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THE GAP PHENOMENON FOR CONFORMALLY RELATED EINSTEIN

METRICS

JOSEF ŠILHAN AND JAN GREGOROVIČ

Abstract. We determine the submaximal dimensions of the spaces of almost Einstein scales
and normal conformal Killing fields for connected conformal manifolds. The results depend on
the signature and dimension n of the conformally nonflat conformal manifold. In the Riemannian

case, these two dimensions are at most n−3 and (n−4)(n−3)
2

, respectively. In the Lorentzian case,

these two dimensions are at most n−2 and
(n−3)(n−2)

2
, respectively. In the remaining signatures,

these two dimensions are at most n−1 and
(n−2)(n−1)

2
, respectively. This upper bound is sharp

and to realize examples of submaximal dimensions, we first provide them directly in dimension
4. In higher dimensions, we construct the submaximal examples as the (warped) product of the
(pseudo)-Euclidean base of dimension n−4 with one of the 4-dimensional submaximal examples.

1. Introduction

The Einstein metrics play a prominent role in the semi-Riemannian geometry. Conformal geom-
etry (M, [g]) on a smooth manifold M is a class of conformally related metrics (of any signature)
[g] = {ϕ2g} for ϕ ∈ C∞(M) positive everywhere and n = dimM ≥ 3. Throughout this paper, we
assume M is connected. Study of Einstein metrics in [g] is both a classical problem [3] as well as
an active area of recent research, see e.g. the survey [11], discussion of curvature obstructions for
Einstein metrics [8] or the monograph [2] for further related questions.

We focus on a rather basic question: ”how many“ Einstein metrics – locally – can be in [g]? To
make this more precise, we need the so-called conformal-to-Einstein operator

E [1] → E(ab)0 [1], σ 7→
(
∇(a∇b)0 + P(ab)0

)
σ. (1)

We use the notation E [w], w ∈ R for the bundle of ordinary (−w
n
)-densities, ∇ is the Levi-

Civita connection of g, ( )0 denotes the trace-free part and Pab denotes the Schouten tensor of
g. We also use the abstract index notation, i.e. Ea = T ∗M , E(ab) = S2T ∗M , etc. This operator
is linear, conformally invariant, overdetermined, and solutions σ ∈ E [1] without zeros are in 1-1
correspondence with Einstein metrics in [g]. Solutions (possibly with zeros) are known as almost
Einstein scales and we denote by daE dimension of the solution space of (1). It is well-known
that (1) has the maximal value daE = n+2 on locally conformally flat manifolds, i.e., when there
is (locally) the (pseudo)Euclidean metric in [g]. Thus our problem can be formulated as follows:
what is the submaximal value of daE , i.e. the maximal value of daE under the assumption (M, [g])
is not locally conformally flat? Our first main result is a complete answer that covers both the
submaximal dimension (cf. Theorem 1.1 below) and specific examples which realize such dimension
(cf. Section 4).

Not surprisingly, the answer in Theorem 1.1 depends on the signature. Another typical feature
for linear overdetermined operators compatible with a geometrical structure is a gap between the
maximal dimension (which is n+2 in our case) on locally flat geometries and the submaximal value
(which is n − 3, n − 2, n − 1 in Riemannian, Lorentzian, and remaining signatures, respectively,
according to Theorem 1.1). This is known as a gap phenomenon and it is usually studied for
dimension of algebra of infinitesimal symmetries. In the conformal case, vector fields on M are
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infinitesimal symmetries – or conformal Killing fields – of [g], if they are solutions of the operator

Ea[2] → E(ab)0 [2], ka 7→ ∇(akb)0 . (2)

Note our convention for densities means Ea[2] ∼= Ea = TM . As in the case of operator (1), this
operator is linear, conformally invariant, and overdetermined. Denoting dimension of the solution

space by dcK , the maximal value is dcK = (n+1)(n+2)
2 in the locally flat case and the submaximal

dimension is a problem with a long history; we refer to [12] for details and related results for a
much bigger class of geometrical structures.

In fact, solutions of (1) and (2) are closely related: if σ, σ̄ ∈ E [1] are solutions of (1) then

ka := σ∇aσ̄ − σ̄∇aσ ∈ Ea[2] (3)

is a solution of (2). Actually, we need to be more specific here: there is a subclass of solutions of
(2) known as normal conformal Killing fields [13] and the conformal Killing field ka from (3) is
always normal. (We shall provide a precise definition of normality below using suitable curvature
quantities). Normal conformal Killing fields form a subspace of solutions of (2) and we denote by

dncK its dimension. Of course, the maximal value is dncK = (n+1)(n+2)
2 in the locally flat case. Our

second main result is the submaximal value of dncK , i.e. the maximal value under the assumption
(M, [g]) is not locally conformally flat. Both main results are summarized in the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Assume the conformal manifold (M, [g]) of dimension n ≥ 3 is not locally con-
formally flat. Then dimensions daE of the space almost Einstein scales and dncK of of the space
normal conformal Killing fields satisfy the following:

(1) if g has the Riemannian signature then daE ≤ n− 3 and dncK ≤ (n−4)(n−3)
2 ,

(2) if g has the Lorentzian signature then daE ≤ n− 2 and dncK ≤ (n−3)(n−2)
2 ,

(3) if g has the general signature then daE ≤ n− 1 and dncK ≤ (n−2)(n−1)
2 .

Moreover, all upper bounds are sharp, i.e., there exist conformal classes where these inequalities
are equalities.

By the general signature, we mean signature (p, q), 2 ≤ p ≤ q.

To describe the structure of the article we need more technicalities. For a chosen metric g ∈ [g],
we denote by Rab

c
d the curvature tensor of the Levi-Civita connection ∇. That is, [∇a,∇b]v

c =
Rab

c
dv

d where [·, ·] indicates the commutator bracket. We shall use the decomposition of Rabcd

given by
Rabcd = Wabcd + 2gc[aPb]d + 2gd[bPa]c, (4)

where we use g to lower/rise indexes, Wabcd is the totally trace-free Weyl tensor and Pab is the
symmetric Schouten tensor which we have used in (1). Further, the Cotton tensor is defined by
Ycab := 2∇[aPb]c. The conformal structure (M, [g]) is locally conformally flat if Wabcd = 0 for n ≥ 4
and if Ycab = 0 for n = 3. The normality condition for conformal Killing fields ka discussed before
Theorem 1.1 is given by Wabcrk

r = 0 for n ≥ 4 and by Ycark
r = 0 for n = 3.

