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On projective transformations of Riemannian manifolds.

By Yoshihiro TASHIRO
(Received Sept. 22, 1958)

The main purpose of this paper is to prove the following theorems:

Tueorem 1. Let M and M’ be n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds and
suppose that M is locally reducible (but M’ is not necessarily locally reductible).
If there exists a projective transformation of M to M’, then

1) the transformation preserves the curvatuve tensor, or

2) the local homogeneous holonomy group at any point of M’ is the proper
orthogonal group O*(n).D

Tueorem 2. Let M and M’ be complete Riemannian manifolds. In order
that there exist a non-affine projective transformation of M to M’, it is necessary
that both M and M’ be irreducible.

By and a theorem due to T.Y. Thomas [8] and A. Lichnerowicz
[37, we have

CoroLLarY.? If a complete Riemannian manifold with parallel Ricci tensor
admits a non-affine projective transformation, then the manifold is an irreducible
Einstein manifold.

Recently, several authors [4], investigated the manifolds with parailel
Ricci tensor and T. Nagano proved that a complete Einstein manifold
admitting a non-affine projective transformation is the only manifold whose
universal covering space is a sphere.

The author expresses his hearty thanks to his colleague T. Nagano who
gave him many valuable suggestions in the course of the preparation of this
paper.

§1. Preliminaries.

Let M and M’ be n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds and £ a diffeomor-
phism of M to M’. For a geometric object £ on M’, we denote by '2 the
geometric object on M induced from £’ by f. For instance we denote by

1) In this paper we suppose that the class of differentiability of manifolds and of
transformations is not less than 4. If the class is of C=, then, in Case 2), the
infinitesimal holonomy group of M’ is also O+(#). As to these holonomy groups, see
A. Nijenhuis [5].

2) T. Nagano has proved this corollary by a different method.
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‘g,x the induced metric tensor on M from the metric tensor of A’ .

A transformation f is said to be projective if it carries geodesics in M
to geodesics in M’. As is well-known, a necessary and sufficient condition
for a transformation f to be projective is that there exist a vector field p;
on M such that
(11) /{/AKA} = {/z':/l} +'p/£A/1x”}’p/lA,ux ’

A;" being the unity tensor. The vector field p; should be a gradient vector
field :

1.2) pa=0:0,

p being a scalar field. If p, is the null vector field, the transformation is
affine.

It is well known that, for a projective transformation, we have

(13) ,Kwul'c = Kuﬂlk_fL'AvxpM—‘A/fpvi
and
(1-4) V»/g/ul = 2pulgpl+p/1/gvl+p/llgv,u y

where 7 indicates the covariant differentiation with respect to {5}, K, is
the curvature tensor of M and we have put

(15) p/zu = V/;PAWL’P/;PA .
From the integrability condition of [1.4), we have
(16) Kvydw/gwx+Kvpnw/gwi = puA/g/zx+pux/g/xl “p/ul,gvx"p,ux/gwl .

On the other hand, a Riemannian manifold A is said to be locally re-
ducible at a point of M, if the local holonomy group at the point is reducible;
in other words, in a neighborhood of the point, the manifold is locally a
product of a number of Riemannian manifolds:

(1.7) MIXMZX”'XMr,
that is, there is a coordinate system in which the metric tensor field g, is
given by a reduced matrix®
& (™)
&ris(x")
(1.8)

---------

g j,.i,.(xh")

3) In this paper we follow the notations of J.A. Schouten [6], especially, pp.
287-296.

4) Supposing that the dimension of each part M, is », (¢=1,2,--,7), ny+ny+---+n,=
n, the indices %4, 4, jy,--- run from n;4.--+u_;+1 to ny+---+n,.
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each g;,, depending only on #"¢s. Such a coordinate system will be called a
separating coordinate system. If M is locally reducible at every point, then
M is said to be locally reducible; otherwise M is said to be irreducible.

If a Riemannian manifold is complete and reducible, that is, the restricted
homogeneous holonomy group is reducible, then the product has the
global meaning of de Rham decomposition [1]: The universal covering
space of the manifold is a direct product of a number of irreducible Rie-
mannain manifolds in the large.

In a separating coordinate system, the non-vanishing components of {,%}
and of K, ,," are respectively only { j':fL} and K ;. which are dependent only
on ax™ (¢=1,2,---,7). These properties still hold when we decompose locally
M into two parts M, x M, where M, and M, may be reducible or not. In
the proofs of lemmas in §2, we shall use this decomposition.

§2. Lemmas.

Lemma 1. Let M be locally rveducible at a point x and f a projective trans-
Jormation of M to M'. If the induced metvic tensor field 'g,; has the property

(2.1) /gjﬁil = O

in a separating coovdinate neighborhood of x in M, then M’ is also reducible at
x' = f(x) and the transformation f is affine at x.
Proor. By assumption, we have

2.2) g =0,

Putting £t =#h,, A=1i, £ =3, in (1.1), we have

(2.3) Hinl= —%— '&""04,' 814, = 0.

