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ON RIGIDITY OF CONFORMAL SUBMERSIONS

ATREYEE BHATTACHARYA AND SAYOOJYA PRAKASH

Abstract. Conformal submersions are generalizations of Riemannian sub-
mersions where the differential of the submersion map is a conformal isometry
when restricted to the horizontal distribution. Riemannian submersions have
been instrumental in the construction of new Riemannian metrics from existing
ones. Therefore, being generalizations of Riemannian submersions, conformal
submersions are potential tools for constructing new examples of (special) Rie-
mannian manifolds. A conformal submersion is said to be rigid if it reduces to
a Riemannian submersion up to homothety. In this paper, we study curvature
conditions that force conformal submersions to be rigid. Moreover, under suit-
able circumstances, using these rigidity criteria for conformal submersions, we
conclude the rigidity of certain quasi-Einstein metrics.

1. Introduction

Based on curvature properties, Riemannian manifolds are broadly classified
into following three categories: the space forms (manifolds with constant sec-
tional curvature), Einstein manifolds (manifolds with constant Ricci curvature),
and locally conformally flat manifolds (manifolds with vanishing Weyl curvature).
While the topology of a space form is completely well known via its curvature
properties, conditions under which a smooth manifold admits an Einstein or a
locally conformally flat metric, are yet to be fully understood. Creating more
examples of Einstein and locally conformally flat manifolds is thus a necessary
step to understand more about these spaces. To this end, Riemannian submer-
sions have been used as standard tools to construct special classes of Einstein
manifolds and classify them ([2, 21, 11, 22, 3]). Conformal submersions are gen-
eralizations of Riemannian submersions where the differential of the submersion
map is a conformal isometry when restricted to its horizontal distribution (see
Definition 2.9 for details). The structural equations (connecting the geometry of
the total space, fibres and the base) of a conformal submersion are immediate
from the corresponding equations of Riemannian submersions. Despite this, con-
formal submersions are far from being well studied as compared to Riemannian
submersions, apart from making sporadic appearances in Riemannian geometry
and theoretical physics ([20, 13, 14]). On the other hand, as generalizations of
Riemannian submersions, conformal submersions are potential tools for the con-
struction of more examples of Riemannian manifolds. In view of this, one would
like to understand geometric conditions that force a conformal submersion to be-
come a Riemannian submersion up to homothety, and in that case, the conformal
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submersion under consideration is called rigid. Recently, the rigidity of confor-
mal submersions was proved for a special class of contact metric manifolds ([1])
using standard contact Riemannian geometry techniques. However, in general,
not much is known about the rigidity of conformal submersions that the authors
are aware of.

It is to be noted that in Riemannian geometry and geometric analysis, analysing
rigidity of standard geometric properties (such as curvature properties, existence
of special maps, etc.) of Riemannian manifolds has been a key technique in iden-
tifying when a given manifold can admit a special Riemannian metric. Although
there are several interpretations of rigidity of a geometric property, in this paper,
we will restrict to the following. A (geometric) property P on a Riemannian
manifold (M, g) is said to be rigid if it has one of the following features:

(1) Certain constraints are imposed on (the underlying topology of) M due
to the existence of P. In other words, (M, g) fails to possess P unless it
has the desired underlying structure.

(2) P generalises a property P ′, but under some conditions, the existence of
P and P ′ are equivalent.

The above notions of rigidity will be referred to as Type (1) and Type (2), respec-
tively. While Type (1) is the strongest form of rigidity (e.g., constant sectional
curvature, Ricci curvature bounded below by a positive constant, etc.) as it re-
stricts the underlying topology of a manifold, rigidity of a conformal submersion
is of Type (2). In fact, in this paper, we discuss two rigidity problems of Type
(2), as elaborated below.

We first study curvature conditions that impose rigidity on conformal submer-
sions where the total space, fibres, and base are all closed orientable Riemannian
manifolds, and the total space has at least dimension four. Our analysis mostly
uses classical techniques from Riemannian geometry, such as the weak maximal
principle and the divergence theorem. Recall that in a Riemannian submersion,
the fundamental tensors T and A represent obstructions to the fibres being totally
geodesic and the integrability of the horizontal distribution, respectively, and N
denotes the trace of T . Analogously, there are fundamental tensors T and A for
a conformal submersion (see Section 2.2 for details). In particular, we prove the
following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let π : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with fibre
F , where the total space (M, g) is the product of closed Einstein manifolds. Let
λi denote the Einstein constant of the ith component of (M, g), and mi and ki
denote the respective dimensions of horizontal and vertical distributions restricted
to the same component. Then π is rigid if it satisfies one of the following three
conditions.

(1) The horizontal distribution is integrable, and N is parallel, together with
either of the following properties:
(a) The fibres are Einstein (with the same Einstein constant) and

dim(B) ≥ 2,
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(b) The base (B, gB) is Ricci-flat and∑
i λimi = −|T |2 − |N |2

dim(F )
(dim(M) + dim(B)− 4).

(2) The tensor N vanishes together with either of the following conditions:
(a) The fibres are Einstein (with Einstein constant λF ), dim(B) ≥ 2, and∑

i λiki = λFdim(F ) + |A|2,
(b) (B, gB) is Ricci-flat and

∑
i λimi + 2|A|2 + |T |2 = 0,

(3) The fibres are totally geodesic, (B, gB) is Ricci-flat with dim(B) ≥ 2, and∑
i λimi + 2|A|2 = 0.

Using Theorem 1.1, we make the following interesting observation.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g) be a closed Einstein manifold of dimension at least
4, which is the total space of a conformal submersion π : (M, g) → (B, gB) with
integrable horizontal distribution and vanishing T . Then up to homothety, g is
the unique Einstein metric in its conformal class whenever the fibres are one
dimensional or the base is Ricci-flat.

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.2 says in particular that a closed Ricci-flat Riemannian
manifold (M, g) that is locally a Riemannian product, admits a unique Einstein
metric in the conformal class of g, up to homothety.

The next result deals with the rigidity of conformal submersions with locally
conformally flat total space.

Theorem 1.4. Let π : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with fibre
(F, gF ) such that (M, g) is locally conformally flat and dim(B) = dim(F ). If the
scalar curvatures of the total space and fibres have particular signs (not necessar-
ily, the same sign) and (F, gF , h,m, λ) is quasi-Einstein, then π is rigid if either
of the following conditions hold.

(1) T = 0, the scalar curvature of the base is non-positive, and λ ≤ 0.
(2) A = 0, parallel T , the scalar curvature of the base is non-negative, and

λ ≥ 0.

Remark 1.5. We also provide criteria for rigidity of conformal submersions sim-
ilar to Theorem 1.4 by assuming either the total space or the base to be quasi-
Einstein (see Theorems 4.5 and 4.8). In the following paragraph, quasi-Einstein
manifolds are briefly discussed; for more details on the same, we refer to Section
2.3.

