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Abstract

Osserman manifolds are a generalization of locally two-point homogeneous spaces. We introduce k-root
manifolds in which the reduced Jacobi operator has exactly k eigenvalues. We investigate one-root and
two-root manifolds as another generalization of locally two-point homogeneous spaces. We prove that there
is no two-root Riemannian manifold of odd dimension. In twice an odd dimension, we describe all two-root
Riemannian algebraic curvature tensors and give additional conditions for two-root Riemannian manifolds.
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1. Introduction

The main feature of the most beautiful and most important Riemannian manifolds is that they are
highly symmetric (they have large groups of isometries). A connected Riemannian manifold is called a
(Riemannian) symmetric space if it has the property that the geodesic symmetry at any point (it fixes the
point and reverses geodesics through that point) extends to an isometry of the whole space onto itself.

Symmetric spaces can be observed from plenty different points of view. For example, they can be locally
viewed as Riemannian manifolds for which the curvature tensor is invariant under all parallel translations.
The algebraic description allowed Elie Cartan to develop the theory of symmetric spaces merged with the
theory of semisimple Lie groups which led to a complete classification in 1926 |7, I§].

One refined invariant of a symmetric space is the rank, which is the maximal dimension of a totally
geodesic flat submanifold. The rank is always at least one, with equality when the maximal flat submanifolds
are geodesics, in which case the sectional curvature is positive (compact type) or negative (noncompact type).
Among the Riemannian symmetric spaces, those of rank one are of special importance.

On the other hand, we can consider the cosmological principle which says that the spatial distribution of
matter in the universe is homogeneous and isotropic at a sufficiently large scale. A homogeneous Riemannian
manifold looks geometrically the same when viewed from any point, while an isotropic one has the geometry
that does not depend on directions. A connected Riemannian manifold is called two-point homogeneous if
its isometry group is transitive on equidistant pairs of points. However, a connected Riemannian manifold
is isotropic if and only if it is two-point homogeneous, see Wolf [29, Lemma 8.12.1].

We have a complete classification of these spaces, the compact ones were classified by Wang in 1952 [2§],
while the noncompact ones by Tits in 1955 |27]. As a consequence of the classification, it is known that
any locally two-point homogeneous Riemannian manifold is either flat or locally isometric to a rank one
symmetric space, see Helgason |14, p.535].

A two-point homogeneous connected Riemannian manifold is isometric to one of the following: a Fu-
clidean space; a sphere; a real, complex or quaternionic, projective or hyperbolic space; or the Cayley pro-
jective or hyperbolic plane. More precisely, the classification of these spaces includes: R", S, RP" CP",
HP", OP2, RH", CH"”, HH", and OH2. However, note that there are isomorphisms in low dimensions:
RP! =~ S!, CP! ~ S?, HP! =~ S*, OP! =~ S®, CH! ~ RH?, HH'! =~ RH*, OH! ~ RHS.
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Local isometries of a locally two-point homogeneous spaces act transitively on the sphere bundle of unit
tangent vectors, and therefore fix the characteristic polynomial of the Jacobi operator there. In this way we
get a generalization of locally two-point homogeneous Riemannian manifolds, called the (globally) Osserman
manifolds, in which the characteristic polynomial (or equivalently, the eigenvalues and their multiplicities)
of a Jacobi operator Jx is independent of X from the unit tangent bundle.

The lack of other examples led Osserman [23] to conjecture that the converse might also be true. The
question of whether the converse is true (every Osserman manifold is locally two-point homogeneous) is
known as the Osserman conjecture. The first results on the Osserman conjecture were given by Chi [9], who
established the affirmative answer for manifolds of dimension not divisible by four. The largest progress
in solving the conjecture was made by Nikolayevsky |17, 18, 119, 120], who proved it in all cases, except the
manifolds of dimension 16 whose reduced Jacobi operator has an eigenvalue of multiplicity 7 or 8. For recent
results regarding the Osserman conjecture one can consult [4].

A common way is to consider possible Osserman algebraic curvature tensors that may be realized at a
point of a Riemannian manifold. This algebraic approach brings us a stronger version of the conjecture where
instead of globally Osserman manifold we have a pointwise Osserman manifold in which the characteristic
polynomial of Jacobi operator is independent on the unit sphere, but can vary from point to point.

Nikolayevsky followed the approach suggested in [13] and showed that the pointwise Osserman condition
implies the existence of a Clifford structure, except in dimension 16, the only dimension in which there can
be Osserman curvature tensors that do not admit a Clifford structure, as is the case with OP? and OH?2. In
fact, there is no much difference between globally and pointwise Osserman manifolds. Apart from dimension
16, where counterexamples of the conjecture could possibly arise, the only exceptions are dimensions 2 and
4. In dimension 2, any Riemannian manifold is pointwise Osserman, while globally Osserman are only
those with a constant Gauss curvature. In dimension 4, the conjecture for globally Osserman manifolds is
proved by Chi [9], but there exist pointwise Osserman manifolds that are not even locally symmetric, see
[13, Corollary 2.7] and [24].

It is worth mentioning the concept of Jacobi-dual Riemannian manifolds that satisfy the so-called Raki¢
duality principle |25], in which Y is an eigenvector of Jx if and only if X is an eigenvector of Jy. It is
known that a Riemannian manifold is pointwise Osserman if and only if it is Jacobi-dual |21, 122].