The pairing (3) and normality of ka turns out to be crucial to estimate the submaximal dimen-
sions in Theorem 1.1. First, since the pairing is skew-symmetric, it implies dncK ≥ 1

2daE(daE − 1).
Another important consequence is the normality, i.e. Wabcrk

r = 0 for n ≥ 4. Indeed, the maximal
dimension of the vector space {va | Wabcrv

r = 0} for Wabcd nonzero plays a crucial role in the
identification of upper bounds for submaximal values of daE and dncK . Details are in Section 3.
The next step is to find examples of (M, [g]) for which daE and dncK are equal to values claimed
in Theorem 1.1. Here the dimension n = 3 is rather easy, see Section 2.3, and the dimension n = 4
in Section 4.1 is somewhat more involved; for both these dimensions we provide required metrics
directly. In the case of general dimension n ≥ 5, we construct submaximal examples using the
warped product construction, see Sections 4.2 and 4.3. For all dimensions, the construction of ex-
amples is divided into three cases (Riemannian, Lorentzian, and general signature) as in Theorem
1.1.

Finally, note we shall also use conformal tractor calculus. Although this is not needed in most
of the reasoning below, it turns out as a very efficient tool when we discuss Lie algebras of normal
conformal Killing fields for submaximal examples in Theorems 4.7, 4.8 and 4.9.
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2. Conformal geometry

2.1. Notation and conventions. Most of the following conventions are taken from [1]. A con-
formal structure of signature (p, q) on a smooth manifold M of dimension n = p+ q is a class of
pseudo-Riemannian metrics of signature (p, q) that differ by a multiple of an everywhere positive
function. For all tensorial objects on M we use the standard abstract index notation. Thus, the
symbol µa and µa refer to a section of the tangent and cotangent bundle, which is denoted as
Ea := TM and Ea := T ∗M , respectively, multiple indices denote tensor products, e.g. µa

b is a
section of Eab := T ∗M ⊗ TM etc. Round brackets denote symmetrization and square brackets
denote skew symmetrization of enclosed indices, e.g. sections of E[ab] = T ∗M ∧ T ∗M are 2-forms
on M . By E [w] we denote the density bundle of conformal weight w, which is just the bundle of
ordinary (−w

n
)-densities. Tensor products with another bundle are denoted as Ea[w] := Ea ⊗ E [w]

etc. In what follows, the notation as µa ∈ Ea[w] always means that µa is a section (and not an
element) of Ea[w], global or local according to the context.

Conformal structure on M can be described by the conformal metric gab which is a global
section of E(ab)[2]. Any raising and lowering of indices is provided by the conformal metric, e.g.

for µa ∈ Ea[w] we have µa = gabµ
b ∈ Ea[w + 2]. A conformal scale is an everywhere positive

section of E [1]. The choice of scale σ ∈ E [1] corresponds to the choice of metric gab ∈ E(ab) from

the conformal class so that gab = σ−2gab. Transformations of quantities under the change of scale
will be denoted by hats. In particular, for σ̂ = fσ, Υa = f−1∇af and any µa ∈ Ea and τ ∈ E [w],
the Levi-Civita connections change as

∇̂aτ = ∇aτ + wΥaτ,

∇̂aµ
b = ∇aµ

b +Υaµ
b − µaΥ

b + µcΥcδa
b.

(5)

The Schouten tensor from the decomposition (4) of the curvature of ∇ is a trace modification
of the Ricci tensor Ricab = Rca

c
b and vice versa: Ricab = (n− 2)Pab + Jgab, where we write J for

the trace Pab. Conformal transformations of Pab and J are given by

P̂ab = Pab −∇aΥb +ΥaΥb − 1
2Υ

rΥrgab and Ĵ = J −∇rΥr − (n2 − 1)ΥrΥr. (6)

The Cotton tensor is defined by Ycab := 2∇[aPb]c. Via the Bianchi identity, this is related to the
divergence of the Weyl tensor as follows:

(n− 3)Ycab = ∇rWrcab. (7)

The manifold (M, g) is conformally flat if it is locally conformally isomorphic to the Euclidean
metric. It is well known that the conformal flatness can be equivalently characterized by Wabcd = 0
in dimension n ≥ 4 and by Ycab = 0 for n = 3.

The final ingredient is the conformal volume form ǫa1...an
∈ E[a1...an][n]. We shall assume the

normalization ǫ
r1...rn

ǫr1...rn = n!.

2.2. Tractor calculus and invariant operators. An appropriate conformal analogue of differ-
ential calculus based on the Levi-Civita connection is tractor calculus [1]. The standard tractor
bundle T over the conformal manifold M of signature (p, q), where p + q = n = dimM , is the
tractor bundle corresponding to the standard representation R

p+1,q+1 of the conformal principal
group O(p + 1, q + 1). Specifically, T has rank n + 2 and for any choice of scale, it is identified
with the direct sum

T = E [1]⊕ Ea[−1]⊕ E [−1]

whose components change under the conformal rescaling as



σ̂

µ̂a

ρ̂


 =




σ

µa +Υaσ

ρ−Υcµ
c − 1

2ΥcΥ
c σ


 . (8)

Here Υa is the 1-form corresponding to the change of scale as before. Note that the projecting (or
primary) slot is the top one. The bundle T is endowed with the normal tractor connection ∇T ,
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the linear connection that is given by

∇T
a




σ

µb

ρ


 =




∇aσ − µa

∇aµ
b + δa

bρ+ Pa
bσ

∇aρ− Pacµ
c


 .

It follows this definition is indeed conformally invariant. The bundle T also carries the standard
tractor metric denoted by 〈 , 〉, the bundle metric of signature (p+ 1, q+1) that is schematically
represented as 


0 0 1
0 gab 0
1 0 0


 ,

i.e., for any sections U = (σ, µa, ρ) and V = (τ, νa, π) of T ,

〈U, V 〉 = µaν
a + σπ + ρτ.

It follows the standard tractor metric is parallel with respect to ∇T .
Let us discuss parallel tractors in detail. It turns out the tractor I is parallel if and only if

I = (σ,∇a,− 1
n
(∆ + J)σ) =: Iσ up to a constant multiple for a solution σ ∈ E [1] of (1). That is,

there is 1–1 correspondence between solutions of (1) and parallel standard tractors. Further recall
that σ determines the Einstein metric gσab = σ−2gab from [gab] on the open dense subset Mσ where
σ is nonzero. Denoting Jσ the trace of the Schouten metric of gσab, we have

Jσ = −n
2 〈I

σ, Iσ〉 = −n

2
(∇rσ)(∇rσ) + σ∆σ + Jσ2. (9)

Here the second equality is the pairing 〈 , 〉 and the first equality follows on one side from conformal
invariance of 〈Iσ, Iσ〉 and, on the other hand, from evaluation of last three summands in the metric
gσab (when σ is identified with the constant 1).

Also the bundle Λ2T – known as the adjoint tractor bundle – plays an important role for us
because parallel sections of Λ2T are in 1–1 correspondence with normal conformal Killing fields,
i.e., solutions ka of (2) satisfying the normality condition Wabcrk

r = 0 for n ≥ 4 and Yabrk
r = 0

for n = 3.
Further, we shall observe a simple relation between daE and dncK is based on tractor calculus.