Remark 1.6. The condition dim(F ) = dim(B) in Theorem 1.4 is necessary, and
can be verified using Example 4.10.

It turns out that under suitable circumstances, the rigidity of conformal sub-
mersions, is naturally related to the rigidity of a special class of Riemannian
manifolds known as quasi-Einstein manifolds, a generalization of Einstein mani-
folds. More precisely, a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is said to be quasi-Einstein
if its Ricci curvature Ricg satisfies the identity:
Ricg − λg = Hess(f) − 1

m
df ⊗ df, for some f ∈ C∞(M), and constants λ ∈ R

and 0 < m ≤ ∞. A quasi-Einstein manifold is called rigid if it reduces to being
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Einstein. Quasi-Einstein manifolds and their rigidity are topics of interest both in
Riemannian geometry and theoretical physics (cf. [9, 15, 8, 19, 18, 17, 23, 5, 4]).
In this paper, we obtain rigidity criteria for a closed quasi-Einstein manifold by
realizing it as the base or fibre of a suitable conformal submersion and then using
the aforementioned rigidity criteria for conformal submersions. This seems to be
a natural approach as Riemannian submersions have been used to answer anal-
ogous questions in the context of Einstein metrics (cf. [22, 3]). Since all closed
quasi-Einstein manifolds of dimension two are known to be rigid ([4, 9]), we con-
sider quasi-Einstein manifolds of dimensions at least 3 and prove the following
result.

Theorem 1.7. A closed orientable quasi-Einstein manifold (M, g, f,m, λ) is rigid
if it satisfies one of the following criteria.

(1) m ≥ 1, λ ≥ 0 and (M, g) is the fibre (respectively, the base) of a confor-
mal submersion with integrable horizontal distribution, parallel T , locally
conformally flat total space having twice the dimension of M , and where
the base (respectively, the fibre) has non-negative scalar curvature.

(2) (M, g) is the fibre of a conformal submersion with integrable horizontal
distribution, vanishing T and homogeneous Einstein total space, and where
the base is Einstein with a non-positive Einstein constant.

Remark 1.8. We obtain rigidity results for a quasi-Einstein manifold similar to
Theorem 1.7 by realizing it as the total space of a conformal submersion (see
Theorem 5.2) and conclude the following result (see Example 5.3 for details).

Corollary 1.9. Let (M, g, h,m, λ) be a closed locally conformally flat quasi-
Einstein manifold with m ≥ 1 and λ ≥ 0 and of dimension ≥ 4. If the universal
cover of (M, g) is the Riemannian product of two manifolds of equal dimensions,
then (M, g) is a space form.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recollect some basic concepts from Riemannian geometry that
are relevant to this paper (see [2, 6, 16] for details) and set up the notations
to be followed. Let (M, g) denote a Riemannian manifold and ∇ the associ-
ated Levi-Civita connection. We will restrict to closed, connected and orientable
Riemannian manifolds.

Definition 2.1. Given a Riemannian manifold (M, g), its Riemann curvature

R is the (0, 4) tensor defined by

R(X, Y, Z,W ) = g(∇Y∇XZ −∇X∇Y Z +∇[X,Y ]Z,W ),

where X, Y, Z and W are arbitrary vector fields defined on an open subset of M .

Remark 2.2. The Riemann curvature tensor of (M, g) satisfies the following
orthogonal decomposition (cf. [6])

(2.1) R =
s

2n(n− 1)
g ◦ g +

1

n− 2
(Ric−

s

n
g) ◦ g +W

where Ric, W and s denote the Ricci, Weyl and scalar curvatures of (M, g)
respectively and ◦ denotes the Kulkarni-Nomizu product for symmetric (0, 2)
tensors of (M, g) defined by,

(h ◦ k)(X, Y, Z,W ) = h(X,Z)k(Y,W ) + h(Y,W )k(X,Z)− h(X,W )k(Y, Z)

−h(Y, Z)k(X,W ), ∀h, k ∈ S2(M).

Definition 2.3. A Riemannian manifold (M, g) is said to be

(1) a Space form if it has a constant sectional curvature.
(2) Einstein if its Ricci curvature is a scalar multiple of the Riemannian

metric, i.e., Ric = λg for some λ ∈ R.
(3) locally conformally flat if given any point p ∈ M , there exists an open

set U containing p and f ∈ C∞(U) such that the metric e2fg|U is flat.

Remark 2.4. A Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension at least 4 is locally
conformally flat if and only if its Weyl tensor vanishes (cf. [6])

2.1. Riemannian submersions.

Let (M, g) and (B, gB) be Riemannian manifolds and π : M → B a smooth
submersion. Given p ∈ M and π(p) = b, let Fb = π−1(b) denote the fibre at b,
Vp := Ker(dπp) = TpFb, and let Hp be the orthogonal complement of Vp in TpM .
The distributions V : p 7→ Vp, p ∈ M , and H : p 7→ Hp, p ∈ M are called the
vertical and horizontal distributions of π respectively.

Definition 2.5. A (smooth) submersion π : (M, g) → (B, gB) as above is called
a Riemannian submersion if

g|H = π∗gB.

Remark 2.6. A vector field ξ on M is called vertical (respectively, horizontal)
if ξp ∈ Vp( respectively, Hp), ∀ p ∈ M .
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Definition 2.7. Given a Riemannian submersion π : (M, g) → (B, gB), the fun-
damental tensors T and A are defined as follows,

(2.2)
TEF = H∇VEVF + V∇VEHF

AEF = H∇HEVF + V∇HEHF

where E, F ∈ χ(M), ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection of (M, g) and HE and VE
respectively denote the horizontal and vertical components of E.

Remark 2.8. It follows that in a Riemannian submersion, the vanishing of ten-
sors T and A are respectively equivalent to the fibres being totally geodesic and
the horizontal distribution being integrable (cf. [2]).

2.1.1. Curvature formulae for Riemannian submersions.

Let p ∈ M and U a neighborhood of p in M . Let U, V be vertical vector fields
and X, Y horizontal vector fields defined in U . Without loss of generality, one
may assume that |U | = |V | = |X| = |Y | = 1, |U ∧ V | = |X ∧ Y | = 1. Let Kp and
Ǩp denote the sectional curvatures of (M, g) and (Fπ(p), gFπ(p)

) at p respectively,

and K̂π(p) the sectional curvature of (B, gB) at π(p). Then the following relations
hold:

Kp(U, V ) = Ǩp(U, V )− gp(TV V, TUU) + gp(TUV, TUV )

Kp(X,U) = gp((∇XT )UU,X) + |AXU |2p − |TUX|2p(2.3)

Kp(X, Y ) = K̂π(p)(X, Y )− 3|AXY |2p

Let r, ř, r̂ denote the Ricci curvatures of (M, g), (F, gF ), and (B, gB), respectively.
Let p ∈ M and {Xi}i ∈ I, {Uj}j∈J respectively denote local orthonormal frames
of the horizontal and vertical distributions at p. The Ricci curvatures rp, řp, and
r̂π(p) are related as follows:

rp(U, V ) = řp(U, V )− gp(N, TUV ) + (δT )(U, V )(p) + gp(AU,AV )

rp(X,U) = gp((δ̌T )(U), X) + gp(∇UN,X)− gp((δ̂A)(X), U)

−2gp(TU , AX)(2.4)

rp(X, Y ) = π∗(r̂π(p))(X, Y )− 2gp(AX , AY )− gp(TX, TY )

+
1

2
(gp(∇XN, Y ) + gp(∇YN,X))

where N is the trace of T , i.e., N =
∑

j TUj
Uj ,

(δT )(U, V ) =
∑

i g((∇Xi
T )UV,Xi), and for any (2, 1) tensor E on M

δ̌E = −
∑

j(∇Uj
E)Uj

, and δ̂E = −
∑

i(∇Xi
E)Xi

.