In this work we consider another generalization. We say that a Riemannian manifold is k-root if the
reduced Jacobi operator Jx has exactly k eigenvalues for any nonzero tangent vector X. It is easy to check
that two-point homogeneous spaces are one-root or two-root, so they will be the subject of our study.

It is worth noting that the Osserman conjecture for two-root Osserman manifolds was studied in [10],
[13], and [11, pp.34-35]. In fact, the conjecture for two-root Osserman manifolds depends on the statement
announced by Nikolayevsky [20, Theorem 1.2}, that a two-root Osserman manifold of dimension 16, with
multiplicities 7 and 8 is locally isometric to QP2 or OH2. Let us also remark that a connected pointwise
two-root Osserman manifold of dimension at least 5 is globally Osserman (see Theorem [2]).

It is well known that a connected one-root Riemannian manifold is a space of constant sectional curvature
(Theorem[I]). We prove that in odd dimension there is no two-root Riemannian manifold (Theorem[3]). In this
article we describe all two-root Riemannian algebraic curvature tensors in twice an odd dimension (Theorem
M), and give additional conditions for two-root Riemannian manifolds (Theorem [l).

2. Preliminaries

Let (M,g) be a connected Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3. Its Levi-Civita connection V
determines the curvature operator R € T3(M) by R(X,Y) = [Vx,Vy] — V[xy], and the associated
curvature tensor R = R’ € T)(M) with R(X,Y,Z, W) = g(R(X,Y)Z,W) for X,Y,Z, W € X(M). The
underlying geometry of the manifold is related to self-adjoint linear operators Jx: X(M) — X(M) called
the Jacobi operators that are given by Jx (V) = R(Y, X)X for any vector field X € X(M).

It is often convenient to study certain geometric problems in a purely algebraic setting. Reducing the
manifold to an arbitrary point p € M allows us to deal with an algebraic curvature tensor R, on the scalar
product space (T,M, gp).



To simplify things, we keep the notation in the following way. Let R be an algebraic curvature tensor
on a (positive definite) scalar product space (V,g) of dimension n, that is, R € T{(V) satisfies the usual Z
symmetries as well as the first Bianchi identity. Let (E1,..., E,) be an arbitrary orthonormal basis in (V, g)
and let ex = g(X, X) = || X||? be the squared norm of X € V. Raising the index we have R = Rf € TL(V),
so R(X,Y)Z = X" | R(X,Y,Z,E;)E;. As before, the Jacoby operator is a self-adjoint linear operator
JIx:V —Vgiven by Jx(V) = R(Y, X)X.

Since g(Jx(Y),X) = 0 and Jx(X) = 0, the Jacobi operator Jx for any nonzero X € V is completely
determined by its restriction j x: X+ — X called the reduced Jacobi operator. We are interested in k-root
curvature tensors in which Jx has exactly k distinct eigenvalues for any nonzero X € V. We say that a
Riemannian manifold is k-root if its curvature tensor at each point is k-root.

The simplest case k = 1 is associated with one-root manifolds. If Jx has a single eigenvalue exux for
X # 0, then follows X+ = Ker(Jx — expx Idx1). For mutually orthogonal nonzero X,Y € V we have
Ix(Y) =exuxY and Jy (X) = eyuy X, so because of g(Ix(Y),Y) = g(Jy (X), X) we obtain a constant
sectional curvature ux = py = x(X,Y’). The final touch of the Schur lemma implies the following theorem.

Theorem 1. A connected one-root Riemannian manifold of dimensionn = 3 is a space of constant sectional
curvature.

Consider the Jacobi operator Jx for a nonzero vector X = > | ;E;. The entries of its (symmetric real)
matrix related to some orthonormal basis (E1, ..., E,) are homogeneous polynomial functions of degree two
in coefficients x4, ..., z,,

n
(Ix)ab = 9(TIx (Ep), Eq) = Z Ryijaxix;.
=1
According to the perturbation theory (see Kato [15, Chapter 2]), the spectrum of Jx (unordered n-tuple
consisting of the repeated eigenvalues) depends continuously on X (x1, ..., z,). However, the k-root condition
implies no crossing of eigenvalues, and consequently the multiplicities of eigenvalues do not change as X
varies. This allows us to label the eigenvalues so that they individually are continuous functions. Moreover,
since the number of distinct eigenvalues of Jx is fixed, the eigenvalues of Jx depends analytically on the
coordinates of X # 0.

3. Two-root curvature tensors

Let R be an algebraic curvature tensor derived at a point of two-root Riemannian manifold. Then, the
reduced Jacobi operator Jx for a nonzero X € V has exactly two eigenvalues € x ux and € xvx with constant
multiplicities, that is, the characteristic polynomial of Jacobi operator is

det()\Id —jx) = )\()\ — EX/J,)():D()\ — EXV)()q

for fixed integers p > ¢ > 1 withp+¢g=n—1.