Hence ’gj,;, are independent of x™’s. Similarly ’g;,;, are independent of x™’s.
Thus M’ is locally reducible. Putting again £ =#h,, A=1i, u =73, in (L1), we
have p;, =0 and similarly p;, =0. Thus the vector field p; of the transforma-
tion vanishes.

Lemma 2. Let M be a locally reducible Riemannian manifold, but M’ not
necessarily locally reducible. For a projective transformation of M to M’', we
have an equation

2.9 Duia=0'8uxs

o being a proportional factor.
Proor. In a separating coordinate system at an arbitrary point of M,
we prove first that we have
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p/ﬂ:x = aillgﬂ?h ] . . .
(2.5) (not summed in 7, and i,)

pm‘, = Gi,/g,uiz
for every ¢, and every i,, where o,, and o¢;, are proportional factors. We
suffice to prove the first equation of (2.5) for a fixed i;,. Putting r=21=1

and v=k, in [1.6), we have
(2.6) Drai 8ute = P i Sty (not summed in 7).

If 'g:,:,#0 for some k,, then the envisaged equation follows directly from
(2.0). If ‘g, =0 for all k&, we have py,;, =0 for all &, Then, putting 1=
iy, =7, v==F, in [1.6), we have

(2.7) Diar’&hvis = Puis St -

Since not all of 'g,,. vanish, we have

(2.8) Diis = 01, Giis (not summed in ;)

and hence we obtain (2.5).

Next, if ’g;,;,#0, then we have clearly o;, =0, On the other hand, if
'g55, =0, then, putting x =g =3, and 1=v =14, in [(1.6), we have
2.9) (05,—04.) &4/ &1jn =0 (not summed in ¢, and 7).
Since any principal minor matrix of a positive definite matrix is also positive
definite, we have

(2.10) 0,=0;,=0

for all 7, and for all j,. Q. E. D.
Lemma 3. Under the hypothesis of Lemma 2, we have an equation

2.11) K, i"pe=0.
Proor. Substituting (2.4) into (1.6), we have

(2.12) K, i Gant Ky 8aa =0,

and, in a separating coordinate system,
(2'13) Kk:jailallg(llha = 0 .

Differentiating covariantly this equation with respect to x* and substituting
(1.4), we obtain

(214) Ki36."Pa./S1n. = 0.
Since not all of “g;,,, vanish, we have
(2.15) Ky, j0."Pa, = 0.

Similarly we have Kj,j,:,%pa, = 0. Q.E.D.
From (2.13) and Lemma 1, we can state
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Tueorem 3. Let a Riemannian manifold M be locally decomposed into
M, >xxM,. If the components K;; of the Ricci tensor K, corresponding to
one of the parts M)s form a regular matrix in a sepavating coovdinate neigh-
borhood, then a projective transformation of M to a Riemannian manifold M’
is affine in the neighborhood.

From the equations [(1.3), (2.4) and [2.11), we obtain an important equation

(216) ! v,ui.'cpx - o(pulg/ul_pu/gvi) .
Lemma 4. The proportional factor o is a constant.
Proor.”> The equation (1.5) can be written in the form
(217) —/ ,up/l—j)ﬂpl = a/gu/l

by means of ’{,%;}. Differentiating covariantly this equation with respect to
{5}, and applying the Ricci formula, we obtain

(2.18) ” (0,0)' 8u—(0,0)'8.1=0,

and thus 8,6 =0. Q.E.D.
Proor or Turorem 1. 1) If and only if ¢ is equal to zero, the transfor-

mation preserves the curvature tensor. 2) If ¢ is not equal to zero, the

equation (2.16) shows that the local homogeneous holonomy group (or the
infinitesimal holonomy group) is the proper orthogonal group OF(n).

§3. Local structure of the manifold M’

Since we shall deal only with A’ in this paragraph, we shall drop ¢ prime,
distinguishing quantities of M’ from those of M, for brevity.
Now we consider hypersurfaces V”’s in M’ defined by equations

(3.1) p = constant.
Transvection of with p* (='g"p, leads to
(32> p”V,up}‘ = —’(G"i‘p/zpﬂ)pl ’

and hence the integral curves of the vector field p* are geodesics and the
congruence C’ of these geodesics is normal to the hypersurfaces V’’s. If
i* is the unit vector field of p* on M’ and we put

(3.3) P =qi",

then we have from [(2.17)

3.4 — V. ia—qVda—qt 22 = 08 a
and
(3.5) V/Aq = ”‘(0+€12)iu .

