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ISOMETRY OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS TO SPHERES

KENTARO YANO & HITOSI HIRAMATU

1. Introduction

Let M be a differentiable connected Riemannian manifold of dimension 7.
We cover M by a system of coordinate neighborhoods {U ; x"}, where and in
the sequel indices 4,1, J, k, - - - run over the range {1,2, - - -, n}, and denote
by g, Vj, Ky, K;; and K the metric tensor, the operator of covariant dif-
ferentiation with respect to the Levi-Civita connection, the curvature tensor,
the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature of M respectively.

An infinitesimal transformation v* on M is said to be conformal if it satisfies

a1an L8y =V + Viv; = 208 (v; = g™

for a certain function p on M, where %, denotes the operator of Lie deriva-
tion with respect to the vector field v (see [6]). When we refer in the sequel
to an infinitesimal conformal transformation v, we always mean by p the func-
tion appearing in (1.1). When p in (1.1) is a constant (respectively, zero), the
infinitesimal transformation is said to be homothetic (respectively, isometric).

We also denote by %, the operator of Lie derivation with respect to the
vector field p? defined by

1.2 o' = g"on =V'p,
where
(1.3) Pi=g,,  on="sp,

g** being contravariant components of the metric tensor. We use g;; and g
to lower and raise the indices respectively.

The problem of finding conditions for a Riemannian manifold admitting an
infinitesimal conformal transformation v to be isometric to a sphere has been
extensively studied. For the history of this problem, see [7] and [8]. But in
almost all the results on this problem the condition K = constant or &, K =
0 has been assumed. As results in which the conditon ¥ ,K = 0 is not assum-
ed, Sawaki and one of the present authors [12] (see also [11]) proved the fol-
lowing two theorems, in which and the remainder of this section, unless stated
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otherwise, M will always denote a compact oriented Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 2 admitting an infinitesimal nonhomothetic conformal trans-
formation v.

Theorem A. M is isometric to a sphere if v satisfies

(1.4) zv[gv(anz — %AK) 4 2+ D —2) A,?,,K] —0,

nn 4+ 2)
where
(1.5) Gy =K, — %ngi ,
(1.6) HGHZ = GjiGji s

4 = g''fV ¥, denoting the Laplacian.
Theorem B. M is isometric to a sphere if v satisfies

1.7 g,,[gv(uznz __4 AK) n MALPUK] —0,

n+ 2 nn + 2)
where
1
(1.8) ijz'h = Kkjih - mK(aﬁgﬁ — 5?31:2‘) s
(1.9 1Z|fF = ijihzkjin .

Recently Amur and Hegde [2] (see also [3]) proved the following two theo-
rems.
Theorem C. M is conformal to a sphere if v satisfies £ p, % ,K = 0 and

(1.10) f (G,.ipfpi n Lzzvme)dV >0,
M n

where ¥, denotes the operator of Lie derivation with respect to p* and dV
the volume element of M.

Theorem D. M is conformal to a sphere if v satisfies &, ,K=0, £ ,% p,K
>0and Z,||G|F = 0.

Very recently the present authors [9] proved the following two theorems.

Theorem E. M is isometric to a sphere if v satisfies &, ||G|* = 0 and

Kp;p'dV
(1.11) ‘[M -
: 1

> L[ gk 4+ (1 + 2pKZK + (2,K7IaV .
2n(n — 1) Ju
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Theorem F. M is isometric to a sphere if v satisfies &, ||Z|? = 0 and
1.11).

All the above theorems have been obtained by applying the following Theo-
rem G of Tashiro [5].

The purpose of the present paper is to continue the joint work of the pres-
ent authors [9] and to prove some propositions on isometry of Riemannian
manifolds to spheres, in which the operator of Lie derivation %5, plays an
important role.

In the sequel, we need the following theorems.

Theorem G (Tashiro [5]). If a complete Riemannian manifold M of di-
mension n > 2 admits a complete infinitesimal nonhomothetic conformal trans-
formation v such that

(1.12) Vjpi - %Apgji =0,

then M is isometric to a sphere.

Theorem H (Yano and Obata [10]. See also Obata [4]). If a complete Rie-
mannian manifold M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonconstant function p
satisfying

1.13) V00 — %Apgji -0, %,K=0,

then M is isometric to a sphere.

We remark here that if a Riemannian manifold M of dimension # is iso-
metric to a sphere, then M admits not only an infinitesimal nonhomothetic
conformal transformation v satisfying (1.1) and (1.12) but also a nonconstant
function p satisfying (1.13).

