Scalar-flat Kahler surfaces whose Weyl
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ABSTRACT. We conjecture that any scalar-flat Kéahler surface in which the
Weyl tensor acting on 2-forms annihilates the Ricci form must be either Ric-
ci-flat or locally isometric to a Riemannian product of two real surfaces with
mutually opposite nonzero constant Gaussian curvatures. This amounts to
the nonexistence of proper weakly Einstein anti-self-dual Kahler surfaces. We
prove the above conjecture in three special cases: when the manifold is com-
pact, when one of the Ricci eigendistributions is integrable, and when the
norms of the Ricci and Weyl tensors are functionally dependent.

1. Introduction

Following Euh et al. [9, p. 112] we call a Riemannian four-manifold weakly Ein-
stein if the triple contraction of its curvature tensor against itself is a functional
multiple of the metric, and then refer to it as proper [6] if it is neither Einstein, nor
conformally flat and scalar-flat. As shown by Euh et al. [9, Cor. 2.2] and Garcia-Rio
et al. [11, Thm. 2(i)], the weakly Einstein property follows in both cases excluded
by the word proper. See also [5, formula (4.7)].

Proper weakly Einstein metrics that are also locally homogeneous were con-
structed by Euh et al. [10, Expl. 3.7], and classified by Arias-Marco and Kowalski
[1, p. 23]. Other related results can be found, for instance, in [3, 14, 16].

There exist proper weakly Einstein Kéhler surfaces [5, Sect. 12], and it is known
[5, Theorem 1.2] that they are never self-dual relative to the standard orientation.

It remains an open question, however, whether a proper weakly Einstein Kahler
surface can be anti-self-dual. We conjecture that this is not the case, which — see
Remark 2.1 below — is nothing else than the following claim:

any scalar-flat Kéhler surface in which the Weyl tensor acting
on 2-forms annihilates the Ricci form must have parallel Ricci
(1.1) tensor; this, equivalently, means that it is either Ricci-flat, or
locally isometric to a Riemannian product of two real surfaces
with mutually opposite, nonzero constant Gaussian curvatures.
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The above phrasing of our conjecture shows that it is of independent interest, aside
from questions pertaining to weakly Einstein manifolds. With the symbols

(12) M7 J7 9, v) R7 T, VV7 S, W, p

always standing for the underlying complex surface, the complex-structure tensor,
the Kéahler metric in question, its Levi-Civita connection, curvature, Ricci and
Weyl tensors, scalar curvature, Kidhler form and Ricci form, Conjecture (1.1) states
— according to formula (2.3) below — that, in a Kéhler surface,

(1.3) if s and Wp vanish identically, then so does W or p.

Another version of (1.1) uses the conditions

(1.4) i) glej,en) = 0, ii) (Jey, Jey, Jes, Jey) = (g, —€y, €4, —€3)
imposed on a smooth local frame e, ey, 5, ¢4, along with the requirement that

the only nonzero curvature components
(1.5) R, be the ones algebraically related to
Rig1o = =X, Rigi3 = Rogpy = Riyo3 = 0,

Rig14 = Rogo3 = Riggp = =0, Rgysy = A
for some functions A, o, where R = R(e;, € €, ¢;). At the end of Sect. 2 we have
this equivalent phrasing of Conjecture (1.1): in an almost-complex four-manifold,

(1.6) if (1.4) — (1.5) hold and VJ =0, then A =0 or o =0 identically.

Our argument for plausibility of Conjecture (1.1) is twofold. First, we establish
(1.1) in the following three special cases. For proofs, see Sect.2, 7 and 8.

THEOREM A. Conjecture (1.1) is true if one also assumes that
(i) M is compact, or
(ii) one of the Ricci eigendistributions is integrable, or
(iii) the norms of the Ricci and Weyl tensors are functionally dependent.

The conclusion about (i) remains valid beyond the Kdhler category. Namely, any
compact oriented Riemannian four-manifold which is scalar-flat, anti-self-dual and
weakly Einstein, must be Ricci-flat or conformally flat.

Both (ii), (iii) hold if the norm of the Ricci tensor is constant (Remark 2.2).

Secondly, we provide evidence supporting Conjecture (1.1) in the form of cal-
culations related to the system of exterior equations on a four-manifold, involving
two functions A, o and eight 1-forms A, B,C, D, F,G, L, S, which reads

at each point A, B,C, D are linearly independent,
while, for E=(S+L)/2 and H = (S —L)/2,
dA=BANE+CANF+DAG,
dB=—-ANE+DANF —-CAG,

dC =—ANF+BAG+DAH,
dD=—-BANF—-ANG—-CAH,

dF = LANG + c(ANC — DA B),

dG = —LANF —c(AAND — BAC),

dL = —4FANG — AM(AANB+CAD),

dS = —AX(AANB—-CAD,).

As we point out in Sect. 4, Conjecture (1.1) is equivalent to the following statement:
the system (1.7) implies that one of the functions \,o vanishes identically.
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We emphasize here the constructive aspect of the system (1.7): if Conjecture
(1.1) turns out to be false, (1.7), with Ao # 0, will serve as a local characterization,
at generic points, of all the counterexamples, that is, according to (1.3), of those
Kahler surfaces with s =0 and Wp =0 in which W= 0 and p # 0 everywhere.

Geometrically, A, B,C,D represent J and g by being g-orthonormal and
having (J*4,J*C) = (=B, —D), while E,F,G,H are the connection 1-forms in
the frame e;, ey, eq,¢e, dual to A, B,C, D, there being just four of them, as they
together constitute a 1-form valued in the Lie algebra u(2). In terms of e;, ey, €5, €4,
we have (1.4), and the first four exterior equations of (1.7) state that V is torsion-
free, while the last four amount precisely to (1.5). See Lemma 4.4.