Finally, it follows that the scalar curvatures of g, gF ), and gB denoted respectively
by s, š, ŝ, are related as follows.

s = ŝ ◦ π + š− |A|2 − |T |2 − |N |2 − 2δ̂N(2.5)

Here δ̂N = −
∑

j(δT )(Uj, Uj). We refer to [2] for further details.
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2.2. Conformal submersions.

Definition 2.9. Let (M, g) and (B, gB) be Riemannian manifolds. A smooth
submersion π : M → B is called a conformal submersion if g|H = e2fπ∗gB for
some f ∈ C∞(M) where H denotes the horizontal distribution of the submersion.
In such a case, we will denote the submersion map π by πf .

Remark 2.10. (1) Given a conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) as
in Definition 2.9, consider the metric gπ on M given by gπ = e−2fg. Then
πf : (M, gπ) → (B, gB) defines a Riemannian submersion.

(2) Conformal submersions generalize Riemannian submersions, and when f
is constant, a conformal submersion reduces to a Riemannian submersion
up to homothety.

This leads to the following definition.

Definition 2.11. A conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) is said to be
rigid if f is a constant function.

2.2.1. Structural equations and curvature formulas for conformal sub-

mersions.

Given a conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) as in Definition 2.9, and the

metric gπ = e−2fg on M , let ∇, ∇̃ denote the Levi-Civita connections of (M, g)
and (M, gπ) respectively. Let T and A denote the fundamental tensors of the
Riemannian submersion πf : (M, gπ) → (B, gB). Let U, V denote vertical vector
fields and X, Y denote horizontal vector fields defined in a neighborhood of an
arbitrary point p ∈ M . Then, the following structural equations hold:

(2.6)

H∇UV =TUV −H(∇f)g(U, V )

V∇UV =V∇̃UV + U(f)V + V (f)U − V(∇f)g(U, V )

H∇XU =AXU + U(f)X

V∇XU =V∇̃XU +X(f)U

H∇UX =H∇̃UX + U(f)X

V∇UX =TUX +X(f)U

H∇XY =H∇̃XY +X(f)Y + Y (f)X −H(∇f)g(X, Y )

V∇XY =AXY − V(∇f)g(X, Y ).

Let p ∈ M and U a neighborhood of p in M . Let U, V,W,W ′ be vertical vector
fields and X, Y, Z, Z ′ horizontal vector fields defined in U . Let R, Ř, and R̂
denote the Riemannian curvature tensors of (M, g), (Fπf (p), gFπf (p)

), and (B, gB)

respectively. Then the curvature tensors are given below

Rp(U, V,W,W ′) =gp(Ř(U, V )W,W ′)− gp(TV W
′, TUW ) + gp(TV W,TUW

′)(2.7)

+ (TUW )(f)(p)gp(V,W
′)− (TV W )(f)(p)gp(U,W

′)

+ gp(U,W )TV W
′(f)(p)− gp(V,W )TUW

′(f)(p)

+ (gp(U,W
′)gp(V,W )− gp(U,W )gp(V,W

′))|H(∇f)|2p,
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Rp(X,Y,Z,Z ′) =e2f(p)π∗
f (R̂πf (p))(X,Y,Z,Z ′)− 2gp(AXY,AZZ

′)(2.8)

+ gp(AY Z,AXZ ′)− gp(AXZ,AY Z
′)

−Hessf(X,Z)(p)gp(Y,Z
′)− (X(f)Z(f))(p)gp(Y,Z

′)

+Hessf(Y,Z)(p)gp(X,Z ′) + (Y (f)Z(f))(p)gp(X,Z ′)

−Hessf(Y,Z ′)(p)gp(X,Z)− (Y (f)Z ′(f))(p)gp(X,Z)

+Hessf(X,Z ′)(p)gp(Y,Z) + (X(f)Z ′(f))(p)gp(Y,Z)

+ (gp(X,Z)gp(Y,Z
′)− gp(X,Z ′)gp(Y,Z))|∇f |2p.

Similarly, one can obtain the expression for curvature terms, where there is a
mix of vertical and horizontal vector fields. We skip the details here.
Let Kp, Ǩp, K̂πf (p) respectively denote the sectional curvatures of (M, g) and
(Fπf (p), gFπf (p)

) at p and (B, gB) at πf (p). The following relations hold.

Kp(U, V ) =Ǩp(U, V )− gp(TV V, TUU) + gp(TUV, TUV )(2.9)

+ TUU(f)(p) + TV V (f)(p)− |H(∇f)|2p

Kp(X,U) =2X(f)(p)gp(TUU,X) + gp((∇XT )UU,X) + |AXU |2p

− |TUX|2p + (H∇XX)(f)(p) − (X(f))2(p)−X2(f)(p)(2.10)

+ (V∇UU)(f)(p)− (U(f))2(p)− U2(f)(p)

Kp(X,Y ) =e−2f(p)K̂πf (p)(X,Y )− 3|AXY |2p + |∇f |2p −Hessf(X,X)(p)(2.11)

− (X(f))2(p)−Hessf(Y, Y )(p)− (Y (f))2(p)

Denoting the Ricci curvatures of (M, g) and (Fπf (p), gFπf (p)
) at p by rp and řp

respectively, and the Ricci curvature of (B, gB) at πf (p) by r̂πf (p), we obtain the
following relations

rp(U, V ) =řp(U, V )− gp(N,TUV ) + (δT )(U, V )(p) + gp(AU,AV ) + dim(F )TUV (f)(p)

(2.12)

+ gp(U, V )N(f)(p)− dim(F )gp(U, V )|H(∇f)|2p − gp(U, V )H(∆f)(p)

+ gp(U, V )dim(B)|V(∇f)|2p + dim(B)((V∇UV )(f)

− UV (f)− U(f)V (f))(p);

rp(X,U) =gp((δ̌T )(U),X) + gp(∇UN,X) − gp((δ̂A)(X), U) − 2gp(TU , AX)

