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Abstract

The main result of this article provides a characterization of reductive homogeneous
spaces equipped with some geometric structure (not necessarily pseudo-Riemannian)
in terms of the existence of a certain connection. The result generalizes the well-
known result of Ambrose and Singer for Riemannian homogeneous spaces, as well as
its extensions for other geometries found in the literature. The manifold must be
connected and simply connected, the connection has to be complete and has to satisfy
a set of geometric partial differential equations. If the connection is not complete or the
manifold is not simply-connected, the result provides a characterization of reductive
locally homogeneous manifolds. Finally, we use these results in the local framework
to classify with explicit expressions reductive locally homogeneous almost symplectic,
symplectic and Fedosov manifolds.
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1 Introduction

Locally symmetric spaces are characterized, as it is well known since Elie Cartan [7], either
by the existence of local geodesic involutions or by having parallel Riemann curvature
tensor. The global version of this classical result requires some conditions on the topology
of the manifold: connectedness, simply connectedness and completeness. Recall that, in
this global version, symmetric spaces become a special type of homogeneous Riemannian
manifold. In 1958, Ambrose-Singer [2] generalized the result for an arbitrary homogeneous
manifold, still assuming the same topological conditions:

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,g) be a connected and simply-connected complete Riemannian
manifold. Then, the following statements are equivalent:

1. The manifold M is Riemannian homogeneous.

2. The manifold M admits a linear connection NV satisfying:

VR=0, VS=0, Vg=0,
where R is the curvature tensor of the Levi-Civita connection VEC and § = VEC — V.

In fact, the classification of the tensor S (also known as homogeneous structure tensor)
into O(n)-irreducible classes explicitly, n = dimM, provides interesting and powerful
geometric results taking benefit from the interplay between Partial differential equations,
Algebra and Geometry, an ambitious program that formally started with [21] (for a recent
reference giving a panoramic view of most of these geometric results, the reader can go to
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[6]). It is important to note that if M is not simply-connected or complete, the existence
of V is still extremely useful, as it characterizes locally homogeneous manifolds, a kind
of spaces that are more than a mere local version of global spaces (there are locally
homogeneous spaces that are not locally isometric to global homogeneous spaces).

Important extensions of the Theorem of Ambrose-Singer have been carried out in the lit-
erature. For example, the characterization of (local) homogeneity on pseudo-Riemannian
manifolds was developed in [8]. This situation shows a relevant difference with the original
Riemannian work since the existence of the metric connection with parallel torsion and
curvature characterizes (locally) homogeneous spaces of reductive type only. As we know,
the Lie algebra of the group acting transitively on reductive spaces can be decomposed
into two factors, invariant under the adjoint action of the isotropy subgroup. Since ev-
ery Riemannian homogeneous manifold is automatically reductive, this particularity only
shows up when dealing with metrics with signature. The second main extension of the
homogeneous structure tensors was given when additional geometric structures are con-
sidered together with the pseudo-Riemannian metric, see [10] and [14]. With geometric
structure they mean a reduction of the orthogonal frame bundle, that is, a G-structure, for
a subgroup G of the orthogonal group of the corresponding signature. This reduction is
understood to be determined by the existence of a tensor or set of tensors on the manifold
characterizing the frames of the corresponding reduction. From that point of view, the
group G is the stabilizer of a canonical tensor (or set of canonical tensors) on R™ by the
natural action of O(p,q), p+ ¢ = n. When this geometry structure is included in the pic-
ture, the notion of homogeneous spaces requires the transitive action of an isometry group
that also conserves the geometric tensors on M. Important instances of this situation
include Kéhler, quaternion-Kahler, Sasaki or Go spaces among others. The generaliza-
tion now requires the existence of a metric connection making parallel curvature and the
torsion and the tensors defining the geometry (see [10]).

The main goal of this article is the presentation of a complete generalization of all these
results in the case of homogeneous spaces in a broad sense, that is, independently of the
presence of a pseudo-Riemannian metric on the manifold (see Theorem below). More
specifically, we here give a characterization of reductive and homogeneous spaces equipped
with a structure defined by a tensor (or a set of tensors) not necessarily associated to a
G-structure, through the existence of a complete connection satisfying certain conditions
of the Ambrose-Singer type. With homogeneity, we understand that a Lie group acts
transitively and leaves the tensors invariant. For the local version of the results, we can
drop again the topological conditions on the manifold as well as the completeness of the
connection to have only the so-called notion of AS-manifold. In that case, reductivity
must be defined carefully (in particular, we follow some ideas in [15]) and we show that
every reductive locally homogeneous manifold in the broad sense can be equipped with an
Ambrose Singer connection. As particular instances of our result, if one of the tensors is
a pseudo-Riemannian metric, we recover all the traditional Ambrose-Singer theorems in
the literature.

Since all these previous characterizations live in the realm of pseudo-Riemannian ge-
ometry, the manifold is always equipped with a background connection. Thus, having in
mind the affine structure of the space of all linear connections, the AS-connections can be
regarded as (1, 1)-tensors called homogeneous structure tensors. From this starting point,
we apply our main result to the case where the manifold is also endowed with an additional
arbitrary linear connection for which the (local) transformations are assumed to be affine.
We thus obtain a result generalizing the notion of homogeneous structure tensors to not
metric situations. This line of thought has been followed, from an infinitesimal point of
view, in [I8] and, recently, [4] where some non-metric homogeneous spaces with connection
are tackled.



One of the main goals of these new results is to aim at following the fruitful philosophy
exploited so far in the literature where explicit geometric results are provided in terms
of the classifications of homogeneous structure tensors (in particular, the reader can go
to [3, [6] for surveys that collect the main contributions to this topic). Here, we show
a similar idea with the classification of the torsion of the Ambrose-Singer connection
or, whenever there is another background connection, the corresponding classification of
homogeneous structure tensors. The structure and applications of these classifications
shape an ambitious project to be developed in future works (almost complex, complex,
contact, Poisson, etc). To begin with, in this article, we start this program in the case
of (almost) symplectic manifolds, where explicit expressions of the classes of torsion are
given. Furthermore, if the manifold is Fedosov (it has a symplectic background connection)
the classification is given for the homogeneous structure tensors. The relationship between
both points of view is analysed. This instance is purely non-metric and the classical results
of [10] cannot be applied as we show below.

In all the known cases in the literature, the classifications of homogeneous structure
tensors have some classes whose dimension grows linearly with respect to the dimension
of the manifold. These are the so-called classes of linear type, and they have provided the
most interesting results of the geometric characterizations mentioned above (see, again,
[3,16]). Taking inspiration from these facts, we tackle the study of classes of linear type of
Fedosov manifolds in the last section of the work. In this case, again, the geometric result is
remarkable as it characterizes Hamiltonian (locally) homogeneous foliations of the leaves
which are flat with respect to the symplectic background connection. We provide two
low dimensional examples, leaving the study of higher dimensional homogeneous Fedosov
manifolds for future research.

2 A generalization of the Ambrose-Singer Theorem

2.1 The main result

Let G be a Lie group acting transitively on a smooth manifold M. Choosing a point
po € M, we can identify M with G/H where H C G is the isotropy subgroup of py. Note
that M need not be pseudo-Riemannian and G is not necessarily a group of isometries.
The manifold is said to be reductive homogeneous if there is a Lie algebra decomposition
g = h @ m for certain vector subspace m C g such that Adp(m) = m, Vh € H. In
this case, the subspace m can be identified with 7, M through the map m — T, M,

d
X =2 tzoexp(tX)po.

The action of G on M naturally lifts to the frame bundle £(M). It is well known that
there is an unique connection in £(M), that is, an unique linear connection V, such that
for every reference u at p € M and for each X € m, the orbit exp(tX) - u is horizontal.
This is called the canonical connection of the reductive decomposition g = h & m. This
connection satisfies the following important result.

Proposition 2.1 (Prop. 1.4.15, [6]). Let M = G/H be a reductive homogeneous manifold
equipped with the canonical connection V and let K be an invariant tensor field on M with
respect to the action of G. Then VK = 0.

