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We obtain all the three-dimensional Lorentzian metrics which admit three Killing vectors. The
classification has been done with the aid of the formalism which exploits the obstruction criteria
for the Killing equations recently developed by present authors. The current classification method
does not rely on the transitivity property of the isometry group. It turns out that the Lorentzian
manifold harbors a much richer spectrum of metrics with various Segre types, compared to the
Riemannian case.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

A Killing vector (KV) on a manifold M with a (pseudo-)Riemannian metric g describes a vector field whose flow
preserves the metric. The isometry group generated by the KVs is of fundamental touchstone in Lorentzian signature,
since it has a direct link to the construction of exact solutions to Einstein’s equations. The importance of KVs in
general relativity is even more highlighted by the relevance to the globally conserved quantities and constants of
geodesic motion.

Despite the above-mentioned importance of KVs, the existence of any KV for a given a (pseudo-)Riemannian
manifold (M, g) is not instantly evident. A patient difficulty for this issue is how to find, if any, the explicit form
and exhaustive list of KVs. More than a century ago, Darboux has put forward an inventive idea to determine the
exact number of linearly independent KVs in two dimensions @] His criterion for the local existence of KVs has been
formulated in terms of differential invariants and has provided a direct interplay between local geometric invariants
and solvability of an overdetermined PDEs, namely the Killing equations. Recently we have witnessed considerable
developments in this direction E, B] Notably, the complete set of local obstructions to the existence of KVs in
three dimensions has been identified in a coordinate invariant fashion both for Riemannian M] and for Lorentzian ﬂﬂ]
signatures, which augmented a revival interest for Darboux’s methodology. The obstructions can be applied to count
the exact number of KVs, resulting in severe restrictions on the curvature of M. This method has overcome some
shortcomings inherent in other prescriptions proposed in the literature ﬂa, B] in that classification is indeed tractable.

Conversely, one might ask whether one can determine the local form of g by prescribing the obstructions and/or
the curvature of M. Indeed, the existence of KVs has traditionally been used to classify the manifolds, see e.g. ﬂé] for
a review. A three-dimensional (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold is said to be maximally symmetric if it has six KVs,
or equivalently, if it has constant sectional curvature. Ricci ﬂg] and Bianchi HE] have proved that the next maximum
number of KVs is four, and have carried out the complete classification of all possible local forms of g with four KVs.
The pursuit for the Lorentzian counterpart has been implemented by Kruckovic ﬂﬂ] and recently refined in ﬂa] by
making use of obstruction criteria for KVs (for the underlying geometric analysis of these geometries, see ﬂﬁ]) This
is another intriguing opportunity offered by recent developments in M, B]

The difficulty for the complete classification of local metrics tends to increase as the total number of KVs becomes
fewer. A primary study in this line was due to Bianchi m], who elaborated on the three-dimensional Riemannian
manifolds with an isometry group of transitive action. The geometry of their metrics has been intensively studied in
the literature ] since it has a prominent application to homogeneous cosmological models ﬂﬂ] Consequently, local
forms of three-dimensional Riemannian metrics with 3 KVs have been known. However, the Lorentzian counterpart
is still lacking in spite of the intensive results on left-invariant Lorentzian metrics on three-dimensional Lie groups
]. Our aim in this paper is to present a complete catalogue of local Lorentzian metrics that admit three KVs.!
We would like to emphasize that not all the Lorentzian metrics with three KVs are recovered by a mere Wick-rotation
of Riemannian metrics with three KVs. A principal reason is that the Lorentzian metrics may admit a null KV, which
cannot be captured by complexification of the coordinates.

1 The classification device employed by Petrov } based on the canonical real structures has been successfully able to construct canonical
form of metrics admitting KVs in four dimensional (pseudo-)Riemannian manifold. However, this method seems to call for excessive
and brute-force computations.
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Bona and Coll have obtained the necessary and sufficient conditions for the three-dimensional Lorentzian metrics
to admit isometry group according to its isotropy subgroup, in terms of eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the Ricci
tensor HE] Nevertheless, the local form of the metrics has not been explored. To fill this gap is one of the main result
in the present paper. It is also noteworthy to remark that our technique allows the complete classification without
appealing to how the isometry group acts on the manifold.

Our strategy for the classification of metrics admitting K'Vs is based on the obstructions for the existence of KVs,
which amount to the algebraic constraints obeyed by curvature tensors and connections. Conceptually, this blueprint
is closely parallel with the classification of supersymmetric solutions in supergravity m, @] The existence of Killing
spinors puts constraints on the intrinsic torsion of G structures, which tightly restricts the possible form of metrics
and fluxes. In our case, the role of intrinsic torsion is played by the two obstruction matrices described below.

Before stating our result, let us first evoke the definition and some key properties of KVs. Let (M, g) denote the
three-dimensional Lorentzian manifold. A vector field K on (M, g) is a KV iff it satisfies the Killing equation

LKgab = QV(aKb) = 0, (1.1)

where Ly is the Lie derivative along K%, V, denotes the Levi-Civita connection and the round brackets denote
symmetrization over the enclosed indices. We raise and lower the indices by gas and its inverse g?°. The compatibility
of () leads to the defining equation of a curvature collineation [22]

LxRap’ = 0, (1.2)
which gives rise to the following zero eigenvalue problem

V.R
(R®Y), K* = 0, (R™Y, = | V.S? |, (1.3)
va5(3)

where Rgp.? is the Riemann-Christoffel tensor defined by [V, Vy]Ve = Rape?Vy for any covector V,. A triple of
curvature invariants { R, 5@ 5(3)} are constructed as R = R%,, S@?) = §9,8%, and S®) = §%,8°.5¢, with the Ricci
tensor Rap = Raep® and its traceless part Sqp = Rap — (1/3)Rgap. We call R the first obstruction matriz, since its
minors put restrictions on the dimension of the solution space of ([IIl). A general solution of (L3 can be written as

d
K® = Zwa ea’ s (1.4)
a=1

where d = dim ker R"™* < 3, {e,*} are linearly independent vectors that span ker R*" and {w, } are arbitrary functions
on M. Substituting equation (L)) into (1)), we end up with a PDE system of the form

Vow = Quw, w = (wa > (1.5)

Was

where {wag = E[awm} are the 1-jet variables and the abbreviation L, denotes the Lie derivative along e,®. The
square brackets over indices is used for skew-symmetrization. The connection €2, is expressed in terms of the Ricci
rotation coefficients, curvatures and their derivatives. Since the system (L) is first-order, its compatibility yields a
set of algebraic equations

(R2nd)w = 0, (R2nd)ab = v[anb]_ﬂ[anb]- (16)

We call R the second obstruction matriz, whose entries are also obstructions to local existence of KVs. Note that
the matrix depends upon maximal possible dimension of an orbit space under an isometric group action, and of its
isotropy subgroup. At the outset, they are given by d = dimker R'"" and d(d — 1)/2, respectively. By deriving a
complete list of the second obstruction matrices, all the conditions to ensure that the manifold M attains three KVs
have already been derived in ﬂﬂ] Turning the logic around, these obstructions can be used to obtain the explicit local
metrics with three KVs. Our principal result of this paper can be boiled down as follows:

Theorem Let (M,g) be a three-dimensional Lorentzian manifold. If it admits exactly three linearly independent
Killing vectors, the manifold is locally isometric to any one of the metrics described in table [l

An inspection of the explicit second obstruction matrices in ﬂﬂ] shows that the three KVs appear for “class 2”7 and
“class 3”7 in the terminology therein. We shall moniker class 2 as “inhomogeneous” and class 3 as “homogeneous” in



TABLE I: Normal forms of homogeneous metrics with three linearly independent KVs. The metrics in referred equations in
this table are —(e1)? + (e2)? + (e3)?. d¥% describes the two-dimensional maximally symmetric space with a constant curvature
k=0,41, and d¥? corresponds to its Lorentzian counterpart. The quantity o is constant in this table and is defined by ©3).

A, Co, Cq,Cy are also constants. For the Ricci rotation coefficients {mmh 7'1-} (i =1,2,3 or u,v,e) which are all constants in
this table, we refer the reader to ([A3]) and (AT3).

Class Segre type Branch Canonical metric
[1,(11)] - —dt? + a*(t)dx}
Inhomogeneous| [(1,1)1] _ dt? + a?(t)ds?
[(21)] - e (@) (2dzdy + dz?)
=0 B
T2+ 713=0 T8 — K3 <0 BI3)
(1, (11)] 2 _k2>0 G2)
2
o+ T3 # 0 ToT3 > 0 (Im)
ToT3 < 0 (Im)
T1 = T3 = 0 m
[(1,1)1] 1 #0 E3)
A T 4kt # (11 —73)° E1D)
Homogeneous 4k? = (11 — 73)° @22)
ke=m=mn3=0 (58)
[1711] ,‘{22773:T2—T1=0With771750 (Im)
773:7'3—7’2:771:0Withl€27é0 (m)
[(2,1)] oc#0 2~ dady 4 dz? + Coe(@ 2% g2
Tu+ 7o #0 2[dz 4 2(z — 3\y)Tudz] (dy — %dz) +dz?
[2,1] e =0 o =27, 2dz [dy — (C’lz + \/27-”6’123;) d:c} + (dz + 2Tuyd:c)2
Lo 0 =0—27, #0 2dz [dy + (—02620*2 + O'*Tvy2) dz] + (dz + 27, ydx)?
(3] - 2dz {e’%vzdy - (% + #) e““vzde +dz?
[221] - —[dt 4+ (=it + 32) dy]® + dy? + [dz + (mz + 73t) dy]?

this paper, since this epithet represents how the isometry group acts on the manifold. The classification of class 3 in
ﬂﬂ] relies on the property of Segre classification for the traceless Ricci tensor $%,.2 Note also that our classification of
metrics with three KVs does not represent the existence of the global isometry group, which may be broken by the
discrete identification of spacetime points. We refer the reader to e.g., M] for the discussion of related aspects.

We note that in the “homogeneous” case the Lie algebra and the local metric do not have a one-to-one correspon-
dence. This is in sharp contrast to the Riemmanian case. For instance, metrics (£9), (T28)), (812 admit so(1,2)
algebra. The metric (@3] deserves a Lorentzian counterpart of Bianchi IX metric, while the latter two metrics are not.
This illustrates the richness of Lorentzian signature. Therefore, we avoided to refer to the Bianchi types throughout
the text to circumvent the confusion. In addition, each Bianchi class counterpart is not realized as the three dimen-
sional metrics with three KVs, since we are focusing on the three dimensional intrinsic metric, rather than the three
dimensional subspace.

Our result obtained in this paper may be generalized into higher dimensions, if we properly find out the obstruction
matrices. Research in this direction is an intriguing future study. On top of this, some of the metrics (812)), ([@I3)
derived in the present paper appear to be new, as far as we know. It seems interesting to further explore physical
aspects of these spacetimes.

