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ABSTRACT. This manuscript examines almost Kenmotsu manifolds (briefly,
AKMs) endowed with the almost Ricci-Yamabe solitons (ARYSs) and
gradient ARYSs. The condition for an AKM with ARYS to be n-Einstein
is established. We also show that an ARYS on Kenmotsu manifold be-
comes Ricci-Yamabe soliton under certain restrictions. In this series, it
is proven that a (2n + 1)-dimensional (k, u)’-AKM equipped with a gra-
dient ARYS is either locally isometric to H?T1(—4) x R™ or the Reeb
vector field and the soliton vector field are codirectional. The properties
of 3-dimensional non-Kenmotsu AKMs endowed with a gradient ARYS
are studied.

1. Introduction

The Ricci flow is a well-known geometric flow, introduced by Hamilton [16]
in 80’s, and it is used to prove the three-dimensional sphere theorem [17].
The Ricci flow plays a crucial role in the proof of Poincaré and Thurston’s
conjectures. The Ricci soliton is a special self-similar solution of the Hamilton’s
Ricci flow: 2g(t) = —2S(t), with initial condition g(0) = go. A Ricci soliton
(g,V,\) on an m-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g) is defined by

(Lvg)(Q1,Q2) +28(Q1,Q2) = 20g(1, Q2),

for any vector fields 1,5 on M. Here, Ly g denotes the Lie-derivative of g
along a potential vector field V, S is the Ricci tensor of M and A, real constant
(soliton constant). It is said to be shrinking, steady and expanding accordingly
as \ is positive, zero and negative, respectively. When the vector field V is
zero, it is said to be trivial and when V is the gradient of a smooth function
fon M, that is, V = Vf, where V is the covarient operator of g, then we
say that the Ricci soliton reduces to the gradient Ricci soliton. For details see
[5,6,26].

Similar to Ricci flow, Hamilton introduced Yamabe flow to tackle the Yam-
abe’s problem on manifolds of positive conformal Yamabe invariant. The Yam-
abe soliton is a self-similar solution to the Yamabe flow. On a Riemannian
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manifold (M, g), a Yamabe soliton is given by
(Lvg)(Q1,Q2) = 2(r — A)g(Q1, Qo)

for any vector fields 21,25 on M. Here, r is the scalar curvature of the mani-
fold and A, real constant. The Yamabe soliton preserves the conformal class of
the metric but the Ricci soliton does not in general. Moreover, in dimension
n = 2, both the solitons are similar. If A is a smooth function on M, then the
Ricei solitons and the Yamabe solitons are called almost Ricci solitons [27] and
almost Yamabe solitons [2], respectively.

In [15], Giiler and Crasmareanu gave the notion of Ricci-Yamabe flow. A
Ricci-Yamabe soliton (RYS) of type (a, ) on M emerges as the limit of the
solution of Ricci-Yamabe flow, and it is goverened by the following equation:

(1) Lyg+2aS =2\ — pr)g,

where A, «, 8 € R. If the soliton vector V is a gradient of some smooth function
f on M, then (1) becomes gradient RYS equation, that is,

2) Vif s = (A~ LB,

where V2 is the Hessian of f. An RYS is said to be expanding, shrinking or
steady if \ is negative, positive or zero, respectively. Particularly, (1,0), (0, 1),
(1,—1) and (1,—2p)-type RYSs are Ricci solitons, Yamabe solitons, Einstein
solitons and p-Einstein solitons, respectively. This infers that the notion of
RYS is a natural generalization of a large class of soliton-like equations. If we
replace A in equation (1) by a smooth function, then we say that (M, g) is an
ARYS.

Recently, in [8], the author studied RYSs on almost Kenmotsu manifolds. He
showed that a (k, u)’-AKM admitting a RYS or gradient RYS is locally isomet-
ric to a product manifold. Siddigi and Akyol [29] have introduced the notion
of n-RYS and established the geometrical bearing on Riemannian submersions
in terms of n-RYS with the potential field. Yoldag [35] studied the geometrical
properties of Kenmotsu manifolds with n-RYSs. In [18,19], authors established
several results of RYSs within the framework of indefinite Kenmotsu manifolds
and Riemannian manifolds, respectively. In [30], authors explored the applica-
tions of RYS in perfect fluid spacetimes. Singh and Khatri analyzed ARYS in
almost contact metric manifolds and obtained several results. The last authors
also analysed ARYS with certain vector fields [23]. In this sequel, we study
ARYSs and gradient ARYSs within the framework of AKMs.