In this work, a n-dimensional manifold M with a geometric structure is understood as
a manifold equipped with a tensor or a set of tensors Py,..., P., v € N. This definition is
initially more relaxed than the classical notion of geometric structure in the literature (see
for example [16]). More precisely, a traditional approach defines a geometric structure as
a reduction of the frame bundle through a canonical model linear tensor Py € (®°*(R™)*)®



(®'R™) in R™. If L is its stabilizer by the natural action of Gl(n,R) on (®"(R")*)®(®'R"),
a (r,l)-tensor P on M defines a traditional geometric structure with model Py if the map

ki L(M) — (@°(R")") ® (&'R")
is defined as
k(w)(V1, ooy Vs 1y eey ) = Plu(v1), .oy u(vy), () Han), ..., (W) "Hay)),

takes values in the GI(n,R)-orbit of Py. In particular, the subset Q = k=1 (Py) € L(M) is
a L-reduction of the frame bundle.

Essential examples of this situation cover the (pseudo-)Riemannian, Kéhler, complex,
symplectic or Poisson manifolds, among others. Note that some of these examples are
metric, in the sense that one of the tensors P; is a (pseudo)-Riemannian metric, but some
other instances are non-metric. The Poisson case shows a geometric structure that is not
necessarily traditional since the bivector tensor associated to a Poisson structure may have
singularities that are incompatible with the existence of a model linear tensor Fj.

Theorem 2.2. Let M be a connected and simply-connected manifold and let P, ..., P,
tensor fields defining a geometric structure on M. Then, the following statements are
equivalent:

1. The manifold M = G/H is reductive homogeneous with G-invariant tensor fields
Py, ..., P

2. The manifold M admits a complete linear connection V satisfying:

VR=0, VI=0, VP=0 i=1,....,r (1)

where R and T are the curvature and torsion tensors of V.

2.2 Proof of the main result

Suppose M = G/H is a reductive homogeneous manifold with G-invariant tensors fields
Py,..,P.. If V is the canonical connection associated to the reductive decomposition,
it is well-known that the canonical connection leaves invariant R and T, that is VR =
0, VT = 0. We also have VP, =0, i = 1,...,r, from Proposition 2.1l The completeness of
this connection comes from [I1 Ch. X, Cor. 2.5].

Conversely, let V be a complete connection on M satisfying @ =0,V =0, VP, =
0,i=1,..,7. We fix a frame ug € L(M). Let (P(ug) — M, Hol(ug)), P(ug) C L(M),
be the holonomy bundle of the connection V. To simplify the notation, we denote P(uq)
by P and the subgroup }/I\/OZ(UO) by H. We will denote by b and b the Lie algebras of H
and H, respectively.

We now proceed by parts.
A construction of a complete distribution in P:

On one hand, if we CbOOSG {A1,..., Ap,} a basis of 6, the associated fundamental vector
fields { A7, ..., A%, } in P are complete. On the other hand, for the canonical basis {e1, ..., e, }
of R™, the standard vector fields on £(M),

B(el) :Bl, B(en) :Bn

are complete on £(M) since V is a complete connection (see [IT, Vol. I, Prop. 6.5, p.
140]). Note that, since V restricts to P and each B; is horizontal with respect to it, these



standard vector fields are tangent to P c £L(M). Hence {A},...,A%, Bi,..., By} span a
complete distribution on P.

The structure coefficients of the generating vectors are constant:
We have

We now check that [B;, Bj] has constant coefficients. We denote by 6 the contact form on
L(M) and by w the connection form associated to V. The curvature and torsion of w are
denoted by €2 and ©, respectively. Then,

Q(Bi’Bj) = _9([Bi’Bj]) €R",
Q(Bi, Bj) = —w([Bi, Bj]) € b.

Hence, the splitting [B;, B;j] = [B;, Bj]" + [B;, B;]* with respect to w can be written as
[Bi, Bj] = B(0([Bi, Bj])) + w([Bi, Bj])” = =B(O(Bi, Bj)) — (B, Bj))"
For every horizontal vector X € T, P

X(0u(B;, By)) = u" ' (VxT)(X;, X;)) =0,
X(Qu(Bi, Bj)er) = u (VxR)(Xy, X, X3)) =0,

where X, X;, X, Xy € Tr(,)M are the projections of X, B;, Bj, By, respectively. Then
©(Bi, B;) and Q(B;, Bj)ey, are constants and hence [B;, B;| is a combination of {47, ..., A,
By, ..., By} with constant coefficients.

M is a homogeneous space.

Let G be the universal covering of P and let p:G— P be the covering map. The vector
fields A_}; and B; on G projecting to A_Z and B; are complete and the coefficients of the
brackets are constant. Hence, ([I9, p. 10, Prop. 1.9]), given a chosen point e € p~*(ug),
we can endow G with a structure of Lie group with neutral element e and such that the
Lie algebra g of G is generated by {(4})c, (B;)c}. As [A}, Af] = [Ax, A]*, we can consider
the Lie subalgebra go C g generated by {(A}).} and let Gy C G be the associated Lie
subgroup to go.

Lemma 2.3. The manifold M is diffeomorphic to G/Gy and hence it is homogeneous.

Proof. The map m1 = wop: G — M is a fibration of M. We take its exact homotopy
sequence:

=TI (M, y) — Ty (7] H(y), b) — TIo(G, b)

where b € G and p(b) = y. We infer that ITy(r; ' (y),b) = 0, that is, ﬂfl(y) is connected.
Since 7 is continuous, we obtain that it is closed as well. Finally, by the equality 7. (A}) =
0, we can deduce that the fibres are isomorphic to Gy and closed.

We define

p:G/Gy — M
[b] — 71(b).

This map p is well-defined. Indeed, if we take a fixed point by € Gy and we express it as
bo = exp(Y1)...exp(Yy), with Y1, ..., Y, € {m1.(4}) = 0}, then we have 7(b - by) = m(b), for



all b € G. Furthermore, p is a diffeomorphism since it is bijective and its differential is a
linear isomorphism at each point. The injectivity of the differential can be obtained from
the fact that 7 1(y) is isomorphic to Gg, where surjectivity is straightforward since p and
7 are both surjective. O

The structure tensors are invariant and M is reductive.
Lemma 2.4. For any a € G, the lift Ly : L(M) — L(M) of the map

Lo: M — M
[6] > [a - ]

restricts to the reduction bundle f/a :P—s P.

Proof. Let L, be the left multiplication on G by a € GG. Note that L,om; = w1 oL,. Then
Las © ®14(Bi)p = T1x © Ligs (Bi)y = 14(Bi)abs

and

La*p(b) = (La([b])7 Lgs o ﬂ-l*(E)lN ey Lgs 0 7Tl*(B_n)b)
]; 7"'l*(Bﬁl)aba ooy 7Tl*(B_n)ab)
= p(ab) € P.

Hence if y = p(b),

O

Since ~15 is included in the reduction of L£L(M) defined by the tensors Py, ..., P, we have
that L, preserves them.

On the other hand, P is a Lie group. The action of G on P introduced in the previous
Lemma 24 is transitive, since Ly (p(b)) = p(ab), and also effective because it is constructed
by linear transformation. In particular, the Lie algebra of P is isomorphic to the Lie algebra
of its universal covering GG, through the isomorphism pe, in the neutral element.

Finally, we have g = go @ m, where m is the subspace generated by {B;}, which clearly
satisfies [go, m] C m. Since G is connected, we have the Ad invariance of m, and the proof
of Theorem is completed. 0O

Remark 2.5. The case with no geometric structure on M (r = 0) was treated in [11,
Vol II, Ch. X, Th. 2.8] or [12]. There, the authors characterize connected and simply
connected reductive homogeneous manifolds M = G/H by the existence of a complete
connection V such that VR = 0, VT = 0. Theorem [2.2 thus provides the generalization
of this result to manifolds endowed with additional structures (r > 0).

Definition 2.6. Let (M, Py, ..., P.) be a manifold equipped with a geometric structure
defined by a set of tensors Py,...,P.. A connection V is called a generalized Ambrose-
Singer connection if it satisfies that:

VR=0, VI =0, VP=0, i=1,..,r

where R and T are the curvature and torsion of V.



For short, a generalized Ambrose-Singer connection is called an AS-connection, and the
manifold M, equipped with the tensors Py, ..., B, is called an AS-manifold.