Two-point homogeneous Riemannian manifolds as our model spaces are Osserman and have constant
both p and v. It is well known that an Osserman algebraic curvature tensor R is k-stein for every k € N (see
[12, Section 1.7]), which means that there are constants Cy such that tr((Jx)*) = (ex)*Cj holds for any
vector X. Thus, a geometric realization of a pointwise Osserman two-root manifold has smooth functions
Cy € (M) with Cy, = pu* + qv*. However, we know that VC; = 0 for n # 2 and VCy = 0 for n ¢ {2,4},
which can be seen in [6, pp.164-165], [13, Theorem 2.4], [12, Section 1.13, pp.75-78|, and |11, pp.10-15].
Therefore C; and Cs are global constants, which allows us to conclude that all C are global constants, and
hence we have the following theorem from [3] (see also [11, pp.10-16]).

Theorem 2. A connected pointwise two-root Osserman manifold of dimension n =5 is globally Osserman.



Let us focus on the unit sphere S = {X € V : ex = 1} < V. Consider TIx — ux Idx1 as a smooth
tangent bundle homomorphism over & with the identification TxS =~ X L. Since it has a constant rank
q, Ker(Jx — px Idx1) is a smooth subbundle of T'S (see Lee |16, Theorem 10.34]), that is, a smooth p-

~

dimensional distribution on S. Similarly, Ker(Jx — vx Idx1) is a smooth g-dimensional distribution on
S.

It is well known (see Steenrod [26, Theorem 27.16] and Adams [1] for details) that S for p(n) < k <
n—1— p(n) does not admit a continuous k-dimensional distribution, where p is the Hurwitz—Radon number
given by

p((2a+1)-2%F¢) =8b+2° for 0<c<3,

which leaves us with
q < p(n). (1)
The inequality () significantly reduces the possibilities for the multiplicities p and ¢. For example, it

immediately removes an odd n because of p(n) = 1, which means that n must be even and proves the
following theorem.

Theorem 3. There is no two-root Riemannian manifold of odd dimension.

Without loss of generality we can suppose ux < vx, since otherwise we consider —R as a new algebraic
curvature tensor. For any nonzero X € V we define the eigenspaces,

M(X) = Ker(Jx —expuxIdxs), N(X)=Ker(Jx —exvx IdyL),
where dim M(X) = p and dim V' (X) = ¢, which allows an orthogonal decomposition
Xt =MX)aoN(X).

For nonzero X,Y € V that satisfy Y € M(X), we can decompose X = M + N such that M € M(Y) and
N e N(Y). Because of

9(Ix(Y),Y) = glexpxY,Y) = exeyux,
9(Iy(X),X) =gleypuyM + eyvy N,M + N) = eyenply + Eyenvy,

we have expux = eyppy + (Ex — em)vy, and consequently

Vy — pix
EM = €X77 5 (2)
vy — py

which gives
0< u < 1,
Vy — Wy

and hence puy < px < vy. In a similar fashion, Y € N(X) implies

and therefore uy < vx < vy. Hence
0#Y e MX) = puy
0£YeNX) = puy

The restrictions uls: S — R and v|s: & — R are continuous functions on a compact, so their ranges are
closed intervals. Because of Jix/erx = Jx/ex we obtain p(tX) = u(X) for all X # 0 and ¢ € R. Hence, for
a nonzero X € V we reach pix € [fmin, fmax] a0d Vx € [Vmin, Vmax], Which allows us to define

U= 1 (i) U {0}, W = L (tnax) U {0}

3)



If0#Y € M(X) holds for 0 # X € U, then @) gives Y € U, while (2) implies eps = ex, that is,
X = M e M(Y). Similarly it can be done for Y € N(X) and X € W. In this way we get some kind of the
Raki¢ duality principle when the eigenvalues are extremal,

0AYeMX)A0#Xeld <= 0#XeMY)A0#Yel,

4
0£YeENX)AO0##XeEW <« 0£#XeNY)A0#Y eW. @

If we have both Jx(Y) = exAY and Jy(X) = ey AX for nonzero mutually orthogonal X,Y € V and
A € R, then for all «, 8 € R, the straightforward calculations (see [2, Lemma 1]) gives

Jax+py (eyBX —exaY) = R(ey BX —exaY,aX + BY)(aX + BY)
= (exa® + ey BA)R(X,Y)(aX + BY) (5)
= cax+py (BIy (X) —aJx(Y)) = cax+pyAey X —exaY).

According to @), Y € M(X) with X € U implies X € M(Y) with Y e U, so (@) yields ey X —exaY €
M(aX + BY) with aX + Y € U. Hence, 0 # U € U implies Span{U} & M(U) € U, or consequently
Ut € N(U), as well as its analogue for W,

0£Ueld = Span{U}oOM(U)cU,

6

0WeW = Span{W}oNW)cW. ©)

Since dim(Span{U} & M(U)) = p + 1, dim(Span{W} N (W)) = ¢+ 1, and dimV =p+ ¢+ 1 >
(p+1) + (¢ + 1), the Grassmann formula gives a non-trivial intersection,

0 # (Span{U} & M(U)) n (Span{W} ON(W)) S U n W. (7)

The formula () allows to take 0 # A € U N W, as an initial step, and exploit its nice properties p14 = fimin
and V4 = Vmax-

Due to Theorem [B] n must be even, so we consider the next simplest case of twice an odd dimension n.
In that case p(n) = 2, so the inequality () gives ¢ = 1, which means a simple root. In the following section
we consider what happens when one root is simple.