The structure of this manuscript is as follows: In Section 2 is preliminaries.
Normal AKMs endowed with ARYSs and gradient ARYSs are discussed in Sec-
tion 3. It is shown that a Kenmotsu manifold with ARYS is n-Einstein. Also,
we prove that an ARYS in Kenmotsu manifold reduces to an RYS, provided
Hessy (¢, ¢) is invariant along ¢. In Section 4, we prove that if a (x, u)-AKM
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with A" # 0 admits a gradient ARYS, then either M is locally isometric to
H"*1(—4) x R™ or the potential vector field is pointwise collinear with the
Reeb vector field. In Section 5, we investigate gradient ARY'S in 3-dimensional
non-Kenmotsu AKM.

2. Preliminaries
A smooth manifold M?"*! (dimM = 2n + 1) satisfying equations

(3) ©* Q1 = —Q1 + ()¢, n() = g(Q,¢),V Q1 € X(M),

for a (1, 1)-tensor field ¢, a unit vector field ¢ (called the Reeb vector field) and
a 1-form 7, is termed as an almost contact manifold [4]. Here X(M) represents
the collection of smooth vector fields of M?"*!, If the Riemannian metric g of
M?"+1 satisfies
(4)

9($21, 982) = g(1, Qa) = n(21)n(Q2), 9(E4, ) = (), V 21, Q2 € X(M),

then M?"*! is said to be an almost contact metric manifold (ACMM) and the
structure (¢,¢,n,g) on M?"*! is called as an almost contact metric structure
[4].
An ACMM with dn = 0 and ® = 2np A ® is defined as an AKM, where
the fundamental 2-form ® of ACMM is defined by ®(€1,Q2) = g(Q4, pQ22)
and d stands for exterior derivative [20]. On the product M?"*! x R of an
ACMM M?"*! and R, there exists an almost complex structure J defined by
J(Ql, f%) = ((le — FC, 77((21)%), where 7 denotes a vector field tangent to
M?n+1 tis the coordinate of R and F is a C*°-function on M?"*! x R. If J is
integrable, then (¢, (,n,g) on M?"*! is said to be normal. A normal ACMM
is called a Kenmotsu manifold [22]. An ACMM is a Kenmotsu manifold if and
only if
(Va,9)Q = g(¢21, 22)¢ — 1(Q2)p,

which infers that

(5) Va,( = — ()¢,
(6) R(Q1,92)¢ = 1n(Q21)Q2 — n(Q2)h,

Here R is the curvature tensor of g and ) the Ricci operator associated with
the Ricci tensor S as S(21,Q2) = g(QN1,Q2). Tt is shown that a Kenmotsu
manifold is locally a warped product I x s N?", where I is an open interval
with coordinate ¢, f = ce! is the warping function for some positive constant c
and N?" is a Kahlerian manifold [22].

On an AKM the following formula is valid [9,10]:

(8) Vo, (= —p?Q — ohfy,,¥ Q € X(M).
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Let define operators h and /¢ as:

Then we have h( = h'¢( =0, Tr(h) = Tr(h') =0, ho = —ph, where h' = h- ¢
and T'r denotes trace.

3. Normal almost Kenmotsu manifold

In this section, we deal with normal AKM, that is, Kenmotsu manifold ad-
mitting ARYS and gradient ARYS. Firstly, we give some examples of gradient
ARYS.

Example 3.1. Let (N, J, go) be a Kidhler manifold of dimension 2n. Consider
the warped product (M, g) = (R x, N, dt?+02%gg), where t is the coordinate on
R. We set n =dt, ( = % and (1,1) tensor field ¢ by ©Q; = JQ; for vector field
Q1 on N and ¢y = 0 if € is tangent to R. The above warped product with
the structure (p, ¢, 7, g) is a Kenmotsu manifold [22]. In particular, if we take
N = CH?", then N being Einstein, the Ricci tensor of M becomes SM = —2ng.
Then it is easy to verify that (M, f,g,\) is an ARYS for f(x,t) = ke',k > 0
and A(z,t) = —2na —nB(2n + 1) + ke'.

Therefore, a large number of examples can be constructed by considering
different potential functions f on warped product spaces. Next, we constructed
an example by using Kanai’s result [21].

Example 3.2. Let N?" be a complete Einstein Kéhler manifold with SN =
—(2n — 1)go. Now consider the warped product M?"*! = R X osnt N with
the metric g = dt? + (cosht)?gy. Then by using result by Kanai [21], there
exists a function f on M without critical points satisfying V2f = —fg. Then
it is easy to see that (M, g,V f, A) is an ARYS for A = —2na— f —nfB(2n+1).

Ghosh [11] initiated the study of Ricci soliton in Kenmotsu 3-manifold. He
later studied gradient ARYS in Kenmotsu manifold and obtained Theorem 3
(see [12]). Here, we generalized these results for ARYS and prove.

Theorem 3.3. If the metric of a Kenmotsu manifold M?"*1(¢,(,n, g) admits
a gradient ARYS with o # 0, then it is n-Finstein. Moreover, if  leaves the
scalar curvature invariant then A can be expressed locally as N\ = Acosht +
Bsinht — 2na — nf(2n + 1), where A, B are constants on M.