Remark 4.1 provides another interpretation of (1.5): in (1.2),

(1.8) w=AANB+CAD, p=-ANAANB-CAD),
the length /2 mutually orthogonal anti-self-dual 2-forms
(19) ¢(=-AAB+CAD, n=-AANC+DAB, 6§=—-AAND+BAC

are eigenforms of W for the eigenvalue functions 0, 20, —20, while 2G,2F, L are
— due to formula (4.8) — the connection 1-forms, relative to the local trivialization
(1.9), of the Levi-Civita connection in the bundle of anti-self-dual 2-forms.

If Ao # 0, (1.7) has further consequences. Applying d to it, in Sect.4, we
derive explicit rational expressions (4.6) for the component functions of L, F, G in
terms of A, o, d\ and do. These expressions turn (1.7) into a system of thirty-
six equations imposed on A, o, the component functions S;, A;,0; of S, dX, do, and
their first-order directional derivatives S;;, A,;, 0;;. For now, let us choose to ignore
the six equations involving S;;. The remaing thirty equations imply that

(a) (1207 = N*) (A3 — M Ay) = 2M\[u_ (Ag05 — A\yoy) + 1y (N30 — Agoy)],

(b) (1207 = A?) (AN A5 + AoAy) = 27\ [y (A 05 4 Agay) + i (Az0y + Ay00)],
where p, = 20 = A. See Remark 5.1, where we also describe the reason why the
number of equations may be further reduced by six, to twenty-four: the equations
satisfy four linear-dependence relations, and two of their functional combinations
result in the constraints (a) — (b), thus allowing us to eliminate two more equations,
and replace them with (a) — (b). However, taking the directional derivatives of (a)
and (b), we can in turn augment our system with eight more equations, raising their
total number to thirty-two. They are linear in the thirty-six quantities S;, A;;, 0;;.
This last number can be reduced to thirty-two since — as explained in the lines
following (6.3) — we are free to assume that A\, = 0 by suppressing a rotational
symmetry inherent in the system (1.4) — (1.5). Consequently, there are now as
many linear equations as there are unknowns. What makes it plausible to expect
that no nontrivial solutions exist is the presence of six more equations, involving
S,;, which we earlier chose to ignore.

In the case of compact four-manifolds, [2, Prop.4.70], reproduced below as
formula (2.6), seems to hint at some variational aspect of the weakly Einstein
condition. Closer inspection shows that this is not the case, in any interesting
way: no proper weakly Einstein metric is a critical point of ||R||?, the squared L?
norm of the curvature tensor. See (2.7). On the other hand, if the manifold is also
oriented, scalar-flat anti-self-dual Riemannian metrics, when they exist, are well
known — cf. (2.5) — to be precisely the absolute minima of the functional |R||%. The
last class includes scalar-flat Kéhler-surface metrics, numerous nontrivial examples
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of which are exhibited in [13] and [12], while the two italicized statements are used,
in Sect. 2, to prove the final clause of Theorem A.

The authors wish to thank Claude LeBrun for helpful comments and clarifi-
cations concerning the subject matter of the preceding paragraph and the way in
which the final clause of Theorem A arises from variational considerations.

2. Preliminaries

All manifolds are assumed connected, all mappings and tensor fields smooth.
We will use the fact that, given a local frame e; in a manifold and its dual e,

(2.1) 2de" = —Cikjei A el for the functions ij with [e;, e;] = C’ikjek.

For the curvature, Weyl, and Ricci tensors of a Riemannian metric ¢ in any di-
mension n > 3 we use the sign convention such that r;; = g"R Thus,
1
ijpa ~ 5 Ginlia T GjaTiv ~ IipLig ~ JiqTip)
s
+ m—Dn-2) (9ip9iq — 9jpYiq)
s being the scalar curvature. Consequently, if n = 4 and e;, ey, e5,e, is a local
g-orthonormal frame, one has (1.5) if and only if

ipjq-

W,

ijpqg —

R

the only nonzero components of the Weyl and
Ricci tensors are those algebraically related to

2.2
(22) Wigis = Wayoq = Wigeg = 0, 111 =Tgp = —A,

Wigia = Wagoz = Wiggs = —0,  T33 =Ty = A

As shown by Tanno [15], a conformally flat Kéhler surface is

(2.3)

On the other hand, it is well known — see, for instance, [4, p.459] — that

either flat, or locally isometric to a Riemannian product of two real
surfaces with mutually opposite, nonzero constant Gaussian curvatures.

(2.4) anti-self-duality of a Kéhler surface amounts to its scalar-flatness.

REMARK 2.1. According to parts (a) and (d) in [5, Theorem 5.1}, a scalar-flat
Kaéhler surface is weakly Einstein if and only if Wp = 0. Thus, (1.1) is, due to (2.4)
and (2.3), equivalent to the conjecture stated immediately before (1.1).

PROOF OF THEOREM A, case (i). The equivalence between parts (d) and (e)
in [5, Theorem 5.1] shows that a Kéhler surface with s = 0 and Wp = 0 necessarily
has Ap = 0 or, in local coordinates, pij,kk = 0. In the compact case, integrating
the inner product (p, Ap) by parts, we get Vp = 0, as required. O

In the following argument d* is the formal adjoint of the Codazzi operator d, cf.
[2, Sect. 16.5], sending a twice-covariant symmetric tensor field b on a Riemannian
manifold to db given, in coordinates, by [db],;;, = by, ; — by, ;.