The remainder of this paper is devoted to the proof of this theorem and is organized as follows. The next section
[ classifies all the inhomogeneous metrics with three KVs, which turn out to be all conformally flat. The following
seven sections [II V], [Vl VT [VIT] [VIITl [X] aim to the classification of homogeneous metrics for each Segre type.
Useful formulae for curvature tensors are summarized in appendix [Al

2 For a classification of 2 4+ 1 dimensional asymptotically AdS spacetimes based on Segre types, see }



II. INHOMOGENEOUS METRICS

This section identifies all the 3-dimensional Lorentzian metrics endowed with an isometry group of dimension 3
with 1-dimensional isotropy subgroup, acting on 2-dimensional orbits. Hereon, any KV can be written as

K* = w2 62a—|—CLJ3 €3a, (21)

where {eg, es} are two annihilators of R'*. Depending on the causal character of annihilators, we divide the following
analysis into three cases: Subsection [TAl treats the case in which the annihilators are both spacelike, Subsection [T T]
deals with the case one is spacelike while the other is timelike, and lastly Subsection [I(Jhandles the case one of them
is null. As it turns out, all metrics falling into this category are conformally flat with a conformal factor depending
only on a single variable. The three subclasses are characterized by the dependence on the timelike/spacelike/null
coordinate. For the definition and useful formulae for these quantities, we refer the reader to appendix [Al

A. Both annihilators are spacelike

We suppose in this subsection that an orthonormal frame {e;} (i = 1,2, 3) is assigned to each point of M as

g = —e1%1" + 3% + e3%es’ . (2.2)

By defining the Ricci rotation coefficients {r;,n;, 7; } as (A3)), the criterion for (M, g) to have three linearly independent
KV reads (this can be read off from (3.6), (3.9) and (3.12) in [5])

0 = Ko — K3, (2.3a)
0=k =m =r1 =713, (2.3b)
0 = Lok = L3ka, (2.3¢)
0 = LoRoy = L3R2, (2.3d)

where £; is the Lie derivative along e;% and R;; = Rape;%e;® (i,j = 1,2,3). It immediately follows from (Z3al), 23D
and (AZ]) that

Vieewy) = 0, Wi VeWy = 0, (2.4)
where W, = ey, + ies, is a complex vector. Then, there exists a local coordinate chart (¢, z,y) such that
ela = —Vat, W, = ez +0029) (g 24 iV,y), (2.5)
where 6; and 6 are real functions. It is easy to see that the following gauge transformation with a parameter A
e2® — (cos ) ex® + (sin ) eg? e3® — —(sin ) ex® + (cos ) es? (2.6)

leaves ([2.3]) invariant.®> One can exploit this gauge freedom to set #; = 0 without loss of generality. Equations ([2.3d)
and (2.3d)) then boil down to

92(t,x,y) = loga(t) +¢(5an)a (27)
with
(@240 = —ke*, (2.8)

where a and 1 are arbitrary functions and k is a constant which can be normalized to be 0 or £1. The equation
stands for Liouville’s equation on a surface of constant Gaussian curvature k, whose metric takes the form
d¥? = e?¥(@¥)(dz? 4 dy?). One finds that [Z2) becomes

ds* = —dt* +a*(t)dx} . (2.9)

3 We illustrate in Appendix [AT]how the Ricci rotation coefficients (A3) are transformed under the transformation (Z38]).



This metric describes the 241 dimensional Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) universe. Note that the
set of all isometries of d¥% forms the isometry group of the whole spacetime (2.3).

Now, let us consider the metric (2.9) together with a particular solution to (28] and its isometry algebra. A solution
to Liouville’s equation (28] can be taken as

k
P = —log [1 + Z(:EQ + yz)] . (2.10)
Performing the change of variables (x,y) — (6, ¢), given by the relation = + iy = %ew tan (47“), the metric reads
dX? = dé? + [ﬁ sin(vEr)]2d¢?. Then, the three linearly independent KVs can be found in the form

K, = singd, + Vkcospcot(Vkr) ds, Ky = cos¢d, — Vkcot(Vkr)singdys, Ks = 04, (2.11)
with the commutation relations
[K1,K2] = kK3, (K2, K3] = Ki, (K3, K1) = K. (2.12)
This algebra corresponds to s0(3) for k = 1, ¢? for k = 0 and s0(2, 1) for k = —1.

B. One annihilator is timelike

This subsection is essentially a duplication of subsection [TAl As in the previous subsection, we assume that {e;}
(i =1,2,3) forms an orthonormal frame
g = e1% " + ex%er’ — es%es” . (2.13)
In terms of the Ricci rotation coefficients {r;, 1;, 7;} defined in ([A3]), the requirement that the manifold (M, g) admits
exactly three linearly independent KVs can be written as (2.3D)-(2.3d) and k2 + k3 = 0. It follows that

Vieew = 0, WL VoW, = 0, (2.14)
where W = es, & €3, denote two real null vectors. Thereupon, a local coordinate chart (¢, z,y) can be chosen as
e1a = Vat, W, = PAICEEOh v W, = 2t Ly (2.15)
Since there exists a gauge transformation with an arbitrary function A
e2® — (cosh ) ex® + (sinh \) e3®, e3® — (sinh \) ex® 4 (cosh ) e3® (2.16)
which enables us to choose 81 = 03 = 6. The remaining equations yield
O(t,z,y) = loga(t) +v(z,y), (2.17)
with
0:0y) = — % e, (2.18)

where a and 1 are arbitrary functions. The PDE for v describes a Liouville surface equipped with the metric
d¥? = €?Ydady and corresponding Gaussian curvature k = 0, 1. The metric then reads

ds? = dt? + a®(t)dx?. (2.19)

This is the double Wick-rotated metric of (2], as expected.
For further consideration, let us take a particular solution to (ZI8]) of the form

k
v = —log <1 + Za:y) , (2.20)
and thereby the local metric of dii is then represented as d¥2 = d6? — [ﬁ sin(v/kr)]2d¢?, together with new variables
(r, ¢) defined by = = % tan (47“) e? and y = % tan (470 e~?. Now, the three KVs are given by
K; = —sinh¢d, + Vkcoshgcot(Vkr) 9y, Ky = coshed, — VEisinhgcot(Vkr)d,, Kz = 94, (2.21)
entailing the commutators
[KlaKQ] - ng, [K27K3] - K17 [K37K1] - _KQ' (222)

This defines so0(1,2) for & = +1 and Poincaré algebra ¢!'! for k = 0.



C. One annihilator is null

Let us consider the case in which one of the annihilators is null. One can write the KV as

K = wyu® + we e, (2.23)
where we have adopted a null frame {u,v,e}
g% = 2ulap®) 4 each (2.24)
that satisfies
u'v, = e%eq = 1, uug, = v, = ue, = v'eq = 0. (2.25)

In this case, the 3 KV can arise when u® is a geodesic tangent and the 1-jet variable w = L,w, is functionally
independent of w, and w, [5]. In terms of the Ricci rotation coefficients {r;, 7, 7;} (i = u,v, ) defined in (AIJ) and
frame components of the Ricci tensor (AIG), this only occurs for (see egs. (3.19), (3.22) and (3.25) in [3])

Nu = Ty = Ke = 0, (2.26a)
and
Ruyw = Rye = 0, LoRyy +27.Ryy = 0. (2.26b)

The KV in the form (223)) allows two kinds of frame transformations (AI8a) and (AI8D). Ome can exploit this
gauge freedom (AI8a)) to obtain 7, + 7. = 0, while the other conditions (226al), (2.26D) remain inert under (ATSal).
Since u® and e* are now commutative (c.f., (A1H)), we can work in the coordinate system (z,y, z) such that

ut = (9y)*, v = V1(02)" + Va(0y)* + V3(0.)", e’ = (0,)", (2.27)

where V; are functions of x,y, z. Lowering indices, we have

1 \% \%
Uqg = Vlvaaz, Vg = Vay - V?Vaxa €q = vaz - Vjvaz . (228)
In this coordinate system, 7, = 0 is solved as

1 0. F
Vi = —— Vo = — 2.29
L9 F ° 9, F (2.29)

where F' = F(z,y,2). The first two conditions in (2.261) are twice integrated to yield

1

Vo = ———[2F — (8,F)% +20,F], 2.30
2 2(8yF)2[ fit f2—(0.F)" + ] (2.30)

where fi = fi(x) and fo = fa(x,2). The last condition in ([2:26D) is satisfied, provided that 92 fs = 0 holds. This
gives

fo(w,2) = fao(z) + for(w)z + far(x)2?. (2.31)
Changing variables to & = h(x), § = F(z,y, 2)/h'(z) and choosing h” () = — f1(x)h/(x), we obtain
ds? = 2dgdi + d#?[fao(2) + for(&)z + faa(#)2?] + d2?, (2.32)

where fo;(2) = h/(2)~2f2(z). The functions foo and fa; can be made to vanish by the transformation z = 2 + hy (2)
and g = § 4 ha(Z) — b (2)Z2, thus giving

ds? = 2didy + d2? + 2% fop(&)di? (2.33)

where we have chosen hy, hs to satisfy for + 2foshi — 2h] =0 and fao + forh1 + fzgh% + h2 +2h% = 0. One can verify
that the Cotton tensor for this metric vanishes, meaning that the metric is conformally flat. To render the conformal



7

flatness manifest, we perform further coordinate transformations & = fe2f(””)dx, t=ef@z §j=y— %22]“(90) with
et foo + f'2 — f” = 0, which brings the metric into

ds? = 2@ (2dady + dz?), (2.34)

where f(z) should meet the condition f” # f'2.
The three KVs read

K, = — z@u + 20, , Ky = 8y , Ky = 0., (235)
whose nonvanishing commutators are
(K1, K3] = K> . (2.36)

This defines the Heisenberg algebra. Since K5 is covariantly constant null vector (VKo = 0, Ko, K§ = 0), the
metric describes the pp-wave spacetime.

III. HOMOGENEOUS METRICS: SEGRE TYPE [1,(11)]

Let us next move on to the homogeneous case, for which the first obstruction matrix trivially vanishes. As discussed
in our previous paper ﬂﬂ], one can address this case by resorting to the Jordan decomposition of the trace-free Ricci
tensor S%, i.e., Segre type. When the metric is given, the transformation to the Jordan basis requires us to solve
the eigenvalue problem, which is a prime impediment in practice. In contrast, the Jordan basis is of great help in
reducing total amount of computations, as far as the classification of the metrics with KVs is concerned,

Let us begin with our discussion for the the Segre [1,(11)] type, for which the trace-free Ricci tensor takes the
following form

Sab = —A(2€10a€15 + €24€2b + €34€3p) , (3.1)
where {e;} is the orthonormal frame (&) with ¢ = —1. Class 3 condition in [5] requires that any KV takes the form
K®* = wie1q + woeay + wsesq , (3.2)
and the curvature components must be subjected to
{\, R} = constants. (3.3)
From the Bianchi identity and the invariance condition Lx S, = 0, we have
k1 =0, m =20, K3 = —Kg . (3.4)

For the case ko = 79 + 73 = 0, we have 4 KVs which we shall not discuss. The 3 KVs may appear in the two cases
below, which are distinguished according to 72 4+ 73 = 0 or not.

