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PRODUCT MANIFOLDS AND THE CURVATURE OPERATOR
OF THE SECOND KIND

XIAOLONG LI

ABSTRACT. We investigate the curvature operator of the second kind on prod-
uct Riemannian manifolds and obtain some optimal rigidity results. For in-
stance, we prove that the universal cover of an n-dimensional non-flat complete
locally reducible Riemannian manifold with (n + %)—nonncgativc (respec-
tively, (n + %)—nonpositive) curvature operator of the second kind must be
isometric to S*~! x R (respectively, H*~! x R) up to scaling. We also prove
analogous optimal rigidity results for S™1 x S§™2 and H™! x H"2, ni,ng >
2, among product Riemannian manifolds, as well as for CP™1 x CP™2 and
CH™1 x CH™2, m1,m2 > 1, among product Kéhler manifolds. Our approach
is pointwise and algebraic.

1. INTRODUCTION

On a Riemannian manifold (M™, g), the curvature operator of the second kind
at p € M refers to the symmetric bilinear form R : SZ(T,M) x S3(T,M) — R
defined by

R(p,¥) = Rijuiputjk,
where SZ(T,M) is the space of traceless symmetric two-tensors on T, M. The ter-
minology is due to Nishikawa [Nis86]. Early works studying this notion of curvature
operator are [BK7§|, [OT79], [Nis86] and [Kas93].

In the past year, the notion of the curvature operator of the second kind has
received much attention. See the recent works [CGT21], [Li21l [Li22b| [i22d, [i22a],
[NPW22] and [NPWW?22]. In particular, the longstanding conjecture of Nishikawa
[Nis86G], which asserts that a closed Riemannian manifold with positive curvature
operator of the second kind is diffeomorphic to a spherical space form and a closed
Riemannian manifold with nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind is dif-
feomorphic to a Riemannian locally symmetric space, has been resolved in [CGT21],
and [NPW22], under weaker assumptions but with stronger conclusions.
More precisely, it is known now that

Theorem 1.1. Let (M™,g) be a closed Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3.

(1) If (M™, g) has three-positive curvature operator of the second kind, then M
is diffeomorphic to a spherical space form.
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(2) If (M™,g) has three-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind, then
M s either flat or diffeomorphic to a spherical space form.

The key observation in [CGT21] is that two-positive curvature operator of the
second kind implies strictly PIC1 (i.e. M xR has positive isotropic curvature). This
is sufficient to solve the positive case of Nishikawa’s conjecture, as one can appeal to
a result of Brendle [Bre08§] stating that the Ricci flow on a compact manifold starting
with a strictly PIC1 metric exists for all time and converge to a limit metric with
constant positive sectional curvature. Shortly after, the author showed that strictly
PIC1 is implied by three-positivity of the curvature operator of the second kind,
thus getting an improvement of the result in [CGT21]. To deal with the nonnegative
case, the author [Li21] reduces the problem to the locally irreducible case by proving
that a complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with n-nonnegative curvature
operator of the second kind is either flat or locally irreducible (see also Theorem
for an improvement of this result). Finally, Kdhler manifolds are ruled out
using [Li21, Theorem 1.9] (see also [Li22a] for an improvement) and irreducible
symmetric spaces are ruled out using [NPW22| Theorem A]. We refer the reader to
[ILi22¢| or [Li22a] for a detailed account on the notion of the curvature operator of
the second kind, as well as some recent developments.

The aim of this article is to study the curvature operator of the second kind
on product manifolds and obtain some optimal rigidity results. We first recall
the following definition. For a € [1, W], we say (M™,g) has a-positive
(respectively, a-nonnegative) curvature operator of the second kind for if for any

p € M and any orthonormal basis {¢;}, ;. -+ of S§(T,M), it holds that
S5 2
la) . )
(1.1) ZR(goi,cpi) + (o = ] )R(©[a]+15P|aj+1) > (respectively, >) 0.
i=1

Here and in the rest of this article, |z] denotes the floor function defined by
|z] == max{m € Z : m < z}.

When o = k is an integer, this reduces to the usual definition, which means the
sum of the smallest k eigenvalues of the matrix }O%(cpi, ;) is positive/nonnegative
for any orthonormal basis {¢;}; of S3(T,M). Similarly, (M",g) is said to have
a-negative (respectively, a-nonpositive) if the direction of the inequality (1) is
reversed.

The first main result of this article is the following rigidity result for S*~! x R
and H" ! x R. Here and in the rest of this article, S* and H", n > 2, denote the
k-dimensional sphere and hyperbolic space with constant sectional curvature 1 and
—1, respectively.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M™,g) be a nonflat complete locally reducible Riemannian
manifold of dimension n > 4.

(1) If M has (n+ "=2)-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind, then
the universal cover of M is, up to scaling, isometric to the S*! x R.

(2) If M has (n+ “=2)-nonpositive curvature operator of the second kind, then
the universal cover of M is, up to scaling, isometric to the H" ™! x R.
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Closely related is the following holonomy restriction theorem in the spirit of
INPWW22]|.

Theorem 1.3. Let (M™,g) be a (not necessarily complete) Riemannian manifold
of dimension n > 3. Suppose that (M, g) has a-nonnegative or a-nonpositive cur-
vature operator of the second kind for some o < n + "T_2 Then either M is flat or
the restricted holonomy of M is SO(n).

Theorems[[ 2 and [[Fimprove previous results obtained in [Li21] and [NPWW22].
The author [Li21l Theorem 1.8] proved that an n-dimensional complete Riemann-
ian manifold with n-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind is either flat
or locally reducible. This result plays a significant role in resolving the nonnegative
part of Nishikawa’s conjecture in [Li21], as it allows one to reduce the problem to
the locally irreducible setting. Moreover, a slight modification of the proof yields
the same conclusion under n-nonpositive curvature operator of the second kind.
The method used in [Li21] is pointwise and algebraic. In [NPWW22], it is shown
that if the curvature operator of the second kind of an n-dimensional Riemannian
manifold, not necessarily complete, is n-nonnegative or n-nonpositive, then either
the restricted holonomy of M is SO(n) or M is flat. This is a generalization of
the author’s result in [Li2I]. The approach of [NPWW22] is local and the key idea
is that unless the restricted holonomy is generic, there exists a parallel form, at
least locally on the manifold, but on the other hand, Bochner technique with the
curvature assumption implies that no such local parallel form exists unless the man-
ifold is flat. Theorem [[.3] can also be viewed as supporting evidence of the author’s
conjecture in [Li22d]: a closed n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with (n + 2=2)-
positive curvature operator of the second kind is diffeomorphic to a spherical space
form.