We note that Theorem [2.2] generalizes the Ambrose-Singer Theorem [Tl on Riemannian
manifolds (M, g) by setting » = 1 and P, = g¢. In this case, the AS conditions (1),
that is, VR = 0, VT = 0, @g = 0, are known to be equivalent to the more classical
conditions VR = 0, VS =0, Vg = 0, where S = V — VL€, and R is the curvature of the
Levi-Civita connection V. We now show that this equivalence can be analysed from
a broader perspective for manifolds equipped with a fixed connection of which the group
acting transitively must be of affine transformations. More precisely, we have the following
result.

Theorem 2.7. Let M be a connected and simply-connected manifold with an affine con-
nection V and let Py, ..., P, tensor fields defining a geometric structure on M. Then, the
following statements are equivalent:

1. Up to diffeomorphism, M is a reductive homogeneous space M = G/H and Py, ..., P.,V
are G-invariant.

2. The manifold M admits a complete linear connection V satisfying:

VR=0, VI'=0, VS=0, VP=0 i=1,..n
where R and T are the curvature and torsion of V and S =V — V.

Proof. Let G C Aff(M, V) be a group acting transitively on M and preserving Py, ..., Pr.
Additionally, G preserves the tensor S =V — V. Hence, by Theorem we have that

VR=0, VI =0, VS=0, VP =0, i=1,..,r
which are equivalent to
VR=0, VI'=0, VS§=0, VP =0 i=1,..r
by the following observation,
TxY —TxY = SxY — SyX, Rxy = Rxy + [Sx,Sy] — Ssyv—syx-

Conversely, by Theorem 22 we have that there exists a Lie group G preserving S,
Py, ..., P Every transformation of G on M preserves S and is an affine transforma-
tion of V. Hence, G preserves S + V = V which means they are affine transformations of

V. O

Remark 2.8. In particular, Theorem [2.7] covers the case of homogeneous Riemannian
manifold when r = 1, P, = g the metric tensor and V = V€ is the Levi- Civita connection.

Definition 2.9. Let (M, Pi,...,P.) be a manifold equipped with a geometric structure
defined by a set of tensors Py, ..., P, together with an affine connection V. A homogeneous
structure is a collection (M, Py, ..., P.,V,V) such that

VR=0, VI =0, VS=0, VP =0, i=1,..r
where S = V—%, and R and T are the curvature and torsion of V respectively. For short,
we call S a homogeneous structure tensor.
In particular, homogeneous structure of V¢ are the classical homogeneous structures
of Riemannian manifolds.

In the following sections, for the sake of brevity and simplicity, we consider M with a
geometrical structure defined by one tensor K = (P, ..., P,), the following results being
analogous for a finite set of tensors (P, ..., Py).



3 Reductive locally homogeneous manifolds

The conditions involved in Theorem are of three different types. First, there is a group
of partial differential equations expressed as the vanishing of some covariant derivatives.
Second, the completeness of the AS-connection. And finally, a couple of topological con-
ditions (connectedness and simply-connectedness) of the manifold M. Connectedness is
not an issue, since one usually works with connected components. With respect to simply
connectedness, even though essential, it is a condition that can be implemented by work-
ing with the universal cover of the manifold, and then project the structures back to the
original space. The projection will probably imply that the space is locally homogeneous
only, but locally isomorphic to the global homogeneous cover. The completeness, however
entails more delicate information since non-complete AS connections may induce locally
homogeneous manifolds that are not locally isomorphic to homogeneous spaces. In the
Riemannian case we have the following classical result (see [19]).

Theorem 3.1. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold. Then, (M,g) is a locally homo-
geneous manifold if and only if there exists a linear connection V satisfying, VR = 0,

VT =0 and Vg =0, where R and T are the curvature and torsion of V.

However, if one wants to move forward, the generalization to pseudo-Riemannian mani-
folds with signature implies the understanding of the notion of reductivity in the local case.
That construction was recently achieved in [I5]. We generalize below the definition of re-
ductive locally homogeneous manifolds with not necessarily metric structure, and we also
characterize these manifolds through a transitive Lie pseudo-group and an AS-connection.

First, we are going to determine the notation related to this section. Let M be a manifold
with a geometric structure defined by a tensor or a set of tensors K = (P, ..., P,).

Definition 3.2. Let (M,K) a manifold with a geometric structure defined by K. A
pseudo-group G is a collection of locally diffeomorphisms, ¢ : U, — M, such that:

o Identity: Idy; € G.

Inverse: If p € G, then ¢~ € G.

Restriction: If p € G, : U — M and V C U, then |y € G.

Continuation: If dom(yp) =J U and ¢|y, € G, then ¢ € G.

Composition: If im(yp) C dom(v)), then pop € G.

In addition, we will require that G leave K invariant, that is, for every ¢ € G, we have
that p*K = K.

A space endow with geometric structure (M, K) is a locally homogeneous manifold if
there exists a Lie pseudo-group G acting transitively on M. In order to define a reductive
locally homogeneous manifold, we have to know:

e The meaning of isotropy representation related to pseudo-groups.

e The meaning of adjoint function.

We again fix a frame ug € L(M) over po € M. We define G(py) as the set of trans-
formations for which py belongs to the domain of ¢ and G(po,po) C G(po) the set of
transformations such that ¢(pg) = po. The quotient H(pg) = G(po,po)/ ~ with respect



to the relation ¢ ~ 1) <= |y = ¢|y for some neighbourhood U of py, is a topological
group. We say that the action of G on M is effective and closed if the map

H(pyg) — GL(n,R)

p — ug o gy 0 g

(2)

is a monomorphism and the image H(ug) is closed, respectively, in particular, H(ug) is a
Lie subgroup of GL(n,R). The morphism (2] will be called the isotropy representation of
Gon (M, K).

Proposition 3.3. The action of G on M is effective if and only if for every p,v € G such
that ©(po) = ¥(po) and Y« p, = Vs py, then © =1 in an open neighbourhood of po.

Proof. It is obvious that if we have the second condition then we have an effective action.

Conversely if p, 1 € G are such that p(pg) = ¥(po) and Qs p, = Ps py, We have o™t €

H(po), ¥ o ¢ (po) = po and (¢ 0 1),y = Idp, ar. Then, ¢ o o~! = Idy in an open
neighbourhood of py. U

We now consider
P(ug) = {psoup : R" — Ty, )M : 0 € G(po)}- 3)
This bundle is a reduction of (L(M) — M,GL(n,R)) to the group H(uy).
Proposition 3.4. If ug,u; € L(M) are two frames on py and py € M respectively, then
P(u1) = P(uo)y,
where g is the element in GL(n,R) such that .ug = u1g~", with ¥ € G, ©(pg) = p1.

Proof. We define the homomorphism o : H(pg) — H(p1), ¢ — ¥xopotp; L. For the sake
of simplicity, we also denote by o : H(ug) — H(u;) the induced homomorphism by the
identification (2)). It is a matter of checking that R, : L(M) — L(M) induces a principal
bundle isomorphism between P(ug) and P(u1) with associated Lie group homomorphism
. O

In particular, the groups H(ug) and H(u;) are always isomorphic. Because of this, we
may simply write H for any H(uy).
Given an element ¢ € H(pg), we define

Adw : TuOP(uQ) — TuOP(uo)
d

d -1
ar tzo(%)*(uo) L ar t:O(<PO<PtO<P )« (uo)

where ¢; € G, t belonging to certain interval (—e, €).

Definition 3.5. Let (M, K) a manifold with a geometric structure. We will say that
(M, K) is reductive locally homogeneous manifold if there exists a Lie pseudo-group G
acting transitively, effectively and closed on M, and we can decompose T,,,P = b + m,
where Y is the lie algebra associated to H(pg) and m is a Ad(H (po))-invariant subspace.

The definition depends at first sight on the chosen frame ug. However, this dependence
is not real as the following result proves.



Proposition 3.6. Let ug, u; € L(M) two linear frames. Then T,, P(u1) decomposes as
h+my for an Ad(H (p1))-invariant subspace my if and only T, P(ug) decomposes as b+myg
for an Ad(H (pg))-invariant subspace my.