PROOF OF THE FINAL CLAUSE OF THEOREM A. From the Chern-Weil integral
formulae for characteristic numbers one obtains
12[|R||* = [ls]|* + 48[|WH|[* — 967 [x (M) + 3(M)],
where x(M) and 7(M) are the Euler characteristic and signature of a compact
oriented Riemannian four-manifold (M,g), and || || denotes the I? norm. One
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verifies this, for instance, by subtracting 12 times [4, formula (25.1)] from [4, for-
mula (25.8)]. Thus, given a compact oriented four-manifold M,

if M admits a scalar-flat anti-self-dual Riemannian me-
(2.5) tric g, any such g realizes the absolute minimum value
of the functional ||R||? in the space of all metrics on M,

the minimum being —872[x(M) + 37(M)]. On the other hand, according to [2,
Prop. 4.70], on a compact manifold of dimension four, with d,d* defined above,

at any metric g, one-half of the gradient of the

. unctiona equals r minus the traceless
2.6 functional ||R|? Is d*dr minus the tracel

part of the triple contraction of R against itself.

Thus, if ¢ satisfies the assumptions in the final clause of Theorem A, the resulting
equality d*dr = 0 implies, via integration by parts, that dr = 0, and so g has
harmonic curvature [2, Sect. 16.33]. Our assertion now follows from [7, Thm. 22.3].
In the K&hler case, instead of invoking [7], one can also use [2, Prop. 16.30]. O

The third and second lines above show that, on a compact four-manifold,
(2.7) o proper weakly Einstein metric is a critical point of the functional ||R||*

REMARK 2.2. The line following Theorem A is obvious: by (2.2), the Ricci
tensor r has the spectrum —\, =\, A\, A and the norm 2|\|, the constancy of which
trivially implies (iii), as well as integrability of both Ricci eigendistributions when
A # 0, since they are the kernels of the closed 2-forms p +Aw, cf. (1.2).

LEMMA 2.3. At points of an anti-self-dual Kdhler surface (M, g) where the Ric-
ct and Weyl tensors are both nonzero, the weakly Einstein property is equivalent,
locally, to the existence of a smooth frame ey, ey, es,e4 such that (1.4) - (1.5) hold
with some nowhere-zero functions A and o.

PROOF. We assume that (M, g) is anti-self-dual, and so s =0 due to (2.4).

First, let (M, g) be weakly Einstein with W and r both nonzero at = € M.
As s =0, the final clause of [6, Corollary 1.6] allows us to choose scalars A\, o and
a positive orthonormal basis e;, ey, e5,e, of T.M with (2.2), where [6] uses the
symbol ¢ for our o. Thus, (1.5) follows. Switching ey, e, with ey, e; and eg, ¢,
with ey, es, if needed, we also get (1.4-ii). Since Ao # 0, we may choose such
€1, €9, 3,6, which depend smoothly on the point z, as the resulting local frames
are well known [8, Sect. 6] to be precisely the smooth local sections of a G-principal
bundle over M, for some matrix group G C SO(4).

Conversely, as (1.4) — (1.5) lead to (2.2), the first part of [6, Corollary 1.6] for
¢ = o, combined with its final clause, implies the weakly Einstein property of g.
This completes the proof. O

We can now show that (1.6) is equivalent to Conjecture (1.1) or, in other words
(see Remark 2.1) to the claim immediately preceding (1.1). Namely, the negation of
(1.6) yields a Kéhler-surface metric g realizing (1.4) — (1.5), with Ao # 0, so that,
according to Lemma 2.3, ¢ is weakly Einstein and, by (2.2), also proper. On the
other hand, any ¢ having this latter property, satisfies, again due to Lemma 2.3
and (2.2), the negation of (1.6).
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3. Pointwise symmetries of the system (1.4) — (1.5)

REMARK 3.1. For a smooth local frame e;, ey, e5,€, in a Kahler surface and
functions A, o, the conditions (1.4) — (1.5) are equivalent to having (1.4) along with
the following version of (1.5):

R1313 =Ry =0, Rygy = R3434 = A R1234 = 0,

(3.1) R, ;1 =0 whenever the set {4,4,k,1} has 3 elements,

as the remaining parts of (1.5) then are immediate from the general Riemannian
and Kéhler symmetries of the curvature tensor.

LEMMA 3.2. The conditions (1.4) — (1.5) imposed on g, J,e1,€q9,€5,€,, X and
o remain satisfied when the sextuple (eq,eq, e5,e,, A, 0) is replaced by one of

(3.2) (1) (ey,—€y,€3,€4, A, —0), (il) (e, ey, €4, —€3, A, —0),
’ (i) (eq, —ey, €4, —€3, A, 0), (iv)  (es,eq,e1,€9, =N, 0).

In fact, with (1.5) replaced by (3.1): the claims about (i) and (iv) are obvious,

(ii) equals the result of conjugating (i) by (iv),

(3.3) and (iii) is the composition: (i) followed by (ii).

More generally, (i) and (iv) are easily seen to generate a thirty-two-element group
acting on the sextuples (e;,es, e5,e,, A, 0). In addition, (iii) is a special case of a
continuous symmetry of the system (1.4) — (1.5):

LEMMA 3.3. With A\ and o fized, (1.4) - (1.5) are invariant under simulta-
neous rotations, involving any angle function, of the pairs (e, eq) and (es,€4).