Proof. Suppose the metric g of Kenmtosu manifold admits gradient RY'S, then
from (2) we have

(9) VQlDf = 0’91 - OéQQl,

for any vector field 3 on M and 0 = A — % is a smooth function on M.

Taking an inner product of (9) along arbitrary vector field Q9, we obtain:
(10)VQ2 VQIDf = (QQU)Ql + U(VQQQl) — Q(VQQQ)Ql — QQ(VQZQl).
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Making use of (10) in the well-known formula R(Qq,Q2)Df = Vo, Va,Df —
VQ2 VQ1Df - V[Sh,QQ]Df ylelds

(IDR(21,Q2)Df = (210)Q2 — (220)h — a[(Va, Q)22 — (Va, Q)]

Taking a covariant derivative of (7) and using (5), we get (Vq, Q)¢ = —2n(2; —
7(Q21)¢). Because of this in the inner product of (11) with ¢ gives

(12) 9(R(Q21,92)Df,¢) = (Qo)n(Q2) — (Q20)n(h).
Now, taking an inner product of (6) with D f yields
(13) g(R(21,922)¢, Df) = (Q2f)n() — (1 f)n(22).

Combining (12) and (13) and replacing Q2 by ¢ in the obtain relations we
obtain

(14) d(o = f) =¢(o = fn,

where d is the exterior derivative. This means that o — f is invariant along the
distribution D (i.e., D = kern) hence o — f is constant for all ; € D.
Contracting (11) infer

(15) §(Q2, Df) = ~2n(20) + 5 (1),

for any vector field Q3 on M. Replacing €25 by ¢ in (11) and taking an inner
product with Q9 gives

g(R(216)Df,22) = (u0)n(Q2) — (Co)g(21, Qa) — S (21, 2a) + 2nag(21, Q).
In consequence of (5) and (6) in (16) we get

[(QIT) (0)|n(Q2) + C(o — [)g(21,Q2) + aS(21,Q2) 4+ 2nag(Q1, Qs) = 0.
Contracting (17) over ; gives

(18) 2nl(o — f) + afr +2n(2n+1)] = 0.

Replacing €22 by ¢ in (15) and making use of (18) and (7), we see that (r =
=2(r +2n(2n + 1)), for a # 0. In consequence, (18) in (14) gives

r
19 dloc — f) = —a(—
(19) (0 )= —als-
Applying Poincare lemma and using the fact that dyn = 0 on (19), we obtain
—adr An =0, and making use of the value of {r we have

(20) Dr = —=2(r +2n(2n+1))¢.

Taking an inner product of (19) with vector field €y, then inserting it along
with (18) in (17) we get
r

(1) Qi = (-

for any vector field €23 on M. Therefore, M is n-Einstein.
Suppose that {r = 0, i.e., { leaves the scalar curvature invariant. In conse-
quence of this we get » = —2n(2n+1), a constant. Inserting this in (21) implies

+2n+ ).

+1)Q; — (;—n +2n 4+ 1)n()¢,
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QO = —2n)y ie., M is Einstein. As r is constant, (19) gives Df = DA. In
consequence of this, (9) becomes

(22) Vo, DA = (A + k),

where k = n(2a+ B(2n+1)). Replacing Q1 by ¢ and taking inner product with
¢, (22) gives ((CA) = A+k. But as we know that a Kenmotsu manifold is locally
isometric to the warped product (—e, €) X ..t N, where N is a Kihler manifold of
dimension 2n and (—e¢, €) is an open interval. Using the local parametrization:
¢ = 2 (where t is the coordinate on (—¢,¢€)) we get from (22)

= ot
0%\
¥l =+ 2na+nf(2n+1)
Its solution can be exhibited as A = Acosht+ Bsinht —2na—nfB(2n+1), where
A, B are constants on M. This completes the proof. 0

Lemma 3.4. If the metric of a Kenmotsu manifold M*" (¢, ¢, n,9)(n > 1)
admits ARYS then

1. C(CA) + CA =2(2na+ A+ np(2n +1)).

2. DA = (CNC + B{(r + 2n(2n + 1)) + 2},

Proof. Taking the covariant derivative of (1) along arbitrary vector field €y,
we get

(23)  (Va,Lvg)(Q2,93) = 2(210)g(Q2,Q3) — 2a(Vg, S)(Q2, Qs3),

where 0 = X\ — % We know the following commutative formula (see [34]):
(LvVa,9—Va,Lyvg— Vv,0,19)(Q2,03)

(24) = —g9((LvV)(€h,Q2),Q3) — g((Ly V) (1, 0s5), Q2),

for all vector fields 21,5, Q3 on M. Since g is parallel with respect to Levi-
Civita connection V, the above relation becomes:

28V, Lvg)(Q2,Q3) = g((Lv V) (Q1,922), Q3) + g((Lv V) (21, 03), Q2).