− (dim(B)− 3)AXU(f)(p)− (dim(F )− 1)TUX(f)(p)(2.13)

− (dim(M)− 2)(Hessf(X,U) +X(f)U(f))(p);

rp(X,Y ) =π∗
f (r̂πf (p))(X,Y )− 2gp(AX , AY )− gp(TX, TY ) + gp(∇XN,Y )

(2.14)

+
∑

j

gp(∇Uj
AXY,Uj)− (dim(M) − 2)(Hessf(X,Y ) +X(f)Y (f))(p)

− dim(F )AXY (f)(p) + (dim(M) − 2)gp(X,Y )|∇f |2p

+X(f)(p)gp(N,Y ) + Y (f)(p)gp(N,X) − gp(X,Y )(N(f) + ∆f)(p).
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The scalar curvatures of (M, g), (Fπf (p), gFπf (p)
), and (B, gB) denoted by s, š, ŝ

respectively, are related as follows

s = e−2f ŝ ◦ πf + š− |A|2 − |T |2 + div(N)− δ̂N

+ dimB(dimM + dimF − 3)|∇f |2 + (2− 2dimB + dimF )N(f)(2.15)

− (2dimF − 2)H(∆f)− 2dimB∆f − (dimF − 2 + dim(F )2)|H(∇f)|2

Remark 2.12. In this paper, the following conventions will be followed.

(1) Given a vector field X in a Riemannian manifold (M, g), the divergence
div(X) of X is defined point-wise as div(X) =

∑
i g(∇eiX, ei), where {ei}

is an orthonormal basis at that point.
(2) Given h ∈ C∞(M), ∆h := div(∇h).
(3) Given a conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) and h ∈ C∞(M),

H(∆h) :=
∑

i g(∇Xi
∇h,Xi) and V(∆h) :=

∑
j g(∇Uj

∇h, Uj) , where

{Xi}i ∈ I, {Uj}j∈J respectively denote local orthonormal frames of the
horizontal and vertical distributions.

Remark 2.13. In a conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB), the tensor
field A corresponds to the obstruction of integrability of horizontal distribution.
However, the fibres of πf are totally geodesic if and only if H∇UV vanishes for
all vertical vector fields U, V . Unlike Riemannian submersions, the vanishing of
T does not imply the totally geodesic nature of fibres in conformal submersions.
In contrast, it leads to another property of fibres, defined below.

Definition 2.14. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion. Then
fibres of πf are said to be totally umbilical (that is, all fibres are totally umbil-
ical submanifolds of (M, g)) if there exists a horizontal vector field X such that
H∇UV = g(U, V )X for all vertical vector fields U, V (cf. [24]).

Remark 2.15. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion. It follows
that if T vanishes, then fibres of πf are totally umbilical.

2.3. Quasi-Einstein manifolds. In this section, we briefly discuss a special
class of Riemannian manifolds known as quasi-Einstein manifolds, which are cer-
tain generalizations of Einstein manifolds. We refer to [4, 5, 8, 23] for detailed
discussions on quasi-Einstein manifolds.

Definition 2.16. A smooth metric measure space is a triple (M, g, f), where
(M, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold and f ∈ C∞(M).
Given a smooth metric measure space (M, g, f), its m-Bakry-Emery Ricci

tensor denoted as Ricmf is defined by

Ricmf = Ric+Hess(f)−
1

m
df ⊗ df,

where Hess(f)(X, Y ) = g(∇X∇f, Y ) and 0 < m ≤ ∞.

Definition 2.17. A smooth metric measure space (M, g, f,m) is called a quasi-

Einstein manifold if Ricmf = λg for some λ ∈ R.
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Remark 2.18. It is easy to see that a quasi-Einstein manifold (M, g, f,m) be-
comes Einstein if f is constant. This motivates the following definition.

Definition 2.19. A quasi-Einstein manifold (M, g, f,m, λ) is said to be rigid if
f is a constant function.

Remark 2.20. From now on, we will restrict ourselves to closed-orientable Rie-
mannian manifolds and conformal submersions with total space of dimension at
least 4.

3. Conformal submersions with Einstein total space

In this section, we analyse the rigidity of conformal submersions where ei-
ther the total space or its universal cover is the Riemannian product of closed-
orientable Einstein manifolds. In both cases, the Ricci tensor turns out to be
parallel. This section is divided into three subsections. The first subsection dis-
cusses the rigidity when the horizontal distribution is integrable and N is parallel
which is a more general assumption than that of T being parallel (cf. Lemma
4.6 of [12]). In the second subsection, we discuss the rigidity when N vanishes (a
weaker assumption than T = 0, particularly when the dimension of fibres is at
least 2) and the horizontal distribution is not necessarily integrable. The last sub-
section deals with the rigidity when fibres are totally geodesic. Throughout this
section, we will have the following two assumptions (even when it is not explicitly
mentioned): (a). the total space or its universal cover is the Riemannian product
of closed Einstein manifolds and (b). whenever fibres are assumed to be Einstein,
all the fibres have the same Einstein constant. For the sake of brevity, proofs of
all the results in this section are only showcased when the total space is Einstein.
However, the same idea also works when either the total space or its universal
cover is the Riemannian product of closed-orientable Einstein manifolds.

3.1. When the horizontal distribution is integrable and N is parallel.

The following theorem addresses the rigidity of conformal submersions with Ein-
stein fibres.

Theorem 3.1. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with inte-
grable horizontal distribution and parallel N and dim(B) ≥ 2. Then πf is rigid
if the fibres are Einstein.

Proof. Assume without loss of generality, that (M, g) is Einstein with Einstein
constant λ, and λF is the Einstein constant of the fibres. First, we show that
λ = λF . The following equation can be derived by using Equation 2.12.

(3.1)

λ dim(F ) =λF dim(F )− |N |2 + (2dim(F )− dim(B))N(f)

+ dim(F )(dim(B)− dim(F ))|H(∇f)|2 − dim(F )H(∆f)

+ dim(B)(dim(F )− 1)|V(∇f)|2 − dim(B)V(∆f)

Consequently, we observe that λ ≤ λF as Hess(f) is non-negative definite and
∇f vanishes at the point where f attains its global minimum. The equation
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below can then be derived from Equation 3.1 by using the fact that N is parallel.

(3.2)
λ dim(F ) =λF dim(F )− dim(F )div(H(∇f))

− dim(B)div(V(∇f)) + dim(B)(dim(B)− 1)|V(∇f)|2

Further, using the divergence theorem in Equation 3.2, it can be seen that λ ≥ λF .
Thus, λ = λF . Therefore, V(∇f) vanishes by employing the divergence theorem
in Equation 3.2. By substituting V(∇f) = 0 in Equation 3.2, and applying the
weak maximal principle, the function f turns out to be constant. This completes
the proof. �

Remark 3.2. In particular, Theorem 3.1 implies that in a conformal submersion
with integrable horizontal distribution and parallel N , if the total space and fibres
are both Einstein, then their Einstein constants must coincide.