We would like to point out that the number n + ”772 in Theorems and
[[3lis optimal in all dimensions, in view of the fact that S* ! x R and H* ' x R
have (n + ”T*Q)—nonnegative and (n + ”T*Q)—nonpositive curvature operator of the
second kind, respectively, and they both have restricted holonomy SO(n — 1). In
dimension four, CP? and CH? have 4%—n0nnegative and 4%-n0np0sitive curvature
operator of the second kind, respectively, and they both have restricted holonomy
U(2).

As a generalization of Theorem [[I] the author proved in [Li22¢] that a closed
Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 4 with 4%-p0sitive curvature operator of
the second kind is homeomorphic to a spherical space form. This is obtained by
showing that 4%—positive curvature operator of the second kind implies positive
isotropic curvature and (n + "—f)—positive curvature operator of the second kind
implies positive Ricci curvature, and then making use of the work of Micallef and
Moore [MMS88]. A classification result of closed manifolds with 43-nonnegative
curvature operator of the second kind was also obtained in [Li22¢, Theorem 1.4].
Using Theorem [[Z2] together with [Li22al Theorem 1.2] and [NPW22 Theorem B|,
we get an improvement of [Li22¢, Theorem 1.4].

Theorem 1.4. Let (M™, g) be a closed non-flat Riemannian manifold of dimension
n > 4. Suppose that M has 4%—n0nnegative curvature operator of the second kind,
then one of the following statements holds:
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(1) M is homeomorphic (diffeomorphic if either n = 4 orn > 12) to a spherical
space form;

(2) n =4 and M is isometric to CP? with Fubini-Study metric up to scaling;

(3) n =4 and the universal cover of M is isometric to S* x R up to scaling.

Our second main result is about the rigidity of S™ x S™2 and H"* x H"™ among
product Riemannian manifolds.

Theorem 1.5. Let (M, g;) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n;, > 2 for
i=1,2, and let (M™*"2 g) = (M{" x M3?, g1 & g2). Set
nl(nz — 1) + ng(nl — 1)

1.2 A n, =1
( ) 1,M2 +ning + ny + no

Then

(1) If M has a-nonnegative or a-nonpositive curvature operator of the second
kind for some o < Ay, n,, then M is flat.

(2) If M has Ay, n,-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind, then
both My and Ms have constant sectional curvature ¢ > 0.

(3) If M has Ap, n,-nonpositive curvature operator of the second kind, then
both My and Ms have constant sectional curvature ¢ < 0.

If M is further assumed to be complete and nonflat, then the universal cover of M
is isometric to S™ x S™2 in part (2) and H™ x H"2 in part (3), up to scaling.

The author proved in [Li2Il Proposition 5.1] that an n-manifold with (k(n —
k) 4+ 1)-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind cannot split off a k-
dimensional factor with 1 < k < n/2, unless it is flat. The number k(n — k) + 1 is
only optimal for some special n and k. Combining Theorem and Theorem [[L5]
we get the following generalization, which is optimal for any n and 1 < k < n/2.

Theorem 1.6. An n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with a-nonnegative or a-
nonpositive curvature operator of the second kind for some

a<k(n—/€)+%—k)

cannot locally split off a k-dimensional factor with 1 < k < n/2, unless it is flat.

In another direction, the curvature operator of the second kind has been in-
vestigated for Kahler manifolds in [BK78], [Li21l [Li22bl [i22a] and [NPWW22].
For instance, it was shown in [Li22a] that m-dimensional Kahler manifolds with
3(m? — 1)-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind have constant non-

negative holomorphic sectional curvature, and a closed m-dimensional Kéhler man-
ifold with (%)—positive curvature operator of the second kind has positive
orthogonal bisectional curvature, thus being biholomorphic to CP™. Here we prove

the following rigidity result for CP™* x CP™? and CH™* x CH™? (all equipped with
their standard metrics).

Theorem 1.7. Let (M;™,g;) be a Kdhler manifold of complex dimension m; > 1
fori=1,2, and let (M™+™2 g) = (M{™ x M3, g1 & g2). Set

3 mim
(13) Bml,mg = 4m1m2 + 5 (m% + mg) + —

mq —|—m2
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Then

(1) If M has a-nonnegative or a-nonpositive curvature operator of the second
kind for some oo < By, .m,, then M is flat.

(2) If M has By, m,-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind, then
both M1 and Ms have constant holomorphic sectional curvature ¢ > 0.

(3) If M has B, m,-nonpositive curvature operator of the second kind, then
both M1 and Ms have constant holomorphic sectional curvature ¢ < 0.

If M is further assumed to be complete and nonflat, then the universal cover of M
is isometric to CP™ x CP™ in part (2) and CH™ x CH™? in part (3), up to
scaling.

Our investigation of the curvature operator of the second kind on product man-
ifolds is motivated not only by the above-mentioned optimal rigidity results, but
also by the fact that the spectrum of R are known only for a few examples: space

forms with constant sectional curvature, Kahler and quaternion-Kéhler space forms
(IBK7]]), S? xS? (J[CGT21]), S*~! xR ([Li21]), SP xS ([NPWW22]). In the present

o

paper, we determine the spectrum of R for a class of product manifold by proving
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.8. Let (M;,g;) be an n;-dimensional Finstein manifold with Ric(g;) =
pigi andn; > 1 fori=1,2. Denote by R; the curvature operator of the second kind
of M; fori=1,2, and R the curvature operator of the second kind of the product
mamnifold

(M™772, g) = (M x M3?, g1 & ga).
Then the eigenvalues of R are precisely those of }031 and }022, and 0 with multiplicity

ning, and —% with multiplicity one.

Theorem enables us to determine the spectrum of the curvature operator of
the second kind on (M, g1) X (Ma, g2), with (M;, g;) being either a space form with
constant sectional curvature or a Kéahler space form with constant holomorphic
sectional curvature for ¢ = 1,2. Examples are listed at the end of Section 2. More
generally, Theorem [[.§ can be applied repeatedly to calculate the spectrum of R for
product manifolds of the form (M, g1) X - - - X (My, gi), provided that each (M;, g;)
is Einstein and the eigenvalues of Rl on M; are known.