A. m+1m3=0

When
To+713 =0, ko # 0, (3.5)

the 1-jet variable s = Laws is linearly dependent on {w;} and the second obstruction matrix is given by (4.12¢)
in [5], which vanishes iff

{T2,m2,m3} = constants. (3.6)

Here £175 = 0 follows from Ra3 = R32. Segre type [1,(11)] requires the constancy of Ry; = 2(74 — x3), implying that
k2(# 0) is also a constant. Since S12 = S13 = Sa23 = 0 must be fulfilled in the Jordan basis of type [1,(11)], we obtain



e =n3 = 11 = 0. It follows that only the nonvanishing Ricci rotation coefficients are ko and 75, both of which are
constants parameterizing the homogeneous solution. The curvature tensors now reduce to

2
A=Z(3-2)£0,  R=203-7). (3.7)

Plugging these expressions into Einstein’s equations, these correspond to the cosmological constant and the energy
density of the dust fluid.
Then, the orthonormal frame e; obeys the following first-order relations

Vieiq = Ka(—e2peaq + €3pesa) + T2(€2v€30 — €36€24) 5 (3.8a)
Vipe2a = — K2€2b€1a — T2€3b€14a 5 (3.8b)
Viesq =T2e2p€10+K2€30€10 - (3.8¢)

It turns out that W, = es, + aes, satisfies
VW, = (k2 + ar)e1a Wy, (3.9)
where « is the solution to the quadratic equation
Ta? — 2K+ 7o = 0. (3.10)

Depending on the nature of roots for this equation, we can obtain individual local metrics. We remark that the
none of the above conditions imposed on Ricci rotation coefficients are invariant under further transformations (A7).
Specifically, the triad frame has been already fixed completely.

1. 7'220

Let us first consider the 75 = 0 case. Since e; are all hypersurface-orthogonal, we can introduce local coordinates
by

e1a = —ePo LTVt e = 1TV g | €34 = e¢2(t’m’y)dy. (3.11)
k1 = m = 0 implies that 0,¢9 = Oy¢p = 0, so that we can set ¢g = 0 by the redefinition of ¢. Conditions
Ko+ k3 = 12 = 13 = 0 are now solved to give ¢1(t, z,y) = loga(t) + ®1(z) and ¢a(t, z,y) = —loga(t) + P2(y), thence

we can set ®; = &3 = 0 by absorbing into the definition of z and y. Lastly, ko = constant gives a(t) = e™*2! and the
metric belongs to the (2 4+ 1)-dimensional Bianchi I class

ds? = —dt? 4+ e 272t da? 4 22t dy? . (3.12)
The Killing vectors are given by
Ky =0,, Ky = 0y, K3 = %28t+x8x—y8y. (3.13)
The nonvanishing commutation relations are
[Ko, K3] = —Ka,  [K3, K1] = K. (3.14)

This corresponds to ¢! algebra.

2. 12—k3<0and 2 #0
Since the equation (BI0) admits two real roots ax = 7, (k2 £ /K% — 73), it follows that W = e, +ares, satisfy

b = K5 — T5€1qa , g =2 .
ViWE = £4/k3 — 31 Wi bWAEW, =2 3.15

One can then introduce coordinates by

€la = _f(Vat + leax + XQvay) ) Wl;r = €¢+Va17, W(; = €¢7 Vay’ (316)



where f = f(t,z,y), x12 = x1,2(t,z,y) and ¢1 = ¢4 (t,2,y). By t — [ f~1dt, one can achieve f = 1 modulo the
redefinition of x; 2. From ky = —k3 = const, one obtains ¢_ + ¢ = 2¢(z,y) and ¢+ = t\/k3 — 75 + ¥(z,y). The
condition k; =7 = 0 implies d;x1,2 = 0, whereas 13 = 0 gives

o, ¥ 0,V =209

X2 = —F/—V—> X1
2 2 2 2
VEy T Ry — T3

The constancy of 7, yields the Lorentzian Liouville equation ZI8) for ¢ with k = —272. Defining # = ¥2¢% tanh(r/2)

T2

(3.17)

and y = Tife_‘b tanh(r/2), the orthonormal frame simplifies to

e = — (df — tycoshrdg),  eq— % [sinh(¢/£o)dr + cosh(t/to) sinh rdg)] |

eg = %cschﬁ [cosh(t/tg)(dr — cosh B sinh rd¢) — sinh(t/tg)(cosh Bdr — sinh rd¢)] , (3.18)
where we have shifted the time coordinates by t — ¢t —to[¥ + ¢ — 2log(cosh(5))] and defined new constants (o, 3) by
Ko = tgl cosh 3, 75 = tgl sinh 5. The 3 KVs are given by

K; = —tgcosh¢cschrd; + sinh ¢p0, — cosh ¢ cothrd, , (3.19a)
K5 =tgsinh ¢ csch rd; — cosh ¢0,. + sinh ¢ cothrdy, (3.19b)
Kg =6¢, (319C)
satisfying so0(1,2) algebra
(K1, Ko = — K3, (K2, K3] = K1, (K3, Ki] = — K>, (3.20)

3. 2 —k3>0andm #0

The equation (I0) admits two distinct roots a = 75 Yo + i\/T4 — r3) and its complex conjugation, so that

W, = esq + aes, satisfies
VW =i/ 72 — kie1,Wh W, W*=2. (3.21)

One can thus introduce coordinates
€la = _(vat + leax + X2vay) ) Wa = ew+i9(vax + Zbe) . (322)

where x1, x2, ¢, 8 are functions of ¢, z, y.
From kg + k3 = 0 and ky = constant, one finds ¢y = ¢(z,y) and 6 = t\/75 — k3 + V(z,y). The conditions
k1 =mn = 0 give Orx1 = O¢x2 = 0. Plugging this into 13 = 0, one finds

Oy + 0, ¥ —0z + 0,V

X1 = —F/———— X2 =
2 2 2 2
Ty — R Ty — K3

(3.23)

Ty = const. requires that ¢ = ¥(x,y) obeys Liouville’s equation (28] with k = —277 < 0. The solution to Liouville’s
equation can be chosen to be (2I0). By the change of the coordinates x + iy = ‘T/—f tanh(%§)e’ with ¢ — ¢ — (U +

®)/\/T3 — K3, one can bring the triad frame to

e1 = — (At — tocoshrdg),  es— % (sin(t/to)dr + cos(t/to) sinh rdd) |

€2 :%sechﬂ [cos(t/to) (dr — sinh B sinh rd¢) — sin(t/to) (sinh Sdr + sinh rd¢)] , (3.24)

where we have redefined constants as 72 = t; Lcosh B, kg = tg Lsinh 8. The KVs are
K1 =ty cos ¢ cschrd, + sin @0, + cos ¢ cothrdy ,
Ko =ty sin ¢ cschrd; — cos g0, + sin ¢ cothrdy , (3.25)
K3 =0,.
These KVs form the so(1,2) algebra
(K1, K] = K3, (K2, K3] = — K1, (K3, K] = —K>. (3.26)



10
B. T2+T37£0

In this branch, the second obstruction matrix is given by (4.13c¢) in ﬂﬂ] This vanishes provided

T_ = constant, Hgl’(ll)] = Egl’(ll)} =0, (3.27)
where

T =T3E£ Ty, (3.28a)

HEL(H)] =Ling + Lizalz (Lo(T— + 374) — dn2kz) —H; ) (3.28b)

T4 277
L;L L;
i = Loy~ =232 (Ly(r- — 374) — dmyre) ? (3.28¢)
s 27’+

Plugging 7_ = const. into the Ricci identity (A6l and using the Jordan normal form (B.I), we obtain the 1st-order
system for 7o:

£17’2 = 2/127’1 s EQTQ = 277252 + 773(7’2 + 7’3) — ,63112 y ,637’2 = —2773/%2 + 772(7'2 + 7'3) + LQIQQ . (329)
The compatibility ([(AZ]) of these equations gives rise to
Loky = —n2(m2 + 73) , L3k = 13(T2 + 73) . (3.30)

Further compatibility of these equations yields

A= g(ng +To73) #0. (3.31)

One can verify that D — =0T are all fulfilled.

1 i
Thanks to the type II gauge transformations (A7D]), one can always achieve ko = 0, while eqs. (3:27), (329), (330)
and (337)) remain unchanged. In this gauge, we have 7o = n3 = 71 = 0 and 75 = const. Then, the orthonormal frame

obeys
Vipeia = T2€3q€2p + T3€24€3p , V€24 = T3€14€3p Vipe3q = T2€14€2p - (3.32)

The local metrics fall into two further subclasses depending on 775 2 0. The 713 = 0 possibility is excluded by
B3T)). Since the solution possesses two constant Ricci rotation coefficients (72, 73), the metric is homogeneous.

1. 71913 >0

In this case, two real vectors Wf = eg, + \/T3/Tees, are hypersurface-orthogonal W[beWj][ = 0, which allows us

to find local coordinates (¢, z,y) such that
€la = _(vat + leax + szay) ) W;‘ = e¢+d.’[], Wa_ = €¢7 dy . (333)

Substituting these into k2 = k3 = 0, we have ¢_ (¢, z,y) = —¢d1 (¢, z,y) + 2¢(x,y). Conditions k1 = 1 = 0 now yield
Oyx1 = Orx2 = 0, whereas the constancy of 75, 73 gives

~1/2
1 T T
OyX1 = OzXx2 + §(T3 —T) (T—z) v, O (t,x,y) = T24/ T—zt + ¥(z,y). (3.34)

Inserting these into 7y = 13 = 0, we find

0,V =19 EXI + 28m¢, 8U\If =Ty EXQ. (335)
\/ T2 \/ T2

The integrability (0,0, — 0y0,)¥ = 0 yields Lorentzian Liouville’s equation ([2.I8) for ¢ with k = 72 (m3 — 72), whence
we can choose ¢ as ([Z20). To simplify the form of the metric, let us define

1/2
2 k 2 k
k=13 — 1), tot=m (E> , T = NG tan (%r) e, y = — tan (%T) e ?, (3.36)
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and shift the time coordinate as t — ¢t — to[¥ + ¢ — 2 log(cos(ér))]. Then the triad frame reduces to

1= — (dt —to cos(\/Er)d¢) ) (3.37a)
eo = cosh(t/to)dr + M sinh(t/to)do, (3.37b)
VEk
3\ /2 sin(VEr)
€3 = (—> sinh(t/to)dr + ——=—= cosh(t/to)d¢ | . (3.37¢c)
7 vk
These expressions are well-defined irrespective of the sign of k. The KVs are given by
K1 = — Vktg cosh ¢ csc(VEr)d; + sinh ¢, — V'k cosh ¢ cot (VEr)dy (3.38a)
Ky = Vktysinh ¢ cse(VEr)d; — cosh ¢d, + Vksinh ¢ cot(VEr)dy , (3.38b)
K3 =0y, (3.38¢)
satisfying
(K1, Ko] = kK3, (K>, K3| = Ku, (K3, K] = —K>. (3.39)
2. T <0