The following rigidity result assumes the base of the given conformal submer-
sion to be Ricci-flat.

Theorem 3.3. If πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) is a conformal submersion with integrable
horizontal distribution and parallel N , where (B, gB) is Ricci-flat, then πf is rigid
if and only if

∑

i

λimi = −|T |2 −
|N |2

dim(F )
(dim(M) + dim(B)− 4),

where λi and mi are the Einstein constants and dimensions of the horizontal
distribution of the ith component of (M, g) or its universal cover, respectively.

Proof. Assuming that (M, g) is Einstein with Einstein constant λ, it follows from
Equation 2.14 that
(3.3)

λ dim(B) =− |T |2 −
|N |2

dim(F )
(dim(M) + dim(B)− 4)− (dim(M)− 2)

div(H(∇f)) + (dim(M)− 2)(dim(M)− 1)|H(∇f)|2 − dim(B)∆f.

If λ dim(B) = −|T |2 − |N |2

dim(F )
(dim(M) + dim(B) − 4), then by the divergence

theorem and the weak maximal principle, we conclude that πf is rigid. �

Remark 3.4. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with inte-
grable horizontal distribution and parallel N . If both (M, g) and (B, gB) are
Einstein with Einstein constants λ and λB, respectively, then by Equation 2.14,
λ ≤ cλB where c > 0. In particular, if (B, gB) is Ricci-flat, then λ is non-positive.
Additionally, if (M, g) is a homogeneous Einstein manifold, then (M, g) is flat
(See Theorem 7.4 of [2]).

Since the Einstein constant of a compact homogeneous Einstein manifold, is
always non-negative, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. If πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) is a conformal submersion with inte-
grable horizontal distribution and parallel N , where either (M, g) or its universal
cover is the Riemannian product of homogeneous Einstein manifolds and (B, gB)
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is Ricci flat, then πf is rigid if and only if T vanishes. In particular, this result
holds true when the universal cover of (M, g) is a symmetric space.

3.2. When N vanishes identically.

The following result is about the rigidity of conformal submersions with Einstein
fibres.

Theorem 3.6. A conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) (dim(B) ≥ 2)
with Einstein fibres (with Einstein constant λF ) and vanishing N , is rigid if and
only if∑

i λimi = λF dim(F )+ |A|2, where λi and mi are the Einstein constants and di-
mensions of the vertical distribution of the ith component of (M, g) or its universal
cover, respectively.

Proof. By using Equation 2.12,

(3.4)
(λ− λF )dim(F ) =|A|2 − dim(F )div(H(∇f))− dim(B)

div(V(∇f)) + dim(B)(dim(B)− 1)|V(∇f)|2

We conclude the result by applying the divergence theorem and the weak maximal
principle in Equation 3.4. �

Remark 3.7. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with van-
ishing N . If both the total space and the fibres are Einstein, then the Einstein
constant of the total space is greater than the Einstein constant of the fibres
(follows from Equation 3.4).

Employing the divergence theorem together with Equations 3.4 and 2.12, and
Theorem 3.6, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.8. If πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) is a conformal submersion with van-
ishing N , where (M, g) and the fibres are Einstein, then it is equivalent to have
either λ = λF or A = 0, where λ and λF are the Einstein constants of (M, g) and
the fibres, respectively. Moreover, either of these conditions implies rigidity of πf

if dim(B) ≥ 2.

Combining Remark 3.7 and Corollary 3.8, we conclude the following.

Corollary 3.9. A conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) with vanishing N ,
where dim(B) ≥ 2, (M, g) is Ricci-flat, and the fibres are homogeneous Einstein
manifolds, is rigid.

Equation 3.4 together with Bochner’s result (cf. Theorem 6.56 of [2]) involving
the first cohomology group H1(M ;R) of a Riemannian manifold, leads to the
following interesting observation.

Corollary 3.10. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with van-
ishing N where (M, g) and the fibres are both Einstein. If fibres have a non-
negative Einstein constant, and the horizontal distribution is non-integrable, then
H1(M ;R) = {0}.

The following corollary is about the special case when the conformal submersion
has vanishing T and Ricci flat fibres.
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Corollary 3.11. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with van-
ishing T , where (M, g) is Einstein and the fibres are Ricci flat. If (B, gB) is scalar
flat, then the total space and the base are also Ricci-flat. In that case, πf is rigid
whenever dim(B) ≥ 2.

Proof. (M, g) is Ricci-flat by Equation 2.15 and Remark 3.7. Now, the result
follows from Corollary 3.8 and Equation 2.14. �

The following theorem addresses the rigidity conditions when the base is Ricci-
flat.

Theorem 3.12. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with van-
ishing N , where (B, gB) is Ricci-flat. Then πf is rigid if and only if

∑
i λimi +

2|A|2 + |T |2 = 0, where λi and mi are the Einstein constants and dimensions of
the horizontal distribution of the ith component of (M, g) or its universal cover,
respectively.

Proof. Using Equation 2.14, we have

(3.5)
λ dim(B) =− 2|A|2 − |T |2 − (dim(M)− 2)div(H(∇f))

+ (dim(M)− 2)(dim(M)− 1)|H(∇f)|2 − dim(B)∆f

Consequently, if λ dim(B) + 2|A|2 + |T |2 = 0, then πf is rigid by the divergence
theorem and the weak maximal principle. �

Remark 3.13. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with van-
ishing N . If both (M, g) and (B, gB) are Einstein with Einstein constants λ and
λB, respectively, then λ ≤ cλB for some c > 0 (by Equation 2.14). In partic-
ular, if (B, gB) is Ricci-flat, then λ is non-positive. Additionally, if (M, g) is
homogeneous, then it is flat.

The following rigidity result considers conformal submersion with a Ricci-flat
base.

Corollary 3.14. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with van-
ishing N , such that (B, gB) is Ricci-flat and either (M, g) or its universal cover
is the Riemannian product of compact homogeneous Einstein manifolds. Then πf

is rigid if and only if its horizontal distribution is integrable and T vanishes. In
particular, this result is true when the universal cover of (M, g) is a symmetric
space.

As a consequence of Theorem 3.12, together with Equations 2.12 and 2.14, we
obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.15. If πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) is a conformal submersion with inte-
grable horizontal distribution and vanishing T , where (B, gB) is Ricci-flat, then
πf is rigid. In particular, if (M, g) is Einstein, then (M, g) and the fibres are both
Ricci-flat.

Remark 3.16. It is well known that a Kähler manifold (M, g) of dimension at
least 4 (see [2] for the definition of Kähler manifolds) with harmonic Weyl tensor
has parallel Ricci tensor (Proposition 16.30 of [2]). According to the de Rham
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decomposition theorem (Theorem 56 of [16]), the universal cover of (M, g) splits
into the Riemannian product of Einstein manifolds. Additionally, by Corollary
3.15, a conformal submersion with integrable horizontal distribution, vanishing
T , Ricci-flat base, and total space (M, g) is rigid if (M, g) has a closed universal
cover.