Let’s discuss the strategy of our proofs. The key idea to prove Theorems [[.2]
and [[7 is to use the corresponding borderline example, such as S*! x R,
S™ x S"2 or CP™ x CP™2, as a model space and apply R to the eigenvectors
of the curvature operator of the second kind on the model space. This idea has
been successfully employed by the author in [Li22c] with CP? and S® x R as model
spaces, in [Li22b] with S? x S? as the model space and in [Li22a] with CP™ and
CP™ ! x CP! as model spaces. With the right choice of model space, this strategy
leads to optimal results as the inequalities are all achieved as equalities on the
model space. Theorem is essentially a consequence of Theorems and
The proof of Theorem [[.3luses Berger’s classification of restricted holonomy groups,
together with Propositions Bl and [4] and results in [Li22a] and [NPWW22]. The
proof of Theorem [[.8 replies on the fact that when both factor are Einstein, we can
choose an orthonormal basis of the space of traceless symmetric two-tensors that
diagonalizes the curvature operator of the second kind on the product manifold.
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At last, we emphasize that our approach is of pointwise nature, and therefore,
many of our results are of pointwise nature and the completeness of the metric
is not required. Another feature is that our proofs are purely algebraic and work
equally well for nonpositivity conditions on R.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we study the curvature operator
of the second kind on product Riemannian manifolds and prove Theorem [[.L8 We
present the proofs of Theorems and [[L4] in Section 3. The proofs of Theorems
and are given in Section 4. In Section 5, we prove Theorem Section 6
is devoted to the proof of Theorem [I.71

Throughout this paper, all manifolds are assumed to be connected. We use the
same notations and conventions as in [Li21] or [Li22c] or [Li22a).

2. PrRoODUCT MANIFOLDS

In this section, we study the curvature operator of the second kind on product
Riemannian manifolds and prove Theorem [I.8]

Recall that for Riemannian manifolds (M7, g1) and (Ma, g2), the product metric
g1 @ g2 on M7 x M, is defined by
9(X1 + X2, Y1 +Y2) = 91(X1, Y1) + 92(X2,Y2)
for X;,Y; € T),, M; under the natural identification

T(plpo)(Ml X MQ) = Tlel & TP2M2'

Let R denote the Riemann curvature tensor of M = M7 x My, and R, Ry denote
the Riemann curvature tensor of M; and Ms, respectively. Then one can relate R,
Rl and R2 by

R(X1 + X2, Y1 + Yo, Zy + Zo, W1 + Wa)
= Ri(X1,Y1,2:, W) + Ro(X2,Ya, Zo, W),
where X;,Y;, Z;, W; € TM;. As the reader will see, the above equation, which is a
consequence of the product structure, plays a significant role in this section.

From now on, let’s focus on a single point in a product manifold and work in
an purely algebraic way. For i = 1,2, let (V, ¢;) be an Euclidean vector space of
dimension n; > 1. The product space V' = V; x V5 will be naturally identified with
V1 @ Vs via the isomorphism (X7, X5) — X7 4+ Xs for X; € V;. The product metric
on V, denoted by g = g1 @ ¢2, is defined by

(2.1) g(X1+ X2, Y1 +Ya) = g1(X1, Y1) + g2( X2, Y2)

for X;,Y; € V,.

Denote by S%(A?V) the space of algebraic curvature operators on (V, g). That
is to say, R € S%(A%V) is a symmetric two-tensor on the space of two-forms A%V on
V and R also satisfies the first Bianchi identity. Given R; € S%(A%V;) for i = 1,2,
we define R € S%(A%V) by

(2.2) R(X1+ X0, Y1 + Y2, Z1 + Zo, W1 + Wa)
= Ri(X1,Y1,Z1,Wh) + Ra(X2, Yo, Zo, W),
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for X;,Y;, Z;, W; € V;. Throughout this paper, we simply write
R=R1 DRy

whenever R, Ry and Ry are related by ([22). We also denote by IOE, ]321 and ég
the associated curvature operator of the second kind for R = Ry ® Rs, R; and Ra,
respectively.

The key result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Let R; € S3(A%V;) for i = 1,2 with dim(V;) = n; > 1 and let
R = R1® Ry. IfRic(R;) = pig; fori=1,2, then the eigenvalues of]% are precisely
those of R1 and Rs, together with 0 with multiplicity nins and —% with
multiplicity one.

We will present the proof of Proposition2.1]after we establish the following three
lemmas. In the rest of this section, R acts on the space of symmetric two-tensors
S2(V) via

n
R(p)ij = Z Rijrion-
k=1
Note that the curvature operator of the second kind (defined as a symmetric bilinear
form in the Introduction) is equivalent to the symmetric bilinear form associated
to the self-adjoint operator o R : S2(V) — S2(V), where 7 : S2(V) — S2(V) is
the projection map. This can be seen as

R(p, 1) = (R(g), 1) = ((m o R)(), %) = (0 R)(¢, )

for p,1 € SZ(V). Therefore, the spectrum of the curvature operator of the second
kind R (as a bilinear form) is the same as the spectrum of the self-adjoint operator
mo R.

First of all, we observe that (222)) implies that zero is an eigenvalue of R with
multiplicity (at least) ning. This is also observed in [NPWW22| Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 2.1. Let R; € S%(A%V;) for i = 1,2 with dim(V;) = n; > 1 and let
R= Ry ® Ry. Let E be the subspace of SZ(V1 x Va) given by

E =span{u©uv:u e Vi,v e Va}

Then FE lies in the kernel of R. In particular, 0 is an eigenvalue of R with multi-
plicity (at least) nins.

Proof. We start by constructing an orthonormal basis of E. Let {e;};; be an
orthonormal basis of V; and {ei}?:l:fjl be an orthonormal basis of V5. Then

{ei}?:lfm is an orthonormal basis of V' = V; x V5. Define

1
Epq = ﬁep © eq;

for 1 <p <n; and ny +1 < ¢ < ny +no. Then one can verify that the £,4’s are
traceless symmetric two-tensors on V3 x V5 and they form an orthonormal basis of
E. In particular, dim(E) = ninas.
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To prove that E lies in the kernel of R, it suffices to show that é(gpq) =0. We
first observe that ([2.2)) implies that

Rl(eiaejuekuel)7 Za]ukale{:l? 7n1}7
(23) R(ei7ej7ek7el) = RQ(e’i?ejaekael)v ivja kvle {TL1—|—1, , 1 —|—7’L2},
0, otherwise.

We then compute, using (e, © eq)(€j, €x) = (0p;dqr + 0qj0pk), that

é(&;ﬂq)(eiael) = R(eiaejvekvel)§PQ(ej’ek)

1

=

<.

R(ei, ej, ex,e1)(0pjdqr + 0q50pk)
1

(R(eiv €p, €q, 6[) + R(eia €q €p; 61))
1

Slm Sl
[HNERANE

=)

3

where the last step is because of [2.3) and the fact that 1 <p <n; and n; +1 <
q < n1 + ny. Thus we have proved that 0 is an eigenvalue of R with multiplicity
(at least) nina.

O

Next, we show that the eigenvalues of Ry and Ry are also eigenvalues of R =
R1 @ Ro, provided that both R; and Rs are Einstein.