Since the complex vector W, = ea, + i1/ —T3/T2€3, is hypersurface-orthogonal, one can introduce the coordinates
as

e1 = —(dt + xadx + x2dy) , W = e¥t(dz + idy) . (3.40)

1 and x1,2 are t-independent on account of k1 = 11 = ko = 0. The constancy of 72 3 amounts to § = t1o\/—73/72 +
U(x,y) and 9yx1 = Opx2 + (T2 — 73)(—73/72)_1/2621/’. One finds a set of equation for ¥ from 7y = n3 = 0, whose
integrability corresponds to the Liouville equation for ¢ (Z8) with k = 72(73 — 72). Defining

- T3 , 2 VE \
k=m(m3—12), tol=m, [ ——, z+iy = —=tan [ —r | €', 3.41
2(3 2) 0 2 T2 Yy \/E <2 ) ( )

and changing the time coordinate by t — t — to(V + ¢), the orthonormal frame is tantamount to

e = — (dt —to cos(\/Er)d¢) ) (3.42a)
ea = cos(t/tg)dr — % sin(t/tg)d¢, (3.42b)
~1/2 .
es = (—:—z) (sin(t/to)dr + % cos(t/to)d¢> . (3.42¢)
The 3 KVs are given by
K1 =Vt cos ¢ esc(VEr)d; + sin 8, + Vk cos ¢ cot (VEr)d (3.43a)
Ky = — Vktosin ¢ csc(VEkr)d; 4 cos ¢d, — VEksin ¢ cot(VEr)dy , (3.43b)
K3 =0y, (3.43¢)

satisfying

(K1, K| = kK3, [Ka, K3] = K1, [K3, K] = Ks. (3.44)
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IV. HOMOGENEOUS METRICS: SEGRE [(1,1)1]

This section considers the metrics belonging to the Segre [(1,1)1]. As deduced from the results in section [TAl this
case corresponds to the double Wick rotation of the [1,(11)] case. Therefore, we shall not discuss the derivation in
detail, but outline the argument and show quick results.

The trace-free part of the Ricci tensor takes the form

Sab = —A(e1a€1p + 2€20€26 — €30€30) (4.1)
where the metric is given by (ATl) with e = —1. The Bianchi identity implies
ke =0, n2 =0, N3 = K1, (4.2)

A, 1=

When
T = T3, k1 # 0, (4.3)
the second obstruction matrix is given by (4.19¢) of ﬂﬂ], which vanishes iff
{71, M, k3} = constants. (4.4)

From the constancy of Ros, k1 turns out to be a nonvanishing constant. The Jordan form of S,; then requests
k3 =n1 = 7o = 0. The curvature tensors reduce to

2
A= g(mf +72), R=—2(k?+12). (4.5)

1. 7'1:0

When 71 =0, e; and ez are hypersurface-orthogonal and es is closed, for which the final metric reads

ds® = —e>™17dt* + da® + e 2" dy”. (4.6)
The KVs are given by
Ky =0, Ky =0,, K3 =0, — k1 0y — y0, (4.7)
with the commutators
(Ko, K3] = — K>, (K3, K1) = —K;. (4.8)
2. 1#0

In this case, the vectors W = e1,+7, ! (k1% +/K? + T2)esq are hypersurface-orthogonal, and the final orthonormal
frame boils down to

er = % csc B [(dt — cos Bsintde) cosh(x/xo) + (cos Bdt — sintde) sinh(z/x0)] , (4.9a)
ez =dx + g costdg, ez = o (—sinh(x/x0)dt + cosh(x/xg) sintde) , (4.9b)

V2

where we have defined x; = :Cal cosf3, 11 = :Cal sin 8. The KVs are given by

K1 = sinh ¢0; + xo cosh ¢ csctd, — cosh ¢ cot tdy , (4.10a)
Ky = — cosh ¢0; — x¢ sinh ¢ csc t0,, + sinh ¢ cot L0y , (4.10b)
Ks=0,, (4.10¢)

satisfying the so(1,2) algebra
(K1, Ko] = K3, (K2, K3] = K1, (K3, K1] = —K>. (4.11)
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B. 7'1757'3

The second obstruction matrix in this case reads (4.20¢) in ﬂa], whose vanishing requires

T4 = constant, HE(MN = Eg(l’l)l] =0, (4.12)
where 7+ = 73 £ 71 and
ﬁiﬁ K Eili
DY = £y — S (La(ry +370) — A ) S5 (4.13)
L;L L;
E£(1,1)1] =Liks + U (Eg(T+ —37_) — 4H1n3) 5 /€21 . (4.14)
_ TZ
Inserting of 7 = constant into the Ricci identity, one gets
LlTl = —27711114—/{3(7'1 —Tg)—ﬁglil, £27'1 = —2/117’2, £37'1 :2511134-771(7'3—7’1) —ﬁllil. (415)
The compatibility conditions (AH) for these equations yield
(Tl — T3)[£1I<61 —2Kk1k3 +m (Tl — Tg)] + 2Kk1L3K1 =0, (416&)
2&151%1 + (Tl — T3)[£3:‘<61 + 2’[]1%1 — I€3(T1 — 7'3)] =0. (416b)

2

The following analysis proceeds according to 4x3 = (71 — 73)? or not.

1. 4k? # (1 — 7'3)2

If 4x3 # (11 — 73)?, equations [@I0) can be solved to give Lik1 = m1(13 — 71) and L3k; = k3(m1 — 73), whose
additional compatibility condition yields A\ = %(Ii% + 7 73). This implies that Hg(l’l)l] = Eg(l’lm
trivially.

If |2k1/(m1 — 73)] > 1, one can use the gauge freedom (ATd) to bring about 71 = 75. Since this criterion has been
already discussed in the previous subsection [V Al we do not discuss this case here. Supposed |2r1/(m1 — 73)| < 1,
one can always achieve r; = 0 using the gauge freedom ([A7d). This leads to 71 = k3 = 72 = 0 and constancy of 7.
The nonvanishing Ricci rotation coefficients are (71, 73), which are constants satisfying 71 (73 — 71) # 0. Repeating the
argument in section [I[B], the final orthonormal frame reduces to

= 0 are satisfied

e1 = cosh(y/ex/zo)dt — % sin(Vkt) sinh(y/ex/z0)de ey = dz + xo cos(VEt)de

e3 =€ :—; <—% sinh(v/ex/xo)dt + % sin(Vkt) cosh(\/gx/:zro)dqﬁ) , (4.17)

where we have denoted

~1/2
k=m(m+713), o = Ve (E) , e =sgn(r /7m3) = +1. (4.18)
73 \T3
The KVs are given by
K| =/esinh(Ved)d; + xoVk cosh(v/eg) esc(VEt)D, — VE cosh(v/ed) cot(Vt)dy , (4.19a)

Ky = — cosh(\/ep)d; — :1:0% esc(Vkt) sinh(v/€¢)d, + %

K3 =0y, (4.19¢)

cot(Vkt) sinh(y/ep)dy , (4.19b)

satisfying

(K1, K] = kK3, (Ko, K3] = Ky, (K3, K1] = —eKy . (4.20)
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2. 4k = (11 — 13)?

When 4k? = (11 — 73)%, equations in ([@I6) are not independent. The gauge transformation (AZd) enables us to
employ the frame for which ; is a nonvanishing constant. This leads to the constancy of 71 and 73 = 7 +2k1. From
the Ricci identity in the Jordan form, we have 75 = 0 and k3 = Fn;. Combining the Ricci identity with H£(1,1)1] =0,

we get 71 = 0. Thus, the solution is characterized by 2 parameters (x1,71). The curvature tensors are reduced to
_2 2 _ 2
A= 3(&1 :|:T1) s R = 2(,“&1 :|:T1) . (421)

The metric is written as [3]

sin(vVEt) . ) sin(vVkt)
e1 =cosh(x/xg)dt — ———= sinh(x/x¢)d¢ + xok1 (sinh(z/x¢)dt — ———= cosh(x/xp)d¢ | , 4.22a,
1 =cosh(ar/zg)dt — == 7 sinb(e/20)d6 + o (sinh(/zo)d — == 7 cosh(/z0) o) (4.222)
es =dx + ¢ cos(Vkt)de, (4.22b)
es = (—7'1 sinh(z/x0)dt + %xo\/Esin(\/Et) cosh(x/:vo)d(b) , (4.22¢)
where we have denoted
k=27(m £ kK1), xal =r1tT71. (4.23)
The KVs are given by
K, = sinh ¢0; + 2—\/% cse(Vkt) cosh 9, — Vk cot(Vkt) cosh ¢dy , (4.24a)
Ky = —cosh¢d; T % csc(VEt) sinh ¢, + VE cot(Vkt) sinh ¢, , (4.24b)
K3 =0,, (4.24c)
with the commutators
Ky, Ko = kK3, [Ko K] =Ky,  [Ks3Ki]=—K>. (4.25)

V. HOMOGENEOUS METRICS: SEGRE [1,11]

In this class, the trace-free Ricci tensor takes the form
Sab = —A1€1a€1p + A2€24€26 + A3€34€30 A1+ A2+ A3 =0, (5.1)

where all eigenvalues \; are constant and take distinct values. From the above form of Sy, the only remaining degrees
of freedom for the frame choice is the exchange of es <+ e3 with Ay <> A3 corresponding to (ATD) with as = 7/2. The
second obstruction matrix is given by (4.24) of ﬂﬂ], which vanishes iff

{K1, K2,m, 71, T2, T3} = constants. (5.2)

The Bianchi identity puts further restrictions on Ricci rotation coefficients

A1 — A2 A2 — A3 A3 — A1 (5.3)
K3 = K K1 = — =— . .
3 N — 2, 1 )\1_)\27737 Up )\2_)\3771
It then follows that all the Ricci rotation coefficients are constants, leading to the homogeneity of the solution.
The condition R,, = Ry, culminates in a zero eigenvalue equation
NX, =0 (5.4)
where the symmetric matrix N = N%® and the vector X}, are given by
2me—T3) —m—n2 K1t K2 + K3
N=1| g —mp 2(n+73) K2 — ks ; Xao=1| m—r1 |- (5.5)

Ki+m3 ke —ky 2(T1 —T2) N2 — M
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Let Ckij = Ck[ij] be a collection of Ricci rotation coefficients such that [e;,e;] = Ckijek, c.f.,, (AR). Since Ckij
are all constants, one can view Ckij as the structure constants of the algebra and e; as invariant dual forms. Then
N2 X, = 0 is nothing but the condition that the matrices (C;)* j= Ckij constitute the adjoint representation of the
algebra [C;, C;] = —C*;;C}. This is the Lorentzian version of the classification of Bianchi cosmology [8, 10, [14].