Remark 3.17. The rigidity of warped product Einstein metrics is a well-explored
problem ([10, 7]). By our rigidity results (Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.15), we
retrieve the following result.
Let (M, g) be Einstein and f ∈ C∞(M). If M ×e2f N is Einstein, then f is
constant, and N is Einstein.

Using Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.15, we conclude the following.

Theorem 3.18. If (M, g) is an Einstein manifold of dimension at least 4, then
up to homothety, g is the unique Einstein metric in its conformal class if (M, g) is
the total space of a conformal submersion with integrable horizontal distribution
and vanishing T , together with either one-dimensional fibres or a Ricci-flat base.

Remark 3.19. In particular, Theorem 3.18 implies that if (M, g) is Ricci-flat,
which is also locally a Riemannian product, then up to homothety, g is the only
Einstein metric in its conformal class.

3.3. When the fibres are totally geodesic.

The following theorem discusses rigidity conditions of a conformal submersion
with a Ricci-flat base in this case.

Theorem 3.20. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with totally
geodesic fibres and dim(B) ≥ 2, where (B, gB) is Ricci-flat. Then πf is rigid if
and only if

∑
i λimi +2|A|2 = 0, where λi and mi are the Einstein constants and

dimensions of the horizontal distribution of the ith component of (M, g) or its
universal cover, respectively.

Proof. WE use Equation 2.14 to see that

(3.6)
λ dim(B) =− 2|A|2 − (dim(B)− 2)div(H(∇f))− dim(B)∆f

+ (dim(B)− 2)(dim(B)− 1)|H(∇f)|2

Let λ dim(B) + 2|A|2 = 0. If dim(B) = 2, then by the weak maximal principle,
f is constant.
When dim(B) > 2, using the divergence theorem in Equation 3.6, it follows that
H(∇f) = 0. Combining this with Equation 3.6 and applying the weak maximal
principle, f becomes constant. �

Remark 3.21. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with totally
geodesic fibres. If both (M, g) and (B, gB) are Einstein with respective Einstein
constants λ and λB, then λ ≤ cλB where c > 0 (by Equation 2.14). In par-
ticular, if (B, gB) is Ricci-flat, then λ is non-positive. Additionally, if (M, g) is
homogeneous, then it is flat.

Using Equation 2.14 and Theorem 3.20, we conclude the following result.
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Corollary 3.22. If πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) is a conformal submersion with inte-
grable horizontal distribution and totally geodesic fibres, where (B, gB) is Ricci-
flat, then πf is rigid if dim(B) ≥ 2. In particular, if (M, g) is Einstein, then
(M, g) is Ricci-flat.

Remark 3.23. It should be noted that unlike Riemannian submersions, having
totally geodesic fibres and integrable horizontal distribution, does not necessarily
mean that the total space of a conformal submersion is locally a Riemannian
product.

Remark 3.24. If (M, g) is a Kähler manifold of dimension at least 4 with har-
monic Weyl tensor and a closed universal cover, then by Corollary 3.22, a con-
formal submersion with integrable horizontal distribution, totally geodesic fibres,
Ricci-flat base, and (M, g) as the total space, is rigid.

Remark 3.25. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with to-
tally geodesic Einstein fibres. If in addition, (M, g) is Einstein, then its Einstein
constant is greater than the Einstein constant of fibres (follows from Equation
2.12).

Bochner’s result (cf. Theorem 6.56 of [2]) and Equation 2.12 together lead to
the following remark.

Remark 3.26. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion with totally
geodesic Einstein fibres. If (M, g) is Einstein, the Einstein constant of fibres is
non-negative and horizontal distribution is non-integrable, then H1(M ;R) = {0}.

4. Conformal submersions with locally conformally flat total

space

In this section, we consider conformal submersions whose total spaces are Rie-
mannian products of locally conformally flat and Einstein manifolds (where the
Einstein components are possibly trivial), and study their rigidity. We further
assume that the base and the fibres have the same dimension. In such a case, we
provide suitable curvature conditions imposing rigidity.

4.1. The total space is the product of locally conformally flat and Ein-

stein manifolds. In conformal submersions whose total spaces are Riemannian
products of locally conformally flat and Einstein manifolds (where the Einstein
components are possibly trivial), we make the following observations about the
scalar curvature of the components of the total space.

Proposition 4.1. (1) Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion
such that (M, g) is locally conformally flat and dim(B) = dim(F ) where
Fp denotes the fibre at p ∈ B. Then the scalar curvature of (M, g) satisfies
the following equation.

(4.1)
ns

2(n− 1)
= 2(|A|2 − |T |2 − δ̂N)− (n− 4)N(f)− n∆f +

n(n− 2)

2
|∇f |2,

where n = dim(M).
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(2) More generally, consider a conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB)
where (M, g) is the Riemannian product of locally conformally flat mani-
folds each of dimension at least 4 such that the horizontal and the vertical
distributions restricted to each component of (M, g) have the same dimen-
sion. Then,

(4.2)
∑

i

nisi

2(ni − 1)
= 2(|A|2 − |T |2 − δ̂N)− (n− 4)N(f)− n∆f +

n(n− 2)

2
|∇f |2,

where ni and si respectively denote the dimension and the scalar curvature
of the ith component of (M, g), and n = dim(M).

(3) Let πf : (M × N, gM + gN) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion where
(M, gM) is as in (2). Let (N, gN) be the Riemannian product of Einstein
manifolds where the tangent bundle of each component of (N, gN) is com-
pletely contained either in the vertical or the horizontal distribution of πf ,
and dim(F ) = dim(B) where Fp denotes the fibre at p ∈ B. Then,

(4.3)

∑

i

nisi

2(ni − 1)
=2(|A|2 − |T |2 − δ̂N)− (n− 4)N(f)− (

n+ l

2
)(∆f −

n− 2

2
|∇f |2)

−
e

2
(div(H∇f)−

n− 2

2
|H∇f |2),

where ni and si are the dimensions and the scalar curvatures of the ith

component of (M, g), respectively and l = dim(M), e = dim(N) and
l + e = n.

Proof. (1) Let p ∈ M . Let {Xi}i ∈ I, {Uj}j∈J respectively denote local orthonor-
mal frames of the horizontal and vertical distributions at p. Since the Weyl
curvature W = 0, using the orthogonal decomposition of the Riemann curvature
tensor given in Equation 2.1, it follows that

(4.4)
∑

j 6=k

R(Uk, Uj, Uk, Uj) =
m− 2

n− 2
r(Uk, Uk) +

∑

j

r(Uj, Uj)

n− 2
−

s(m− 1)

(n− 1)(n− 2)
,

where m = n/2.
Equations 2.7, 2.12 and 4.4 gives,

(4.5)

∑

j

r(Uj , Uj)

n− 2
=

m

n− 2
r(Uk, Uk) +

s(m− 1)

(n− 1)(n− 2)
+ g(TUk

, TUk
)

+ (m− 2)TUk
Uk(f) + |H(∇f)|2 +H(∆f)− δT (Uk, Uk)

− g(AUk, AUk) +m(Hessf(Uk, Uk) + Uk(f)
2 − |∇f |2).

