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Abstract. In this article, we investigate critical metrics of the volume func-

tional on complete manifolds without boundary. We prove that any critical
metric of the volume functional on a connected, complete manifold with paral-

lel Ricci tensor is isometric to one of the standard models. Moreover, we show

that a Bach-flat critical metric of the volume functional on a complete, simply
connected manifold with proper potential function is isometric to one of the

following: the standard sphere Sn, Euclidean space Rn, hyperbolic space Hn,

or a warped product R×φ Σc, where Σc is a regular level set of the potential
function. In particular, we establish classification results in dimensions three

and four under weaker assumptions on the Bach tensor.

1. Introduction

A classical approach to studying canonical metrics on a smooth manifold is to
analyze the critical points of geometric functionals under appropriate constraints.
From the seminal works of Einstein and Hilbert, it is well known that the critical
points of the total scalar curvature functional, when restricted to the set of Rie-
mannian metrics g on a compact manifold Mn with unit volume, are precisely the
Einstein metrics; that is, those satisfying Ric = λg, where λ is a constant and Ric
denotes the Ricci curvature of (Mn, g); see [9, Theorem 4.21]. In the same spirit,
it follows from Besse [9, p. 127–128] that the Euler–Lagrange equation of the total
scalar curvature functional, when restricted to metrics of unit volume and constant
scalar curvature, takes the form L∗

g(f) = −(∆f)g+∇2f −fRic = Ric− R
n g, where

L∗
g is the formal L2-adjoint of the linearization of the scalar curvature operator Lg,

f is a smooth function on Mn and R stands for the scalar curvature of (Mn, g).
Here, ∆ and ∇2 denote the Laplacian and Hessian, respectively. These founda-
tional results have inspired a rich theory involving other functionals and geometric
constraints.

In a related direction, and motivated by a volume comparison theorem due to
Fan, Shi, and Tam [25], Miao and Tam [32,33] initiated the study of critical metrics
of the volume functional constrained to the space of metrics with constant scalar
curvature on compact manifolds with boundary. Subsequently, Corvino, Eichmair,
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and Miao [20] employed this framework to establish a deformation result, which in-
dicates that scalar curvature alone is not sufficient to establish a volume comparison
result. In particular, their deformation result implies that Schoen’s conjecture can-
not be directly extended to manifolds with boundary under only Dirichlet boundary
conditions (see also [38]). Recall that Schoen’s conjecture1 [36] asserts: Let (Mn, g)
be a closed hyperbolic manifold and let g be another metric on Mn with scalar cur-
vature R(g) ≥ R(g), then V ol(g) ≥ V ol(g). It follows from the work of Corvino,
Eichmair and Miao [20] that, for a given constant κ, if a metric g does not admit
a nontrivial solution f to the equation

(1.1) L∗
g(f) = −(∆f)g +∇2f − fRic = κg,

then it is possible to simultaneously prescribe a compactly supported perturbation
of the scalar curvature within a bounded domain Ω, and a prescribed perturbation
of the volume, via a small deformation of the metric supported in Ω. Despite that,
scalar curvature and volume comparison results do hold for certain special met-
rics. For instance, motivated by the work of Brendle, Marques and Neves [12] on
Min-Oo’s conjecture, Miao and Tam [31] proved a rigidity theorem for the upper
hemisphere with respect to nondecreasing scalar curvature and volume. They also
showed that an analogous result holds for Euclidean domains. In particular, these
spaces satisfy equation (1.1). More recently, Yuan [38, Theorem A] established
a volume comparison result for small geodesic balls under appropriate boundary
conditions.

Before proceeding, we fix the following terminology (cf. [20, 32,33]).

Definition 1. Let (Mn, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold. We say that g is
a V -static metric if there exists a constant κ and a non-constant smooth function
f satisfying (1.1). In this case, f is a V -static potential.

V -static metrics are critical points of the volume functional restricted to the space
of metrics with prescribed constant scalar curvature and fixed boundary metric; see
[20, Theorem 2.3] and [33, Theorem 2.1]. Moreover, as noted by McCormick [30],
they arise in the study of asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds as critical points of
the volume-renormalized mass. Observe that when κ = 0, equation (1.1) reduces to
the static vacuum equation, relevant in general relativity (see [1,19]). Furthermore,
when f is constant, the equation forces the metric to be Einstein. Hence, V -static
metrics generalize Einstein metrics in a natural way. Interestingly, it follows from
[20, Proposition 2.1] and [33, Theorem 7] that any connected Riemannian manifold
satisfying (1.1) must have constant scalar curvature.

There are explicit examples of V -static metrics on both compact and noncom-
pact manifolds. These include the Schwarzschild and AdS-Schwarzschild metrics
restricted to suitable domains, as well as the standard metrics on geodesic balls in
Rn, Hn, and Sn (cf. [20,32,33]). The classification of V -static metrics plays a cen-
tral role in understanding the interplay between scalar curvature and volume. As
noted in [20, 32, 33], V -static metrics tend to exhibit strong rigidity properties. In
recent years, several rigidity results have been established, especially in the compact
with boundary case; see, for instance, [4–8,20,23,24,28,29,32,33,37,38].

