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PERELMAN SINGULAR MANIFOLDS

M. BATISTA1,∗, A. FREITAS2, AND M. SANTOS2

Abstract. On a Riemannian manifold with a smooth function f : M → R, we consider
the linearization of the Perelman scalar curvature Rf and its L2-formal adjoint operator
δR∗

f . A manifold endowed with a metric g whose operator δR∗

f has a nontrivial kernel
is called a Perelman singular manifold. In this paper, we present examples and apply
general maximum principles to obtain rigidity or nonexistence results in the underlying
setting.

1. Introduction

In the last few years, the study of smooth metric measure spaces has developed because
it arises naturally in the study of self-shrinkers, Ricci solitons, harmonic heat flows, and
many other settings. Its natural relevance in modern science can be seen, for example,
because Ricci solitons play a crucial role in the theory of Ricci flow, and warped product
Einstein metrics are of considerable interest in General Relativity. We highlight that the
study of smooth metric measure spaces and their generalized curvatures traces back to
Lichnerowicz [17, 18] and, more recently, Bakry and Émery [2] in the setting of diffusion
processes, and it has been an active subject in recent years. For an overview, see, for
instance, [8],[13] and [19].

Throughout the paper, we use some notions that we introduce now. Let Σ be an
n-dimensional differentiable manifold with a possible non-empty boundary. We recall
that a smooth metric measure space is a Riemanniana manifold (Σn, g) endowed with a
real-valued smooth function f : Σ → R which is used as density in the following way:
dVolf = e−fdVol, where Vol is the Riemannian measure of Σ, and dσf = e−fdσ, where
dσ is the Riemannian measure of ∂Σ, if the boundary is not empty. Hereafter, we denote
a smooth metric measure space by (Σn, g, dVolf ).

Associated to this structure we have a second order differential operator defined by

∆fu = efdiv(e−f∇u),

acting on space of smooth functions. This operator is known in the literature as Drift

Laplacian. Following [2], the natural generalization of Ricci curvature is defined by

Ricf = Ric +∇2f,
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which is known as Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor or simply by weighted Ricci curvature. We
also recall the Perelman scalar curvature on (Σ, g, dVolf ) which is defined by

Rf = R+ 2∆f − |∇f |2,

where R is the scalar curvature of M, and was introduced by Perelman in [20]. Note that
the Perelman scalar curvature is not, in general, the trace of the weighted Ricci curvature
and so many differences in the studied theory arise.

Coming back to the classical case of the scalar curvature functional, the elements in the
kernel of the adjoint of the underlying linearization, commonly referred to as static metrics,
have inspired numerous developments in both mathematics and physics. We recall that
a Riemannian metric g on a manifold M is called static if the linearized scalar curvature
map has a nontrivial cokernel. This is equivalent to stating that the equation

−(∆u)g +∇2u− uRic = 0(1.1)

admits some nontrivial solution. Such a solution is referred to as a static potential. From
the physical pointview, for example, a solution of (1.1) in a 3-manifold allows to construct a
space-time satisfying the vacuum Einstein equations (with cosmological constant), whose
properties, physically interpreted, justify the name static (see, for example, [9]). Also,
many interesting geometric properties of manifolds that admit a static potential have
already been established. For example, the scalar curvature of such a manifold must
be locally constant, Σ = u−1(0) (called apparent horizon) is a totally geodesic regular
hypersurface, and the restrictions of |∇u| to the connected components of the boundary
(called surface gravities) are constants. For a good historical survey and demonstration
of the some of the above mentioned properties, see [14] and references therein.

This work focuses on studying properties and characterizations of Perelman singular
manifolds, which are metrics in the kernel of the linearization of the Perelman scalar
curvature. As recently observed by [15] this study has a potential value to study the
prescription of weighted scalar curvature on smooth metric measure spaces. Building on
concepts and results from static metrics, we extend the theory to a weighted version.
For instance, we observe that Perelman singular manifolds satisfy an interesting weighted
version of the static equation:

(1.2) −(∆fu) g +∇2u− uRicf = 0.