PRrROOF. Replacing (1.5) with (3.1), we clearly get our claim for the equalities
in (3.1) having A or 0 on the right-hand side. For the rotational invariance of
Ry315 and Ry, it suffices to verify that, whenever %+ s = 1,

(3.4) R(ce; + sey, ces + sey, ce; + Sey, ces + s€4) = Ryqys,

as the analogous equality for R,,q, arises when one replaces (es,e;) by (e4, —es3)
and invokes (3.2-ii). The left-hand side of (3.4), easily evaluated from (3.1), equals
(c? + 52)20, completing the proof. O

REMARK 3.4. At any given point, the conditions (1.4) — (1.5) with Ao # 0
uniquely determine the frame ey, e,, €5, ¢, up to simultaneous rotations of the pairs
(e1,e5) and (es,ey), as in Lemma 3.3, and the action of the thirty-two-element
group, mentioned in the line following (3.3). See the proof of (c) in [6, the lines
following formula (7.7)], applied to # = 0, which could also be used as another
proof of our Lemma 3.3.

4. The associated exterior differential equations

In a Riemannian four-manifold (M, g) carrying an almost complex structure .J
compatible with the metric g, consider a smooth local frame e;, e, €5, ¢, satisfying
(1.4), and a connection V in the tangent bundle TM with Vg =0 and VJ =0,
having the component functions 1;]’“ and connection 1-forms I;’“ given by

(4.1)  Ve; = 1;k® e;, (summed over k), so that lgk(ei) = I;]k and Vefj = ];J]-“ek.
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Then Z;k may be arranged in a matrix of the form

' § 51 [0 E F G
(42) H2 ];2 152 122 _ ) 0 -G F
‘ oo pT|-F ¢ o0 H|
Bt Rt |-G -F -H 0

In fact, for arbitrary functions [Z’jk in (4.1), it is clear that Vg = 0 if and only if Iz’jk
is skew-symmetric in j, k, while V.J = 0 if and only if I]j = (=1)**I}1 whenever
{{4,p}.{k,q}} ={{1,2},{3,4}}. Note that V need not be torsion-free.

In other words, V is a connection in T'M viewed as a complex vector bundle, in
which g is the real part of a V-parallel Hermitian fibre metric, and the right-hand
side of (4.2) represents, in real terms, a 1-form valued in the Lie algebra u(2).

Let A, B,C, D be the local trivialization of T*M dual to the frame e, ey, €3, €,:

(4'3) (A7 B7 C? D) = (el7 627 637 e4>'
REMARK 4.1. With (4.3), the relations (1.4) and (2.2) easily give g = A® A+

BOB+C®C+D®D and r = -AA®A+B®B)+A(C®C+D@D) in (1.2),
while (W¢, Wn, W) = (0, 20n, —208), proving (1.8) and the claim following (1.9).

LEMMA 4.2. Under the above assumptions, with S = E+ H, the replacements
(i) - (iv) in Lemma 3.2 cause e,,eq, e5,e,, A\, 0, E, H, S to be replaced by

i) ey —ey,€5,64, and A —o, and E H,S,

i) ej,eq,64,—€5, and N\ —o, and E,H,S,
(4.4) iil) eq,—ey,e,,—€5, and Ao, and FE, H,S,
iv)  eg, e, 6,6, and -\, o, and H,E,S,
V) e3,€4,69,—€, and -\, —o, and H,E,S.

PRrOOF. The cases of (i) and (iv) are obvious from Lemma 3.2 and (4.2), while
(ii) — (iii) then arise via (3.3), and (v) is nothing else than (i) followed by (iv). O
REMARK 4.3. Also, A,B,C,D,E,F,G,H,L = E— H,S,\,0 may be replaced
i) B,-A,C,D, and E,-G,F,H,L,S, and A\, —o,
i) A,B,D,—-C, and E,G,—F,H,L,S, and A, —o,
ii) D,—-C,A,B, and H,-G,-F,E,—L,S, and -\, —o,
iv) C,D,A,B, and H,—-F,G,E,—L,S, and -\o.

(4.5)

In fact, (iii) arises as (ii) followed by (iv), while the other claims are immediate
from Lemma 4.2 and (4.2) — (4.3).

LEmMMA 4.4. Let M,g,J,V,A,B,C,D,E . F,G,H,e,, ey, e5,¢e, be as above.
(a) V is torsion-free if and only if A, B,C,D,E, F,G, H satisfy the first four
exterior equations of (1.7).

(b) If V is torsion-free, (1.5) is equivalent to the last four equations in (1.7)
with L=FE—H and S=F+H.

PROOF. By (2.1), V is torsion-free if and only if 2de* = [I;¥ — I[¥]e’Ae/ which,
due to skew-symmetry of e’ A el in i,7, is the same as de* = lgfei A €7, that is,
de = ' A IF, since (4.1) gives I¥e/ = I;*. Now (4.2) and (4.3) yield (a).

Next, let V be torsion-free. The components Rijkl of the (1,3) curvature

tensor R of V, with R(e;,¢;)ex = Rijklel, are given by Rijkl = djl;-,é — dll;,lc +
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LLLE — LyL7 4 (LY — LP1LL, where d; denotes the e;-directional derivative. This
amounts to R,i = —d]};l + LA Z;l for the 2-forms R,g skew-symmetric in k,I,

characterized by Rl (e;, e;) = Rijkl. As (1.5) reads

R}=-MANAB, R}=R;=0(ANC—DAB),
R} =)NCAD, R;=-R{=0(AAND—-BAC),

the assertion (b) follows from (4.2). O

LEMMA 4.5. Gwen functions \,o and 1-forms A, B,C,D,F G,L,S, on a
four-manifold satisfying (1.7), let us express L, F,G,d\,do as functional combi-
nations of (4.3), with some coefficients L, F,,G,, \;,0;, i =1,2,3,4. Then

29y gy N Yo

a) 16A0?(Ly, Ly, Ly, L) = 8\o(—0y, 0y, 04, —03)