1It has been confirmed in dimension three by the works of Hamilton [27] and Perelman [35],
and also for metrics C2-close to the hyperbolic metric, through results by Besson–Courtois–Gallot

[10,11].
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In this article, we focus on rigidity phenomena for V -static metrics (Mn, g, f)
on complete manifolds without boundary. A key result in this setting is due to
Miao and Tam [32, Theorem 2.2], who showed that if a V -static metric (κ ̸= 0) on
a connected, complete manifold without boundary is Einstein, then (Mn, g) must
be isometric to one of the following:

• the standard sphere Sn,
• the Euclidean space Rn,
• the hyperbolic space Hn, or
• a warped product space (R × Σn−1, dt2 + cosh2 tg0), where (Σn−1, g0) is
complete, Einstein with Ricg0 = −(n − 2)g0, and the solution is f(t, x) =
A sinh t+ 1

n−1 , with A > 0.

The result was proved for κ = 1, but, up to a rescaling of f, it also holds to general
V -static metrics (κ ̸= 0). We note that the case of connected, compact manifolds
with boundary was treated in [32, Theorem 1.1].

Since manifolds with parallel Ricci tensor have harmonic curvature (although
the converse does not generally hold; see [22]), it is natural to ask whether the
Einstein condition assumed in [32, Theorem 2.2] can be relaxed to the weaker
assumption of parallel Ricci tensor, that is, ∇Ric = 0. This question was answered
affirmatively in the case of compact manifolds with boundary by Baltazar–Ribeiro
[6], who proved that if a critical metric of the volume functional on an n-dimensional
compact, connected manifold with boundary has parallel Ricci tensor, then the
manifold is isometric to a geodesic ball in a simply connected space form Rn, Hn,
or Sn. Notably, this result excludes the Nariai space—the manifold I×Sn with the
product metric—as a V -static space with κ ̸= 0, even though it is a static vacuum
space (i.e., κ = 0); see [1, 34].

Our first main result addresses the aforementioned question in the setting of
complete manifolds without boundary. More precisely, we prove the following result.

Theorem 1. Let (Mn, g, f) be an n-dimensional connected, complete V -static
metric with κ ̸= 0 and parallel Ricci tensor. Then (Mn, g) is isometric to either

(1) the standard sphere Sn, or
(2) the Euclidean space Rn, or
(3) the hyperbolic space Hn when ∇f(p) = 0 for some p ∈ M, or
(4) a warped product space (R × Σn−1, dt2 + cosh2 tg0), where (Σn−1, g0) is

complete, Einstein with Ricg0 = −(n− 2)g0, f(t, x) = κ
(
A sinh t+ 1

n−1

)
,

and A > 0 is constant.

Remark 1. We emphasize that the condition κ ̸= 0 in Theorem 1 is essential and
cannot be removed. Following the idea outlined in Costa et al. [21, Example 1],
one sees that the product manifold Sp+1 × Sq, with q > 1, also defines a static va-
cuum space with parallel Ricci tensor which fails to be Einstein. In the noncompact
setting, a simple calculation shows that the manifold Hp+1 × Hq, q > 1, equipped
with the metric g = gHp+1 + q−1

p+1gHq and potential function f = cosh(r), where r(x)

is the height function on Hp+1, also defines a static vacuum space with parallel Ricci
tensor. However, this manifold is not Einstein whenever p+ 1 ̸= q.

Remark 2. The proof of Theorem 1 is partly inspired by [6]. However, since Mn

has no boundary, it is necessary to derive new differential identities to circumvent
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the use of integration arguments, yielding a more direct and self-contained proof;
see also Corollary 2.

For what follows, we recall the definition of the Bach tensor on a Riemannian
manifold (Mn, g). Originally introduced in the context of conformal relativity by
Bach in the 1920s [2], the Bach tensor plays a key role in conformal geometry. For
dimensions n ≥ 4, it is defined in terms of the Weyl tensor Wijkl by

(1.2) Bij =
1

n− 3
∇k∇lWikjl +

1

n− 2
RklWikjl.

In dimension n = 3, where the Weyl tensor vanishes identically, the Bach tensor is
instead defined via the Cotton tensor Cijk as

(1.3) Bij = ∇kCkij .

A manifold (Mn, g) is said to be Bach-flat if Bij = 0. In the 4-dimensional com-
pact case, Bach-flat metrics arise as the critical points of the conformally invariant
functional

W(g) =

∫
M

|Wg|2dVg,

where Wg denotes the Weyl tensor associated to the metric g. We recall that both
locally conformally flat metrics and Einstein metrics are Bach-flat. Moreover, in
dimension n = 4, it is well known that metrics which are half-conformally flat or
locally conformal to Einstein metrics also satisfy the Bach-flat condition.

Inspired by the works of Cao and Chen [14, 15], Barros, Diógenes and Ribeiro
[8] proved that a Bach-flat critical metric of the volume functional on a simply
connected 4-dimensional manifold with boundary isometric to a standard sphere
must be isometric to a geodesic ball in a simply connected space form R4, H4, or S4;
see also [3]. Roughly speaking, they replaced the assumption of locally conformally
flat in the Miao–Tam result (cf. [32, Theorem 1.2]) by the weaker condition of
Bach-flat (see [8]). Moreover, they established a similar rigidity result in dimension
n = 3 under a weaker assumption.

A natural question that arises from these comments is what happens when the
manifold is complete and has no boundary. In this article, we also address that
question. More precisely, we establish the following result.

Theorem 2. Let (Mn, g, f), n ≥ 4, be an n-dimensional complete, simply con-
nected Bach-flat V -static metric with κ ̸= 0 and f be a proper function. Then
(Mn, g) is isometric to either

(1) the standard sphere Sn, or
(2) the Euclidean space Rn, or
(3) the hyperbolic space Hn or
(4) R×φ Σc, where Σc is a regular level set of the potential function, which is

an Einstein manifold with RicΣc = λgΣc , and the warping function φ is a
solution of the ODE

(1.4) φ
(
2φ′′ +

R

n− 1
φ
)
+ (n− 2)(φ′)2 = λ.