4. Simple root

Let us assume that one eigenvalue is simple, that is, ¢ = 1. If we suppose p > n/2 (which excludes only
n = 4), then according to the Grassmann formula any two M spaces have a non-trivial intersection. Thus,
for nonzero X,Y € U there exists 0 # S € M(X) n M(Y), so @) yields X, Y € M(S) with S € U, and
therefore by (@), Span{X,Y} < U, which proves that U is a subspace of V.

We want to show that p is constant, or equivalently & = V. Assuming the opposite, U # V, since U is a
subspace, applying (6) we have dimif = n — 1, and therefore

0#XeUd =— U=Spam{X}OMKX) A Ut=N(X). (8)

Let us start with 0 # A € U n W from ([@). For 0 # Z € N(A) = U+, by @) we have A € N(Z)
with Z € W, so M(A) = M(Z) = Span{A, Z}*+. For 0 # B € M(A) = M(Z) we have B € U, so by (&),
Z eUt = N(B). Then g(Jp(Z),Z) = g(Jz(B), B) gives vp = uz = c. However, if B and Z are units, then
by (&) holds Jz cost+Bsint(Bcost— Zsint) = ¢(B cost— Z sint), which implies 7i(t) = p(Z cost+ Bsint) = ¢
or 7(t) = v(Z cost + Bsint) = ¢, for any ¢t € R. The functions 7i,7: R — R are continuous with 7 < 7 and
7(0) = 7(7/2) = ¢,s0 R = i (c) T !(c) is a disjoint union of non-empty closed sets, which is not possible.

The previous result proves that px = p must be constant for ¢ = 1, unless n = 4. This allows us to
introduce a new algebraic curvature tensor R’ = R— uR', where R! € (V) is a tensor of constant sectional
curvature one given by

Rl(Xv Y, ZvW) = g(Y, Z)g(X,W) - g(X, Z)g(Y, W)



This trick shifts the eigenvalues, and the characteristic polynomial of the new Jacobi operator becomes
det(A\Id —J%) = X" LA —ex(vx — u)).

In order not to complicate things too much, we shall keep the previous notation and assume that Jx
has a simple eigenvalue exvx > 0, while other eigenvalues are all zero. This essentially means that the
original reduced Jacobi operator Jx has a simple eigenvalue ex (vx + ), while the other root is exp with
multiplicity n — 2.

Let us choose an arbitrary orthonormal basis (F1, ..., E,) in V. Then for any nonzero X = Z?:l v, FE; eV,
the Jacobi operator Jx is of rank one such that its matrix entries J;;(X) are quadratic forms in n variables
Z1,...,Tn. Any submatrix of order two in a rank one symmetric matrix is singular which gives

Jii(X)J55(X) = Ji (X)? )

forall 1 <i,j <n.

If we fix some monomial order (for example, the lexicographical order) then there is a unique monic (the
coefficient of the largest monomial is 1) G(X) which is the greatest common divisor of all 7;;(X). Permuting
the basis we can set

Ji(X) = 0:G(X)Qi(X) Pi(X)?,

where P;(X) and Q;(X) are some nonzero polynomials for 1 < i < m, with additional J;;(X) = 0 for
m < i < n, while 0; € {—1,1}. However, such decomposition is unique up to sign of P;(X) if we set that
Q;(X) is monic square-free. Then

0i0;G(X)?Qi(X)Q;(X)P(X)*Pi(X)? = Ji;(X)?

implies Q;(X) = Q;(X) = Q(X) =1 and 0; = 0; = 0 for 1 < i < m, and therefore we have J;;(X) =
0i;G(X)P;(X)P;(X), where 0;; € {—1,1}. Additionally, by (@), J;;(X) = 0 holds whenever m < i < n or
m < j < n, which can be treated as P;(X) = 0 for m < i < n and extend the indices to m = n.

Another submatrix of order two gives J1;(X)J:;(X) = J1;(X) T (X), so 01,045 = 01,;04. Because of
oii = 0; = 0 we have 0;; = 001,01, and therefore 7;;(X) = 0G(X )01, P;(X)o1;P;(X). Since the polynomi-
als P;(X) are unique up to sign, we can use o1; P;(X) instead of P;(X) to obtain J;;(X) = 0 G(X)P;(X)P;(X)
forall 1 <i<n.

Moreover, comparing the degrees in a polynomial J;;(X) we conclude that all P, have the same degree,
zero or one. The degree zero yields constant polynomials P;, so Jx = G(X)M, for some constant matrix
M. In that case, if Jx (V) = exvxY, then Jx(Z) = 0 for all Z € Y, which gives M Z = 0. However, then
Jy(Z) = G(Y)MZ = 0, which gives the contradiction Jy = 0. Therefore, all P; have degree one, while
G(X) has degree zero and consequently G(X) = 1.

Summarizing the previous results, the equation

Jij(X) = o Pi(X)P;(X)

holds for all 1 < 7,j < n, where P; are linear homogeneous polynomials. If we set

then it follows . . .