Lemma 2.2. Let R; € S%(A%V;) for i = 1,2 with dim(V;) = n; > 1 and let
R = Ry ® Ry. If Ry (respectively, Rs) is Einstein, then the eigenvalues of Ry
(respectively, Ro) are also eigenvalues of R.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the statement for R;. Since R; is Einstein, we have
that Ry @ Sg(Vi) — SZ(V1) is a self-adjoint operator. We can then choose an
orthonormal basis {gpp};v:ll of S2(V1) such that

o

Rl (@P) = AP<P;05

where Ny = ("171)2& is the dimension of SZ(V;). Note that we may also view
the ¢,’s as elements in S3(V; x V) via zero extension, namely,

<Pp(X1 + X27}/1 + }/2) = Sﬁp(Xlayl)a

for X;,Y; € V;. Then we have

; ke fl....
(2.4) oplej,er) = eplej er), Jik € { RN 58
0, otherwise,

where {e;}121"* is the same basis of V in Lemma 211
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Next, we calculate using (Z4) that for 1 <i,1 < nq,

ni+nz
o

R(gp)(eiser) = Y Rlei,ej,ex,e)pples,ex)
jok=1

ny

= Z R(ei;ejaekvel)wp(ej’ek)
7,k=1

ni

= Z Rl(ei,ej,ek,el)@p(ejaek)
jk=1

= Ap@p(eiael)v
and for nq +1 <4,1 <nq+noa,

ni+na
N

R(gp)(eiver) = Y Rlei,ej en e)pple;, ex)
jk=1

ni

= ) Rei,ej,exe)pp(ej, ex)
k=1
=0

= Appples, er).

Therefore, we have proved }D%(gap) = A\ppp for 1 < p < N;. Hence the eigenvalues of
R, are also eigenvalues of R with the same eigenvectors. ([

Finally, we prove that

Lemma 2.3. Let R; € S%(A%V;) for i = 1,2 with dim(V;) = n; > 1 and let
R = Ry ® Ry. If Ric(R;) = pigi fori=1,2, then _’1271/’1172;/72 s an eigenvalue of

R with etgenvector nagi — n1gs.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.2 we may also view ¢g; and g as elements in
S2(V1 x Vi) via zero extension. Clearly, tr(nagi —n1g2) = nani —ning = 0. So we
have nag; — ni1gz € S3(Vi x Va).

We then compute that

o

R(nagi —niga) = mnaR(g1) —niR(go)

= nzél (91) - 7111%2(92)
—ng Ric(Ry) + n1 Ric(Ry)
= —n2p191 + N1p292,

where we have used Rl(gl) = —Ric(R;) = —p;g; for i =1, 2.
Using

tr(—n2p191 + n1p2ga) = —ninz(p1 — p2),
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we then obtain that

(mo R)(”QQl —n192)
—n1n2(p1 - p2)(

= —N2p191 + N1p2g2 — g1+ 92)
ni + no
_ ni(pr — p2) na(p1 — p2)
= g |lpp——— | +tmg | p2+ ——m
n1 +na n1 + na
_ <w> (nags — 11g2)
ny + no '
Thus, we see that —% is an ecigenvalue of R with eigenvector nagi — nigs.
The proof is now complete. ([l

Proof of Proposition 2l Let {e;}!1]" be an orthonormal basis of V with ey, - - - €,, €
Vi and ey 41, - €ny4ny € Vo. Let {gpp}fovzll be an orthonormal basis of S3(V;) such
that }O%l(gpp) = Apipp and {9, évil be an orthonormal basis of SZ(V2) such that

Ro(1g) = pgthy, where N; = ("Z_DQM is the dimension of S3(V;) for i = 1,2.
We then define the following traceless symmetric two-tensors on V':

1
Epq = ﬁep © eq

for1<p<njand ny+1<g<n;+ns, and
1
(= —F/———— (n291 - 71192) .
ninsg (nl + ng)
Then one can verify, via straightforward computations, that
N N.
{wp}pzll U {wq}qzzl U {gpq}lﬁpﬁnl,nﬂrlﬁqﬁnﬁrnz U {C}
form an orthonormal basis of SZ(V).

According to Lemma 2.T], and 23] the above basis diagonalizes R as
A1

AN,

M1

KN,

_ nap1tnips
ni+nz

O

Theorem [[.§] now follows immediately from Proposition [2.I] since on a prod-
uct manifold the product metric satisfies (2.I) and the Riemann curvature tensor

satisfies ([2.2]).
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Since the spectrum of R are known on space forms with constant sectional
curvature and Kahler space forms with constant holomorphic sectional curvature,
we can use Theorem or Proposition 2] to determine the eigenvalues of the
curvature operator of the second kind on their product.

In the rest of this section,

e S"(k) and H"(—k), n > 2 and k > 0, denote the n-dimensional simply-
connected space form with constant sectional curvature x and —k, respec-
tively.

e CP"(k) and CH™(—k), m > 1 and x > 0, denote the (complex) m-
dimensional simply-connected Kéahler space form with constant holomor-
phic sectional curvature 4x and —4k, respectively.

Example 2.1. R = ridgz on S"(k). R= —kidgz on H"(—k).

Example 2.2. R has two distinct eigenvalues on CP™(k): —2k with multiplicity
(m—1)(m+1) and 4r with multiplicity m(m+1). R has two distinct eigenvalues on
CH™(—k): 2k with multiplicity (m—1)(m+1) and —4k with multiplicity m(m+1).
See [BKTS].

Example 2.3. Let M = S™ (k1) X S"(k2). Then the curvature operator of the

second kind of M has eigenvalues: k1 with multiplicity MQ(’“H), Ko with multi-

Ménzm, 0 with multiplicity ning and —nl("271)2?122("171)m

plicity with mul-

tiplicity one.

Example 2.4. Let M = H"(—k1) x H"2(—k2). Then the curvature operator of

the second kind of M has eigenvalues: —k1 with multiplicity ("1_1)2&, — Ko with
multiplicity ("Z_I)QM, 0 with multiplicity ning and "1(712_1)2?12;(”1_1)”1 with

multiplicity one.

Example 2.5. Let M = S™ (k1) x R™. Then the curvature operator of the second

kind of M has eigenvalues: k1 with multiplicity ("1_1)2&

(n2—1)(n2+2)
2

, 0 with multiplicity
na (n1 — 1)K/1

and — o

ning + with multiplicity one.