2. Lemmas

In this section we prove some lemmas which we need in the next section.
M is supposed to be a compact oriented Riemannian manifold of dimension
n in all the lemmas except in Lemmas 4, 5, 6, 9 where M is supposed to be
only a Riemannian manifold.

Lemma 1. If M admits an infinitesimal conformal transformation v, then,
for the function p appearing in (1.1) and for an arbitrary function f on M, we
have

@.1) JM ofdV = —_ln_ fM 2. fav .

Proof. Since np = V,v*, by Green’s theorem (see [7]) we have
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0= jM 7 (fot)dV = L, Lo fdV + nfM ofdV

which proves (2.1).
Lemma 2. In M we have

j P hdV = f L oufdV =f T HF RV
2.2) M M M
—_ f fAndv = _j hAtdV
M M
for any functions f and h on M, where ¥ 1,; denotes the operator of Lie deri-

vation with respect to the vector field V'f on M.
Proof. This follows from

0= f v (f7ihdV = f THT RV + f f4hav |
M M M
0= J V,(hWriHav = I W THHAV + J hdfdv .
M M M
Lemma 3. In M we have
2.3) J' p4KAV = _2J ooV KdV
M M
for any function p on M, K being the scalar curvature of M.

Proof. We have (2.3) by putting f = K and & = p? in (2.2).
Lemma 4 (Yarno [7]). For an infinitesimal conformal transformation v in

M, we have

2.4 LKy = —0W 0, + 0 pi — Vo8 + Vi0"8ki
2.5) LKy = —(n— 2V 0, — dpgy; »

(2.6) F.K = —2(n— 1Ddp — 20K .

Proof. We can prove these by using (1.1) and the following formulas on
Lie derivatives :

Lo} = 0% + dtp; — 80"
gkajih = ngv{jhi} - ngv{khi} )

{;*:} denoting Christoffel symbols formed with g ;.
Lemma 5. For an infinitesimal conformal transformation v in M, we have

Q.7 2.6y = —(n — 2)(7,-;» _ %Apgﬁ) ,
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gvzkjih = “5:’:’7]& + 5?’774’1 - Vkphgji + Vjphgki

(2.8)
+ %Ap(azgﬂ — o) »

where G, and Z,;;" are defined by (1.5) and (1.8) respectively.

Proof. These follow from Lemma 4.

Lemma 6. If M admits an infinitesimal conformal transformation v, then
for any function f on M we have

2.9 42 f = Lo Af + 2pdf — (n — 2)p'V if .

Proof. For an infinitesimal conformal transformation v, we have (see [7])
(2.10) GV 7wt + Kot + P 2@t = 0.
n
Thus we obtain (2.9) by using (2.10) and the identity

gjiVszan — K,V f =V,4f),

which holds for any function f on M.
Lemma 7. If M admits an infinitesimal conformal transformation v, then

.[ L%, KdV
.11 "
n n
= 2, KAV j A% KdV |
n+2 IM o + n+2Jx o
2.12) J Lo, LKAV = —I 0L KdV |
M M
and consequently
Pro KAV
@2.13) Lf oo
_ 2n + 1) I
- L dKdV + 2T D 4w KdV
n+2IM'O + n+2 a? KV

where Do denotes the vector field p', and [v, Dp)] the commutator of vector
fields v and Dp.
Proof. Using Lemmas 1, 3 and 6, we have

j 0L AKAV = f o2 KdV — 2j P4KAV + (n — 2)f 0oV KdV
M M M M

- J pA LKAV + (n + 2)j 0%y, KdV
M M
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= J pdz Kay — 12 f %, %0 KdV
M n M

which proves (2.11). (2.12) follows immediately from Lemma 2.
Lemma 8. In M we have, for any function p on M,

(2.14) J K, plpidV = __LJ o(L,K )87V
u 2 Jn

f K jip'p'dV
M

(2.15) ) ]
= -7 J LKAV — o IM (L0, Ky jin)g""g""dV .

Proof. From the definition of K it follows that

IM o< p KdV = jM 0% 5,(K ;:87)dV
(2.16)
= JM o(Zp,K ;)8 AV + JM oK L p,8%%dV .