The standard method for the classification of Bianchi type is the diagonalization of N%,X® = 0. However, we do not
attempt to follow this route by the 2 reasons. The first rationale is that the diagonalization of N%, is a cumbersome
task since N%, is no longer a symmetric matrix in the Lorentzian signature. Secondly, we wish to keep the Jordan
form () of the traceless Ricci tensor. Further diagonalization of N%, does not preserve this property. In lieu of
diagonalization, we shall investigate all possible cases of zero eigenvalue problem (G.) by utilizing (5.3]), and check
whether S, is of diagonal form.

Let us first separate our inquiry into two categories (A) k2 = 0 or (B) k2 # 0. In the case (A), the first component
of (B3] reduces to mnsA; = 0, which falls into (i) 1 = 0, (ii) 73 = 0 with 71 # 0, (iii) Ay = 0 with 93 # 0.
In the case (A-i), the second component of (BH) requires n3(71 + 73) = 0, which is further distinguished into (1)
n3 = 0 and (2) 71 + 73 = 0 with 13 # 0. S, becomes diagonal for (A-i-1), whereas for (A-i-2) S;3 = 0 demands
T = —3A27’2/()\1 - Ag) For (1&—11)7 we need T2 = T1 from (Im) and S12 = 0 asks for T = 3A37’3/(A1 - AQ) For (A—lll),
we have 11 = 72 = 73 = 0 from (E35]) and S13 = 0 demands 7113 = 0, which is a contradiction to the assumption
mns # 0. Hence the class (A-iii) does not admit solutions with 3 KVs.

For case (B) k2 # 0, the first component of (] can be solved with respect to 73. We split the analysis according to
(i) n3 = 0 and (ii) 3 # 0. For (i) n3 = 0, we have 73 = 73 and 71 (71 — 72) = 0 by the third component of (&.5)), leading
to the subclasses (1) m1 = 0 and (2) 72 = 7 with 7y # 0. For (B-i-1) 72 = —3A\171 /(A2 — A3) follows from Sa3 = 0. For
(B-i-2), we obtain A = 0 from the second component of ([&A]). Then we have Sij3 = —3m1k2 # 0, inconsistent with
the Jordan form. So the class (B-i-2) has no solutions. Consider next (B-ii), for which kan3 # 0. Then, the second
component of (55 is solved to give 75. Supposed 71 = 0, S12 = 0 is never satisfied, so that we have n; # 0. Then
the third component of (B3] is solved to give 7. After some computations, one finds that the rest of the condition
for the Jordan form (B fails to be fulfilled. Hence, we have no solutions in the class (B-ii).

We thus obtained four classes to consider (A-i-1), (A-i-2), (A-ii) and (B-i-1). However, we have not yet made use
of the freedom for the discrete frame change es > e3. As it turns out, the (A-i-2) case is equivalent to (A-ii) under
this frame change. We shall therefore consider separately (A-i-1), (A-ii) and (B-i-1) in the following.

A. case (A-i-1): ko =m =n3 =0

The only nonvanishing Ricci rotation coeflicients are 71,79, 73. We can suppose 71 # T, since the 71 = 75 case is
obtained by the 7; — 0 limit of (A-ii). In this case, W = eq, + \/(Tl + 73) /(72 — T1)esq is hypersurface-orthogonal,
implying the existence of adapted coordinates. W= are real or complex conjugates. In either case, the derivation is
similar to those described in section [T B 1] and The final metric is written in a unified fashion as

e = — (dt —to cos(\/Er)dgb) e = cos(Vet/to)dr — % sin(VEr) sin(v/et /to)de,

| 1473 (sin(y/et/to) 1 (V) cos(/e
es3 _,/ET1 — < Ve dr + \/Es (VEr) s(\/_t/to)dqﬁ) , (5.6)

where we have defined

k= (mr—72)(12 —T3), to = — € /67'1—1-7’3 , € =sgn (M) ) (5.7)
T+ T3 T1 — T2 T — T2

The KVs are given by

K1 = Vkto cos(ved) csc(VEr)d; + vesin(ved)d, + Vk cos(vep) cot(VEr)dy (5.8)
Ky= — %to sin(v/ep) csc(VEr)d; + cos(vep)dr — Vke® 2 sin(vep) cot(VEr)dy (5.9)
K3 =0y, (5.10)

The commutation relations are

[K1, Ko] = kK3, (K2, K3] = Ky, (K3, K1] = eK>. (5.11)



16
B. case (A-ii): koe=m3 =12 — 71 =0 with 1 #0

The nonvanishing Ricci rotation coeflicients are 71 = 79, 73,11, 772, which are constrained to be

3A3 Az — A1 ( 473 n )
o - - .3 . —1. 5.12
C VD WL L W W N0 — )2 (e a2 (5:12)

a

Since [e1, e2]* = 0, we can set e;% = (9;)® and ex® = (9;)*. Equation ([A]) can be integrated to give ez = [t + (71 —
73) + w1 (y)]0y + [— (71 + 73)t — oz + wa ()]s + w3(y)dy, where w; are arbitrary functions of y. By [dy/ws — y,
one can set w3 = 1, whereas w; and ws can be made to vanish by coordinate transformations ¢ — ¢ 4+ g1(y) and
x — x+ go(y) where n1g1 + (11 — 73)g2 + w1 — ¢ = 0 and (71 + 73)g1 + 17292 — w2 + g5 = 0. We thus arrive at

e1 = —[dt 4+ (—mt + (13 — 71)x)dy] , es = dx + [nex + (11 + 73)t]dy, e3=dy. (5.13)

The KVs are given by

K1 =0y, (5.14a)
Ko =PV {(7—1 — 73) cosh(Vky)d; + (—%(771 + n2) cosh(VEy) + \/Esinh(\/Ey)> 81} , (5.14b)
K3 =PV {L\;{B) sinh(VEy)o; + (cosh(\/Ey) - % sinh(\/ﬁy)) 64 ) (5.14c)
where
p=T k=t - (- ). (515)
The nonvanishing commutation relations are given by
[K1, Ko] = BK2 + kK3, (K3, K1] = =K — K3 (5.16)

C. case (B-i-1): g3 =73 — 12 =m1 =0 with k2 #0

The nonvanishing Ricci rotation coefficients are ko, k3, 71,72 = 73. The constraints to be imposed on these param-
eters are

A — Ao 3T K3 4r¢
K3 )\3_)\1%2, T2 N 1<()\1_/\3)2+()\2_)\3)2 ( )

Now ez, e3]* = 0, implying e2 = 9, and e3 = d,. e can be inferred from (AH) as

e1 = w1 ()0 + [—kax + (11 + T2)y + w2 (t)]0z + [(T2 — T1)x — K3y + w3 (t)]0y . (5.18)
Without loss of generality, one can set w; = 1 and wo = w3 = 0, yielding
e; = —dt, es = da + [kex — (71 + T2)y]dt, es = dy + [k3y + (11 — m2)z]dt. (5.19)

The KVs are given by

K, =0, (5.20a)
Ky =ePt [_ <%(53 — kg) cosh(Vkt) + \/Esmh(\/Et)) Oy + (11 — T2) cosh(\/Et)ay] , (5.20b)
K3 =P [_ (cosh(\/Et) + ﬁ32\_/£2 sinh(x/Et)) Oz + Tl\;ETQ sinh(\/Et)By} , (5.20¢)
satisfying
(K1, Ko = BK> + kK3, (K3, K1) = —K> — BK3, (K2, K3] =0, (5.21)
where
ﬁz—w, kzi(@—ng)?—(n?—@?). (5.22)



17
VI. HOMOGENEOUS METRICS: SEGRE [(21)]

This section discusses the Segre type [(21)], in which the trace-free part of the Ricci tensor takes the form
Sab = SppUatip Spw # 0, (6.1)
where we have worked in a null frame (AT1l). The Bianchi identity implies
N =0,  LuSpw + (264 — Ke)Spy = 0. (6.2)
The following analysis is classified according to ¢ = 0 or not, where
C=Lep+ Ty +Te. (6.3)

Here and in what follows, we set S,, = ¢?*#. The above form ([G.1]) of S, is preserved under (AI8a) and (AI8D), which
will be used in the following analysis.

A. 0=0, ke #0

The second obstruction matrix reads (4.36¢) in ﬂa], which vanishes iff
{7, %, Kee?, nee™ %, nye 27} = constants, (6.4)
where
S =Ly(e7) + ke ?. (6.5)

By virtue of k. # 0, the component Rape®ub = 0 gives rise to 7, = 7,. From o = 0, ¥ = constant and Bianchi
identity, one can derive the first-order equations for ¢
1

Eugo = §KJ€ — Ry, EUSO = Ky — Eew ) EGSO = _(Te + T'U) : (66)

From the Ricci identity Rapuu® = 0 we have Ly ke = Fe(ke + ky). Inserting this into £, (k.e¥) = 0 and using (6.0,
we obtain k. = 0, leading to the contradiction to the assumption k. # 0. This means that there exist no solutions in
this class, which admit precisely 3 KVs.

Let us emphasize that this does not mean that this class fails to admit KVs more than 3. As illustrated in our
previous paper [5], the class 3 Segre [(21)] allows solutions with 4 KVs.

B. 040
The second obstruction matrix is given by (4.37¢) in [5], which vanishes if
L; <0’ - gTv> =0, LiTy — 0 Ye¥R L X =0, Li(kee?) =0, ¢£(21)] = @E(m” =0, (6.7)
where

¢£(21)] = Liny —2n,Li0 +

ePLiL,Y  e?(Lip)(LoE)
o

g

L%
+ (e‘f’ﬁeE — Ly + (Lyp — Ky — 776)0) c £2 , (6.8)
o
er. oL,
6521” = Line —neLlip — PLiLE + (e“"ﬁuE + Leo + (T + 7o — U)U) < %E . (6.9)
o o

From the Ricci identity Ropuub = 0 and L, (kee?) = 0, one must have k., = 0. Since ¢ and 7, are now constant
due to the first two conditions of (6.7), the Ricci identity Sapulv? = Sypeteb = 0 gives rise to R = —672. @L(m)] =0
is now reduced to

2(0 — 271,
e2® = 7(0 ™) [ne0? + /112)(—0 + 7)) + 0Lyky + Ky(0 = 27) Lo + To(Lop)? — 0Ly Lo . (6.10)
o
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Since 7, = %0 leads to the contradiction to S,, = €?¥ # 0, we assume o # 27, in the hereafter. Then @521)] =

@521)] =0 and ®£(21)] = 0 are automatically fulfilled. We have now three first-order system for ¥ = e¥¥ as

~ ~ ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~
Euz = —:‘ﬂ?uE — (Tu — T»U)O', E»UE = :‘ﬂ?vz — MO + memp — ;22 s EGE = MNe0 — (Te — TU)E . (611)
Since the compatibility of these equations are automatically satisfied, equation (6.I0) is the unique constraint to be
imposed.
Let us note that all the conditions obtained above are invariant under (A18al). Making use of this freedom, one can
choose 7. + 7, = 0, permitting us to choose the triad (ZZ7). The constancy of 7, requires