In this direction, we investigate properties, examples, existence, and rigidity of these
models, providing results in both compact and noncompact cases, and establishing their
relationship with Ricci solitons. For example, inspired by an important rigidity result
related to the area of the boundary in a 3-dimensional static manifold (given by Boucher,
Gibbons, and Horowitz [4] and Shen [23], independently), we obtain an estimate for the
area of the boundary in a Perelman singular manifold (see Theorem 1). We mention that
area estimates are useful in the literature involving problems related to static metrics, Ricci
solitons, critical metrics of the volume functional, and quasi-Einstein manifolds (see, for
example, [12] and references therein). In addition to these estimates, we note the relation
between Perelman singular manifolds and almost Ricci solitons, with an interesting rigidity
result for the hemisphere (see Theorems 2). Furthermore, working in the noncompact
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case and using a generalized maximum principle, we provide a new characterization of the
Gaussian Ricci Soliton (see Theorem 3).

As a final point of interest, we highlight the close relationship between Perelman singular
manifolds and the construction of gradient Ricci solitons realized by warped products. It
is noteworthy that the base of every gradient Ricci almost soliton realized as a warped
product exhibits a structure given by an equation related to (1.2) (see [10] and [16]).

Outline of the paper: In Section 2, we introduce the variational formulae and sub-
sequently study the linearization of the Perelman scalar curvature. We observe that the
elements in the kernel of the adjoint of the linearization of the Perelman scalar curvature
must satisfy the equation (1.2). With this understanding, we generate non-trivial examples
of such a class. In Section 3, we investigate the existence of compact Perelman singular
manifolds with a non-empty boundary, providing, in particular, an estimate for the area
of the boundary in this setting, along with some integral conditions that relate this class
to almost Ricci solitons. Finally, in Section 4, we employ known maximum principles to
derive results on rigidity and non-existence in the complete noncompact case.

2. Preliminaries

Following the idea of Fischer and Marsden as presented in [11], we consider the Perelman
map Rf : M → R, which associates each metric g ∈ M with its Perelman scalar curvature
Rf (g), where f is a fixed smooth function. Here, M is the space of Riemannian metrics
on Σ. Furthermore, the symbols ∇f , ∇2f and ∆f denote the gradient, Hessian and
the Laplacian of f with respect to the metric g, respectively. After a straightforward
computation, we obtain the linearization of Rf at a metric g and its L2

f -formal adjoint

(here, L2
f denotes square integrable functions with respect to the weighted measure).

Therefore,

Proposition 1. The first variation of the Laplacian, the norm square of the gradient, and

the scalar curvature are:

(i) δh∆f = −〈∇2f, h〉 − 〈∇f,divh〉+ 1
2
〈∇f,∇trh〉;

(ii) δh|∇f |2 = −h(∇f,∇f);
(iii) δhR = −∆(trh) + div(divh)− 〈h,Ric〉,

where δh means the variation of the metric in the direction of h.

Proof. See [3, Thm. 1.174 and Prop. 1.184.]. �

Throughout this paper we use the notion of f -divergence, defined by

divfh = efdiv(e−fh) = divh− h(∇f, ·),

where h ∈ Sk,2
0 , and Sk,2

0 is the space of k times differentiable (0, 2)-symmetric tensors.
Using that and the previous proposition, we announce the first variation of Rf . The
following expression is well-known in the literature for the Riemannian case. Here, for the
sake of completeness, we present a demonstration in the weighted case.

Proposition 2. The linearization of the map g 7→ Rf (g) is given by

δhRf (g) = −∆f(tr h)− 〈h,Ricf 〉+ divf (divfh), for h ∈ Sk,2
0 .
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Moreover, its L2
f -formal adjoint is

(δRf (g))
∗u = −(∆fu) g +∇2u− uRicf ,

for u ∈ C∞, and u|∂Σ = 0 if ∂Σ 6= ∅.

Proof. Using the items in Proposition 1, after a direct computation we get:

δhRf (g) = −∆(trh) + div(divh)− 〈h,Ric〉 − 2〈h,∇2f〉(2.1)

−2〈∇f,divh〉+ 〈∇f,∇trh〉+ h(∇f,∇f)

= −∆f(tr h)− 〈h,Ricf 〉+ div(divh)− 〈h,∇2f〉

−2〈∇f,divh〉+ h(∇f,∇f),

and

div(divfh) = div(divh)− div(h(∇f, ·))

= div(divh)− 〈divh,∇f〉 − 〈h,∇2f〉.(2.2)

Moreover,

divf (divfh) = div(divfh)− 〈divfh,∇f〉

= div(divh)− 〈divh,∇f〉 − 〈h,∇2f〉 − 〈divh,∇f〉+ h(∇f,∇f).(2.3)

From equations (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3) we obtain

δhRf = −∆f (trh)− 〈h,Ricf 〉+ divf (divfh).