Since parallel standard tractors I and Ī give rise to the adjoint parallel tractor I ∧ Ī (which is a
reformulation of (3)), we immediately conclude that

dncK ≥ 1
2daE(daE − 1). (10)

Finally, note that identification of solutions of (1) and normal solutions of (2) with suitable
parallel tractors provides an explicit version of the prolongation of corresponding overdetermined
systems of PDEs (in the conformally invariant way). In particular, every nontrivial solution is
nonzero on an open dense set.

2.3. Elementary observation about submaximal dimensions daE and dncK. First note
these dimensions depend on signature (p, q) of the metric gab and the dimension n of M . We start
with simple observations in the smallest dimensions 3 and 4.

Assume n = 3. Then clearly daE = 0 since the existence of an Einstein scale on an open dense
subset M ′ ⊆ M means Yabc vanishes on M ′ hence (M, [gab]) is conformally flat. Further assume

there is a vector field ka such that Yabrk
r = 0 hence also Yrabk

r = 0 and put Ỹa
b := Yarsǫ

rsb; then

Ỹa
[bkc] = 0. Since Ỹab ∈ E(ab)0 , we conclude Ỹab = fkakb for some f ∈ C∞(M). Assuming Yabc is

nonzero on an open set M ′, ka is null on M ′ hence ka is null everywhere. (In more detail, krkr is
a solution of another first BGG and if krkr = 0 on M ′ then krkr = 0 everywhere.) Summarizing,
dncK = 0 in the Riemannian signature (0, 3) and dncK ≤ 1 in the Lorentzian signature (1, 2). In
fact, there is a well–known example which shows dncK = 1. Specifically, it was observed in [4] that
the Lorentzian metric g on R

3 with coordinates x, y, t given by

g = 1
2

(
dtdy + dydt

)
+ dx2 +

(
x3 + h(y)x

)
dy2 (11)
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satisfies that Ỹ = −6dydy. Here h is any smooth function on R
3 and we consider Ỹ as (0, 2)-tensor.

Moreover, Ỹ is parallel hence the vector field k = ∂
∂t

dual of dy is parallel and null. Thus, k is a
normal conformal Killing field.

Now assume n = 4. Using a well known tensorial identity |W |δac −4W rstaWrstc = 0, we observe
that Wabcrk

r = 0 implies |W |ka = 0. Here |W | = W rstuWrstu. Thus assuming Riemannian
signature (0, 4), if (M, [gab]) is not locally flat then ka = 0 and dncK = 0. This also implies
daE ≤ 1 using the pairing (3). In fact, daE = 1 since there clearly exist Einstein Riemannian
4-manifolds. (We shall deal with indefinite cases in section 3 and 4 below.)

3. The upper bound on submaximal dimensions

Henceforth we assume n ≥ 4. Concerning normal conformal Killing fields, it is clear that
dimension of

kerW := {vr ∈ Er | Wabcrv
r = 0}

will play a crucial role. At a point, this is an algebraic property of Weyl-type tensors. In order to
determine dimension of kerW , we shall use

W [a1a2

[c1c2
δa3

c3
. . . δ

an−1]
cn−1]

= 0 (12)

which is a special case of (more general) Edgar–Höglund identity, cf. [7]. (Note the special case
(12) is rather obvious: contraction with two copies of the volume form ǫa1...an

and ǫ
c1...cn turns

the left–hand side into a 2-tensor build from the Weyl tensor using traces only. Hence the left–
hand side is zero.) Further, we consider the contraction of the previous display with Wa1a2

c1c2 . In
dimension n = 4, this yields the identity |W |δac − 4W rstaWrstc = 0 we have used above to show
that dimkerW = 0 at points where Wabcd 6= 0 for Riemannian signature. In dimension n = 5, we
obtain

|W |δa[cδbd] − 8W rst[aWrst[cδ
d]
b] + 2W rsabWrscd − 8Wr[c|s|

[aW |r|b]s
b] = 0.

Applying vcwd for v, w ∈ kerW to the previous display, we obtain |W |v[awb] = 0 hence dimkerW ≤
1 at points where Wabcd 6= 0 for Riemannian signature. It is not difficult to extend this observation
to dim kerW ≤ n − 4 for Wabcd 6= 0 and Riemannian signature. The following theorem provides
an analogous relation for all signatures using slightly different reasoning:

Theorem 3.1. Fix a point on M where Wabcd 6= 0. Then:

(1) if (M, [g]) has Riemannian signature (0, n) then dim kerW ≤ n− 4,
(2) if (M, [g]) has Lorentzian signature (1, n− 1) then dimkerW ≤ n− 3,
(3) if (M, [g]) has signature (p, q), 2 ≤ p ≤ q then dimkerW ≤ n− 2.

Proof. We shall denote restriction of the metric g to V := kerW by 〈 , 〉 and by V ′ ⊆ V we denote
a maximal subspace such that 〈 , 〉|V ′ is nondegenerate. We observe that if dimV ′ ≥ n − 3 then
Wabcd = 0 at the point. Indeed, consider an orthonormal basis vi ∈ V ′, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 3 such that
〈vi, vj〉 = ±δij where δij is the Kronecker delta (where i and j are not abstract indices). Then also
Wabcdv

d
i = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 3 (with the upper abstract index) hence contracting v

cj
i with (12),

we obtain

W [a1a2

c1c2
vb11 . . . v

bn−3]
n−3 = 0.

Contracting the vectors vi once more to the previous display (i.e. applying (vi)bi with abstract
indices bi), we conclude W a1a2

c1c2
= 0.

It remains to show that if d = dimV is equal to at least n− 3, n− 2 and n− 1 for Riemannian,
Lorentzian, and remaining signatures, respectively, then exists a nondegenerate subspace V ′ ⊆ V

such that dimV ′ = n − 3. This is of course obvious in the Riemannian case. Generally, V ′ is a
complement to V ∩V ⊥ in V . From this one can easily see that dimV ′ ≥ n−3 in all signatures. �

Dimension dimkerW is, of course, much smaller than dncK . In fact, the previous theorem
tells us the upper bound for the number of normal conformal Killing fields which are linearly
independent at a point where Wabcd 6= 0. More generally, we have the following:

Corollary 3.2. Assume x ∈ M is arbitrary and one of the following assumptions holds:
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(1) (M, [gab]) has the Riemannian signature (0, n) and there are d = n− 3 normal conformal
Killing fields linearly independent at x.

(2) (M, [gab]) has the Lorentzian signature (1, n−1) and there are d = n−2 normal conformal
Killing fields linearly independent at x.

(3) (M, [gab]) has the signature (p, q), 2 ≤ p ≤ q and there are d = n − 1 normal conformal
Killing fields linearly independent at x.

