0, by (1) above, we obtain D_{ei} ν = 0, which shows Σ_1 is totally geodesic.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Since both h and s are constants, we have sdf = 0 by (2.1) so that either f is constant on M or s = 0. If f is constant, (M, g) is Einstein satisfying fr = hg. If M is compact (without boundary), then from Δf = −nh, f must be constant and so (M, g) is Einstein.

Now, assume (M, g, f, h) is a complete non-compact Einstein-type manifold with constant h > 0 and zero scalar curvature, s = 0. Moreover, we assume that f is not constant and a proper map. If f contains an isolated critical point, then a_0 must be zero by Lemma 5.5. So, by (5.2) and (5.12), (M, g) is Ricci-flat. Assume that every level set of f is a compact smooth hypersurface. There are two cases; either f has no critical points, or M contains a level hypersurface given by f consisting of critical points of f. For the latter case, if f^{−1}(t_1) is a smooth hypersurface consisting of critical points, and we have b^′(t_1) = 0 = α^′(t_1) and α^{′′}(t_1) > 0 as in the proof of Lemma 5.6. In particular, f^{−1}(t_1) is totally geodesic. Thus, by Lemma 5.4, the metric g can be written as a warped product metric

g = dt^2 + b(t)^2g_Σ

globally on M = (−∞, ∞) × Σ, [a, ∞) × Σ, or (−∞, a] × Σ for a hypersurface Σ of M with constant sectional curvature. By (negative) parametrization, we only consider first two cases, and the second case corresponds to incomplete Einstein-type manifold.

(1) a_0 < 0

In this case, we have α > 0 and b^{′′} < 0 on M by (5.12). If f^{−1}(t_0) is a smooth hypersurface consisting of critical points, then, by Lemma 5.6, it is totally geodesic, and fα = −(n−1)h, α^′ = 0 and α^{′′} > 0 at t = t_0. In particular, the function α attains its local minimum at t = t_0. Since αb^n = −(n − 1)a_0, b attains its local maximum at t = t_0, i.e., b^′(t_0) = 0 and b^{′′}(t_0) < 0. Moreover since ( b^′ b )_′ = b^{′′} b − b^{′2} b^2 = − α n − 1 − b^{′2} b^2 < 0, we have b^′ < 0 for t > t_0, and b^′ > 0 on t < t_0. This shows that b is convex upward and attains its global maximum at t = t_0. However this is impossible since M is complete and b > 0.

Now assume that fα > −(n − 1)h on M so that α^′ > 0, α^{′′} > 0 and f has no critical points. Then b^′ < 0 and b^{′′} < 0.

This is also impossible since b > 0 and M is complete and noncompact. Since we assumed h > 0, the case that fα < −(n − 1)h on M does not happen by considering the set f > 0. Remark that the last two cases correspond to the case M = (−∞, ∞) × Σ by Lemma 5.5.

(2) a_0 > 0

In this case, we have α < 0 and b^{′′} > 0 on M by (5.11). If there exists a t_1 ∈ R such that fα = −(n − 1)h at t = t_1, we have b^′ = 0 at t = t_1 as above. Since b > 0, we have lim t→±∞ b(t) = ∞ unless b is constant. By (5.12), lim t→±∞ α(t) = 0. However, since α^′(t_1) = 0, α^{′′}(t_1) > 0 and α < 0 on R, this is impossible. Now, assume that fα > −(n − 1)h (5.16) on M so that α^′ < 0. Note that, from Lemma 5.5, this corresponds to the first case M = (−∞, ∞) × Σ with no critical points of f. Then b^′ < 0 and b^{′′} > 0.

This shows that lim t→−∞ b(t) = ∞ and so, by (5.11), lim t→−∞ α = 0. On the other hand, on the set f > 0, we have − (n − 1)h f < α < 0 by (5.16), and so we have lim_{t→∞} α = 0.

However, this is impossible since α < 0 and α^′ < 0 on M.

Finally, assume that fα < −(n − 1)h on M. Recall that, from Lemma 5.5, this also corresponds to the first case M = (−∞, ∞) × Σ with no critical points of f. As above, considering the set f < 0, we can see that this is impossible because of h > 0.

Hence, we must have a_0 = 0 and so (M, g) is Ricci-flat. □

6 Final Remarks

For Einstein-type manifolds satisfying (1.1), even though the potential function f has a relation to h as h =^1_n (fs − Δf), if h is not constant, it is not easy to obtain rigidity results since the function h causes various situations. Nonetheless, if we give some constraints on the function h, we can have a little minor results. We say that h has defined weakly signal if either h ≥ 0 on M or h ≤ 0 on M. With this assumption, we can show that there are no critical points on f^{−1}(0) unless f^{−1}(0) is empty, and this implies the scalar curvature is vanishing on the set f^{−1}(0) as in the proof of Lemma 2.4.

On the other hand, when h = csf for some constant c, we have the following result under nonnegative Ricci curvature condition.

Lemma 6.1. Let (M^n, g, f, h) be a compact Einstein-type manifold with boundary ∂M with h = csf. If (M, g) has nonnegative Ricci curvature with for c <^1_{2(n−1)} or c ≥^1_n , then |∇f|^2 should have its maximum on ∂M.