Using Stokes’ theorem we obtain

〈(δRf (g))
∗u, h〉L2

f
= 〈u, δhRf (g)〉L2

f
=

∫

Σ

〈−∆fu g +∇2u− uRicf , h〉 dVolf ,

for all h ∈ Sk,2
0 . So, the L2

f -formal adjoint is given by

(δRf (g))
∗u = −(∆fu) g +∇2u− uRicf ,

and so we conclude the result. �

In [7], the authors introduced the notion of Q-singular space based on the non-triviality
of the kernel of (δQ)∗, whereQ is a curvature function associated with a geometric problem.
It is worth noting that Q-singular spaces are an attractive subject, and numerous studies
have been conducted; see [6] for a general setting.

Building on their work, we introduce the following definition:

Definition 1. A complete smooth measure space (Σ, g, dVolf ) is said a Perelman singular

space (or P-singular) if
Ker(δRf (g))

∗ 6= {0}.

Sometimes we will write (Σ, g, dVolf , u) as a P -singular space meaning that u is a non-
trivial function in the kernel of (δRf (g))

∗.

Example 1. Static manifolds are examples of P -singular spaces when f is a constant

function.
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Example 2. A compact gradient steady Ricci soliton without boundary is a P-singular

space. Indeed, since Ricf = 0, the function u equal to one is in the kernel of (δRf )
∗.

Example 3. Consider the Euclidean space R
n equipped with its canonical metric gcan and

the Gaussian measure exp
(

− |x|2

2

)

dx. The triple, denoted as (Rn, gcan, exp
(

− |x|2

2

)

dx),

is known as a Gaussian space. After a straightforward computation, we obtain:

(δRf )
∗u(x) = −(∆u− 〈∇u, x〉)gcan +∇2u− ugcan.

For each v ∈ R
n, consider uv : Rn → R defined by uv(x) = 〈x, v〉. A direct computation

give us that ∇u = v and ∇2u = 0. Moreover, Ricf = gcan. So,

(δRf )
∗uv(x) = −(0− 〈v, x〉)gcan + 0− ugcan = ugcan − ugcan = 0.

Thus, the Gaussian space is an example of a complete non-compact P-singular space.

Example 4. Let Sn denote the unit sphere equipped with the canonical metric inherited

from the Euclidean space. Let v and w be fixed vectors in R
n+1 such that 〈v,w〉 = 0.

Consider the measure dVolf = exp(−〈x, v〉), dω, where dω represents the Riemannian

volume element on the sphere. Define the smooth function uw : Sn → R as uw(x) = 〈x,w〉.
A direct computation shows that ∇uw = w⊤ and ∇2uw = −uwgcan. Since 〈v,w〉 = 0,

after a straightforward computation we have that

∆fuw = (−n+ f)uw and Ricf = (n− 1− f)gcan.

So,

(δRf )
∗uw(x) = (n− f)uwδ − uwgcan − uw(n− 1− f)gcan = 0,

and thus (Sn, δ, exp(−〈x, v〉) dω) is an example of a closed P-singular space.

Next, we will present some formulas that will help us characterize P -singular spaces.
Consider a P -singular space denoted by (Σ, g, e−fdVol, u). Through a straightforward
computation, we derive the following expressions:

Proposition 3. For u ∈ C∞(Σ), the following holds:

(i) divf (Ricf ) =
1
2
dRf ;

(ii) divf ((∆fu)g) = d(∆fu)−∆fu df ;
(iii) divf (∇

2u) = divf ((∆fu)g) + Ricf (∇u, ·) + ∆fu df.

Proof. The first formula follows from div(Ric) = 1
2
dR and div(∇2f) = d∆f + Ric(∇f, ·),

which are consequences of the Bianchi and Ricci identities. The second and third formulas
simply represent manipulations involving the f -divergence. �

Corollary 1. For u ∈ Ker(δRf )
∗, the following holds:

1

2
u dRf = ∆fu df.