Then the conformal manifold (M, [gab]) is flat, i.e., the Weyl tensor vanishes at all points.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 3.1 that Wabcd = 0 at x. Further consider any d-tuple of normal
conformal Killing fields k1, . . . , kd and put ϕ := k1 ∧ . . . ∧ kd ∈ Γ(ΛdTM). Then ϕ is a solution
of a suitable first BGG operator hence ϕ is nonvanishing on an open dense subset of M . Thus
Wabcd = 0 on this subset hence Wabcd = 0 everywhere. �

Now we formulate the main result concerning the upper bound for the dimensions of the spaces
of almost Einstein scales and normal conformal Killing fields.

Theorem 3.3. Assuming (M, [gab]) is not conformally flat, the following holds.

(1) If (M, [gab]) has the Riemannian signature (0, n), then daE ≤ n−3 and dncK ≤ (n−4)(n−3)
2 .

(2) If (M, [gab]) has the Lorentzian signature (1, n − 1), then daE ≤ n − 2 and dncK ≤
(n−3)(n−2)

2 .

(3) If (M, [gab]) has the signature (p, q), 2 ≤ p ≤ q, then daE ≤ n− 1 and dncK ≤ (n−2)(n−1)
2 .

Proof. As two almost Einstein scales combine to a normal conformal Killing field by (3), we can
deduce that d almost Einstein scales provide at least d− 1 linearly independent normal conformal
Killing fields. Thus the upper bound for daE follows from Corollary 3.2.

Now consider the fact that normal conformal Killing fields are polynomial in normal coordinates,
cf. [5, Theorem 3.8]. In particular, they take the form

∑

i

ai∂i +
∑

i<j

aij(xi∂j ± xj∂i) +
∑

i≤j

∑

k

aijkxixj∂k,

for some real constants ai, aij and aijk and ± signs depending on the signature. As we assume
that the Weyl tensor is non-vanishing, aijk depends linearly on ai and aij , because normal con-
formal Killing fields of the form aijkxixj∂k are essential and can not occur on non–flat conformal
geometries. Considering a generic point, we conclude that there are as many linearly indepen-
dent normal conformal Killing fields as the number of different ∂i appearing in different normal
conformal Killing fields. So from Proposition 3.2 we can conclude that the above normal confor-
mal Killing fields depend (in suitable normal coordinates centred at this generic point) only on
n − 4, n − 3 or n − 2 different ∂i (depending on the signature). Then, in the Riemannian case,
we have n − 4 possible coefficients ai and 1

2 (n − 4)(n − 5) possible coefficients aij hence overall
1
2 (n− 4)(n− 5)+ (n− 4) = 1

2 (n− 4)(n− 3) free coefficients. An analogous computation completes
the proof for the remaining signatures. �

4. Realization of submaximal examples as warped products

We shall prove that submaximal values of dncK and daE are equal exactly to the upper bound
observed in Theorem 3.3. In fact, it is sufficient to verify the submaximal value of daE ; the value
of dncK then follows using Theorem 3.3 and the discussion around (10). We need to find specific
conformal structures (M, [g]) which realize the required dimension daE of almost Einstein scales.

Our strategy is to look for g on M , n = dimM in the form of a (warped) product metric.
Specifically, we start with

• (pseudo)-Euclidean manifold (M, ḡ), dimM = n− 4 (the base manifold),

• conformally non-flat Einstein manifold (M̃, g̃), dim M̃ = 4 with the scalar curvature S̃c of
a suitable signature with the submaximal value daE ,
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and use the setup (M = M × M̃, g = ḡ ⊕ f2g̃), dimM = n where f ∈ C∞(M) is nonvanishing.
Then the metric f−2g is a product of conformally flat metric f−2ḡ and non-conformally flat g̃.
That is, the conformal manifold (M, [g]) is not conformally flat.

This construction is based on an Einstein 4-manifold (M̃, g̃) with daE equal to 1, 2, or 3 for
the Riemannian, Lorentzian, and split signature, respectively. These are conformal submaximal
examples in dimension 4 for both daE and dncK and we shall find them directly.

4.1. Submaximal examples in dimension 4. We shall discuss possible signatures separately.
Beside the required value of daE , we shall also discuss possible scalar curvatures (positive, negative
or zero).

I. Riemannian signature. We have daE = 1 hence any conformally non-flat Einstein 4-manifold

(M̃, g̃) is sufficient for our purpose. There are, of course, many such examples. Concerning the
positive scalar curvature, one can use, for example, the Fubiny-Study metric. Using coordinates
x1, x2, x3, x4, this is given by

g̃ = g̃FS := 1
2dx

2
1 +

1
2 cos(x1)

2
[
sin(x1)

2(dx2 − sin(x3)
2dx4)

2 + dx2
3 + cos(x3)

2 sin(x3)
2dx2

4

]
.

The scalar curvature of g̃FS is S̃c = S̃cFS = 48.
In the case of the zero scalar curvature, we need a Ricci-flat conformally non-flat 4-manifold.

Such example is e.g. the Euclidean TAUB-NUT metric given, using coordinates x1, x2, x3, x4, by

g̃ = g̃eTN := (1 + m
x1

)
[
dx2

1 + x2
1(dx

2
2 + sin2 x2 dx

2
3)
]
+ (1 + m

x1

)−1
(
dx4 +m cosx2dx3

)2
, m ∈ R+.

Finally, as an example of a conformally non-flat Einstein 4-manifold with negative scalar cur-
vature, we shall mention a noncompact dual of the Fubiny-Study metric. In coordinates x1, x2,
x3, x4, this is given by

g̃ = g̃hFS := 1
2dx

2
1+

1
2 cosh(x1)

2
[
sinh(x1)

2(dx2 + sinh(x3)
2dx4)

2 + dx2
3 + cosh(x3)

2 sinh(x3)
2dx2

4

]
.

The scalar curvature of g̃hFS is S̃c = S̃chFS = −48.

II. Lorentzian signature. We have daE = 2 and one could expect a variety of possibilities for
signs of scalar curvatures of Einstein scales. However, this is not the case.

Theorem 4.1. Consider a 4-dimensional conformally non-flat manifold (M̃, [g̃]) of Lorentzian or
split signature with daE ≥ 2.

(i) Then every Einstein metric in [g̃] is Ricci flat.

(ii) Further assume (M̃, g̃) is Einstein. Then the space of almost Einstein scales, identified with

functions on (M̃, g̃), has the form

c0 + c′τ ′ for Lorentzian signature, c0 + c′τ ′ + c′′τ ′′ for split signature

where τ ′, τ ′′ ∈ C∞(M̃) and c0, c′, c′′ ∈ R. Moreover ∇̃τ ′ and ∇̃τ ′′ are null and ∆̃τ ′ = ∆̃τ ′′ = 0

where ∇̃ and ∆̃ are the Levi-Civita connection and the Laplacian of g̃, respectively.

Proof. (i) First observe that every k ∈ kerW is null. Indeed, contracting kckf to W[ab
[deδ

f ]
c] = 0

we obtain Wab
cdkrkr = 0. Thus krk

r = 0 everywhere.