Remark 3. We emphasize that Theorem 2 remains valid if the Bach-flat condition
is replaced by the weaker assumption that the Bach tensor is radially flat, that is,
B(∇f,∇f) = 0; see Lemma 3 and Theorem 4 in Section 4.
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In order to prove Theorem 2, which is a special case of Theorem 4, we adapt
some techniques outlined in [8, 13, 14, 16, 17, 26]. Our analysis begins by establish-
ing a connection between the conditions T ≡ 0 and Bach-flat, where T denotes an
auxiliary 3-tensor (Lemma 3). This step required revisiting and adapting several
arguments originally formulated in [8], where the presence of a boundary was essen-
tial. In our context, the assumption that the potential function f is proper plays
a crucial role in circumventing the absence of boundary conditions. This require-
ment is also natural because, in our setting, there is no “integrability condition”
analogous to Hamilton’s identity for Ricci solitons (see Eq. (4.13) in [18]), which
makes it substantially more difficult to control the asymptotic behavior of the po-
tential function. Next, we construct a local warped product structure around the
regular points of f (Proposition 4). To extend this local structure to a global one,
we adapt techniques from a recent work of Cao–Yu [16], along with methods intro-
duced by Cao–Chen [14] and Fernández-López and Garćıa-Ŕıo [26] in the study of
Ricci solitons, which are well suited to the complete without boundary case.

We now turn our attention to the lower-dimensional cases. In particular, when
n = 4, equation (1.4) becomes more tractable. As a consequence of Theorem 2, we
obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Let (M4, g, f) be a complete, simply connected four-dimensional
Bach-flat V -static metric with κ ̸= 0 and f be a proper function. Then (M4, g) is
isometric to either

(1) the standard sphere S4, or
(2) the Euclidean space R4, or
(3) the hyperbolic space H4, or
(4) the warped product R×φ S3, where φ is a solution of the ODE

φ

(
φ′′ +

R

6
φ

)
+ (φ′)2 = 1.

It is natural to ask whether an analogous result holds in the three-dimensional
case. In this situation, however, arguments from Cao et al. [13], combined with
key steps from the second part of the proof of Theorem 2, allows us to establish
our next result under the weaker assumption div B(∇f) = 0.

Theorem 3. Let (M3, g, f) be a complete, simply connected V -static metric with
κ ̸= 0 and f be a proper function. If div B(∇f) = 0, then (M3, g) is isometric to
either

(1) the standard sphere S3, or
(2) the Euclidean space R3, or
(3) the hyperbolic space H3, or
(4) the warped product R×φ S2, where φ is a solution of the ODE

(1.5) φ
(
2φ′′ +

R

2
φ
)
+ (φ′)2 = 1.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review
the essential background material and key results on V -static metrics that will be
used throughout the proofs of our main results. Section 3 is dedicated to the proof
of Theorem 1. In Section 4, we present the proofs of Theorem 2, Corollary 1 and
Theorem 3.



6 CAIO COIMBRA, RAFAEL DIÓGENES, AND ERNANI RIBEIRO JR

2. Background

In this section, we recall some basic tensors from Riemannian geometry and
highlight useful lemmas and facts on V -static spaces, which will play a fundamental
role in the proofs of the main theorems.

We begin recalling that a V -static metric (Mn, g, f) satisfies

(2.1) −(∆f)g +∇2f − fRic = κg.

In particular, we may write (2.1) in the tensorial notation as

(2.2) −(∆f)gij +∇i∇jf − fRij = κgij .

Taking the trace in (2.2), one sees that

(2.3) ∆f = −fR+ κn

n− 1
.

Moreover, it is easy to check that

(2.4) fR̊ic = ∇̊2f,

where Z̊ = Z − trZ
n g stands for the traceless of tensor Z.

Remark 4. It should be mentioned that, choosing appropriate coordinates, f and
g are analytic; see Proposition 2.1 in [20]. Consequently, the set of regular points
of f is dense in Mn.

We now recall some examples of V -static metrics obtained by Miao–Tam [32]
(see also [20]) for complete manifolds without boundary. Let us start with the
Euclidean space Rn with its canonical metric.

Example 1 ([32]). Consider (Rn, δ), where δ is its canonical metric. Define the
function

(2.5) f(x) =
1

(n− 1)

(
A− κ

2
|x|2
)
,

where A is a constant. It is straightforward to verify that the triple (Rn, δ, f)
satisfies Definition 1 with κ ̸= 0.

We now present a similar example as before on the standard sphere Sn.

Example 2 ([32]). Consider (Sn, g) the sphere equipped with its canonical metric
g. Define the function f along a geodesic γ(s) emanating from a point p ∈ Sn by

(2.6) f(γ(s)) =
1

n− 1

(
A cos r − κ

)
,

where r denotes the geodesic distance from the point p, such that ∇f(p) = 0, and
A is a constant. Thus, (Sn, g, f) is a V -static metric.

Reasoning as in the spherical case, we have the following example on the hyper-
bolic space Hn.

Example 3 ([32]). Consider (Hn, gHn ) the hyperbolic space with its canonical met-
ric and define the function

(2.7) f(γ(s)) =
1

n− 1

(
κ−A cosh r

)
,

where γ(s) is a geodesic emanating from a fixed point p ∈ Hn such that ∇f(p) = 0,
and A is a constant. Hence, (Hn, gHn , f) is a V -static metric.
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The next example is constructed using a warped product metric.