Example 2.6. Let M = H™ (—k1)xR™. Then the curvature operator of the second

(n1—1)(n1+2)
2

with multiplicity one.

kind of M has eigenvalues: —rk1 with multiplicity
(n2—1)(n2+2)
2

, 0 with multiplicity
n2(n171)n1
ni+nz

ning + and
Example 2.7. Let M = S™ (k1) x H"(—k2). Then the curvature operator of

the second kind of M has eigenvalues: k1 with multiplicity MQ("IH)

MQ("QH), 0 with multiplicity ning and —

, —Ko with
ning(k1—kK2)+nike—nak1 with
ni+nz

multiplicity
multiplicity one.

Example 2.8. Let M = CP™' (k1) x CP™?(kg). Then the curvature operator of
the second kind of M has eigenvalues: —2k1 with multiplicity (mq — 1)(mq + 1),
—2k9 with multiplicity (ma—1)(ma+1), 4k, with multiplicity mq(mq +1), 4k with

2mq (m2+1)n2+2m2(m1+1)n1
mi+mz

multiplicity ma(me—+1), 0 with multiplicity 4mims, and —
with multiplicity one.

Example 2.9. Let M = CH™ (—k1) x CH™?(—k2). Then the curvature operator
of the second kind of M has eigenvalues: 2k1 with multiplicity (m1—1)(m1+1), 2k
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with multiplicity (mg — 1)(me + 1), —4k1 with multiplicity mqi(my + 1), —4kg with
d 2m1(m2+1)n2+2m2(m1+1)n1
mi+ma

multiplicity ma(me + 1), 0 with multiplicity 4mims, an
with multiplicity one.

Example 2.10. Let M = CP™ (k1) x C™2. Then the curvature operator of the
second kind of M has eigenvalues: —2k1 with multiplicity (m1 — 1)(mq + 1), 4K4
with multiplicity mq(mq + 1), 0 with multiplicity 4mims + (2me — 1)(ma + 1), and

_ QM2(m1+1)I{1

A with multiplicity one.

Example 2.11. Let M = CH™ (—k1) x C™2. Then the curvature operator of the
second kind of M has eigenvalues: 2x1 with multiplicity (m1 — 1)(mq + 1), —4ka

with multiplicity mq(mq + 1), 0 with multiplicity 4mims + (2mae — 1)(ma + 1), and
2m2(m1+1)/<1

P, with multiplicity one.

Example 2.12. Let M = CP™ (k1) x CH™?(—k2). Then the curvature operator of
the second kind of M has eigenvalues: —2rk1 with multiplicity (m1 —1)(mq+1), 4ko
with multiplicity mq(my+1), 2k2 with multiplicity (ma—1)(ma+1), —4ke with mul-

2m1m2(n1752)+2m2n172m1/{2
mi+ma

tiplicity ma(ma + 1), 0 with multiplicity 4mims, and —
with multiplicity one.

In particular, we have the following observation, which will be needed later on.

Proposition 2.2. Forni,ne > 2, mi,me > 1, k1, ke > 0, the following statements
hold:

(1) S™ (k1) X S™(k2) has An, n,-nonnegative curvature operator of the second
kind if and only if k1 = ko > 0;

(2) H™ (—k1) xH"2(—K2) has An, n,-nonpositive curvature operator of the sec-
ond kind if and only if k1 = ko > 0;

(3) CP™ (k1) x CP™2(Kk2) has B, ,m,-nonnegative curvature operator of the
second kind if and only if k1 = ko > 05

(4) CH™ (—k1) x CH™?(—kK2) has By, m,-nonpositive curvature operator of
the second kind if and only if kK1 = Ko < 0.

3. RicipiTy OF S*~1 x R aAND H" ! x R

In this section, we prove Theorem The key result of this section is the
following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let (V, g) be a Euclidean vector space of dimension (n—1) with
n > 2 and let Ry € SE(A?V).

(1) Suppose that R = Ry ® 0 € SE(A*(V x R)) has (n + “=2)-nonnegative
curvature operator of the second kind. Then Ry has constant nonnegative
sectional curvature.

(2) Suppose that R = Ry & 0 € S%(A%(V x R)) has (n + “=2)-nonpositive
curvature operator of the second kind. Then Ry has constant nonpositive
sectional curvature.

(3) Suppose that R = Ry & 0 € S%(A%(V x R)) has a-nonnegative or a-
nonpositive curvature operator of the second kind for some o < n + 2=2

o
then R is flat.
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Proof. (1). Let {e;}7=]' be an orthonormal basis of V and let e, be a unit vector
in R. Then {e;}}—, is an orthonormal basis of V' x R =2 V @& R. Next, we define the
following symmetric two-tensors on V & R:

1
i = —e;@eyforl<i<n-—1,
¢ >
1
o = —epOeforl<k<i<n-1,

V2
1 n—1
¢ = m@e”%_(”_”e’“%)

One easily verifies that {{Z—};:ll U{ ki }1<k<i<n—1 U{¢} form an orthonormal subset
of S2(A%(V & R)).
Since R = Ry & 0, we have by ([22]) that
R 15 €55 ) ; .a.vkale 15"'5 _17
(3.1) Riesse5,exc1) = 1(eisej,ex,€1), i,] ' { n—1}
0, otherwise.
In particular, we have Ry jn; =0for 1 <j<n—1.
Direct calculation using the identity

o

R(e; ©®ej, e ©®er) = 2(Rikj + Rikj)

shows that
‘é(gugz) = OfOI'lgzgn_1,
é(‘/)kla @kl) = (Rl)klkl forl<k<i<n-1,
5 1
R(Cac) - _msh

where S is the scalar curvature of R;. Note that S7 > 0 since 51 is also equal to the
scalar curvature of R, which must be nonnegative since R has (n+2=2)-nonnegative
curvature operator of the second kind (see for instance [Li21l, Proposition 4.1, part
1))

Since R has (n + %)—nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind, we
get that forany 1 <k <l<n-1,

n—1
0 < RGO+ R &)+ d ; 2é(¢klawkl)
i=1
= —n(nl_ 1)51 + 2 ; 2(R1)klkl
n—2 Sl
- (- )

Summing over 1 < k <l <n —1 yields

Sy < Z (R1)kiki-

1<k<i<n—1

Z (R1) kit -

1<k<i<n-—1

On the other hand,
S1
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Therefore, we must have (Rq)gix = m foralll1 <k <!l<n-—1. Since the
orthonormal basis {e1,- - ,e,—1} is arbitrary, we conclude that R; has constant

nonnegative sectional curvature.
(2). Apply (1) to —R.

(3). By (1) and (2), we have R = cI,,_1 @ 0 for some ¢ € R, where I,,_; is the
Riemann curvature tensor of S”~!. However, R = cl,,_1 @ 0 has a-nonnegative or
a-nonpositive curvature operator of the second kind for some oo < n + ”772 if and
only if ¢ = 0. Therefore, R is flat. O

We now present the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L.Z. (1). Recall that we say that (M™,g) is locally reducible if
there exists a nontrivial subspace of T, M which is invariant under the action of
the restricted holonomy group. By a theorem of de Rham, a complete Riemannian
manifold is locally reducible if and only if its universal cover is isometric to the
product of two Riemannian manifolds of lower dimension.