Now consider linearly independent almost Einstein scales σ, σ̄ ∈ E [1] on M̃ . The traces of
the Schouten tensors of corresponding metrics will be denoted by Jσ and J σ̄, respectively. We
shall exploit the null normal conformal Killing field ka = σ∇aσ̄ − σ̄∇aσ and for the subsequent
computations, we specialize to the scale σ, i.e., g̃ab = σ−2g̃ab on an open dense set where the
density σ is identified with the constant function 1. Using the Levi-Civita connection ∇ = ∇σ and
its curvature quantities, we have ka = ∇aσ̄, i.e. (∇rσ̄)(∇rσ̄) = 0 hence

(∇a∇rσ̄)(∇r σ̄) = 1
4 (∆σ̄)∇aσ̄ = 0.

Here we have use the fact that ∇a∇bσ̄+Pabσ̄ is a pure trace; since Pab is a pure trace, also ∇a∇bσ̄

is a pure trace. Since ka = ∇aσ̄ is nonzero on an open dense subset, it follows from the previous
display that ∆σ̄ = 0 everywhere.
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Th final step is to compute J σ̄ using (9),

J σ̄ = −n
2 (∇rσ̄)(∇r σ̄) + σ̄∆σ̄ + Jσσ̄2 = Jσσ̄2

since ka = ∇aσ is null and ∆σ̄ = 0. Since Jσ and J σ̄ are constants, we assume σ is identified with
1 and σ, σ̄ are linearly independent, we conclude Jσ = J σ̄ = 0.

(ii) The form in the display is obvious since we have chosen Einstein metric g̃ ∈ [g̃], i.e., one
of the almost Einstein scales is constant in both cases. Combining this constant with τ ′ or τ ′′ to
produce a null normal conformal Killing field (denoted by k above), we obtain that ∇̃τ ′ and ∇̃τ ′′

are null. Finally, rescaling from g̃ to another Einstein scale in the conformal class, the quantity J

transforms via (9) where both J = Jσ = 0. Thus ∆̃τ ′ = ∆̃τ ′′ = 0. �

An example a conformally non-flat Lorentzian 4-manifold (M̃, g̃) with daE = 2 is given by a
pp-wave. It will be convenient for us to use a suitable multiple given, in coordinates t, x, y, z, by

g̃ = g̃pp = e−
√
2t
(
x2dt2 + dtdz + dzdt+ dx2 + dy2

)
. (13)

Note that g̃pp is not conformally flat and, following [9], we know that gpp is Ricci flat and has
a two-dimensional space of almost Einstein scales and (up to a constant) one normal conformal
Killing field. In fact, it is straightforward to verify daE = 2 directly:

Proposition 4.2. Functions

σ = c0 + c′e−
√
2t, c0, c′ ∈ R

on (M̃, g̃pp) yield a 2-dimensional space of almost Einstein scales on (M̃, [g̃pp]).

Proof. A direct computation verifies that the Levi-Civita connection ∇pp of g̃pp is given by

∇ppdx = xdtdt+
√
2
2

(
dxdt+ dtdx),

∇ppdy =
√
2
2

(
dydt+ dtdy),

∇ppdz = −x
(
dtdx+ dxdt

)
+

√
2
2

(
dtdz + dzdt)−

√
2
2 e

√
2tgpp,

∇ppdt =
√
2dtdt.

Note the dual metric has the form

(g̃pp)
−1 = e

√
2t
(
−x2∂z∂z + ∂z∂t + ∂t∂z + ∂2

x + ∂2
y

)
+

n−4∑

i=1

∂2
xi
.

Since ∇ppσ = dσ = −
√
2c′e−

√
2tdt and g̃pp is Ricci-flat, we easily obtain

∇pp∇ppσ + Pσ = −
√
2c′ ∇pp e−

√
2tdt = 0.

Finally note we have also shown ∆ppσ = 0 (the Laplacian of g̃pp) and (g̃pp)
−1(dσ, dσ) = 0 which

confirms that Jσ = 0 using (9). �

III. Split signature. We have daE = 3 hence Theorem 4.1 shows that all almost Einstein scales

are Ricci flat. An example a conformally non-flat split signature 4-manifold (M̃, g̃) with daE = 3
is given by a split version of pp-waves. In coordinates t, x, y, z, it is given by

g̃ = g̃split = x2dt2 + dtdz + dzdt+ dxdy + dydx (14)

Note that g̃split is not conformally flat and, following [9], we know that g̃split is Ricci flat and
has three-dimensional space of almost Einstein scales and two-dimensional space of (null) normal
conformal Killing fields. As in the Lorentzian case, it is straightforward to verify daE = 3 directly:

Proposition 4.3. Functions

σ = c0 + c′t+ c′′x, c0, c′, c′′ ∈ R

on (M̃, g̃split) yield 3-dimensional space of almost Einstein scales on (M̃, [g̃split]).
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Proof. A direct computation verifies that the Levi-Civita connection ∇split of gaplit is given by

∇splitdy = xdtdt,

∇splitdz = −x
(
dtdx+ dxdt

)
.

Note the dual metric has the form

(g̃split)
−1 = −x2∂z∂z + ∂z∂t + ∂t∂z + ∂x∂y + ∂y∂x.

Since ∇aplitσ = dσ = c′dt+ c′′dx and g̃split is Ricci-flat, we easily obtain

∇split∇splitσ + Pσ = ∇pp(c′dt+ c′′dx) = 0.

Finally note we have also shown ∆splitσ = 0 (the Laplacian of g̃split) and (g̃split)
−1(dσ, dσ) = 0

which confirms that Jσ = 0 using (9). �

Remark 4.4. Note Theorem 4.1 can be equivalently reformulated in terms of parallel tractors:
under assumptions of this theorem, restriction of the tractor metric to the space of parallel standard
tractors are totally null.

4.2. Warped product. Let (M, ḡ), dimM = n̄ and (M̃, ḡ), dim M̃ = ñ are semi-Riemannian
manifolds and f ∈ C∞(M) nonvanishing. Then their warped product with the base M is (M, g),
dimM = n̄+ ñ where

M = M × M̃ and g = ḡ ⊕ f2g̃, f ∈ C∞(M). (15)

Note vectors in TM can be, via projections from M → M and M → M̃ , identified with pairs in

(TM, TM̃). Using abstract indices TM = Ea and TM̃ = Eα for factors, we shall use the notation
v = (va, vα) ∈ Γ(TM) for vector fields and dually ϕ = (ϕa, ϕα) ∈ Γ(T ∗M) for 1-forms on M .

Denoting Levi-Civita connections on M , M̃ and M by ∇, ∇̃ and ∇, respectively, we have [15]
the following formulae for ∇ on v ∈ Γ(TM) and ϕ ∈ Γ(T ∗M):

∇a(v
b, vβ) =

(
∇av

b, f−1(df)av
β
)
,

∇α(v
b, vβ) =

(
−f−1vα(df)

b, ∇̃αv
β + f−1vr(df)rδα

β
)
,

∇a(ϕb, ϕβ) =
(
∇aϕb,−f−1(df)aϕβ

)
,

∇α(ϕb, ϕβ) =
(
−f−1(df)bϕα, ∇̃αϕβ + fϕr(df)r g̃αβ

)
.