Example 4 ([32]). Consider R×Σn−1 equipped with the warped product metric g =
dt2+cosh2 tg0, where (Σn−1, g0) is complete, Einstein with Ricg0 = −(n−2)g0, and
define the potential function f(t, x) = κ

n−1 (A sinh t+ 1), and A > 0 is constant.

Thus, (R× Σn−1, g, f) is a V -static metric.

In the sequel, we establish a few properties of compact V -static manifolds without
boundary. As a first step, we shall show that such manifolds must necessarily have
positive scalar curvature (cf. [33, Theorem 7]).

Proposition 1. Let (Mn, g, f) be a compact V -static manifold without boundary.
Then (Mn, g) has positive scalar curvature.

Proof. Since (Mn, g) has constant scalar curvature, we first assume that R = 0. In
this case, it follows from (2.3) that (n− 1)∆f = −κn and hence, by the Maximum
Principle, f is constant. Now, suppose that R < 0. Thus, we can choose points
p, q ∈ M such that f(q) = min f and f(p) = max f. Then, one sees that

−Rf(q)− κn ≤ −Rf − κn ≤ −Rf(p)− κn,

and by (2.3), we have

0 ≤ ∆f(q) ≤ ∆f ≤ ∆f(p) ≤ 0.

Thus, ∆f = 0 and therefore, f must be constant. This finishes the proof. □

Next, we shall show that if the potential function of a compact V -static manifold
without boundary does change sign, then it is necessarily Example 2.

Proposition 2. Let (Mn, g, f) be a compact V -static manifold without boundary.
Suppose that f does not change sign. Then (Mn, g) is isometric to the standard
sphere Sn.

Proof. Notice that

div(R̊ic(∇f)) = (divR̊ic)(∇f) + ⟨R̊ic, ∇̊2f⟩.

By the twice contracted second Bianchi identity (2div Ric = ∇R), one sees that

divR̊ic = 0. Hence, it follows from (2.4) that

(2.8) div(R̊ic(∇f)) = f |R̊ic|2.

Upon integrating (2.8) over Mn, we apply the Stokes’ theorem combined with the
fact that Mn has no boundary in order to infer∫

M

f |R̊ic|2dVg = 0.

Since f does not change sign, we deduce that R̊ic ≡ 0, and hence the manifold is
Einstein. Therefore, by applying [32, Theorem 2.2], we conclude that (Mn, g) is
isometric to the standard sphere Sn, as stated. □
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2.1. Some key tensors. We recall some classical tensors that play a fundamental
role in the study of Riemannian manifolds. The first is the Weyl tensor W, which
is the traceless component of the Riemann curvature tensor Rijkl of a Riemannian
manifold (Mn, g). It is defined by the following decomposition:

Rijkl = Wijkl +
1

n− 2

(
Rikgjl +Rjlgik −Rilgjk −Rjkgil

)
(2.9)

− R

(n− 1)(n− 2)

(
gjlgik − gilgjk

)
.

Next, we consider the Cotton tensor Cijk, which is defined as

(2.10) Cijk = ∇iRjk −∇jRik − 1

2(n− 1)

(
∇iRgjk −∇jRgik

)
.

For dimensions n ≥ 4, the Cotton tensor is related to the Weyl tensor by

(2.11) Cijk = −n− 2

n− 3
∇lWijkl.

Another important tensor is the Schouten tensor, defined by

(2.12) Aij = Rij −
R

2(n− 1)
gij .

In terms of A, we can express the Riemann curvature tensor as

(2.13) Rijkl =
1

n− 2
(A⊙ g)ijkl +Wijkl.

Now, in the context of a V -static metric (Mn, g, f), it is useful to recall an
auxiliary 3-tensor T introduced by Barros–Diógenes–Ribeiro [8] and inspired by the
tensor D defined by Cao–Chen [14] in the study of Ricci solitons. More precisely,
given an n-dimensional V -static metric (Mn, g, f), the tensor Tijk is given by

Tijk =
n− 1

n− 2

(
Rik∇jf −Rjk∇if

)
− R

n− 2

(
gik∇jf − gjk∇if

)
+

1

n− 2

(
gikRjs∇sf − gjkRis∇sf

)
.(2.14)

Notice that Tijk is skew-symmetric in the first two indices and trace-free in any two
indices.

It turns out that the tensor T can be expressed in terms of the Weyl and Cotton
tensors as follows (cf. [8, Lemma 2]).

Lemma 1 ([8]). Let (Mn, g, f) be an n-dimensional V -static metric. Then we
have:

(2.15) fCijk = Tijk +Wijkl∇lf.

The tensor T is closely related to the geometry of the level surfaces Σc of the
potential function f, namely, Σc = {x ∈ M : f(x) = c}. Assuming that T vanishes
identically, we obtain the following interesting properties (cf. [8, Proposition 1]).

Proposition 3 ([8]). Let (Mn, g, f) be an n-dimensional V -static metric with
T ≡ 0. Let c be a regular value of f and Σc = {x ∈ M : f(x) = c} be a level set

of f. Consider e1 := ∇f
|∇f | and choose an orthonormal frame {e2, ..., en} tangent to

Σc. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) The second fundamental form hαβ of Σc is hαβ = H
n−1gαβ;
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(2) |∇f | is constant on Σc;
(3) R1α = 0 for any α ≥ 2 and e1 is an eigenvector of Ric;
(4) The mean curvature of Σc is constant;
(5) On Σc, the Ricci tensor either has a unique eigenvalue or two distinct eigen-

values with multiplicity 1 and n− 1, respectively. Moreover, the eigenvalue
with multiplicity 1 is in the direction of ∇f ;

(6) R1αβγ = 0, α, β, γ ∈ {2, ..., n}.