Ix(P(X)) = > Pi(X) Z Jji(X)E; = 0 Y Pi(X)*(P(X)).

i=1 i=1

Thus, P(X) is an eigenvector of Jx associated to the simple eigenvalue

OEp(x) = 02 P(X)* =tr Jx = exvy,
i=1



but since we set vx > 0, it must be ¢ = 1. In this way we construct a linear map P: VYV — V such that
N(X) = Span{P(X)} and
fP(X)
vy = ——=
ex

with vp(x) = vx (because of () for any nonzero X € V.
Let us start with 0 # A € W, when P(A) € N(A), because of ), implies A € N (P(A)) with P(A) e W.
Hence, by (B,

Jaa+ppa)(epa)BA —caaP(A)) = eaa+8P(A)Vmax(Ep(a)BA — aaP(A)),

which gives v(aA + fP(A)) = Vmax and P(aA + BP(A)) cep(a)BA — caaP(A). Using the linearity of P
and the fact that P(A) L Span{A, P%2(A)}, we get the coefficient of proportionality equal to —1/c4, and
consequently P?(A) = —v4 A with Span{A, P(4)} = W.

We can continue in a similar manner, using A; = A and v; = Vnax as the induction basis. Let us suppose
that we already have mutually orthogonal nonzero vectors Ay, P(A;),..., Ag, P(Ax) such that

Span{A;, P(A;)} S v (v;) and P?*(A;) = —1;A; (10)
hold for all 1 < i < k with 0 < v < --- < vq1. We define
Vpt1 = max{rx : X e Sn M(Ay) - n M(Ak)} < vy

and take arbitrarily 0 # A1 € v~ (vg11). It is fruitful to notice that, since u is constant, the duality (@)
always provides Y € M(X) <= X € M(Y). As a consequence of this, Ay41 € M(A4;) = M(P(4;)) =
Span{A;, P(A;)}* implies A;, P(A;) € M(Agt1) L N(Aks1), so P(Axi1) € Span{A;, P(4;)}t = M(4,;).
Thus vp(a,,,) < Vk+1, 50 by @) we have vp(a,, ) = Vkt1, while (B)) yields Span{Agy1, P(Ag41)} S v (Vks1)
and P2(Ak+1) = 7Vk+1Ak+1.

This procedure uses constants 0 < v, /5 < --- < vy with the properties (I0) to exhaust the space

n/2
V = D Span{A;, P(A;)}. (11)
i=1
Having that on mind, it is easy to see that P is skew-adjoint. Namely, if we set X = Z:’fl (2 Ay +T P(Ay))
and Y = Y72 (y; A; + 7;P(A;)), then

n/2 n/2

g(P(X),Y) = 3 g(@iP(Ai) = Taidi, yi Ai + T P(A) = Y viea, (237; — Tayi) = —g(P(Y), X).
-1 i=1

The key idea is that any skew-adjoint endomorphism P on V generates an algebraic curvature tensor
P - 70
R" e TY(V) by

(X,Y, Z, W) - g(PX,Z)g(PY,W) — g(PY,Z)g(PX,W) + 29(PX,Y)g(PZ, W),

for all X,Y,Z, W €V, which can be easily checked. Let us remark that these constructions are common for
a complex structure P on (V, g) that preserves the scalar product, but for our construction the additional
condition P? = —1Id is not necessary (see |[12] and [5]). The corresponding curvature operator has

RP(X,Y)Z = g(PX,Z)PY — g(PY,Z)PX + 29(PX,Y)PZ,
and consequently the Jacobi operator satisfies

JEY) =RP(Y,X)X = 3g(PY,X)PX = —3¢(Y, PX)PX,



that is,
JP _ —3exvxId on Span{P(X)}
X0 on Span{P(X)}*+"
Therefore, taking into account the shifting of eigenvalues for ¢xu, and the possible choice of vy < ux
from the beginning of discussion, the algebraic curvature tensor must be of form

R=+ (—%RP - uRl) : (12)

This result is better expressed in an orthonormal basis (Fy, F1,.. -y Epnj2, Fyy2) obtained from (I by
rescaling E; = A;/\/ea, and F; = P(A;)/,/Ep(a,)- Conversely, for any orthonormal basis (E1, F1,. .., E, 2, Fy,/2)
in V, constants 0 < v,/ < -+ < v1 define a skew-adjoint endomorphism P on V by

for all 1 <i < n/2.

Theorem 4. Any two-root algebraic curvature tensor of dimension n > 4 with a simple root is of the
form [@2), for u € R and some skew-adjoint endomorphism P defined by ([I3) using positive constants
Vi, ey Upj2 € R

5. Geometric realization

Theorem [ and the formula (I2) characterize all possible two-root algebraic curvature tensors of twice
an odd dimension. The second step is then based on the use of the second Bianchi identity with an idea
to decide which of these algebraic curvature tensors may be realized as curvature tensors of a Riemannian
manifold.

We shall study the Riemannian manifold M locally in a neighbourhood U = M of some point. There we
can set a local orthonormal frame and smoothly extend the elements of our construction. The smoothness of
the curvature tensor R € TY(U) gives the smoothness of € F(U), while v is smooth on the tangent bundle
TU minus the zero section. Then, the way we constructed P brings the smoothness of P;(X) € §(U), which
yields a skew-adjoint operator P € T}(U). Finally, v € F(TU\(M x {0})) implies v1, ... 1,/ € F({U), and we
can extend our orthonormal bases from the construction to a local orthonormal frame (F1, F, ..., E, /25 Fnj2)
in X(U) that fits the formula ([I3)). It is convenient to use this frame in the following proof.