On the other hand, since p; is a gradient, we have
(2.17) gngji = 2‘7]‘01 5 gngji = "‘27‘7{7’Z 5
(2.18) Vi(op’K i) = K jip70" + oK V70" + $pp'V:iK ,

where we have used V'K ;; = 4/ ,K. Using (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18), we have
(2.14). We also have

JM 0Zp KdV = _[M pgDp(Kkjihgkhgji)dV
(2.19)
= _[M (L p,Kyjin)8* 8" AV — 4 IM oK ;ViptdV ,

from which and (2.18), (2.15) follows immediately.
Lemma 9. In M we have, for any function p on M,

K;ip'o® + %(Ap)z + fopdp—%de%m

(2.20) . .
= —<Vjpi - —A.Ogﬂ><7"0i - ——4’108“> .

n n

Proof. Using Ricci formula we have

AgD,oP = gijij(PiPi) = 2gijk(PiVjpi)
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= 288V j00)0° + 207 ;007 p")
=288V ro; — Kisi"on)0* + 207 09 p") ,

from which we find (2.20).
Lemma 10. In M we have, for any function p on M,

10t ”"1J$Adv
IMKmopdV+ ) Zode

2.21) 1 ]
= —j (Vjpi — —Apgji)<l7jpi — —Apg”)dV ,
M n n
or
I Kplpiay — =1 f doydV
M n M
2.22)

- —j (Vjpi — lApgﬁ)(pri — lApgﬂ>dV .
M n n

Proof. These follow from Lemmas 2 and 9.
Lemma 11. A sphere S™ of dimension n > 2 admits a nonconstant func-
tion p such that

and consequently

L Kap=0, 7Fudp+

2.24) A4
( ) ‘0+n——1 n—1

(2.25) P do — Larg, = 0.
n

Proof. It is known [11] that $* admits a nonconstant function p such that
(2.23) holds. This shows that the vector field p? defines an infinitesimal non-
homothetic conformal transformation on S$™ with the associated function
(1/m)dp. Since K is a positive constant, using (2.6) in which v and p are re-
placed by p" and (1/n)dp respectively we have the first equation of (2.24) and
therefore 4p 4 (1/(n — 1))pK = ¢ (c: constant), which implies the second
equation of (2.24). From (2.23) and (2.24) we obtain (2.25).

3. Propositions

In this section, we prove a series of propositions in which the operator of
Lie derivation #;, plays an important role. M is supposed to be a compact
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oriented Riemannian manifold of dimension » admitting an infinitesimal con-
formal transformation v in all the propositions and corollaries except : in Pro-
position 4 where M is supposed to be a complete Riemannian manifold of
dimension »n > 2, in Propositions 5, 7 and Corollary 5 where M is supposed
to be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimension » > 2 admitting a com-
plete infinitesimal nonhomothetic conformal transformation v, in Propositions
6, 12 and 13 where M is supposed to be only a Riemannian manifold, and in
Propositions 8, 10 and Corollaries 1, 3 where M is supposed to be a compact
oriented Riemannian manifold of dimension n.
Proposition 1. For M we have

3.1) I Gup'pdV + LZJ %, o, KAV — —j %o, 2 KAV <0 .
M n M

The M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that the equality
in (3.1) holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. By using (1.5), (2.6), Lemmas 1 and 2 and the identity

(3.2) j 7 (oo K)dV = I Koip'dV + j oKdpdV + J ooV KAV =0 ,
M M M M

we have

-1

j K,pp'dV — I oydV
M M

=I Gypp'dV + LI Kpp'dv — 1= 1 f dpydv
M n M

- I G ppdV — l'[ 0%, KdV — _j oK dpdV
M n M

_n—t j oydV
n M
— f G iplodV + LZI 2. Lo, KdV + _I (4p) L KdV
M n M
— I G o'dV + _12_[ Lo, KdV — ﬁj Lo, LKAV .
M n M
Thus from Lemma 10 we obtain

j Gup’'dV + _J %, %5 KdV — _f L, @ KdV
M
(3.3) |
— _I (Vjpi — -——Apgﬂ>(‘7jpi — _Apgﬁ)dV ,
M n n
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which implies (3.1). If the equality in (3.1) holds, then from (3.3) and Theo-
rem G it follows that M is isometric to a sphere. Conversely, if M is isometric
to a sphere, M admits an infinitesimal nonhomothetic conformal transforma-

tion v such that the equality in (3.1) holds because, for a sphere, G;; = 0 and
K is a positive constant.