3. V -static metrics with parallel Ricci tensor

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1. To begin with, we need to
recall the following lemma, first established in [8, Lemma 1].

Lemma 2 ([8]). Let (Mn, g, f) be an n-dimensional V -static metric. Then we
have:

f(∇iRjk −∇jRik) = Rijkl∇lf +
R

n− 1
(∇ifgjk −∇jfgik)− (∇ifRjk −∇jfRik).

We now present the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Since Mn has parallel Ricci tensor, we have ∇iRjk = 0 for
all indices 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n. Hence, by using the Ricci identity, one obtains that

0 = f(∇l∇kRlj)Rkj = f(∇k∇lRlj +RlkliRij +RlkjiRli)Rkj

= fRkiRijRkj + fRlkjiRliRkj .

Rearranging the indices, we get

(3.1) fRijRikRkj = fRijklRjlRik.

On the other hand, by using (2.2), one sees that

fRijklRjlRik =RijklRjl (−(∆f + κ)gik +∇i∇kf)

=− (∆f + κ)|Ric|2 +RijklRjl∇i∇kf

=− (∆f + κ)|Ric|2 +∇i(RijklRjl∇kf)−∇iRijklRjl∇kf,

where we used that ∇iRjl = 0. It follows from the Bianchi identity that

(3.2) (div Rm)jkl = ∇kRjl −∇lRjk.

Hence, our assumption implies div Rm = 0. Consequently,

(3.3) fRijklRjlRik = −(∆f + κ)|Ric|2 +∇i(RijklRjl∇kf).

Notice that

∇i (∇jfRikRjk) = ∇i∇jfRikRjk,

and using (2.2), we have

∇i (∇jfRikRjk) = (∆f + κ)|Ric|2 + fRijRikRjk.

This jointly with (3.3) gives
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(3.4) ∇i(RijklRjl∇kf) = ∇i(∇jfRikRjk).

From Lemma 2 and our assumption, one sees that

Rijkl∇kfRjl =

(
R

n− 1

(
∇ifgjl −∇jfgil

)
−
(
∇ifRjl −∇jfRil

))
Rjl

=
R2

n− 1
∇if − R

n− 1
∇jfRij −∇if |Ric|2 +∇jfRilRjl,

so that

∇i(Rijkl∇kfRjl) =
R2

n− 1
∆f − R

n− 1
∇i∇jfRij −∆f |Ric|2

+∇i(∇jfRikRjk),(3.5)

where we used again the Ricci parallel condition. By combining (3.5) and (3.4),
one obtains that

(3.6) 0 =
R2

n− 1
∆f − R

n− 1
∇i∇jfRij −∆f |Ric|2.

Now, it follows from (2.2) that

∇i∇jfRij = f |Ric|2 + (∆f + κ)R,

which combined with (3.6) yields

0 =
R2

n− 1
∆f − fR

n− 1
|Ric|2 − R2(∆f + κ)

n− 1
−∆f |Ric|2

=
κn

n− 1

(
|Ric|2 − R2

n

)
,(3.7)

where in the second equality we used (2.3). Since κ ̸= 0, one obtains that∣∣∣∣Ric− R

n
g

∣∣∣∣2 = |Ric|2 − R2

n
= 0

and therefore, (Mn, g) is an Einstein manifold. Thus, it suffices to apply [32,
Theorem 2.2] to conclude that (Mn, g) is isometric to either the standard sphere
Sn, or the Euclidean space Rn, or the hyperbolic space Hn, or a warped product
space (R×Σn−1, dt2+cosh2 tg0), where (Σ

n−1, g0) is complete, Einstein with Ric =

−(n − 2)g0, f(t, x) = κ
(
A sinh t+ 1

n−1

)
, and A > 0 is constant. So, the proof is

completed. □

Another advantage of this approach is that the proof of Theorem 1 yields a new
and more direct proof of [6, Corollary 1]. More precisely, we get the following
corollary.

Corollary 2. Let (Mn, g, f) be an n-dimensional connected, compact V -static
metric with κ ̸= 0, parallel Ricci tensor and smooth boundary ∂M. Then (Mn, g)
is isometric to a geodesic ball in a simply connected space form Rn, Hn, or Sn.
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Proof. By following the same steps as in the proof of Theorem 1 up to equa-
tion (3.7), we conclude that (Mn, g) is an Einstein manifold. It then suffices to
apply Theorem 1.1 in [32] to deduce that (Mn, g) is isometric to a geodesic ball in
a simply connected space form Rn, Hn, or Sn. □

4. Bach-flat V -static metrics

In this section, we discuss results concerning Bach-flat V -static metrics. Speci-
fically, we present the proofs of Theorem 2, Corollary 1, and Theorem 3.

We begin by establishing the following key lemma, which is analogous to [8,
Lemma 5] and [14, Lemma 4.1]. However, unlike the case of Ricci solitons, in our
setting there is no “integrability condition” analogous to Hamilton’s equation for
Ricci solitons (see Eq. (4.13) in [18]), which poses an obstacle to determining the
asymptotic behavior of the potential function f. Therefore, we shall assume that f
is proper.

Lemma 3. Let (Mn, g, f), n ≥ 4, be an n-dimensional V -static metric and f be
a proper function. Then we have:

(4.1)

∫
M

f2B(∇f,∇f) dVg = − 1

2(n− 1)

∫
M

f2|T |2 dVg,

where B is the Bach tensor.

Proof. First of all, we combine (1.2) and (2.11) to infer

(4.2) Bij =
1

n− 2
(∇kCkij +RklWikjl) .