+,LL*(>\2, 7>‘17 *)‘47 >\3);
b) 8)‘J(Fia -F27 G37 G4) = —H_ (>‘37 )‘4a )‘27 _)‘1)3
C) SAJ(EMEUGDGQ) :/‘+()‘17 /\27_)‘47 >\3)7

(4.6)

where py =20+ X and p, = pp_ =40 — N2
PROOF. For the coefficient functions L., F.,G,, \;, o;, one has

30 g Mgy TN Vo

l) 20'.[/1 + ,U/+G3 = —09, 11) 20L2 + M+G4 =0y,

ili) 20Lg—pu_G; =0y, iv) 2oL, —p_Gy = —o5,
(4.7) v) ppF 4 Gy =0, vi) py by —p Gy =0,
. Vi) py By —p Gy=Ay, vill)  pgFy 4 p Gy = A,
ix)  p B+ py Gy = Ag, X) poFy—p Gy = Ay,
xi) p_Fy—p, G, =0, xii) p_Fy+p, Gy =0.

In fact, applying d to the formula for dF in (1.7), as well as to d(S — L) =
AFANGH+2XCAD and d(S+ L) = —4F NG — 2)AA A B, the difference and sum of
the last two equations in (1.7), we obtain, respectively, from (1.7),

doN(ANC—-DAB)=pu,GNANB—u_GANCAND—-20LAN(AND—-BAC),
AANCAD =—-pu_GAN(ANC—DAB)—pu, FAN(AAND —-BAC),
AANANB = - FAN(AND —BAC)—pu,GAN(ANC —DAB).

These equalities amount to (4.7). As equations (4.7-v) — (4.7-xii) read

py k|| By B Gy —G1:/\1 Ay Az Ay
pe oml|=G G K R0 0 0 o)

. py  —p_|pg p_] _[8r 0 ]
while = )
[u u+Hu— uJ [0 8Aa

(4.6-b) and (4.6-c) follow. Now (4.7-i) — (4.7-iv) yield (4.6-a). O
Due to (4.1) we have V&b = —Z;k® &7, that is,

VA= -E®B-F®C—-G®D, VB=E®A+G®C—-F®D,
VO=F®A-G®B-H®D, VD=GoA+F®B+HC,

where only the first equality needs to be verified, using (4.2) — (4.3), as (4.5) then
yields the other three. Consequently, for ¢,7,6 in (1.9),

(4.8) V(=2G®n-2F20, Vn=-2G0(+L®0, VO=2F2(— Lo
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REMARK 4.6. Conjecture (1.1) is true under the additional assumption that A
is constant. Namely, one then easily verifies the italicized statement following (1.7):
having (1.7) with dA = 0 at points where Ao # 0 would, by (4.6-b) — (4.6-c), give
F =G =0, and hence o = 0, due to the equations involving dF and dG in (1.7).

5. The thirty-six directional-derivative equations

Assuming (1.4) — (1.5) with V.J = 0, denoting by S;,\;,0; the component

79 17
functions of S, dA, do relative to the local frame e, ey, €5, ¢4, and by S;; Aij 04
their ei-directional derivatives, at points where Ao # 0 one has

A13 + )\24) + )\253 — )\154])\0'2/17 = _SAU(QO' + 7)\)()\10'3 + A20'4)

303 1 2020 — 2802 — 10407) (A A5 + Aoy,

(d) 16[2(pp Ay + p_Agg) + iy Mg Sy + p_AgS5)Ao? = =3, (n_A3 + iy AG)
+8Aa[(20 — 3A)Ay05 + (20 + 3XN) A g0y + 4A(A 0y — A303) + 32)07]
+40[(A% + 4Xo + 200%)AF + (A2 — 4ha + 2002) N3],

(d1) 16[2(p_Agy + p1y Ag3) — 1Ny Sy + puy Ay S5]Ao? = —=3pu, (AT + p_ A7)
+8Aa[(20 + 3N\ 0y + (20 — 3N A\y04 + AN N305 — Ay0y) — 32X07)
+40[(A\% — 4Xo + 200%)A3 + (A2 + 4ho + 200%) N3],

(d2) 162(1_Aiy + ppAgg) + p_XgSy — py X3Sy Ao = =3y, (A3 + p_A3)
+8Aa[(20 + 3A)Ag05 + (20 — 3N)A305 — 4N(Ay0q + A\y04) — 32X07)

4o [(A2 — 4X0 + 200%)A2 + (A2 + 4ho + 2002)A2],

(ds) 16[2(p4 Aoy + p_Agg) = A Sy — p_AgSylAo? = =3, (AT + iy A3)
+8Aa[(20 — 3A)A 0y + (20 + 3N)A305 + 4N Aoy — N\y0y) + 32)007]
+40[(A? + 4Xo + 2002)A3 + (A2 — 4)\o + 200%) N3],

(€) 16[2(p Aoy + p_Agy) — A Sy + p_AySylho? = 32X %0 (A\y0y — Ag04)
(33— 2X20 4 4A02 + 1040%)A, Ay — (333 4 2020 + 4Ao? — 1040%) A5,
+8Aa[(BN — 20)A\y05 — (BA + 20) A y05],

(e1) 16[2(u_A1s — pyAgg) + H_AsSs — py Ay Sy Aa® = =320 (X0, + A304)
—(BA%+2X\2%0 4+ 4X0? — 10403) A Ay — (3X3 — 2)\2%0 + 4X0? + 10403) A3\,
+8A0[(20 — 3N)Ay05 — (20 4+ 3N) Ay0y],