Proof. Given the decomposition T, P(ug) = h 4+ mg such that Ad(H (po)),(mg) C my,
we write Ty, P(u1) = b +my with my = ¥,mg, where ¥ = R, 0, and ¢ € G is that
Yyeup = u1g~ " and g € GL(n,R). The subspace m; is Ad(H (p1))-invariant. Indeed, for

any element X = 4 OSDt(UO) € mgy and ¢ € H(pp), we have that
=

V. (Ad(H (po))o (X)) =

d _
= E‘t:ORQ 0 9Py 0 Py 0 (Pt)x © Py 1(UO)

d
- %Lzow*ow*ozp*—l othy o () otp; oot o oy
d —1
= Ad(H(pl))(w*ovow:l)(E‘t:O’l]Z)* O SDt (e} ’IIZ)* (¢*uog))

d
= A(H (p1) (s cpopy (57| _ o © ¥ 0 01(u0))

= Ad(H (p1))o(p) (¥ (X)).
O

Now we give a local version of Theorem above. Furthermore, it provides a general-
ization of the Tricerri’s result Theorem B.11

Theorem 3.7. Let (M, K) be a differentiable manifold with a geometric structure K.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

1. The manifold (M, K) is a reductive locally homogeneous space, associated to the Lie
pseudo-group G.

2. There exists a connection V such that:
VR=0, VI =0, VK=0,
where R and T are the curvature and torsion of V respectively.

Proof. Given a Lie pseudo-group G acting transitively on (M, K) in a reductive locally
fashion, let (P — M, H) the principal bundle associate to the structure of reductive
locally homogeneous space as in (@), for a fixed frame uy € L(M). We define a horizontal
distribution D in P by D, = ¥, (m), ¥ = ¢, for the unique ¢ € G such that 1, (ug) = u,
where T),, P = h+m is the reductive decomposition. The distribution D is also H-invariant,
that is, given Y = U, (X) € D,, X € m, we have that (Rp,)«(Y) € Dy, for h € H. Indeed,

we write X = i‘ (¢1)«(uo) and, by @), h = uy"' o ¢, o ug for certain ¢ € H(py). Then

dt =0
d
(R (V) = (R0 0).(X) = 2| Ry 0. 0 (1), u0)

d _

= % t:(]l/}* © (‘Pt)*(uo o Uy Lo Px O UO)
d

= dt t:0¢* 0 (1)« © px 0 Ug
d

= | o s 0@l (Pr)e 0 a0 g
= (x 0 @*)*Ad(H(pO))ap—l (X).

10



As Ad(H (po)),-1(X) € m by reductive condition, and 1) o ¢ € G we get the invariance.
This means that D can be understood as a linear connection V.

We now show that
VR=0, VI'=0 VK=0.
For p,q € M, let v be a path connecting them. The horizontal lift 4 with respect to V
from u € P, to v € F,, can be regarded as the parallel transportation T,M — T, M. But
since v = ¥,u, for an element ¢ € G, we have that the parallel transportation is exactly 1),.
We have that 1, preserves K and the connection V (and hence, its curvature and torsion)
by construction. Therefore, K, R and T are invariant under parallel transportation and
their covariant derivatives vanish.

Conversely, given a linear connection V such that VR=0,VT =0, VK =0, let G the
its Lie pseudo-group of local transvections. Since VK = 0, the elements of G preserve K.
Furthermore, see [11, V. I, p. 262, Cor. 7.5], G acts transitively.

To finish the proof we only have to show the reductive condition. Let (P(ug) —
M ,P/I\gl(uo)) be the holonomy reduction of the frame bundle associated to V and an
element ug € L(M). We first prove that G(po) acts transitively on P(ug), being py = m(ug).
Given v € P(uo), there exists a horizontal curve connecting uy with v. The projection to
M of that curve can be regarded as a parallel transportation from py to ¢ = 7(v) that, in
addition, preserves curvature and torsion. Hence by [11], V. I, p. 261, Thm. 7.4] there exists
a local transvection ¢ € G(pg) from py to ¢ such that v, is that parallel transportation.
Therefore, ¢, (ug) = v and G(pg) acts transitively on P(ug). By construction, P(ug) (see
@)) coincides with P(ug). In particular, Hol (ug) = H(ug) which is closed and the effective
condition it is satisfied because Proposition B.3l

Finally, if we consider Tuol5 (up) = h + m, where m is the horizontal distribution of V.

To prove that m is Ad(H (po))-invariant, let X = 4 tfo(%)*(uo) € m, G(po) such that

@(po) = po and h = uy* o (o), o ug € H(ug). We consider,

d

T dt
d

~dth

= % t:()Rh 0 4 0 (1) (ug) = (Rp 0 @x)«(X).

Ad(H (po))p(X) = =| _ @xo (1) 0 . (u0)

—1 -1
P (pe)sounoug 0w, ug

Hence, (Rp, © v4)«(X) belongs to the horizontal distribution (m), because affine transvec-
tions preserve the horizontal distribution. ]

If we apply this last Theorem in the framework of Theorem [27] above, we get the
following result.

Corollary 3.8. Let (M, K) be a differentiable manifold with an affine connection V. Then
the following assertions are equivalent:

1. The manifold (M, K) is a reductive locally homogeneous space, associated to a Lie
pseudo-group contained in Aff,.(M, V).

2. There erxists a connection N such that:
VR=0, VI =0, VS=0, VK=0,

or
VR=0, VI =0, VS=0, VK=0,



where R, T and R,T are the curvature and torsion tensor of V and v, respectively,
and S =V — V is the tensor.

Definition 3.9. Let (M, K,V) a manifold endowed with a geometrical structure and an
affine connection V. We will say that (M,K,V) is a reductive locally homogeneous
manifold with V if it is reductive locally homogeneous associated to a Lie pseudo-group
contained in Aff;,.(M,V).

4 AS-manifolds and Homogeneous Structures

In the previous section, we have proven that locally homogeneous and reductive manifolds
are AS-manifolds, and vice versa. We now study AS-manifolds from an infinitesimal, or
even pointwise, point of view.

Let V be a vector space of dimension n. Let
R:VAV — End(V), T:V — End(V),

be linear homomorphisms and let K be a set of linear tensors on V. We will say that
(R,T) is an infinitesimal model associated to K if it satisfies

TxY + Ty X =0, (4)
RxyZ+ RyxZ =0, (5)
Rxy -T=Rxy -R=0, (6)
X§ZRXYZ + TTXYZ =0, (7)
X§ZRTXYZ 0, (8)
Rxy - K =0, (9)

where & is the cyclic sum, and Ryxy acts in a natural way in the tensor algebra of V
XY Z

as a derivation. In addition, we say that two infinitesimal model (V, R, T) and (V/, R, T")
are isomorphic if there exists a linear isomorphism f : V — V'’ such that

fR=R, fT=T, fK=K' (10)

This notion of infinitesimal model is a generalization of the one given, for example, in
[17, 20].

Theorem 4.1. Given a point pg € M of an AS-manifold (M, K, V), then (V = Ty, M, Tpo’ Rpo)
is an infinitesimal model associated to Ky, where R and T are the curvature and torsion
of V.
Proof. Let (M, K,V) be an AS-manifold. It satisfies

VR=0, VI'=0 VK=0,
given a point pg € M and we recall V' = T, M, Ry = Rpo, Ty = Tpo and Ko = K,
hence, (Ro,Tp) is an infinitesimal model. Indeed, we deduce (@) and () from the skew-

symmetric definition of torsion and curvature. Equations (@) and () come from VR =
0, VI' =0, VK = 0. Finally, equations (7)) and (8) are the Bianchi identities. O

Note that, Theorem AT provides an infinitesimal model for every point in an AS-
manifolds. Now, we show it does not matter the chosen point py € M. Indeed,
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Theorem 4.2. Let (M, K, @) be an AS-manifold. Given two different points pg, p1 € M
their associated infinitesimal models are isomorphic.

Proof. By [11, Vol. 1, p. 262, Cor. 7.5], there exists a locally affine transformation ¢
sending pg to p1. Because of being affine, we have that ¢, is a linear isomorphism between
T,y M and T, M satisfying <p*Tp0 = Tpl and @*Rpo = Rpl. By VK = 0, we conclude that
Pulpy = Kp,. O

Hence, associated to any AS-manifold there exists an unique infinitesimal model up to
isomorphism. Furthermore, when different manifolds have isomorphic associated infinites-
imal models, from [I1, Vol. 1, p.261, Thm. 7.4] we get the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Let (M, K,V) and (M',K',V') be two AS-manifold and let py € M and

py € M’ be two points, such that their associated infinitesimal models are isomorphic.