Proof. Taking the f -divergence of (δRf (g))
∗u and applying Proposition 3, we get:

0 = divf (−(∆fu)g +∇2u)− divf (uRicf )

= Ricf (∇u, ·) + ∆fu df − udivf (Ricf )− Ricf (∇u, ·)

= ∆fu df − u
1

2
dRf ,
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and so we conclude the result.
�

Corollary 2. If u ∈ Ker(δRf )
∗, then there exists a smooth real function σ on Σ such that

dRf = −2σ · df and ∆fu = −σ · u.

Proof. Fixing a point p ∈ Σ and a vector v ∈ TpΣ, we set a = ((dRf )p(v),∆fu) and
b = (u,−2dfp(v)) as vectors in R

2. By Corollary 1, we have 〈a, b〉 = 0, implying that the

vector a is parallel to b⊥ = (2dfp(v), u). The result follows from this property. �

Proposition 4. Assume that u ∈ Ker(δRf )
∗ is a positive function. Then,

∆− lnue
−f = −e−f (Rf − (n− 1)σ),

where σ is given in Corollary 2.

Proof. Tracing (δRf (g))
∗u and managing the expression, we obtain:

−(n− 1)∆fu− uRf = uef (∆e−f + 〈∇ lnu,∇e−f 〉).

Using Corollary 2 the result follows. �

By the end of this section, under suitable hypotheses on the Perelman scalar curvature,
we are able to provide some information about the non-existence of P -singular manifolds
in the closed case.

Proposition 5. Let f be a smooth function on M such that its set of critical points has

measure zero. If M is closed and the P -scalar curvature is constant, then (M,g, dVolf )
cannot be P -singular.

Proof. Under our hypotheses, assume by contradiction that there exists a non-trivial func-
tion u in the kernel of (δRf (g))

∗. Using the fact that Rf is constant and the hypotheses on
f , we deduce from Corollary 1 that ∆fu = 0. Applying the maximum principle, we con-
clude that u is constant. Since u belongs to the kernel of (δRf )

∗, we obtain that Ricf = 0.
Tracing Ricf , we get Rf −∆ff = 0. Integrating this equation and applying the divergence
theorem, we conclude that Rf vanishes on Σ. Subsequently, by applying the maximum
principle once again, we obtain that f is constant, leading to a contradiction. �

Before introducing our next result, we recall that a Riemannian manifold (Σ, g) endowed
with a smooth function f is called an expander Ricci soliton if there exists a negative
constant ρ such that Ricf = ρg.

Proposition 6. Let Σ be a Riemannian manifold satisfying

Ricf = (λ0 + λ1f)g and Rf = c0 + c1f.

If Σ is closed and nλ1 − c1 < 0, then f is constant and Σ is Einstein. In particular, there

is no closed expander Ricci soliton.
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Proof. Tracing Ricf , using the hypotheses and handling the expressions we get

∆ff + (nλ1 − c1)f + (nλ0 − c0) = 0.

Analyzing the previous equality at the maximum and the minimum points of f , we con-
clude that f must be constant. Turning to the second part, for Ricf = λ0g and λ0 < 0,
we note that

1

2
dRf = divf (Ricf ) = divf (λ0g) = −λ0df,

and so Rf = c0 − 2λ0f , which verify the first part of the lemma and so we conclude the
result. �

3. Rigidity and Nonexistence results for compact with boundary

P -singular manifolds

In this section, under suitable hypotheses, we derive geometric conclusions for the case
of a non-empty boundary. Throughout, we assume that f is non-constant and Σ is a
compact manifold with a non-empty boundary ∂Σ = u−1(0), where u > 0 in the interior
of Σ.

Proposition 7. Let (Σ, g, dVolf , u) be a P-singular manifold with non-empty boundary

∂Σ = u−1(0), where u > 0 in the interior of Σ. Then,

(i) 0 is a regular value of u;

(ii) ∂Σ is totally geodesic;

(iii) |∇u| is constant along each connected components of ∂Σ.

Proof. The proof follows the steps outlined in the demonstrations of Propositions 2.3 and
2.6 in [9]. �

Next, we establish a relationship between the boundary area and an integral involving
the Perelman scalar curvature and the potential u.