(16)

Here and below, we raise and lower abstract indices exclusively using the metric g. Further, we

denote the Ricci curvature and the scalar curvature of ḡ, g̃ and g by Ric, R̃ic and Ric, respectively,

and by Sc, S̃c and Sc, respectively. Then components Ricab, Ricaβ and Ricαβ of Ric and the scalar
curvature Sc of g are given by

Ricab = Ricab − ñf−1∇a∇bf,

Ricaβ = Ricαb = 0,

Ricαβ = R̃icαβ −
[
f∆f + (ñ− 1)(df)r(df)r]g̃αβ ,

Sc = Sc+ f−2
S̃c− 2ñf−1∆f − ñ(ñ− 1)f−2g(df, df)

(17)

where ∆f = ∇r∇rf is the Laplace operator of ḡ.

Next, we specialize on the case announced at the beginning of Section 4, i.e., we assume (M =

R
n−4, ḡ) is (pseudo)-Euclidean and (M̃, g̃) is (pseudo)-Einstein with the scalar curvature S̃c and

ñ = 4. Thus Ric = 0, R̃ic = 1
4 S̃c · g̃ and, using (17), we obtain

Ric = −4f−1∇∇f −
[
f∆f + 3g(df, df)− 1

4 S̃c
]
g̃,

Sc = f−2
S̃c− 8f−1∆f − 12f−2g(df, df),

P = 1
n−2

[
−4f−1∇∇f −

[
f∆f + 3g(df, df)− 1

4 S̃c
]
g̃ − 1

2(n−1)Sc · g
] (18)
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after some computation. Here P denotes the Schouten tensor of (M, g) and we have used the
relation Ric = (n − 2)P + Jg where J is the trace of P (with respect to g), i.e. Sc = 2(n − 1)J .
Further we denote by xi usual coordinates on R

n−4 and the pseudo-Euclidean norm by |x|, i.e.
|x|2 =

∑n−4
i=1 ±(xi)

2 where signs ± depend on the signature.
The following theorem will be crucial for our purpose:

Theorem 4.5. Let constants a, b, A,B, ci ∈ R, i = 1, . . . n− 4 satisfy S̃c = −48ab and aB = −bA

and put

f = a+ b|x|2 ∈ C∞(M) and σ = A+B|x|2 +
n−4∑

i=1

cixi ∈ C∞(M).

Further consider M ′ ⊆ M where g from (15) is a well-defined metric (i.e. we restrict to a subset
of M where f is nonvanishing).

(a) The function σ satisfies

(∇∇σ + Pσ)0 = 0

on (M ′, g) where ( )0 denotes the trace-free part with respect to g. That is, the corresponding
density σ ∈ E [1] is an almost Einstein scale on (M ′, [g]).

(b) Restricting to the subset Mσ ⊆ M ′ where σ is nonzero, the scalar curvature of the metric
g = σ−2g corresponding to σ is equal to Sc

σ = n(n− 1)
(
4AB − |c|2

)
.

Proof. Throughout this proof, every summation
∑

is for i = 1, . . . , n−4. We shall also need several
quantities related to the warping function f , which can be obtained by a direct computation:

df = 2b
∑

xidxi, ∇∇f = 2bḡ, ∆̄f = 2(n− 4)b,

g(df, dxi) = 2bxi, g(df, df) = 4b2|x|2.
(19)

(a) We are going to compute ∇∇σ and the Laplacian ∆σ of the metric g. First, we observe

∇σ = dσ = d
(
A+B|x|2 +

∑
cixi

)
= 2B

∑
(±xidxi) +

∑
cidxi,

g(dσ, dσ) = 4B2|x|2 + |c|2 + 4B
∑

cixi = |c|2 − 4AB + 4Bσ
(20)

where ± depends on the signature of the pseudo-Euclidean metric g. Since ∇dxi = fg(df, dxi)g̃ =
2bf g̃ using (16) and (19), we then obtain

∇∇σ = 2B ḡ +
(
4bBf |x|2 + 2bf

∑
cixi

)
g̃,

∆σ = 2(n− 4)B + 8bf−1
(
2B|x|2 +

∑
cixi

)
.

(21)

Further, the Schouten tensor P from (18) with f = a+ b|x|2 and its trace have the form

P = − 8b
n−2f

−1ḡ − 2b(n+2)
n−2 f g̃ − 1

2(n−1)(n−2)Sc · g,
J = −8bf−1.

(22)

Using (21) and (22), we compute

∇∇σ + Pσ =
[
2B(a+ b|x|2)− 8b

n−2

(
A+B|x|2 +

∑
cixi

)]
f−1ḡ − 1

2(n−1)(n−2)Sc · g

+
[
4bB|x|2 + 2b

∑
cixi − 2b(n+2)

n−2

(
A+B|x|2 +

∑
cixi

)]
f g̃.

Now a direct computation using S̃c = −48ab and aB = −bA verifies that both square brackets are
equal to 2Bf − 8b

n−2σ. In particular, the right–hand side of the previous display is a pure trace,

i.e. σ is an almost Einstein scale on (M, g).
(b) It remains to compute the scalar curvature Sc

σ. Actually, we shall use (9) to compute Jσ.
We obtain

Jσ = −n
2 g(dσ, dσ) + σ∆σ + Jσ2 = 2nAB − n

2 |c|
2 + σ

(
−2nB +∆σ + Jσ

)
.

Using (21), (22), and the assumption aB = −bA, a short computation shows that the last round
bracket is zero. Thus Jσ = 2nAB − n

2 |c|2. �
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Remark 4.6. Note that the product of Einstein metrics f−2ḡ ⊕ g̃ ∈ [g] shows [13] that [g] has
reduced conformal holonomy. Therefore, tractor calculus provides an analogous approach to the
previous theorem. However, an explicit form of Einstein scales is more challenging.

4.3. Submaximal examples in a general dimension. Here we present a construction of sub-
maximal examples (M, g) in dimensions n ≥ 5 as warped products (15) outlined in Section 4.2.

That is, M ′ ⊆ M × M̃ where (M = R
n−4, ḡ) is (pseudo)-Euclidean and the (pseudo)-Einstein

(M̃, g̃) is a submaximal 4-dimensional example. The warping function f ∈ C∞(M) in g = ḡ⊕ f2g̃

will be chosen as in Theorem 4.5, i.e. f = a+ b|x|2 where |x|2 = ḡ(x, x). Thus we need to restrict

to M ′ ⊆ M × M̃ where g is a well-defined metric. That is, we restrict to a subset of M where f

is positive.
We shall discuss possible signatures (Riemannian, Lorentzian, and remaining cases) separately

as in Section 4.1. Besides the metric g, we shall also discuss the Lie algebra of normal conformal
Killing fields.