0.Vi + Va0, i

0yVa = =27, + 7 (6.12)
Inserting this into Sy’ = 0, one finds a function ki (z) satisfying
@w::—%@m+%(4n+%?)ﬁmﬁm+mm. (6.13)
From (6.2) and (63)), ¢ is found to be
v = (0 —27)z + log(k2(x)V1), (6.14)

where kg = ko(z) is an arbitrary function of . Comparison of S,, = €2 in a coordinate basis with the one in (6.14),
we find a function ks = ks(x,y) such that

0. Vs —2Va+ V2 V3 V3 0.Va
k = — 0.Vi — —=0,Va + —=0, V1 + —~
3(2,y) i + V3 1 V2 3+ V2 1+ V2
Vs , 27, Vs 62(0727'1,)
—(— Vi — 71,V — ks, 6.15
which can be rewritten into
‘/3627“Z+k1 ) 2‘/2 _ V2 kg 62(0_27—”)2
Op | ———| = 0. Tezths (272 73 0 k2 . 6.16
{ Vi c 2V2 27,  4(oc —27,)(0c — 1) 2 ( )

This implies the existence of a function F' = F(z,y, z) such that the terms in the square bracket on the left-hand side
is 0, F and the terms in the square bracket on the left-hand side is 9, F', which amounts to

V% :lvg eXo=2m)2 )2 n 2ks 4 2e72CTE R (9, )2 4 9e2rerthi g, ] (6.172)
41 [(o-2n)c—7) T ? Y '
Vi =e 2y 9, F (6.17b)
From the compatibility of (G12)), (€13) and (6I7), we have
eQ‘ruerkl(z)

- k
ki(y) — Oy F ’

where k4 is a function of y. ¥ is now computed to yield

22Tk @) (g (2) K] (x) + K (2)) + ok (2)0. F

Y k(@) (ka(3) — 0, F)

(6.19)

The obstruction (611 reduces to
(0 + 27 )k3(2)? + ka(2)*[0 k3 (@) + (=0 + 1)KL (2)* — ok (2)] — ko (@)[(0 — 27, )k (2)k3(2) + oy ()] = 0. (6.20)
Defining § = [ ka(y)dy — F, & = [ e " dz, the metric now reads

2(0c—271y)z R ka(2
¢ ha(a)? + @ (6.21)

d 2 =9 —QTuszdA d 2 _dAQ
s ¢ vay +de . 2(0 = 27) (0 — 70) Ty




where ko(2) = ko(x)e* @) and ks(2) = ks(z)e?*(*). A further coordinate change § = § — G hi(2), 2=z + (%),
T = f e2™h1(#)dz is used to simplify the metric as

k2()?
2(0 —271y) (0 — )

ds? = 2e72™%dzdy + dz? — e q 52 (6.22)

where ko(Z) = e 27h1(@) ko (2) and hy has been chosen to satisfy hY (&) = ks(2) +7,h/ (2)2. In this coordinate system,
the last obstruction condition (620) becomes

(0 4 70 )ky ()2 — oko(2)EY (2) = 0. (6.23)

The solution to this differential equation branches into two cases, depending on 7, = 0 or not.
When 7, # 0, the solution to [E.23) is k2(Z) = co(—7,%) /™. One can perform the transformation # = —1/(o%x),

y=y+ 6;;—5; and Z =z — % log(cx) to bring the metric into the homogeneous plane wave
ds? = 272 *dady + d2? + Coe(72m)2dg? | (6.24)

where Cj is a constant. On the other hand, the solution to B23) is ko(Z) = c1e®® for 7, = 0. By & — =,
2

~ c

U=y~ 5&r+ 2z, Z=2z— 2z the metric can be written again into the form (@.24)) with 7, = 0. In either case,
three K'Vs are

o— 2T,

Ki=0,, K> Zay, K3 =— x@m—i—y@y—i—o’laz (625)
with

o — 2Ty

(K1, K3) = — Ky, [Ka, K3] = Ko (6.26)

g

For o = 37, the above [(21)] metric ([G24) is conformally flat.

VII. HOMOGENEOUS METRICS: SEGRE [21]

For the Segre [21] type, the trace-free Ricci tensor reads
Sab = 2 U Vp) + Suutlay — 2Xeqep (7.1)
where the class 3 condition amounts to A = const(# 0). From the Bianchi identity, we have
3
ke =0, Ny = —3Xe 2° (1 + 7o), Lo = —FKy + 5672@776/\, (7.2)
where S,,, = €2#. The second obstruction matrix is given by (4.41a) in [5], which vanishes iff
{Tu, T, 0,8, mpe 2% n.e”?} = constants . (7.3)
In the Jordan basis (1)), the Ricci identity (AI6) requires
(20 4+ 7y — To)(Tu + 1) =0, (7w + 1) =0. (7.4)
From the Bianchi identity, definition of ¥ and o give rise to the lst-order system
3
Ly = —Ky + 5672%0778)\; Lyp =Ky — Xe?, Lep=0—Te—Ty. (75)

The compatibility conditions (ATH) for these equations give

0=(1y — )0 —3A[1 + e N2 + 20y (1o, + Tv)e—%] ; (7.6a)

0=2(1y + 7)e¥E +ne(0 + 374 + 70) (7.6b)
3

0= — 567&‘)7’]6771,)\ + neo — (00— 27,)e?%. (7.6¢)

Inspecting ([Z4), the following analysis falls into two cases, according to the vanishing of 7, + 7.
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A. Tu+710#0

From ((C4]), we obtain

¥ =0, U:%(TU—TU). (7.7)

From (Z.6]), we must have 1, = 0. Together with £;(n,e~2%) = 0, the rest of the Ricci identity demands
Tu = To, e’ = —4n, Ty, (78)

leading to o = 0.
Since we have extracted all the conditions to be imposed, we move on to introduce local coordinates. To this aim,
let us consider the rescaled frame
~ ~a

= efu”, 0% = e Pv?, (7.9)

Substituting this into (ATH]), one finds

1
@07 =0, lei]* = =6Ard",  [e,0]" = ——a" + 270", (7.10)
Ty

The first equation implies that we can employ the coordinate system in such a way that 4® and v are coordinate
vectors 4 = (9y)%, v* = (95)®. The second and third equations in (.I0) are integrated to yield

e’ = [6ATyy — 21 + w1 (2)] (02)" + (4&7’” + wg(z)> (0y)* + w3(2)(9:)*, (7.11)

where wy 2 3(z) are arbitrary functions of z. Since (T9) corresponds just to the rescaling of the frame (AIRal), one
can set ¢ = 0 without losing any generality. By z — [w3 'dz, we can achieve ws(z) = 1. A change of variables
x—x+g1(z) and y — y + g2(2)/(47,) allows one to set wy,2 = 0 by choosing g1 2 to satisfy g1 + 47,ws — g5 = 0 and
2T,q1 — %/\gz — w1 + g} = 0. Then, the triad frame simplifies to

ugdz® = dz + 27, (z — 3\y)dz, veda® = dy — 4idz, eqdz® =dz. (7.12)
Ty
We therefore arrive at

ds? = 2[dz + 2(z — 3\y)7,d2] <dy - %dz) +dz2. (7.13)

Ty
The KVs are given by
K, =0, (7.14a)
Ky=e% {—471, (TU cosh(Vkz) — \/Esinh(\/gz)) Oy + cosh(\/Ez)By} , (7.14Db)

K3 =e ™" {471, (cosh(\/Ez) - % sinh(\/Ez)> 0, + % sinh(ﬁz)ay} : (7.14c)

with the commutators
(K1, Ko] = kK3 — 7, K>, (K1, K3] = Ko — 7, K3. (7.15)

Here we have defined k = 3\ 4 72. The expressions in (ZI4) are valid in either sign of k.

B. 7u+7 =0

In this case, we have 1, = 0 from the Bianchi identity (Z2)). The Ricci identity in the Jordan basis (Z.I)) demands

Ne =0, % = 20y (0 — 7). (7.16)
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The compatibility conditions (6] give

A= ;UT” ; (0 —27,)2=0. (7.17)

Let us now introduce the local coordinates. We have the gauge freedom (AI8al)), which preserves all the above

conditions on connections and curvatures. This allows us to work in a gauge 7. + 7, = 0, whence we can employ

the triad (Z27). Requiring 7. = 0, we have 9,(logV3) = 9,(logV1). Ty + 7 = 0 is solved as Vi = (9, F (z,y)) .

Inserting into the definition of 7, (= const), we get V3 = (=27, F + w1 (2))/9,F. From Syv%e® = 0, one can derive

0.Va = fi(z,2)/(8,F)?. The constancy of ¢ and the second equation of (ZIG) asks for fi(z,z) = e2(7=27)% f1 (z).
From ¥ = const. condition, we obtain

1
Vo= 5035

. 2
(0,F)2 §Faz(logf11)+Tv(2Tv—g)F + Var (2, 2) — 0o F

+F (\/2(0 — 7,)e202m)2 £ 5 4 (0 — 27'v)w1) , (7.18)

where Va1 (z, 2) is a function independent of y. Comparing this expression with 9,Va = f1(z, 2)/(9,F)?, we get
Va1 (z,2) = 20722 1 () . (7.19)
Redefining F(z,y) — y, the resulting metric is cast into
ds? =2dady + [dz + (27,y — wi(z))dz]?

fi1(@)
2f11(x)

Our remaining task is to impose the second condition in (CI7) and (Z19). In view of (ZI7), this will be implemented
separately depending on ¢ = 27, or not.