We know that £V is a symmetric tensor of type (1,2) and so it follows from
(25) that

29((LvV)(€21,@6),23) = (Va,Lvg)(22,23) + (Va,Lvg) (23, ) — (Va, Lvg)(Q1,Q2).

Inserting (23) in (26), then replacing 23 by ¢ we obtain
27 Ly V)(Q1,¢) = 2aQ + (4na+ (o)1 + g(Q1, Do)¢ — n(21)Do.
Taking the covariant derivative of (27) along arbitrary vector field Qo gives
(Va, Ly V)(Q1,¢) + (Ly V)(Q21,2) —n(Q2)(Ly V) (21, C)
= 20(V, Q) + Q2(Co) + g(Q, Ve, Do)C
(28) —9(, Do) Qo + (1, 9*Q2) Do — 1(21)(Va, Do).
Making use of this in the formula (see [34])
(LyR)(1,922)Q35 = (Va, Ly V)(Q2,93) — (Va, Ly V) (21, Q3)
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we obtain
(Lv R)(21,92)¢ = 20{(V, Q)2 — (Vo, Q) } + 21 ()22 — Q2(Co)
+9(Q2, Do) — g(Q1, Do)Qs +n(21)Va, Do — 1n(22)Vaq, Do
(29)  +20{n()QN2 — n(Q22)Q%} + (dan + Co){n(1)Q — n(Q2)21}.
Now differentiating (o = ¢g((, Do) along vector field €2y and using (5) we get
(30) 21(¢o) = g(, Do) — (Co)n(€h) + 9(Va, Do, ().
Replacing Qs by ¢ in (1), then inserting it in the Lie-derivative of (6) yields
(Ly R)(Q21,Q2)¢ + R(Q1,Q2) Ly = g(Q1, Ly ()22
(31) —9(Q2, Lv ) + 2(0 + 2an){n(Q1)Q — n(Q22)21 }.
Combining (29), (30) and (31), we obtain
9(Q1, Ly ()2 — g(Q2, Ly ()1 — R(1,Q2) Ly (
=20{(V, Q)2 — (Va, Q) + n(21)QN2
—1(Q2)Q} + 9(Va, Do, () — g(Va, Do, ()
(32) +n(Q21)Va, Do — n(Q22)Va, Do — 20{n(Q1)Q2 — n(Q2)21}.

Replacing ©; and Qs by ¢ and ¢Qs in (32) then contracting the obtain
equation and using Lemma 4.2 (see [13]) results in

S(Qa, Ly C) + 2ng(Q2, Ly C) = a(Qar) + 2a(r + 4n? + 2n)n(Qa) — g(Ve DA, 9*Qa).
Contracting (32) and combining it with the forgoing equation yields
(38) — 1)g(V¢ Do, Q2) + ((Co)n(§22) + n(Qe)divDo = 4n(2na + o)n(§lz).
Replacing Q2 by ¢ in (33), we get (2n — 1)((¢o) + divDo = 4n(2na + o). In
view of this in (33) infer g(V¢Do, Q1) = ¢(Co)n(©) for n > 1. Now taking ¢
instead of €3 in (32) and making use of above relations we obtain
(34)  Va,Do = —2(2na + o)’ Q1 + (((o)* 1 + (((a)n()C.
In consequence of (34), the expression of the curvature tensor is as follows:
R(Q1,Q2) Do = 2(Q20)p* Q1 — 2(Q10)9* Q2 + Qa2(¢(C0))
(35)  —(C(¢0))22 4 2(¢(Co) — o — 2na){n(2) — (1)}
Replacing s by ¢ in (35), then inserting the obtain equation back in (35) gives
R(Ql, QQ)DO‘ = (Qla')Qg — (QQO‘)Ql — 2{(910‘)77(92)C
—(Q20)n(21)¢} + {C(¢(Co)) = CoH{n(22)1 — (1)}
(36) +2{¢(¢o) — 0 — 2na}{n(Q2)Q1 — n(1)2}.

Replacing 7 and Q5 by ©Q; and ¢ in (36) then contracting the obtained
result yields

S(Q2, Do) = —2ng(Q, Do).



8 M. KHATRI AND J.P. SINGH

In consequence of this in the contraction of (36) and further replacing o by
€y in the obtained expression yields ¢ Do = 0. Differentiating this along
vector field 0y and inserting it in (34) along with the fact that o = A — % and
(5) gives

(37) C(CN) + A =22na+ A+ np(2n +1)).

This completes the proof. O

Theorem 3.5. Let M*""1(p,(,n,9)(n > 1) be a Kenmotsu manifold whose
metric represents an ARYS. If Hessx(C, ) is constant along Reeb vector field
then it reduces to RYS with A = —2na —nfB(2n+1).