(e2) 16[2(u_Aoy — pyAgz) — oA Sy + 1y X383 = =32X%0 (Ay07 + \y03)
—(BA3+2X\2%0 + 4X0? — 10403) M Ay — (3X3 — 2)\2%0 + 4X0? + 10403) A3\,
+8Aa[(20 — 3N)A304 — (20 + 3A) A 04],

(e3) 16[2(py Mg + p_Agz) + iy AaSo — pu_A3S5]Aa? = 32X%0 (A 0y — A403)
(33— 2)20 + 4A02 + 10409)A, A, — (333 1 2020 + 4A0? — 10409\, )\,
+8A[(BA — 20) Ay0; — (BA + 20) A3y,

(@) 2[2(A15 = Ag1) + A1) + ApS]o = Aoy — Ayoy,
(1) 2[2(Ags — Ay3) + A3S3 + AySy]o = Ago — A\y03,
(0) 2[2(Ay3 — )\31) + X853 = AySi]o = =M1 A3 — Mgy + (05 — Ag) Ay,
(b1) 2[2(Ag3 — Agg) — A1 S5 — >‘4S2]U = XA3 — (00 + M)Ay + Aoy,
(b2) 2[2(A1s — Agy) + A28, + A351]0 = =X A5 + Ago3 — X305 + A1 Ay,
(b3) 2[2(Apy — Ag2) + X385 — A 54]0 = —AA3 = AgAy — Aoz £ A0y,
(€) 16[2(Ag5 — Ay1) + A3Sq + Ay So]Aa?u_ = 8Aa(20 + TA) (Mo — A305)
+(3A3 + 2X\%0 — 28X0% — 10403) (A Ay — Ag)3),
(c1) 16[2(Agy + Ayp) + AyS1 — )‘352]>\02M+ = 8Ao(7TA = 20) (X301 + Ay03)
()3 — 2020 — 28702 + 1040) (A Ay + Aghy),
(ca) 16[2(Ag5 — A1y) = Ay S5 — A SyJAo?u, = 8Ao(20 — TA) (A0 — Ay03)
+(3>\3 — 20%0 — 28A02 4 10403) (A A5 — Ay \y),
6[2(
—(
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(i2)
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16[2(015 — 091) + 0181 +0355]A0° = 1, (A 0y — Ay0y) +1607(N\y05 — A304),
16(2(0y3 — 034) — 0355 — 04 Sy Ao? = 160%(Xy 05 — Ay0y) + 11, (M405 — A304),
16(2(0y5 — 03;) + 0253 — 0451] Ao

= 40 (_A301 — pyA103) + 2 N0y — pE N30,
16[2(055 — 093) + 0155 + 0,55] Ao

= iAoy — 2401 + 40 (n_Ny03 — p14 A303),
16(2(0y, — 014) — 025, — 0551]A0”

= 3 Ag03 — p2 305 + do(u_Myoy — pyAgoy),
16(2(ay, — 094) + 015y — 055,]A0”

= 3 A301 — p2 103+ 4o(py Aoy — p1_Ny03),
16[2(A1y + Aga) + X081 — A1 Sp]Aa?p,

—128[2(0y; + 099) + 035, — 07.95]A%03 + 320\%02(0F + 03)

= (1120% + 402\%0% — M) (A3 + A\3) — 48021, (A3 + \F)

+16Ac[(402 — 5A2) (A 07 + Ag05) + 802(A305 + A\y0y) + 320%03],
16[2(Ag3 + Agg) + AyS5 — A3Sy]Ao?p,

—128[2(033 + ay4) + 0,95 — 038,] N2 + 3200202 (03 + 03)

= (1120" + 40X%02 — X)) (A3 4+ A3) — 48021, (\] + A3)

+16Ac[(402 — 5A2) (N304 + A\y04) + 802\ 01 + Ag0y) — 320203,
162(Agy + Ag3) — A S5 — A3S1]Ao%p,

—128[2(0yy + 093) — 0195 — 035, ]\°0”

= (3040 — 160A0® + 567202 + 8X% — A1) A )\

+ (3040 4 1600 + 567\%0% — 8A%0 — M)A\ )\,

—8Ao[p2 N304 + pA A0y + 40Aa (0104 + 0403)]

—8Aa[(40?% — 4\o + IN2) A\y05 + (402 + 4Xa + INH) N\ 0],
162(Ag2 — A1) — AoS3 — A3Sp]Aa?p,

—128[2(0yp — 013) — 0395 — 035, \°0”

= (3040* — 160\0> + 56202 + 8\%0 — A\, ),

— (3040t + 16000 + 560%02 — 8\ — M)A, Ay

+8Aa (U2 Ag0y — p2 Ay04 + 40X0 (0105 — 0504)]

+8A[(40% + 4Xa + 9N2)\ 05 — (402 — 4o + IN?)\,0y),
162(Agg — A1) — A1Sy — AySilAou,

—128[2(0yy — 031) — 01.; — 04.51]N\°0°

= (3040* + 160Ac> + 560%02 — 8X%0 — A1) A\,

— (3040* — 160X + 567202 + 8)\3%0 — M)A\ )\,

+8Aa (U2 A\ o3 — p2 X,05 + 40X (005 — 040,)]

+8A\a[(40? — 4Xo + IN?)A\y0q — (402 + 4Ao + INH) N\y0y],
16[2(A14 + Ag0) + AeSy + A Ss]Aa?p,

—128(2(014 + 033) + 0,5, + 0,95\ 0

= (3040 — 160\ + 56 %02 + 8\%0 — A\ )\,

+ (3040* 4+ 1600 + 56 A%0% — 8X%0 — A1)\, ),

—8Ao (2 Ay01 + pAAy05 4+ 40A0 (0405 + 0104)]