Then there ezists a local affine diffeomorphism between py and p) sending to Kp, to Kz,/ .
0

So, we define the notion of AS-isomorphism between AS-manifolds.

Definition 4.4. Let (M, K,V) and (M', K', V') be two AS-manifold and let py € M and
py € M’ be two point. We say (M,K,V) and (M',K',V') are AS-isomorphic if there
exists a local affine diffeomorphism between py and pjy sending K to K'.

From every infinitesimal model (R,T) on V associated to K, we can construct a tran-
sitive Lie algebra using the so-called Nomizu construction, see [17]. Let

go =V @ bo, (11)
where hg = {A cend(V): A-R=0, A-T =0, A- K = 0}, equipped with the Lie bracket

[A7B]:AB_BA7 A7B€h07
[AaX] :AX7 AethG‘/’ (12)
[X,Y] = -TxY + Rxy, X, YeV

Alternatively, we can also consider the so-called transvection algebra gi, = V @ by, [13],
where by is the lie algebra of endomorphism generated by Rxy with X,Y € V, equipped
with brackets as above. In particular, this Lie algebra coincides with the holonomy algebra
of the connection V. Then we have shown that every infinitesimal model has Nomizu and
transvection constructions.

Two Nomizu constructions (go, ho, T, R, K) and (gh,bh,T', R', K') are isomorphic if
there exists a Lie algebra isomorphism F : gg — g(, such that F(V) = V', F sends
K to K’ and F(ho) = by,

Proposition 4.5. Two infinitesimal model are isomorphic if and only if their Nomizu
constructions are isomorphic.

Proof. Suppose that V and V' are two vector space with two infinitesimal models (R, T)
and (R',T'). Then there is an isomorphism f : V — V' such that satisfies (I0). We thus
consider f : gg — gp such that f|v = f and f|h0(A) =foAdo fl

Conversely, given a Lie algebra homomorphism F : go — g, such that F(V) =V’ and
F(bo) = b(, then f = F|y is the isomorphism. Indeed, by definition f sends K to K’ and,
taking into account that F' is a Lie algebra morphism, we obtain that f sends R to R’ and
T to T'. O
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Surprisingly, the converse is no true: two different Nomizu constructions could give rise
to the same Lie algebra, see [14] p. 36].

Summarizing, we have proved that there exists a morphism from the class of AS-
manifolds to the class of infinitesimal models. Moreover, every infinitesimal model has
associated a Nomizu construction. Now, we prove the main theorem of the section, which
shows that the morphism is surjective. Note that obviously it can not be injective. The
proof of this result for Riemannian manifolds can be found in [20].

Theorem 4.6. Let V' be a vector space and (RO,TO) an infinitesimal model associated to
tensors Kg. Then, there is an AS-manifold M with a geometrical structure defined by the
tensor field K and a point pg € M such that

Kpo = Ko,

and the curvature R and torsion T of the AS-connection V wverify that Rpo = Ry and
Ty = To.

Any other manifold satisfying all this is locally affine diffeomorphic to (M, ?)

Proof. From the model (RO,TO) on V associated to Ky, we can construct its transitive
Lie algebra using the Nomizu construction, go = V @ ho (see ([IIl)). We consider a basis
{e1,...,en} of V and a basis {A1,..., A, } of by and, respectively, we take its dual basis
{6, ...,6"} and {w!,...,w™}. Let G be the connected, simply connected Lie group associ-
ated to go. Indeed, the vector elements e; and A, and the 1-forms #° and w* of g can be
regarded as left-invariant vector fields and 1-forms on G.

Let ¢ = (z!,....,2"™™) : U € G — V C R™™ a local coordinate system defined on a
neighbourhood U of the identity e of G such that,

de’e = 97:‘67 72‘ e {17 "'7n}' (13)

We now consider the immersion map f : W C V. — G given by f(y',...,y") = ¢~ (y', ..., ™, 0, ...,0)

where W is an open neighbourhood of 0 € R™. We define,
0" = f*(0"), & =f(e), i=1,..,n

Because of (I3]), the 1-forms 6!, ...,0" are linearly independent at 0. Then, let M C W be
the open neighbourhood of 0 such that 51, e 6" are linearly independent at each point of
M.

We consider wj» = 300 0(Ak(ej))wk and GJ; its pull back to M. Let V be the linear
connection whose connection form is @ = (cI);) We now consider the pull-back to M of the
extension R, T and K of the tensor elements Ro, To and K to the Lie group G. Note that
& takes values in ho. Therefore, by definition of by, we have w(X) - R =0, w(X)-T =0
and w(X) - K = 0. Indeed, this last identities mean that V makes parallel R, T' and K.

To end, we need to prove that R and T are the curvature and torsion tensors of V.
First, applying the definition of the exterior differential and (I2]), we have that,

A . A I ,
do’ +wy A7 = o > 0((To)(ej, )67 A O"

k=1
7 - 7 1 - s
dwlf + ) wi Awh = B > 05 ((Ro)(eire5,€n))0" A 6.
k=1 hk=1

If we pull-back these two equations to M, they are the two structural equations for the
connection form w. Therefore, the curvature and torsion of V are the tensors whose
components in the basis {#",...,6"} are constants 6%((Tp)(é;,éx)) and 0%((Ro)(é;, &5, n)),
respectively. Finally, the curvature and torsion of V coincide with R and T. U
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We finally consider the particular case where M is a manifold with a geometric structure
K equipped with a connection V and an AS-connection V such that,

VR=0, VI=0, VS=0, VK=0,
where S = V — V. So we can consider,
TxY =TxY + SxY — SyX, Rxy = Rxy +[Sy,Sx] — Ssyx—syv-
where R and T are the curvature and torsion of V.

Corollary 4.7. Let (M,S,K,V) and (M',S',K',V') be two AS-manifolds with homoge-
neous structures S and S’. Then, there exists an AS-isomorphism between M and M’
if and only if there exists an affine local diffeomorphism between (M,V) and (M',V')
sending S to S’ and K to K'.

Given a fixed point pg € M, by Theorem 4.1l we can consider an infinitesimal model
(TpoM, Ry, T, ) associated to Sp, and K, with

(TPO)XY = (TPO)XY + (SPO)XY - (SPO)YX’
(Bpo)xy = (Bpo) xv + [(Spo)vs (Spo) x] + (Spo) (Spy )y X —(Spg ) x Y
where R, and T}, are the curvature and torsion of V in py.

Corollary 4.8. Let (V,R,T) and (V',R',T") be two infinitesimal models associated to S,
K and S’, K', respectively, with

TXy:TXy—FSXy—SYX, Rxy :RXY+ [SY,SX] _SSYX*SXY’
TRY =TxY + SxY — Sy X, Ry = Ry +[Sy, S] — S X_Sl Y

Hence, there exists an isomorphism of infinitesimal models if and only if there exists a
linear isomorphism f :V — V' such that,

fR=R, fT=T fS=5, fK=K. (14)

5 Invariant Sp(V,w)-submodules of S?V* @ V* and A*V* @ V*

Let (V,w) be a symplectic vector space. Based on the classifications given in [1], we give
below explicit expressions of the invariant Sp(V)-submodules of S2V*®@V* and A2V*@V*,
For that, we identify a symplectic vector space V and its dual V* as
()y:V—v
X — X*(Y)=w(lX,Y).
Furthermore, we can transfer the symplectic form to V* as w*(X*,Y*) = w(X,Y), that
is, we regard (V,w) and (V*,w*) as symplectomorphic.

For the sake of simplicity, from now on, we denote wxy = w(X,Y).