Proposition 1 is a generalization of Theorem C.
Proposition 2. If the dimension n of M is greater than 2, then

(3.4) f 2.2, |G AV — (n — 2) f LronKdV >0 .
M M

The M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that the equality
in (3.4) holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. First of all we have

Z, |GIF = 2(£,G;)G" — 4p |G| .
Substituting (2.7) in the above equation we find
Z,IG|F = =2(n — 2)G,; V70t — 4p||G|*,

because of G;;8/* = 0 or

: 2 1 1
3.5) K, FVipi=— GIf — ————Z,|IG|! + —Kdp .
(3.5 Ve w2 PG = 5 =y L IO + Ko

Using (2.18) and (3.5) we have
Vi(op'K ;1) = K;ip%0" — _;;—_2_-2—‘02 1GIP

1 1
———— oL, |G| + =p&Lp,K + pKdp .
2 2) ” ” 2P Dp ) Ap

Integrating both sides of the above equation over M and using (2.6) and
Lemmas 1 and 2, we obtain

. 1
Kyplptav — J 2
IM 0’ ptdV M(Ap) dVv

n

=2 slcrav -
n—2Ju

1 :
o j XA

1 I lj’ n—1
— | £, %p.KdV — — K — 2
+ o |, L, ~ |, oKdpdv = J'M(Ap)dv
2 J’ 5 2 1 I
= — G dV_‘— gvgv 2
oy | NG — ot [ 2.2, |G av
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1 1 I
— | L.%p KdV — — | ¥,,Z,KdV ,
+2nIM v e 2n Ju "
or, by Lemma 10,
I 2,2,|GFdV — (n — 2) f Lo KdV
M M
— 2n(n — 2)I <Vjpi - lApgﬁ><pri - lApgﬂ)dV
o n n
+an [ olGIav,
M

which together with Theorem G gives the proposition.
Remark 1. Proposition 2 is a generalization of Theorem D. Using (2.13)
and Lemma 1 we have

f Lo nKdV
3.6 "

S f 2,2, AKdV — Mf 2 4%, KdV .
n+2Ju nn + 2) Ju

Therefore Proposition 2 is essentially equivalent to Theorem A. Using (2.6),
(3.2) and Lemmas 1 and 2 we have

f Lo p KAV = nf Kpio'dV
M M
3.7 1
- ‘—j 2no'K + (n + DpKLK + (£,KMdV
2n —1) Jx

which implies that Proposition 2 is essentially equivalent to Theorem E.
Proposition 3. For M we have

(3.8) I Lo |1 ZIP AV — 4[ Zeo 0KV > 0.
M M

The M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that the equality in
(3.8) holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. First of all we have

Lo ZIP = AL Zi ;ML — 4p || Z] .
Substituting (2.8) in the above equation we find
Lo ZIF = —8G 7o' — 4pIZ]",

because of Z,;;* = G;; and G;,87* = 0, or
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1 1
3.9 Kt = —20lZIF — g, 1Z)F + Kdp.

Using (2.18) and (3.9) we have
; 1
Vieo'K 1) = Kyuo'o* — =011 ZIF

1 1 1
— — 0P NZIF + —0Ln,K + —pKdp .
g0 [ ||+zp Do +np 14

Integrating both sides of the above equation over M and using (2.6) and
Lemmas 1 and 2, we obtain

I Kolpdy — =1 I (dpydv
M
=L dlzrav — | .z 1zpav
#j P, KV — #j L, 2 KAV
n M

or, by Lemma 10,

[ zzzrav — 4] zuoaKav
M M
= gnj (Vjpi — lApgﬂ)(pri - LApgﬁ>dV + 4nj~ o Z|Fav ,
M n n 4

which together with Theorem G gives Proposition 3.

Remark 2. Using (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8) we see that Proposition 3 is es-
sentially equivalent to Theorems B and F.

Proposition 4. M admits a nonconstant function p satisfying

(3.10) gngji = 208, » gDpK =0,

o being a function on M, if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.

Proof. 1If M admits a nonconstant function p satisfying (3.10), then, by
Theorem H, M is isometric to a sphere because (3.10) is equivalent to (1.13).
Conversely if M is isometric to a sphere, then M admits a nonconstant func-
tion p satisfying (2.23) and hence (3.10) because K is a positive constant for
a sphere.

Propeosition 5. M admits a transformation v such that

L8y = 250811 >

¢ being a function on M, if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
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Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem G.

Ackler and Hsiung [1] proved this proposition for a special case in which
the manifold M is compact and oriented and both #,K = 0 and ¥, K =0
hold.

Proposition 6. For any function p on M we have

3.11) Ko + %(Ap)z + Lo dp — %Agp,,p <0.