Consequently,

f2Bij =
1

n− 2

(
f2∇kCkij + f2RklWikjl

)
=

1

n− 2

(
∇k(f

2Ckij)− 2fCkij∇kf + f2RklWikjl

)
.

Now, using Lemma 1 and (2.11) one obtains that

f2Bij =
1

n− 2

(
∇k[f(Wkijl∇lf + Tkij)]− 2fCkij∇kf + f2RklWikjl

)
=

1

n− 2

(
∇k(fTkij) + f(∇kWkijl)∇lf + fWkijl∇k∇lf

+Wkijl∇kf∇lf − 2fCkij∇kf + f2RklWikjl

)
=

1

n− 2

(
∇k(fTkij) +

n− 3

n− 2
fCjki∇kf + f(∇k∇lf − fRkl)Wkijl

+Wkijl∇kf∇lf + 2fCikj∇kf
)
.

Using (2.2) and the fact that the Weyl tensor is trace-free in any pair of indices,
we obtain

f2Bij =
1

n− 2

(
∇k(fTkij) +

n− 3

n− 2
fCjki∇kf + 2fCikj∇kf +Wkijl∇kf∇lf

)
.

Hence,



12 CAIO COIMBRA, RAFAEL DIÓGENES, AND ERNANI RIBEIRO JR

(4.3) f2B(∇f,∇f) =
1

n− 2
∇k(fTkij)∇if∇jf.

Proceeding, we analyze the right hand side of (4.3). Observe that

∇k(fTkij)∇if∇jf = ∇k(fTkij∇if∇jf)− fTkij∇k∇if∇jf − fTkij∇if∇k∇jf

= ∇k(fTkij∇if∇jf)− fTkij(fRki + (κ+∆f)gik)∇jf

− fTkij∇if(fRkj + (κ+∆f)gkj)

= ∇k(fTkij∇if∇jf)− f2TkijRki∇jf − f2TkijRkj∇if,

where we have used (2.2) and the fact that T is trace-free. Rearranging the indices
and using the antisymmetry of T , we get

(n− 2)f2B(∇f,∇f) = ∇k(fTkij∇if∇jf)−
1

2
f2Tkij(Rkj∇if −Rik∇jf).

So, it follows from (2.14) that

(4.4) (n− 2)f2B(∇f,∇f) = ∇k(fTkij∇if∇jf)−
n− 2

2(n− 1)
f2|T |2.

Notice that if Mn is compact, the result follows immediately from the divergence
theorem. Otherwise, if Mn is not compact, we consider the set

Ωr = {p ∈ M : |f(p)| ≤ r}.

Taking into account that f is a proper function, we apply the divergence theorem
for Ωr in order to infer∫

Ωr

∇k(fTkij∇if∇jf) dΩ =

∫
∂Ωr

fTkij∇if∇jfNk dS,

where N is the unitary normal vector field over ∂Ωr, i.e., N = ∇f
|∇f | or N = − ∇f

|∇f | .

But, using again (2.14), one concludes that∫
∂Ωr

fTkij∇if∇jfNk dS = ±
∫
∂Ωr

fTkij∇if∇jf
∇kf

|∇f |
dS = 0.

Therefore, on integrating (4.4) over Ωr and using these facts, we obtain

(4.5)

∫
Ωr

f2B(∇f,∇f) dΩ = − 1

2(n− 1)

∫
Ωr

f2|T |2 dΩ.

Finally, since f is a proper function, Ωr is an exhaustion of Mn and hence,
letting r → ∞, we get

(4.6)

∫
M

f2B(∇f,∇f)dVg = − 1

2(n− 1)

∫
M

f2|T |2 dVg,

as asserted. □

Before proceeding, we need to establish an additional structural property of
V -static metrics. The following proposition, inspired by [8, Lemma 4] and [17,
Theorem 1.2], highlights a key geometric implication of the condition T ≡ 0 in the
study of V -static metrics.
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Proposition 4. Let (Mn, g, f), n ≥ 3, be a complete, noncompact V -static metric
with κ ̸= 0. Suppose that the tensor T vanishes identically. Then, in a neighborhood
of every regular level set of f , the manifold (Mn, g) is locally a warped product with
(n− 1)-dimensional Einstein fibers.

Proof. Since Σc = {p ∈ M ; f(p) = c} is the regular level set of the potential function
f and T = 0 on M, assertion (2) of Proposition 3 ensures that |∇f | is constant
along Σc. Consequently, in a neighborhood U of Σc containing no critical points
of f, the function f depends only on the signed distance r to the hypersurface Σc.
Therefore, after a suitable change of variables, the metric g can be locally expressed
in the form

g = dr2 + gαβ(r, θ)dθ
α ⊗ dθβ ,

where {θ2, . . . , θn} is a local coordinate system on Σc, and r is defined on a maximal
interval r ∈ (rmin, rmax) with rmin ∈ [−∞, 0) and rmax ∈ (0,∞].

Recall that Proposition 3 asserts that Σc is a totally umbilical hypersurface with
constant mean curvature. Hence, we have

∂rgαβ = −2hαβ = ϕ(r)gαβ ,

with ϕ(r) = − 2
n−1H(r) and ∂r = ∇f

|∇f | ; see also Eq. (2.24) in [8]. From this, it

follows that

gαβ(r, θ) = eΦ(r)gαβ(0, θ), where Φ(r) =

∫ r

0

ϕ(r)dr.