Proposition 8. Let (Σ, g, dVolf , u) be a compact P-singular manifold such that u > 0 on

the interior of Σ, and ∂Σ = u−1(0) = ∪αΓα, where Γα are connected components. Then,

−(n− 1)
∑

α

κασf (Γα) =

∫

Σ

Rfu dVolf ,

where κα is the constant |∇u| along the component Γα of the boundary and σf (Γα) denotes
the weighted area of the component Γα.

Proof. Tracing (δRf )
∗u and making a direct computation we get

divf

(

∇u−
u

n− 1
∇f

)

+
Rf

n− 1
u = 0.

Taking into account this, we have that

(n− 1)∆fu− divf (u∇f) = Rfu.
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Thus, applying the Stokes’ theorem, we conclude that

(3.1) (n− 1)

∫

∂Σ

〈∇u, ν〉 dσf =

∫

Σ

Rfu dVolf .

Follows from the previous proposition that |∇u| is constant along of the boundary.
Finally, plugging ν = − ∇u

|∇u| into (3.1) we conclude the desired result. �

With this in mind, we can obtain some non-existence results in this setting:

Corollary 3. There is no compact P-singular manifold (Σ, g, dVolf , u) such that u > 0,
on the interior of Σ, ∂Σ = u−1(0) and Rf ≥ 0.

Proposition 9. There is no P -singular manifold with non-empty boundary and constant

P -scalar curvature.

Proof. Let u be a function in the Kernel of δR∗
f . Since Rf is constant, by Corollary 1, we

have ∆fu = 0. So, by the maximum principle, u vanishes. �

Proposition 10. There is no P-singular manifold with non-empty boundary satisfying

Ricf = λg.

Proof. We already know that Ricf = λg implies Rf = c0 − 2λf . So, taking u a smooth
function in the kernel of (δRf )

∗ and applying Corollary 1 we get −u
2
·2λdf = ∆fudf, which

implies ∆fu+ λu = 0. Plugging the function u in the expression of (δRf )
∗ and using the

hypotheses we conclude that
{

∇2u = 0 in Σ,
u = 0 on ∂Σ,

and thus we conclude that u vanishes on Σ. �

Now we introduce a useful result known in the literature as the Pohozǎev-Schöen identity
which will play an important role in the next result:

Proposition 11. Let Σ be an oriented compact smooth metric measure space and let T

be a (0, 2)-symmetric tensor on Σ. Then, for all vector fields X,

(3.2)

∫

∂Σ

T (X, ν) dσf =
1

2

∫

Σ

〈T,LXg〉 dVolf +

∫

Σ

(divfT )(X) dVolf ,

where ν is the outward unit normal vector field on ∂Σ.

Proof. This formula follows immediately from integration by parts. �

As an application of this formula we have the next result. We observe that the condition
−∆fu = λu with λ constant, is equivalent to the condition that Rf = c0 − 2λf (see
Corollary 1).

Theorem 1. Let (Σ, g, dVolf , u) be a P-singular space with u positive on Σ and ∂Σ =
∪αΓα. Assuming that Rf = c0 + c1f and ∂νf = 0 in ∂Σ, where ν is the outward unit

normal vector field, then

(c0 + c1)
∑

α

kασf (Γα) <
∑

α

kα

∫

Γα

(R∂Σ
f − c1f) dσf .
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Proof. Plugging T = Ricf +
c1
2
g into the equation 3.2 and using that divf (Ricf ) =

1
2
dRf ,

which follows from Proposition 3, we get
∫

∂Σ

Ricf (X, ν) +
c1

2
〈X, ν〉 dσf =

1

2

∫

Σ

〈Ricf +
c1

2
g,LXg〉 dVolf +

1

2

∫

Σ

X(Rf − c1f) dVolf ,

for all vector fields X and LXg denotes the Lie derivative of g with respect to X.
Choosing X = ∇u and using that Rf − c1f is constant we have

∫

∂Σ

Ricf (∇u, ν) +
c1

2
〈∇u, ν〉 dσf =

1

2

∫

Σ

〈Ricf +
c1

2
g, 2∇2u〉 dVolf .