Similarly, Equations 2.1, 2.8 and 2.14 imply
(4.6)
∑

i

r(Xi, Xi)

n− 2
=

m

n− 2
r(Xl, Xl) +

s(m− 1)

(n− 1)(n− 2)
+ g(TXl, TXl)− g(AXl

, AXl
)

− |H(∇f)|2 −H(∆f) +m(Hessf(Xl, Xl) +Xl(f)
2)

− (m− 1)|∇f |2 − g(∇Xl
N,Xl)− 2Xl(f)g(N,Xl) +N(f) + ∆f.
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Adding 4.5 and 4.6 gives,
(4.7)

s

(n− 1)(n− 2)
=
mr(Uk, Uk)

n− 2
+

mr(Xl, Xl)

n− 2
+ g(TXl, TXl) + g(TUk

, TUk
)

+ (m− 2)TUk
Uk(f)− g(AXl

, AXl
)− g(AUk, AUk) +m(Hessf(Xl, Xl)

+Xl(f)
2) +m(Hessf(Uk, Uk) + Uk(f)

2)− (n− 1)|∇f |2

− δT (Uk, Uk)− g(∇Xl
N,Xl)− 2Xl(f)g(N,Xl) +N(f) + ∆f.

Taking summation over {Uk}’s and {Xl}’s,
(4.8)

ns

2(n− 1)
=2(|A|2 − |T |2 − δ̂N)− (n− 4)N(f)− n∆f +

n(n− 2)

2
|∇f |2.

Proof of (2) and (3) are similar to (1). �

Employing the divergence theorem and the weak maximal principle in Proposition
4.1 culminates in to the following result.

Theorem 4.2. A conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) as described in
Proposition 4.1(2) is rigid if either of the following conditions holds.

(1) T vanishes and s ≤
∑

i
si

1−ni
where si and ni are as mentioned in Propo-

sition 4.1(2).
(2) N is parallel, the horizontal distribution is integrable and s ≥

∑
i

si
1−ni

.

Additionally, if (M, g) is locally conformally flat, then (M, g) is scalar flat and
locally a Riemannian product.

We further observe the following scalar curvature properties for the total space
of a conformal submersion given in Theorem 4.2.

Proposition 4.3. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion such that
(M, g) is as defined in Theorem 4.2. Moreover, if the scalar curvature of each
component of (M, g) have the same sign, then:

(1) The scalar curvature of (M, g) is non-negative if T vanishes.
(2) The scalar curvature of (M, g) is non-positive if N is parallel and the

horizontal distribution is integrable.
(3) (M, g) is scalar flat, and πf is rigid if the horizontal distribution is inte-

grable and T vanishes.

Proof. The following is a proof for locally conformally flat total space. The general
case follows analogously.
(1) If T vanishes,

(4.9)
ns

2(n− 1)
=2|A|2 − n∆f +

n(n− 2)

2
|∇f |2.

The scalar curvature of (M, g) is non-negative by the divergence theorem.
(2) If N is parallel and the horizontal distribution is integrable,

(4.10)
ns

2(n− 1)
=− 2|T |2 −

2(n− 4)

n
|N |2 − n∆f +

n(n− 2)

2
|∇f |2.
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Multiply Equation 4.10 by e−
n−2
2

f ,
(4.11)

ns

2(n− 1)
e−

n−2
2

f =− 2e−
n−2
2

f |T |2 −
2(n− 4)

n
e−

n−2
2

f |N |2 − ndiv(e−
n−2
2

f∇f).

The scalar curvature of (M, g) is non-positive by the divergence theorem.
(3) If the horizontal distribution is integrable and T = 0,

(4.12)
ns

2(n− 1)
e−

n−2
2

f =− ndiv(e−
n−2
2

f∇f).

(M, g) is scalar flat by the divergence theorem, and πf is rigid by the weak
maximal principle. �

More generally, if the total space of a conformal submersion is as in Proposition
4.1(3), we obtain the following rigidity result similar to Theorem 4.2.

Theorem 4.4. A conformal submersion πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) as described in
Proposition 4.1(3) is rigid if either of the following conditions holds.

(1) T vanishes and sM ≤
∑

i
si

1−ni
.

(2) N is parallel, the horizontal distribution is integrable and sM ≥
∑

i
si

1−ni
.

where si is the scalar curvature of the ith component of (M, gM) and sM is the
scalar curvature of (M, gM).

In the next two subsections, we prove more rigidity results by putting further
conditions on the total space or the base of a conformal submersion as described
in this part.

4.2. When the total space is quasi-Einstein.

Theorem 4.5. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion where
(M, g) is as described in Theorem 4.2 with the scalar curvatures of each component
of (M, g) having the same sign. If (M, g, h,m, λ) is also quasi-Einstein, then it
is Ricci-flat and πf is rigid if one of the following conditions holds.

(1) λ is non-negative, N is parallel, and the horizontal distribution is inte-
grable.

(2) λ is non-positive, and T = 0.
(3) The horizontal distribution is integrable, and T = 0.

Furthermore, if (M, g) is locally conformally flat, then (M, g) is locally a Rie-
mannian product.

Proof. The following is proof for locally conformally flat total space. The general
case follows analogously.
We have,

(4.13) Ric +Hessh−
1

m
dh⊗ dh = λg.

By taking trace,

(4.14) λn− s = ∆h−
1

m
|∇h|2
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(4.15) e−h/m(λn− s) = div(e−h/m∇h).

Using the divergence theorem and Proposition 4.3, λ = s = 0. Applying the
weak maximal principle in Equation 4.14, h turns out to be constant, and hence
(M, g) is Ricci-flat. By Theorem 4.2, we can conclude that (M, g) is locally a
Riemannian product, and πf is rigid. �

4.3. When either the base or the fibre is quasi-Einstein.

The following lemma can be derived by using the same method employed to prove
Proposition 4.1 and hence the proof is skipped..

Lemma 4.6. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion such that
(M, g) is locally conformally flat and dim(B) = dim(F ) where Fp denotes the
fibre at p ∈ B. Then,

(4.16)

e−2f ŝ ◦ πf + š =
5n− 4

n
|A|2 −

3n− 4

n
(|T |2 + δ̌N)− div(N)

−
n2 − 12n+ 16

2n
N(f)− (n− 2)div(V(∇f))

+
(n− 2)(3n− 4)

4
|V(∇f)|2.

We further observe some properties of the scalar curvatures of the base and
fibres of a conformal submersion as given in Lemma 4.6.