Therefore, in U , the metric g takes the form of a warped product

g = dr2 + φ(r)2gΣc
,

where φ is a smooth function on U , r ∈ (rmin, rmax) and gΣc
is the metric of

the regular level set Σc. To conclude, since (U, g, f̄), where f̄ = f |U , is a V -static
warped metric, it suffices to apply [32, Proposition 3.1 (i)] to deduce that the fiber is
Einstein RicΣC

= (n− 2)k0 gΣC
, where k0 is constant; see also the proof of Lemma

4 in [8]. This completes the proof of the proposition.
□

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2, which follows as a special case of the
following more general result.

Theorem 4. Let (Mn, g, f), n ≥ 4, be a complete, simply connected V -static
metric with κ ̸= 0 and f be a proper function. If B(∇f,∇f) = 0, then (Mn, g) is
isometric to either

(1) the standard sphere Sn, or
(2) the Euclidean space Rn, or
(3) the hyperbolic space Hn or
(4) R×φ Σc,

where Σc is a regular level set of the potential function, which is an Einstein mani-
fold with RicΣc = λgΣc , and the warping function φ is a solution of the ODE

(4.7) φ
( R

n− 1
φ+ 2φ′′

)
+ (n− 2)(φ′)2 = λ.
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Proof. By analyticity [20, Proposition 2.1], it suffices to prove the result on Ω =
{p ∈ M : |∇f | ̸= 0}, which exists by Sard’s Theorem and the fact that f is
nontrivial. In the first part of the proof, we shall adapt some ideas outlined in
[13, 16]. First, pick a regular value c of the potential function f and let Σc be the
level surface, that is, Σc = f−1(c). Let I ∈ R be an open interval containing c such
that f has no critical points in the open neighborhood UI = f−1(I) of Σc. Since
(Mn, g) satisfies B(∇f,∇f) = 0 and f is proper, Lemma 3 guarantees that (Mn, g)
has vanishing T tensor2. Therefore, Proposition 4 guarantees that UI admits a local
warped product structure

(4.8) g = dr2 + φ2(r)gΣc ,

where

r(x) =

∫ f

f=c

df

|∇f |
is the signed distance from the regular hypersurface Σc, which is a totally umbilical
Einstein hypersurface. In particular, since Mn is simply connected, then Σc is a
two-sided embedded hypersurface.

In the second part of the proof, we aim to extend the local warped product struc-
ture to a global one. To this end, following [16] and [26], we divide the argument
into a sequence of claims.

Claim 1. The interval in which the warped structure is defined can be extended
as long as the warping function does not vanish.

Let Imax ⊇ I be the maximal interval for which the warped structure (4.8) holds.
Observe that if |∇f | never vanishes, the claim follows immediately. Otherwise,
assume that |∇f |(r̄) = 0 for some r̄, so that either (r̄ − ε, r̄) ⊂ Imax or (r̄, r̄ + ε) ⊂
Imax, that is, r̄ is an endpoint of the interval Imax. Thus, since Ω is dense, by
continuity and smoothness, Σc̄ = f−1(c̄) = r−1(r̄) is a totally umbilical submanifold
and the warped structure can be extended to (r̄−ε, r̄+ε) ⊂ Imax for ε > 0 sufficient
small.

We now have three cases: either φ never vanishes, in which case Imax = R; or it
vanishes at exactly one point, implying that Imax = (a,∞) with limr→a φ(r) = 0;
or it vanishes at precisely two points, so that Imax = (a, b) and limr→a φ(r) =
limr→b φ(r) = 0. Therefore, by a suitable shifting in r, one sees that (Mn, g) is
isometric to one of the following possibilities:

(i) R×φ Σc; or
(ii) [0,∞)×φ Σc; or
(iii) [0, a]×φ Σc.

Claim 2. If (Mn, g) is isometric to either [0,∞)×φ Σc or [0, a]×φ Σc, then Σc

is isometric to Sn−1.

We address here the first case; the second is analogous. Suppose that (Mn, g)
is isometric to [0,∞)×φΣc, where the warped product metric extends smoothly to
{r = 0}. Since φ(0) = 0, smoothness of the metric requires that the slice {0} × Σc

collapses to a single point, denoted by p ∈ M . Consequently, the exponential map

2Obviously, the result also holds if (Mn, g) is Bach-flat.
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at p ensures that Σc is diffeomorphic to Sn−1. Moreover, in a neighborhood of p,
the metric can be expressed in polar coordinates as

(4.9) g = dr2 + r2hr(θ),

where hr is a smooth one-parameter family of metrics on Sn−1, and h0 is the
standard round metric. So, taking into account (4.8), we now need to show that
h0 = gΣc . Indeed, following [13, Claim 4] (see also [9, Lemma 9.114]), the Taylor
expansion of φ has the form

φ(r) = r + ar3 +O(r5),

so that

(4.10) φ2(r) = r2 + 2ar4 +O(r6).

In conjunction with (4.9) and (4.8) yields

φ2(r)gΣc
= r2hr(θ).

Consequently,

r2gΣc
+ 2ar2gΣc

+O(r6)gΣc
= r2hr(θ).

Dividing the above equation by r2 for r > 0 and letting r → 0, one sees that

h0 = lim
r→0

hr = gΣc .

Therefore, the metric on Σc must be the round metric, and hence Σc is isometric
to Sn−1, which completes the proof of Claim 2.

To proceed, observe that if a manifold (Mn, g) is expressed as a warped product
of an interval and an Einstein manifold, then the following ODE holds

(4.11) R =
n− 1

φ2
(λ− 2φφ′′)− (n− 1)(n− 2)

(φ′

φ

)2
,

where λ is the Einstein constant and φ denotes the warping function. We now
distinguish three cases, which will be analyzed separately.