Since u belongs to Ker(δRf )
∗ and ν = − ∇u

|∇u| , from the hypothesis, we have

−

∫

∂Σ

|∇u|(Ricf (ν, ν) +
c1

2
) dσf =

1

2

∫

Σ

u|Ricf +
c1

2
g|2dVolf .

Using the Gauss equation, after a straightforward computation, we get

Ricf (ν, ν) =
1

2
Rf −

1

2
R∂Σ

f +
1

2
H2

f −
1

2
|A|2,

where R∂Σ
f is the Perelman scalar curvature of the boundary. Since ∂Σ is totally geodesic

and ∂νf = 0 the equality reduce to

Ricf (ν, ν) =
1

2
(Rf −R∂Σ

f ),

and so
∫

∂Σ

|∇u|(Rf −R∂Σ
f + c1) dσf ≤ 0.

Further, by Proposition 10, the equality is not possible. To conclude, we observe that |∇u|
is constant on each connected component Γα and its value on it is denoted by kα. Using
this and the value of the Perelman scalar curvature we have

∑

α

kα

∫

Γα

(c0 + c1f −R∂Σ
f + c1) dσf < 0.

Manipulating this inequality we get the desired result. �

Now, we recall that the traceless tensor associated with a tensor T is defined by

◦
T = T −

tr (T )

n
g.

With this notation, from equation (1.2) we can easily verify the following equation

(3.3) u
◦

Ricf =
◦

∇2u.

Next result provides sufficient conditions to guarantee that a P -singular manifold is an
almost Ricci soliton.
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Proposition 12. Let (Σ, g, dVolf , u) be a compact P-singular manifold with non-empty

boundary. Let X =
Rf

2
− ef

n
∇(e−f (R + ∆f)) be a vector field along Σ and assume that

〈∇u,X〉 ≥ 0. If
◦

Ricf (∇u,∇u) ≥ 0 along of the boundary, then Σ is an almost Ricci

soliton.

Proof. In fact, a straightforward calculation shows that

(3.4) divf
◦

Ricf =
dRf

2
−

ef

n
d(e−f (R+∆f)).

From (3.2), (3.4) and (3.3) we get that

−

∫

∂Σ

|∇u|
◦

Ricf (ν, ν) dσf =

∫

Σ

u|
◦

Ricf |
2 dVolf +

∫

Σ

〈X,∇u〉dVolf ,

where ν = − ∇u
|∇u| . From the hypothesis on the Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor and the vector

field X we conclude the desired result. �

Our next finding describes how the hemisphere stands out as a unique P-singular man-
ifold and almost Ricci soliton, given certain conditions. The statement of this result is as
follows:

Theorem 2. Let (Σ, g, dVolf , u) be a compact P-singular manifold with connected bound-

ary. If Σ is an almost Ricci soliton satisfying Ricf = ωg and σ − ω is a constant, then Σ
is isometric to a hemisphere S

n
+.

Proof. In fact, from the hypotheses we get that ∇u is a conformal vector field and therefore

(3.5) n∇2u = ∆ug.

On another hand, since Σ is P -singular and almost Ricci soliton we conclude that

(3.6) ∇2u = u(ω − σ)g.

In particular, ω − σ is a negative constant.
From equations (3.5) and (3.6) we have that

∇2∆u = (ω − σ)∆ug.

Taking into account that ∆u = 0 along of the boundary, from [22], we conclude the desired
result. �

4. Rigidity and Non-existence results of open complete non-compact

P -singular manifolds

In this section, we present some results about non-compact P -singular manifolds. A
useful tool that we utilize is the following result, which first appeared with Yau; for a
proof, see [5].

Lemma 1. Let Σ be a Riemannian manifold, and let X be a vector field on Σ whose norm

is integrable. If divX ≥ 0, then divX = 0 on Σ.
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Proposition 13. Let Σ be a complete Riemannian manifold endowed with a density func-

tion f . Assume that 1 ∈ Ker(δRf )
∗. If |∇∇f∇f | ∈ L1

f (Σ), then Σ is isometric to R×S,

where S is Ricci-flat and f(t, x) = t.