—8\a[(40? — AXo + IN2)\ 0y + (402 + 4Xa + INZ)\305),
16[2(Sy; — S15) — S — S3|\o? + 8)0(0,S; — 0,.55)

= 1. (\pS) — A\ Sy) + 160%(Ag S, — A, S3) — 32)%02,
16[2(Sy5 — Ssq) — S5 — S A02 + 80 (0455 — 035,)

= 11, (A S5 — A3S,) + 160%(A\; Sy — X\oS;) + 32)0%02,
16[2(S5; — Sy3) + 515, — S5S5]1A02 + 8Aa (0,5, — 0,5,)

= 3N S — p2 Ay Sy + 40(py Ay Sy — p_X3Sh),
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(k1) 16[2(S55 — Sa3) + S35 + S153]A0” + 8Aa(04 S — 01.5,)
= AN Sy — 2 Ay Sy +40(u_AyS3 — 11, A3S5),
(k2) 16[2(S,; — S14) — 5153 — S99,] 02 + 8Aa (0355 — 0553)
= 13 Ao — 2 N385 + do(p_A Sy — pyAySy),
(k3) 16[2(S,5 — Soy) — 5553 + S1.9,] a2 + 8o (0, S5 — 035;)
= /13)\351 — 2N S5+ 4o(pyAgSy — p_AySs).
In fact, as (2F, 2H) = (S+ L, S — L), (4.2) yields the Lie-bracket relations

2[eg, €] = (S1 + Ly)eg + (Sg + Ly)ey +2(Gy + Fy)es +2(Gy — F)ey,

1
(5.1) 2[ey, e3] = 2F ey + (S5 + Ly — 2Gy)ey + 2F3es + (2G5 + Ly — Sy)ey.

Taking the directional derivatives of A and o along the vector fields (5.1) multiplied
by 1602, and using (4.6), which, in particular, gives

(5.2) 8Ao (G, + F,) = —4o),, 8Ao(Gy — F) = 4o,

we obtain (a), (b), (f) and (g). Next, given a 1-form Z = Z;¢', let Z;; = d;Z;. By
(4.3) and (1.7), dZ is the combination of AANB, ANC, AND, BANC, BAD, CAD
with the first three respective coefficient functions

Zyy = Zyg — Z1 By — ZyEy — Z3(Fy + Gy) + Z,(F, — Gy),
Zgy — Zi3 — 21 By + Zy(Gy — E3) — Z3F; + Zy(Hy — Gjy),
Zy — Zyy — Z,Gy — Zy(F + Ey) — Z5(Fy + Hy) — Z,G,.

In view of (1.7), the above three lines equal

L,G, — L,Gy, LGy — LG, L,G,— LG, when Z =F,
ARG, — FGy) — A ARG, - FGy), 4G - KG) if Z= L.

For Z = S the first two of them are —\ and 0. Of the eight equalities just
described, multiplying the first three by 256203, the next two by 512A%0*, the
last two by 32Ao?, then using (4.6), while replacing E by (S + L)/2 and H by
(S —L)/2, we get (c), (d), (e), (h), (¥), (j), (k). The equalities labeled by plain
letters a,b,...,j,k have now been established. They imply the remaining ones,
with subscripts 1,2,3,4,5 in their labels, each subscript referring to one of the five
cases of (4.4). Thus, (es) arises from (e) via (4.4-ii), and (h4) from (h) via (4.4-iv).

REMARK 5.1. One easily verifies that equation (es), or (e1), or (i1), or (ig),
is the linear combination of (a), (a4), (e), or (a), (a4), (e2), or (c1), (¢c5), (9),
(93), (i2), or (c), (ca), (g2), (91), (i), with the respective coefficient functions
8Aopy, =8 op_, 1, or 8op_, =8 oy, , 1, or p_, —p,, 8Ao, —=8Ac, 1 or, finally,
py, —p_, 8o, =8Xo, 1. On the other hand, the linear combination of (bz), (b1),
(¢), (ca) with the coefficients 8oy, —8Aop,, —piy, pu_ yields 32Xo times equation
(a) in the Introduction, while (b) then follows from (a) via (3.2-ii). Equivalently,
(b) multiplied by 32X\c also arises as the combination of (b), (b3), (c1), (c5) with
the coefficients 8\op,, 8Aop,, p_, —p .

REMARK 5.2. Under the assumptions (1.4) — (1.5), at points where Ao # 0,
due to (2.2), the Ricci eigendistributions are span(e;,e,) and span(es,e,). The
former (or, the latter) is integrable if and only if Ay = A\, = 0 (or, respectively,
A1 = Ay = 0). In fact, the first claim is obvious from the first line of (5.1) and
(5.2), and it implies the second one as a consequence of (3.2-1v).
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6. Generic points

To prove an equality-type conclusion (x) on a manifold M, one can obviously
fix a tensor field ©, with the zero set Y, and establish (%) just on the open dense
set Y°U [M \ Y] of ©-generic points, arising as the union of the interior Y° of Y
and the complement M\ Y of Y.

Our proofs of Conjecture (1.1) in the special cases (ii) — (iii) of Theorem A will
consist in showing that, under either of the assumptions (ii) — (iii),

(6.1) Ao = 0 identically whenever (1.4) — (1.5) hold and VJ =0,

which is a slightly modified version of (1.6).

In fact, suppose that we have established the equality Ao =0 in (6.1). At o-
generic points, with Y as above for © = o, the metric restricted to Y°, or M \Y,
is, due to (2.2), conformally flat or, respectively, Ricci-flat, and so — see (2.3) — on
both sets the Ricci tensor is parallel. This is the assertion of (1.1). It also shows
that either A =0 identically, or A # 0 = o everywhere, as required in (1.6).