Case 1: (Mn, g) is isometric to [0, a]×φ Sn−1.

In this case, we have λ = n− 2 and (4.11) becomes

(4.12)
R

n− 1
φ2 = (n− 2)(1− (φ′)2)− 2φφ′′,

with φ(0) = 0. In particular, for the metric to extend smoothly, we have φ′(0) = 1.
We then solve this initial value problem, which depends only on the sign of the
scalar curvature R as follows.

(i) IfR > 0, then φ(r) =
√

n(n−1)
R sin

(√
R

n(n−1)r

)
and [0, a] =

[
0,
√

n(n−1)
R π

]
.

Hence, (Mn, g) is isometric to the standard sphere Sn.
(ii) If R = 0, then φ(r) = r. As observed in the proof of Claim 1, for such an

isometry to occur, the warping function would have to vanish at exactly
two points; therefore, this case cannot arise.
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(iii) If R < 0, then φ(r) =
√
−n(n−1)

R sinh

(√
− R

n(n−1)r

)
. As in case (ii), this

situation cannot occur since φ vanishes at only one point.

Case 2: (Mn, g) is isometric to [0,∞)×φ Sn−1.

Similar to the previous case, the initial data are given by φ(0) = 0 and φ′(0) = 1,
and the corresponding ODE coincides with (4.12). Therefore, the possible solutions
φ(r) are the same as in Case 1.

(i) If R > 0, one observes that φ vanishes at two points. However, from the
proof of Claim 1, we know that in the isometric case the warping function
must vanish at exactly one point. Therefore, the case R > 0 cannot occur.

(ii) If R = 0, one deduces that φ(r) = r. Therefore, (Mn, g) is isometric to the
Euclidean space Rn.

(iii) If R < 0, then φ(r) =
√
−n(n−1)

R sinh

(√
− R

n(n−1)r

)
. Thus, (Mn, g) is

isometric to the hyperbolic space Hn.

Case 3: (Mn, g) is isometric to R×φ Σc.

In this case, it follows from (4.11) that

(4.13) φ
( R

n− 1
φ+ 2φ′′

)
+ (n− 2)(φ′)2 = λ.

This analysis covers all possible cases, and the theorem is thus proved. □

Remark 5. We note that φ satisfying

(φ′)2 =
λ

n− 2
− R

n− 1
φ2

is a solution of (4.13). In particular, differentiating this identity gives φ′′ = − R
n−1φ,

which provides a direct solution of (4.13). However, since no initial data are avail-
able in Case 3, we cannot assert the uniqueness of such a solution. Nevertheless,
we have the following:

• If R ≥ 0 and λ ≤ 0, then (4.13) implies φ′′ ≤ 0. Because φ is a positive
and weakly concave function on R, it must be constant. Substituting this
into (4.13) then forces R = λ = 0. Consequently, by [32, Theorem 2.2], Mn

is isometric to the Euclidean space Rn.

We now turn our attention to the lower dimensional cases.

Proof of Corollary 1. First, notice that items (1)–(3) of Corollary 1 follow im-
mediately from Theorem 2, so we are left to analyze the last case. Since the function
φ is not determined by an initial value problem, we are unable to explicitly solve
it; however, we can still make progress in understanding the structure of Σc.

Observe that, under the assumption that M4 is simply connected, the level
set Σc is necessarily simply connected as well. Therefore, Σc is a compact, simply
connected, 3-dimensional Einstein manifold. Thus, it follows from the Killing–Hopf
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theorem that Σc is isometric to S3. Finally, by substituting n = 4 and λ = 2 into
the general ODE (4.7), we obtain

φ

(
φ′′ +

R

6
φ

)
+ (φ′)2 = 1,

which characterizes the warping function φ, and completes the proof. □

We now present the proof of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. In the first part of the proof, we follow [13, Theorem 1.2].
In dimension 3, by a standard argument involving the definitions of the Bach and
Cotton tensors, we infer

(4.14) ∇iBij∇jf = −RikCjki∇jf = −1

2

(
CjkiRik∇jf + CkjiRij∇kf

)
;

for more details, see [13, Eq. (4.2)] and [8, Eq. (3.3)].
Plugging (2.14) and the fact that C is trace-free into (4.14), one obtains that

div B(∇f) =
1

2
Ckji (Rik∇jf −Rij∇kf) =

1

4
CkjiTkji.

Applying Lemma 1 together with the fact that W = 0, we deduce

(4.15) div B(∇f) =
f

4
|C|2.

Thus, assuming that div B(∇f) = 0 – in particular, when M3 is Bach-flat – we
conclude from Lemma 1 that T ≡ 0. It then follows from Proposition 4 that (M3, g)
is locally a warped product. Consequently, repeating the arguments from the second
part of the proof of Theorem 2, we deduce that M3 is isometric to one of the
following spaces: the standard sphere S3, the Euclidean space R3, the hyperbolic
space H3, or R×φ Σc, where Σc is a regular level set of the potential function and
the warping function φ satisfies

(4.16) φ
(R
2
φ+ 2φ′′

)
+ (φ′)2 = λ.

In the last case, by [32, Proposition 3.1 (i)], we have that Σc is Einstein manifold,
i.e., RicΣc

= λgΣc
with λ constant. Therefore, Σc has constant sectional curvature

(see [9, Proposition 1.120]). By using the Killing–Hopf theorem and the fact that
f is proper, one concludes that the level set Σc is isometric to S2. This completes
the proof of the theorem. □
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Campus do Pici, Av. Humberto Monte, Bloco 914, 60455-760, Fortaleza - CE, Brazil

Email address: caioadler@alu.ufc.br
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