—2|1,(27 — o)y + Var(z,2) +y <\/2(a — 7p)e2(a=2m0)z f1 ()X + + (0 — 27wy (3:))} dz?. (7.20)

1. o=271,

Solving ([CI9)), we have Va1 (x, z) = fi1(z)z + wa(x). Let us consider the following coordinate transformations

y—g1(z)

x — h(x), y— W)

z = z+ go(x), (7.21)

and choose functions h and g¢; o to satisfy
fu(h@)h' (@) =C1,  wi(h(@))W (z) = g5(2) - 2m0g1()
01WQ(£L') + fll(:v)(—\/ 2017'1,291 (ac) + Clgg(l') + gi ($)) =0 s (722)

where C} is a nonvanishing constant with sgn(Ci7,) > 0. This procedure amounts to set fi1(x) = Cy and wy(z) =
wa(x) = 0. The metric (Z20) is then brought into

ds? = 2dx [dy - (Clz + 2TUClEy) dx] + (dz + 27,ydx)?. (7.23)
KVs are given by
Kl = (91 s (724&)
Ky =™ [— (E* cosh(Vkz) + \/Esinh(\/Ex)) Oy + 27, cosh(x/%ac)@z} , (7.24b)
Ka =57 {_ (cosh(\/Ex) + % smh(\/Ex)) 0y + % sinh(\/Ea:)az} : (7.24c)

where we have denoted

Ci7y 1
9, = 127 B, k=gnCi(-4+5%). (7.25)
The KVs in (Z24a) are well-defined in either sign of k and obey the following commutation relations
[Kl,Kg] =kKs+ X, Ko, [K17K3] =3,K5+ K>. (7.26)

This algebra is isomorphic to ([Z.15]).
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2. o0 F# 21y

Solving [TI), we get Va1(z, 2) = 20, '€27** fi1(x) + w3(x), where 0, = o — 27, is a constant. Imposing ¥ = 0, we
perform the coordinate transformations (2I]) and choose functions h, g1 2 to satisfy

wi(h(z))h' (2) = ga(x) = 270g2(x),  20.g2(x) + log <M> =0,

2020'*
outog1(x)? + 27026_20*92(”0’*%(90) +g1(z) =0, (7.27)
f1i(h(z))
where C is a nonvanishing constant. Then, the metric is transformed into
ds® = 2dz [dy + (—C2e?7** + 0,7,y%) dz] + (dz + 27,ydz)?, (7.28)
The KVs are given by
1 9 1 2T,
K, =0, , Ky =20, —y0y — o, 0, K3 =1,0°0, + | 2np2y + — | 0y — — 0, (7.29)
O« O
satisfying so0(1,2) algebra
(K1, Ko] = K, (K>, K3] = K3, (K3, Ki] = 27, K> (7.30)

When 7, = 0, the results in section [VIBlis recovered.

VIII. HOMOGENEOUS METRICS: SEGRE [3]

In the Segre [3] case, the trace-free Ricci tensor can be cast into
Sab = Svvtiatp + 2U(4€p) 5 (8.1)

where we have exploited the rescaling freedom ([AIRa) to fix Sy, = 1. The Bianchi identity puts the following
restrictions

nu = 07 K:u = 2K:e 9 LuS’U'U + 3I{€S'U’U - 2Tu + T’U - 7-8 . (82)

The second obstruction matrix boils down to (4.50a) in [5], which vanishes iff

{Ke, Te — 3Ty, KeSypw + 27, } = constants, <I>£3] = EEP’] = ®£3] =0. (8.3)
Here
<I>£3} =Lk, + To t Te LSy, (8.4a)
=¥ = LSy + & Suo)LiS 4b
— = ine+§ ) evv+Z(Tv+Te_3"$e ’UU) 1PV (8 )
1 1
@?] = Einv - §‘Ci£v5vv + Z(‘Cesvv + 2Ky + 2ne)£isvv . (8'4C)

From Sy, = 0, we have k. = 0, leading to the conclusion that 7. and 7, are constants as a result of (83]). A simple
computation yields

1 1
3l = —5(76 + 1) (Te — 370) Bl = —1— Z(Te — 37)(20¢ + LeSuy) - (8.5)

u

It follows that @Ef’] = @5’] = 0 are simultaneously satisfied only for 7. = —7,,. <I>[63} = 0 gives rise to 2k,7, = 1. Other
components of =13 = ®£3] = 0 are reduced to

%

SUU 2 2 2 v'iv
LuSes = 2ru+70),  LoSyy = 20T 2T 20 p G ey — 1) ) (8.6)

Ty
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whose integrability is automatically assured.

Using the type II gauge transformations (AI8H), one can set 7, + 7. = 0, while all the above conditions are kept
invariant. In this gauge, one sees [u, e]* = 0, allowing us to employ the frame [2.27). x, = 0 implies V; = Vi (x, 2),
whereas 7. + 7, = 0 is solved to give V3 = 0,V31(x,z). The constancy of 7, and s, = (27,)"! gives rise to Vi =
e?™*H(x) and Vo = 7=+ Va1 (2, 2). Inserting these expressions into the first and the third equations in (&0, one can
conclude Sy, = 41,y + = — 47, V31 (2, 2) + So(z) + 20. V31 (2, 2). Substituting next into the second equation in (&.0),
one can integrate in z to derive

Vor(x, 2) = 1 [3 447,z + 47’3{50(:[:) + 27, (—2e4T“ZTvk1 (x) — 2V31(x, 2) + 274,(0. Va1 (2, z))2

327}
— ™ H (2)(Sh(x) — 470: Ve (¢, 2))) }] - (8.7)
Replacing z — [ %, y—y— Var(z,2)+ SZT(ZE) + 163;5, one can elicit
2 —27Ty 2 Y < —A41yz 1 2
ds® =2dz |e dy + 4 — 2—+8—3 e +§k1(x) dz| +dz”. (8.8)
To T3

By the extra coordinate transformations

. - log(gh (%)) e*Egl(2) R 1 .
r=g(2), y=1q— 87}2 _ 47_2951(:% 7 z2=%+ o log(g1 (%)), (8.9)

the metric can be brought into

ds? = 2d# {e—hﬁdy + {— (i + i) e M 4+ — ki (g1(2))g1(2)% —

3y 803 sa@}a| +at, (s10)

where (Sg¢1) denotes the Schwarzian derivative of gy,

1" A, e 2
(Sg1)(#) = 2 (@) —g (gl (w)> : (8.11)

This allows us to set k1 (z) = 0, i.e.,

ds? = 2dz [eznzdy - <2i + 823) €4T”de] +dz?. (8.12)
To T3

The KVs are therefore given by

1 1 T + 27,2707 T
Ki=0,, Ko =20, — —0 —0,, Ky=2%0,—-"——""" 9 —0,, 8.13
! 2 8r3 Y + 27, 3T 473 vt To (8:13)
with so(1,2) algebra
(K1, Ko = Ky, [K1, K3] =2K3, [Ka, K3] = K3. (8.14)

Since none of the known stress-energy tensors is of the Segre [3] form, no particular attention has been focused on
this class of metrics. Recently, the authors in m] discussed the construction for the metrics in Segre [3]. It is however
suspicious whether the metric (812) is sourced by physical stress-energy tensor.

IX. HOMOGENEOUS METRICS: SEGRE [zz1]

Lastly, we shall investigate the Segre [2Z1] class, for which the trace-free Ricci tensor S%, obeys the following
eigensystem

St = Aejt,  S%i =M, (9.1)
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where A1 are complex eigenvalues corresponding to the complex eigenvectors j¢ = (j%)*, j* is spacelike and A\; +
A— + A =0. Denoting j¢ = e1” £ iex® and Ay = a+if (5 # 0), Sqp then takes the form

Sap = a(—e1ae1p + €24€21) + 201 (a2p) — 20€34€3y, - (9.2)

Here {e;} denotes the orthonormal frame with e = —1. From the class 3 condition, the eigenvalues («, ) are constants.
The second obstruction matrix reads (4.59) in ﬂﬂ], which vanishes provided

{x3,m1,m2,m3, 72, T3} = constants. (9.3)
Through the Bianchi identity, the Ricci rotation coefficients are related by

9 3a 4 2+ 3o
N3 — 4k1 = — K3, K3 Ko + —
B B
Since {k1, ko, 71} are also constants, we deduce the homogeneity of the solution.
Let us first suppose @ = 0. Solving ([@4) with respect to (ks3,73,72) and inserting into 2S71; = Ss3, we get
n} —n3 = 6(k? + K3), allowing us to parameterize

3a
n3 =0, 7’1+7’2:F(771—772). (94)

n = V6 cosh o1, Ny = V6K sinh o1, K1 = K COS Q2 , Ko = K Sin ¢g , (9.5)

where Kk = \/m% + Ii%. With this parameterization, one can derive k = 0 from S3; = S32 = 0, which gives rise to
S12 = 0. This is a contradiction to the Segre [2Z1] condition (8 # 0). In the hereafter, we therefore assume a # 0.

Solving ([@4]) with respect to (k3,72,73) and plugging into the Ricci identity Sis = Sa1, one ends up with (9a2 +
B%) (13 — %) = 1802 (k% + K3%). We can thus parametrize

T9 = T cosh ¢, 71 = 7sinh ¢1 , K1 = KCOS ¢g , Ko = Ksin ¢g, (9.6)

[ 18a?
— 2 2
mlﬂ?, R = Hl +KJ2. (97)

Substitution of this into S1; = —S29 leads to

where

T

T, _ 3a
n = g_a(3e b1 + ed—’l) + ?7-3 . (98)
From B(S11 + @) — 9a2(S12 + 3) = 0, we get
(@® 4+ BH 72 +8a2e? 137 = 0. (9.9)

Supposed 7 # 0, this equation gives 73 = —e~?1(a? + 52)7/(8a2). Then the rest of the Ricci identity reduces to

0 =4aB[28? + €221 (9a” + 5%)] cos 2 — (27a* + 18a25% — ) sin ¢, (9.10a)
0= (27a* +18a°B% — 8*) cos g — 4afB[—2B% 4 2?1 (902 + ?)] sin b2, (9.10b)
0 =3¢ [(9a? + 58%) cos(2p2) + B(6% — 3a?) sin(2¢2)]

902 + 5% 54 9(3® — %) (a® + 5°)
T ¢ 160,32

+ (902 4 3?) |3 4 (9.10c)

One can verify that these equations are not satisfied simultaneously, leading to 7 = k = 0. The Jordan form (9.2])
then requires o = 3%/(67%) and the nonvanishing Ricci rotation coefficients are given by

B

= — 0. 9.11
27'3 ) T3 7& ( )

m =12

The adapted coordinate system is found by inspecting (AH), implying the existence of (¢,z,y) such that

er” :(3t)a, e = (31)‘17
e3” = (=m3z +mt +wi(y)) ()" + (=73t —ma +w2(y)) (02)" +ws(y)(9y)", (9.12)
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where wy_3(y) are arbitrary functions of y. By [dy/ws(y) — y, one can set ws(y) = 1. Functions wq 2(y) can
be eliminated by the shift ¢ — ¢ + ¢1(y), * — @ + g2(y) where g1 2 are chosen to be ¢} + 7392 — mg1 = w1 and
g5 + 391 + M1g2 = wa. It follows that the metric is cast into

ds? = — [dt + (—mt + 732) dy]® + [dz + (o + 73t) dy]” + dy? . (9.13)
Apart from (B.12), this metric is obtained by 7 — 0, 72 — m1 of (BI3). The 3 KVs are given by
1
Ki = ———0,, Ky = eFvVmi+s [7’3893 - <771 /17 + Tg) 8% , (9.14)
/2 4 2
m o+ T3
with the e!'! algebra (k = 0 in Z22))
(K1, Ky] = +K. . (9.15)

It has been pointed out recently that this class of stress-energy tensor which is a source of Einstein’s equations for
the metric ([@I3]) violates the null energy condition HE] It would be interesting to explore the quantum origin of this
stress-energy tensor.