Theorem 5.1. If n > 2, the space of cotorsion-like tensors has the decomposition in
irreducible Sp(V')-submodules as

SPVr @V =81(V) + Sa(V) + S3(V)
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where,

SI(V)={SeS*V*®@V*: Sxyz = wzywxy +wzxwyy,U € V},
SQ(V) = {S € S2y* RV*: X@ZSXYZ =0, 813(5) = O},

Sg(V) = {S e S+ QV*: Sxyz = szy} = ng*,

and
n

813(*9)(Z) = Z (Se¢Zei+n - Se¢+nZei) )

i=1
for a symplectic base {e1, ..., en,eni1,...,ean}. Ifn =1, then SPV*Q@V* = S (V)+S3(V).
The dimensions of the subspaces are

dim(S1(V)) = 2n, dim(Sa(V)) = g(n3 —n), dim(S53(V)) = <2n3+ 2)-

Proof. Given a symplectic basis {e1,...,€n,€n41,...,€2,} of V, we define the morphisms
(UTus @ V™) > Wy, U5 + Wyy pU] s
T SPVFRVF — SV
1
(ujuy @ u*) — gu*u”fu’z‘,
and

£V — SVt Ut
n

* * %k * * * *

U E U D€ty — et Qe

2n+1 P

By Theorem 1.1 in [1], applied to (V*,w*), we decompose
SQV* ® V* = SSV* +.A, + v*

where A" = ker(¢) N ker(w) and V* is isomorphic to im(§). We define & (V) = V*,
So(V) := A’ and S3(V) := S3V*.

For the explicit expression of S;(V), given W* € V* we have

1
2n+1

n
(Z TitnWWY 2i T Yi+nWW X Zi

=1

EW ) xyz =

— LiWWY Zi+n — yinXZi-i-n)
1
Con+1

(wzxwwy + wzywwx).

Hence, taking U = ﬁW, we get the required result for Sy (V).

With respect to the explicit expressions of So(V'), for

2n
1
S = 3 Z Seiejeke’{e; ®efp €SPV VF,
i,,k=1
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we have

2n
1 *
SD(S) = 5 Z Seiejeksl?;(e;'ke; ® ek)

i7j7k:]‘
1 2n
_ * *
- 5 Seiejek (Weiekej + wejekei)
i,5,k=1
2n
1 *
= §(Se¢ejek + Sejeiek )Weiekej
i,5,k=1
2n n 1
_ *
- §(S€ie]’ei+n + Sej6¢6i+n - S€¢+n€jei - Sej€i+nei)6j
J=11i=1
2n n
_ *
- (Seiej6i+n - S€¢+n€jei)ej'
j=1 i=1
Hence, S € kery if and only if s13(S) = 0 as in the statement. Moreover, %eje}fez =

* %k * * %k * * 3k *
e;e; ® e +erer @ e; + ejer ® e and therefore
(S xvz = G Sxvz,
XY Z

so that we have the expression for the tensors in Sa(V). The dimensions come from
Theorem 1.1 of [1]. O

Now, using these expressions we are going to give the explicit classes of torsion-like
tensors.

Theorem 5.2. Ifn > 3, the space of torsion-like tensors has the decomposition in irre-
ducible Sp(V')-submodules as

NV RV =Ti(V)+ To(V) + Ts(V) + Ta(V)

where
Ti(V)={T e NV* @ V" : Txyz = 2wxywzu +wxzwyv —wyzwxv, U € V},
R(V)=A{T e PV @ V" & Txys =0, t1a(T) = 0},
B(V)={T e PV*@V*: Txyz = wxywuz + wyzwux +wzxwuy, U € V},
(V) ={T e N2V*Q@V*: Txyz = —Txzy, t1o(T) = 0},

and

n

t12(f)(Z) = Z <Teiei+nz) )

i=1

for a symplectic basis {e1,...,en,ent1,...,€2n}. If n =2, then AV @ V* = Ti(V) +
To(V) +Ta(V). If n =1, then N2V* @ V* = T{(V).
In addition,

dim(71(V)) = dim(73(V)) = 2n, dim(73(V)) = g(n3 —n), dim(T3(V)) = %n(2n2 —3n—2).

17



Proof. For a symplectic basis {e1,..., e, €nt1,...,e2,} of V, we define the morphisms
Ay SPVF @V — AVF R V*
(ujuy @ v*) — v Au] @ uy + v Aujy ® uj,
C:NV*QV* —V*
(UT A u% ® v*) — Wuluzv* + Wouy u; + wug’l}uT;
and

n:V*— AV*

n
* * * *
U E € Neippn Nu .
i=1

By Theorem 1.2 of [1], applied to (V*,w*), we decompose
/\2V*®V* :‘/1*+A/+V2*+T/

where, Vi* = Ay(81(V)), A = A2(S2(V)), T' = ker CNA*V* and V' = Im(n) is the vector
space such that V3" C ASV* and Vi + T = A3V*. We define 71 (V) := V§*, To(V) = A/,
T3(V) := V5 and Ty (V) :=T".

First, as

As(S)xyz = Syzx — Sxzy, (15)

we get the expression for the tensors in 77 (V) in view of the expression of S; (V') in Theorem
Il

Indeed, by equation (IH]), we infer the explicit expression of 71 (V).

To study the explicit expression of 72(V'), we have to consider the following exact se-
quence, [I, Eq. (1.3)],

0 — $3V* A 2y @ V* A2 A2y @ 1 A8 A3y s 0

where A; = 7 and A3(uj A uy ® v*) = uj Auj Av*. Note that, uj Aud Av* =u] Aud ®
v* v Aul @ ud + us Av* ® uj, hence,

A3(Txyz = X§ZTXYZ-

Therefore, 7§(V) is generated by Txyz = SYZX — Sxzy with § € S2V* ® Y* and
s13(S) = 0. The first condition is equivalent to T" € ker(As), or equivalently, ngTXy 7 =

0. The second condition is equivalent t12(7) = 0 straightforwardly. For the explicit
expressions of T4(V), given

T =

N | =

2n
Z Teiejer€; N€; @ ey € ANV* @ V™,
i,5,k=1
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~ 1 ~
_ * * *
c(T) = 3 E Teieje,Cle; Nej @ ep)
i,5,k=1
2n
- 5 €iejer (weiej ep + Weye; €5 + Wejey, ei)
Z?j7k:1
1 2n 2n 2n
_ 'R * z : ' * z : T *
- 5 Teiej-ekweiej-ek + Teiejekwekeiej + Teiejekwej-ekei
i,5,k=1 i,5,k=1 i,5,k=1
1 2n
2 T T *
== 5 <Teiejek + Tekeiej + Tejekei> Weiej ek
ij k=1
2n n 1
T T 2 2 2 2 *
= § : 5 < €i€i+nCk + Tekeiei+n + Tei+nekei - Tei+neiek - Tek€i+nei - Teiekei+n) €k
k=1 i=1
2n n
_ 2 2 2 *
- § : (Teiei+nek + T6k€¢6i+n + T6i+n6k6¢) €
k=11=1

Therefore, for T € A*V*, C(T) = 0 is equivalent to t15(7) = 0.

Finally, with respect to the explicit expressions of 73(V), given U* € V* with dual
element U € V,

n

W) = 36 el AU
=1

n
=Y (A€, QU+ U Nef @ef, +ef, AU ®€f),

i=1
evaluating in X,Y, Z, we infer,

n

nU*)xyz = Z (%iYi4n — Tign¥i)wu z+
=1

+ (WU X Yitn — WUY Tign)(—2i)+
+(—ziwuy — (—¥)wWux)Zitn)

= WXYWUZ + Wy zwux + wzxwuy

Therefore, T3(V) has the claimed form.

Remark 5.3. We have the following sums

« V) + (V) ={T e V@ V*: & Txyz =0},

o (V) +Ta(V)+W ={T € N2V*@V*: t15(T) = 0},
o Ta(V)+Ta(V) = A*V*,
e (V) +Ta(V) ={T € PV* @ V*: t1o(T) = 0,t13(T) = 0}.
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Where,
W = {T e N2V* QV*: TXYZ = Wxywzy — twxzwyy + nwyzwxy,U € V}

and .
t13(T)(Y) = Z <Tez‘Y6i+n - Tei+nyei>

i=1
The first two come directly from the expressions of the classes in the previous Theorem
and the fact that W is the linear subspace of To(V') + T3(V) whose elements vanish for
t1a. With respect to the third identity, we note that Idy« = ﬁC omn, so that we can
decompose A3y* =kerC'+Imn = Ts(V) + Ta(V). The last identity is consequence of ti3
vanishes for To(V)) + Ta(V) and does not vanish for W.