Proof. Since 1 ∈ Ker(δRf )
∗ we have Ricf = 0 and Rf is constant. Thus ∆f = |∇f |2 + c,

where c is a constant. Plugging f into the Bochner formula below

1

2
∆f |∇v|2 = |∇2v|2 + 〈∇v,∇∆fv〉+Ricf (∇v,∇v),

which holds for any v ∈ C3, and so we obtain

1

2
∆f |∇f |2 = |∇2f |2,

because ∆ff is constant and Ricf vanishes. Since e−f |∇|∇f |2| is integrable on Σ we are
able to apply Lemma 1 to get that ∇2f vanishes. To conclude the result we use [24,
Theorem 2]. �

Proposition 14. Let Σ be a complete Riemannian manifold endowed with a density func-

tion f such that |∇f | is bounded. Assume that 1 ∈ Ker(δRf )
∗ and its P -scalar curvature

is a nonnegative. Then, f is constant and Σ is Ricci-flat.

Proof. Under our hypotheses we already know that

1

2
∆f |∇f |2 = |∇2f |2.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have:

1

2
∆f |∇f |2 ≥

(∆f)2

n
=

(|∇f |2 +Rf )
2

n
.

Since Ricf = 0, we are able to apply the weak Omori-Yau generalized maximum principle,
see [1], and get that supΣ |∇f |2 = infRf = 0. Therefore f is constant.

�

The next result provides a sufficient condition to guarantee that a complete non-compact
P -singular manifold is a Ricci soliton.

Proposition 15. Let (Σ, g, dVolf , u) be a P-singular complete non-compact manifold with

∆fu = −λu, where λ is a constant, and {p ∈ Σ;u(p) = 0} is a set of isolated points.

Suppose that nω = R+∆f is a constant and (ω−λ)〈∇u,∇f〉 ≥ 0. If |
◦

Ricf (∇u)| ∈ L1
f (Σ),

then Σ is a gradient Ricci soliton.

Proof. Since ∆fu = −λu and nω = R+∆f we have, from (3.4), that

(4.1) divf
◦

Ricf =
dRf

2
+ ωdf.

Since {p ∈ Σ;u(p) = 0} is a set of isolated points, from Corollary 1 and ∆fu = −λu we
conclude that

∇Rf

2
+ λ∇f = 0.
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Plugging the previous equality into (4.1) we conclude that

(divf
◦

Ricf )(∇u) = (ω − λ)〈∇f,∇u〉.

Thus,

(4.2) divf (
◦

Ricf (∇u)) = u|
◦

Ricf |
2 + (ω − λ)〈∇u,∇f〉.

Since |
◦

Ricf (∇u)| ∈ L1
f (Σ) we are able to use Lemma 1. Finally, from (4.2), we conclude

that
◦

Ricf= 0 and, therefore, Σ is a gradient Ricci soliton.
�

Theorem 3. Let (Σ, g, dVolf , u) be a non-trivial P-singular complete non-compact mani-

fold with constant scalar curvature. Suppose that Ricf = ωg and ∆fu = −λu, where λ 6= 0

is a constant, {p ∈ Σ;u(p) = 0} is a set of isolated points and ω − λ = R
n
. Then, Σ is a

Gaussian Ricci soliton.

Proof. Indeed, since Ricf = ωg, we have that

Rf = R+∆f +∆f − |∇f |2

= nω + (nω −R)− |∇f |2

= 2nω −R− |∇f |2.

Now, since ω and the scalar curvature is constant we conclude that

∇Rf = −2∇2f(∇f)

= −2(ω∇f −Ric(∇f)).

Taking the divergence we get that:

(4.3) ∆(Rf + 2ωf −
2R

n
f) = −2|

◦
Ric |2

Since {p ∈ Σ;u(p) = 0} is a set of isolated points, we can invoke the Proposition 1 to
conclude that

Rf = −2λf + c0,

where c0 is a constant.
Taking into account that λ = ω − R

n
and from the above equality we guarantee that

∆(Rf + 2ωf −
2R

n
f) = 0.

From the previous equality and (4.3), we conclude that Σ is an Einstein manifold. Thus,
applying Proposition 3.1 of [21], we infer that either ∇2f = 0 or Σ is a Gaussian soliton.
Now, assuming by contradiction that ∇2f = 0, then Rf is constant, and consequently, f is
a constant. This leads to a contradiction, and we can thus conclude that Σ is a Gaussian
soliton.

�
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