Such extensions allow us to apply covariant derivatives to our tensors. It is important to notice that
Vv P e T1(U) is also skew-adjoint, since PX 1 X implies

which after the polarization gives
9(VvP)X,Y) = —g((Vv P)Y, X),

for all X,Y,V e X(U).
Since VR! = 0, the covariant derivative along a vector field V € X(U) of our curvature tensor R from
the formula ([I2]) can be expressed by

1
VvR = J?EVVRP + (Vyu)R.

For all X, Y, Z, W,V € X(U) we can calculate

(VyRP)(X,Y,Z, W)
= g(9(PX,Z)(VvP)Y — g(PY, Z)(VyP)X +29(PX,Y)(VvP)Z,W) (14)
+9(9((VvP)X,Z)PY — g(VvP)Y,Z)PX +29(VvP)X,Y)PZ,W),



and
(VvRP)(X,Y,Y, X) + (VxR")(Y,V,Y,X) + (VyR")(V, X, Y, X)

= 39(PX,Y)(29((VvP)Y,X) - g((VxP)Y,V) + g((Vy P)X,V))
—39(9((VxP)X,Y)PY + g((Vy P)Y,X)PX,V).
Thus, applying the second Bianchi identity yields
0 =(VyR)(X,Y,Y,X)+ (VxR)(Y,V,Y,X) + (VyR)(V, X,Y, X)

F9(PX,Y)(29((VvP)Y, X) = g(Vx P)Y,V) + g((Vy P)X,V))
+9(g((VxP)X,Y)PY + g((VyP)Y,X)PX,V) (15)

(Vv

(Vy

wexey = g(X,Y)?) £ (Vxp)(9(X,Y)g(Y.V) — eyg(X,V))
m(g(X,Y)g(X,V) —exg(Y,V)).

H+ H

Assuming Y 1 PX in (I5]) we get

0= g(9((VxP)X,Y)PY + g((VyP)Y,X)PX,V)
+ (Vxu)g(g(X, Y)Y —ey X, V) + (Vypu)g(9(X, V)X —exY, V)
+ (Vvp)(exey — g(X,Y)?),

and therefore

(exey — g(X,Y)?)(Vp)* = —g((VxP)X,Y)PY — g((VyP)Y,X)PX
+ (X (pey =Y (u)g(X, V)X + (Y(p)ex — X(u)g(X,Y))Y.

Thus, for nowhere vanishing X, Y € X(U) such that Y € Span{X, PX }* we have (V)" € Span{X, PX,Y, PY}.
However, using our frame with ([I3) we get

(Vwie () Span{E;, F;, E; Fj} =0,

1<i<j<n/2
which gives Vo = 0. Therefore p must be constant, while the formula (I5]) yields

9(PX,Y)(2¢((VyP)Y,X) — g((VxP)Y,V) + g(VyP)X,V))

—9(9((VxP)X,Y)PY + g((VyP)Y,X)PX,V) = 0. (16)

Again, Y 1 PX gives g(VxP)X,Y)PY + g((Vy P)Y, X)PX = 0, while the additional Y L X provides
linear independence for PX and PY (since X and Y are linearly independent as orthogonal), and therefore
g((VxP)X,Y) = 0 for Y € Span{X, PX}*. However, we already know that g((VxP)X,X) = 0, which
implies (VyP)X o PX.

Let us define the map Ax: U — R for any X € %( ) by Ax = g((VxP)X,PX)/g(PX,PX) on
(epx) '(Ry) = (ex) Y (Ry) € U and Ax = 0 on (ex) '({0}), where the previously proven proportion-
ality yields

(VxP)X = AxPX. (17)

It is easy to check that Ayx = fAx holds for f € F(U). On the other hand, from ([I7) for any X,Y € X(U)
we have

(VxP)YY + (VyP)X = (Ax+y — Ax)PX + (Ax+vy — A\v)PY,
which after taking the inner product by X gives

(Axsy = AV)g(PY, X) = g(Vx P)Y, X) = —g((VxP)X,Y) = —Axg(PX,Y),



and therefore (Ax1y — Ay — Ax)g(PX,Y) = 0. Hence, the additivity
AX+y = Ax + Ay

holds whenever ¢g(Y, PX) is nowhere zero. For any p € U, the condition ¥, 1 PX, can be excluded by
continuity of A(p): T,U — R given by A(p)(X,) = Ax(p). Thus, the additivity holds for all X,Y e X(U),
which means that A is §(U)-linear. Consequently, since A\g € F(U) for a unit E € X(U), we have Ax € §F(U)
for any X € X(U), and finally A € TV(U) = X*(U).

With this in mind, the equation (I€) becomes

9(PX.Y)(20((Vy P)Y, X) = (VX P)Y = (Vy P)X + AxPY = Ay PX,V)) = 0.