6 Classifications for almost symplectic and Fedosov AS-manifolds

6.1 Almost symplectic AS-manifolds

We now want to classify the infinitesimal models in the case of vector spaces V' endowed
with a linear symplectic tensor K = w. If (V,R,T) and (V',R,T') are two infinitesimal
models associated to symplectic linear tensors w and w’, respectively, with dimV = dimV”,
since there are symplectomorphisms between V and V', we can identify V' with V and w’
with w. From (I0), isomorphisms f : V. — V of almost symplectic infinitesimal models
satisfy
fR=R, fT=T, fw=uw,

and in particular f € Sp(V,w) = Sp(V). If we decompose curvature-like or torsion-like

tensor spaces in Sp(V)-irreducible submodules, then we get a necessary condition to be
isomorphic as models, by virtue of Theorem 3] also as AS-manifolds.

For the classification of the torsion T into Sp(V)-classes, we will work both with (1,2)-
tensors and (0, 3)-tensors given by the isomorphism

Txyz =w(TxY,Z), X,Y,Z€V.

Let (M,w) an almost symplectic AS-manifold. We denote by T the set of homogeneous
almost symplectic torsions, that is, the torsions of an AS-connection on (M,w). Given
any po € M, from Theorem &1l (V = T, M, }pro,fpo) is an infinitesimal model associated
to wp,. Thus T}, € A’V ® V, and the classification given in Theorem gives us the
following decomposition

T=Ti+T+T:+T

where

Ti={TeT: Txyz = 2wxywzy + wxzwyr — wyzwxu, U € X(M)},
'TQZ{TET GTxyz—O t12()—0}

Ts={T €T : Txyz =wxywuz +wyzwux +wzxwuy, U € X(M)},
Ta={T €T: Ixyvz=-Txzy, t12(T) = 0}.

Definition 6.1. Let T € T be a homogeneous almost symplectic torsion. It is of type i
if T lies in T; and correspondingly is of type i+ j if lies in T; + T with i, j € {1,2,3,4}

and © # j.

20



Summarizing, we described almost symplectic AS-manifolds in sixteen classes defined
by its torsion tensor.

Theorem 6.2. Let (M,w) be an almost symplectic AS-manifold. Then, (M,w) is a sym-
plectic manifold if and only if the torsion of V lies in T1 + Ta.

Proof. If (M,w) is a symplectic manifold, there is a torsion-free symplectic connection V
(see [I, Theorem 2.1]). The difference S = V — V is a (1,2)-tensor such that TxY =
Sy X — SxY. Then Txyyz = As(—=S) = Sxzy — Syzx, where Sxyz = w(SzX,Y) and
Txyz = w(TXY, Z). In particular, T lies in 77 + T5.

Conversely, if T lies in 77 + 73, then there exists at least one tensor S € S2T*M Q T*M,
such that, Txyz = Syzx — Sxzy. We can consider the tensor SxY with w(SzX,Y) =
Sxyz. It satisfies that TxY = SxY — Sy X with w(TXY, Z) = Txyz and preserves the
symplectic form. The connection V = V — § is symplectic. U

6.2 Fedosov AS-manifolds

We now want to study infinitesimal models associated to a linear symplectic tensor w
and a homogeneous structure S as in Corollary .8 Let (V,R,T) and (V', R’,T") be two
infinitesimal models associated to (1,2) linear tensors S and S’, respectively, with

TxY =TxY + SxY — Sy X, Rxy = Rxy + [Sy,Sx] — Ssy x—sxv,
TxY =TxY + SxY = 8y X, Riy = Rxy + Sy, 8%] — So x_s1. v

and also associated to symplectic linear tensors w and w’, respectively, with dimV = dimV"”.
Since there are symplectomorphisms between V' and V', we can identify V with V’ and w
with w’. Therefore, by (I4]), there is a linear isomorphism f : V — V such that,

fR=R, fT=T, fS=5, fw=uw, (16)

and in particular f € Sp(V,w) = Sp(V). If we decompose cotorsion-like, curvature-like
or torsion-like tensor spaces in Sp(V)-irreducible submodules, then we get a necessary
condition to be isomorphic as models, by virtue of Theorem B3] also as AS-manifolds.

Let (M,w,V) be a Fedosov manifold (dimM = 2n), that is, a symplectic manifold
equipped with affine and torsion free connection such that Vw = 0 (cf. [9]). Let S = V-V
be a homogeneous structure tensor, i.e.,

VR=0, VS=0, Vw=0.

Since Vw = 0, the second condition is equivalent to S - w = 0. We will work with S both
as a (1,2)-tensor and a (0, 3)-tensor by the isomorphism

SXYZ = w(SzX, Y).
The condition S - w = 0 is equivalent to

Sxyz = Svxz

that is, S € S?°T*M @ T*M.

From Theorem 1] given pg € M, we can consider the infinitesimal model (V =
Tpo M, Ry, Tp,) associated to Sp, and wyp, with

(TPO)XY = (TPO)XY + (SPO)XY - (SPO)YXa

(RPO)XY = (RPO)XY + [(SPO)Y? (SPO)X] + (Spo)(spo)yX—(Spo)XYa
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where R, and T, are the curvature and torsion of V in py and S,, € S?V* @ V*. We
denote by S the set of homogeneous structures on a Fedosov manifold (M,w, V). Hence,
by Theorem .1l we have the following classification of homogeneous structure tensors in
Sp(V)-invariant subspaces:

S=8+ 8 + Ss,

where

S1={S€8: Sxyz=wzywxv +wzxwyv,U € X(M)},

Sy ={Se8: G Sxyz=0,s13(5) =0},

XY Z

S3={S€S: Sxyz=Sxzv}

and n
SlS(S)(Z) = Z (SeiZGi-m - S€i+nZ€z’) ’
i=1

for a symplectic basis {e1,...,€n,€nt1,...,€2,} of Tpy M.

Definition 6.3. Let S € S be a homogeneous Fedosov structure. It is of type i if S lies
in S; and correspondingly is of type i+ j if lies in S;+S; with i, j € {1,2,3} and i # j.
Hence, Fedosov homogeneous structure are classified into eight different classes.

Remark 6.4. In [22] the author gives a decomposition of the curvature tensor of a sym-
plectic connection in two Sp(V)-irreducible submodules: Ricci type and Ricci flat. Hence,
by virtue of (I8) and Theorem [{.3, there is any many as four different classes of sym-
plectic curvature tensor of Fedosov AS-manifolds. We can combine this idea to refine the
classification in Definition to get as many as thirty two different classes of Fedosov
AS-manifolds.

With respect to the classification of homogeneous structures in Definition and the
classification of torsions T' o AS-manifolds in Definition [6.1] we have the following result
which is a consequence of the expression of Ay in (IH)).

Proposition 6.5. Let (M,w,V) a Fedosov manifold equipped with homogenous structure
S.

o IfS €8, then the torsion T of V =V — S belongs to T;.
o IfS €8y, then the torsion T of V.=V — S belongs to Ts.

o If S € 83, then the torsion T of V.=V — S vanishes. The manifold (M,w,V) is a
Fedosov manifold with parallel curvature.

7 Fedosov AS-manifold of linear type.

Let (M,w, V) be a Fedosov manifold equipped with a AS-homogeneous structure S, that
is

VR=0, Vw=0, VS=0,
for S =V — V.

Definition 7.1. A homogeneous Fedosov structure S in (M,w,V) is said to be of linear
type if it belongs to the class 81, that is

SxY = w(X,Y)¢ —w(Y, )X, (17)
for a vector field & € X(M).

22



Theorem 7.2. A Fedosov manifold (M,w,V) admitting a homogeneous structure tensor
of linear type does not admit any pseudo-Riemannian metric such that S - g = 0.

Proof. Let n be a vector such that w(n,&) = 1. Let g be a pseudo-Riemannian metric such
that S - g =0, that is

0=g(SxY,2) + g(Y,Sx Z)
w(X,Y)g({,Z) - W(Yaf)g(X7 Z) +9(Y7 §)w(X, Z) - g(Y7X)w(Zaf)'

Taking Y = Z = n we get g(X,n) = g(n,&)w(X,n). We then get g(n,X) =0 for X =¢
and for X € - = {v : w(v, &) = 0}, which is impossible since g is not degenerate. O

Remark 7.3. This last Theorem shows that homogeneous structure tensors on Fedosov
manifolds can never be studied under the perspective of Kiricenko’s Theorem as they are
genuine non-metric objects.