Denote by (1\7 , §) the universal cover of M with the lifted metric §. Since M is

locally reducible, (]T/[/, §) is isometric to a product of the form (M}, g1)x (MZ~", g2),
where 1 <k < % Note that k > 2 implies

-2
k(n—k)+12n+n—,
n

so M must be flat if k > 2, according to [Li21l Proposition 5.1] (or its improvement
Theorem [[LG). Thus we must have k = 1 and M is isometric to N1 x R. By part
(1) of Proposition Bl N has pointwise constant nonnegative sectional curvature.
Since n — 1 > 3, Schur’s lemma implies that N must have constant nonnegative
sectional curvature. Therefore, M is either flat or its universal cover is isometric to
S"=1 x R by scaling.

(2). This is similar to the proof of (1), by noticing that [Li21], Proposition 5.1]
is also valid for the nonpositivity condition (alternatively, one can use Theorem [[.0l
here). O

Proof of Theorem[I]] Let (M",g) be a closed non-flat Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 4 and suppose that M has 4%—nonnegative curvature operator of
the second kind. It was shown in [Li22¢| that one of the following statements holds:

(a) M is homeomorphic (diffeomorphic if n = 4 or n > 12) to a spherical space
form,;

(b) m = 2m and the universal cover of M is a Kéhler manifold biholomorphic
to CP™;

(c) n = 4 and the universal cover of M is diffeomorphic to S* x R;

(d) n > 5 and M is isometric to a quotient of a compact irreducible symmetric
space.

By Theorem 1.2 in [Li22al, the Kahler manifold in part (2) is either flat or isometric
to CP? with the Fubini-Study metric, up to scaling. In part (c), the manifold is
reducible and we conclude using Theorem that the universal cover of M is
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isometric to S* x R, up to scaling. Part (d) can be ruled out using [NPW22,
Theorem B], as the manifold is either flat or a homology sphere.

O

4. RIGIDITY OF S™ x S"™ AND H™ x H"2

In this section, we prove Theorem The key result of this section is the
following proposition. In this section, I,, n > 2, denotes the Riemann curvature
tensor of the nsphere with constant sectional curvature 1.

Proposition 4.1. Fori = 1,2, let (V;,g;) be a Euclidean vector space of dimension
n; with n; > 2. Let R; € S3(A%V;) and R = R & Ry € SE(A%(V1 x o).

(1) Suppose that R has Ap, n,-nonnegative curvature operator of the second
kind. Then R = c¢(I,, & I,,) for some ¢ > 0.

(2) Suppose that R has Ay, n,-nonpositive curvature operator of the second
kind. Then R = c(Ip, ® I,,) for some ¢ < 0.

(3) Suppose that R has a-nonnegative or a-nonpositive curvature operator of
the second kind for some o < Ay, n,, then R is flat.

We need an elementary lemma, which can be found in [Li22a, Lemma 5.1].

Lemma 4.1. Let N be a positive integer and A be a collection of N real numbers.
Denote by a; the i-th smallest number in A for 1 < ¢ < N. Define a function

f(A;z) by
L=

f(A,.’L‘) = Zai + (‘T - L‘TJ)GLIJJrlv
i=1

for x € [1, N]. Then we have
(4.1) f(A x) < za,

where a := % Zi\il a; 18 the average of all numbers in A. Moreover, the equality
holds for some x € [1,N) if and only if a; =@ for all1 <i < N.

Proof of Proposition[{.1 (1). Let {e;};; be an orthonormal basis of V; and let
{ei}?:lzfjl be an orthonormal basis of V5. Then {e;}!2]"* is an orthonormal basis
of Vi x Vo 2V, ® V5.

We construct an orthonormal basis of S2(V; x Va) as follows. Choose an or-
thonormal basis {¢;}, of S2(V1) and an orthonormal basis {1;}~? of S2(Va),
where N; = dim(S3(V;)) = MQ("%H) for i = 1,2. Note that h € S3(V4) can be
identified with the element 7*h in SZ(V; x V2) via

(m*h) (X1 + X2, Y1 4+ Y2) = h(X4, X2),

where X;,Y; € V; for i = 1,2. We shall simply write 7*h as h. Similarly, S2(V5)
can be identified with a subspace of SZ(V; x V). Next we define the following
symmetric two-tensors on Vi x Va:

1
& = —=epOefor 1<k <ny,n+1<1<n;+no,

V2
1

C = T (n2g1 - n192)-
ning(ny + na)
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One verifies that

{witily V{2 U i hi<hgn ma+1<i<nne U {C}
form an orthonormal basis of SZ(V; x V). This corresponds to the orthogonal
decomposition
Se(Vi x Vo) = S5(V1) @ S5(Vz) @ span{u © v,u € Vi,v € Va} @ RC.

The next step is to calculate some diagonal elements of the matrix representing
R with respect to the above basis. Since R = Ry & R, we have by (2.2)) that

Rl(eivejaekael)v Zv]akvle{lv ,TLl},
(42) R(eiaejaekvel) = R?(eiaejuekuel)a iaju kale {n1+17 , 1 +’I’L2},
0, otherwise.

In particular, we have Ry, = 0if 1 < k < mny and ny <1 < n; + ny. Using the
identity

R(e; ®ej e © 1) = 2(Ripy + Rany),

we get
(4.3) > R(&r1, &) = > Ry = 0.
1<k<ni, 1<k<ni,
n1+1<I<ni+nz n1+1<I<ni+na

We also calculate

o 1 o o o

R(¢, = —(n2R , +n?R(gs, + 2n1n9 R(g1, )

(¢, Q) o (n  1a) \2 (91, 91) + niR(g2, g2) 1m2R(g1, ga)
1

2 245
= ety (il Ra(go, )
ninz(ny + na) ("2 1(g1,91) + niR2(g2, 92)

n%Sl + TL%SQ

a ninz(ni + na)’

where S; denotes the scalar curvature of R; for ¢ = 1, 2.