5) This simple proof is due to Prof. K. Yano.
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These imply that

(36) V/j/l = _‘h(g/,e/]—i/zi/l) ’
where
3.7 h=oa/q.

We choose a local coordinate system #® (@,b,¢,d=1,2,---,n—1) in one of
the hypersurfaces V”’s and give the same coordinates to the points of other
hypersurfaces which lie on the same geodesic of C’. On each hypersurface
V7, the second fundamental tensor is

(3.8) hey =—BiV,iy=hgy,

where BA=0,* and g, is the induced metric tensor of V’. Therefore the
hypersurfaces are totally geodesic if ¢ =0 or totally umbilical if g+0.
From the Codazzi equation

3.9 Valtoy—Vehap = B;lcll/}Kvp/hcim
and [2.16), we obtain
(3.10) (de)gcb_(Vch)gdb =0.

By transvection with g%, we see that # is constant on each of the hyper-
surfaces and consequently so is ¢.

Along a geodesic x"=x"(s) of the congruence C’, where s is the arc-
length in M’, we have

(3.11) i*=dx"/ds,
(3.12) q=p,(dx*/ds)=dp/ds ,

and becomes an ordinary differential equation

4(2) om0

According to the sign of o, we put

D 0,
(3.14) o= 8§ +c?,
. III) —c?,

¢ being a positive constant. Then, solving q is given by

D 1/(s—a),
ID) —ctanc(s—a),
(3.15) q=
111, i) ccothc(s—a) for |[g|>c,

II1, i) ¢ tanh c(s—a) for B <,
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and the general soiution p is given by
) logis—al|+0b,

1D log|cosc(s—a)|+b,
(3.16) bH=
111, i) log|sinhc(s—a)|+b,

II, ii)  log coshc(s—ea)+b,

« and b being arbitrary constants.

Since p and ¢q are constant on each V’/, we can assume, by a suitable
choice of ¢ and b, that the points on all geodesics of C’ corresponding to
the same value of s are on the same hypersurface, which we denote by V/(s).
Moreover, without loss of generality, we may put ¢ =0 and 5=0.

If we regard the parameter s of the geodesics of C’ as the »-th coordi-
nate of the manifold M’, then (#% s) constitute a local coordinate system of
M’. In this coordinate system, the metric tensor has components

Seo(u®, 5) = Z(w)  on  V'(s),
(3.17)

Enp = 0’ gnnzl ’

and the vector of the projective transformation has components

(3.18) D=0, p,= q.
If we put =0, #=c¢ in [2.17), we have an equation
1  dg.
(3.19) 45 togs =0,
whose solution is given by
1
(3.20) gty ) = exp(—20f - -ds) ful),
that is,
b Seo(ut)
11y (sin cs)*fen(ut)
(3.21) Zeo(#t, 8) =

111, 1) 4(cosh ¢s)*f(t) ,
101, ii)  4(sinh cs)*fp(w),

where f,,(#) depend only on #!,---,#*!. Thus the local structure of M’ has
been determined.

tells us that, if both A and M’ are locally reducible, then a
projective transformation of M to M’ preserves the curvature tensor, that
is, 6=0. Conversely, if there is a non-affine projective transformation pre-
serving the curvature tensor, then we have
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(3.22) 0,=0,

and therefore M and M’ are locally reducible. Therefore we can conclude
Tureorem 4. A necessary and sufficient condition that Riemannian manifolds,

which are locally related to each other by a non-affine projective transformation,

be both locally reducible, is that the transformation preserve the curvaturve tensor.

§4. Proof of Theorem 2.

It is sufficient to prove that, if one of the manifolds, say A, is locally
reducible, then there exists no non-affine projective transformation. We use
again ‘prime’ to distinguish quantities of 3/’ from those of M. We see from
that, if M’ is complete, the function p has singularities on a hyper-
surface V/(0) in Case I)® or in Case III, i) or on V’(z/2¢) in Case II).

In Case III, ii), we consider the inverse image of a geodesic x*= x"(s) of
C’. The image is also a geodesic in M: x*=x"(s), s being the arc-length in
M. Along the geodesic in M, the equation becomes

d (d's\’_, dp (d'sy?
(4.1) “d"su( ds > =4s < ds ) .
Then, we have
4.2) d’s/ds= Acosh®c’s,

A being an arbitrary constant, and the solution of with initial condition
‘s=0 for s=0 is given by

4.3) s=(tanhc’s)/Ac,
or
(4.4) exp2¢’s=1+Acs)/(1—Acs).

Substituting into (3.16, III, ii), we have

(4.5) p=—og(1—(Acs)")/2.
Therefore, if M is complete, p has singularities on a hypersurface V(1/Ac)
in M. Q.E.D.

Department of Mathematics,
Okayama University

6) In case I), the theorem has been proved by S. Ishihara [2]
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