The complete M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonconstant function p such
that the equality in (3.11) holds and ¥ ,,K = Q if and only if M is isometric
to a sphere.

Proof. This follows from Theorem H and Lemma 9.

Proposition 7. M admits a transformation v such that the equality in (3.11)
holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.

Proof. This follows from Theorem G and Lemma 9.

Proposition 8. For any function p on M we have

(3.12) f (LK g dV + 2(_”—_Dj ppdV >0 |
M n M

The M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonconstant function p such that & ,,K
= 0 and the equality in (3.12) holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. Using Lemmas 2, 8§ and 10 we have

JM p(ZD,,Kji)g”dV + 2_(”_;& fM pAZpdV
(3.13) 1 1
M n n

which together with Theorem H gives Proposition 8.
Corollary 1. M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonconstant function p such
that ¢, K = 0 and

(3.14) Lo Ky = ——g(in_z__lldngﬁ ,

if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. If M is isometric to a sphere, then M admits a nonconstant func-
tion p such that (2.23) holds. Therefore using (2.24) we have

1 2
gDiji = ;Kgngji = ;KVjPi

08 ji -

2 2(n — 1
= FKAngi = _%AZ
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The “only if” part of the corollary is an immediate consequence of Proposi-
tion 8.

Remark 3. By (2.25) in Lemma 11, (3.14) in Corollary 1 can be replaced
by

2(

(3.15) Zo Ky = ——nT—QVjV,.Ap .

Proposition 9. For M we have (3.12), and the M of dimension n > 2 ad-
mits a nonhomothetic v such that the equality in (3.12) holds if and only if M
is isometric to a sphere.

Proof. This follows from (3.13) and Theorem G.

Corollary 2. M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that
(3.14) holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 11 and Proposition 9.

Remark 4. By (2.25) in Lemma 11, (3.14) in Corollary 2 can be replaced
by (3.15).

Proposition 10. For any function p on M we have

j p(gDpKkjih)gkhgﬂdV + j 0, KdV
(3.16) ¥ u
4(n — 1) .
+ === pdpdV >0 .
n o

The M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonconstant function p such that ¥ K
= 0 and the equality in (3.16) holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. Using Lemmas 2, 8 and 10, we have

JM o(&L 5Ky jin)g""g*dV + L{ 0% 5, KdV + MJ pd?pdV
M
(3.17) 1 "
=4 (700 = Lage,o)(rio — Lapgr)av
M n n

which together with Theorem H gives the proposition.
Corollary 3. M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonconstant function o such
that ,,K = 0 and

4
(3.18) LpoKijin = _?‘Azp(gkhgji — 818k >

if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. 1f M is isometric to a sphere, then M admits a nonconstant func-
tion p such that (2.23) holds. Since K is a positive constant and
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B S
nn—1)

for a sphere, using (2.24) we obtain

2
m—K(Vkphg]z + gthjpi — Vjphgki — gthkPi)

Kka'n = K(gkhgji - gjhgki)

gDpKkjih =
2
= —’;‘(VthAngi + gthjViAp - VthApgki - gthkViAp) s

which together with (2.25) gives (3.18). The “only if” part of the corollary
is an immediate consequence of Proposition 10.

Remark 5. As is seen in the proof of Corollary 3, (3.18) in Corollary 3
can be replaced by

gDpKk jih

(3.19) 2
= _‘;(VthAngi + glchsz'AP - VjVnAPgm' — gthkViAp) .

Proposition 11. For M we have (3.16). The M of dimension n > 2 admits
a nonhomothetic v such that the equality in (3.16) holds if and only if M is
isometric to a sphere.

Proof. This follows from (3.17) and Theorem G.

Corollary 4. M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that

gﬂpKk jin
(3.20) B 1

= __[gDpK + Mdzp](gkhgji — gjhgki)
nn—1) n

holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 11 and Proposition 11.

Remark 6. In Corollary 4, we see, by using Lemma 11, that (3.20) can
be replaced by

gDpKkjih

(3.21) - m(e?z)plo(gkhgﬂ g]hgkz)

~ 20 ps.i + 8l il — V7 st — 87 ) -

Proposition 12.  If M of dimension n > 2 admits an infinitesimal conformal
transformation v, then

(3.22) (£5,2,G;)8" < 0.



ISOMETRY OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS 457

The complete M of dimension n > 2 admits a complete infinitesimal nornho-
mothetic conformal transformation v such that the equality in (3.22) holds if
and only if M is isometric to a sphere.