I. Riemannian signature. Submaximility in this case means we need the (definite signature)

conformal manifold (M, [g]) which satisfies daE = n − 3; this implies dncK = (n−3)(n−4)
2 . We

obtain (M, g) as a warped product (15) where M = (Rn−4, ḡ) is Euclidean and (M̃, g̃) is any
4-dimensional conformally non-flat Einstein manifold.

Theorem 4.7. Consider the warped product (M ′, g = ḡ ⊕ f2g̃) with ḡ and g̃ as above. We shall

assume the scalar curvature of g̃ satisfies S̃c ∈ {±48, 0} and use the following specific case of
Theorem 4.5:

(a) if S̃c = 48, we put f = 1− |x|2 and σ = c0(1 + |x|2) +
∑

cixi,

(b) if S̃c = −48, we put f = 1 + |x|2 and σ = c0(1 − |x|2) +∑
cixi,

(c) If S̃c = 0, we put f = 1 and σ = c0 +
∑

cixi.

In all cases, we consider the summation
∑n−4

i=1 and arbitrary constants c0, . . . , cn−4 ∈ R. Then
functions σ on (M ′, g) yield (n − 3)-dimensional space of almost Einstein scales on conformally
non-flat manifold (M ′, [g]).

We denote by gncK the Lie algebra of normal conformal Killing fields on (M, [g]). Further,
consider the subset M ′

σ ⊆ M ′ where σ is nonzero, and the scalar curvature Scσ of the corresponding
metric g = σ−2g in (M ′

σ, [g]). Then

(a) if S̃c = 48 then Sc
σ = n(n− 1)

(
4− |c|2

)
and gncK

∼= so(n− 4, 1),

(b) if S̃c = −48 then Sc
σ = −n(n− 1)

(
4 + |c|2

)
and gncK

∼= so(n− 3),

(c) if S̃c = 0 then Sc
σ = −n(n − 1)|c|2 and gncK

∼= so(n − 4) ⋉ R
n−4 where R

n−4 is the
standard representation of so(n− 4).

Note that we have f = 1 in (c) which means the metric g is just the Riemannian product.
Further note that for n = 5, the Lie algebra gncK reduces to the 1-dimensional abelian in all cases.

Proof. The (n − 3)-dimensional space of almost Einstein scales on (M ′, [g]) follows immediately

from Theorem 4.5 (a) where constants a, b, A,B are chosen to fit the value S̃c ∈ {±48, 0}. Since
the metric g is a product of an Euclidean factor and a 4-dimensional conformally non-flat factor,

the class (M ′, [g]) is not conformally flat. The scalar curvature S̃c follows from Theorem 4.5 (a).
It remains to verify the Lie algebra gncK . Standard tractors corresponding to almost Einstein

scales σ form a parallel subbundle T ′ ⊆ T of dimension n − 3 where gncK
∼= Λ2T ′. In cases (a)

and (b), the norm of the standard tractor Iσ corresponding to

σ = c0(1± |x|2) +
∑

cixi

is equal to 〈Iσ, Iσ〉 = − 2
n
Jσ = ∓4+ |c|2. Thus restriction of the tractor metric to T ′ has signature

(1, n−4) in (a) and (0, n−3) in (b). The case (c) is slightly different since 〈Iσ, Iσ〉 = − 2
n
Jσ = |c|2,

i.e. restriction of the tractor metric to T ′ is degenerate. That is, we have T ′ = T ′
1 ⊕ T ′

2 where
dim T ′

1 = n−4, dim T ′
2 = 1 and T ′

2 is null with respect to the tractor metric. (Note T ′
2 is generated
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Iσ corresponding to σ = 1, i.e. the Ricci flat metric g.) One easily verifies that T ′ = T ′
1 ⊕ T ′

2 is
an orthogonal decomposition. Thus Λ2T ′ = Λ2T ′

1 ⊕ (T ′
1 ⊗ T ′

2 ) where T ′
1 ⊗ T ′

2
∼= T ′

1 is the defining
representation of Λ2T ′

1
∼= so(n− 4). �

II. Lorentzian signature. Submaximility in this case means we need the (Lorentzian signature)

conformal manifold (M, [g]) which satisfies daE = n− 2; this implies dncK = (n−2)(n−3)
2 . Our plan

is to obtain (M, g) as a warped product (15) and to use Theorem 4.5 as in the Riemannian case.
In fact, we shall use this theorem with parameters a = A = 1 and b = B = 0, i.e. f = 1. That is,
(M, g) will by just a semi-Riemannian product with g = ḡ ⊕ g̃ where M = (Rn−4, ḡ) is Euclidean

and (M̃, g̃) is any 4-dimensional Lorentzian conformally non-flat manifold with 2-dimensional space
of almost Einstein (Ricci-flat) scales.

Theorem 4.8. Consider the product (M, g = ḡ⊕ g̃) with ḡ and g̃ as above and we identify almost

Einstein scale on (M̃, [g̃]) with functions c0 + c′τ on (M̃, g̃), cf. Theorem 4.1 (ii). Further, put

σ = c0 + c′τ +

n−4∑

i=1

cixi, c′, c0, . . . , cn−4 ∈ R.

Then functions σ on (M, g) yield (n−2)-dimensional space of almost Einstein scales on conformally
non-flat manifold (M, [g]).

Further, denoting by Mσ ⊆ M the subset where σ is nonzero, the scalar curvature of the
corresponding metric g = σ−2g in (Mσ, [g]) is given by Scσ = −n(n− 1)|c|2.

Finally, the Lie algebra of normal conformal Killing fields on (M, [g]) is

gncK
∼=

(
so(n− 4)⊕ a(1)

)
⋉R

2(n−4)

where a(1) is 1-dimensional abelian and the action on R
2(n−4) is given by the standard represen-

tation of so(n− 4) on R
n−4 and the trivial representation of a(1) on R

2.

Proof. Metrics ḡ, g̃ and g = ḡ ⊕ g̃ are Ricci flat. Thus

(∇∇σ + Pσ) = ∇∇
(
c0 +

n−4∑

i=1

cixi

)
+ c′∇̃∇̃τ.

The trace-free part of ∇̃∇̃τ vanishes since τ is an almost Einstein scale on (M̃, g̃) and ∆̃τ = 0
due to Theorem 4.1. Thus σ is an almost Einstein scale on (M, g) according to Theorem 4.5. The
latter theorem also shows Scσ = −n(n− 1)|c|2 using ∆τ = 0 and g(dτ, dτ) = 0 from Theorem 4.1.