Let A be the collection of the values of }02(901», w;) for 1 < i < Nj and let B be
the collection of the values of R(v;,1;) for 1 < i < N,. Denote by @ and b the
average of all numbers is A and B, respectively. Then

1 & S
a=— R 1y V) — R 1y V1) —
N, ; (i, i) Z 1(i, i) (nl — 1)
= LS ) = ZRW&—L
N s 1y Vi 2 [z z 2(712—1)7
where we have used
Ny
o ng + 2
231(1/%,1/11') = 31 and ZR2 Vi, i) = ;M Sa.
= =1
For simplicity, we write
Ay = na(m — 1) and Ay = w

ny + ng n1 + ng
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Notice that we have A; < N1, As < Ny and
(4.4) Apyny =14+ ning + A + As.
Also, the expression for R(¢,¢) can be written as
(4.5) R(¢,¢) = —Aya — Agb.
Since R has A, n,-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind, we get
using (L3), @A) and @3) that
(4.6) “R(CQ) < f(A [ A)) + f(B A+ Az — | Au))

|Arla+ (A + As — [Ay])b
= Aa+ Ash+ (A — [A1])(b - a),

IN

where f is the function defined in Lemma [£]] and we have used Lemma [£.]] in
estimating f. Similarly, we also have
(4.7) —R(C.CQ) < f(A AL+ Az — [As]) + (B, | 4s)),
< (A + A — [Az])a+ [A2])b
= Aja+ Ab+ (Ay — |Az])(@— D).
Therefore, we get from ([&8) if @ > b and from ([@7) if a < b that
Ara+ Asb = —R(C,¢) < Aya + Asb.

This implies that, either in (£6) or ([{1), we must have equalities in the inequalities
used for f. We then get from Lemma[4.]] that all the values in A are equal to @ and
all the values in B are equal to b. Hence, both R; and Ry have constant sectional
curvature, that is to say, R = c11,, @ cal,, for c1,c2 € R.

Finally, we must have ¢; = c2 > 0, as R = ¢11,,, @ cal,, has A, ,,-nonnegative
curvature operator of the second kind if and only if ¢; = ¢o > 0 by Proposition 2.2

(2). Apply (1) to —R.

(3). This follows from the fact that R = ¢(I,,, ® I,) has a-nonnegative or
a-nonpositive curvature operator of the second kind for some a < A,, , if and
only if ¢ = 0. O

At last, we give the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem I3 (1). This is an immediate consequence of part (3) of Propo-
sition .11
(2). Let (p1,p2) € My x Ms. By part (2) of Proposition 1], we have
R(p1,p2) = c(p1,p2)In, @ In,.

Fixing p; while letting po vary in My shows that ¢(p1,p2) is independent of po.
Similarly, ¢(p1,p2) is also independent of p;. This shows that both factors have
constant sectional curvature ¢ > 0.

If M is further assumed to be complete, then M is either flat or isometric to
S™ x S™2 up to scaling.

(3). Similar to the proof of (2). O
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Proof of Theorem [[@. Suppose that (M™, g) splits locally near ¢ € M as a Rie-
mannian product (MF x M™% g @ go) with 1 < k < n/2. Then the Riemann
curvature tensor R of M satisfies R = R; @& Ry near g, where R; denotes the
Riemann curvature tensor of M; for ¢ =1, 2.

By part (3) of Proposition Blif £ = 1 and part (3) of Proposition {1l if 2 <
k < n/2, the assumption
2k(n — k)

n
implies that M must be flat. O

a<kin—Fk)+

5. HOLONOMY RESTRICTION

We prove Theorem [[.3]in this section.

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Suppose that (M™,g) splits locally near ¢ € M as a Rie-
mannian product (MF x M3>™* g1 @ go) with 2 < k < n/2. Then the Riemann
curvature tensor R of M satisfies R = R; & Ry near ¢, where R; denotes the

Riemann curvature tensor of M; for ¢ =1, 2.
Noticing that
-2 2k(n — k
a<n+ 1= SAk)n_kzk(n—k)—i—L
n n

for any 1 < k < n/2, we conclude from part (3) of Propositions Bl if £ = 1 and
part (3) of Proposition[]if 2 < k < n/2 that M is locally flat. Since the restricted
holonomy does not depend on ¢ € M, we conclude that M is flat. Therefore, M is
either locally irreducible or flat.

If n = 3, then the holonomy of M must be SO(3) as M is locally irreducible.
So we may assume n > 4 below.

If M is an irreducible locally symmetric space, then it is Einstein. Since
n—2 < 3_n n+2
n — 2n+4

for any n > 4, we get from [NPWW22| Theorem B] that either M is flat or the
restricted holonomy of M is SO(n).

a<n+

So we may assume that M is not locally symmetric with irreducible holonomy
representation. Then the restricted holonomy of M is contained in Berger’s list of
holonomy groups [Ber55]: SO(n), U(%), SU(%), Sp(%)Sp(1), Sp(%), G2 and Spin,.
M must have Ricci flat and thus flat if its restricted holonomy is SU(%), Sp(%), Go
or Spin,.

If the restricted holonomy of M is Sp(%)Sp(1), then M is quaternion-Kéhler
and thus Einstein. In this case, either the restricted holonomy of M is SO(n) or M
is flat by [NPWW22, Theorem B].

If the restricted holonomy of M is U(%), then M is Kahler. Noticing that
a<n+ "T_2 < % (’11—2 — 1) for any n > 4, M must be flat by [Li22a, Therorem 1.2].

Overall, either the restricted holonomy of M is SO(n) or M is flat. O
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6. KAHLER MANIFOLDS

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.7l The proof shares the same idea as in the
Section 4, but use the orthonormal basis of a complex Euclidean space constructed
in [Li22a] based on CP™.

In the following, By, .m, is the expression defined in (I3) and Rcpm denotes
the Riemann curvature tensor of the complex projective space with constant holo-
morphic sectional curvature 4. We establish the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Fori = 1,2, let (V;, gi, J;) be a complex Euclidean vector space of
complex dimension m; > 1. Let R; € S%(A%V;) and R = Ri® Ry € S%(A?(Vi xV3)).

(1) Suppose that R has By, m,-nonnegative curvature operator of the second
kind. Then R = ¢(Rcpmi @ Repm2) for some ¢ > 0.

(2) Suppose that R has By, m,-nonpositive curvature operator of the second
kind. Then R = c¢(Rcpm1 @ Repm2) for some ¢ < 0.

(3) Suppose that R has a-nonnegative or a-nonpositive curvature operator of
the second kind for some o < By, m,, then R is flat.

Proof. (1). Let{e1, - ,em,,J1€1, -, Jiem, } be an orthonormal basis of (V1, g1, J1)
and {€m, 41, s Cmytmas J26mi+1, " ** » J2€m, +mo } De an orthonormal basis of (Va, ga, J2).

As in Section 4, we have the orthogonal decomposition
S2(Vy x Vo) = Sa(V1) @ Sa(Va) @span{u® v :u € Vi,v € Va} @ RC,

where

1

C - \/lemg(ml + mg)

(ngl - m192)-

The same computation as in Section 4 gives that

_ m%Sl + m%SQ
2mime (m1 =+ mg) ’

(6.1) R(¢,¢) =

where S; denotes the scalar curvature of R; for i = 1, 2.