Appendix A: Curvature and connections
1. Orthonormal frame

The metric in the orthonormal frame is given by
Jab = €€14€10a + €20€2p — E€34€3b (A1)
where
E = elaela = —egaega = :l:l, 62a62a = 1, 61a62a = elaega = 62a63a = 0 . (A2)

The Ricci rotation coefficients {rx;,7;, 7;} are defined by

k1 = e1e’Vaen, m = e1"es’ Ve, 71 = e1es"Vaen, (A3a)
Ko = e2%1"Vaemw, N2 = ex"es’Vaea, T = ex%es"Vaen, (A3b)
k3 = e3%1°Vaesp, Ny = ese’Vaesy , 3 = e3%’Vaery, (A3c)
implying the relation
Viera =ep(er1e2q — Mie€3q) + €ap(—Koe2q — ET2€34) + €36(—ET3€20 — K3€34) , (Ada)
Vieaqa =€1p(—K1€1a — T1€3a) + €€20(K2€10 — 1M2€3a) + €35(T3€1a — 13€34) ; (A4b)
Viesa =e1n(—me1a — eT1€24) + €2p(—ET2€14 — M2€24) + €30(—K3€14 — EM3€24) - (Adc)
These basis obeys the following commutation relations
le1,e2]" = —er1ef +roe§ —e(m —m)el, (A5a)
[ea,e3]" = —e(re—T3)el —moe§ —ensed, (A5b)
[es,e1]” = em el + (11 + 73)ey + € kg €5 . (A5c)
The frame components R;; = Rabei“ejb of the Ricci tensor are given by
Riy = 17 4 emne — K3 +enzky — ekt — K3 + 2e1om3 — eLik3 — eLamy + Likg + Lok , (Ab6a)
Roy = —n35+mmna +ens — KT + kaks — ek3 — 27371 — eLane + eL1ka — eLanz + Lok , (A6b)
R3s = ens —n7 —m5 + K3 — engk1 — ekgka — 26T Te + L3 + Lang + eLikz + Lans (A6c)
Ry = —n3k3 —enzko — T3 + 1273 + T2 + €122 — eL3T2 — eLok3 (A6d)
= —M3K3 — K3K1 — T3 +EN2Ts + mT1 +enem —eLym —eLans (AGe)
Ros = —msn — MKl — K3Ts + €RaTs + K3y + ekom + L3k, — LT3, (A6f)
= — 1K1 +ENeR1 + K3T1 + ERaT1 — K3Ta + EkaTo — eL1To +eLon (A6g)
R31 = —engks — Noka + €N3T3 — €K1T3 + €N3Te + €Kk1T2 + Lyke + LoTs (AGh)
= EIKg — M2k — EN3TL + ERITL + EN3T2 + €R1T2 + Lang — Lo . (A61)



26

Here and throughout the body of text, we denote £; = L., for the Lie derivative along e;.
There are three kinds of transformations for the basis corresponding to local SO(2,1):

1
(I) e14 — cos(vear)erq + 7 sin(v/za1)eaq , e2q — —vesin(veas)er, + cos(vear)ea, €30 — €34, (ATa)
€
inh
(I1) €14 — €14, €24 — cosh(v/eas)ea, — Vesinh(veas)esq, €34 — —%eza + cosh(veaz)es,, (AT7b)

(ITI) ey, — cosh(ag)e1q + sinh(as)esq , €24 — €24 , e3q — sinh(asz)e1, + cosh(as)esq , (ATc)

where a2 3 are arbitrary functions. The Ricci rotation coefficients transform respectively as

1
k1 — cos(vear) (k1 + Liar) + 7 sin(v/ea1)(—r2 + Loay), (A8a)
1

m — cos®(vVear)m + esin®(vear)ns + 7 sin(v/zay) cos(vear ) (11 + T2), (A8Db)

1
1 — cos?(vear )T — sin?(vear ) + 7 sin(v/ga1) cos(vzay)(n2 —en1), (A8c)
ko — cos(vear) (ke — Loar) + esin(vear) (k1 + Liay), (A8d)
no — cos®(Veay)ne + e sin®(Vear ) — Vesin(veay) cos(vear ) (1 + 12), (A8e)

1
T — cos?(vEar )T — sin?(vea ) + — NG sin(v/ea1) cos(vzay)(n2 —en1), (AS8f)

1
k3 — cos(vear)kg + 7 sin(v/ea1)ns , (A8g)
ns — cos(vea1)ns — Vesin(vear ks, (A8h)
T3 — T3 + L3ay (A8i)
k1 — cosh(y/eaz)k1 — Ve sinh(y/eaz)m , (A9a)
1

m — cosh(veaz)n — 7 sinh(v/ea2)k1 , (A9b)
71— 11+ Liaz, (A9c)
Ko — cosh®(y/Zag)ka + e sinh?(Veag) ks + e sinh(v/zag) cosh(veas) (12 + 73) (A9d)
ne — cosh(v/eas)(n2 + Loaz) + v/esinh(veaz)(ns — L3as), (A9e)

1
5 — cosh?(veag) T + sinh?(v/zag) 73 + 7 sinh(v/zaz) cosh(v/zaz) (ke + ek3) , (A9f)

1
rig — cosh®(V/zag)k3 + ¢ sinh®(Veaz)ka + 7 sinh(y/gas) cosh(veas) (12 + 73) (A9g)
I

n3 — COSh(\/ECLQ)(’I]g — ,CgCLQ) + % Slnh(\/ECLQ)(TIQ + £2a2) s (Agh)

1
3 — cosh?(v/eaz) T3 + sinh?(v/zag) 12 + 7 sinh(v/zas) cosh(veaz) (ke + eks), (A91)
r1 — cosh®(az)k1 + sinh®(a3)ns 4 cosh(as) sinh(as)(ms — 1), (A10a)
m — cosh(as)(m — eLiaz) — sinh(as) (ks +eLsas), (A10b)
71 — cosh?(a3)1; — sinh?(a3)73 — sinh(as3) cosh(as)(k1 + 13) (A10c)
Ko — cosh(ag)ke + sinh(az)n2 , (A10d)
72 — cosh(asz)ns + sinh(as)kz , (A10e)
T2 — o — eLsag, (A10f)
kg — cosh(ag) (ks + eLgas) + sinh(az)(—n1 +L1a3) , (Al0g)
n3 — cosh?(as)ns + sinh?(as )k, + sinh(as) cosh(as)(ms — 71) (A10h)
73 — cosh?(a3)73 — sinh?(a3)7 + sinh(as3) cosh(as)(k1 + 73) . (A10i)
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2. Null frame

In the null frame, the metric is given by

Gab = 2U(qVp) + €qy (A11)
where
Gapt®u’ = gapv®0® = gapu®e’ = gapve® =0, Gapt® v’ = gapee® =1. (A12)
The 9 Ricci rotation coefficients are defined by
Fu = v*u’Viug , e = e“uVyug , Tu = eUVivg , (Al3a)
Ky = uu’Vyv, , N = eV, , 7o = e 0'Viug , (A13b)
ke = u®e®Vye, , Ne = v%€"Vaey, . = v%e"Vyug , (A13c)
leading to
Vilia =FuUalb + Nu€alh — Fpllally + TyCally — Ke€a€h + TellaCh , (Alda)
Vit = — KyUaUb + Tu€aUh + KoUaUp + No€ally — Ne€all — TeVall (Al4b)
Viea = — NuVaVh — TulbaUb — Nolalp — TpUalp + KeUa€lh + NeliaCh - (Al4c)
The commutation relations are
[u, 0] = Ky u® — Ky V* + (T — 0 )%, (Alba)
[v,e]" = —nyu® = (7y = 7)0" + 7 €2, (A15b)
le,ul = (Ty + Te)u® + ny v* — ke €. (A15c)
The Ricci tensor is projected to
Ruw = — K2 — Kefu — 20uTe — NuTu — NuTo + Ly + Luke (Al6a)
Ryy = —12 = Tekiy + 2uTe = NoTu — Mo + Lety + LoMe , (A16D)
Ree = = 20u1ly — 2efic + Neku + Keky — To — Ty + LeTu + LTy + Lune + Lokie (Al6c)
Ruy = — Neke + Kekip — 26uky — TeTu + TeTo — TuTo — T2 4 LoTy — Lukio + Loke — Lok (A164)
= — Neke + Neku — 2Kyky — TeTy — To + TeTy — TuTy + LeTu + Lune — Loty — Loky (A16e)
Rye = —Nuke = Mok + NeTe — KuTe + NeTo + KTy — Lekiv — LoTe (A16f)
= = 2Ky = NeTu + NeTo — Luny + LoTu (A16g)
Ruye = —NeMu — NMuky — KeTe + KuTe + KeTu + KuTu — Lekiy + LyTe (A16h)
= —2NuKy + KeTu — KeTo + LuTy — LyNy - (A16i)
where
Ruu = Rapulu® Ruy = Rapu® Rue = Rapule’,
Ryp = Rapv®0® , Rye = Rabv“eb, Ree = Rape®e’. (A17)
Throughout the paper, we adopt the same notation for the trace-free Ricci tensor, e.g, Syu = Sapu®ul.
The 3-kinds of local Lorentz transformations are expressed as
(1) we = brug, Vg — b7 Mg, €q — €q s (A18a)
(ID) we = ug, Vg —> Vg — %b%ua + baeg €q = €q — bouyg, (A18b)
(III) wg — ug — %bgva + bseq , Vg — Vg , €q — €q — b3, , (A18c)

where by, bo, b3 are arbitrary functions. Under these frame change, the transformation rules for the Ricci rotation
coefficients are summarized as

Ku = bk 4+ Lubi, M= 02nu,  Tu = Tu Ky = by Ty — b7 2L4by

To = To, My — b1_277v Te = Te + Leloghy Ke — b1Ke , Ne — bl_lne . (A19)
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1
Ky —Ky + b277u s Nu = N » Tu = Tu + boky + 553% + L,b2 5

1 1 1
Ky —7Ky — bQ(Te + T’U) + b% (Ke + §’$u) + 51?%771“ Ty = Ty — b2f€e - 51?%771“

1 1 1
Ny =My + Evb2 + bZ(_T]e — Ry + EebZ) + §b%(27_e — Tu + Ty — ﬁub2) - §b§("$e + liu) - Zb%nu )

Te —Te — b2(’€e + ’iu) - b%nu s Ke = Re + b277u s

1 1
Ne —Ne + b2(_Te + Tu + EubZ) - Eeb2 + b% (556 + ﬁu) + 553% . (A20)

2 1 1 3 1 2
Ky —Kqy + bS(Tu - Te) + bg Ne + 5511 - §b377v ) Ty — Tu + b3776 - 553771; )
1 2 1 3 1 4

Ny — Ny + bg(/ie + Ky + ﬁebg) — L,bs + 5()3(7’“ — Ty — 2Te + Evbg) + 5()3(776 + l{,U) — stnv ,
Ky =Ky — 31y Mo = Mo, Te = Te — b3(Me + Ky) + bgnv )

1 1
Ke —Ke + bg(—Te — Ty + Evbg) + Lobs + b§ (5778 + fiy) — §bg77v ; Ne — MNe — b377v . (A21)
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