We fix the notation of curvature and torsion tensor fields associated to one connection
V,

RxyZ :V[Xy]Z — Vx(VyZ) + Vy(VXZ),
TxY =VxY —Vy X — [X, Y],

for the curvature, we will work both with (1,3)-tensors and (0, 4)-tensors given by the
isomorphism,
RXYZUZW(RXYz’U)a XaKZ,UGTM

Proposition 7.4. The condition V.S = 0 is equivalent to V& = 0.

Proof. Substituting (I7) in (VxS)(Y,Z) = Vx(SyZ) — Se v Z — Sy(VxZ), we get

VxY, Z)¢ +w(Z,6)VxY
—w(Y,Vx2Z)¢ + w(VxZ€)Y.

Using X (w(Y, Z)) = w(VxY,Z) + w(Y,VxZ) (that is Vw = 0), we collect the columns
and we get

(VxS)(Y, Z) = w(Y, Z)Vx¢ —w(Z,Vx§)Y.

If VxS = 0, then Vx¢ is proportional to any vector field Y, and hence Vxé = 0.
Conversely, if V x& = 0, then, we substitute in the previous equation and get VxS =0. 0O

In particular, the vector field £ defining a homogeneous structure satisfies
Vx§ = Sx{=w(X, L (18)

Following the ideas of classifications of homogeneous structures of linear type in the
pseudo-Riemannian case (see [6, Chap. 5]), we study the curvature and Ricci tensor of V.
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Proposition 7.5. Fedosov AS-manifolds of linear type satisfy,

RgXYZ = ngngngR&Lglgl, (19)
Rxyuw = (—wa — Wel xWy¢ + ngywxg) WUgWW&R&ngLgL (20)

—wxeRyeryw —wyeRet xpw
for every X,Y,U,W € TM and any £~ € TM such that w(&+,€) = 1.

Proof. From (I8)) and the fact that the torsion of V vanishes, we get

RXY£ = w([X’ Y]’ 5)5 - VX(W(Y’ 5)5) + VY(W(X’ 5)5)
= w(VxY,§)¢§ —w(Vy X, §)§ — X(w(Y,§))E + Y (w(X, )¢

As Vw = 0 and get, this last expression simplifies to Rxy{ = —w(Y, Vx&)&+w(X, Vy&)E
which, again by (8], gives

Rxy§ =0, (21)
together with
RexY = Rey X, (22)
from the first Bianchi identity.
As Rxy -w =0, then,
Rxyzu = Rxvuz. (23)

The condition VR = 0 (that is, VxR = SxR) reads

(VxR)yzuw = —Rsyy zuw — Ry sxzuw — Ryzsyuw — Ry zu sxw-

Applying the second Bianchi identity, we get
0 :x(?z (=Rsyy zuw — Ry sxyzuw — Ryzsxuw — Ryzu sxw)

ZX(‘YBZ (—wxyRezuw — wxzRycow — wxuRy zew — wxw Ry zue

twyeRxzuw +wze Ry xuw + wueRy zxw + wweRy zux)

which by virtue of (2II), (23] and the first Bianchi identity reduces to

0=6 (wxy Rezuw + wxeRy zuw) - (24)

XY Z

Choosing Z = &, we have
wxeReyuw = wyeRexuw - (25)

If we choose X = ¢ in (25), then, we get Reyyw = wyeReery, using symmetry of (23))
and applying equation above we have Reypw = wyewueRee1e1yy, and proceeding in an
analogous way, using (22)) and (23)), we conclude (I9). Substituting Z = &+ in ([24) and
using (19), we get (20). O

Remark 7.6. Equation 24]) can be refined using (I9),

0= XQYSZ (wxywzewvewweReeerer +wxeRyzuw) -

We now proceed by parts to prove the main result of this section (see Theorem [7.9]) which
characterize Fedosov AS-manifolds of linear type in terms of a foliation of Hamiltonian
leaves of codimension 1.
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Lemma 7.7. The distribution D = {X € X(M) : w(X,§) = 0} is an integrable distribu-
tion.

Proof. Given X, Y € D, we compute,
w([X,Y],§) =w(VxY,§) —w(Vy X, §)
we use that Vw = 0,
w([X,Y],§) = X (w(Y,§)) —w(Y, Vx§) — YV (w(X,§)) + w(X, Vy§),
finally, we use that X, Y € D and (I5),
w([X,Y],£) = —w(X, Hw(Y,§) + (Y, w(X,§) = 0.
Hence, the distribution D is integrable. O

Lemma 7.8. The vector field & satisfies the following properties,

1. It is a geodesic vector field with respect to V.

2. Its flow preserves the symplectic form.

Proof. The first statement comes from (I8), that is, V¢& = 0. With respect to the second
item, using Vw = 0 and that V is torsion free, for X,Y two vector fields

(ng)(X, Y) = W(V5X7 Y) — W(V£X7 Y) — w(X, VgY)
= w(X,§w(E,Y) + w(X, Hw(Y,£) =0
which means that the flow of £ preserves the symplectic form. O

Theorem 7.9. Let (M,w,V) be a connected and simply-connected Fedosov manifold en-
dowed with a homogeneous structure S of linear type. Let & the vector field associated to
S. Then:

e the manifold is foliated by the leaves defined by the Hamiltonian H of the Hamilton
equation igw = dH ,

e the connection V restricts to the leaves and in particular, the leaves are totally
geodesic submanifolds,

e the leaves are flat manifolds.
Furthermore, if in addition V =V — 5 is complete, M is Fedosov homogeneous.

Proof. As M is simply-connected, the invariance of w with respect to £ gives the existence
of a function H : M — R solving the Hamilton equation i¢w = dH. For any X € D,
we have dH(X) = w(&, X) = 0, so that H is constant along the leaves of D. For XY
vector fields tangent to the distribution, w(VxY,¢) = X(w(£,Y)) + w(VxE Y) =0, and
the connection restricts to the leaves. Finally, the curvature of V vanishes along the leaves

from (20]). O

The local version of this last result is straightforward.

Theorem 7.10. Let (M,w, V) be a Fedosov manifold endowed with a homogeneous struc-
ture S of linear type. Let £ the vector field associated to S. Then:
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o the manifold is foliated by the leaves locally defined by the Hamiltonian H of the
Hamilton equation igw = dH ,

e the connection V restricts to the leaves and in particular, the leaves are totally
geodesic submanifolds,

o the leaves are flat manifolds.
Furthermore, M 1is locally Fedosov homogeneous.

We finish with two examples of Fedosov homogeneous structures of linear type.

Example 7.11. Let M = {(z,y) € R? : 2 > 0} be the half-plane endowed with a Fedosov
structure defined by the symplectic form w = 3%dx A dy and the connection V given by
the following non-vanishing Christoffel symbols

4
I, =—— %, = — I =——.
11 31_7 12 31_7 21

We consider the vector field

and the tensor field
S)(Y = wa§ — wng.

One can check that . .
Vw=0, T=0 VR=0, VS=0,

where R is the curvature of V and V = V — S, that is, S is a homogeneous structure
of linear type as in Theorem [7.10. The manifold M is foliated by the leaves ({x = cte})
defined by the Hamiltonian H(x,y) = %1 log(x), the connection V restricts to the leaves,
and they are totally geodesic and flat. Furthermore, since the vector fields x0/0x and
§ = x0/0y are complete geodesic vector fields of V, this connection is complete and M is
homogeneous Fedosov manifold as in Theorem [7.9. With respect to the group acting tran-
sitively on M, it turns our that R = 0. The Nomizu construction () gives M = G, with
G = Aff(1)g the connected component of the identity of the group of affine transformation
of R.

1If, instead, we consider
2

r,=-=

11 ,I,

as the only non-vanishing Christoffel symbol, and (for the sake of convenience with the
computations) w = x—lgdx A dy, we again get that (M,w,V) is a homogeneous Fedosov

manifold of linear type as in Theorem [7.9 with §& = x0/0y. In this case, one can check
that

ann = _255 ang = 0’
with n = x0/0x+yd/0y. The algebra g = span{{,n, R&n} built from the Nomizu construc-
tion is the Lie algebra of the three dimensional Lie group acting on M such that M = G/H

with H ~ R. One checks that, following the convention of [5, p. 2194], the Lie algebra g
of G is the Lie algebra of type Bianchi VI, with real parameter h = 2.
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