By Lemma [Z] the subspace span{u ® v : u € Vi,v € Va} lies in the kernel of
R and its real dimension is 4mims.

For S2(V1) and SZ(V2), we use the orthonormal bases constructed in Section 4
of [Li22a]. More precisely, the following traceless symmetric two-tensors form an
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orthonormal basis of SZ(V;):

1 . .
gaij’»i = E(eiQEjZFJlei@Jlej), for 1 <i<j<ma,
1
1/)1-1]?i = E(eiQJlej:I:Jlei@ej), for 1 <i<j<ma,
1
1 )
o = e; ®e; —Jie; ® Je;y), for 1 <i<mgq,
2\/5( ! ) !
1
1 .
Qi = ﬁ(eiGJlei), for 1 <i<my,
o= #(ekﬂ © ept1 + Jrext1 © Jrers1)
F 8k(k + 1)
1

k
_ e; ®e;+ Jie; © Jie;),
NI ;( 1@ hed

for 1 <k<mq-—1.

Similarly, the traceless symmetric two-tensors

1
@fj—i = §(€i®6j3FJ2€i®Jzej),form1+1§i<j§m1+m2,
1
@b?ji = §(ei®Jgej:|:Jgei®ej),form1+1§i<j§m1+m2,
1 .
0412 = 2\/§(ei®ei—J16i®J6i),form1+1§z§m1—|—m2,
1 .
0‘72712-;-1‘ = ﬁ(eiQJlei), for m; +1 <1i <mq + mg,
no= #(ekﬂ © ext1 + Jaegr1 © Jaep 1)
g 8k(k+1)
1

k
Z(ei ® €; + Jzei ® JQG»L'),

Bkt 1) &

form+1<k<mi+ms—1,

form an orthonormal basis for SZ(V2). Here the superscripts 1 and 2 indicate that
these are quantities associated to the space Vi and Vs, respectively.

By Lemma 4.3 in [Li22a], we have

m1—1
o 1,— 1, S0 l— i 1,— 2
(6.2) Z (R(%'j ) Pij )+R("/}ij 7wij ))+ Z Rk, k)
1<i<i<my k=1
m1—1
= - 1
2m1
and
mi+mo—1
(63) S (RE A REE ) S Rogem)
. Pij »Pij ij 0 Yij Nk Mk
m1+1<i<j<mi+mz k=mi+1
-1
= g,

2m2
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Combining (61)), (62) and (63) together yields

> (Bl el + Rl wl))

1<i<j<m
+ Y (B R )
mi1+1<i<j<mi+ma2
mi1—1 . mi+mo—1 . .
+ > Rigom)+ > Rlmme) + R(GQ)
k=1 k=mq+1
- g T 4 i(GQ)
B 2m1 ! 2m2 2 ’
1 9 _ 1 2 - m%Sl + m%SQ
= —= —1a— = —1)b—
2 (ml )(Z 2 (m2 ) 2mimo (m1 + mg)
= —Bia— Byb,
where we have introduced
1 (m1 + 1)m2 1 (mg + 1)m1
By = —(m3 — ~——————and By =-(m} — 1)+ -——>—
1 92 (ml ) 2(m1 ¥ m2) an 2 9 (m2 ) + 2(m1 + m2)

for simplicity of notations. Note that —Bja — Bsb is the sum of
1+ 4myma + (m? — 1) + (m3 — 1)

-many diagonal elements of the matrix representation of R with respect to the
orthonormal basis of S3(V; x Va) constructed above (here one can pick any or-
thonormal basis for the subspace span{u ® v : u € V1,v € V2} as it is in the kernel
of R).

Let A be the collection of the values R(al,al) for 1 <i < 2my, }D%(%ETJF, <p11]+)
and R(wllj+,wllj+) for 1 <i < j <m. By Lemma 4.3 in [Li22a], we know that A
contains two copies of R(e;, Jie;, e, Jie;) for each 1 < ¢ < my and two copies of
2R(e;, Jiei, ej, Joej) for each 1 < i < j < my. Therefore, the sum of all values in
A is equal to S7, the scalar curvature of Ry, and a, the average of all values in A,
is given by

_ S1
a=—-".
ml(ml + 1)

Similarly, let B be the collection of the values Ioi(af,af) for mi +1 < i <
my + 2msa, R(cpf]+,gofj+) and R(¢fj+,wfj+) for mi +1<i<j<m;+me. By
Lemma 4.3 in [Li22a], we know that B contains two copies of R(e;, Jae;, €5, Joe;)
for each m1 + 1 < ¢ < my + mo and two copies of 2R(e;, J2e;, €5, Joe;) for each
m1 +1 < i< j < mq+ my. Therefore, the sum of all values in B is equal to Ss,
the scalar curvature of Ry, and b, the average of all values in B, is given by

Sz

b= —= .
mg(mg + 1)

Noticing that

Bm11m2 =1+ (m% - 1) + (m% - 1) + 4mimgo + B + Ba,
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the assumption R has B,,, m,-nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind
implies that

(6.4) Bia+ Bsb < f(A,|B1]) + f(B,B1+ B2 — | B1))
< |Bi)a+ (B1+ By — |B1])b
= Bja+ Bab+ (B1 — |Bi1])(b—a)

and

(6.5) Bia+ Beb < f(A,Bi+ By — |Ba)) + f(B,|Bz))
< (Bi+ Bz — |Ba])a+ | Ba)b

Bia+ Bob+ (By — |Bs])(@—b),

where f is the function defined in Lemma [4.1] and we have used Lemma [.1] to
estimate f. So we get from (64) if @ > b and from (63 if a < b that

Bia + Bsb < Bia + Bsb.

Therefore, either in (4] or (6X]), we must have equalities in the inequalities used
for f. By Lemma [T} we get that all the values in A are equal to @ and all the

values in B are equal to b. Hence, both R; and R; have constant holomorphic
sectional curvature, that is to say, R = ¢y Rcpmi @ co Repme for ¢q,co € R.

Finally, we must have ¢; = ¢ > 0, as R = ¢ Rcpmi @ coRepme has By, m,-
nonnegative curvature operator of the second kind if and only if ¢; = ¢c2 > 0 by
Proposition

(2). Apply (1) to —R.
(3). This follows from the fact that R = ¢(Rcpm:1 @ Repm2) has a-nonnegative

or a-nonpositive curvature operator of the second kind for some a < By, m, if and
only if ¢ = 0. O

Proof of Theorem[I1.7]] Once we have Proposition[6.I] this is similar to the proof of
Theorem

([
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