Proof. By hypothesis, Hessx((, () is constant along the Reeb vector field ( i.e.,
¢(¢(¢N)) = 0 implies (CA) is constant along ¢. In view of this in the covariant
derivative of first relation in Lemma (3.4) along ¢, we get ((CA\) = 2(CA).
Again differentiating this along ¢ yields (A = 0, that is, A is constant along (.
Making use of this in first relation of Lemma (3.4) gives A = —2na—nf(2n+1).
Therefore ARYS reduces to RYS. This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.6. The above Theorem 3.5 is a generalization of Theorem 4.1 in
Ghosh [13], where he obtained the condition under which a Ricci almost soliton
reduces to an expanding Ricci soliton with A = —2n. It is easy to see that
for « = 1 and 8 = 0 Theorem 4.1 [13] can be obtained from Theorem 3.5.
Moreover, the first condition of Theorem 4.1 [13] is also true for this choice of
scalars.

A Kenmotsu manifold is said to be n-Einstein if there exists smooth functions
a and b such that

(38) S(QlaQQ) = ag(QlaQQ) + bn(Ql)n(QQ)a
for all vector field 21,5 on M. If b = 0, then M becomes an Einstein manifold.

Theorem 3.7. If the metric of an n-Einstein Kenmotsu manifold M>"*1(p,(,n, g)(n >
1) admits RYS with o # 0 then it is Einstein with constant scalar curvature
r=—2n(2n+ 1), provided 2c + nf # 0.

Proof. Replacing Qs by ¢ in (38) and using (7), we get a + b = —2n. Then
contracting (38) gives r = (2n + 1)a + b. In view of this (38) becomes

(39) S, %) = (5 + 1g(, Q) — (5~ + 20+ n(@)n(%),

for any vector field Q4,2 on M. Making use of (39) in (1) yields

(Lv9) (22, DAY= (22— 1 — 20(1- + 1}g(22,05) + 20{(20 + 1) + - n(@2)n(S%).
Taking the covariant derivative of (40) along arbitrary vector field €1 we obtain

(Va, Lvg)(Q2, Q) = ~( + B)(r)g(Q2, %) + —(r)n(Q2)n(Cs)
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HOHOT= + 20+ 1){g(C1, R2)n(0s) + 9(21, Q)n(22) — (2 )(Q2)n(2)}-
Making use of (41) in (26) yields
2Ly V)( 1, 02) = (5 + BH{(Qur) Qs + (22r) - g(, 2)Dr}
o {( Q) Q2)C + (Qer)n(1)¢ —n()n(Q2) Dr)
(42) F4a(2n+ 1+ ) {g(0, )¢~ n(Q)n(Q)C).

Setting 2, = Qs = e; where e¢; : ¢ = 1,2,..,2n 4 1 is an orthonormal frame in
(42) and summing over i, we get

2n+1
2 Z ei(LvV)(ei ei) = —{B(1 —2n) + %(1 —n)}Dr

i=1
2a r
(43) +7(§r)< + 8na(% +2n+ 1)C.
Now taking the covariant derivative of (40) give
(VQ1 Evg)(QQa Q3) = _ﬁ(er)g(QQ’ Q3) - QQ(VQl S)(QQ’ 93)5

which on contracting yields 2 Z?Zfl gi(Ly'V)(ei,e;) = B(2n—1)Dr. In conse-
quence of this in (43), we obtain

(44) 2a(n — 1)Dr + 2a(Cr)¢ + Sna(% +2n+1)¢=0.

Taking an inner product of (44) with ¢, we get {r = —2(r + 2n(2n + 1)) for
a # 0. In view of this, (44) yields Dr = (¢r)¢ for n > 1. Then, replacing -
by ¢ in (42) results in

(45) 2Ly V)(Q1,0) = —BEOr)C + (5 + B)(Cr)e” .
Taking the covariant derivate of (45), then inserting it in Yano’s result [34]:
(Lv R)(,22)Q23 = (Vo, Ly V)(Q2,Q3) — (Va, Lv V) (1, Q)
, for Q3 = ¢ yields
2(Lv R)(Q, Q)¢ = —B{Q(Q2r)¢ — Q2(r)C} — B{( Q) Q2 — (Qr) 9”1}
(46) +(% + B (Cr)* Q2 — Qa(Cr)p®Qu + 2(¢r) {n(Q2)h — n(21)Q2} ).

Contracting (46) over Q; gives (L S)(Qa, () = —nB(¢r)n(Q2). In consequence
of this in the Lie-derivative of (7), we obtain

(3 + Dg(Q2, LvC) = (5 +2n+ D(Qa)n(Ly ) =
(47)  nBCrIn(2a) = 20(2A = Br + dan)n(Q2) — 2ng(2s, Lv ).
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Replacing Q2 by ¢ in (47) then inserting back in (47) gives A = —2an—ng(2n+
1). In view of this in (40) we get n(Ly () = fg(qu 2n(2n+1)). In consequence
of this and Dr = (¢r)( in the Lie-derivative of S(Q4,¢) = —2nn(Q1) we get

(48) (r+2n(2n 4 1)){2Ly ¢ — g(gr)g} =0.