Hence,

29((VvP)Y,X) = g((VxP)Y — (VyP)X + AxPY — Ay PX,V) (18)
holds in the case that g(PX,Y) is nowhere zero. However, since the right hand side is linear in Y and
there is a frame consisting of vector fields that are not orthogonal to PX, the equation ([I8) holds for all
X,Y, Ve X(U). Applying ([I8) twice, we have

49((VyP)Y, X) = g((VVP)Y — (VyP)V + Ay PY — Ay PV, X)

+ 29( —(VyP)X + Ax PY — Ay PX, V),

and therefore 2\x g(PY,V) = g(3(Vy P)Y — (VyP)V — Ay PY — Ay PV, X)), which gives
29(PY, X)) = 3(VxP)Y — (VyP)X — AxPY — Ay PX.

On the other hand, from the definition of A € X*(U) we have (VxP)Y + (VyP)X = Ay PX + AxPY,
and therefore we obtain g(X, PY)M = (VxP)Y — (Vy P)X, which can be written as

2(VxP)Y = g(X,PY)XN + \y PX + \x PY. (19)

Now that we know VP, it remains to calculate V2P and use the Ricci identity for the tensor field
P e T}(U). From ([I3) we have
2(VxVyP)Z =2V x((VyP)Z) - 2(Vy P)(Vx Z)
=Vx(g(Y,PZ)N + A\zPY + \yPZ) — (g(Y, P(Vx Z)N + Ay zPY + \yP(VxZ))
=(9(VxY,PZ) + g(Y,VxPZ))N + g(Y, PZ)Vx \*
+ (g(Vx N, Z) + g\, Vx Z))PY + A\zVxPY
+ (g(Vx X, Y) + g\, VxY)PZ + \yVxPZ
—g(Y,P(VxZ))N — Ay zPY — A&y P(Vx Z)
=(g(VxY,PZ) + g(Y,(VxP)Z)N + g(Vx M, Z)PY + (g(Vx ', Y) + g\, VxY))PZ
+g(Y,PZ)Vx A + A\zVxPY + \y(VxP)Z,
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and therefore
2(ViyP - V3 xP)Z =2(VxVyP —VyVxP —Vy,v_v,xP)Z
=(g(VxY,PZ) + g(Y,(VxP)Z)N + g(Vx I, Z)PY + (¢(Vx I, Y) + g(\*, VxY))PZ
+g(Y,PZ)Vx ) + A\zVxPY + \y(VxP)Z
— (9(VyX,PZ) + g(X,(VyP)2))N — g(Vy X, Z)PX — (g(Vy M, X) + g(\, Vy X)) PZ
—g(X,PZ)VyN — \z;VyPX — A\x(VyP)Z
—g(VxY —VyX,PZ)N\ — Az P(VxY —VyX) — Avyv_vyxPZ,
=(g(Y,(VxP)Z) — g(X, (Vy P)Z2))N — g(Vy N, Z)PX + g(Vx N, Z)PY
+ (g(Vx A, Y) — g(Vy M, X)) PZ + g(Y,PZ)Vx )\ — g(X, PZ)Vy N
+2z(VxP)Y = z(VyP)X + \v(VxP)Z — Ax(VyP)Z.
Applying ([I9)) again we obtain
2(VxyP—Vy.xP)Z
=Azg(Y,PX)\ — g(Vy M, Z)PX + g(Vx )\, Z)PY
+ (g(Vx A, Y) — g(Vy M, X)) PZ + g(Y,PZ)Vx )\ — g(X, PZ)Vy N

1 1 1
+ Azg9(X, PY)N + 5 (v g(X, PZ) = Axg(Y, PZ)N + SWAZPX = SAxAZPY

1 1 1
=5 (v g(X, PZ) = Axg(Y, PZ)N + (GArAz - g(Vy X, Z)PX — (5AxAz = g(Vx )\, 2))PY
+(g(VxALY) = g(Vy M, X)) PZ + g(Y, PZ)Vx A — g(X, PZ)Vy A

To simplify the notation we introduce the operator Q € T1(U) defined by QX = %)\X/\ji — Vx A\ so the
previous equation becomes

2(ViyP — Vi xP)Z =9(X,PZ)QY — g(Y, PZ)QX
+9(Z,QY)PX — g(Z,QX)PY + (9(QY, X) — g(QX,Y))PZ.
On the other hand, for the curvature operator R from (I2)) we have 3R = —RF + 3yR!, and therefore
+3(R(X,Y)PZ — P(R(X,Y)Z))
=-RP(X,Y)PZ + 3uR"(X,Y)PZ + P(R"(X,Y)Z) — 3uP(R*(X,Y)Z)
=—g(PX,PZ)PY + g(PY,PZ)PX —29(PX,Y)P%>Z + 3u(g(Y,PZ)X — g(X, PZ)Y)
+9(PX,Z)P?Y — g(PY,Z)P*X + 29(PX,Y)P*Z — 3u(g(Y, Z)PX — g(X, Z)PY)
=—g(PX,PZ)PY + g(PY,PZ)PX + 3ug(Y,PZ)X — 3ug(X, PZ)Y
+9(PX,Z)P*Y — g(PY, Z)P*X — 3ug(Y, Z)PX + 3ug(X, Z)PY.