Proposition 4.7. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion as in
Lemma 4.6. If the scalar curvatures of the fibres (respectively, the base) have a
particular sign and

(1) T = 0, and the scalar curvature of the base (respectively, the fibres) is non-
positive, then the scalar curvatures of the fibres (respectively, the base) are
non-negative.

(2) A = 0, parallel T , and the scalar curvature of the base (respectively, the
fibres) is non-negative, then the scalar curvatures of the fibres(respectively,
the base) are non-positive.

Proof. (1). By substituting T = 0 in Equation 4.16,
(4.17)

e−2f ŝ ◦ πf + š =
5n− 4

n
|A|2 − (n− 2)div(V(∇f)) +

(n− 2)(3n− 4)

4
|V(∇f)|2.

Applying the divergence theorem in Equation 4.17 gives the result.
(2). By substituting A = 0 and ∇T = 0 (∇T = 0 implies |T |2 = N(f)) and

multiplying e−
3n−4

4
f in Equation 4.16,

(4.18)

e−
3n−4

4
f ŝ ◦ πf + e−

3n−4
4

f š =−
(n− 2)(n− 4)

2n
|T |2e−

3n−4
4

f − (n− 2)(div(e−
3n−4

4
fV(∇f)).

The result follows by applying the divergence theorem in Equation 4.18. �

Employing the divergence theorem and the weak maximal principle in Lemma
4.6, Proposition 4.1 and then using Proposition 4.7 we conclude the following
result.
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Theorem 4.8. Let πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) be a conformal submersion as in Lemma
4.6. If the scalar curvatures of the fibres (respectively, the base) have a particu-
lar sign and (F, gF , h,m, λ) (respectively, (B, gB, h,m, λ)) is quasi-Einstein, then
(F, gF , h) (respectively, (B, gB, h)) is Ricci-flat, (B, gB) (respectively, (F, gF )) is
scalar flat, and also f is constant along fibres whenever either of the following
conditions holds.

(1) T = 0, the scalar curvature of the base (respectively, the fibres) is non-
positive, and λ ≤ 0.

(2) A = 0, parallel T , the scalar curvature of the base (respectively, the fibres)
is non-negative, and λ ≥ 0.

In both cases, A and T vanish. Additionally, if the scalar curvature of (M, g) has
a particular sign, then πf is rigid.

Remark 4.9. Assuming the scalar curvature of the total space has a particular
sign is not a strong condition since any closed Riemannian manifold admits a
metric in its conformal class that has constant scalar curvature due to Yamabe
theorem (see [2]).

The following example shows that dim(F ) = dim(B) is necessary in Theorem
4.8.

Example 4.10. Let M = S1 × S3 with metric g = gS1 + e2fgS3 where f is a
non-constant function on S1. Consider the map πf : (M, g) → (S3, g3) defined
as πf (x, y) = y. One can verify by direct computation that (M, g) is locally
conformally flat, and all the conditions of Theorem 4.8 are satisfied by πf (note
that here, the scalar curvature of (M, g) is constant only up to conformality)
except the dimension condition, but πf is not rigid.

Next, we discuss the rigidity of conformal submersions with some conditions on
mixed scalar curvature (see [24] for a details on mixed scalar curvatures).

Lemma 4.11. If πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) is a conformal submersion with vanishing
T , then πf is rigid if and only if Rmix =

∑
i,j K(Xi, Uj) = |A|2 where {Xi} and

{Uj} form an orthonormal basis of horizontal and vertical distributions, respec-
tively.

Proof. By Equation 2.10,
(4.19)

Rmix =|A|2 − dim(F )div(H∇f)− dim(B)div(V∇f)

+ dim(F )(dim(F )− 1)|H(∇f)|2 + dim(B)(dim(B)− 1)|V(∇f)|2.

The proof follows by employing the divergence theorem and the weak maximal
principle in Equation 4.19. �

The following result is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.11.

Theorem 4.12. If πf : (M, g) → (B, gB) is a conformal submersion with vanish-
ing T and Rmix ≤ 0, then Rmix = 0, (M, g) is locally a Riemannian product, and
πf is rigid.
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5. An Application: Rigidity of quasi-Einstein manifolds

In this section, we conclude rigidity results for certain quasi-Einstein manifolds
that can be realized as the total space, the fibre or the base of suitable conformal
submersions. All the quasi-Einstein manifolds mentioned here are closed and
orientable. The first result is about a quasi-Einstein manifold realized as the
fibre or the base of a conformal submersion.

Theorem 5.1. Let (M, g, f,m, λ) be a quasi-Einstein manifold with λ ≥ 0 and
m ≥ 1. Then (M, g, f) is rigid if (M, g) is the fibre (respectively, the base) of
a conformal submersion with an integrable horizontal distribution and parallel T
satisfying the following conditions.

(1) The total space of the conformal submersion is locally conformally flat and
its dimension is twice the dimension of M .

(2) The base (respectively, the fibre) has non-negative scalar curvature.

Proof. Proposition 3.6 of [4] says that‘If (M, g, f,m, λ) is quasi-Einstein with
m ≥ 1, λ > 0 and M is compact, then the scalar curvature of (M, g) is bounded

below by n(n−1)λ
m+n−1

’. It readily follows from the above result that the scalar curvature
of (M, g) (as in hypothesis) is non-negative if λ > 0. Using the same idea of
Proposition 3.6 of [4], it can further be checked that the scalar curvature of
(M, g) is non-negative whenever λ = 0. Using Theorem 4.8, we conclude the
result. �

The next result is about a locally conformally flat quasi-Einstein manifold
realized as the total space of a conformal submersion.

Theorem 5.2. If (M, g, f,m, λ) is a locally conformally flat quasi-Einstein man-
ifold of dimension at least 4 with m ≥ 1 and λ ≥ 0, then (M, g, f) is a flat space
form if it is the total space of a conformal submersion with an integrable horizontal
distribution and parallel N whose base and fibre have the same dimension.

Proof. Again, by using Proposition 3.6 of [4], the scalar curvature of (M, g) is
non-negative. Finally, Theorem 4.5 concludes the result. �

Example 5.3. Let (M1 × M2, g) be a locally conformally flat manifold with
dim(M1) = dim(M2) ≥ 2, and g be the product metric. Then (M1 × M2, g) is
a flat space form if there exist functions f, h ∈ C∞(M1 ×M2) such that (M1 ×
M2, e

2fg, h,m, λ) is quasi-Einstein with m ≥ 1 and λ ≥ 0.

Finally, we obtain the following rigidity result as a consequence of Theorem
3.12, Remark 3.13 and Equation 2.12.

Theorem 5.4. A quasi-Einstein manifold (M, g, f,m, λ) is rigid if it can be re-
alized as the fibre of a conformal submersion with an integrable horizontal distri-
bution and vanishing T , where

(1) the total space is a homogeneous Einstein manifold and
(2) the base is Einstein with a non-positive Einstein constant.
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