Thus we get either » = —2n(2n+1) in this case M is Einstein or Ly ¢ = g(@)(.
Suppose r # —2n(2n + 1) in some open set @ on M. Then using (5) and (48)
implies

B
(49) VeV =V (V) - 2
Taking Qo = ¢ in the commutative formula (LyV)(21,Q2) = Vo, Vo,V —
Vvg, 0,V + R(V,Q1)Qs and using (49), (48) and (45), we obtain
(20 +nB)(Cr)*Qy = 0,

for any vector field 27 on @. This shows that {r = 0, that is, r = —2n(2n+1),
a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

In particular, if we take scalar & = 1 and 8 = 0 then in regard of Theorem
3.7, we can state the following:

Corollary 3.8. [14] If the metric of an n-Einstein Kenmotsu manifold M?*"*t(¢,¢,n, g),n >
1 is a Ricci soliton then it is Einstein and the soliton is expanding.

For the case @« = 1 and 8 = —2p, we can state the following:

Corollary 3.9. If the metric of an n-Einstein Kenmotsu manifold M*" (¢, ¢,n, g)(n >
1) admits p-Finstein soliton then it is Einstein with constant scalar curvature
r=—2n(2n+1), provided p # +.

It is known that the warped product R x ..t V (k) where V (k) is a Kdhler
manifold of constant holomorphic sectional curvature of dimension 2n admits
Kenmotsu structure (see [22]). Moreover, its sectional tensor is given by [3]

R(Q1,92)03 = H{g(Q2,23)21 — g(21,Q3)Q} + (H + 1){g(21, 23)n(22)¢
—9(Q2, Q3)n(21)¢ + n(Q21)n(23)Q2 — n(Q2)n(Q23)21 + g(, ©Q3) 2
—g(2, pQ3) e + 29(Q1, )03}
Contracting the above equation we see that
S(1,0) =2{(n —1)H — 1}g(1,Q2) — 2(n — 1)(H + 1)n(Q21)n(Q2),

that is, it is n-Einstein. Now making use of Theorem (3.7) we get H = —1.
Hence, we can state the following:

Corollary 3.10. If the metric of the warped product R Xt V(k), (n > 1) is
a RYS with o # 0 then it is of constant curvature -1, provided 2a + nf # 0.
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4. Non-Normal almost Kenmotsu manifolds

In this section, we give some examples of AKMs admitting ARYS and also
investigated it in (k, u)’-AKM. An AKM M?"*1(p,(,n,g) is said to be a (k, p)'-
AKM if ¢ belongs to the (k, u)-nullity distribution, i.e.,

(BO)R(Q1, Q2)¢ = K[1(22)21 — n(Q1)Q2] + p[n(Q2)R' Q1 — n(Q1)A Q]

for all vector fields €21, 25 on M, where &, u are constants. Moreover if both &
and p are smooth functions in (50), then M is called a generalized (x, pu)’-AKM
(see [10,25,31]). On generalized (k, ) or (k, u)’'-AKM with h # 0 (equivalently,
R’ #0), the following relations hold [10]:

(51) h? = (k+1)¢? h* = (k+1)¢°

(52) Q¢ = 2nkC.

It follows from (51) that x < —1 and v = ++v/—k — 1, where v is an eigenvalue
corresponding to eigenvector 1 € D (D = Ker(n)) of h'. The equality holds
if and only if & = 0 (equivalently, ' = 0). Thus A’ # 0 if and only if K < —1.
First, we give some examples of AKM admitting ARYS.

Example 4.1. Let (N, J, g) be a strictly almost Kahler Einstein manifold. We
take n = dt, ¢ = 2 and (1,1)-tensor ¢ by ¢Q; = JOQ for vector field O
on N and ¢ = 0 if ©; is tangent to R. Then it is known that (M,g) =
(R Xt N, go + ce?tg) together with the structure (¢, (,n,g) is an AKM (see
[22]). Also since N is Einstein, we see SM = —2ng. We define a smooth
function f(x,t) = t2 then it is easy to see that (M,g, f,\) is an ARYS for
Az, t) = —2na —nB2n+ 1)+ 2.

We can also construct an example of ARYS in AKM constructed by Barbosa-
Ribeiro [2].
Example 4.2. On the warped product M =R X, H?" consider the metric
g = dt?> + 02(t)go, where go is the standard metric on the hyperbolic space
H2". Then by Algere et al. [1] result, it is easy to see that it is AKM. Let
o(t) = cosht and f(x,t) = sinht then (M, g, f, \) is an ARYS with A\ = sinht—
nB(2n + 1) — 2na.