Proof. Note that s ≥ 0. By (2.1) and ∇h = c(s∇f + f∇s), we have (1 − 2nc + 2c)f∇s = 2(nc − c − 1)s∇f, implying that dΔf = (1 − nc)(sdf + fds) = 1 − nc 2nc − 2c − 1 sdf. By Bochner-Weitzenböck formula and the assumption on the Ricci curvature, we have 1 2 Δ|∇f|^2 − nc − 1 2nc − 2c − 1 s|∇f|^2 = |Ddf|^2 + r(∇f, ∇f) ≥ 0. From the condition on the constant c, we have nc − 1 2nc − 2c − 1 > 0. Our Lemma follows from the maximum principle.

Corollary 6.2. Let h = csf for a constant c satisfying c <^1_{2(n−1)} or c ≥^1_n . If (M, g, f, h) is a closed Einstein-type manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature, then (M, g) is Einstein.

Acknowledgment: The authors would like to express their gratitude to the referees for valuable suggestions. The first-named author was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF-2019R1A2C1004948) and the second-named author was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF-2018R1D1A1B05042186).

References

[1] L. Ambrozio, On static three-manifolds with positive scalar curvature, J. Diff. Geom.

107(1) (2017), 1–45.

[2] M. Anderson, Scalar curvature, metric degenerations and the static vacuum Einstein equations on 3-manifolds I, Geom. & Funct. Analysis 9 (5), (1999), 855–967.

[3] M. T. Anderson, On the structure of solutions to the static vacuum Einstein equations, Annales Henri Poincare 1(6) (2000), 995–1042 [4] A.L. Besse, Einstein Manifolds, New York: Springer-Verlag, 1987. [5] H-D. Cao, Recent Progress on Ricci Solitons, Adv. Lect. Math. (ALM) 11(2) (2010), 1–38.

[6] H-D. Cao, Q. Chen, On Bach-flat gradient shrinking Ricci Solitons, Duke Math. J. 162(2) (2013), 1149–1169.

[7] G. Catino, P. Mastrolia, D. D. Monticellia and M. Rigoli, On the geometry of gradient Einstein-type manifolds, Pacific J. Math. 286 (2017): 39–67.

[8] J. Corvino, M. Eichmair, P. Miao, Deformation of scalar curvature and volume, Math.

Ann. 357(2) (2013), 551–584.

[9] M. Eminenti, G. La Nave, C. Montegazza, Ricci solitons: the equation point of view, Manuscripta math. 127 (2008), 345–367.

[10] A. Fischer, J. Marsden, Manifolds of Riemannian metrics with prescribed Ricci curvature, Bull. AMS 80 (1974), 479–484.

[11] D. Gilbarg, N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order, Classics in Mathematics, Springer, Third edition, 1997.

[12] S. Hawkings, G. Ellis, The large scale structure of space-time, Cambridge University Press, 1975.

[13] S. Hwang, G. Yun, Einstein-type manifolds with complete divergence of Weyl and Riemann tensor, will appear in Bull. Korean. Math. Soc.

[14] S. Hwang, J. Chang and G. Yun, Nonexistence of multiple black holes in static space-times and weakly harmonic curvature, Gen. Rel. Grav. 48(9) (2016): 120.

[15] O. Kobayashi, A differential equation arising from scalar curvature function, J. Math.

Soc. Japan 34 (4) (1982), 665–675.

[16] O. Kobayashi, M. Obata, Conformally-flatness and static space-time, Manifolds and Lie groups, Progress in Mathematics, Birkhäuser, 14 (1981), 197–206.

[17] J. Lafontaine, Sur la géométrie d’une généralisation de l’équation différentielle d’Obata, J. Math. Pures Appl. 62(1) (1983) 63–72.

[18] B. Leandro, Vanishing conditions on Weyl tensor for Einstein-type manifolds, Pacific J.

Math. 314(1) (2021), 99–113.

[19] A. Lichnerowicz, Theories Relativistes de la Gravitation et de L’Electromagnetisme, Masson, Paris, 1955.

[20] P. Miao, L-T Tam, Einstein and conformally flat critical metrics of the volume functional, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363(6) (2011), 2907–2937.

[21] G. Perelman, The entropy formula for the Ricci flow and its geometric applications, 2002, arXiv:math/0211159. Zbl 1130.53001.

[22] G. Perelman, Ricci flow with surgery on three-manifolds, 2003, arXiv:math/0303109. Zbl 1130.53002.

[23] G. Perelman, Finite extinction time for the solutions to the Ricci flow on certain threemanifolds, 2003, arXiv:math/0307245. Zbl 1130.53003.

[24] J. Qing, W. Yuan, A note on static spaces and related problems, J. Geom. Phys. 74 (2013), 13–27.

[25] R. Wald, General Relativity, University of Chicago Press, 1984.

Gabjin Yun Department of Mathematics and The Natural Science Research Institute Myongji University Myongji-ro 116, Cheoin-gu, Yongin, Gyeonggi-do, 17058, Korea

E-mail:gabjin@mju.ac.kr

Seungsu Hwang (corresponding author) Department of Mathematics Chung-Ang University 84 HeukSeok-ro DongJak-gu, Seoul, 06974, Republic of Korea

E-mail:seungsu@cau.ac.kr