Proof. By using (2.7) we have

(vaji)gji =0,
and consequently
(L0, Z0G 8" = —(Z£,G )L p,8" = 2L,G )V p

— 2 — 2)(17ij. _ %Apgji)Vjpi

Il

which together with Theorem G gives the proposition.
Proposition 13. For M of dimension n > 2 we have

(3.23) (gngvij’ﬁh - 2P$Dpzkjih)gkhgji <0.

The complete M of dimension n > 2 admits a complete nonhomothetic v such
that the equality in (3.23) holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. From (2.8) it follows that

LoLyjin = _gthjpi + gthsz' - Vkpngji + Vjph,gki
2
+7A‘0(gkhgji — 8in8k) + 20Zy i1 »
and therefore that
(gvzkjih)gkhgﬁ =0.
Using this we obtain
(gngvijih)gkhgji
= 4(°?vzkjih)gﬁ7kph
= —400 — D(F 100 — o) (Po* — L pg*)
n n
+ 8pZ;in8"VEp" .
On the other hand, since Z;;;,8""g’* = 0 we have
(gDkajih)gkhgji = 4ijingji7k‘0h .
Thus
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(gngvij'lh - 2P$Dpzkﬁh)gkh8ﬂ

— —4(n— 2)<Vjpi - %A‘ogﬁ><‘71pi - %Apg”) ,

which together with Theorem G gives the proposition.
Corollary 5. M admits a transformation v such that

(3'24) $Dp$iji = 0
or
(3.25) gppgvzkﬁh —_ ZpZDPijM = 0 5

if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. This follows from Propositions 12 and 13.
Proposition 14. For M we have

(3.26) IM o(L0,G gV — %IM LropoKdV >0 .

The M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that the equality
in (3.26) holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. We have, by using G;;,87* = 0,

P(gmGﬂ)gﬂ = _pGjigngji = 2PGjiVjPi

(3.27) — 20K, Fipt — 2 oKdp
n

or, using (2.18),
1 i — PippiK.) — Kooloh — Lo K — L oKd
E—p(gDpGji)g = V¥ (pp’K ;5) 7i0’ P EP Dp " pA4p .

Integrating both sides of the above equation over M and using (2.6), we find

I Kuppav — =1 I oydV
M n M

1 i 1
= — 7 ‘[M p(gDpGji)g] av — 3 IM pgDPKdV

_1 J' pKdpdv — =1 f oydV
nJm n M

1 : 1
= —? .[M P(ganji)gj av + E J‘M gngpKdV
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+o— | UpzKav,
2n Ju

or, by Lemmas 2 and 10,

[ o znCoeay — L[ 2., Kav

(3.28) 1 1
- 2f (Vjpi - —Apgji)<‘7jpi _ _Apgﬂ)dv ,

M n n

which together with Theorem G gives the proposition.
Corollary 6. M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that

1
(3.29) PgﬂpGji = —n—z(eg[v,z)p]K)gji s

if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 14.
Corollary 7. M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that

1

3.30 Lp, Gy = —————
(3.30) 0,5 5 nn F2)

[gvAK _2nt 1) I)A,sva]gji ,

n

if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. This follows from Lemma 7 and Proposition 14.
Proposition 15. For M we have

‘ 2
(3.31) IM oo et giaV — 2 JM Ly o KdV >0 .

The M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that the equality
in (3.31) holds if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. We have, by using Z,;;,8*" = G;; and G’ = 0,

(Lo, Zisin)8 " 8" = —20G ;¥ 5,87" ,
which together with
o(Zp,G )8 = —pG ;&L p,8%"
implies
p(gDkajih)gkhgji = 2p($DpGji)gji .

Integrating both sides of the above equation over M and using (3.28), we obtain

j p(gDkajih)gkhgjidV - zj g[v,nledV
M nJu
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= 4J (‘7 i0: — lApgjz)(V It — léhog”)dV ,
M n n

which together with Theorem G gives the proposition.
Corollary 8. M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that

2

3.32) 0%pZisin = — 2
( ) 02 pelokjin 7 — 1)

(g[v,D,a]K)(gkhgji — gjhgki) s

if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. 'This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 15.
Corollary 9. M of dimension n > 2 admits a nonhomothetic v such that

gDkajih
(3.33) — 2
nn — 1)(n + 2)

2
[vaK — &r’lﬂd"?v[(](gkhgji — 8in8ki) »

if and only if M is isometric to a sphere.
Proof. This follows from Lemma 7 and Proposition 15.
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