Next, we restate some of the results obtained by Wang and Liu [31] which
will be used later in the prove of main theorems.

Lemma 4.3. [31] Let M*""(p,(,n, g) be a generalized (k, 1) -AKM with h' #
0. Forn > 1, the Ricci operator @ of M can be expressed as

Q0 = —2nQ + 2n(k + 1)n(Q1)¢ — [ — 2(n — 1)A']Q4,

for any vector field 2y on M. Further, if K and p are constants and n > 1,
then p = —2 and hence

(53) Q1 = —2n + 2n(k + 1)n(Q1)¢ — 2nh'Qy,
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for any wvector field 1 on M. In both cases, the scalar curvature of M is
2n(k — 2n).

Here, we consider gradient ARY'S in the context of (k, u)’-AKM and gener-
alized Theorem 3.5 [8] and Theorem 3.1 [32]. We state and prove the following:

Theorem 4.4. If M?"* 1 (p,(,n,9) be a (k,p)'-AKM with b’ # 0 admitting
gradient ARYS then either M is locally isometric to H?"T1(—4) x R™ or poten-
tial vector field is pointwise collinear with the Reeb vector field.

Proof. Suppose that (k,u)’-AKM admits gradient ARYS then Eq. (9)-(11) is
valid. Taking an inner product of (11) with ¢ and inserting Lemma 4.3, we
obtain

9(R(Q, DS, O) = (uN)n(Q2) — (QA)n() — a{g(Qh'Q2, ) — g(Qh'Q1,02)}.
Taking an inner product of (50) with D f, then inserting it in (54) and replacing
Q; by ( gives

(55) —(CNC+ DA = r{(¢f)¢ = Df} — uh/Df.

Contracting (11) over Oy, we get QD f = —2nDA. In consequence of this in
Lemma 4.3 gives

(56) DX —Df + (k+1)(Cf)¢C =hDF.
Combining (55) and (56), we obtain
(67 K{(C/IC=Df}+ DA+ (CA)C —2Df +2(k + 1)(Cf)¢ = 0.
Operating the forgoing equation by ¢ yields

DA — (k+2)pDf =0,
implies,

DN— (k+2)Df € RC.

Therefore, we can write DX = (k + 2)Df + s(, where s is a smooth function.
In view of this in (55) infer

(58) 2k +1)Df + (s — CA — kCf)C = 21’ DF.

Operating (58) by A’ then inserting the obtain expression in (58) gives
(k+2)pDf =0.

Thus we have either Kk = =2 or Df = (Cf)(.

Suppose £k = —2. Then without loss of generality, we may choose v = 1. Then

we have from Theorem 5.1 of [25] we get
R(Qlua QQV)Q31/ = 74[9(921/7 Q3V)Qlu - g(QllI7 le/)Q2lI])
R(Qlfw 92711)9371/ =0,
for any Q1,,Q9,,Q3, € [v] and Q1_,,Q2_,,Q3_, € [-v]. In consequence of

this the Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.3 of [25] along with v = 1 shows
that it is locally isometric to H2"+1(—4) x R™. This completes the proof. [J
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Suppose k # —2. Then in regard of Theorem 4.4 we have V = Df = ((f)C.
Take F' = (f and taking the covariant derivative of V' = F¢ along arbitrary
vector field €1 we get

Vo,V = (UF) + F(—¢*Q + Q).
Making use of this in (1) yields
(U F)n(Q2) + (RF)n() + 2Fg(Q1, Q) — 2F1(Q1)n(Q22)

(59) +2Fg(M'Q, Q2) = (2 — Br)g(Q1, Q2) — 2a.5(Q, Qa).
Replacing Qs by ¢ in (59) gives
(60) O F = (2\ = Br — 4nak — CF)n(),

for any vector field Q; on M. Contracting (59) then inserting it in (60) and
replacing €1 by ( in the obtained expression we obtain

(61) F:)\—%—l—Qna.

Inserting (60) in (59) and comparing it with Lemma 4.3 yields (F — 2na)(k +
1)@291 = 0 for any Q1 on M. As k < —1, we see that F' = 2na, in view of
this in (61) implies A = 5~ i.e., a constant. Therefore, M reduces to gradient
RYS. Hence using Corollary 3.7 of [8] we can state the following:

Corollary 4.5. Let M?" (o, (,n,9) be a non-Kenmotsu (r,u) -AKM with
Kk # —2 admitting a gradient ARYS then

1. The potential vector field V' is a constant multiple of C.

2. V is a strict infinitisimal contact transformation.

3.V leaves h' invariant.