It remains to verify the Lie algebra gncK . Standard tractors corresponding to almost Einstein
scales σ form a parallel subbundle T ′ ⊆ T of dimension n − 2 where gncK

∼= Λ2T ′. We observe
〈Iσ, Iσ〉 = − 2

n
Jσ = |c|2, i.e. restriction of the tractor metric to T ′ is degenerate. More precisely,

we have T ′ = T ′
1 ⊕T ′

2 where dim T ′
1 = n− 4, dim T ′

2 = 2 and T ′
2 is null with respect to the tractor

metric. (Note T ′
2 is generated by Iσ for σ = c0 + c′τ , i.e. the Ricci flat metrics in [g].) One easily

verifies that T ′ = T ′
1 ⊕T ′

2 is an orthogonal decomposition. Thus Λ2T ′ = Λ2T ′
1 ⊕Λ2T ′

2 ⊕ (T ′
1 ⊗T ′

2 )
where Λ2T ′

2
∼= a(1). Further, the first factor of T ′

1 ⊗ T ′
2 is the defining representation T ′

1
∼= R

n−4

of Λ2T ′
1
∼= so(n− 4) and the second factor T ′

2
∼= R

2 is the defining representation of Λ2T ′
2 . �

II. Remaining signatures. Submaximility in this case means we need the (p, q)-signature, 2 ≤
p ≤ q, conformal manifold (M, [g]) which satisfies daE = n−1; this implies dncK = (n−1)(n−2)

2 . As in
the Lorentzian case, we shall use Theorem 4.5 with parameters a = A = 1 and b = B = 0, i.e. f = 1.
Then (M, g) will by just a semi-Riemannian product with g = ḡ⊕ g̃ where M = (Rp−2,n−p−2, ḡ) is

pseudo-Euclidean of the signature (p−2, n−p−2) and (M̃, g̃) is any 4-dimensional split-signature
conformally non-flat manifold with 3-dimensional space of almost Einstein (Ricci-flat) scales.

Theorem 4.9. Consider the product (M, g = ḡ⊕ g̃) with ḡ and g̃ as above and we identify almost

Einstein scale on (M̃, [g̃]) with functions c0+ c′τ ′ + c′′τ ′′ on (M̃, g̃), cf. Theorem 4.1 (ii). Further,
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put

σ = c0 + c′τ + c′′τ ′′ +
n−4∑

i=1

cixi, c′, c′′, c0, . . . , cn−4 ∈ R.

Then functions σ on (M, g) yield (n−1)-dimensional space of almost Einstein scales on conformally
non-flat manifold (M, [g]).

Further, denoting by Mσ ⊆ M the subset where σ is nonzero, the scalar curvature of the
corresponding metric g = σ−2g in (Mσ, [g]) is given by Scσ = −n(n− 1)|c|2.

Finally, the Lie algebra of normal conformal Killing fields on (M, [g]) is

gncK
∼=

(
so(p− 2, n− p− 2)⊕ a(3)

)
⋉R

3(n−4)

where a(3) is 3-dimensional abelian and the action on R
3(n−4) is given by the standard represen-

tation of so(p − 2, n − p − 2) on R
n−4 ∼= R

p−2,n−p−2 and the trivial representation of a(3) on
R

3.

Proof. The theorem and its proof are straightforward analogues of Theorem 4.8 and its proof and
we shall comment only upon the Lie algebra gncK

∼= Λ2T ′ where T ′ ⊆ T is the space of parallel
tractors. We have orthogonal decomposition T ′ = T ′

1 ⊕ T ′
2 where dim T ′

1 = n− 4, dim T ′
2 = 3 and

T ′
2 is null with respect to the tractor metric. (Note T ′

2 is generated by Iσ for σ = c0 + c′τ ′ + c′′τ ′′,
i.e. the Ricci flat metrics in [g].) Thus Λ2T ′ = Λ2T ′

1 ⊕ Λ2T ′
2 ⊕ (T ′

1 ⊗ T ′
2 ) where Λ2T ′

2
∼= a(3). Here

the first factor of T ′
1 ⊗ T ′

2 is the defining representation T ′
1
∼= R

n−4 of Λ2T ′
1
∼= so(p− 2, n− p− 2)

and the second factor T ′
2
∼= R

3 is the defining representation of Λ2T ′
2 . �

Remark 4.10. Let us compare our construction of submaximal examples with submaximally
symmetric conformal structures in [12]. The Riemannian case is rather different but in other
signatures, 4-dimensional examples – i.e., the conformal classes [g̃pp] and [g̃split] – are exactly the
same. That is, these conformal classes are both submaximally symmetric and submaximal for
almost Einstein scales. In the higher dimensions, the same is true in the general signature (p, q),
2 ≤ p ≤ q. That is, our submaximal examples coincide with submaximally symmetric examples
in [12]. On the other hand, the constructions of the examples are different in the Lorentzian case
(taking different metric in the conformal class). It can be verified, e.g., by a Maple computation
that our submaximal Lorentzian example is not submaximally symmetric for n = 6 as it posses
only 12 conformal Killing fields (6 of them normal), while result of [6] claims that the submaximally
symmetric example has 14 conformal Killing fields (one of them being normal).

5. Final comments and open questions

The maximal and submaximal dimensions of geometrical overdetermined operators are impor-
tant quantities of the geometry. These are known in the conformal geometry – and more generally
for parabolic geometries – for operators that control infinitesimal symmetries [12]. The submax-
imal dimension of the operator (1) is – up to our knowledge – the first case which goes beyond
infinitesimal symmetries. In fact, overdetermined operators in parabolic geometries (known as
generalized BGG operators) are classified and their submaximal dimension is an interesting – but
presumably difficult – the problem in the full generality.

To keep the text accessible for a general audience, our presentation avoids tractor calculus if
possible (e.g. Theorem 4.1 can be proved also using tractors). This, however, somewhat hides an
important feature of the operator (1): all solutions are normal in the sense that solutions are in
the 1–1 correspondence with parallel tractors with respect to the normal tractor connection. There
are a few other operators with such property, see [10] for some cases. These operators could be
presumably treated similarly as (1). Also note that besides the submaximal dimension itself, one
can focus also on the submaximal dimension of normal solutions (similarly to the submaximal
dimension of the space of normal conformal Killing fields in Theorem 1.1). This is the case of
[14] where authors identify the submaximal dimension of normal solution for a certain operator in
projective geometry.

Another part of this article is the construction/identification of submaximal examples. A natural
question is about their uniqueness. This is not relevant in the Riemannian signature with many
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submaximal dimensions already in dimension 4. Other signatures are more interesting, however,
especially in low dimensions. In particular, there are the following questions concerning uniqueness
up to a local conformal isomorphism. Is the metric (11) the unique example of conformally non-flat
Lorentzian 3-dimensional metric with a normal (null) conformal Killing field? Is the metric (13)
the unique example of conformally non-flat Lorentzian 4-dimensional metric with two-dimensional
space of almost Einstein scales? Is the metric (14) the unique example of conformally non-flat
split-signature 4-dimensional metric with three-dimensional space of almost Einstein scales?
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