(20)

We introduce the self-adjoint operator S € T1(U) defined by SX = 3uX + P2X, so the previous equation
becomes

+3(R(X,Y)PZ — P(R(X,Y)Z)) = g(PX,Z)SY — g(PY,Z)SX + g(SX, Z)PY — ¢g(SY, Z)PX.
The Ricci identity

(VxVy = VyVx = Vixy)P)Z = (Vi y P = Vi x P)Z = R(X,Y)PZ — P(R(X.Y)Z)
holds for all XY, Z € X(U), which using (20)) yields
9(X, PZ)QY — g(Y,PZ)QX + g(Z,QY)PX — g(Z,QX)PY + (9(QY, X) —g(QX,Y))PZ
=t §<g(PX, Z)SY — g(PY,Z)SX + g(SX,Z)PY — g(5Y, Z)PX)
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It is convenient to introduce another operator K = @ + %S € T1(U), that is
KX = %AXM — Vx A+ §(3ﬂx + P%X),
for X € X(U), so the previous equation becomes
9g(X,PZ)KY — g(Y,PZ)KX + g(Z,KY)PX — g(Z, KX)PY + (9(KY,X) — g(KX,Y))PZ = 0.
The special case Z =Y implies
9(X,PY)KY + g(Y,KY)PX + (9(KY,X) —29(KX,Y))PY =0, (21)

which holds for all X,Y € X(U). For an arbitrary nowhere vanishing ¥ € X(U) we can take a nowhere
vanishing X € Span{Y, PY}*. In this case X 1 PY gives g(Y, KY)PX + (9(KY, X) —29(KX,Y))PY =0,
but since X and Y are linearly independent as mutually orthogonal, PX and PY are linearly independent,
which implies g(Y, KY) = 0.

Hence, KY LY holds for any Y € X(U), which after the polarization gives g(KX,Y) + g(KY, X) = 0,
and proves that K is also skew-adjoint. With this in mind, the equation (2I]) becomes

9(X, PY)KY + 3g(KY, X)PY =0,

and holds for all X,Y € X(U). Substituting X = PY for a nowhere vanishing Y € X(U), we obtain K'Y« PY,
while taking the inner product by PY we get 4epy g(KY, PY) = 0, and therefore K = 0. Thus arises the
important formula

1
Vx A = EAX)\” + Z(3uX + P?X). (22)

[SVR )

For any X, Z € X(U), we use ([[3)) to calculate

Vxl(epz)=Vxg(PZ,PZ)=29(Vx(PZ),PZ) =29((VxP)Z + PNxZ,PZ)
=g(X,PZ2)\pz + g(PX,PZ)\z + g(PZ,PZ)\x —29(Vx Z, P%Z).

On the other hand, Vx(epz) = Vx(vzez) = vzVxez + €2V xvyz, which gives
vzVxez +ezVxvy = g(X,PZ)Apz — g(X,P*Z)\z + epzrx —29(VxZ, P?Z).

Consider the eigenspaces of P?, defined by P; = ker(P? + v;1d) = .-, Span{E;, Fi}. If we suppose that
Z € P; holds for some 1 < j < n/2, then —2¢9(VxZ,P?Z) = 2v,9(VxZ,Z) = v;Vxez, which implies

52VXVJ- = g(X, PZ)/\pZ + I/jg(X, Z))\Z + VjEZ/\)@

Hence, we obtain

o0 - B e
whenever Z € P;, and therefore
2 & 2
A= P d(lny;) = md(ln(yluz i Unja))- (24)

The equation (24]) shows that A cannot be any covector field, but at least one that is the differential of
a smooth function. Moreover, using ([22]) we have the necessary condition,

2
in-i—

3 (3uX + P?X),

1
Vx grad(In(viva - - vy2)) = 5/\)( grad(In(v1va - - - vp2))

that holds for any X € X(U).
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Theorem 5. A two-root Riemannian manifold of dimension n =2 (mod 4) locally has the curvature tensor
of the form ([@2)), for a constant u and some skew-adjoint linear operator P defined by ([I3) using positive
smooth functions vy,. ..,V 5. In addition, the equations (I9), 22), 23), and 24) hold.

The most natural case has A = 0, where the equation (I0) implies VP = 0, so ({[4) gives VRF = 0, and
consequently VR = 0, which means that M is locally symmetric. Moreover, the equation [22]) for A = 0
implies P? = —3p1d, which implies v = 3u, and consequently M is globally Osserman, where the reduced
Jacobi operator Jx has a simple eigenvalue 4¢ x 11, while the other eigenvalue (with multiplicity n—2) is four
times smaller. Thus, a connected two-root Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3 with n = 2 (mod 4)
that has A = 0 is globally Osserman, and hence is two-points homogeneous.

Let us remark, that if Vi; = 0 holds for some 1 < j < n/2, then A = 0, and the previous conclusion
holds. The question whether there are two-root Riemannian manifolds of twice an odd dimension that are
not Osserman remains open and requires a construction of concrete manifolds with A # 0. Let us remark
that the first attempt could be A\* = Ej for some 1 < k < n/2, where [23) yields d(Invy,) = 2\ = 2d(Inv;)
for any ¢ # k, and therefore there exist constants C; such that vy = C’iyf .
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