Consider a generalized (k, 1)’-AKM of dimension three with k < —1. If we
assume that x is invariant along ¢, then from (Proposition 3.2, [25]) we have
(k) = =2(k + 1)(p + 2) implies u = —2. Moreover, from (Lemma 3.3, [28]),
we have h/(gradp) = gradk — ((k)¢ which implies & is constant under our
assumption. Therefore M? becomes a (k,—2)’-AKM. By applying Theorem
4.4, we can conclude the following:

Corollary 4.6. Let M3(p,n,¢, g) be a generalized non-Kenmotsu (k, ) -AKM
with k < —1 invariant along the Reeb vector field admitting gradient ARY'S then
it is either locally isometric to the product space H2"t1(—4) x R™ or potential
vector field is pointwise collinear with the Reeb vector field.

5. 3-dimensional Almost Kenmotsu manifolds

On a 3-dimensional AKM M3, we define the following open subsets:

Uy = {p € M?: h+#0 in a neighbourhood of p},
Uy = {p € M3 : h =0 in a neighbourhood of p}.
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Then, U; U Us is an open and dense subset of M3 and there exists a local
orthonormal basis {e, e, (} of three smooth unit eigenvectors of h for any
point p € Uy UlUs. On U; we may set he; = ey and hey = —tles, where ¥ is a
positive function.

Lemma 5.1. [7] On U, we have

Ve( =0, Vee =ape, Vepe = —ae,
Vel =e—1dpe, Vee=—(—bpe, V.pe =19( + be,
VieC = —Ve+ e, Vyee =9(¢ + cpe, Vyepe = —( — ce,

where a, b, c are smooth functions.

From Lemma 5.1, the poisson brackets for {e, pe, (} are as follows:
(62) [¢, €] = (a+ D)pe — e, [e, pe] = be — cpe, [pe, (] = (a — D)e + pe.

In view of lemma 5.1, the expressions for Ricci operator are as follows:

Lemma 5.2. On U, we have
Q¢ = —2(9% + 1)¢ — (pe(V) + 20b)e — (e(V) + 20c)pe,
(63) Qe = —(pe(9) + 290)¢ — (A + 29a)e + (C(9) + 29)pe,
Qpe = —(e(V) + 29¢)¢ + (¢(V) + 20)e — (A — 20a)pe,
where A = e(c) + pe(b) + b? + ¢ + 2.
Suppose that the non-trivial potential vector field of gradient ARY soliton
(v # 0) is orthogonal to the Reeb vector field ¢, then we can write V =

fie + fape, where fi, fo are smooth functions. Replacing ©; by ¢ in (9) and
making use of Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2, we get

20 +1)=r-2,

(64) we(9) = —2b0,
e(¥) = —2¢0.
Similarly, taking Q7 = e in (9) gives
vfi— f2=0,
(65) e(f1) +bf2 — a(A+2a9) = A — &,

e(f2) = bf1 +a(C(V¥) +29) = 0.

Also for 1 = pe, we obtain

If1 — f2 =0,
(66) ve(f1) — cfo + a(C(9) +20) = 0,
cfi + pe(fz) — (A —2a) = A — 2.
Comparing the first arguments of (65) and (66), we see that (92 —1)f; = 0. If

f1 =0, then from first argument of (66) we get fo = 0, which further implies
V =0, a contradiction. Therefore, we must have 1 = 1. In consequence of this



ALMOST RICCI-YAMABE SOLITONS ON ALMOST KENMOTSU MANIFOLDS 15

in second and third statement of (64) yields b = ¢ = 0 and first argument of
(65) gives f1 = fa.

Combining the first equation of (64) with second eqn. (65) and third eqn. (66),
then making use of the fact that ¢ = 1 yields

(67) e(f1) —pe(f1) = cfi = bfi + 4aa =0,
where we use f; = fo. Similarly from (65) and (66), one can get
(68) pe(f1) —cfi = e(f1) = bfi.

Making use of (67) and (68), together with b = ¢ = 0 gives @ = 0. In conse-
quence, Eq. (62) becomes

[Crel = pe —e, [e,pe] =0, [pe, (] = —e+ e

Using Milnor’s result [24] we can conclude that M?3 is locally isometric to a
non-unimodular Lie group with a left-invariant almost Kenmotsu structure.
Moreover, it is obvious that V¢ h = 0 and it is conformally flat with constant
scalar curvature r = —8. Now making use of Wang’s result [33] which state
that, “An almost Kenmotsu 3-manifold satisfying V¢h = 0 is conformally flat
with constant scalar curvature if and only if it is locally isometric to either the
hyperbolic space H?(—1) or the Riemannian product H?(—4) x R” we can state
the following:

Theorem 5.3. If a 3-dimensional non-Kenmotsu AKM admits a gradient
ARYS (a # 0) whose non-trivial potential vector field is orthogonal to the Reeb
vector field, then it is locally isometric to the Riemannian product H?(—4) x R.
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