In both cases (ii), (iii), we will derive a contradiction from the assumption that

(6.2) (1.4) — (1.5) with VJ =0 and Ao # 0 everywhere.

In other words, we will consider the zero set Y of Ao and the Ao-generic set
Y°U[M\Y]. On Y? our claim, Ao = 0 in (6.1), holds trivially, and the contradiction
resulting from (6.2), where we have replaced M by M \ 'Y, amounts to showing
that M \Y is empty.

In addition to (6.2), we may — and will — assume that

(6.3) Ay =0 and A3 >0 everywhere,

which results in no loss of generality: with Y being this time the zero set of d\,
Remark 4.6 yields our assertion, Ao = 0, on Y?° while in M \'Y, locally, (3.2-iv)
and Lemma 3.3 allow us, respectively, to require that VA have a nonzero projection
onto span(es,e,), and that this projection be equal to Aze; with A3 > 0.

REMARK 6.1. To summarize: in the next two sections we will prove assertion
of Theorem A, in the form Ao =0 — cf. (6.1) — assuming, in addition, (ii) or (iii).
In the latter case, we will consider the dA-generic set Y°U [M N\ Y], and observe
that Ao = 0 on Y?, so that we are free to replace M by M \ Y. In both cases,
we will then show that the conditions (6.2) — (6.3) lead to a contradiction.

7. Proof of case (ii) in Theorem A

Following Remark 6.1, we now assume (6.2) — (6.3), along with (ii) in Theo-
rem A, in order to derive a contradiction.

In view of Remark 5.2 and (6.3), span(e;,e,) cannot be integrable. Since we
are assuming (ii), this leads to integrability of span(es,ey), with A; = Ay = 0.

As we now have A} = \y =X, =0, (b), (b1), (b2) and (b3) give, successively,

(7.1) Ag1 =0, A3y =0, 205, =—0y, 205,=o0,

turning (¢) and (c1), with AoA; # 0, into o7 = 0, = 0, and so, by (7.1), S; =
Sy = 0. From (j) and (h) we thus get A\3S, = 2A? and 3u, A3 = 8\a(\;04 + 42%0).
Combined with (dz), or with (ds), this yields

(7.2) A\y03 = —dop,, so that 3u, N3 = 64 a*(\? — 202).
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Next, (d) and (d;), divided by 4o, amount to

i) 8Aou_Asz3 = 8A3(802 — A\y03) + (A% — 4Ao + 2002) A3,

i) 8AopyAg3 = 8N4 (Ag05 — 80%) + (A2 + 4ho + 200%)A3.

The combination of (7.3-1) and (7.3-ii) with the coefficients 3y, and —3pu,p_,

evaluated via (7.2), then divided by 512202, reads 0 = A\* — 5202 + 120, This is
a contradiction, the right-hand side being clearly positive unless A = ¢ = 0.

(7.3)

8. Case (iii)

As stated in Remark 6.1, we first consider the dA-generic set Y°U[M\ Y], and
note that, due to Remark 4.6, our assertion, Ao = 0, holds on Y°. We may thus
replace M with M \'Y, and assume (6.2) — (6.3), along with (iii) in Theorem A,
in order to derive a contradiction. In view of (6.2) — (6.3),

(8.1) Ao(A? + A3+ A3) # 0 everywhere.

By (iii) and (2.2), o is, locally, a function of A, with the derivative o’ = do/dA.

Next, according to case (ii) of Theorem A, already established in Sect. 7, com-
bined with Remark 5.2, on any nonempty open set, one cannot simultaneously have
A1 = Ay, = 0 and the condition Ao # 0 in (6.2). Thus, if Y°U[M\Y] now denotes
the (A} + A\3)-generic set, then Y° must be empty. As \; and ), cannot both
vanish on M\ 'Y (now replacing M), (a) — (b) in the Introduction yield

(8.2) i) 8\oo’ = 1202 — N2, ii) 64X\%03%0" = (402 — A\?)(1202% + \?),
while 0; = 0’A; and o;; = o’A;; + 0"\, A;. Hence, replacing

8\oa; with (1202 — \?)),, 8\oo; — A, with 8a2);,
8AG%(BAo0;; — 1, A;;) with 64Xa?\; + (407 — A?) (1202 + A?)\ A

17
as allowed by (8.2), we rewrite (d), (d1), (dz2), (d3), (h), (hs) in Sect.5 as
402(pyp Mg + p_Ag3) + A S A% = (X — 60)AaAS + 64X%0?
+(2003 + 16Ac? + \20 — A3)A? + (2003 — 16Aa? + N2 + A3) A3,
4[2(p_ Aoy + By Ag3) — H_ASo]Aa? = (A + 60)AaA? — 64X%0?
+(2003 — 16X0? + N0 + A3)A3 + (2003 + 16A0? + X200 — A3\,
4(2p_ Ay + 1_XySy — 1 A3S)A? = Ao [(A 4 60)A3 + (A — 60)A3]
+(200°% — 1602 + X200 + A3)A\2 — 64720,
4204 Agy — p14 A1 Sy — pi_A3S)A0? = Ao [(A — 60)A] + (A + 60)AF]
+(2003 + 16Aa? + A%0 — A3)A3 + 64720,
4[2(A11 + Agn) + XS] — A1) A2 = 1002(A2 + A3) — A2X2 — 16A%02,
42035 — A35,)A0? = 100202 — A2(A\? + M%) + 16)3%02.
Subtracting the sum of the last two equations above, multiplied by 4o, from the
sum of the first four, we get 8A\20(A? + A3 + M%) = 0, which contradicts (8.1).
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